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do not want to make any comparison on that line, but it seems 
to me that an expression of that sort is unparliamentary, unbe- 
coming, and 0 out of place. That is parliamentary lan- 

e, is it not? There is another set on that side of the House, 
radiating out from the gentleman from Maine 

A MEMBER. What do you mean by a set“? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. ell, another corps; that is better. The 
gentleman from Maine, when he rises to speak, stands over 
there, looks over to this side of the House and says: ‘‘ Let us do 
this by the rules of common sense,” all the time insisting that 
the Democratic side of this House are without knowledge on the 
subject. And then some smaller men will rise and say that we 
are ignorant on the Democratic side. The gentleman from lowa 

Mr. HEPBURN] made a discovery the other day. He found a 

ecision of the Supreme Court that has been read in this House 
at least forty times. He had just discovered it, I presume; and 
he said the Democratic side was densely ignorant, and then he 

roceeded to read that decision of the Supreme Court, which 
haa been frequently and ably discussed in the House, in order to 
inform this House what the Supreme Court had decided, and 
then remarked that gentlemen on the Democratic side seemed 
to be densely ignorant. And I must say that a number of gen- 
tlemen on this Democratic side of the House, when the gentle- 
man from Maine tells them that, stand about him taking it all 
in, and laughing with an expression of great admiration on 
their face. ; 

A MEMBER. How about Abram Hewitt? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, Isuppose the gentleman from Maine 
made a speech over there, and I suppose Hewitt caught the in- 
fection from the gentleman from Maine, and thought that as 
that gentleman had said something smart he would imitate. 

Mr. REED. Probably both were pretty accurate. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have no doubt the gentleman from 
Maine thinks so; and if he can succeed in getting a Democratic 
Speaker to count a quorum of this House his poor opinion of us 
would disappear; and then the gentleman from Maine would be 
enabled to decide a question which his mind has been poised 
upon for some time; and that is whether God made him or he 
made God. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this provision which the gentleman from 
Illinois wants to strike out is clearly a reduction of the expenses 
of the Government and within the province of this committee. 

Mr.SAYERS. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think this is a matter of so much impor- 
tance that it ought to bea little more fully understood before the 
vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in order unless an- 
other amendment be offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the committee, who 
is in charge of this bill (because I was ill when the matter was 
considered in the full committee), whether the appointments in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey are now made under civil-service 
rules? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not oy whether they are or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not think there is any law governing that 
matter. I never heard of any law that governed the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. SAYERS. One hundred and thirty-eight persons are au- 
thorized to be employed; and the number who entered under 
the processes of the civil-service law for 1893 was 17. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only 17 were appointed under civil-service 
rules? 

Mr. O'NEIL. Seventeen during the year 1893. 

Mr. SAYERS. There were 17 out of the whole force, as I un- 
derstand, who were appointed under civil-service rules. j 

Mr.DINGLEY. The question I have propounded will be recog- 
nized, I think, as an exceedingly important one in regard to the 
effect of this amendment. 

If the effect of the amendment is practically to take from un- 
der the operation of civil service rules all these appointments— 
and they are now under civil-service rules except as to certain 
scientificappointments—the head of the Bureauand someothers— 
of course its effect may be far-reaching. I should like to know 
definitely, and I think the Committee of the Whole would also 
like to understand the situation of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey in this respect. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not the object of this clause to inter- 
fere with the civil-service law at all in this respect—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I take it for granted it was not. 

Mr. SAYERS. And if the gentleman has any apprehension 
as to the effect of this clause upon those who are employed in the 
Coast Survey under civil-service rules, I am perfectly willing 
that he should suggest an amendment which will remove all 
doubt upon the subject. 

I wish to say further that, so far as Lam concerned, my only ob- 
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ject was to reduce the expendituresof theofficeforce. I believe 
there are too many people there. For instunce, the Blue Book 
shows that there were as many as 11 messengers employed at 
one time in that office. I thought that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in connection with the Superiatendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, might rearrange the force of this Bureau 
so us to rede the cost $1¢,600. That was my only purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. IL have no doubt that the purpose of the 
chairman of the committee in this matter was exactly as he has 
stated; but my inquiry was as to what the effect might be; 
whether this legislation might not go much further than the 
chairman had intended it should go. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would it not be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury,in rearranging his force, to observe the civil-sery- 
ice rules? 

un DINGLEY. That was one of the inquiries I proposed to 
make, 

Mr.SAYERS. Ishould think it would be. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On having my attention called to this mat- 
ter for as I have stated, I was absent on account of illness when 
the bill was being considered by the full committee—I telephoned 
a few moments ago to the head of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey asking how appointments are made; and I have this an- 
swer: 

All the clerical force and most of the scientific are under civil service. 

That is the response of the head of the Bureau, I wish to say 
that in my judgment no greater misfortune could befall a scien- 
tific department like this than legislation which would tend to 
take it out of the nonpartisan position which it has heretofore 
held and place it under any circumstances in such a position that 
these appointments should be made for partisan reasons. 

Mr. ENLOE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. In reference to the telephonic message which 
the gentleman has just received from the . ol the 
Coast Survey, does the gentleman know whether or not the Civil 
Service Commission has ever held any examination—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not. 

Mr. ENLOE. For the establishment of any eligible list with 
reference to this Bureau; or does he know whether there have 
been appointments made in the Coast and Geodetic Survey under 
civil-service rules? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no personal knowledge in the matter 
at all. The only information I have is contained in this answer 
to my telephonic . 

Mr. ENLOE. My understanding is that the force over there 
has not been subject to civil-service rules; that the officers in 
charge have not beenin the habit of consulting the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission as to who should be appointed or who should 
be removed. I think the gentleman find upon investiga- 
tion that the employés of that Bureau have not been under the 
protection of the civil-service law, and that no regard has been 
paid to that law in making changes there. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there must be some mistake in the 
message which the gentleman from Maine has just read, because 
the document from which the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
SAYERS] has quoted isa report made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the joint commission under date of May 24 last, in 
which he states that at that time only 17 employés out of 138 
were under civil-service rules. Now, If this report was correct, 
there must be some error in thestatement which the gentleman 
from Maine has just read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that while my 
telephone message was forwarded to Prof. Mendenhall, this an- 
swer is not signed by him, and it may have come from some 
other person in that office. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not wish to be misunderstood about this 
matter, or to misrepresent anything. I have no doubt but that 
the clerical force is under the civil-service rules, but I do not 
believe that any other portion of the force of that office is under 
the civil-service rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This statement is that all the clerical force 
and most of the scientific are under the civil service. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not believe that. 
eee DOCKERY. Their report to us is incorrect, if that is 

ue, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There wasan understanding, Mr.Chairman, 
that when we reached any of these important points there should 
be an opportunity for more general debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maine have ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know that I shall occupy all of the 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
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DINGLEY] be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was noobjection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isimply desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
Tam in entire harmony with any proposition to reduce the force 
in any of these bureaus or departments where it can be done 
without injury to the public service. Even the reduction that 
was made here 1 did not propose to antagonize, but my attention 
has been called to what might be the effect of this amendment 
with reference to the appointment of these officials, and I sim- 
ply desire to satisfy myself, and I presume the committee desire 

be satisfied, as to whether in this legislation we were chang- 
ing in any manner the mode of appointment of these officials in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

3 SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
ə 


Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill agree, and I suppose the committee will 
agree, that the gentlemen may insert a proviso that nothing in 
this provision shall affect the operation of the civil-service law 
upon that Bureau as it now operates. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A proviso of this kind: 


Provided, That appointments in the Coast and Geodetic Survey shall be 
made under the civil-service rules. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That would be extending 
the civil-service law to this Bureau. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer, of course, to those who come within 
2 visions of the law, whose salaries are between 8900 and 
$1,800. I simply want to be sure that we apply the civil-ser vice 
rules to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman if he contemplates, 
by the adoption of this amendment, if it should be adopted, 
that it will vacate all the positions in the Coast and etic 


Survey. 
Mr. HINGLEY. Iam not certain about that. 
Mr. ENLOE. I do not think it would. I think it would give 
wer to reorganize, where not in conflict with the civil-service 


ws. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I supposed that was the intention. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think that is the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible 
to hear what gentlemen are saying. I ask that there may be 
order on the floor. 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not think the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] wishes to incorporate anything into this 1 
which would change the operations of the civil service law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notat all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Or which would place a construction upon this 
act that would uire the Secretary, or even authorize him, to 
vacate all these offices. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notatall. Isimply desire that,as to offi- 
cers whose salaries bring them under the civil service rules, 
they shall be appointed under those rules. That is all Ldesire. 

Mr.SAYERS. Lunderstand that the gentleman from Illinois 
pe. HOPKINS] would like to s „and Lask the gentleman 

m Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to allow him to address the commit- 
tee while the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] pre 
his amendment, and then he can consume the remainder of the 
time which has been accorded to him. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me a little 


time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, what I desire to 
ask the attention of the committee to, is the language of the bill 
itself, which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to reor- 

ize that office by the reduction of the office force, by the re- 
* of the number or compensation, or both, of employés. 

Under existing law the officials in any of the great Depart- 
ments who have charge of matters of that kind can reduce a 
clerk from a $1,200 position to a $1,000 position: but there is no 
warrant in the law that would permit the party who has this 
authority, whether it be the Secretary of the Treasury or one of 
his subordinates, to make a $1,200 position into a $1,000 position. 
That can only be done by legislation. 

Now, the obnoxious feature of this proposed legislation is this, 
that while there are some 7 57 or sixty positions under this bill 
with salaries ranging from $4,000 to $900, if this amendment of 
mine is voted down, and the bill as reported by the committee 
is adopted, it gives the Secretary of the Treasury the power of 


saying that a Government officer, who holds a position to-day 
where he draws a salary of $3,000 and has drawn that salary for 
‘a number of years, must perform all the duties of that office for 
$2,000; and that a person who holds a position under existing 
law, and draws a salary of $1,500, must hereafter perform the 
duties of that office for $1,000. 


This bill would permit the Secretary of the Treasury to say 
that the salary of $5,000, which has just been voted by this 
House to the Superintendent of this Bureau, can be reduced to 
$3,000. Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that no such power 
as that should be given to any executive officer of the Govern- 
ment, 

When I used the word ‘‘ coward,” as Ldid, to which exception 
was taken by the gentleman from Mississippi, it was in connec- 
tion with this: that if this House desire to reduce the salaries 
of any of these officers in that Bureau, itis within the province of 
the members here, by their votes, to make such reductions, and 
they should not shirk that responsibility by throwing it upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the manner proposed in tho 
pending bill. 

Now, I do not believe this legislation is constitutional. As I 
stated to the gentleman who was in the chair when I made tho 

int of order, under the Constitution of the United States the 

egislative department of the Government is vested in the House 
and the Senate, and in noother branches of the Government. This 
legislation proposes to confer that power upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and I believe, if this should be adopted, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury should undertake to reorganize this 
Bureau as contemplated here in the language which I seek to 
have stricken from the bill, that it would be im ible for him 
to doit, and that any of these officers who are drawing the sdl- 
aries yoted to them to-day in this bill, by presenting their claims 
in the Court of Claims could collect their salaries from the Gov- 
ernment, notwithstanding the action taken by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

And I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the Secretary of the 
Treasury should undertake to abolish any of these offices, such 
as the assistant superintendents, of whom there are a number 
drawing from two to four thousand dollars each, they would 
have the power to collect their salaries in the Court of Claims 
even if this language should be adopted, for the reasons that I 
have stated. 

Now, with this staring us in the face, it seems to me that the 
proper and reasonable and sensible thing to do is for this House 
to determine just what shall be done in the reorganization of 
this Bureau. If, as the gentleman who is in charge of this bill 
states, there are eleven messengersand only five are needed, then 
cut off six of these messengers by only making appropriations 
for five; and if there are any other offices that are tilled thatare 
not necessary for the proper discharge of the duties assigned to 
that Bureau, then let the chairman of this Committee on Appro- 
priations, who has apparently investigated thissubject, indicate 
which of these offices can be abolished with benefit to the Gov- 
ernment and a saving to the Treasury, and let the House take 
that. responsibility. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer an amendment, 
somewhat in the line suggested by the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. SAYERS], to come in on page 23, line 4, to be inserted 
after the word ‘‘ ninety-five.” a 

Mr. ENLOE. LI reserve all points of order on that amend- 
ment until I hear it read. 

The amendment offered by Mr. DINGLEY was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “ ninety-five,” in line 4, we pees 23, the following: 

“Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to affect the civil-service 
rules now applicable to the Coast and Geodetic Survey.“ A 

Mr. ENLOE. Ishall make a point of order on that unless the 
B modifies it so as to read in so far as now applica- 


Mr. DINGLEY. That is just what it says. I have shown my 
amendment to the chairman of the committee. It simply pre- 
serves the existing status of things with reference to the civil- 
service laws. z 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood it to read ‘‘now applicable.” I 
ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. ENLOE. Tinsist that the amendment should read ‘in so 
far as now . I do not propose to admit that they ure 
applicable. I do not know whether they are or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no objection to that. That does 
not change the meaning. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Does the amendment contemplate, if this 
bill passes, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to reduce 
this force; that if he shall find an entirely competent employé 
who is not under the civil-service rules, and one who is incompe- 
tent, whois under the civil-service rules, thathe shall be required 
to retain the incompetent man and discharge the competent one? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; the gentleman is well aware that 
under the civil-service rules the head of a Department may re- 


move. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He can do it for cause; but where there 
is a reduction of the force, can he remove employés who are 
under the civil-service rules, under that amendment? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. If the force is not needed, there is no re- 
striction under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Tunderstand removals must be for cause. 

Mr. ENLOE. This will be cause enough, if it passes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the effect of this would be as I have 
suggested, then I would be in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from III inois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. ENLOE Mr. Chairman, the amendment which the gen- 
ı tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has just offered, demon- 
strates to the House the unwisdom of its course this morning 
in voting down an amendment which directed an investigation 
into the workings of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. Here are 
gentlemen coming up on all sides and confessing that they are 
absolutely ignorant of the rules and laws that govern the exist- 
ence of this Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

It is one of those sacred institutions that has grown up under 
the Government, one that is clothed about as with a garment of 
sanctity and science; and whenever you talk to a member of Con- 

ress about science, he immediately retreats, because he isafraid 
3 will be entrapped into a position where his ignorance on the 
subject will be demonstrated; and, therefore, rather than know 
anything about it, he will shut his eyes and close his ears and 
refuse to hear or to know anything in regard to a scientific bu- 
reau. 

There is not another bureau of this Government with refer- 
ence to which there are not some members on this floor who 
can get up here and tell you all about its operations. 

Here is a Bureau about which there is such dense ignorance 
that no member can be found who is rash enough to attempt to 
say what law governs it. 

Phe Committee on Appropriations confessedly knows nothing 
aboutit. This committee is trying to cut the e in 
the dark. The Superintendent would not enlighten them, aud 
the House refuses to turn on the light, so we are all in the dark 
as to details; and now the committee wants to shift the respon- 
sibility of investigation and reorganization to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

When it comes to this Bureau, no gentleman on this floor can 
tell you what law governs it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is the Treasury Depart- 
ment rules of 1886 which govern this Bureau, as signed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and approved by the President. 

Mr. LOE. I understand it is under the control of the 
Treasury Department, but I understand furthermore that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has heretofore, in dealing with this 
Bureau, been just about as impotent as Congress has been, and 
frequently as ignorant. 

To illustrate what a fraud it is, I will say that since this Ad- 
ministration came into power naval officers have been denied 
the credit in the maps for the work they did. The Coast Sur- 
vey not only denied the credit to the naval officers for the work 
they did, but they impudently placed on the mapsor charts the 
work to the credit of the Coast aud Geodetic Survey. The charts 
appeared to be the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
not the work of the naval officers who performed it. 

The naval officers objected to this, and the Secretary of the 
Navy protested to the Secretary of the Treasury against this 
fracd, and the Secretary of the Treasury made an order that 
the rule heretofore governing in that Bureau should still con- 
trol in the printing of the maps, and the credit for the work 
should be given to the naval officers who did the work, and not 
to this fraudulent Coast Survey, which did not do the work, but 
which was attempting to usurp the credit for it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I beg pardon. Ithought the gen- 
tleman had concluded. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not quite concluded. I understand that 
not only was all this work that gentlemen talk about here done 
by the Navy during the last year, or nearly the entire hydro- 
graphic work, but J understand that 35 per cent of the ofiicers 
of the line in the Navy have served in this Coast and Geodetic 
Survey and are familiar with this work. 

They are the men who are doing it to-day, and they are the 
men who-ought to be authorized by law to do it. Instead of mak- 
ing an ppproprietion tothe Coast Survey, with the pretense that 
it does the work, and at the same time devolving the work on 
the naval officers, and taking a portion of the appropriation of 
tho Navy Department to do it with, we ought to go at it directly 
and place it where it properly belongs, under the control of the 
Navy Department. I regret exceedingly that there should be 
any institution in thisGovernment that can so hedge itself about, 
either with the fear of gentlemen that they may expose their 
ignorance if they inquire into it, or with its patronage, or in any 
other way, that the House of Representatives will vote down a 


proposition to investigate the methods of its operation. 


The work on the Coast Pilot is done by naval officers. The 
hydrographic work is done by naval officers. The topographic 
work along the shore has been done as well and can done as 
well by naval officers. The Coast Survey work in every civi- 
lized country in the world except the United States and Portugal 
is done by naval officers. Our nayal officers do this work on all 
foreign coasts. Annapolis and Annapolis is turning outyoung 
men every year ready for this work. The Coast and Geodetic 
Survey has won this fight to-day, but this is not the end of it. 
It must go to the Navy Department where it belongs, and it will 
go there before this fight is ended. I expect to renew it next 

ear and every year while I remain in Congress until this reform 
is accomplished. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, so far I have taken 
no partin the discussion touching the appropriation for the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. I do not know that I should do sọ 
now, yet I will say a word. 

I have discovered, in the making of this bill, and in the tem- 
per that was displayed toward the-Coast Survey, especially in 
the Committee of the Whole, and generally in the atmosphere, 
that there was an intention upon the 8 of some gentlemen of 
the powers that be to reorganize this Survey. One step looking 
toward the reorganization was the reduction of the salary of the 
head of this Bureau from $6,000 to $5,000. 

I know the head of this Bureau slightly, having come in con- 
tact with him when this bill was prepared during the Fifty-first 
Congress, and after there had been some unfortunate scandals, 
and perhaps some reason therefor, some years prior to that time, 
in this Bureau. But for along time the salary has been $6,000, 
and I have not any doubt that it ought to be $6,000 for anybody 
who is competent to be at the head of this Bureau. The present 
head of the Bureau made the impression upon me that he is com- 
petent to fill the position. i 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If this language which I seek to 
have stricken from the bill by the House should be adopted, is 
it not in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to still fur- 
ther reduce his salary from $5,000 to $3,000? 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Isuppose so. But I discovered as 
I thought a tendency to place this important Bureau, which is 
chielly instrumental in making surveys of the coast, in making 
charts, and doing work that is important to the lives and prop- 
erty of our people engaged in the commerce and navigation of 
our country, and that certain expenses were—— 

15 Mr. STOCKDALE. Iwould like to ask the gentleman aques- 
ion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me finish this sentence. I 
thought we discovered a tendency to take this Bureau, which 
ought to be a competent and scientific Bureau, and make it a 
mere political appendix; and from that standpoint $6,000 is too 
much for the head of the Bureau; 85,000 is too much if a mere 
politician is going to be at the head of the Bureau. If the head 
of the Bureau is not to be one competent for this work, I think 
$2,500 would be enough. So that if this policy is to be pursued 
toward this Bureau, why then let them bring it down to the 
compensation that somebody should have who simply seeks a 
place. In my judgment, if the Bureau is not properly organ- 
ized and properly conducted, with the best possible material to 
do this work necessary for the protection of the lives of our peo- 
ple and the commerce of our country, not only of our Navy, but 
of the merchant marine also, then I would be glad to see it 
properly organized. In my judgment, the Bureau is doing 
pretty good work, and I think we shouldletitalone. Butifthe 
enemies of the Bureau are to have their way and the real effi- 
ciency of the Bureau is to be impaired, then cut itall you please 
and make it as cheap as you can; and if you cut the salaries 
down to not more than $800 or $1,000 a year each, you will not 
do more than you ought. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, an amendment was pro- 
posed the other day ty the gentleman from Indiana to the gen- 
eral appropriation bill which is solely new legislation, and which 
the gentleman himself admitted was subject to the point of 
order. That amendment was proposed to the act of March 3, 
1891, to the provision of which I invite the attention of the eoni- 
mittee: š 

All entries under the preémption, homestead, desert-land, or timber-cul- 
ture laws, in which final proof and payment may have been made and cer- 
tificate issued, and to which there are no adverse claims ori ting prior 
to finalentry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to the Ist day 
of March, 1888, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers or incumbran- 
cers, for a valuable consideration, 8 „ unless upon an investigation by a 
Government agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser has been found, be 


confirmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the Land 
Department of such sale or incumbrance. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, under that law I wish to state to this 
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House a very large number of claims have been made in which 
the parties have received their final receipts, and there are a 
great number of these claims that have passed to innocent third 

urchasers. A great nein of these claims have had money 
oaned upon them, upon the faith of that law, which is now 
sought to be amended; and the effect of which amendment will 
be to absolutely disturb, unsettle, and overturn the titles of hun- 
dreds and thousands of pieces of property in this country. Ire- 
fer particularly to the town site of Great Falls, in the State from 
which I hail. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the amendment which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] brings in on an ap- 
propriation bill: 

Provided further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or affect any case where a contest was 1 in the 
Land Department Mad to the passage of the act of March 3, 1891,and an: 

rson who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon cancel- 

tion of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the tract in- 
volved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the 
date of this act, if he was on March 3. 1891, legally qualified to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed. 


The effect of that amendment, Mr. Chairman, is simply this, 
that where final receipts have been given and the certificates 
issued for them where the parties have placed improvements 
upon them, where they have been sold to bona fide third pur- 
chasers for value, where money has been loaned upon the 
strength of their title, which is conferred in this act, all these 
titles will be unsettled; andin this very case that I refer to, and 
in the case of Jasper, in the State of Minnesota, there are land- 
grabbers standing ready to take them, and one of them is a man 
who has just been released from the penitentiary for land frauds. 

The purpose is to give possession of these lands, held by these 
parties in good faith, by initiating a contest under the provi- 
sions of this amendment. I do not know for what purpose it was 
done, or what inspired the introduction of that amendment in 
an appropriation bill. I make no reflection upon the distin- 
guished gentleman from Indiana, for whom I have a great re- 
gard; but certainly to change the land legislation on an appro- 
priation bill is highly inappropriate to the subject-matter 
contained in the bill. 

Now, then, Mr, Chairman, I desire very briefly to call the at- 
tention of the committee to something which was not presented 
to this committee,and which we had the right to have presented 
to us in the consideration of that amendment. I want to say, 
furthermore, that had I known that this amendment was to be 
presented, I would have raised the point of order, or had it 
raised by some friend. I invite the attention of the committee 
toa letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, bear- 
ing date December 14, 1893, and a leater of the Secretary of the 
Interior, bearing date of December 15, 1893, in which those of- 
ficers absolutely report against these two bills which contain 
substantially the provision contained in this amendment. Here 
are the letters, and with the permission of the committee, I will 
read them. 

The letters are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1893. 
The Honorable the Secretary of the Interior: 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowl the receipt, by your reference, for 
rt thereon in duplicate of House bill No. 4458, present session, entitled 
“A bill to amend section 7 of An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1801,“ Which bill was transmitted to you 
by the honorable the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, House 
01 Representatives, ‘‘ with the request that you give + + your opinion 
as to the ponire of passing the same, and inform the committee of the 
number of cases that would be covered by the amendment.“ 

It is stated further in the letter transmitt: the said bill that ‘the mover 
of it (Judge HOLMAN) introduced during the last session bill H. R. 3373 upon 
the same subject, but desires to insist upon the 4458 instead of that,“ and the 
desire is expressed that "you will consider the two together.“ 

In regard to H. R. 3373, last session, the same is also now before me by 
your reference for similar report, having previously been sent to you for re- 
port thereon by the chairman of the House Commitcee on Public Lands. 

Considering the two bills together which have been referred, the intention 
of both appears to be to conserve or effectuate the preference rights of con- 
testants under the act of May 14, 1880 (21 Stat., 140), so far as the same is or 
may be adversely affected by anyt contained in the seventh section of 
the act of March 3, 1891, or by any legal construction thereof. 

As to this purpose of the two bills it is respectfully submitted whether a 
law can now be enacted which would defeat a contirmation and right to 
22 accruing to the entryman under the act of March * 
as he 
292, Axford v. Shanks; 16 L. D., 46, Nawrath v. Lyons et al.; 16 L. D., 78. United 
States v. Bullen.) Iam of opinton that it either of the bills 1 should 
become a law, the effect would be an attempt to defeat rights already con- 
firmed under the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1891. In that view, I 
find the proposed legislation objectionable, and recommend that neither bill 
be enacted into law. 

All papers are herewith returned. 


ery respectfully, 
75 y S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 15, 1893. 
Sır: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on House bill 3373, ‘declaring the construction of an act named therein.“ 
and House bill 4458 to amend section 7 of An act to repeal timber-culture 


laws, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1891, which was referred 
to be considered in connection with the flrst- mentioned bill. 

These two bills accomplish, substantially, the same purpose, which is to 
declare that no in section 7 of the act of March 3, 1891, shall be con- 
strued to apply in its provisions or to affect any case where a contest is 
poca the Land Department prior to the passage of the act of March 

, 1891, and that any person who initiated « contest prior thereto shall have 
the right, upon cancellation of the prior entry, by virtue of his contest, to 
enter the tract involved under any of the land laws of the United States 
prior to the date of said act of March 3. 1891, if he was legally qualified to 
make said entry, as if said act had not been passed. 

The practical effect of the bills is to declare that acontestantis an adverse 
claimant within the meaning of the 7th section of the act of March 3, 1891. 
Said section provides as follows: 

All entries under the preémption, homestead, desert-land, or timber-cul- 
ture laws, in which final proof or payment may have been made and cer- 
tifleate issued, and to which there are no adverse claims originating prior 
to final entry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to the Ist day 
of March, 1 and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers or incumbrancers, 
for a valuable consideration, shall, unless upon an investigation by a Gov- 
ernment agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser has been found, be con- 
firmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the Land De- 
partment of such sale or incumbrance,” 

In construing this section, it has been uniformly held by the Department 
that a mere contest pending against an entry at the date of theact of March 
3, 1891. where no priority is claimed, or any other right, except the prefer- 
ence right of entry that may be secured by the successful prosecution of the 
contest, is not such an adverse claim orlginating prior to final entry.as will 
defeat the confirmation of the entry, Where the land has been sold or in- 
cumbered prior to the Ist day of March, 1888, and after final entry to bona 
fide purchasers or Incumbrancers, for a valuable consideration, ani where 
no fraud has been found on the part of the purchaser. 

Under this ruling a large number of cases have been held to bo confirmed 
under the provisions of said act and have been patented. If the ruling of 
the Department is the true construction of the act, the cases that are sub- 
ph to confirmation would not, in my judgment, be affected by the proposed 

egislation, which would be merely an attempt to defeat rights already con- 
firmed under said section. 

I therefore concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office that the bill be not passed. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


During the reading of the foregoing the time of Mr. HART- 
MAN expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN, I move to strike out the last word of the 
pending section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose all the gentleman desires to do is 
to put those letters in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I should like to have the letter go into the 
RECORD; and I wish to state before I take my seat that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior absolutely repudiate these provisions which were 
presented the other day in the form of this amendment. I 
think that the committee is entitled to know that it has the 
condemnation of those officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

Mr. WISE. I object. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man on that motion. 

Mr.HARTMAN. Lask that the remainder of the letters may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I rise to in- 
dorse the position of my friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN]. 
In the five minutes allowed me I have only time to suggest a few 
considerations which I must be satisfied not to elaborate. 

The avowed purpose of ths amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is to correct an error, to 
righta wrong. Theactsought to beamended was passed March 
3, 1891. Had this amendment been proposed March 4, 1891, there 
would probably have been no objection to its passage. But now, 
more than three years later, the situation is different. It may 
have been a mistake not to include such a provision in the act 
on March 3, 1891, but toinsert such an amendment now would be 
a much more serious mistake. 

That act became operative immediately after its enactment. 
It was and is a statute of repose. Under this act large sums of 
money have in good faith been invested in land. 

It is granted, Mr. Chairman, that there may be a conflict of 
equities in this matter. This being granted, the question for 
us to determine which of equities is the greater and what action 
is most in accord with good public policy. On the one hand we 
have the equity of the contestant, who frequently is aman whose 
only expenditure of time, money, or labor has been that neces- 
sary to pry into the record and find some technical defect in a 
title. 

On the other hand, we have the equities of those who in good 
faith have put their money, as well as their time and talent, into 
the land and improvements. We must decide between equities 
75 are merely prospective and those that are real and substan- 
tial. 
As one illustration of the great wrong that may be done by the 
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peewee of this amendment, I cite the instance of the village of 
asper, in my district. The land upon which it stands contains 
valuable stone quarries. These have been develo at great 
expense. The men working in them have built their modest 
homes. Numerous places of business have been erected. The 
village has a bright future. With the law as it now stands all 
will be well. 

But the addition of this amendment will bring a cloud over 
cree home; and for whom and what? For aman who, asI un- 

erstand it, has done nothing to build up the town, and whose 
only claim to recognition is the allegation that he has found 
somewhere back in the record a technical error or omission. 
By leaving the law as it is he loses nothing; while by ing 
the amendment we run the risk of taking away all the worldly 
ssessions of pone who, placing full faith in the records and 
ecisions of this Government, have created the village of Jasper. 

This illustration, Mr. Chairman, is, I take it, typical. Andit 
seems to me that good public policy is against the amendment 
and I trust that when the matter comes up in the House it will 
be defeated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, there seems to 
be considerable confusion and doubt as to the wisdom of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. In his re- 
marks when the amendment was up for consideration he stated 
that it was approved by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the Secretary of the Interior. He understood at that 
time that it would apply only to contests that had been initiated, 
and that the repeal oF the timber-culture act would leave those 
people in a condition that they could not avail themselves of 
timber-culture entries. He also understood that it would affect 
only about twenty-five entries. Now, if the fact is as it appears 
to be, that it will affect a large number of entries throughout 
oe Vy caer country, are we to have any opportunity to recon- 

er? 

TheCHAIRMAN. It can not be reconsidered. The only way 
will be to vote it down in the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then, Mr. Chairman, I give 
notice, if such notice is proper at this time, that when this propo- 
sition comes up in the House we shall ask for a separate vote 
uponit. Ido not wish to detain the committee now, but this is 
a matter that ought to be looked into. If the gentleman from 
Indiana were present we might go on now and discuss it for ten 
or fifteen minutes and perhaps come to a conclusion about it, but 
as he is unavoidably absent we can not do that. If we can not 
do better, we will ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment 
in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say in justice to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who is not present at this moment, 
that I had a conversation with him in regard to this amend- 
ment, and at that time he supposed it related to only a few en- 
tries. The object of the amendment, as understood by him at 
the time, was merely to put the contestants in the condition in 
which they would have been if the repealing act had not taken 
effect, simply to remit them to the rights which they had be- 
fore that repealing act took effect. Now, itis possible and un- 
doubtedly true, as stated here, that since that time, in view of 
the legislation and of the dismissal of those contests, other per- 
sons have acquired rights, and hence the matter has become 
complicated. I think, therefore, it is well enough that at some 
subsequent time we should consider the question more fully. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the effect of this amend- 
ment will be to give the contestant a prior right of entry over 
the contestee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The intention was simply to give these 
8 the rights they had before the repealing clause went into 
effect. 

TheCHAIRMAN. This amendment has been already passed 
upon by the committee, and this debate is all out of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
about the“ ignorance ” of members on this side who voted against 
his amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not confine it to that 
side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course it is understood that all the 
intelligence and all the purity are concentrated in the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHON. I believe there are some menon the floor who 
understand this subject quite as well as the gentleman from 
Tennessee. Under the act of 1843 this Bureau was reorganized, 
and that law is in existence to-day. Under the plan of reorgan- 
ization the Treasury Department and the President of the 


United States established in 1887 a well-digested set of rules, 
which not only control the appointment in the Bureau but pre- 
scribe the qualifications which men must have who fill those ap- 
pointments, and my impression is that those rules having been 


adopted in 1887, long after the Civil Service Commission went 
into operation, this Bureau is not under the eivil service, but is 
under the rules and regulations made and approved by the 
Treasury Department and the President of the United States. 
Mr. ENLOE. What does the gentleman think, then, about 
that telephone message which was read here by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DIN GdLRVI? eaten 
Mr. MAHON. I do not knowanything about that. I am talk- 
ing from the books and not from any mere ipse dixit. Theas- 
sistants and the subassistants are appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. All the aids are appointed with his approval. 
They must men not only well qualified physically for the 
places, but they must be men who have graduated at some scien- 
tific college such as prepares its graduates for the kind of work 
done in that Bureuu. ere would you find a commission in 
the United States qualified toexamine men for that intricate and 
delicate work unless you took the very men who have been 
trained in the Bureau? Now, Mr. Chairman, under this plan 
thirty well-considered, carefully digested rules have been pre- 
scribed regulating the appointment, the pay, and the qualifica- 
tions of all who are omp oyed in that Bureau, from the Superin- 
tendent down, and putting them under the control of the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury. = 
Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman understand thatthe clerical 
force employed in that Bureau is not subject to the civil-service 
rules? ga 
Mr. MAHON. Iam not talking about the clerical force; I am 
talking about the men employed in the scientific work. 
Mr. ENLOE. Iagree with you about that. 
Mr. MAHON. I make the assertion that this Bureau is open 
to every member of Congress and to every citizen of the United 
States who wishes to inspect it, and that it is as well conducted 
under these rules and regulations as any Bureau in the city of 
Washington. Every do that it expends must be reported to 
the Auditor of the Treasury, who audits the accounts of the 
Bureau and holds its officers to a strict account. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, why disturb this Bureau in its present relations? It 
is to-day absolutely under the Treasury . and if any 
entleman will read these rules with care, he will ‘come to the 
conclusion that there is no necessity for any further legislation 
in regard to this Bureau as to its work-in detail or its control. 
Therefore I voted against the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee on the information I had obtained from the books and 
from the record of the Department. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall now havea 
vote, The amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] comes first, being intended to perfect the text. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the matter which 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] proposes to strike 


out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall reorganize the said office force by 
the reduction of their number or compensation, or both, so as to bring the 
whole of said compensation within the sum of $125,000 for the fiscal year 1895, 
and he shall submit estimates in detail for the said office force, as reorgan- 
ized hereunder, in his annual estimates to Congress for the fiscal year 1896. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to affect the civil service 
rules in so far as applicable to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. n 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], which is intended to perfect the text, 
takes precedence of the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, which is to strike out. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY 
was adopted. : 
The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. ; 

Mr. REED. Iaskfor a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 95. 
Mr. REED. I think we ought to have a quorum on this. It 


pn to be a party measure, 
he CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Illinois Mr. 


HOPKINS] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

The committee again divided; but before the count was com- 
pleted the following took place: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the point 
of no quorum is withdrawn? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the vote on the consideration of the motion that I 
have made be postponed until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is understood also, Mr. Chairman, that no 
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further debate shall be had upon this matter without unanimous | Ss — its — and take a shoot down through —— lakes. 


consent. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move that the com- 
mittee rise? 
Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. Isimply agree that the vote on this 
matter be gs pret until to-morrow morning. 
Mr. CULBERSON. What is the proposition, Mr. Chair- 
2 


man? 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is that the vote on this 
matter be postponed until to-morrow morning, the point of no 
quorum to be withdrawn. 

Mr. REED. No. The point is not withdrawn except for that 

urpose. 
Abe CHATRMAN. The point of no quorum is not with- 
drawn? 

Mr. REED. Not except for that purpose. Iam willing, as a 
part of the unanimous consent, that this matter may go over 
until to-morrow morning, and that the rest of the bill be now 
proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point is withdrawn tempora- 


rily. 
Mr. REED. It is temporarily withdrawn, for the purpose 


stated. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn on 
condition that unanimous consent is given for the postponement 
of the consideration of this question until the next legislative 
day, Is there objection? 

Th ere was no genen. and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the portion 
of the bill relating to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The 5 . The next matter reserved is on page 63 
of the bill. 

Mr. SETTLE. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to a paragraph on page 35. 

Mr. SAY. . I object. 

“Mr. SETTLE. I will state to the committee that at the time 
the part of the bill which I wish to amend was read in commit- 
tee, I was temporarily and unavoidably absent from the House; 
otherwise I should have asked to be heard at that time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the provision? 

Mr. SETTLE. The provision I wish to amend is that which 
appropriates $50,000 to the use of the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment for the purpose of detecting and z ing violators of the 
internal-revenue laws. The reason I desire to bə heard on this 
matter now is that the testimony on which this appropriation 
was allowed by the committee—— . 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order unless the gentle- 
man gets unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. When we come to the appropriations for the 
judiciary I will give the gentleman a chance. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I have an understanding with 
the gentleman from Texas that when another portion of the bill 
is reached I shall be allowed an opportunity to be heard on this 
matter. Hence I do not press it just now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman withdraw his request 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes, sir. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under Missouri River Commission: For im River from 


proving Missouri 
its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling 


miscellaneous of the Missouri River Commission, surveys, 


anent bench marks and gauges, $750,000, $50,000 of which may be used 
‘or removalof snags and other like obstructions in the Missouri River above 
oo City, Iowa, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, when I asked the other 
day to have this item passed over, my object was to ascertain 
a fact which I had been unable to ascertain up to that time, and 
to give the Committee on Rivers and Harbors oppormniiy to 
consider a question which that Committee had then before it. 
The Missouri River is one of the most treacherous and destruc- 
tive streams in this country. No one except those personally 
acquainted with the character of that stream can have the least 
conception of the destruction and waste that is now going on 
there at some points. For the purpose of information I desire 
to have read from the Clerk’s desk a newspaper clipping which 
does not in the least exaggerate the facts, which indeed does 
not state them as strongly as truth would warrant. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
INTO THE RIVER—JUDGE HORTON’S LAND HAS BEEN WASHED AWAY AT 
ATCHISON—THE BIG MUDDY IS NOW FAST ENCROACHING UPON THE TRACKS 


OF THE SANTA FE—MANY FARMS ALREADY GONE—THE BIG BRIDGE AT 

ATCHISON IN GREAT DANGER OF BEING CUT OFF. 

The Missouri River at Atchison is on another ramp: One of its latest 
acts was to wash away 40 acres of valuabie land belo: to Chief Justice 
Horton, on what is known as Toftes Island, just above Atchison. But this 
is only a very small part of the Big Muddy's“ depredations. 

About 3 es east of A in Buchanan County, Mo., is a chain of 
lakes. Five years ago the erratic river showed signs of uneasiness and 


ed, ani a system of ripra n at a cost of $150,- 
000, the channel was kept 2 proper 8 

The dikes put in five years ago were not permanent, however, and as they 
wore out, the big stream began wo: its way back into Missouri's shore. 
When ice went out of the river a few weeks , the last one of the dikes 
went with it. The river then made another break for freedom through the 
Missourilakes. It made a cut across the end of the island, eating up the 
land of Judge Horton, then attacked the farm of Mrs. James Fisk, in Mis- 
souri. This lady had 160 acres, and all that is left nowis6acres. Charles 
Siler has lost #0 acres, and the houses of all the farmers in the vicinity have 
been moved back several times. Now the river is within 200 feet of the 
Santa Fe tracksat Pawpaw Junction. This station is used jointly by the 
Santa Fe, Burlington, and Rock Island. and the three are actively pre- 

to move their tracks back to the bluff to escape the big Missouri. 

The people of Winthrop, just 8 Atchison, have refused to pay their 
taxes this year. They say they hold on to their money until they find 
that their land issecure. They do not believe in paying taxes upon land in 
the middle of the Missouri River. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I now ask that my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 1, page #4, the follo words: “seventy-five thousand 
dollars of which, or so much thereof as s be necessary to strengthen 
banks and improve the river, shall be used at and near Atchison, Kans., and 
at Leavenworth, Kans. 

R, — BRODERICK. The clipping just read from the Clerk’s 
es —— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that amendment, as it changes existing law. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The clipping just read gives some idea 
of the urgency which exists 

The O MAN. The impression of the Chair is that dis- 
cussion upon the amendment had begun befora the gentleman 
from Texas rose to reserve the point. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman offered his amendment and 
was proceeding to discuss it; but just as soon as [ could get the 
Chair to recognize me I made my point. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas rose in time to make 
the point. I took notice of that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. Had the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BRODERICK] proceeded to discussing his amendment after he 
had offered it? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I had the clipping read before offering 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, the clipping which has 
been read gives some idea of what has been going on at the 
point referred to. The Missouri River Commission has been 
applied to to give some relief; but the chairman of the commis- 
sion says they have no means of giving relief without special 
legislation. Up to this time, at any rate, they decline to do any- 
Hug at either Atchison or Leavenworth without special leg 

tion. 

Now, the Missouri River, as is well-known by most members 
from the West, is of very little use as a commercial highway. 
About all that can be done for it and for that country is the pro- 
tection of its banks and the preservation of its bridges, thereby 
enabling the people living along that stream in the different 
States to carry on interstate commerce. There are very few 
steamers that go up the stream, so few that when one is ex- 
pected at Kansus City the fact is advertised in advance, and I 
understand the people of the city go down to theriver’s bank to 
see the steamer asa 5 

Thus it will be seen that this river is comparatively worthless 
as a highway of commerce. The repair of these places where 
the banks are breaking and property is thus being destroyed is 
about all that the commission can do to aid the people along 
that stream. I hope the amendment will be adopted. For the 
information of some gentlemen who did not hear the amend- 
ment read I will state that it does not ask for an additional a 
propriation; it does not increase expenses in any way; it only 
proposes to set aside $75,000 of the appropriation named in the 
bill for work at the points named. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are notall these expenditures of 
money on the Missouri River made now undera law of Congress 
providing that the Missouri River shall be improved by stretches 
or reaches, or whatever else the technical term may be? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think that the commission may use a 
portion of the money at its discretion. Last fall there was some 
work done at St. Joseph. Under the law 25 per cent was to be 
reserved from the continuing contracts. I understand that a 

ortion of that 25 per cent is now on hand, but most part of it 

as been expended at the points where the banks are bein 
broken. But there is no place on the river where there is suc 
an emergency as at Atchison and Leavenworth. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. MERCER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] another question. 

Mr. MERC I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentieman from Kansas 
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know anything of a scheme being on foot to induce that Mis- 
souri River Commission to spend money this year up about St. 
Joseph and Leavenworth, instead of down at the mouth of the 
river, where it ought to be spent. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I did not hear the whole of the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say, do you know anything of a 
scheme being on foot to divert the expenditure of the appropri- 
ations for the improvement of the Missouri River this year, 
from the lower portion of the river, from Jefferson City to its 
mouth, and to expend the money in the neighborh of St. 
Joseph and Leavenworth? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I know of no scheme except to get the 
appropriation for these points where the river is cutting the 
banks. That is all I am interested in. 

Mr. MERCER. I send to the desk an amendment in the form 
of a substitute for the paragraph. 

Mr. SAYERS. My point of order is that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] changes existing 
law: and I presume before a substitute can be offered it will be 
necessary for the Chair to rule upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepointof order canstill be reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve a point of order also on the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the text. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MER- 
CER] has the floor. 

Mr. MERCER. Task that the amendment I have sent to the 
desk be read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the whole section referring to the Missouri River Commission, 


„Under Missouri River Commission: For impro’ Missouri River from 
its mouth to the south line of Sioux City, Iowa, incl salaries, clerical, 
office, traveling and llaneous expenses Commission 


surveys, pe 
be used for the removal of snags and o 
River above Sioux City, Iowa, and from the south line thereof; to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the 3 of War; and $150,000 of which 
Shall be expended in the construction, re „maintenance, and extension 
of revetments, dikes, and other works between the mouth of the Platte 
River, in Nebraska, and Sioux City, Iowa.” 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, ie people of Omaha and Coun- 
cil Bluffs have been buffeted from p to post by the Missouri 
River Commission and by the Committee on Riversand Harbors 
for lo these many days, and we are very uncertain as to whether 
the relief so often prayed for will ever be granted. That these 
cities are entitled to assistance noone denies. The Commission 
and the committee are both profuse in sympathy, but very slow 
of action. There is asystem of labor being performed by the 
Missouri River Commission to-day which has pernod beyond the 
oom prehension of the average man who resides along the Mis- 
souri River north of Jefferson City. It seems that there is a 
16-mile stretch near Jefferson City into which money has been 
poured for the last three or four years in enormous quantities; 
and during the next year I believe a large sum is to be expended 
upon this same reach. It is high time that other parts of the 

ver receive some attention. At the present rate of work per- 
formed Omaha will be reached in two hundred years. 

Now, members on this floor have informed me that the banks 
at the mouth of the Missouri River need some improvement, 
that there is damage being done there, and that something 
should be done by legislation for the protection of the banks of 
the river at that point. I know that the same condition of 
affairs exists at Omaha and Council Bluffs, and if the Govern- 
ment is determined to expend so much money each year for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors this money should be spent 
. the greatest good will be done to the greater number of 

ople. 5 
41 am told by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that it is 
the policy, as adopted in the Fifty-first Congress and pursued 
since, that the Missouri River must be improved from its mouth 
up and toward its source. If thatis so, why is not that policy 
pursued with reference to the mouth of the river, and why isa 

jump of one hundred and twenty or one hundred and thirty miles 
north made to one particular spot, overlooking, as it were, in- 
termediate territory? I take it, Mr. Chairman, that if the Mis- 
souri River Commission has the discretion which the law says 
it has, and if it desires to do justice to the commercial centers 
along the river, that Commission will see to it that the banks 
and property along the Missouri River at commercial pointsare 
protected, and not that one part or reach of the Missouri River 
should receive thousands and thousands of dollars, to the detri- 
ment of other parts of the river. At the cities of Omaha and 
Council Bluffs there is $10,000,000 worth of property depending 
upon legislation favoring improvement of the Missouri River 
banks at these places. The people of these cities have expended 


in times gone by in the neighborhood of $600,000 in improving 
the Missouri River banks. : 

The Omaha Smelting Works have expended thousands of dol- 
lars in protecting the banks in front of their property. The 
Government has expended $120,000 at or near Council Bluffs; 
and if something is not done by this Congress through legisla- 
tion to compell the Missouri River Commission to protect this 
work at Council Bluffs it will be wiped out of existence, and that 
much money will be thrown away, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I desire is that this Congress shall 
recognize the fact that there are some places along the Missouri 
River needing attention outside of that 16-mile reach, for which 
so much has already been done. There is something at the 
mouth of the Missouri River that needs attention. Atchison, 
St. Joseph, and Leavenworth need attention. Omaha and Coun- 
cil Bluffs need attention, and Sioux City needs attention. Rec- 
ognize the principal cities along this river in an equitable man- 
ner, and complaints will be few and far between. this can not 
be done we had better abolish all river commissions and deal with - 
these troubles direct. 

Mr. Chairman, with reference to the point-of order 
that the gentleman raises, I desire to say that my substitute re- 
duces this appropriation $10,000. And again, the substitute is 
perfectly germane to this section. I do not think the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is well 
taken, and I trust this House, in all fairness, will see to it that 
the parts of the Missouri River which most need protection shall 
be recognized in this bill, and at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of this House to 
the following statement pertaining to this matter: . 

CHICAGO, November 19, 1892. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Omaha reach—Florence to Union Pacific Railway bridge. 
The characteristics of the Omaha reach are known from surveys for the 


for the purpose 
the river bed and of the main shore lines as they now exist. 
3 ea agit ny 15 the fixati 
e very ani 
and Council Bluffs thet wou 


bridge, general erage be 
shore lines at o water is 2,200 feet, or about 800 feet in excess of 
width across eg 9 and low This general th, 


stream has wandered in reent for 

to build up, become covered with tat ora h of willows and 
cottonwood, and be ed as fast land. On the whole, the c dus 
to the cut-off of 1877, Just above the smelting wor have them- 
Selves out; and generally the course of the river and its stability have 
steadily improved up to the time of the October survey. Material nges 


from natural causes in the future are likely on the whole to be disadvan- 
tageous to im ement, and highly detrimental to very 3 inter- 
ests that are a themselves to the course the river is now s 

The same favorable conditions do not obtain above or below. Above F 


The river may wander and 


my 
vious that the energy of the stream or the work which it can do 


measured 
by the fall in a given distance. The fall mile between Omaha and Platts- 
mouth has been by over one-third, and this surplus of will 


occasion wandering and spreading until sooner or later it works i out 


in recovered 

If the conditions favored the recovery of this l below Omaha, then 
the menace t not be serious to the Omaha; do not appear 
favorable, and no judgment can be formed as to whether tho river or 
will not, in the early future and in a brief season, take on comparative sta- 
bility in the of presentinstability with a transfer of slope and unstable 
conditions up stream. Should this occur, itis aquestion as to whether the 
Omaha reach could stand the strain of this surplus of energy until it had 
worked through to the river above, which is in a much more susceptible con- 


dition. If the Omaha reach was well secured throughout in a fair course of 
moderate width. 8 the transfer of any undesired conditions 
would be effected wii ma local damage. 


tion. It is 


The Omaha reach has not undergone recent, 
changes normal to the Missouri River as a res 
enormous amount of material shifted in its bed. 
course as a whole, is very favorable to further improvement, The bend 


other than the ordinary 
tof flood seasons and the 
At the present time oe 


low Florence is a proper shape for bank revetment, and certain dike work 
should be done on the left bank, opposite and below Florence, with a view to 
better controlling the direction of the stream into the bend and building up 
the low and broad bar, and which extends well down towards the north- 
western dikes. The course at and above the northwestern dikes is favor- 
able and should be made nate pened in the present ition. From this 
int down to the point of bend opposite Omaha, the Council Bluffs orleft 
, has been revetted for a distance of 5 miles. This bend has a pocket 
which should be masked by a dike in order to insure stability of course be- 
low in the 2} miles approaching Omaha, 

Aside from the hol of the concave banks in their present position. the 
situation reduces to a control of the run into the bend at and below Flor- 
ence, fixation of the river at the northwestern dikes, and a masking of the 
pocket above the new railway bridge. It would be well alsoif in training 
the river the bend abovethe smelting works and in theapproach to the high- 
way bridge could be corrected by a course farther out and with less curva- 
ture. Property interests would be materially served thereby, and no doubt 
of themselves will in time br: about an easier course. 

The question of allowable th is of importance, as a greater width than 
the pro requirements of the stream encourages wandering or change of 
channel, and affords better opportunity for unstable conditions to be effect- 
ive. From a pretty full co: eration of the matter for the entire river and 
extending oar several years, 817 feet was fixed between Sioux City and 
Plattsmouth, and this may be safely adopted for any local requirement, and 
no doubt fixed banks that distance apart would be sufficient for the needs of 
the stream. This will seem to some who have not give consideration to 
the matter of cross-section and scour as affected by variations in stage of 
water, as very narrow, and the more conservative width of 1,000 feet at rul- 
8 be entirely safe and probably more expedient. 

the width is controlled and fixed atsruling point it will usually take 
care of itself in the bends 1 between or require slight aid in building up 
the bars and reducing the section to the normal width, and thus broad areas 
will be recovered from the wandering river course to become in time fast 


land. 

On the other hand, should nothing further be done to the Omaha reach we 
may expect the following results: 

E conditions at Florence which will give rise to a shifting river 
in the bend below with heavy bank erosion and frequent bar changes. 

2. A dropping down of the river’s course below the northwestern dike and 
such a direct assault on the revetment as would probably destroy the same 
and confuse the course of the river below. 

3. Shifting into and out of the pocket above the new bridge with a corre- 

nding variation of the river in its approach to Omaha and difficult control 
of the channel gt the bridge site. 

All these conditions are favorable as 8 ints ot attack in case of 

ons below Omaha should 


on by which the unstable cond 
be transferred into the Omaha reach. 

It may be confidently stated that the Omaha reach is in better shape at 
this time than for yond years past, and that future conditions and changes 
will be detrimental possibly result in instability of a radical character. 
For these reasons it should at once be fully secured in a proper course by 
works of a substantial character. 5 

The mep of the October surveys shows clearly the pao of the stream, the 
height of bars, and the course of the main banks. It rs out fully the con- 
_ clusion that the ruling points are at Florence, the northwestern dikes, and at 
the pocket, 2} miles above Omaha, the tions at these points being 
rae — responsible for the wandering channel and the varicose condi- 

ons below. 

The matter of improvement will only be referred to in its general features, 
as the cost in advance of a knowledge of what the specific conditions will be 
when the funds are actually available and the s fic plan that should be 
applied at each locality can not be stated except in its limits. 

e several works will be referred to in what seems their natural order of 
development as affecting the several interests to be guarded. 

1. The Pocket.—This require a substantial system of dykes and cross- 
dykes, broni the pocket is to be recovered and a new shore line estab- 
lished which will continue the bend above on a fair curve so that the river 
will follow the Iowa shore to the vicinity of the new bridge, about 
fourths of a mile below the et, The longit dyke far the new shore 
line will have a length of 4,000 to 5,000 feet and about an equal length of cross- 
dyke will be required, all estimated to cost 875,000. 

2. Florence Bend.—This should have a substantial revetment from Florence 
down for about 8 miles, and the present bank line seems to be very favorable. 
How far the situation may be changed by another h water can not be told. 
This work should all be carried out in one season and will cost about $120,000. 

3. Northwestern Dikes.—The river should be here trained and secured ina 
definite course so as to give an easy run into the bend below without direct 
assault on the banks. How permanent the revetment below the dikes may 
be I can not say, but it would require to be of the most unusual character to 
withstand direct and g assaults. The proper and easy control below 
demands a fixed course in this locality. Probably a mile will require train- 

and securing at an estimated cost of $60,000, although this estimate is 
subject to many con neies. 

4. Florence Dikes.—On the Iowa shore, opposite and below Florence, a mile 
of work may be judicious with a view to giving positive direction to the 
stream in Florence bend. The character and amount of work at this point 
is osprey 4 tentative in view of 3 above, but an estimate of 

000 sho be sufficient for the probable requirements. 
e foregoing aggregates $300,000. There may be incidental work which 
it would be judicious to undertake, These works, however, cover what is 
to put the reach under control, though it might be well to increase 

the estimate to $350,000 to cover unforeseen contingencies. 

Other works may perly follow, but as the; be more local and of a 

r to fix banks in more detail and build up bars, and must be pro- 
jected in view of results that may follow the works outlined, no estimate is 
submitted. They will all be beneficial in more definitely fixing and secur- 
ing the river and in determining its width and will be aided largely by the 
bank interests. 

The question of what should be done in the short bend above the smelting 
works has been alluded to, but no project is submitted, as this locality does 
not appear to be specially Ayaka p No doubt a material change could be 
made which would be beneficial to the river and of advantage to property 
interest, and the depth of the underlying rock would seem to favor a correc 
a matter requiring more and special study in view of the prox- 
imity to the two bridges. 


Very respectfully submitted, 
2 L. E. COOLEY, Consulting Engineer. 
To ARTHURS. POTTER, Omaha, Nebr. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have arranged the questions 
of difference respecting the Coast and Geodetic Survey; and in 


order that that part of the bill may be closed up, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the committee to return to it and to consider 
this amendment, which is entirely satisfactory to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it is satisfactory to both sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent to return to the part of the bill with 
reference to the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask what becomes of this subject 
that we have under consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. We will immediately return to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendmentoffered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] will first be reported, after which the 
Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words from the word “and,” in line 24, page 22, to and in- 
cluding the word within.“ in line 2, on e 23, and insert the following: 

And the 8 the Treasury shall reduce the number or compen- 


sation, or both, of s: office force so as to make the whole of said compen- 
sation equal to.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to recurring for the 
pur of considering this amendment. 
There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment which 
has just been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. Now the motion tostrike out offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] ought to be negatived. 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding is that the unanimous con- 
sent to consider this amendment disposed of that. 

Mr. REED. That is allright if it is so understood. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] was recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. WILSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON] is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a day or two 
ago my esteemed friend from Mississippi took me somewhat to 
task in a kindly way—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, just a moment 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, if that matter 
is settled, and I have the floor, I would like to be advised of it. 

Mr. REED. It is not quite settled yet. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
was to take the place of the motion I made; and in view of its 
adoption I will withdraw my motion. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatdoes the gentleman refer to? The 
pending amendment was offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this has reference to the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey. The language that has just been read is the lan- 

e that was d upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas, by unanimous consent, was adopted. 

Mr. REED. And then the motion of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] is withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought that amendment had 
been finished. ' 

Mr. SAYERS. It has. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. My motion was still pending as 
an amendment when this amendment was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion for what? 

Mr. REED. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 
to strike out the paragraph; but the paragraph having been 
amended to suit him, he withdraws the motion to strike out, 
and that leaves it as the Chair understands it, there remaining 
simply a technical difficulty that the Chairman has to get over. 

r. COGSWELL. Do I understand that that matter is now 
closed up? I want it to go on record. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is. > 

The CHAIRMAN. Wait a moment. Let the Chair see. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is closed: 

Mr. COGSWELL, I understand it is so, but the decision of 
the Chair would make me feel happier about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from IIlinois with- 
draws his motion to strike out? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That disposes of all that portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Information is given to the Chair thatthe 
gentleman from Illinois withdraws his motion to strike out the 
paragraph on pages 22 and 23. Is there objection to the request 
to withdraw that motion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 
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Mr.SAYERS. Now, that closes up the portion of the bill re- 
lating to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COGSWELL. And we do not return to the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all there is of it. The committee 
is now considering the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a day or two 
ago my esteemed friend from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], 
in a kindly way, took me somewhat to task for exhibiting some 
little degree of sectionalism upon the floor of this House. Irise 
to assure the gentleman from Mississippi that no member upon 
this floor is actuated with less sectionalism thanIam. I cer- 
tainly wish, so far as I can, by my voice and by my vote, to con- 
tribute in every way and in every manner possible to that which 
will bring prosperity and happiness to the people of his State 


and to all sections of the South; but I can not resist the tempta- |` 


tion to make a comparison between the twelve favored projects 
brought in upon this sundry civil appropriation bill and the 
practical damage done to the people of the section I have the 
honor in part to represent. 

Now, sir, when we go before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to seek some appropriations for my State, with 1,900 
miles of shore line with vast rivers and harbors, we are told to 
take our station at the end of the table and to be brief. Weare 
then told, after we have made an argument, that we can only 
have one-fifth of the estimates recommended by the engineers 
of the United States; and yet when we come in with this bill on 
the floor of this House, what do we find? We find that the ap- 
at Bact recommended, not by the engineers of the United 

tates, but by civilians almost, men appointed for political rea- 
sons, these projecisreceive what—5, 10,15 percent? No! They 
receive 100 per cent, or every dollar they have requested. I call 
the attention of the House and the committee to the report be- 
fore the subcommittee which considered the sundry civil bill. 
It will make interesting reading when placed in the RECORD. 
At one point a major of the engineers testified as follows: 


Si Aramoun, asked for Hay Lake is 8150, 000. How much have you got 
on hand? 
A. Four hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 


And when the honorable chairman of this committee, think- 
ing of the condition of the Treasury, and desiring to avoid mak- 
ing appropriations that are unnecessary, asks 

Q. Why don't you use that amount? 

He goes on further and says: 

A. Because it freezes in winter, and we can not work all the time. 

Will it not freeze next winter, gentlemen of the committee? 
And so, I say, taking the Mississippi River Commission for ex- 
ample, when we came to the consideration of that in the com- 
mittee we ascertained that there were no estimates before the 
committee for any appropriation; and this report says: 

will zom not very kindly send in an estimatə for the Mississippi Com- 
mission 


Mr. Chairman, when you or I, or any other member of the 
House, goes before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, he 
knows if you have no estimates yon can not have a single dollar; 
but you have kindly sent out and got an estimate, and the result 
is $2,000,000 appropriations on the sundry civil N 
bill. Isay, gentlemen, it is unfair; it is unjust. It is inequita- 
ble to every other section of the country. I ask that the portion 
of the country which I have the honor to represent shall be 
treated in the same way and in the same manner as the section 
of every other member upon this floor is treated. If it is to be 
5 per cent, let us make it 5 per cent for all. Now, look at it for 
instance. Distinguished gentlemen come and say we are un- 
generous to the South. They come in preaching economy, they 
come in preaching reform,and yet here isa tabulated statement 
of the appropriations that have been made for rivers and har- 
bors in the entire country from its organization. Up to 1890 

ou appropriated $76,000,000 to the Mississippi and Missouri 
ivers, and you added $20,000,000 and over for the Gulf States. 
ere the hammer fell.] 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MERCER. Task that the time of the gentleman from 
Washington be extended twenty minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I only want three or four min- 
utes more. 

Mr. LOUD. Is not the gentleman speaking on the point of 
order, and is he not recognized for an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, Iam always under obligations 
to ny esteemed friend. Every day he p'aces me under more ob- 
ligation to him on this floor, and I hope the time may come 


when I shall have an opportunity in some small way to recipro- 
cate the many obligations that I am under to my distinguished 
friend from Texas. [Laughter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to print in the REcORD the 
testimony taken before the committee. I want to place it in the 
RECORD to show the House, to show the country, that those who 
are standing here every day talking and preaching economy, by 
whom we are told every day we must cut down theexpenditures 
of the Government, are bringing in appropriations for twelve 
favored projects when large sums remain unexpended of the ap- 
propriations made at the last session of Congress; and to ay 
to you, sir, that you may talk about your low tariff, and 
about your high tariff, and talk about your tariff for revenue 
only, but so long as you gentlemen continue ton hat alae $500,- 
009,000 every year somebody has got to pay the fiddler while they 
do the dancing. [Laughter.] 

This money comes out of the common people. What we con- 
tend for is that while we are charged with these 5 aoni 
in the West, the only instance and the only time, the only 2 
the only eircumstance where you have ever cut down the ex- 
penses of this Government in clerk hire in any of the Depart- 
ments was in the General Land Office, where we pay every dol- 
lar of the expenditures by the fees and from the lands sold in 
our section. You cut down the force of the Land Office, and yet 
we gaye you a net revenue of $4,000,000 last year. 

r. DOCKERY. And they were cut down on the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, they were cut down on 
the recommendation of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and the gentleman should have added that he was a Re- 
publican. t 

I say that you apply to my section of the country a rule which 
is unjust and unfair. We should be treated as others are treated. 
I propose to place in the RECORD, if I can have the consent of 
the committee, a tabulated statement coming down to 1890, 
which will show just where the money has gone. Mr. Chairman, 
these contracts ought to be abolished. I know it is the law, but 
I know, too, that when I go to my able friend, the chairman of 
the committee, and ask him for an increased appropriation for 
Olympia Harbor, he will say to me, and say very property: We 
have got to keep this bill down; we have got to keep it under 
ten millions. There are eight millions on the sundry civil 
bill charged to this bill.“ So others are receiving a hundred per 
cent while my colleagues and I are allowed only one-fifth of the 
3 estimate. That is the unfairness of which we com- 
plain. : 

If the Rivers and Harbors Committee can not afford to give 
me over one-fifth of the estimate, then they can not afford to 
giveover one-fifth to the Mississippi River. We have poured out 
$75,000,000 there already, and I think the facts will show that it 
has accomplished little or nothing up to date. Again, these 
commissions ought to be under the Army of the United States. 
Let us take the civilians off these commissions and save these 
salaries of five or six thousand dollars a year. I know of a man 
from Indiana who was appointed fifteen years ago on the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission just because he had been defeated for 
Congress, and he is still there at five thousand a year. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Yes, an intelligent gentle- 
man, too. : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, he is an intelligent gen- 
tleman. But he is like a man who came up from Virginia to 
look for an office, and who said he didn't know just what he 
wanted, but he thought he would take a“ sinecure.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOCKDALE,. He is the most effleient man on the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very likely. But when you 
stand op here and vote to send Indian agents into my country 
from Alabama and Georgia and South Carolina and Texas, you 
ought to be willing to agree to give up these places and let the 
Army officers to do the work of these commissions. Why, I am 
afraid they are going to depopulate Georgia before the present 
honorable Secretary of the Interior gets through. [Laughter.] 
They will not appoint any Democrats belonging to my State to 
any little office, even as special agent to remove a few Indians. 

They sent us a gentleman only the other day, one from the 
State of Tennessee; and so itis all along the line, as far as the 
West is concerned. You are continually doing us great injus- 
tice, gentlemen. Weare weak now, we are powerless now, but 
the time will come when we shall have votes sufficient to do 
something in this House, and in that day—I, speaking for my 
people, say that they will not be as unjust to your constituents as 
you are upon this bill and upon the river and harbor bill to the 
people that I represent. 

Mr. COGS LL. Mr. Chairman, there are many appropria- 
tion bills reported to and passed by this House. Aside from the 
six or seven that come from the Appropriations Committee, we 


3034 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 16, 


have large bills from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
from the Indian Committee, and from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and I think if my friend from Washington would show 
to this Houso what his section of the country has received in all 
those different bills he would then be unable to complain that 
his constituents have been discriminated t. For instance 
and only as one case upon which I can lay my hand at this mo- 
ment—I have here a statement of the appropriations for land 
surveys for eight years, including 1893. Out of a million and a 
half of dollars appropriated, to divided among twenty-six 
States, how much do you think the gentieman got for his State? 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. I know. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Sodol. A littleover a million and ahalf 
of dollars was appropriated for twenty-six States, and the gen- 
tleman’s State got $250,000 of that—a quarter of a million dol- 


8. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle-- 


man a moment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not for a moment just now. [Laughter.] 
Montana, Oregon, and Washington -I take these three Western 
States as my eye falls upon them—received out of that large ap- 
propriation nearly $700,000. I do not say that they received too 
much, but when a man from a particular section gets up here 
and picks out a special item in this appropriation bill and com- 
plains that his people have got nothing in it and that some other 
part of the country has got too much, I think it is proper to call 
attention to these other appropriations. The gentleman's state- 
ment is not fair. Let him take accountof all the public moneys 
that are appropriated from the Treasury and see if he can then 
claim that it has been unfairly distributed. The gentleman says, 
‘t Give me my pro rata of this bill,” but would he take it on the 
land bill? Not for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. I move to strike out 
the last word, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CoGSWELL] has the floor. 

Mr. WELL. I have done. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say, in reply to the 
the gentleman from Massachusetts —— 

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. 


CATCHINGS] is Sarg eae 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I will get the floor an- 
other time. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say a few words at the begin- 
ning with regard to the amendment suggested concerning the 
appropriation for the Missouri River. I desire to make a longer 
statement than I can make in five minutes, and I should like to 
be allowed a little more time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Mississippi be permitted to speak without limit. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, we have had under con- 
sideration for quite a number of years a plan proposed by the 
Missouri River Commission for the improvement of that river. 
That Commission, in the very rap fer of the work, urged upon 
Congress the absolute necessity of doing it in a systematic man- 
ner, beginning at the mouth of the river and working upward; 
but the River and Harbor Committee in past years, yielding to 
the anxiety and the solicitations of members who were inter- 
ested in various localities on the river, declined to be governed 
by the recommendations of the Commission, and began to par- 
cel out from the aggregate sum appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri amounts to be expended at this, that, and 
the other point. 

As a matter of course, when one member of Congress suc- 
ceeded in securing the designation of a specific sum for some 

cular locality in his district, it was but natural that other 
presentatives along the river should come and clamor for spe- 
cific appropriations for localities in their districts. If you will 
turn to the river and harbor bill for 1888 you vill find that the 
whole sum of $1,000,000 carried by that bill for the Missouri 
River was parceled out to the different localities upon that river 
without leaving the slightest discretion in the Commission or 


leay one single dollar to be expended in pursuance of their 
general plan. When the work had reached this stage it became 
manifest to gentlemen interested in the river, and to the mem- 


bers of the River and Harbor Committee, that a halt had to be 
called. It must be remembered that while the Missouri is a 
pa stream, pouring annually an immense volume of water 

to the Mississippi, it is yet a stream substantially without 
commerce. 

There are so few boats navigating that river that they are 
scarcely worth mentioning in a discussion of this kind. Now, 
the scheme that Congress had entered upon was toso harness 
and control the waters of that angry stream as to adapt it to the 
needs of navigation, but we had departed entirely from that 


scheme and our operations had degenerated into a system which 
was an appeal to Congress not to make the stream navigable for 
steamboats but to protect private property. along its banks. 
For, Mr. Chairman, it was not contended nor can it be con- 
tended, that the designation of particular sums contained in the 
bill of 1838 had any other purpose than to protect private pro 
erty on the banks of the river, leaving the river itself Altri 
without commerce. : 

So we had reached a point in the history of that work when 
we were obliged to do one of two things—either to abandon this 
system of appropriating the money specifically to localities and 
leave the Commission the right to use it for the improvement of 
the navigation of the river, or else to strike the Missouri River 
from the river and harbor bill. And when we had reached that 
point we invited every gentleman in Congress who was at all 
concerned in that river to attend the meeting of the River and 
Harbor Committee and listen to the suggestions which we made 
in that direction. And after a full consultation the statement 
there made was accepted as true by those members, thaf we 
must either do one of two things—strike that river entirely 
from the bill, or cease this practice into which we had fallen of 
stripping the river commission of all authority and discretion 
and aroung money specifically to the preservation of private 
property. 

In pursuance of the agreement then and there entered into 
we provided in the act of 1890 for the appropriation of a general 
sum to be expended by the Missouri River Commission in its 
own discretion, leaving that Commission, however, by the ex- 
press terms of the law, the power, if it chose to exercise it, to 
expend certain portions of the money at the harbors and locali- 
ties on that river. And the act of 1892followed in precisely simi- 
lar language, appropriating a specific sum of money, with no 
direction or mandate whatever to that Commission, but at the 
same time adler it the power, if it should chose to exereise it, 
to protect localities along the bank of that river. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, in 
order that I may fully understand the thread of his argument. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it understood that this money may now be de- 
voted to the purpose of protecting private property from the in- 


roads of the river? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Missouri River Commission, in its 
discretion, having in view that the purpose is to improve the 
navigation of the river, may expend certain portions of this 
money at different localities or at different harbors, but al- 
ways 

Mr. LOUD. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I thought I answered it—always having 
a view that the object is to improve the navigation of the 
river. 

Mr. LOUD. Still it is discretionary with the Commission 
whether they shall use this money ultimately for the protection 
of private ne is it not? 

OA INGS. It is not to be assumed, Mr. Chairman, 
that they would exercise that discretion for any other purpose 
than to improve the navigation of the river. 

Mr. LOUD. Then itis merely an assumption, is it? Thereis 
no law that makes any prohibition as to their use of this money. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. None ai all. 

Mr. LOUD. The matter, then, is entirely in the discretion 
of the Commission? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But of course, Mr. Chairman, we must 
credit that Commission with the same pur which actuates 
all of us—to discharge public duties faithfully and to carry out 
the spirit as well as the letter of the law. 

Mr. LOUD. I eae wanted to get at the fact of the matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. ill the gentleman from Mississippi ors 
CATCHINGS] explain more definitely what he means by protect- 
ing patente property? Does he mean rectifying the banks at 
cities 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Imean this: Of course, when you improve 
the navigation of the river, you do protect private property; 
but that is an incident of the work, not the main object of it. 
These appropriations, however, had been so parceled out that 
the navigation of the river had been lost sight of; and the 
money was confessedly and avowedly expended with no other 
object than to protect private property. At that period in the 
history of the work which I have mentioned we made the change 
I have described, and it has been carried on down to the pres- 
ent time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if these amendments which my good 
friends here have suggested are to be adopted, we simply, by 
our own act, revert to that condition of chaos into which this 
work had fallen in 1890; and this presents a serious question for 
the House to consider. Iam sure that this House would not for 
one moment entertain the proposition of making so radical a 
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to the manner in which this stream shall be 
dealt with without the most careful and earnest consideration. 
So that even if these amendments were not subject to the point 


change with regard 


of order, I would say to the House that it w do well to pro- 
ceed slowly and cautiously before reémbarking upon a scheme 
which wrecked itself in the manner I have explained, because if 
we are to go back to the old system of permitting the whole ap- 
propriation to be expended at specific localities under the direc- 
tion of Congress, we shall have lost sight of the only constitu- 
tional power that we have to expend one dollar of money upon 
that river, that is for the purpose of making it useful as an ar- 
tery of commerce. : 

Mr. MERCER. Ifthe Missouri River Commission is pursu- 

ing the system which the gentleman indicates in his line of 
nt, why is it that the repairs needed to-day at the mouth 
of the river can not be made? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can only answer that upon a supposi- 
tion; for [have not consulted any member of that 55 
as to the motives which have prompted them to spend a dollar 
here or a dollar there. I can opiy anewer upon the assumption 
that they have seen proper to u e a considerable portion of 
this money in the preservation of works which had already been 
3 at certain localities approximating the mouth of 

t river. 

Now, I sympathize very deeply with my friends on this floor 
who are interested in this river, and es y with my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. I wish it were in our power to 
give a sufficient sum of money for the purpose which he advo- 
cates. I think it would be wise on the part of that Commission 
to divert a portion of the money at its disposal in meeting the 
imminent danger which is now threatening at Leavenworthand 
Atchison. So believing, I yesterday, with the consent of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, tele hed to the president 
of that Commission, saying that it was the judgment and wish of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that this danger should 
be averted if it could be done, and calling his attention to the 
2 serious change threatened in the channel of the river. 

r. MERCER. Are matters worse there than at Omaha and 
Council Bluffs? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Very much so, I think. 

Mr. MERCER. I know that is not so. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will hasten on with my remarks, be- 
cause I do not wish to detain the committee too long. 

Mr. PICKLER. What was the answer of the president of the 
Commission? - 

Mr. CATCHINGS. He answered that the Commission had 
no money under its control which it could expend for this pur- 

. And if you will turn to the report of the Missouri River 
8 vou will find that on the Ist day of January last the 
Commission had expended every dollar we had appropriated 
except the sum of $78,000, which I presume they are retaining 
with a view to contingencies which are liable to arise in the 

rosecution of a great work like this. Sothe president of the 

mmission telegraphed back that the Commission had no money 

to devote to the purpose mentioned, but very clearly intimat- 

ing his desire that Congress should put the Commission in pos- 
session of funds that this work might be done. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the Committee of the Whole should 
vote down these amendments, supposing that they do not go out 
upon the point of order, this question is still to be considered by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and if after more mature 
consideration and reflection we feel that we can or ought to 
make such a recommendation, we will insert a provision to that 
effect in the river and harbor bill which we expect shortly to 
report. Ido not state this for the purpose of having my young 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] who now stands before me, 
as handsome a picture as I ever beheld—— [Laughter.] 

Mr. MERCER. Thank you. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Not for the purpose of inducing him to 

ld a iparos of his i ob press this amendment; but I state 
t frankly and candidly use it is the simple truth, as every 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors knows. 

Mr. FPICKLER. Will the gentleman repeat his statement as 
to the disposition of the River and Harbor Committee? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Isaid that the committee proposes to take 
under consideration carefully the propriety of undoing even in 
asmall degree the work which we thought we had finally set- 
tled by the appropriationact of 1890, to the extent of permitting 
a diversion of some part of this fund at this locality and per- 
haps others. 

My friend from Washington [Mr. WILSON], to whom I always 
listen with pleasure, has I think rather unjustly created the 
im): ession here, or tried to do so, that sofaras these particular 
works are concerned, there has been some unfairness, which has 
resulted in undue benefit to the southern section of this country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 


an interruption right there? I think he must have misunder- 
stood me. The thing I was declaiming against was that an un- 
due discrimination is made, so that while you get 100 per cent 
we get but 20 per cent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will take up that matter also; but it may 
not be amiss while we are on this question—— | 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not want you to charge 
Oregon to me. p 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not charge it at all. I do not charge 
anything to you. I am simply trying to make a frank and ab- 
lutely candid statement to the House as far as I can do so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would not assume for a sin- 
gle moment that the gentleman would do otherwise. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not intend to make any statement 
which is not absolutely and strictly correct; and of course I 
know that no gentleman here would suspect me of desiring to 
do otherwise. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have served upon the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors for many years. y distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], who sits just on the other side 
of this aisle, has served on that committee from the day of its 
creation until now, and it has been a source of constant care and 
and thought to us how we might deal, with some show of econ- 
omy, with the great works which were pressing for improve- 
ment. f 

It has become manifest to us after reading the reports of the 
engineers from year to year, that this Government, under the 
system which had theretofore prevailed, had been made annuall 
to lose many millions of dollars, and that the commerce of t 
country had been made to suffer by the undue postponement of 
the completion of the greater projects which were demanding 
recognition at the hands of Congress. 

And so we set our minds to the solution of the problem as to 
how we might expedite the completion of these great works, 
and at the same time exercise an economy which would be felt, 
which would manifest itself in the saving of millions of dollars 
to the Treasury. We came to the conclusion in that committee, 
Mr. Chairman, without a single dissentient vote, that it could be 
accomplished 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if my friend 
will allow me a simple suggestion, I would say that Senator 
FRYE (if I may speak of the Senate) was thefirst ſto suggest this 
system. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is true. It gives me great pleasure, 
Mr. Chairman, to pay that tribute to the distinguished Senator 
whole name has been mentioned. He has to my personal knowl- 
edge been one of the most useful members of the Committee on 
Commerce for many years. And we have always had not only 
his active and earnest, but his unusually intelligent codperation 
in the management of these great works. 

The suggestion did come from him, and it was carefully con- 
sidered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and we came, 
as I stated, to the conclusion, without one dissentient vote, that 
it could oniy be accomplished by doing it in a business-like way, 
by having these great works constructed as a man would under- 
take to construct a great private workjon his own account; and 
so we provided, Mr. Chairman, that within the limits of the 
cost of the work it should be lawful for this Government to make 
contracts for the continuation and completion of the work in ad- 
vance of appropriations. That is why these works are spoken 
of as contract works. 

For instance, in the bill of 1890 we took on, under this sys- 
tem, the harbors of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Galveston, and 
the improvement of the St. Marys and Hay Lake Channels in 
the Great Lakes. We appropriated for all of these places in the 
bill of 1896 the sum of $2,340,000, and conferred upon the Sec- 
retary of War the right to make contracts for the completion 
of every one of these works, to be paid for by future appropria- 
tions, to be made by Congress. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. And every one of those came 
from the Senate. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Every one of those came from the Sen- 
ate. The work was inaugurated in the Senate, under the mas- 
terful leadership of my distinguished friend, Senator FRYE. 

In 1892, Mr. Chairman, the beneficial result of that system 
had so manifested itself that again, without a dissentient voice, 
in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, we placed under the 
contract system twelve other of the great works, Point Judith 
in Rhode Island, the Hudson River, the Missouri River, the U 
per Mississippi, by which I mean the river from Cairo north, 
the harbors of Charleston, Savannah, and Mobile, the Lower 
Mississippi, by which I mean the river from Cairo to the Gulf, 
St. Johns in Florida, Humboldt in California, the Cascades on 
the Columbia River, a ship channel running through the Great 
Lakes from end to end, and the Great Kanawha in West Virginia. 


3036 


Mr. LOUD. Will the 8 yield for a question relating 
to the 5 i Valley 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Lam coming to that. 

Mr. LOUD. The last appropriation contained $16,030,000 for 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries. That is continuous. 
Now, the question I desire to ask is this: I brought out the point 
heretofore that much of this money is being used ultimately for 
the purpose of protecting private property; that is, to prevent 
the river from 1 in over the banks. 

Now, we could possibly stand $16,030,000 if that could possibly 
insure the coppa non of the improvements on the Mississippi 
River under this system of contracts, but we know that from the 
condition of the banks of that river these improvements must 
continue forevermore so long as the river flows to the sea. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill resume where my friend interrupted 
my remarks; but I will pause to say that I do not understand 
what he means by saying it will take $16,000,000 for the improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. LOUD. Do not the continuous contracts, covering four 
nes call for an expenditure of $16,000,000 for the Mississippi 

ver improvements? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. How much? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My recollection is, and I do not under- 


take to say that I am tive about the amount, that the appro- 
Poron or the M ippi River from Cairo to the Gulf amount 
to $10,000, 


000. 

Mr. LOUD. Taking the whole Mississippi River? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Taking the whole Mississippi River, pos- 
sibly you are correct. 

r. LOUD.. I took it from the bill at that time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Possibly you are correct in that state- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me go along in the line of remarks I 
was about to make, and I will revert presently to the question 
of my friend. Taking on these twelve new projects, as I have 
said, in 1892 and we appropriated for them in the bill for that 
year the sum of $5,952,500; and we vested the Secretary óf War 
with power to make contracts for the continuancs of those works, 
to be paid for by appropriations thereafter to be made; and the 
appropriations contained in the sundry civil anpro riation bill 
are appropriations made to cover contracts which had been 
made by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the power con- 
ferred upon him. And there is the reason, Mr. Chairman, even 
if we were disposed to economize upon these contracts, why it 
could not be done without unduly postponing the settlement of 
obligations which have been imposed upon the Government by 
me Secretary of War in pursuance of authority conferred upon 

m, 

I repat that these appropriations upon the sundry civil bill 
are made for the purpose of enabling this Government to dis- 


charge obligations incurred in pursuance of authority expressly 


conferred by law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one result of this new departure in the 
improvement of rivers and harbors has been that the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Humboldt, California, has been completed. 
So far as appropriations are concerned and under the contract 
entered into it will soon be finished in fact. The great work at 
the Cascades called foralarge sum, which has been appropriated, 
though not entirely expended. It wili shortly be completed 
withoutfurther appropriation. The great channel through the 
lakes, known in river and harbor phraseology as the ship 
channel,” has been completed. The improvement at St. Johns 
River is approaching completion, and now asks for no appro- 
priation. And the same may be said as to the great works on 
the Kanawha. Baltimore Harbor has been actually completed 
for one or two years. 3 

Mr. CLAR of Alabama. What the gentleman means is 
that some of this work has not been completed, but the contracts 
have been made and the appropriations have been made which 
will pee them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I mean to say that some of them have 
had sufficient appropriations to complete them, and some of 
them have actually been completed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is there a member within the sound of 
my voice who will hesitate to give his adhesion to the correct- 
ness and safeness of a principle that permits Congress to place 
these great works under contracts? If they had been continued 
under the old practice, many years would have elapsed before 
they could have been completed, and in the meantime the inter- 
ests of commerce would have suffered and the Treasury would 
have been put tomuch greater expense; because it must be borne 
in mind, Mr. Chairman, that with a ange solitary exception, 
and thatis the workatthe mouth of the Columbia River, notone 
of th: greater projects which Congress has undertaken to accom- 
plish in the way of river and harbor improvement, certainly 
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since I have been a member of Congress, has been completed 
within the estimates originally made. The cost, wherever they 
have reached completion, has gone many thousands of dollars 
beyond the original estimate. That is simply accounted for, 
because we only made appropriations for rivers and harbors 
once in two years; and great plants were organized, required to 
carry on the work; and when the appropriations failed these 
plants were broken up, employés were scattered, the boats and 
dredges became of no further use; and all this was done neces- 
sarily at a very t cost. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him right there, merely to emphasize the point he was mak- 
ing in favorof the contract system, I will say a contract was made 
for the improvement at the mouth of the Columbia River and b. 
that means a sum almost equal to $2,000 was saved on the orig 
estimate and a depth of water from 17 to 30 feet was obtained and 
is now maintained. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That strongly corroborates the theory 
which pervades this contract system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another result has been that every soli- 
tary one of these works which we have placed under contract has 
been compet or will be completed, as is shown by astatement 
which I hold in my hand furnished to me by Gen. Casey, the 
Chief ot Engineers, within the original estimates, while many 
of them have been or will be completed at a very great savin 
upon the original estimate. For instance, the Baltimore wor 
was done at 15+ per cent less than the average prices paid prior 
to placing it under contract. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Inone moment. If gentlemen will turn 
to Humboldt Bay in California they will find that the whole 
work there has been done for $740,660, which it was expected 
would cost $1,715,115. 

Mr. LOUD. The 8 may possibly be misleading him- 
self, or he may mislead the House, when he speaks of these 
works being done.“ He has spoken of the work in Humboldt 
Harbor. Lam, of course, familiar with that. The gentleman 
1 I suppose, that the work there has not been com- 
pleted. + 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I simply mean that the whole work has 
been contracted for. I do not mean, in any case where I speak 
of these works being ‘‘done,” to produce the impression that 
they have actually been completed, that the last lick of work 
has been done. simply mean that the contracts have been 
made for the completed work and the total cost ascertained. 

Turn to the Hay Lake Channel, one of the most important 

ints in the chain of navigation of the Great Lakes, and you 

nd that the work there was done for $909,000 less than the orig - 
nal estimate. Again, if you turn to the ship channel in the 
Great Lakes, you find that it is to be completed for $1,304,000, 
although it was expected and estimated to cost 83, 340, 000; so 
there is asaving of two millions upon that work alone. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the gentleman a question bearing 
upon these savings under the contract system. How are these 
wild estimates accounted for? The gentleman has mentioned an 
estimate of $3 where an actual expenditure of $1 was found suf- 
ficient. How can that be explained? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Lean explain, I think, to the distinguished 
gentleman from New Hampshire why itis that we accomplish 
the work in this way for so much less money than wasoriginally 
estimated. Under the old system it was perfectly understood 
that we passed but one river and harbor bill in two years and 
the people who contracted to do this work made their bids with 
the knowledge of that fact, and the engineer was compelled to 
make his estimates with a view to the character of bids which 
he knew from experience he would receive. But now, since we 
go on so continuously that the contractor can utilize every mo- 
ment of the year in which he can work at all, when he knows 
that when he once assembles his plant he can keep it in contin- 
uous use, he can afford to bid ata much lower rate, and the re- 
pore show that the change has begotten a great crop of bidders, 

cause these works haye become very desirable for contractors, 
and competition is much greater than under the old system. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman makes the 
point that there is a saving of expense under this contract sys- 
tem. Now, take Olympia Harbor, in my State, for which you 
have made appropriation. It is afact that upon that coast, north 
of San Francisco, there is but one great dredger, and we had to 
bring that around by Portland to Olympia Harbor. The engi- 
neers of the United States, who seem to me to be as capable of 
making an estimate as any of the gentlemen who have made es- 
timates for these twelve favored projects 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. They were engineers. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The engineers of the United 
States estimated for Olympia Harbor that they could use advan- 
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tageously $150,000 and complete that work while the dredger 
was at Olympia. Now, what I am complaining of is that we get 
only 20 per cent of that amount, $30,000, and the result will be 
that we will do that much work and then stop, and that work 
will not count, and we shall have to begin all over again. If it 
is a good thing to put these twelve favored works under the con- 
tract system in your State, or in any other State, why is it nota 
good thing to put such works under contracts in our section. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ican only say to the gentleman that if I 
had my way about it, if I were absolute master of the situation 
and there were no other factors to be considered, I would place 
every one of these works that were worthy of being done at all, 
underthe contract system. It would result not only in great ex- 
pedition, but in most abundant response to the demands of com- 
merce, and an enormous saving to the Treasury. But, Mr. 
Chuirman, we are a practical people and we must act as practical 
men when we know that we can not do these things in that 
way. For instance, we know that when we had $22,000,000 in 
the river and harbor bill, a year or two ago, there was an enor- 
mous clamor all over the country that we were!“ boodlers,” that 
we were robbing the Treasury. I say, sir, that if that bill had 
carried $50,000,009 it would not have carried a dollar too much. 

Therefore we have to adopt this system by degrees. But I 
will say to the gentleman when we shall have completed 
these works, which we shall probably do by the next Congress, 
I believe that we can then take twelve or fifteen other works 
and push them to completion under the contract system. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I trust that the gentleman 
will not forget me at that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We will try to remember the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I havo a statement here which Iwill ask 
leave, it being a matter of considerable interest, to print as a 
partof my remarks. It is a statement made for me by the Chief 
of Engineers, and I am sure that gentleman will be interested 
in reading it. 

The statement is as follows: 

MEMORANDUM PERTAINING TO CONTINUOUS CONTRACTS. 
eee Breakwater: Estimated cost, $1,100,000; amount of contract, 


Hudson River, Coxsackie to Troy; Estimated cost, $2,477,906; amount of 
contracts. $2,152,612.50; other work needed, $50.000; leaving a balance for 
contingencies, etc., of 59. So that the work has been let weill within 
the estimated cost. 

Philadelphia Harbor: Estimated cost, $3,500,000. The first contract failed; 
under this contract work was done to the amount of $94,084.18. New con- 
tract was let for the amount of $3,403,780; of this $320,000 was for work or- 
dered by Congress but not included in the original estimate, and $142,000 for 
a change in the project, also ordered by Congress. Under this contract the 
price for d: is 14.2 cents per gara, less than half the average price 

id during the ten years on the Delaware for similar dredging preceding 
hese contracts, 

Baltimore Harbor: This work isnowcomplete. The price in the continu- 
ing contract was 15} per cent less the average ces paid in the pre- 

ing ten years under the system of annual contracts. 

Charleston Harbor: ated cost to complete, $2,178,000; amount of con- 
tract, $1,894,000; leaving for contingencies, $294,000; so that the work has 
been let well within the estimated cost. 

Savannah Harbor: Estimated cost to complete, $5,150,000; amount of con- 
ae $2,906,009; therefore, inclusive of contingencies, safely within the es- 


ate. = 
St. Johns River, Fla.: Estimated cost to complete, $397,000; contract forthe 
entire amount, 
Mobile Harbor, Ala.: The act of —＋ Sa 1892, authorized contracts 
gating $1,393,800; the same being $50, 


pri receding 
tion of $350,000, and 14 per cent less thant the price 
rformed at the time the estimate was made. 

he act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to com- 
5,115; that being the estimated cost. 
required has been 


Humboldt Bay. Cal.: 
neha to the aggregate amount of 81, 
© contract for the whole amount of work estimated as 
let at prices which will gate for that amount of work the sum only of 
$740,660; which, with cont: mcies and repairs during the time of construc- 
tion, will probably amount to about half of the estimated cost to complete. 
Cascades Canal: The act of July 18, 1892, authorized contracts to the 
amount of $1,746,500; the estimatefor completion. A contract for the entire 
work has been made, aggregat for the estimated quantities the total of 
$1,521,265; showing that the work will, under that contract, be completed 
within the estimate made. 
St. Marys Falls Canal: The act of September 19, 1890, authorized contracts 
to be entered into to complete the work. Several contracts have so far been 
made, but several more are to be entered into and advertised for, and there- 
fore a summary statement of the whole can not yet be made. The prices so 
far obtained for the portions let indicate that the work will be performed 
within the estimate. 

se Lake Channel, St. Marys River: The act of September 19, 1890, au- 
thorized the making of contracts to complete the entire work. Contracts 
have been made for all the work, and it is expected that the work will be 
9 for a sum fully $900,000 within the estimated cost of the work. 

Galveston, Tex.: The act of September 19, 1590, authorized contracts for 
the whole work. At one letting thé lowest bidder failed to enter into con- 
tract. The work was again advertised, and operations are now being car- 
ried on under a contract made with the lowest bidder. The ultimate cost 
will depend on the length to which it may be found ne: to extend the 
jetties; but the loss by partial contracts would be large quantity, in 
prices, and in the measure of success. 

Snip channel in the Great Lakes: The project was estimated to cost $3,- 
340.000. and the act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to be entered into 
for thatamount. Contracts are now made for the whole, and they a: 
pe se ats 5 5 51525 a votat 5 ee so at 

ima uantity of work W. one for about one-half the es ate, 
inclusive of contingencies. s 


The saving in cost of a continuous contract to complete a given work over 
partial intermittent contracts can not be estimated ply by acomparison 
of figures obtained for units of material or of work. 


the actual quantities will be less for the former method. For instance, in 
constructing a jetty out into the sea, there will always be scour at the outer 
end. Ifthe work be carried on slowly and interrupted at recurring inter- 
vals of time. the work will always be carried on in deeper water and more 
material will be needed. 

Again. work left incompleted is always more subject to injury than com- 
pletei work. Repairs are then needed, and it will be needful, too, to replace 
work carried away by exposure to the elements, storms, currents, étc. en, 
again, the interrupted method is less fruitful in results. The measure of 
success which the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi has had has been 
due to the fact that they were carried out rapidly to the bar which permitted 
the current to excavate a channel through the same, which has since per- 
sisted, notwithstanding that the outer slope of the bar has continued to 
progress seaward and will continue to doso always with continuing decrease 
o depth until the advance of the slope furnishes a foundation for the bar to 

orm upon. 

Had the work been carried on slowly or intermittingly, the same maxi- 
mum result would not have been reached except at greater expense, and in- 
deed the work might have been carried on so slowly that the bar would pro- 

about as rapidly as the work did and would cost ultimately the same 
amount of money with little improvement in channel depths to show for It. 
Still further, as a business matter, the interest account previous to pa 
results is a matter of no small amount. 

Under the system of continuing contracts it is judged that the works will 
be completed in one-half the time which would be required were the works 
5 depend on biennial appropriations and a consequent succession of con- 

racts. . 


Mr. BLACK ol Illinois. Will the gentleman please state just 
what he means by the contract system? That has not clearly ap- 
peared so far in his statement. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What I meant to say I will put in the 
form of an illustration. In 1890, for instance, we before us 
certain work which was to be done in the harbor of Philadel- 

hia, which, as I now recollect, was to cost something like 
$3 000,000, though I may be in error as to that. 

r. REYBURN. That is correct. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We appropriated in the bill of 1890, $200,- 
000 for the continuation of that work; and at the same time we 
provided that the Secretary of War might make contracts for 
the wholeamountrequired to complete that work, the contractor, 
however, to waitfor paymentoutof future appropriations. That 
system enables the contractor to go ahead with the work from 
one year to another, and with the knowledge that he will be al- 
lowed to do the whole work. He therefore arranges his plant 
with a view to completing the whole work, instead of a part only 
as under the old system. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iam very much obliged to the gentle- 
man for his explanation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
pom = a motion that the committes rise? It is now nearly 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER, from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration a bill (H. R. 5575), the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled’ the 
ill (H. R. 4956) ting the coinage of the silver bullion held 
in the Treasury, and for other purposes; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


Mr. PEARSON 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous consent to publish with my 
remarks in the RECORD a statement of one of the consulting en- 
gineers with reference to the work at Omaha. 2 

There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. McKAIG, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of John T. Vincent, Fifty-second Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimots consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. COVERT, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. HEPBURN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
aah 
To Mr. ALLEN, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SICKLES, for fivə days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. JONES, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PICKLER, for the session of this evening, on account 
of important business. 


3038 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 16, 


To Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, for the evening session. 

To Mr. COBB of Alabama, for the evening session. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for one day, on account of im- 
portant business. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALUMET RIVER. 


Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1424) to 
amend section 8 of an act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Calumet River, approved March 1, 1893, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
mere>. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that the House now 
take its recess until 8 o’clock. 3 

The SPEAKER. Without 9 the recess will be taken 
now instead of waiting until 5 o'clock. The evening session will 
be devoted to business under the rule for Friday nights. The 

ntleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the 

sported the chair. The House will now takes its recess till 8 
o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Tho recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 

tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3, of 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. Tho House shall, on each Friday, at ö o’clock-p. m., take a recess until 
So'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of 
private bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
bills removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend 
beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 

The motion was ag to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois in the chair. 


ADDISON M. COPEN. 


The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 1868) for the re- 
lief of Addison M. Copen. 

Mr. MARTIN. of Indiana. Unless the gentleman in ch of 
this bill is here, I ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, last Friday night, when I was 
unavoidably absent, a bill which I had introduced was laid aside. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may bring it up now. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me say to my friend from Ar- 
kausis that, while I shall not interpose an absolute objection to 
this request, I do not believe it is best to begin to take up bills 
by 3 

tr. TERRY. I would state to my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN] that he perhaps does not understand the attitude of 
this case. It was reached at the last Friday night session and 
owing to my unavoidable absence it had to be laid aside. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What bill is it? 

Mr. TERRY. It is the bill H.R. 2561, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that he is informed by the Clerk that the bill is 
likely to be reached in its regular order. 

Mr. STALLINGS. We did not do any work last Friday night 
because the point of no quorum was made. I think it would be 
better to have the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. If the bill is likely to be reached, I will not 
press my request that it be taken up out of its order. 


DOLLIE E, VEDDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4320) for the relief of Dollie E. Vedder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Dollie E. Vedder, widow of the 
late Capt. Simon C. Vedder, of the Nineteenth Re ent, United States 
Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the amount 
she now receives, 


19 75 STALLINGS. I call for the reading of the report on that 


The report (by Mr. Moss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4320) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Dollie E. Vedder, having had the 
same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Vedder is the widow of the late Simon G. Vedder, who at the time of 
his death, December 5, 1892, was a captain of infantry on the retired list. 

The soldier was appointed captain of volunteers on June 22, 1864, and be- 


fore his muster out on June 14,1865, attained the rank of brevet major United 
perl 2 0 During his volunteer service he was stationed at Alex - 
an „Va. 

Mr. Vedder accepted appointment as second lieutenant Twenty-eighth 
United States Infantry ae 11, 1867, and was promoted to be first lieutenant 
Nineteenth Infantry on March 18, 1878. He was retired from active service 
February 20, 1831, as a captam of infantry, on account of disability from or- 
ganic disease of heart ar in line of duty. 

Capt. Vedder served with his regiment in Arkansas, Colorado, and Lonisi- 
ana; onsignal duty at Fort Whipple, Va.; in charge of military telegraph 
lines in New Mexico; with his regiment in Washington Territory and in 
Kansas, and finally in charge of the construction of public buildings at San 
Antonia, Tex. 

Mrs. Vedder married the soldier on November 25, 1863, and has remained 
his widow since his death. On December 10, 1892, she filed an application at 
the Pension Bureau, which was allowed January 18, 1893, at $17 per month, 
toas peng the rate allowed by the general laws to the widow of a first lisu- 

mant. 

It 18 reliably shown in the testimony which was filed with the bill that Mra. 
Vedder is in delicate health, with but little, if any, means of support aside 
from her small pension, and that what little means she had were used in 
paying off her husband's debts. 

view of the soldier's long and arduous services, and in the light of 
the widow's necessitous circumstances, the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended, with an amendment fixing the rate of pensſon at 825 per month. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee 
that this bill was amended in the Committee of the Whole last 
Friday night, as the Chair is informed, and the amount was re- 
duced to $20 per month, The question now is upon laying aside 
the bill as amended with a fayorable recommendation. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 


ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MOSES W. CARPENTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson County, 
Ark., Mexican war veteran. 

The bill was réad, as follows; 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place cupon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of t on laws, the name of Moses W. Carpen- 
ter, of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran, at 815 a month. 

The report (by Mr. MOSES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2551) in- 
creasing the pension of Moses W. 9 have had the same under con- 
sideration and respectfully report as follows: 

Mr. Carpenter served from June 30, 1846, to September 15, 1846, in Company 
O, First Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, and he is now recelv- 
Si pension at $8 per month on account of said service. 

e testimony Sony ae the bill shows that Mr. Carpenter is 77 years 
old, unable to labor, and in great need. He and his invalid wife are living 
alone, and have no children to whom they can look for support. 

In the light of the foregoing facts your committee believe that the bill is 
a meritorious one and its pass: recommended with an amendmens, 
striking out the word “fifteen,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof ths 
word “‘twelve;" so as to allow a pension of $12 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment reported by the Cleri: 
was agreed to last Friday evening, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state in that connection that the bill 
was reported to the last Congress by the committee, who thor- 
ougħly examined into the matter, at $15 per month. I think it 
is a case the circumstances of which entitle the man to $15. He 
is now verging on 80 years of age. I believe itis stated that he 
is 77. He is really older than that, and he is in a helpless con- 
dition. He has an invalid wife, who is unable to dress herself, 
and these two old people live there by themselves, and have no 
propery: real or personal. I understand the neighbors often 

ave to go there and look after them. Fifteen dollars a month 
is a very small amount in such a case, and I think that the chair- 
man of the committee which reported the bill is perfectly will- 
ing that 45 should pass at 815 per month. I hope that amount 

Stand. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is this man a survivor of 
the Mexican war or of the Indian war? _ 

_Mr. TERRY. The Mexican war. He served in a regiment 
of mounted volunteers, from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] understand that the Committee of the Whole on last 
Friday night adopted an amendment reducing the amount to 
$12 per month? 

Mr. TERRY. No; [understood on last Friday night the com- 
mittee laid the bill aside. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That was done after the amendment which 
reduces the amount to $12 had been agreed to. The Chair is in- 
formed by the Clerk that the bill was amended, and the RECORD 
shows that it was. By that amendment the amount was reduced 
to $12 per month. The question now is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation, as amended. On last Frida 
night objection was raised, and it was passed over in that condi- 
tion 


Mr. TERRY. I would move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was agreed to; but I suppose that can not be 
done in Committee of the Whole. It might be done by unani- 
mous consent, and I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As understand, by the amendment which 
we adopted we fixed the amount in the committee at $12 per 


1894. 
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month. Is there not a general law on the statute books which 
will allow that man $12 per month asa Mexican veteran? 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that he might make application 
and get $12 per month; but I think that 815 is s enough 
under the circumstances. It might take the man five or six 
months, in the present crowded state of affairs in the Pension 
Office, to get his claim allowed in that way if he should make 
(bse a now. I do not think $12 is a sufficient sum under the 
circumstances. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to state to my friend that I 
gota bill through in three weeks. 

Mr. TERRY.» You are a rapid man. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You ought to be just as rapid. 

Mr. TERRY. I can not do as well as that without a better 


start. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not see why this bill should pass here. 
There is a statute which gives this man 812 a month already. 

Mr. TERRY. I submit that under the circumstances of this 
case $12 is not a sufficient sum, because this man is very old 

Mr. STALLINGS, But the Committee of the Whole did not 
seem to agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. TERRY. This man is ina helpless condition, and so is 
his wife. They have no property whatever, and under the tes- 
timony I think if there is any casein which a man ought to have 
$15, this is such acase. Lask unanimous consent that the umount 
in the bill be fixed at $15. 

Mr. STALLINGS, As I understand, the committee have al- 
ready recommended $12 per month. j 

Th CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Pensions recommend 
$12 per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I mean the Committee of the Whole. I 
understand that there has been an amendment agreed to by the 
Committee of the Whole fixing the amount at 812 per month. I 
understand that was done at the last Friday night session. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the first instance the Committee on 
Pensions recommend an amendment striking out 815 and in- 
serting 812,“ and that amendment was agreed to in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole last Friday night. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is what I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Arkansas Mr. 
TERRY] asks unanimous consent to substitute $15 instead of $12. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I can not give unanimous 
consent to the passage of a bill here when there is already a 
statute on the books which provides for the very thing that this 
bill provides for. 

The CHAIRMAN. A mere objection is sufficient to prevent 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for 815. There is no statute that allows 


t. 

Mr. STALLINGS. We are not going to let you get 815. 

Mr. TERRY. That is what I want to get, and if we can get 
back to that point then we will see whether the House will let 
me have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will say to the gentleman that this Mex- 
ican war veteran in your district is no more needy than the 
Mexican war veteran who resides in my State, for whom I got 


$12. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS]. The question is on laying aside the 
bill as amended, with a favorable recommendation. the ab- 
sence of objection, it will be done. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not consent to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on laying aside the 
bill with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

WASHINGTON HISLOP. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5020) granting 
a pension to Washington Hislop. 

he bill was read, as-follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place on the psnsion roll, subject to the cond. 
tions = eons Se ve era th — 8 or ee Hislop, 
late o e rengo Lig nards. na on, the 4 Hislo ving 
received injuries fa the Morgan raid. = sass 
5 amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 

ws: 

Strike ont all after the word Legion.“ in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “at à rate proportionate to the degree of disability from such 

hot wound of the forshead as may be shown to the satisfaction of the 


etary of the Interior to have been incurred in an engagement with the 


enemy during the Morgan raid.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I askif that is not a claim 
that comes over from last Friday night? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was considered last Friday night. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As I remember, it is the 
claim of aman who received a wound during Morgan’s raid 
through his country, and who was never in the regular service. 
He was just called out to meet Morgan’s men, and he was hurt 
by his horse falling down, or he was dodging in the bushes and 
a stray bullet hit him, or something of that sort. 

Mr. Chairman, that claim, I think, was decided upon last 
Friday evening, when the committee agreéd to report the bill 
unfavorably, and I think that they did right. I therefore move 
that the committee make an unfavorable report on that claim. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from South Carolina will yield to me 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state that this bill was up 
for consideration on Friday night last, and would have been re- 
ported favorably had the point of no quorum not been made. 
The gentleman who introduced the bill is not present to-night. 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman from iana will per- 
mit me, I think I made objection, and the bill went over with- 
out prejudice and it was laid aside; and Mr. BRETZ asked me to 
let it go over until he came back from Indiana. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But my colleague came to me to- 
day and asked me to present it at this evening’s session. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not think that it ought to go through. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why not? 

Mr. STALLINGS. think the point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is just what I was saying. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETZ] was asked to withdraw it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I do not think there was 
any evidence to prove that this man was really in an engage- 
ment against Morgan’s men. It seems to me that the evidence 
was uncertain, and nobody could tell where he was, and what 


| he was doing, or whether he was shot in the head orsomewhere 


else. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The bill was in the course of con- 
sideration when it was suggested that we were going beyond 
the line of precedents. [havea bunch of bills before me here 
to-night, running back for some years, showing that it is di- 
rectly within the line of precedents; and all that this bill pro- 
poses to do is this, to give the mana chance to prove that he 
was injured ina 1 degree in the engagement with 
Morgan’s men. he can not do that he gets nothing. If he 
can, he will get what he would be entitled to under the general 
law. It is a case of gunshot wound received in actual battle; 
and let me say to my friend from South Carolina that it is nota 
new departure at all. It has been the rule of this committee 
from year to year where a man was injured in battle, wounded 
we bales to give him the pension to which he would be en- 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But it seems that this man 
was not wounded in battle. Hedid not belong to any arm of the 
service at all. 

fa MARTIN of Indiana. He belonged to the Indiana Le- 
on. 
8 Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It seemed that Morgan 
passed through that country, and he seems to have been shot 
somehow; 1 trying to get away. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Somebody was liable to get shot 
while Morgan was around. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He belonged to the Indiana Legion 
a regular military in ae of that State, but not mustered 
into the service of the United States. He was called outasa 
member of that organization and was actually wounded in bat- 
tle; and all this bill proposes to do is to give him a chance to 
make that proof. - 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But it seems that he did 
not go to the battle. Possibly the battle came to him. 

A MEMBER. I have had the battle come to me. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It reached him all the same. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was shot in the head,all the 


same. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I think that this is a case 
that ought not to A 

Mr. BROOKS E. If my friend will permit me, there isa 
very large number of precedents which, as the lawyers say, are 
on all fours with this case. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then they are very bad 
ones, I think. ; 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. When a man belongs to a military 
organization of a State, and where a military force was invading 
the State, as Morgan's force was coming into Indiana, and he 
volunteered his services in this military organization to resist 
the incoming of troops and destruction of property and ver. 
thing of that sort, and was injured, it seems to me that he ought 
to be pensioned. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no evidence to 
show whether he shot himself or was shot by anybody, or hurt 
himself in endeavo to get away. 

Mr. BKOOKSHIRE. But this is to give the man an oppor- 
tunity to show whether he was wounded in battle. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is that the whole object 
of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is he simply asking the 
right to apply? 

r. BROOKSHIRE. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then he ought to have 
the opportunity to show that he has a right to apply. The 
trouble is they might giveit to him, and he oughtnot to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the evidence in this case show how 
long this man served when he was in the militia? I believe he 
never was in the regular Army. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It is a case of a citizen who belonged to 
this Indiana Legion, who were organized for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the homes of the citizens there. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understand that full well; but how long 
did he serve in that legion? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If there had been no invading army he 
perhaps would not have been called into engagement at all. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Now, let me ask you this further question: 
Did you propose to put him in this billas if he hadserved in the 
army of the United States? Now, under the act of 1890 he could 
not draw a pension unless he served ninety days. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. No. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then, how can he obtain pension? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me say this, if you will per- 
mit 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If he had been in the Federal serv- 
ice, if he had served only fifteen minutes he would have been 
entitled to a pension. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I know that. Does this bill put this man 
under the act of 1890? 

No, sir. i 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

Mr. SWANSON. Why did he not prove his claim under the 
act of 1874, under which those who were wounded in the service 
could make the proof; and if they could make the proof that 
bi Hay i wounded they were entitled to pension? 

. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not. So far as my experi- 
ence goos in Congress—and it has not been very long, as this 
is only the third term—all these Indiana militia who have 
come in at all came in simply upon the ground that they were 
wounded in battle, and upon no other ground. Now the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions have brought it down to this fine 
point, for we do not give a man a pension of 86, $8, $10, or $12, or 
any other amount, but we simply give him a chance to prove 
that he was actually wounded; to prove to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Bureau of Pensions that 
he was actually wounded in battle with the enemy to a pensiona- 
ble degree. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana by what rule they would determine the rate of pension 
this man would receive? Would it be under the act of 1890, 
limited to $12? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. HULICK. Would it be limited by any law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It would not be limited at all ex- 
cepting by general law. 

Mr. HULICK. Then he might be so wounded as to receive 
$72 a month. : 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He might; but there is no such 
probability. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
better to withdraw this bill and let it go over until the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BRETZE] returns? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETZ] submitted this matter to me this morning, and asked me 
to call it before the House to-night and to ask that it be passed. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I have no objection to the gentleman call- 
ing it up, but I think it would be best to pass it over without 
prejudice. I ob ected to it. 

Mr. DANIELS. The instance referred to by the gentleman 
from South Carolina as being similar to this bill was a bill 
merely allowing persons who were in the Indian war in Oregon 
to be placed upon the pension roll, and the party was in the vol- 

unter service of the State or Territory when he was wounded. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DANIELS. The party referred to was in the service of 
the Territory or State of Oregon, and was wounded in the In- 
dian war, and he was allowed to be put upon the pension roll, or 
his application was authorized, just as in the case of this man, 


ana 33 that is a decided precedent for the case of this ap- 
plican 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why, certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will ask if this claim is 
upon the Calendar? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, What isthe number on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. It is No. 93 on the Calendar. page 14. 

Mr. SWANSON. What has been the legislation with regard 
to those men who were not mustered intothe Army? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has been in line with this. 

Mr. SWANSON. That they have been given pensions only 
by special legislation? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. By special legislation. 

Mr.SWANSON. There has never been any general statute 
allowing people who were not mustered intothe Army, but who 
were in the militia, to draw pensions? 

_Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to answer that ques- 
tion broadly in the negative, but within my present recollection 
there has not been any such general legislation. 

Mr. SWANSON. I was informed that there was a general 
law by which they were given the privilege up to 1874 of com- 
ing in and obtaining pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That referred to the Missouri 
militia. 

Mr. DANIELS. The early soldiers of the Revolutionary war 
were not regularly mustered in, yet they received pensions. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 4. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] and the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS]. 

The tellers took their places. but before the count began, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by unanimous con- 
sent I will withdraw this bill on account of the absences of my 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ], with the understanding 
that the bill shall be passed over without prejudice. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama with- 
draw the point of no quorum? = 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman withdraws the bill I do. 
{ would state, Mr. Chairman, in connection with this bill, that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] told me that he was 
going home; that there were some facts in connection with this 
case that he would collect while he was there, and would brin 
them back and let me see them, and I told him that if he di 
that I would be perfectly satisfied; and the bill went over in 
that way. 

MARILLA TENNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Marilla 
Tenney, as widow of Elisha C. Tenney, late e in Company A of the 
Forty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of 512 per month. = 


Mr. LANE. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney, submit the following report: 

Marilla Tenney is the widow of Elisha U. Tenney, late a private in Com- 
pe A, Forty-seventh Iowa Infantry, who served as s soldier from 

arch 11, 1864, to September 28, 1864, when he was honorably mustered out 
of service with his company, as shown by discharge paper on file. 

This claimant, the widow of said soldier, can not receive relief through 
the Pension Bureau for the reason that she is unable to prove absolutely 
the date or fact of her late husband's death. 
The evidence is conclusive, 9 of affidavits of numerous neighbors 
and uaintances, that this soidier left his home at Volga City. lowa, in 
1879, and went to the Black Hills coun in Dakota to look for work. Se- 
curing work, he wrote frequently to his family and sent money regularly for 
their support until 1882, when his letters ceased, and said soldier has not 
been heard from since, except by a mere rumor that he was dead. This 
claimant, as well as her friends, has made every effort to learn of his where- 
abouts ifliving, but to no perpe: Letters have been d tcbed to all the 

ost-offices of the Black Hills country, but no news of him been secured, 

ne family then communicated with the Pension Bureau to ascertain if said 
soldier had ever made application for a pension, but no such application has 
ever been filed to the present time. 

Thus, by every ble means, this claimant has endeavored to ascertain 
if her late husband were living, but has been compelled to accept his death 
as cer The common law presumes death under such conditions, but the 
Pension Bureau uires very positive proof in such cases. 

It is also conclusively shown that t claimant is 2 dependent on 
her own labor for support. Many of the soldier's letters the marriage 
certificate are on file. S 
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Your committee therefore Fs eg the bill with the recommendation that 

it be amended by striking out the word “twelve,” in the eighth line of said 

ill and inserting in its stead the word “elght;” so that it read “$8 per 
onth,“ and, as so amended, that the bill pass. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee report that bill unfavorably. It was up on 
last Friday night, and F took the ground that it was a bad prec- 
edent to make a favorable report on such a bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is mistaken about this case. I think we made a favorable 
report upon the bill, with the amendment providing that if the 
husband should be found to be alive, then the pension to the 
wife should cease. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I think we had 
pasrar kill it certainly this time, so that it will not get alive 
again. 5 

9 UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I think there was an 
amendment adopted to that bill on last Friday evening, provid- 
ing that the pension should cease if it should be discovered that 
the husband was alive. I think that amendment was adopted 
on the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions [Mr. MARTIN of Indiana]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in order that there 
may be no mistake about it, I move to add at the close of the bill 
a provision that if the husband shall be found to be alive, this 
pension shall at once cease. . 

Mr. COX. I do not think that is eee If he had been 
alive he would have been on the pension roll lòng ago. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, Mr. Chairman, let 
the committee vote down my amendment, if they think proper. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT of 
South olina, it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside 
with the recommendation that it do pass. [A pause.] 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand comes too late. The Clerk 
will report the next bill. 

Nr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I asked for a division in 
time. Iclaim that I was in time, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not rise and call fora 
division until after the Chair announced the result and declared 
the bill laid aside. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I will be in time 
the next time. n 

Mr. STAL GS. I rose before the division was called for, 
but was not recognized by the Chair. I simply wished to ask 
1 ee the amendment adopted last Friday night is in the 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment reducing the 
amount to $8 a month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. There was, I think, another amendment 

roviding that the pension to the wife should cease in case the 
band was found to be alive. 
5 a . The Chair is informed that that is not in 

e 8 

Mr. UPDEGRAF F. It can be put in by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment about which the gentle- 
man from Alabama asks was notin the bill when it was laid 
sano, 8 is only one amendment, the one reducing the pen- 
sion to 88. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana me MARTIN], 
providing that in the eventof the husband being found alive the 
pension to the wife shall cease, be inserted in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment 
will be inserted. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 
hing CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina ob 

W. H. COHORN. 


e next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
479) to relieve W..H. Cohorn from the charge of desertion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto, That the charge of d e 4 
H. Cohorn is Deret reared; and the a W. H Soon be, and i k 
Telieved from the of desertion; and that he be, and is hereby, restored 
to all rights to which he would have been entitled had he never deserted and 
as if no record showing desertion had been made. 

Mr. LANE. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BOWERS of California) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill R. 
4 to relieve W. H. Cohorn from the charge of desertion, have had ements 
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under consideration, and find that the reportof the War ent, which 
is submitted herewith, shows most conclusively that this bill ought to pass 
that the soldierwas in norespect guilty of the charge of desertion as mark 
on the rolls of the company at one time; that he was sick and in hospital 
With leave, on furlough; that he returned to his regiment as soon as he was 
able to do so, and sooner; that he served with his com „and was honor- 
ably mustered out with his company at the tration of the time of his en- 
listment. His comman officer, the colonel of the regiment, testifies that 


the soldier was not in any fault. 
Your co: ttee, therefore, recommend that the bill do pass, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any kind shall become 
due or payable by reason of the passage of this bill.” 


Case of W. H. Cohorn. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFIC! 
War Department, October 6, 1893. 
Com F. Eighteen 
to serve three years, and . J 5 
have been present with his command or oth 


“deserted November 12, 1862, from Ky.,” and his name 


from su rolls to April 30, 1864, when he is reported absent sick at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., pained from desertion, sto) for a hension.” 
Subsequent to the men he is repo’ on rolls as follows: Ma; 


and June, 1864, absent sic 
A t, 1864, “present awal co 
1864, absent awaiting court-martial 


cember, 1864, absent sick at Louisville since Octo’ 1864, awaiting court- 
martial“; and he is so reported on the su roll, dated February 
1865; rolls for March and April and May and June, 1865, report him Pres- 
ent awaiting court-martial.” 


The company muster-out roll, dated July 18, 1865, shows him mustered out 
of service with the tion on that date; remark, “deserted October 
10, 1862, returned to duty March 24, 1 harges preferred for desertion, 
awaiting trial.“ 

Other records show him, “deserted December —, 1 at Paris, Ky.; ar- 
rested March 15, 1864, by provost-marshal, seventh district, Kentucky, and 
delivered same date at tary post, Lexington, Ky.” 

Following is a copy of the charge of desertion preferred against him by 
2 John M. Poston, of Company F, as shown by company and regimental 


books: 
“CHARGE 1.—Desertion. 
5 ee 1.—In this, that he did on or about the Ist day of November, 


The medical records 8 him as follows: As William Cohorn, private, 
en 


Tenn., July 1, 1864, with syphilis, and returned to ed 
entucky, treated in regi- 


lene: pec ong 5 oe Kal. Nashville Tenn ber 2, 1864, with 

land general hos Nas un., November $ pneumonia, 
and transferred ovember 10, 1 and admi: 

Jeffersonville, Ind., November 11, 1864, with secondary syp] 
to duty November 24, 1864. 

There is no evidence of his having been granted a furlough at any period 
of his term of enlistment. 

Under date Anpas O 1883, the soldier made application for removal of the 
charge of desertion ex the provisions of the act of August 7, 1882, and on 
the 24th October following was called upon for a statement under oath giv- 
ing the Roped under which he left his command and his whereabouts 


uring absence. 

On the 28th October, 1884, he submitted the following testimony: 

In an affidavit bearing the above date, the soldier stated that in October, 
1862, while in the service of the United States, he was taken sick and was 
sent home on sick edge by Capt. Littlejohn, and that he remained at 
home sick until March, 1 when he returned to his regiment, though still 
in bad health, and reported to Capt. Posten, who was then captain of his 
company; that he was thereupon sent to hospital and remained there about 
two months and was then sent to the convalescent camp, where he remained 
three or four months, and was then sent back to his regiment and returned 
to duty, remaining with his command until he was discharged. He 
stated that he was furloughed “until fit for duty,“ but returned to his regi- 
ment before he was fit for duty, and d t during his absence from 
his co he was at home sick and confined to his bed “nearly all the 

oe 

David Trout, in an afidavit made the same day, stated that he knew the 
soldier at the time he enlisted; that he came home in the fall of 1862 on sick 
furlough, and that as he, alant, lived close to him, he “went after Drs. 
Ford and Green for him,” and visited him often d his sickness; that 
Drs. Green and Ford gave him up to die; and he was then treated by Dr. 
Prior, under whose care he improved somewhat so as to be able to go about; 
that in the opting of 1884, he returned to the Army, although he not 
covered, and looked badly; that prior to his enlistment he was a 80 
healthy man, but that since his he had had frequent spells of sick- 
ness. Affiant added that he had never heard of claimant's deserting, and 
that he went back of his own accord before he was well; and that he had 
never heard of any person coming after him. 

In an afidavit, of same date, Windle Trout declared that he was acquainted 
with the ap licant at the time of his enlistment and recollected his coming 
home on sick furlough in the fall of 1862; that on the night of his return he, 
affiant, went for the soldier’s brother to come a d wait on him; that thesol- 
dier continued sick all the winter, confined to his bed most of the time, af- 
fiant being with him for the most part omia the whole winter, engaged iņ 
careme and hauling wood, 3 fires and waiting upon him, at which 
time claimant was under the care Of Drs. Green, Ford, and Prior; and that 
he returned to his regiment in the s of 1864, though not then entirely 
well Affiant further declared that he never heard of claimant's being a ee 


eter coming after 
him; and that he had not got entirely well at date oF afiant’s statement. 
to amda t date, stated that he was ac- 
enlistment; that the soldier came 
h, remained at home for a con- 
bed a greater part of the time; that he, afflant, was 
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t claimant’s house frequently, and knew that he was at home sick until the 

of 1864, when he returned to his regiment, though not well; and that 

e never heard of Cohorn’s deserting, or of any person coming for him or 

oking after him as a deserter. 

Under date September 28. 1835, the applicant was informed that the provi- 
sions of the act of C of July 5, 1884, did not cover his case, inasmuch 
as he did not volun! return to his command, 

On the Lith of February, 1886, Hon. WILLIAMC. P. BRECKINRIDGE addressed 
the Deparment, requesting to be informed as to the status of Cohorn's ap- 

lication, and on the 27th of the same month was informed that in view of 

è fact that the soldier did not voluntarily return to his command, but was 

sted, his case did not como within the Nee ot the act ot July 5. 1884, 

pndthatas it was held by the Department tthe charge of desertion was not 

1 made there was no provision of law under which it could be re- 
moved. 

Under date April 12, 1886, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE transmitted the following 
additional testimony in support of the soldier's application: 

The claimant, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1836, declared that he was 
furloughed October, 1862, on account of sickness, unt for duty; that 
he reported to his command in March, 1864, at Nashville, Tenn., and upon 
exa: tion, be still found unfit for duty, was returned tothe hospital 
at Chattanooga. He further stated that the furlough granted him was is- 
sued by Capt. Littlejohn and was without limit, and that upon his return to 
= command Capt. Littlejohn had resigned and been succeeded by Capt. 

ohn Postin; and he declared that he returned to his command volun 
and without orders or arrest. 

David Trout, a former aMant, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated 
that Cohorn was not arrested as a deserter, but returned to his command of 
his own free will, and that he appeared anxious to go, saying he wanted to 

‘ht for his country. 
endle Trout, a former afflant, in an affidavit made April 2, 1886, gave 
testimony identical with thas of David Trout, last preceding. 

Henry J. Newton, a former afart, ta an affidavit made March 25, 1886, de- 
cared that the.claimant was furloughed by Capt. William Littlejohn, at 
Paris, in October, 1862, and that he volun’ returned to his command at 
Nashville, in March, 1884. 

William B. Newton, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated that claim- 
ant returned to his command voluntarily. 

Dr. William Pryor, in an amdavit executed March 24, 1883, stated that in 
1862 he treated the claimant as a turloughed soldier of Company I, Eight- 
mth Kentucky Infantry, and continued to treat him from October, 1 to 
1864, when he returned to his command, taking with him a state- 
ment that he was not able for duty. He added that the soldier's furlough 
Capt. William Littlejohn, Paris, Ky., and that his return to 
was voluntary. 
Under date December 20, 1886, Hon. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was informed, with 
reference to theapplication of Cohorn, that the official records showed that 
the soldier October 10, 1882, and was arrested March 15, 1864, by the 
8 of the seventh district of Kentucky, and inasmuch as he 
not voluntarily return, but was his case did not come within 
the provisions ofthe act of Con approved July 5, 1884, and that it had 
been decided that no relief co be granted in the case under existing laws, 
on the testimony presented. 

Under date March 26, 1887, Col. John B. Castleman, acting adjutant-gen- 
eral State of Se addressed the Department on behalf of Cohorn, stat- 
ward, who commanded the Eixhteenth 3 In- 

member, by aisia it the latter be giyen 
to prove that the charge of desertion in his case was unjust 


correo 
Mr. Cohorn, Col. . to state, was absent on a furlough 
ted for an indefinite per by Capt. W. H. Littlejohn at Paris, KF., 
his return found Capt. John M. Poston in com- 
in poor health d his absence, and 
to Provost-Marshal 2 George- 


„ot hisown accord—not having been arrested—showed his furlough, 
and on t was given transportation to his regiment; that upon his return, 
March 804 surgeon, Dr. Pyth 


a 
bie discharge. 
On the 9th April, 1887, the adjutant-general of the State of Kentucky was 
informed, with reference to this case, that the charge of desertion against 
Cohorn had not been removed and could not bs removed from his record 
under then existi: 

Ina communi: on to Hon. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, dated February 4, 1892, re- 
Terred to this Department 2 him, the applicant stated that he was enrolled 
and mustered into service July 7, 1862, as a private in Company F. Eight- 
eenth Kentucky Volunteers, to serve thres years, and was mustered out of 
service at Louisville, Ky., July 18, 1865. 

The status of the case has not been since the date claimant's 
application was last denied, no new testimony ha been submitted or 
legislation had warranting a reversal ot such adverse decision. 

Very respectfully, 


laws. 


F. C. AINSWORTH, 

Colonel, United States Army, Chief of Oos. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that bill be laid aside to be reported adversely to the House. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, being somewhat familiar 
with the circumstances, often beyond the control of the soldier, 
which places him on the records of the War Department with a 
stain on his name, I feel that in justice to my comrades living and 
dead and their families, loughtto rise here and now and protest 
agaigstthismotion. Everyone at all familiar with asoldier’s life 
knows that from time to time when the military organization to 
which he belongs is ordered to move, he may be sick in the hos- 
pital, or he may have been examined by 5 and sent to the 
rear, and the comrades of his company having no knowledge of 
his whereabouts, that night he is reported as absent without 
leave, and a few more days of such reports and he is marked on 
the roll of eee aa a deserter. 

If any gentleman will examine the records of the War De- 
partment, as . F. and kept in admirable shape by Col. 
Ainsworth, he find a charge of desertion standing against 


a large number of men who never hesitated to serve thei 
country and who never turned their backs on the foes of th 
Government. Familiar as I am with the circumstances that 
surround many of these cases,I rise here tonight and in the 
name of my comradesand for the honor of this country, I say I 
do not believe that motions like these would be backed by the 
ee who wore the gray and met us on the field of honorable 

ttle. J 

Iam here to say that there is too much chivalry; that there 
is too much of the spirit of the soldier, even in the men who bore 
arms against this Government, for them to be guilty of insist- 
ing on leaving a stain on the character of any man who served 
this Government when it is shown positively and conclusively 
that he never did desert. I trust that this motion will ‘be voted 
down, as it ought to be, and that gentlemen will cease to com 
here and in a spirit of petulance stand on this floor and cav 
about granting petty pensions of seven or eight or ten dollars a 
month, while they vote liberally, as this Congress does vote, ex- 
tra salaries to clerks and an extra month’s pay to the employés 
of this House—to which I do not object—and millions to rivers 
and harbors nimpiy bocan there is a job for some fellow at the 
bottom of near! of it. 

These men who receive the bounty of this Government in the 
form of pensions never *‘ whack up,” if the committee will par- 
don a common expression, and consequently it is & popular 
thing to come in here and men who are defenseless, if 
forsooth; this committee will listen to gentlemen who seem só 
anxious to make a reputation by saving adollar where that dol- 
lar is justly due, and at the same time so anxious to leave a 
stain on the name of a man who never did violate the military 
law of his country. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to say more on 
this subject at this time, and [ could not well say less. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I say in a 
spirit of fairness and justice, in reply to what the gentleman has 
just said, that I happened to be one of those men who wore the 


ae 
a McKEIGHAN. So much the worse for the gray. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. AndI happened to be one 
of those who met the men who wore the blue; and since the war 
has closed I have been in organizations and meetings and con- 
ventions where the men who wore the gray and the men who 
wore the blue met together—men who had opposed each other 
in the red blaze of battle, stood with clasped hands stretched 
across the bloody chasm in order to bury the bloody shirt, with 
the prayer upon their lips that upon the grave might be plante 
the white lily of peace, which would grow and bring forth frui 
to the ee. and the prosperity of this great country of ours. 

And I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MK Ex- 
GHAN] that I stood here and voted against the extra pay and the 
extramileage. My vote is recorded against those propositions. I 
have raised my voice against every appropriation that Ithought 
was unnecessary. And I throw back e teeth of the gentle- 
man any insinuation that he may throw at me of e 
make a little reputation by bringing up motions in opposſtion 
to these claims. 

I would like to call the attention of the gentleman to a ch 
that was made by Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin, the commander of 
the “Iron Brigade,” upon this very question of pensions—a 
speech made in this Hall, in which, if I mistake not, he said that 
in 1865, or just about the time the war was closing, there were 
over 200,000 men mustered into the service from the grop shopt 
and from the jails—bounty-jumpers and substitutes for men who 
did not want to go into the war—and that 13,000 or 14,000 of those 
men were deserters and ought to be hanged. Yet they aredraw- 
ing pensions to-day! 

stand here to say that L am willing to cast my vote openly and 
above board for any honest soldier, any brave man who met mé 
and my comradesin battle and fought e an honest, brave man; 
but I am opposed to giving a pension toa deserter, a bummer, o 
camp-follower, or any man of that description; and every gaer 
brave man must be in favor of this position, and will vote agains 


any such proposition. 

That, Mr. 8 is why I have made the motion to report 
unfavorably upon this deserter's claim. I insist upon the mo- 
tion; and I will see that it does not get through without the vote 
of a majority. If the gentleman from Nebraska, or whatever 
other State he may be from, does not like this he can make the 
most of it. = A 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. eee EEAS to vod to SiE 
House that Imade nosuchchar rsonally e gon 
man as he assumes that I made. raid Sà; e has been 
liberal. But now if it comes to a question of a deserter drawing 
a ion, I challenge the gentleman to produce a single case 
shane any deserter in this country is drawing Brolin 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I can produce the speech 
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that Gen. Bragg made upon the floor of this House in which he 
said that there were thirteenor fourteen thousand of them. And 
here is a case of a deserter that you are standing here to defend 
to-night, 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. I say itis no such thing. Iam here to 
say that I made no such charge against the gentleman person- 

y; and it is very cheap bravery that vents itself in florid ora- 
tory on the floor of this House because I have asserted that 
Congress has been liberal. I want to say here and now that I 
have never turned my back on a friend or a foe and I do not in- 

tend to do it now. [Applause.] Iam here todenounce the spirit 
that leads a man on the floor of this House to assail every old 
soldier, even to the extent of n men from having the 
stain of desertion removed, when the Committee on Military 
Affairs composed of members as honest and intelligent as the 
gentleman have said that there is no question about the justice 
of removing this stain. 

Now, it may be that men have shaken hands across the bloody 
chasm,” and that they are very desirous to see the white lily 
of peace” bloom. For myself it shall never bloomso long as you 
Stab the defenders of my country. [Applause.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say that I deny 
any such charge; and if the gentleman means to say I have 
“stabbed” any old soldier or anything of that sort, I say it is 
utterly false. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN. I want to say if the shoe fits the gentle- 
man he will have to wear it. He seems to insist on wearing it. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment re- 
ported by the commiitee. ; 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] a question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What is your objection to this 
bill? It involves no pension, no 8 back pay. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. ell, I have stated my 
objection in the few remarks that I have made — that there is a 
charge of desertion resting here against this man and Iam op- 
posed to giving any deserter a pension. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This is nota bill to pension him 
ut all, but simply to wipe out this stain on his record. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It will lead to a pension, 
and that is the object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Jo. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The object is simply to 
get in an entering wedge. When you make this start there 
will be no sto it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, I ask the Clerk to read asa 

of my remarks the amendment which has been reported by 

e committee, and as I understand adopted by the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question, if it will not interrupt him. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Is it not a fact that when u man has a good 
case of this sort there is a general law under which he can go to 
the War Department and have the charge against him removed? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then why does not this man do it? 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty in this case—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not believe in passing special laws of 
this kind when we have a general law on the statute book that 
Air LACES. In hows formal proceedings 

r. i e report shows for eedi gainst 
this man by court-martial; and they can not be wiped peg an 
order of the War Department. The committee of this House 
has made an examination of the case, going through the evi- 
dence given before the court-martial and also the additional 
evidence furnished to the committee; and they believe the deci- 
sion against the soldier was erroneous, They simply propose to 
strike from the record the charge of desertion. The man al- 
ready holds an honorable discharge. This does not change his 
status in any respect except in removing from his record what 
appears to the committee to be an unjust charge. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What will prevent this 
man from applying fora pension after this charge of desertion 
is removed: 

Mr, LACEY. There is nothing now to prevent him from ap- 
plying for a pension. Hahas an honorable discharge. Hemay 

a pensioner, for all I know. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. He may be one of those 
13,000 of the iron brigade.” 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps he is the whole 13,000. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman states, as I understand, that this 
man 2e now an honorable discharge. Does not that clear his 
record? 
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Mr. LACEY. But this conviction by a court-martial leavesa 
blemish upon him. Back of his honorable discharge there is 
still this charge against him—a blight on his record. He wants 
to have that removed, and he has come before the Committee 
on Military Affairs for that purpose. 

Mr. HUDSON . He is somewhat in the same position that 
Fitz-John Porter was. 3 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to know why the honorable 
discharge does not clear his record. I understand that the sol- 
dier already has an honorable discharge from the Army? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You do not know whether he draws a 
pension or not; but that is not the question. 

Mr. LACEY. There is nothing to prevent his doing so at any 


rate. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Has not this honorable discharge from 
the Army mpa out the stain upon his record? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. It stands there upon the judgment 
of the court-martial. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then how can Congress wipeitout? We 
do not know more about the matter than the officers that sat 
upon the court-martial. 

Mr. LACEY. We do, for this reason 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How can we go behind 
the returning board?“ 

Mr. LACE The Military Committee has examined all the 


evidence taken before the court-martial and all the additional 


testimony x Tapes gn thecase. They have gone through the 
matter carefully and made an elaborate report, reciting the facts 
and stating as a part of their conclusion that the evidence shows 
that this man at the time he wascharged with desertion was ab- 
sent on account of sickness and unable to return; that he did re- 
turn as promptly as he could, and was then honorably discharged 
and mustered out. But thischarge which was made against him 
has never been erased from his record, and could not be except 
by act of Congress. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I just wanted to know the facts. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] will pardon me for making this estion, as I un- 
derstand there were noso-called ** honorable” discharges granted 
from the late war. The word “honorable” which used to be in 
every discharge granted to a soldier is left out, as I understand 
it, from every discharge,so that while the soldier was discharged 
from the service, the word ‘‘honorable” was left out and each 
5 is left to his record as it stands in the Adjutant-General’s 

ce. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He does not get any discharge at 


from the 
in the cer- 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. He is dischar; 
service, but the word“ honorable,” which used to 
tificate of discharge, is omitted. 

Mr. LACEY. The report says he was honorably mustered 
out with his ae 
4 Jonta AY. But it does not say he was honorably 

rged. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Suppose he had a discha 
would that record of his haying been court-martialed as a de- 
serter stand in the way of his getting another copy of his dis- 
charge, if he lost it? 

Mr. LACEY. Notat all. This is more a sentimental bill 
than anything else 


Mr. KYLE. Is there anything now to prevent this man from 


drawing a sion? 

Mr. LACEY. Noton the face of the report. 

Mr. KYLE. Is there, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not know. 

Mr. KYLE. The point I want to get at is whether this prop- 
osition is simply to relieve this man from this charge of r- 
tion without putting him on the pension roll? 

Mr. HUDSON. That is all there is in the bill. è 

Mr. KYLE. I understood that this was simply a direction 
that the charge of desertion be stricken from the roll, and that 
his record be corrected in that respect. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Ishould like to say to the gentleman that 
if he could draw a pension now he 3 not draw it after this 
bill is passed, as the bill now stands. Š 

Mr. HUDSON. As I understand, the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. KYLE] wishes to know whether this is a bill to pen- 
sion him now or simply to clear up his military record? 

Mr. KYLE. No, that is not it. I understand the statement 
is that there is nothing in the way of this man drawing a pen- 
sion; in other words, that if he could draw a pension after the 
passage of the bill, he could draw it now just as well. In other 
words, that this bill does not aid him toward getting a pension. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As I understand, this bill stops him from 
getting a pension. 


, 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, it does not. 

Mr. WANGER. As I understand the report of the commit- 
teo, it shows that this man was not in fact a deserter, and that 
the record of desertion against him is an unjust and erroneous 
one. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the fact. 

Mr. WANGER. Now, why should we say anything about a 
pension in discussing this bill? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He ought to have his record corrected. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all. 

Mr. WANGER. It seems to me that if he does not deserve to 
have this stigma attached to his name, that it ought not to be 
attached, 

Mr. COX. As I understand, this man was marked on the roll 
as a deserter, and was then tried by a court-martial? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. COX. And he was found by the court-martial to be a 
deserter? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Ifthegentleman will permit me, I want to make 
a correction as to that. The gentleman is misinformed. 

Mr. COX. I want to get at the fact as to how that is. 

Mr. LACEY. In a hasty examination of this report I find 
that there was no trial upon the charge of desertion. Charges 
were preferred, but no trial was had upon the charges; but the 
charges still remain there, undis d of. 

Mr. COX. You are satisfied that there was no trial? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. There was no trial at all. The 
man was sick, and the evidence presented to the committee 
shows conclusively that he was not a deserter. 

Mr. COX. This bill is simply to wipe out these charges that 
remain there undisposed of. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. We have the evidence of 
three physicians who attended him for two years, and the evi- 
dence shows that before he was able he returned voluntarily to 
the regiment, and that he was in no sense a deserter. 

Mr. COX. If I understand the bill, itis simply to provide that 
these charges be wiped out? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It is simply to correct a false 
record, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I thank the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BOWERS] for the explanation which he has 
made, and it would have been in 5 oA better grace for the 

entleman from Nebraska [Mr. McK EIGHAN] while he was hurl- 

ng all that abuse at me to have made that simple explanation 

instead. It would have satisfied me, and if the fact is as stated 

by the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] I have no fur- 
ther opposition. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. We gave the question a very 
thorough examination, and I state to the gentleman that that is 
the fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If that is the case, I am 
glad the gentleman has made the explanation. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the real fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If the man is not a real 
deserter, I have nothing against him; but I still do claim that I 
do not love deserters. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, the question was asked of the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether or not 
this applicant could, with the charge of desertion remaining 

ainst him, obtain a pension. I have not heard the chairman 
of the committee give any answer to that question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to say right 
here that this is a bill which does not come from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. It comes from the Military Committee, of 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] is chair- 
man, 

The reason that I speak at all upon this matter is because the 
question of a pensioncame up. It seems to me that the passage 
of this bill or the failure to pass it has no bearing whatever on 
the question of the right of the man to a pension. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understand that; but there has beena plain 
goassan asked, and I ask if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

ARTIN] is in charge of the bill? 

Poe ARTIN of Indiana. No, I am not in charge of this 
Mr. ROBBINS. Lou are advocating the bill, and the ques- 
tion has been asked whether or not this mancan drawa pension 
with this charge of desertion remaining there against him, or 
if p object of this bill is to enable him to get on the pension 
roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I say to you frankly that I cannot 
answer that questien, except to say this: The amendment that 
is put onto this bill provides specifically that it shall give him 
no rights that he does not now possess. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Whatis the object of this bill, then? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Just simply that these charges 


were preferred against him. There never was a trial, and still 
there is a charge standing against him on his military record, 
of which record he has a right to be prose; and he simply wants 
that to be cleared up by a special bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. As I understand the law there is a method 
of proceduto by which he can go before the War Department 
and have this charge removed. That being so, what is the 
necessity of this special bill to relieve him from this charge? 

i BOWERS of California. No, he can not do that under 

e law. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I will yield to the gentleman from 
gpa who is a member of the Committee on Military Af- 

8 


Mr. BOWERS of California. This is one of the cases not pro- 
vided by law; and the War Department cun not relieve him from 
this charge under the law. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. BOWERS of California (continuing). And, therefore, fol- 
lowing the action of the committee in other bills, we have re- 
ported this bill favorably. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Because the War Department 
have only their own records to go on, and they are not allowed 
under the law to relieve a man from a charge of desertion under 
such circumstances as are presented in this case. They are 
confined to their rule. : 

Mr. LANE. What rule? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They can not go beyond it; and 
tmay never have gone beyond their rule. 

r. ROBBINS. What rule excludes this man from getting 
the charge of desertion removed? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The rule is that the Department 
can not restore a man paeis their own records showing that 
he was a deserter. The law does not allow any Department to 
do that; and Congress must do it. 

Mr. LANE. You are wrong about that. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The gentleman does not seem to know the 


W. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Laws have been ed author- 
izing the War Department to remove the charge of desertion. It 
is probable this case does not come within the limitation. 
r. ROBBINS. Why can not this man go to the War De- 
partment and have this charge of desertion removed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am trying to tell you. These 
laws prescribe that he must not have been away from his com- 
mand more than a certain period. In this case the absencemay 
have exceeded the period, and I presume that is the difficulty 
in this case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. You presume! You do not know that that 
is the case? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I can ascertain by read- 
ing the report. I have sent for a copy. 

Mr. ROBBINS. How many will 10 require to answer this 
simple question? I will yield to just as many as try to answer 
the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will answer you and say that 
general laws have been passed authorizing the War Department 
to remove charges of desertion within certain limitations, and 
this case does not come within those limitations. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think in this case the man 
may have been absent longer than the period prescribed, or pos- 
sibly some other reason—— 

Mr. ROBBINS. The gentleman says he thinks. Does he 
know the facts.in connection with this case? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. Isee he was absent more 
than the time prescribed. That is sufficient; but I find there 
are other reasons. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to see so much 
captious objection to this case. It seems to me that itis not a 
eo of whether a man will or will not get a pension. If the 

acts be true as reported by that committee, and if it be true 
that this was an honorable and gallant soldier, that he fought 
during the war, and he finds this charge was made againsthim, 
and this stigma was resting on his character, I do not think that 
the question as to whether he shall receive this paltry sum of 
pension should be raised. I hope, therefore, there will be no 
objection to the passage of the bill. This man was an honest 
and gallant soldier who was honorably discharged. He fought 
like a man, and the question of whether he will or will not get a 
pension is no reason why this Congress should refuse to remove 
thatstigma from hischaracter. We have had a committee ex- 
amine the case, and they have found the state of facts that he 
was a gallant, brave, honest soldier who fought through the war 
and thathe is met with this charge of desertion. 

1 think it comes with poor grace from any man when a man 
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has fought for his flag to say this man should not be allowed the 
right to draw a pension when they allow men who served ninet 
days to receive them. It is nota question of pension. I thin 
that we should move cautiously when removing charges of de- 
sertion. I think when these charges of desertion are removed 
by Congress that it is a high honor for a man to have his char- 
acter cleared up by Congress, and it should be done whether it 
carries with it the fact that he is to be paid $80 or $90 pension. 
If the testimony shows that this man was apeo PERY treated, 
without any fault of his own, his character should be cleared, 
and I hope gentlemen will make no captious objections to this 
bill if the facts are true as stated. [Applause.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am now ready to answer the 
question of my colleague from Alabama, having examined the 
report. Ifindon page 3 of the report the reason is stated why 
the War Department can not remove the charge of desertion. 
The record does not show that he voluntarily returned to his 


command 

Mr. STALLINGS. But does it not show that he returned to 
another command? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I think not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It was so stated here. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The affidavits placed before 
the committee show that he did voluntarily return to his com- 
mand, and their affidavits show that the record of the soldier 
should be corrected. 

They show that he did not desert the service. They show 
that he did not leave his command with the intention of not re- 
turning to duty. 

The soldier himself testifies— 
that he was furloughed October. 1862, on account of sickness, being unfit 
for duty; that he reported to his command in March, 1864, at Nashville, 
Tenn., and upon examination, being still found unfit for duty, was returned 
to the hospital at Chattanooga. He further stated that the furlough granted 
him was issued. by Capt. Littlejohn and was without limit, and that upon 
his return to his command Capt. Littlejohn had resigned and been succeeded 
by Capt. John Postin; and he decl that he returned to his command 
voluntarily and without orders or arrest. 

If that is true he was not a deserter. 

He is sustained by his physician. This gentleman testifies as 
I will read: 

Dr. William Pryor, in an affidavit executed March 24, 1886, stated that in 
1862 he treated the claimant as a furloughed soldier of Company I, es 
eenth Kentucky Infantry, and continued to treat him from October, 1862, to 
March, 1864, when he returned to his command, taking with him astatement 
he was not able for duty. He added that the soldier's furlough was signed 
by Capt. William Littlejohn, Paris, Ky., and that his return to his command 
was voluntary. 

Now we come to the testimony of his comrades, 
as follows: 


David Trout, a former affiant, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated 
that Cohorn was notarrested as a desérter, but returned to his command of 
his own free will, and that he appeared anxious to go, saying he wanted to 
fight for his country. 

endle Trout, a former afflant, in an affidavit made April 2, 1886, gave tes- 
timony identical with that of David Trout, last preceding. 

Henry J. Newton, a former aMant, in an afidavit made March 25. 1886, de- 
clared that the claimant was 8 Capt. William Littlejohn, at 
Paris, in October, 1862, and that he volun: returned to his command at 
Nashville, in March, 1804. 

William B. Newton, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated that claim- 
ant returned to his command voluntarily. 

There is much more testimony of the same tenor, all of which 
the committee regarded as conclusive, and the committee felt 
that justice demanded that he should be relieved of the charge. 
of desertion; because the proof before that committee shows 
that he came within the limitations of the law. It certainly es- 
tablished that he returned voluntarily to duty within the Pree 
time. I think that in this case we ought to pass the bill. The 
Military Committee, of which I am a member, has examined 
these cases with great care. Not more than one-tenth of the 
bills brought before that committee for the removal of the charge 
of desertion have been reportedfavorably. Nine-tenths of them 
have been rejected. The committee has, with great care, ex- 
amined every case; and we have never reported a case favorably 
unless the evidence before the committee showed that it was 
one that ought to be acted upon favorably by Congress. This 
soldier was absent sick, returned to his regiment, fought through 
the war, and was discharged with his comrades after the war 
was over. 5 

J am in full sympathy with every effort which seeks to pre- 
vent the enactment cf laws which grant pensions to improperor 
unworthy persons; but the gentlemen who oppose this bill should 
observe that it does not grant a pension. 

It only 8 for the removal of the charge of desertion, 
and the bill specifically stipulates that no pay, bounty, or emol- 


They testify 


uments of any kind shall become due or payable by reason of 
the passage of this bill. 
The language of the proviso of the bill as reported is: 


Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any kind shall become 
due or payable by reason of the passage of this bill. 


Iam confident there would not be any opposition to the bill if 
all the facts were understood. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let it be remembered tbat this 
man was discharged with his regiment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Idid not yield to the gentleman, and he did not 
address the Chair. I ask the Clerk to read an extract from the 
statute which I send to the desk as the law bearing on the case. 
Read the second section and note 4. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of any regular or volunteer soldier in 
me 555 —— upon proper application therefor, and satisfactory proof in 

e follo cases: 

First. That such soldier, after such charge of desertion was made, and 
within a reasonable time thereafter, voluntarily returned to his command 
and served faithfully to the end of his term of service, or until discharged. 

Second. That such soldier absented himself from his command or from 
hospital while suffering from wounds, injuries, or disease, receive’ or con- 
tracted in the line of duty, and upon recovery voluntarily returned to his 
command and served faithfully thereafter, or died from such wounds, in- 
juries, or disease while so absent, and before the date of muster out of his 
command, or expiration of his term of service, or was prevented from so 
returning by reason of such wounds, injuries, or diseases before such muster 
out, or expiration of service. 

Third. That such soldier was a minor, and was enlisted without the con- 
sent of his parent or guardian, and was released or discharged from such 
service by the order or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction on 
habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceedings; and in any such case 
no pay, allowance, bounty, or pension shall be allowed or granted, 


Mr. ROBBINS. Now read the note. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Fourth. (2) Where he left his command and afterwards voluntarily re- 
turned and received an honorable discharge. 

But in the fourth section of this act it was provided that no soldier should 
receive its benetits who intentionally deserted.” 

The offense of desertion is defined by military authorities as absence 
without leave, with the intention of not returning, and the intent not to re- 
turn is considered the gist of the offense. The Secretary of War has al- 
ways asserted and exercised the right, under his bevel powers as cus- 
todian of the rolls of the Sage wherever a charge of desertion was errone- 
ously made, to remove the charge. Wherever it could be made to appear 
that the guilty intent was wanting, he thus had authority, without the act 
of August 7, 1882, to remove these charges. It was therefore held by the 
War Department that the act of 1882, August 7, chapter 422, did not e ge 
the existing authority of the Secretary of War, and practically no action 
was taken under it. 


Mr. ROBBINS. That is sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, my 
ition is that here is a case which the law covers like a 
lanket. It is shown by the report itself and the reading of the 
law that the way is clear for this man to go before the War De- 
partment, and if the facts as stated are true he can get the charge 
of desertion removed. Now, here is the House of Representa- 
tives in session, spending its time on a dozen special bills for 
men, when there is a general law providing a remedy for those 
eases. This statute, and the second and third of the cases 
cited, and number one cover the case of this applicant exactly; 
and consequently I appeal to the reason of members, why is it 
that they will go on without investigating a case and without 
knowing the facts, and when the question is asked why this man 
does not proceed in the way that is provided by the law, a 
dozen or more gentlemen jump up and try to explain something 
about which they know nothing. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation, as he has examined this case and I have not? I do not 
understand, from what he has said, that there is actually any 
record of desertion against this man, but that, he having been 
absent, charges were preferred against him. AmIcorrect? 

Mr. ROBBINS. If the gentlemen will investigate the case 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, I am asking the gentleman for informa- 


tion. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The bill is to remove the charge of deser- 
tion now on record inst this man in the War Department. 
If not, then the introducer of the bill and the committee report- 
ing it are certainly placed in a very ridiculous attitude. ere 
we have a man asking to be relieved of a charge when there is 
no charge against him, and here we are sitting in Committee of 
the Whole and idling our time away in an attempt to help a man 
against whom there is no charge at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I quite agree with the gentleman, if there are 
no peculiar features in the case. 

Mr. ROSBINS. Then why should you interrupt me in my 
remarks? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wished to ask you a question. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, the report of the bill answers your 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not had an opportunity to examine the 


report. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, sir; I do not desire to be interrupted 
in that kind of way, nor do I suppose the gentlemen around me 
desire to have their time taken up by interruptions by a gentle- 
man who has not examined the report. 

Mr. MOSES. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to the fact that he is now doing the very thing that he 
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complained of his colleague [Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] doing 
a while ago. Hecomplained that his colleague would notanswer 
his question, and now he himself declines to answer the question 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did answer the gentleman's 
question fully. I answer it now by saying that nine men, unim- 
eee make affidavit that this man returned voluntarily to his 
command. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Do you take the position here that the law 
—— has been read from the Clerk’s desk does not cover this 


case 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have asked the gentleman [Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama] a question, and I pause for an answer. 

Mr. 2 ERS of California. I will answer the question if 
you wish. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I did not ask you the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The War Department has re- 
fused to remove this charge. In this report it is stated: 

On the 9th of poe 1887, the adjutant-general of the State of Kentucky 
was informed with reference to this case, that the charge of desertion 
against Cohorn had not been removed and could not be removed from his 
record under then existing laws. 

Therefore this bill was introduced, and the affidavits before 
the committee show that nine men, unimpeached, testify that 
this man was sick when he left his command in 1862, that he was 
sick all the time, and while still sick went forward to Chatta- 
Sa and did all he could to get back to his command, and that 
he finally returned voluntarily to his command, but the charge 
of desertion was then resting against him. Now, it occurs 
thousands and possibly ina hundred thousand cases that the 
charge of desertion has been recorded against the soldier be- 
cause he was absent from his command, and yet not from any 
fault of his. 

Mr. COX. Not hundreds of thousands of cases. Would not 
that wipe out an ordinary army? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I reaffirm that there are 
many cases, possibly a hundred thousand of such cases. 

Possibly two or three hundred thousand cases occurred in the 
Federal army of men having charges of desertion against them 
which investigation showed ought to be removed because they 
had been made improperly. For instance, a man would leave 
his command on furlough, the command would move, and he 
would be absent after his furlough had expired, and the charge 
of desertion would be placed against him, and in many cases 
would be afterwards removed by the officers themselves; but in 
many cases the charges werenot removed. Therefore, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs during the last ten years have recom- 
mended and secured the e of various general laws which 
cover most of these cases, yet there are many meritorious cases 
which they do not cover. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not the rule in the Committee on Military 
Affairs not to grant special relief in any case without applica- 
tion having been first made to the War Department? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. We always require 


that. 

Mr. LACEY. And does not this report show that in this par- 
ticular instance the Department refused the application because 
of the failure to return 3 


? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 'The report shows that— 


Under date August 12, 1883, the soldier made application for removal of 
the charge ot desertion under the provisions of the act of August 7, 1882, and 
on the 24th October following was called upon for a statement under oath 
f ese p TOPY under which he left his command and his whereabouts 

absence. 

On the 28th October, 1884, he submitted the following testimony: 

In an affidavit bearing the above date, the soldier stated that in October, 
1862, while in the service of the United States, he was taken sick and was 
sent home on sick furlough by Capt Littlejohn, and that he remained at 
home sick until March, 1884, when he returned to his regiment, though still 
in bad health, and reported to Capt. Posten, who was then captain of his 
company; that he was thereupon sent to hospital and remained there about 
two months and was then sentto theconvalescentcamp, where he remained 
three or four months, and was then sent back to his regiment and returned 
to duty, remaining with his command until he was discharged. He further 
stated that he was furloughed “until fit for duty,“ but returned to his regi- 
ment before he was fit for duty, and declares that 5 Settee absence from 
3 he was at home sick and confined to his bed nearly all the 

0. 


And he furnished much additional testimony, but 


Under date September 28, 1885, the applicant was informed that the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of July 5, 1834, did not cover his case, inas- 
much as he did not voluntarily return to his command. 

Now, my friend from California [Mr. BOWERS] will recollect 
that two years ago, when our committee first took up the ques- 
tion of desertions, we had some dozen reports recommending 
the removal of charges of desertion, but on investigation the 
oommittee reported adversely on them all; and from that time 
to this the committee has examined these cases with great care, 


and has refused to report them favorably unless the circum- 
stances were such as to show that the beneficiary of the bill was 
entitled to have the charge removed because he had not deserted 
his command. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Now, will the gentleman inform us of the 
date of the decision of the Department? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, One was in 1887. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is not the gentleman aware that the law 
which isapplicable to these cases has been since that time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; but it does not cover this 


case, 

Mr. ROBBINS. But the question is, why does it not cover 
this case? The law of March, 1889, will cover this case. It has 
been read here and its language shows that it is applicable to 
pa case. Now, I will ask the gentleman when the affidavit was 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. These affidavits were filed at 
various times, in 1885, 1886, and 1887. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Alabama[Mr. ROBBINS], that I consider this House of Re 
resentatives and the Congress of the United States superior in 
power to the War Department, and when the War Department 
refuses to act in a certain case this House may review that case, 
mAy act foritself and direct its subordinate department to do 
right; and that is the case here. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me correct myself at this 
point. I find from reading the report that the date of the last 
report from the War Department is much later. It is February 
8, 1892. The report says: 

In a communication to Hon. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, dated February 4,1 
referred to this Department by him, the applicant stated that he was enroll 
and mustered into service July 7, N in Company F, Eighteenth 


Kentucky Volunteers, to serve ‘ears, and was mustered out of service 
at Louisville, Ky., July 18, 1865. 


Mr. ROBBINS. Now, the gentleman says there was no new 
testimony after the passage of the law to which I have referred. 
Mr. Chairman, the point that I was making is, give these gen- 
tlemen who advocate this bill an st tert to explain the pe- 
culiar merits of this case, and to show why special le islatton 
should be enacted with reference to it when a general law is on 
the statute books giving this man a right to apply to the War 
Department and obtain relief. The gentleman from California 
pe: BOWERS] says that Congress has more power than the War 

partment, and that when the Department fails to relieve a 
man of the charge of desertion, Congress can comeinand relieve 
him of that charge. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes, as a court of appeal. 

Mr. ROBBINS. That is true. Congress has the power, but 
I hope it also has the justice not to overrule the decision of the 
War Department unless a case of merit is made out and unless 
good reasons are given which will satisfy legislators who desire 
to do right and legislate wisely that they ought to overrule the 
court established 2 the general law in order that alleged sol- 
diers in the position of this applicant may havo an opportunit 
to go there, present their evidence, and have their cases tried. 

Mr. Chairman, I am surprised. I am nota warrior. I was 
not old enough to take part in that heroic contest between the 
States, but I must say that I have in my mind a fixed opinion 
about desertion and deserters, and that opinion is equally appli- 
cable to those who deserted from the one side or from the cher. 

It matters not whether he enlisted under the Southern cross 
or under the Stars and Stripes; to my mind the soldier who 
started out following either banner and deserted it is entitled to 
and ought justly to receive the contempt and scorn of all war- 
riors and of all true citizens. This opinion formed By 5 — is, E 
must confess, formed from reading of desertion, for I have had 
no experience, and, I hope, have had no association with de- 
serters. But, sir, Iolaim that here is a law that is broad enough 
to cover every case where men have that charge bie bere resting 
against them. For that reason I appeal to the legislators pres- 
ent to make haste slowly in passing this kind of special legisla- 
tion removing the charge of desertion, a charge which is so 
offensive to any true soldier. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears by some remarks which have 
been made here that there were many deserters. Why,'sir, I 
scarcely ever heard ofadeserter until the pension roll became such 
an important feature in this Government. At the War Depart- 
ment there are perhaps hundreds and thousands of cases where 
the records show the charge of desertion but which never would 
have been heard of had it not been for the pension laws on our 
statute books. Butfor the matter of pensions, these men would 
have preferred to allow those records to stay in the dust rather 
than to bring to light the dishonorable charges that are there 
against them. 

But, sir, back of all such bills as this there is a motive; there 
is something that prompts men to go into the archives of that 


1894, 
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Department to bring out the charges there and put the country 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. These Friday night meetings, as 


to the expense of spending hours, ye aypana, weeks in remov- | I understand, are for the purpose of considering bills Fare ng 
5 have 


ing charges of desertion. Tobject ta hasty action in these cases, 
action taken without going over the evidence. 

Look at this particular case. Men were here to-night in the 
act of voting upon it without having investigated it; they were 
about to vote blindly; but after a little colloquy as to the merits 
of the case, they rise and ask about the bill and the report and 
say that they really did not understand what was. before the 
comm Sie That is the attitude in which gentlemen place them- 
sel ves. 

mas BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman. allow me one mo- 
ment 5 

Mr. ROBBINS. Les, sir. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. T hope my friend wants to be fair about 
this matter 

Mr. ROBBINS. Certainly I do. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I am satisfied that no gentleman in this 
House wants to make objection to any bill granting individual 
relief, if the defeat of the measure would work injustice. Now, 
when fifteen honorable men serving on the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have broughta bill before this House withafavorable 
recommendation, that ought to raise the presumption that the 
bill is a just one. To-day when we were considering a great bill 
carrying over $32,000, 

Mr. ROBBINS. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech or to go into an argument upon outside matters. Cer- 
tainly the gentleman can make his speech in his own time. I 
say the fact which the gentleman states is an argument in favor 
of the position which I take. Here isa bill reported by a com- 
mittee; and the Committee of the Whole is about to pass it, 
when it appears that there is a general law enar a man in 
cases of this kind a clear right to relief at the War Department; 
and when gentlemen having charge of the bill are asked why 
this man does not receive the relief he seeks under the general 
statute provided in such cases, no good reason is given. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will give the gentleman a good reason. 
It is a mere technicality that prevents this man from having his 
record made clear at the Department. 

Mr. LANE. You are mistaken; read the report. 

Mr. SWANSON. As ITunderstand, the law requires that when 
a soldier is absent he must return voluntarily, or he will be sub- 

ect to the charge of desertion. This man was sick; and while 

e was absent on that account an officer was sent for him and 
arrested him, so that he returned under arrest. The affidavits 
of various witnesses show that the man was willing to return, 
and that after his return he served gallantly during the remain- 
der of the war. But on account of that little technical require- 
ment that the return of the soldier shall be voluntary, this man 
can not, at the War Department, have his record cleared, al- 
though he served gallantly and was honorably discharged. 
Here is Gen. WHEELER and his colleagues on the Committee on 
Military Affairs—fifteen honorable men—who have reported to 
us the facts of this case with a recommendation that the bill be 

; and [am ready to accept such a recommendation. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Has the gentleman examined the existing 
law as applicable to this case? 

Mr. SWANSON. Ihave heard the law read, as stated in the 
report. The committee say that the technical difficulty at the 
Department arises from the fset that this man did not return 
voluntarily. A committee of fifteen honorable men have said 
that the man did not desert—that he was anxiousto return. An 
act of Congress being necessary to clear his record under the 

uliar circumstances, why should we refuse it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
Mr. TALBERT] withdraw his motion to lay aside the bill with 
an unfavorable recommendation? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The epee Hons is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. ROBBINS] that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it lie on 
the table. 

The motion was rejected. j 

The amendment reported by the committee was then agreed 
to; and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2108) to 
perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I raise the pointof order that 
this bill is not p rly before the Committee of the Whole 
under the order for Friday night sessions. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not understand the gen- 
tleman’s point. 


pensions and bills removing the charge of d 
objection to this bill, but I think we should devote these even- 
ing sessions to the business which properly comes before the 
committee. If there is any doubt about this matter I will ask 
that the order regulating business of the evening be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. TAY- 
LOR] makes the point of order that the bill just read does not 
come within the special order for Friday night sessions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask ous consent that the 
bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MARY MARTIN, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1219) 
granting a pension to Mary Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. MCETTRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1219) 
anting a pension to M. M and submit the follo 2 

The petitioner was the w and as she believes, the w of William. 
Martin, who served in Company I. Fourth Rhode Island Volunteers, from 
September 21, 1831, until 2, 1863, when he was discharged reason 
anterior curvature of the caused in the battle of Antietam, 
de aoha foc enon e has ak Seo heded a F 

s soldier a or u not n at 
Sa a a ER EN 
e oner testifies 80 ears 

has not been heard of since, and is believed by all his friends —— that 


sup 
Martin, of Providence, R. I., testifies to the truth of the facts 


aria T. 

sworn to by the petitioner. 
Hon. CHARLES H. PAGE, Member of Congress, states in writing that after 
the soldier returned from the service his mind was somewhat weakened; in 
2 Short time he left home, and his family were never able to lerrn his where- 
abouts; that his wife never heard from him since that time and has for 
When the soldier disappeared he lett his wite with one little gist vo supports 
p ele one little to su H 
sve ia to bell oF 


Carpen: 
land, advised her to secure a divorce, inasmuch as her 
husband had been absenta long time, and this she did for the sole purpose 


of 5 e 

From the set fort. 1 opinion that the soldier is 
unquestionably dead, and he was most probably dead prior to the al- 
lowance of the divorce, which would, in that case be n tory. While, of 
course it can not be presumed that the soldier’s death, if he be dead, was a 
result of pede e erT, the petitioner would be entitled to on un- 
der the act of June 27, 1890, if she were able to prove the fact of his death 
only, and your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. A Sayers this bill is 
similar to one which has passed here to-night where the hus- 
band of the woman whom it was proposed to pension has been 
absent for a long time, and never heard from. That bill was 
amended by adding a proviso that if the husband should return 
the pension should cease. I move that this bill be amended in 


the same way. 
Mr. McETTRICK. There is no objection to that. 


The CHAIRMAN. Im the absence of objection, the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 

LUCY BROWN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4720) to 
pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster mother. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, sub; to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy Brown, de 

ndent foster mother of Aaron B. Divinny, lateof Company B, Ninety-first 
5 Indiana Infantry, in the war of the rebellion. à 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) wasread, as follows: 


Ths Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
4720) granting a pension to Lucy Brown, submit the following 1 — — 

The petitioneris the foster mother of Aaron B. Divinny, who enlisted Sep- 
tember 22, 1862, in Company B, Ninety-first Indiana Infantry, and died from 
a gunshot wound, received in battle of Nashville, December 16, 1864, as shown 
by records of the War Department. 

It is shown by evidence before the committee that this soldier's mother 
died in 1845, and his father in 1848, and immediately after, when the boy was 
5 years of age, Josiah Brown took charge of him; the petitioner 
said Josiah Brown February 1, 1849, and from that time cared for the soldier 
as a mother; she is now 68 years of age. It is also stated that the husband 
is 70 years of ago snd unable by reason of age and kidney disease to 
manual labor is without. means of support. 


ing was written it has been established that the 
rown, died February 1, 1894, leaving the beneficiary 


Since the fore 
father, Josiah 
less, dependent, and feeble. 

In accordance with the precedents of this committee and Congress the bill 
should be, and hereby is, favorably reported for passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


foster 
penni- 


LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1463) 
ting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 

. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pensionroll the name of Mrs, Lucinda 


C. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late private in Com L, Seventh 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of 1861, and t her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month, subject, however, to the tations of the pension 


laws. 


The report by Mr. MCDANNOLD was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1463) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, and submit the following 


report: 

The petitioner is the widow of John H. Wheeler, to whom she was mar- 
ried December 9, 1854, as shown hy transcript of public record of Obion 
County, Tenn. Her claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
for the reason that the records of the War Department fail to show that her 
husband was in the United States service as a member of 8 E or L. 
Seventh Tennessee Infantry, as alleged. The records of the War Depart- 
ment do not show the name of John Wheeler or J. Wheeler on any rolis 
of that regiment. The records of the Surgeon-General’s office do, how. 
ever, show that J. Wheeler, of Company E. Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, died 

tem ber 16, 1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 

‘umerous affidavits on file in the Pension Bureau show that John H. 
Wheeler was enrolled and sworn in by Capt. T. P. Gray for Com L, but 
that 1 were all captured before the company was filled so as to be 
mustered in. This, together with the record of death at Andersonylile, 
leave no doubt that the petitioner's husband met his death as claimed, ani 
as a result of his connection with the military service of the United States. 
Itis clear that the deceased was not a member of Soren E, and it is 
reasonably clear that he enlisted for Company L. as 8. in the bill. 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that 


it do pass. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be 


laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
Mr. STALLINGS. I hope the gentleman in charge of the 


bill will make some explanation of it. . 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SmrrH], who introduced this bill, is not here, nor is the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MCDANNOLD] who reported it. Theques- 
tion involved here is simply one of identity. The matter was 
established to the satisfaction of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and a favorable report wasmade to the effect that this sol- 
dier did actually enlist; but before he and his comrades could be 
sworn in they were taken prisoners, and he died at Anderson- 
ville. 

Mr. SWANSON. What is the difficulty about presenting this 
case with the proof to the Commissioner of Pensions? 8 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has been rejected at the Pension 
Office. j 

Mr. SWANSON. On account of insufficient proof? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, on accountof the fact that the 
record does not show that the soldier was sworn in. 

Mr. SWANSON. And that is uisite, before a pension can 
be obtained, that he must be sworn in under the law. 

Mr. LANE. This is a mere technicality. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Les, and while theaffidavits in this 
case, of which there are a large number, show that he did enlist, 
yetbefore he wassworn in, soas to give him a status in the Pen- 
sion Office, he and his comrades were captured, and he died in An- 
dersonville. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, the pension laws are 
broad enough, it seems to me, to cover every case where a man 
can possibly make it out by legal testimony. Now, here is a case 
where a man comes before the Pension Office, and fails to make 
out his case to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Still he comes here to this House and asks us to grant him a 
pannon; on evidence that the Commissioner of Pensions has re- 

used togrant a pension upon. 

I know it has been said to-night by gentlemen on the other 
side that there are some of us here whoobject to these pensions, 
and they say that the men from the South are the ones who ob- 
pot to them. Let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, that the men 

rom the South voted for a pension bill within the last ten days 
that carries with it more than $150,000,000. That is not all. 
They voted also to keep up the soldiers’ homes, without a single 
quibble, and that provision carries with it more than 83,000, 000. 

If you will go down here on any day when pension payments 
are being e at the office on Fourth street, between G and H, 
you willsee men and women coming up therein liveried carriages, 
` with footmen, to draw their pensions. 

Now, when it comes to the honest soldier, who shouldered his 
musket and fought in the war, I do not object to his getting a 
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pension, and he ought to have as much as the man who comes in 
a liveried carriage; but let him prove first that he fought in the 
Army and was a true soldier. If he will do that, I will make no 
objection; but in this kind of a case it matters not where I come 
from, or what section of the country I come from, I will always 
object to just such claims. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I know the gentle- 
man from Alabama means to do just what he thinks is right. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, that is what I want to do, and what 
Iam going to do. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ihave no aspersions to cast on the 
motives of any man, but here is a matter that hascome before the 
committee, and been carefully considered, and I think I am justi- 
fied in saying that we do not consider anything hastily. We 
are very conservative in these matters. There are fifteen of us 
when we are all there. Wealways have a quorum. We never 
consider business without a quorum, 

Now, what is this case? It is simpl 
in point of fact, did actually give up 
the enemy's prison. 

What is the trouble? A pension is applied for, and simply 
because the rolls of the War Department do not show that he 
was mustered into the service, on that ground the Department 
is bound’ to reject the claim for a pension, and did reject it. 

This is a case of the very kind that our committee is expected 
to consider. Here is the proof that shows that this man did 
enlist; that before he was mustered in he was taken prisoner, 
and that he died in a Southern prison. : 

If you can make out a better case than that—I do not care 
how often a man may be mustered in—I should like to have you 
tell me what the case is. He gave his life voluntarily for our 
country, for our flag. 

And shall it be said that because the Pension Bureau is with- 
out jurisdiction to allow a pension, simply because of the fact 
that he was captured before he was mustered in; shall it be said 
that the American Congress, sitting here with the flag before 
us, will now decide that although that Bureau rejected this 
claim on a technical ground that they were obliged to follow, 
that we, the House of Representatives, shall deny this pension, 
although the man gave his life for his country? ‘ 

Mr. SWANSON. We have pretty strong proof that he. was 
a soldier from the fact that he was captured and that he lost his 
life in Andersonville. 

Mr. STALLINGS. There is something else in this record 
outside of what the gentleman on the committee has stated. 
According to the statement in the report made by this commit- 
tee there is no proof that this man died at Andersonville, or 
that he ever was in the Army. 

It shows that one man by the name of J. Wheeler” joined 
one company of this regiment, but it shows that that was not 
the name of this man to whom we are trying to give a pension 
here to-night. Now, I would like to read this record Sel fa 

The petitioner is the widow of John H. Wheeler, to whom she was mar- 
ried December 9, 1854. as shown transcript of public record of Obion 
County, Tenn. Her claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
for the reason that the records of the War Department failed to show that 
her husband was in the United States service as a member of Company E 
or Lot Seventh Tennessee Infantry, as alleged. 

Now, she alleges that her husband, by a certain name, was 
either in Company E orCompany L. The records of the War 
Department do not show that any such man ever served in the 
Federal Army; and yet we are asked here to-night to vote a pen- 
sion in a case of that kind, when the record shows he never 
served an houroraday. No, sir; I will never vote togrant any 
such pension. You may bring in the case of an honest soldier, 
a man who shouldered his musket and went to the front and 
fought for yonder flag, and I will vote for it every time; but 
when you ask me to grant a pension to a woman who tries to 
prove that her husband was in Company E or Company L, and 
the records of the War Department show that he was not in 
either one of those companies, why then I will not vote for it. 
The records of the Surgeon-General's office do, however, show 
that J. Wheeler, of Company E, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, 
died September 15, 1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 

„ fl EWA x. That was J. Wheeler, and in this case it 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, then, can it be possible that we 
have come here to-night to grant a pension when the evidence 
shows that the Department is not justified in granting her a 
pansion? If she could prove that she is the widow of this sol- 

ier who died at Andersonville, and prove it by competent tes- 
timony, I do not believe there is a man upon the floor of this 
House who would oppose it for a moment, or that the Pension 
Bureau would refuse or fail to 5 7 her a pension when she 
could make such proof. But shall she be allowed to have a spe- 
cial act by Congress under such circumstances? No, sir; you 
will have to get a quorum, gentlemen, to passa billlike that. I 


this: Here isa man who, 
is life for his country, in 
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give you notice now that it will be necessary to have a quorum 
every Friday night to pass bills of this kind. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Now, there are instances where men who 
have served inthe Federal Army whose names have failed to be 
placed on the records. I have introduced a bill in which a man 
supported his case by numerous affidavits, who states that he 
served in the Federal service. Now, would you refuse a pension 
in such a case as that where he proved his service? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me answer your question in the 
Yankee fashion, by asking another. Had he not a name? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Les, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, was it not shown on the records of 
the regiment? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE, No. The records never showed that 
he was mustered, I believe. 

Pict STALLINGS. Then howdo you know that he was in the 
rmy? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Because he introduced witnesses to 
prove that he was in the Army. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Do you not know that it is utterly impos- 
sible for a man to serve in the Army for any length of time with- 
out his name opposti on the company or muster roll? 

Mr. WANGER. It is not impossible. I happen to have 
8 of the fact that in a three months’ regiment, the 
Fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, there were several men who 
served the full term, a couple of whom were paid by one of the 
captains out of his own pocket, and the names of none of them 
appeared on the muster rollsof the company, although they per- 
formed duty all the time. 

Mr.STALLINGS. How do you make out that they were not 
on the company or the muster roll? 

Mr. WANGER. Their names did not appear upon the rec- 
ords of the company at all. 

Gort STALLINGS. How can you account fora thing of that 

Mr. WANGER. I think I can account for it in this way: I 
think they started from the seat of the State government, at the 
capital of Pennsylvania, and the company being full, they were 
not received. They were anxious to go, and were permitted by 
their officers to go along. Some of them served without pay, 
others, as I have stated, were paid by one of the captains. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then they were simply camp-followers? 

Mr. WANGER. Not at all. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not mean that in the vulgar sense, as 
we use that term. I mean it in this way: that they went with 
the Army, and they could quit and come 55 at any time with- 
out being subject to the charge of desertion. 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. These men were not soldiers. 

Mr. WANGER. Only in the volunteer sense. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kausas. I will state to the gentleman that I 
had a case to-day where a man served in the Ninth Kansas and 
his name does not appear on the records of the War Depart- 
ment, and yet he has an honorable discharge. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then I suppose it occurred just as my 
friend from Pennsylvania stated a moment ago—that he went 
along with the regiment. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. He served, and has his discharge; 
and yet the army records do not show it here in the War 
partment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman has no such case here. 
You have a case where J. Wheeler did enlist in one of these 
companies, and the name of J. H. Wheeler is given here. That 
man is now dead, and the husband of this wife has never turned 
up. Now, as I presume you are a lawyer, and I am one, you 
know that under that character of proof you could hang a man 
if he was being tried for murder. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I havefailed to hang 
men on a great deal stronger proof than that, and I have tried 
very hard, too. They fail to make out the identity of this man. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. When the boys were rushing out, North 
or South, to enlist, they were not very particular about putting 
down their names, and as a name went down on the enlistment 
roll, so it stood on the muster roll. Now. I know a man whose 
name was Hiram A.,“ but he signed himself H.“ He was a 
man who was shot all to pieces in the Army. He afterwards 
became recorder of our county. But he had a good deal of difi- 


culty to identify himself as Hiram A.,“ simply because he had 
been in the habit of signing himself H.“ 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question. 
The men in the Pension Office who pass upon these claims are 
lawyers, are they not? 

r. NORTHWAY. Not always; but there is a lawyer there. 


Mr. STALLINGS. These papers were filed in the Pension 
Office, and it is clear from the report that they refused there to 
grant the application. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me suggest to the gentleman, for he 
seems to be fair, and I make no charge of partisanship and I 
Ropo I never shall—— 

r. STALLINGS. I have not got a particle of partisanship 
in me. I donot know what itis. I have come up since the war 
was over and I have no feeling upon that question. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In the Pension Office they can consider 
only the cases of men who were mustered into the service. 
They may have clear proof that the man enlisted and died, but 
if he was not mustered into the service they can not consider his 
case. There is the difficulty, and not in a failure to prove that 
the man died or that he was the husband of this woman. They 
might have clear proof of these facts, but yet if he failed to show 
that he was mustered in, there would be the technical difficulty. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As the gentleman has alluded to my be- 
ing a lawyer, I may say that I have had a good deal of experi- 
ence in that kind of business, and I have never yet found a case 
where I could not prove the identity of a man in a court if it 
were possible to be proved. But here is a case where they have 
failed to prove the identity of this man to the satisfaction of the 
Pension Bureau. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; thatisnotit. The difficulty is that 
there is no proof that he was mustered into the service. They 
might have had proof of the identity of ‘J: H. Wheeler,” the 
husband of this woman, but unless he could proce’ proof that 
he was mustered in, the Pension Office could not consider his 


case. 

Me. ROBBINS. But they have not any proof that he is J. 
H. Wheeler” at all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I say if they had that proof, still 
they could not consider his case unless it was shown that he had 
been mustered in. 

Mr.STALLINGS. That is not the reason given in the re- 


ort. 
E ae NORTHWAY. That is precisely the reason, as I under- 
stand it. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported tothe House with a favorable recommendation, the Chair- 
man announced the vote as—ayes 43, noes 2. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move a call of the 
committee. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, pending that, I move that the 
committee rise. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Moss, there 
were—ayes 25, noas 21; and the chairman announced that the 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee, finding 
itself without a quorum, had determined to rise. 

Ses MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
ouse. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 36, noes 2; and a 
call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed toanswer: 


Abbott, Breckinridge, Ky. Conn, Erdman, 
Adams, Ky. retz, Joombs, Everett, 
Adams, Pa. Brickner, Cooper, Fla. Fielder, 
Aitken, Brosius, Cooper, Ind. Fithian, 
Alderson, Brown, Cooper, Tex. Fletcher, 
Aldrich, Bryan, Cooper, Wis. Forman, 
Alexander, Bundy, Cornish, unk, 
Allen, unn, Cousins, Funston, 
Apsley, Burnes, Covert, an, 
Arnold, Burrows, Cox, Gardner 
Babcock, Bynum, Crain, ‘ar, 
Baldwin, Cadmus, Crawford, Geary, 
Bankhead, Caldwell, Culberson, Gillet, N. V. 
Barnes, Campbell, Curtis, N. V. Gillett, Mass. 
Bartlett, on, ` Dalzell, Goldzier. 
Barwig, Cannon, DL Davey, Goodnight, 
Belden, Capehart, De Forest, Gorman, 
Bell, Colo. Caruth, Denson, Grady, 
Bell, Tex. Catchings, Dingley, Graham, 
Beitzhoover, Causey, Dinsmore, Gresham, 
Berry, Chickering, Dockery, Griffin. 
Bingham, Childs, Dolliver, Grosvenor, 
Black, III. Clancy, Draper, Grout, 
Bland, Clarke, Ala. Dunn, Grow. 
Boatner, Cobb, Ala. Dunphy, Hall, Minn, 
Boen, Cobb, Mo. Durborow, Hall, Mo. 
Boutelle, Cockran, Edmunds, Hammond, 
Bower, N. C. Cockrell, Ellis. Ky. Harmer, 
Branch. Coffeen, English, Harris, 
Brattan, Cogswell, Enloe, -» Harter, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Compton, Epes, Hartman, 
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Lynch, Per Stockdal 
MAIGA, Philiips, Stone, C. 

y aguire, Pickler, Stone, W. A. 
Heard, Mahon, Pigott, Stone, Ky. 
Heivėr, Mallory. Post. Storer, 
Henderson, Iowa Mars Powers. Strait. 
Henderson, N. O. Marvin, N. v. Price, Straus, 
Hendrix. McAleer, g 5 Sweet, 
Hepburn, McCall, dail, Talbott, Må. 
Hermann, McCreary, Ky. Ray, Farsney 
Hicks, MeDannold, Rayner, Tawney, 
Hilbern, McDearm Taylor, ‘Tenn. 
Hines, - McGann, Reilly, omas, 
Hitt, cKaig, yburn, Y, 
Holman, McLaurin, Richards, Ohio Turpin, 
Hooker, Miss. Un, Richardson. Mich. Tucker, 

i McNagny, Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Ga. 
Hopkins, Pa. Rab. Ritchie, Turner, Va. 
Honk, Meiklejohn, Robertson, La. rpin, 
Hull. Meredith, Robinson, Lag 
Hunter, M + usk, an Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hutcheson, ken, Russell, Conn. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Tire, Money, Russell, Ga. Wadsworth, 
Johnson, Ind. Montgomery, Walker, 
Johnson, N. Dak. oon. avery, arner, 
Johnson, Ohio Morgan, Schermerhorn, ashington, 
Jones, orse, ton, Waugh, 
ie Murray, Settle, Weateek 

gore, Mutchier, Shaw, Wells, 
Kribbs. eill, Shell, Wever, 
Lapham, Newlands. Sherman, Wheeler, III 
La X Oates, Sibley, te, 
Lawson, O'Neil, Sickles, 

Lefever, Outhwaite, Sipe, Wilson, Wash. 

er, Page, Smith, Wilson, W. Va. 
Linton. + Paschal, ise, 
pees —.— rson, 8 woe 

v ton, yne, perry, „ 

en Paynter, Springer, Woomer. 
Loud, Pence, Stephenson, Wright, Pa. 
Luras, Pendleton, Tex. Stevens, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed, 
and the Clerk will call the names of members who have failed to 
answer. On this call excuses are in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (when the name of Mr. BRRTZ was 
called). The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] is absent by 
leave of the House, having gone to his home. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The RECORD will show the fact 
of the leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore(when the nameof Mr. BRICKNER 
was called). The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRICKNER] 
requested that he be excused to-night on account of sickness. 

here being no objection, Mr. BRICKNER was excused. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (when the name of Mr. CONN was 
called). Lask that my colleague from Indiana [Mr. CONN], who 
is sick, be excused. , 

There being no objection, Mr. CONN was excused. 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. COVERT was called). I 
ask that my colleague [Mr. COVERT] be excused on account of 


important business. 
Mr. Covert has leave of ab- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sence. 

Mr. LANE (when the name of Mr. Cox was called). Iask 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] be excused. He 
was here until a few moments ago, when he went away because 
he was not feeling well. 

There being no objection, Mr. Cox was excused. 

Mr. KIEFER (when the name of Mr. FLETCHER was called). 
Lask that my colleague [Mr. FLETCHER] be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. FLETCHER was excused. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (when the name of Mr. GARDNER was 
called). I ask that my colleague [Mr. GARDNER] be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. GARDNER was excused. 

Mr. WANGER (when the name of Mr. HEINER of Pennsyl- 
vania was called). I ask that my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. HEINER] be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania was 
excused. 

Mr. LACEY (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was 
called). Lask that my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa] be 
excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was ex- 


cused. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (when the name of Mr. Joy was called). I 
ask that my colleague from Missouri [Mr. Joy] be excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. JOY was excused. 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. RICHARDSON of Michi- 
gan wasculled). The gentleman from Mic [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] has been here all the evening until a few moments ago. I 
ask that he be excused. 

chee being no objection, Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan was 
excus . 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. RYAN was called). I 
ask that my colleague, Mr. Ryan, be excused for this evening. 

There being no objection, Mr. RYAN was excused. 


Mr. KIEFER (when the name of Mr. TAWNEY was called). 
I ask that my colleague, Mr. TAWNEY, be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. TAWNEY was excused. 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. TRACEY was called). I 
ask that my colleague [Mr. TRACEY] be excused for this even- 


3 being no objection, Mr. TRACEY was excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Sixty-eight members have an- 
swered to their names—less than a quorum. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committes on Patents, the bill 
(H. R. 1547) for the relief of the Berdan Firearms Manufacturing 
Company. (Report No. 600.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the 
bill (H. R. 2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. (Re- 
port No. 601.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 135) authorizing Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, United 
States Navy, to accept the cross of an officer of the Legion of 
Honor, conferred upon him by the President of the Republic of 
Vere ice, and the same was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 6319) for the construction of 
a public building at Owosso, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6320) to provide for the 
creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of Bureau of Sup- 

lies and Accounts, Navy Department—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy 
to administer oaths—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill H. R. 6322) to amend section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Govern- 
ment of the Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court- 
martial—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill H. R. 6324) to provide for naturalization by enlist- 
ment and service in the United States Navy and Marine Corps— 
to th Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A 5 resolution (H. Res. 142) for the 
purchase of the portrait of Dolly Madison from E. S. Andrews 
to the Committee on the Library. 5 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and . as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6325) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Parmelia Smyth, of Casey County, Ky.— to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6318) authorizing and di- 
recting the improvement of the Missouri River at and near 
Atchison, Kans., and at Leavenworth, Kans., and making ap- 
propriations therefor—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6326) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of the 
Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill H. R. 6327) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Thompson, of Cherryvale, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill H. R. 6328) granting a pension to L. 
D. Morse—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of 
the estate of Needham Bullard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6330) granting a pension to 
Edward D. Lashley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6331) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the mili record of James 
A. McElroy—to the Committee on Naval S 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Two petitions of citizens of Dallas, Tex., 
favoring the Manderson- Hainer bill (S. 1353, H. R. 4897)—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Lincoln 
County, Kans., in the interest of fraternal society and college 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Protest from the cigar-makers of 
McSherrystown, Pa., against change in the internal-revenue 
laws affecting tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of the Cigar Maker's Union of York, Pa., 
against increasing the tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Waldron Council, Dover, N. H., 
for the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles G. Pillsbury and 25 others, citizens 
of Londonderry, N. H., for legislation giving local control over 
articles of iat imitating true dairy products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GCALD WELL: Additional evidence in support of claim 
of Lieut. Joseph R. Cobb to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Cape Vincent, 
N. Y., in favor of breakwater at that place—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Two petitions of citizens of the State 
and city of New York, asking Congress to reject the proposed 
God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of John Forbes and 71 other citi- 
zens, of Pittsburg, Pa., Son uit for the passage of the Mander- 
s0n-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 

Also, resolution of Encampment No. 1, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., against House bill 5575 to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of Farragut Post, No. 15, De- 
partment of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, praying for the passage of the bill making February 12 
a national holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Knights of the Maccabees, of Ballard, Wash., 
aks for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 

mmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of C. A. Watts and others, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. à 

Also, petition of Fred W. Slack, J. H. Ousley, and others, in 
favor of laws preventing lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition for the e of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of residents of the city of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., in faver of an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States acknowledging the 1 authority and just 

vernment of Almighty God in all the affairs of men and na- 

ous —to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Iowa, against the pro- 
posal to amend the Constitution to recognize God—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Marshall, Mo., asking 
favorable action on House bill 4897—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Rev. S.S. Weatherby 
and 17 other citizens of Merchantville, N. J., asking for the 

age of a bill preventing lotteries—to the Committee on the 

‘os!-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Fred Schmidt and 32 others of Woodbine, N. 
J., asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Two petitions of citizens of Sharpsville 
and members of the Protected Home Circle, in favor of the pas- 
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCKEIGHAN: Petition of 8 citizens of Madrid, Nebr., 
in tho interest of the fraternal society and college journals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Society of Friends at the 
Genesee Yearly Meeting, for the passage of a law forbidding the 
admission to the mails of newspapers containing accounts of 
prize fights—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Tent No. 171, Knights of the Maccabees, of 
Seneca e, N. V. ; of Griswold Lodge, Ancient Orderof United 


Workmen, of Auburn, N. Y.; of 80 residents of Seneca Castle, 
N. Y., together with 69 more members of Griswold Lodge, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, for the passage of the Man- 
el ations bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. POST: Petition of 51 citizensof Hanna City and Eden, 
III., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the T. pograpiioa Union of Peoria, Ill., in 
favor of Senate bill 1136, House bill 4478—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of Coopers’ 
Union No. 54, of Machinery Molders’ Union, and of the Bakers’ 
Union, all of Detroit, together witha resolution of Pewamo Tent, 
No. 532, Knights of the Maccabees, of Pewamo, Mich., in favor 
of governmental controlof telegraph lines - to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of 
the District of Columbia, for an appropriation to improve and 
place additional gaslights on the public thoroughfare between 
Fourteenth street northwest and the Soldiers’ Home—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RITC : Petition of Cigarmakers’ Union No. 48, 
protesting against the increase of tax on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wabash Lodge, No. 12, Ancient Order United 
Workmen, and of F. C. C. Man and 70 others, of Toledo, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of House bill 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Two petitions of citizens, for a 
law for the regulation of the traffic of oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Eli Norris, in favor of appro- 
priating $500 for test of gasoline projectiles—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Rochester, for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill to the 
Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of members of Millbury Council 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, Millbury, Mass., urg ing the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill the Co ttea on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Alya Hovey, president, in behalf of the fac- 
ulty of Newton Theologital Institution, Newton Center, Mass., in 
favor of more efficient legislation to exclude from the States the 
Honduras lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 17, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. - 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
By yesterday's RECORD I observe that a concurrent resolution 
directing the institution of suits in the name and in behalf of 
the United States against the officers and directors of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company for the recovery of money and prop- 
erty of ssid company illegally and fraudulently diverted, was 
introduced by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], and 
referred to the Committee on the Judicia I desire to inquire 
of the Chair whether that resolution, under the rule, does not 

roperly go to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads? If 80, 
Paste to have the reference changed. 

i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A concurrent resolution, directing tho institution of 
suits in the name and in behalf of the United States a t the officers and 
directors of the Union Facile Railroad Company for the 23 ot money 
and property of said company illegaliy and fraudulently diverted. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. The Chair thinks it ought to have 
gone to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads; but that is for 
the House now to determine. i 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consideration of the resolution, 
= that it be referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads. 
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Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Pe 1- 


vania that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. N 0 
introduced that resolution and at whose request it was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, is absent, and that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] withhold the matter until 
the return of the author of the resolution. Ithink it is perfectly 
clear, under the rule, that the resolution might properly be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. I think itequally clear that 
it might have gone to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 
and I suggest to the gentleman that in the absence of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana (Mr. BOATNER] the matter might simply be 
left in abeyance. 

Mr. REILLY. I will say in reply, with the consent of the 
House, that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is a 
member of the Judiciary Committee, and also a member of the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroads. The gentieman did not con- 
fer with myself or with any other member of the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroads in regard to this resolution; but as a mat- 
ter of fact I understand that the resolution was not referred by 
the Speaker, but that the reference was made pro forma by the 
Speaker’s clerk, as is the practice. 

Mr. BAILEY. At the request of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BOATNER]? 

Mr. REILLY. At the request of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BOATNER], and I understand further that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is absent for an indefinite 
period. It is not known how soon he will return, and I think it 
proper and right at this time, while the matter is fresh in the 
minds of the members in the House, to call it up and have it dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. BAILEY. I willsay to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I believe the resolution has been referred to me as a sub- 
committee; and in view of this misunderstanding I will do noth- 
ing with it until the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] 
returns. Iam not in an attitude where I want to insist upon 
jurisdiction of the resolution; but at the same time I am not 
willing to see it taken from the committee which I know its au- 
thor desires to consider it, and to be referred to another and 
different committee, in his absence. If he were here he could 
speak for himself, and I should have no part or parcel in the 
controversy. 

Mr. R V. I will simply say this: Under the rule it is the 
duty of the Speaker to make these references. The Speaker 
has declared in the presence of the House that in his opinion 
this resolution ought to have gone to the Committee on the Pa- 
cific Railroads. Hence I do not believe there ought to be any 
question raised. 

If there was any question about the matter it would be differ- 
ent, but the Speaker stated to the House a moment ago that un- 

uestionably this resolution ought to go to the Committee on 

‘acific Railroads, and I insist upan my motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I want to suggest that the motion can 
only be made at the instance of the committee itself, and that 
an Individual member of that committee claiming jurisdiction 
is not permitted to make the motion. ; 

Mr. REILLY. I have conferred with my colleagues on the 
committee, and those with whom I have spoken have authorized 
me to take this action. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read, or 
read the rule: 

Correction in case of error of reference may be made by the House, with- 
out debate, and in accordance with Rule XI, on any day immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, or on motion of a com- 
mittee claiming jurisdiction. or on the report of the committee to which the 
bill has been erroneously referred. 

And the correction, of course, under the rule, is not debat- 
able. What was the point of order of the gentleman from 


Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that the motion to 
refer can only be made by the committee, and not by a member 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That seems to be the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. I would like to say a word right along there. 
I would like to have something to say in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is not debatable on the 
question of reference. 

Mr. KYLE. I just want to say that it strikes me that this bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, or all the 
bills should be taken away from that committee and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a the motion by direction of the committee claiming juris- 

ction: 

Mr. REILLY. I must say there has been no formal action 
taken by that committee, or meeting for that purpose. I have 
spon to individual members of the committee, who have au- 
thorized me to claim jurisdiction of this matter. Whether that 
will come within the rule or not I do not know. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, if the point is made, it 
ought to be at the request of the committee. 

Mr. REILLY. Very well; I will withdraw the motion, and 
will have a meeting of the committee for that purpose. 


PONTOON BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5425) fora 
charter for the Iowa and Nebraska Pontoon Bridge Company, 
with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred in 
was laid on the table. 


HIGH WAGON BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4831) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 5 the construction of a 
high wagon bridge at or near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved 
March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of April 13, 1890, and Febru- 
ary. 7, 1893, with Senate amendments. 

he Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments, 

The motion was igoa to. 

Onmotionof Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
mion tme Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on 

e e. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the title will be 
amended as recommended by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COL, JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 838) for the 
relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers. 

Mr. COOMBS. The House having reported a bill exactly 
similar, I ask that that bill be permitted to lie on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. 

There was no objection. 


ACCOUNTS BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND THE STATE OF TEN- 
NESSEE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
61) providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the United 
States against the State of Tennessee, and certain claims of the 
State of Tennessee against the United States. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that resolution be per- 
mitted to lie on the Speaker's desk without any action being 
taken at the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills; which were severally read and referred as follows: 

The bill (S.179) authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the y, and providing that he be 
placed on the list of retired officers—to the Co ttee on Mili- 


ber’ a Affairs. 
he (bill S. 575) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of 
the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 


the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 


most accessible point between the city of Kansas und the town 
of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and the State of Missouri,” 
approved March 3, 1887—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foralen Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1759) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge eee to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia§River between the 
State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it 
as a post-road ”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

The bill (S. 176) granting the right of way to the Duluth and 
Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina reserva- 
tion in North Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1458) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Rail- 
road Company a right of way through the Chippewa and White 
Earth Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. ; 

The bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. Karge—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. oh Ba the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the 
Committee on Claims, 
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CHINESE REGISTRATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, showing the necessity for an addi- 
tional appropriation for Chinese registration under the joint 
resolution approved December 7, 1893; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
DAVEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 


Mr. SAYERS. ular order, Mr. Speaker. x 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 


The committees were called, but no reports were presented. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], I ask unanimous consent that 
the 2 order for 2 o'clock to-day be postponed until half 

t D 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House op the state of 
1115 Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation 

8. 5 

The motion was ae to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. LESTER of Georgia in the 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of general 5 bills. The Clerk 
will raport the title of the pending i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

riations for sun civil expenses of the 
eee toe hese 2 — June 30, 1888 Aud for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON] has to leave the city 
to-morrow, and as he is desirous of offering some amendments 
to the appropriations contained in this bill for the United States 
courts, I ask unanimousconsent that we pass over the paragraph 
which was under consideration last evening and also the two 
paragraphsin relation to the soldiers’ homes, and proceed to con- 
sider the paragraphs containing appro riations for the United 
States courts, eg on page 89 of the printed bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much general debate does 
my friend 1 8 to allow? 

f. SAY . Idonot proposo any limit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There are several gentlemen on 
this side who desire to be heard on that eng ye T believe. 

Mr. SAYERS. Gentlemen who desire to discuss this portion 
of the bill will have full opportunity. 

Mr. REED. Isit proposed that the matter which is pending 
in this bill shall go over until Monday? 

Mr. SAYERS. Until Monday. We desire to consider now 
simply the paragraphs containing the appropriations for the 
United States courts. 

Mr. MERCER. It is understood, then, that the provisions 
with reference to the Missouri River Commission will go over 
until Monday? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN, And also the matter relating to all the 
harbor works? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I understand, Mr. S er, that if the re- 

uest for unanimous consent is granted the provisions of the 

bill in relation to the Missouri River Commission and also the 
two items in relation to the soldiers’ homes will go over until 
Monday, and that this day, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is to be devoted to the consideration of what are known as 
the judicial amendments to the bill. If that isso, there is, I be- 
lieve, no objection on this side of the House. i 

There 8 8 no objection, the request of Mr. SAYERS was 


eed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraphs, 
beginning on page 89, under the head Judicial.” 
e Clerk read as follows: 
JUDICIAL. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, 


Expenses of the United States courts: For defraying the expenses of the 
Supreme Court; of the circuit and district courts of the United States; of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia; of the district court of Alaska; 
of the court of the Indian Territory; of the circuit court of appeals; of the 
Court of Private Land Claims; of suits and preparations for or in defense 
of suits in which the United States is interested; of the prosecution of 
offenses committed the United States, and in the enforcement of 
the laws of the Unii States; and of the enforcementof the provisions of 


Title XXVI of the Revised Statutes, or any acts amendatory thereof or sup- 
plementary thereto; specifically the expenses stated under the following 
7 soos . 

‘or N of the fees and expenses of the United States marshals and 
es, $675,000: Pro 


deputi . wided, That not exceed 
may be advanced to marshals, to be accoun for in the usual way, the res- 
idue to remain in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the payment of 
the accounts of marshals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised 
Statutes: Provided further, That hereafter no marshal ordeputy marshal be 
allowed more than one mileage for each mile actually and necessarily tray- 
eled, irrespective of the number of writs he may execute in 8 su 
travel; nor shall any marshal or deputy marshal be allowed any additional 
mileage incident to the execution or return of any writ of arrest, commit- 
ment, or removal other than the 10 cents a mile now allowed by law for each 
deputy, prisoner, and guard; and no mileage shall be allowed upon any writ 
not executed or when the travel was without cost to marshal or deputy. 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendments 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 3, page 81, after the word r Insert the following: 

And actual traveling expenses d for each.“ 

And at the end of line 5, insert the following: 

And no fee shall be paid to any marshal for the execution of any warrant 
from a United States commissioner, unless the same shall have been exe- 
cuted within sixty days after the warrant was issued.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COGS WELL. Lask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLE] may have thirty min- 
utes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Task the gentleman from North Carolina to 
wait a little and he shall have his thirty minutes. I will pro- 
cure him the time. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, theamendment which I 
have offered and the other amendments which I intend to offer 
have been submitted to the Attorney-General and have his ap- 
proval and the unanimous indorsement of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, at the instance of which committee I introduce them. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys employed 
by the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in special cases, 820,000. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to line 19, page 91, the following: 

“And provided that $5,000 of said amount, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be expended, under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
for such special counsel as he may authorizeand employ to appear for the 
United States and assist the United States district attorney for the district 
of Southern California in the cases now pending in the United States 
district court at Los Angeles, Cal., wherein the Southern Pacific Railroad 


Company seeks to set aside United States patents issued for certain pub- 
lic lands to settlers in Fresno, Tulare, and Kern Counties, of California, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, a bill in relation to this 
matter is now pending before the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask the gentleman from California to allow 
that amendment to be pending, and, as soon as we get through 
with the amendments coming from the Judiciary Committee we 
will return to it. 

4 Mr. BOWERS of California. Andthe gentleman will give me 
me? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

Mr. BOWERS of. California. Very well, let the amendment 
be considered as pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of clerks, $175,000, 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


No. 2. 


On 91, after the word dollars,“ in line 21, insert: 

Provi That no person who holds an office or employment under the 
Government shall receive compensation for discharging the duties of any 
other office or employment, nor shall such person hold more than one office 
of profit at the same time, except as expressly provided: And provided fur- 
ther, That no clerk of a district court or clerk ofa circuit court shall be al- 
lowed by the Attorney-General, except as providedin section 842, to retain 
of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal compensation, over 
and above his necessary office expenses, including necessary clerk hire, to be 
audited and allowed by the A5 a accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment, a sum exceeding a year for any such service as districtclerk 
or circuit clerk, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year: 
provided further, That one person may hold at the same time the positions 
of clerk to the circuit and district courts, butin case both clerkships are 
held at the same time by the same person, he shall not be allowed by the At- 
torney-General, except as provided in section 842. to retain of the fees and 
emoluments of both offices for as ponina compensation over and above the 
expenses aforesaid, audited and allowed as aforesaid, a sum ex: $4,500, 
or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year: And provined Farther, 
That no commissioner of a circuit court shall be allowed to receive of the 
fees and emoluments of his office any greater sum than £2,500 a year for his 
compensation, to be audited and allowed by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year, nor 
any commissioner be a clerk or a de — clerk of a district or circuit court 
of the United States: And N her, That nothing herein contained 
shall apply to the clerks of the United States district or circuit courts for 
the southern district of New York nor to the clerk of the United States dis- 


$500,000 of this appropriation 


ey 
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trict court for the Indian Territory: And provided further, That no district 
attorney shall be allowed by the Attorney-General to retain of the fees and 
emoluments of his office for his ee compensation, over and above the 
necessary expenses of his office, Including necessary clerk hire and kindred 
and necessary ¢ in lieu of mileage, as now allowed by law. to be 
audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the mury, a 
sum exceeding $5,000 a year, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a 

T; which compensation shall be in satisfaction of all services rendered 

the district attorney during a year under the statute or under the di- 
rection of the Attorney-General, of any kind and character including 
services in the circuit courts of appeals, whether within or without his 
judicial district; and this limitation shall not extend to the district at- 
torney for the southern district of New York, provided for in section 833 
of the Revised Statutes; and that section 840 of the Revised Statutes be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided further, That the same person 
may hold the oMess of clerk of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States and United States commissioner in cases where the total fees of all 
such offices shall not exceed $2,500 per year. And provided further, That sec- 
tion 833 of the Revised Statutes shall be construed to embrace all fees and 
emoluments received by the oficars therein named of every name, kind, and 
character received by virtue of such office, whether specified in any fee bill 
or not, and the clerksof the circuit and district courts shall embrace in their 
Tespective emoluments returns therein required all naturalization fees 
which are hereby affixed, as follows: 

For filing declaration of intention of an allen to become a citizen, $1; for 
final papers and all services connected therewith, $2. 

Mr. REED. I presume, Mr. Chairman, this amendment has 
been read subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make a pointof order 
against it? 

Mr. REED. I would like to reserve a point of order. Myat- 
tention has been attracted to the last part of the amendment; 
and I would like to examine it. Iwill reserve the pointof order. 
I will have no objection to an explanation by the gentleman who 
offers the amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania why this amendment provides that— 

Nothing herein contained shall apply to the clerks or deputy clerks of the 
ee. States district and circuit courts for the southern district of New 

ork, 

Why-make such an exception? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That exception was made in the pro- 
vision passed by this House as an amendment to the sundry civil 
bill of two years ago—a provision which was drawn at the in- 
stance of the then Attorney-General and approved by him. It 
was his opinion, asit is the opinion of the present Attorney-Gen- 
eral, that owing to the amount of business transacted by the dis- 
trict attorney and the clerks of the courts in the city of New 
York the present provisions of law with reference to their com- 

tion should be allowed to stand. 

Mr. COULBERSON. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
through with his statement? 

Mr, WOLVERTON. I am through with my answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to state that in the Fifty-second 
Congress I endeavored to secure the adoption of an amendment 
of this kind without any exception. But in the debate which 
then took place, and in which the Representatives from the city of 
New York took part, it was represented that there was an ab- 
solute necessity to make an exception with reference to the 
court officers in that city in order to promote the public in- 
terests. Whyitwas necessary I never knew; but the House, by 
an overwhelming vote, voted me down and made the exception. 
The bill went to the Senate, and the Senate declined to accept 
the entire amendment; it was struck out as a part of the bill. 
The amendment which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
now offered simply conforms to what was the will of the House 
in the Fifty-second Congress in relation to the southern district 
of New York. It is understood that the business there is im- 
mense, and that for some purposes it is necessary to combine 
these offices, though I do not know for what reason. I think 
the 9 is wrong in principle: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not mpral a political necessity? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, Ido not know about that; Idonot 
understand that it is. I do not believe that there ought to be 
an exception made in favor of any officer. ‘ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Nor do I. I think an exception of this 
kind is without justification; and unless the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania can show some better reason for it than now ap- 
pears, the committee, I think, ought not to adopt this amend- 
ment with the exception in it. Partiality ought to be done with 
in this House. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The advice we have received from the 
Comptrolier’s Office and the Department of Justice, whose ofti- 
cers ought to be familiar with the reasons operating in the case, 
is to the effect that this 9 should be made; that there is 
absolute necessity there shall be no change made in the system 
now prev in the southern district of New York. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will come to order. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I stated that the Department of Justice 
and the Comptroller's office, in which these accounts are audited, 


— 


and whose officers must be sup d to be familiar with the ne- 
cessities of that district, unite in saying that the law now exist- 
ing and applicable to that district ought not to be disturbed. 
The fees of the clerks and the salary of the districtattorney are 
now regulated by a special act and have been for years; they 
are not regulated by the same general statute which governsthe 
compensation of the clerks and district attorneys in other parts 
of the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This does not look democratic to me. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, this amendment involves a great 
deal of legislation, the nature of which it is very difficult to com- 
prehend when the proposition is thus presented on an appro- 
priation bill and in a five-minute debate. : 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. REED). Do you want more time? 

Mr. REED. I want more time to consider the question—notb 
more time to talk. ) 

Itis very evident, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment covers 
a great deal of ground; and certainly it can not be germane to 


the portion of the bill now pending. The point of order seems 
to me so apparent, that argument would only obscure it. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. To which part of the amendment does 
the gentleman os aH! as being out of order? 

Mr. REED. I find, for instance, the provision that— 

Nocommissioner of a-circuit court shall be allowed to receive of the fees 
and emoluments of his office any greater sum, etc. 

Now, there is fothing in the pending paragraph relating to 
commissioners of the circuit court; and certainly that provision 
cannot be germane; and if any portion of the amendment is not 
germane, the whole of it falls. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. It provides that no commissioner shall 
be clerk or deputy clerk of a district or circuit court. Is that 
the portion on which the gentleman raises the point? 

Mr. REED. If it provino also that no commissioner shall be 
clerkof a court,it is liable to still further objection on the score 
of not oeng Soh $ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isuggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that he might reserve a portion of this amendment till 
we reach the next clause of the bill, to which it will be ger- 
mane. 

Mr. REED. Here is a further provision that 

No district attorney shall be allowed by the Attorney-General to retain of 
the fees and emoluments of his office, etc. 

Thatcertainly is not germane to an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of fees of clerks. This amendment, as I understand, te to 
be insertedafter the word dollars,“ in line 21. We have 
by the proposition for the payment of fees of assistant district 
attorneys of the United States, and are now upon the proposi- 
tion to pay the fees of clerks. Surely this amendment can not 
be germane to that provision. 

Then here is a provision that— 

For filing declaration of intention of an alien to become à citizen, $1; for 
final papers and all services connected therewith, 82. 

Certainly that can not be germane to the bill. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Thatis germane. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman say that is germane to the 
proponen to pay the fees of clerks? 

r. WOLVERTON. Yes, sir, for this reason: The law now 
fixes no fee for the naturalization of aliens in the United States 
circuit or district courts; and in one instance the clerk of a cir- 
cuit court retained for the year 1884 over $30,000 of fees which 
he received in that way, and refused to include those fees in his 
emolument account. e law fixed his salary by law at $3,500, 
to be taken out of the fees received by him; but he put those 
fees in his pocket, refusing to account for them. We are en- 
deavoring to bring about a reform of the law by which such 
things can not take place. Icertainly think that provision of 
the amendment is germane to the clause making appropriation 
for the o nsation of clerks. 

Mr. REED. The point I desire to make is this: If the House 
should see fit to adopt, as a system of action, the modificationof 
appropriation bills by the introduction of new legislation, there 
might be a good deal said in favor of it; but inasmuch as the 
House has adopted a rule which excludes all new legislation, 
except under certain special and peculiar circumstances, thatis 
notice to the community at large that no such questions are to 
come up on appropriation bills. 

The result is, that when such matters as this are presented, 
they are presented without notice, and there is no opportunity 
for the House to become informed as to the nature of the prop- 
ositions. The parties in interest, for instance, are not in an 
way heard, whichis not just tothem. That, perhaps, is of 
consequence, as they are few in number; but it is of importance 
to the House that it should so conduct its business that it ma 
give itself proper means of information; and information on 
these subjects always comes from interested parties. Now, the 
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proposition which I make is that this is a proposal to add all 
this long amendment to the words: 

For fees of clerks, $175,000. 

That is all that it is to be attached to. Then the second 
proposition I make is, that if there is anything in the proposed 
amendment which is not germane, the whole amendment falls. 


What I pointed out as not being germane, is clearly not ger- 
mane. It cannot be germane toa proposition to change the fees 
of clerks, to legislate with regard to United States commis- 
sioners. That being the case, it seems to me that is the end of 
the matter. 

I do not know whether this proposed legislation is wise and 
judicious or not. It seems to me that we make a mistake if we 
undertake to incorporate fhis system, unlegs the House chooses 
to make it general. I have no objection tolegislation on appro- 
priation bills, if the House only gives proper notice that it is 
going to do it. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The objection of the gentleman can be 
overcome by dividing this amendment, and if it is insisted upon 
we can do that. As to whether this legislation is wise or not, I 
supposed the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and every other 
member of the House had ascertained by this time that this 
legislation is wise. I do not think there is any greater disgrace 
to the administration of justice in this country than the manner 
in which this fee system is carried on, especially by the com- 
missioners. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest further to the gentleman that 
this whole amendment is obnoxious to the objection which I 
make: 

Provided, That no person shall receive compensation for discharging the 


duties of any other office or employment; nor shall such person hold more 
than one office of profit at the same time. 


How can that be germane to a proposition— 
For fees of clerks, $175,000? 


If it can, all you have got to dois just to mention the word 
t“ clerk,” and then you can legislate about everybody. Thisisa 
pro that no person who holds office or employment under 
the Government—no one whatever, not merely clerks, for this 
has no relation to them especially—shall hold more than one 
office at the same time. That has no relation to fees, no rela- 
tion to $175,000, no relation to this part of the bill or anything 
connected with it; and yet if starts out with a proposition that 
is absolutely untenable from the point of view of germaneness. 

I think the Judiciary Committee will find no difficulty in get- 
ting time, under our system, which of course is intended for the 
3 of the public business—I have no doubt they will be 
able to find time to this thing up in a regular way; but I 
really hope they will not cast such a reproach upon our system, 
by insisting upon pushing this in here where it certainly does 
not belong, when of course they can have abundant opportuni- 
ties to present it in the regular way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no trouble about 


that. 

Mr. SAX ERS. Ifthe gentleman from Maine will allow me to 
make astatement: Theobject ofaconsiderable proportion of this 
amendment is to protect not only the Government, but the peo- 
ple, against the incurrence of large fees through oppressive and 


unnecessary arrests. 

A few days ago I saw a report from a special examiner of the 
Department of Justice, who been sent to examine the ac- 
counts ofthe court in the northern district of Alabama, and no 
man can read that report without coming to the conclusion that 
not only ought such legislation as is embraced in these amend- 
ments to be adopted, but y adopted. 

Mr. REED. That is a question on the merits entirely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I wish to speak very briefly upon the 
merits. People are arrested who do not know the difference be- 
tween an internal revenue and a stamp. A commis- 
sioner may, without instructions from the district attorney, 
summon four witnesses in every case. The commissioners are 
entitled, I believe, to $5 a case. Through the issuance of sub- 
poenas, through the swearing of witnesses, and the arrests of 
3 commissioners who really ought not to make more than 

a year are now realizing in some parts of the country from 
$5,000 to $10,000 per annum. 

Tf the gentleman insists upon his objection, why not strike out 
the first four or five lines, which apply to officers in general, 
and then permitthe amendment which apply to the officers of 
the court to be considered by the committee? 

Mr. REED. Simply because I want it considered separately, 
because I have some o vations to make on the merits. Now 
that the gentleman has stated the purpose ofthis, I will say that 
I had the honor once to argue that case to the House about half 
past 4 in the morning, and with the assistance of that late hour, 
succeeded in having my views carried out in the general pres- 
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sure that existed at the close of the session. I am sorry to say 
it was not myself alone that did it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman again that these 
amendments can be thoroughly discussed, and I believe itis of 
the greatest importance that they should be adopted. $ 

Mr. REED. Oh, well, the Judiciary Committee can have time. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Judiciary Committee reported these 
amendments. 

Mr. REED. Let the Judiciary Committee present them as a 
bill, and let us discuss the matter, and then let the House deter- 
mine what it will do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The trouble is we can not get any time 
to do it. The morning hour is always taken up. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is 
perhaps a little bit to blame for limiting the morning hour. He 
will recollect that in“ the earlier and better days of the Re- 
public” the morning hour was so arranged that any length of 
time could be obtained. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, and it worked very well. 

Mr. REED. Thank you. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to state that I myself am not dis- 
posed ordinarily tofavor this kind of legislation; but there seems 
to be a great pressure now to have this amendment adopted in 
order to correct what are very flagrant abuses in the directions 
indicated. 

Mr. REED. Well, now, frankly, we are drifting into a dis- 
cussion of the merits, I perceive. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well, I leave the Chair and the gen- 
tleman to settle the pointof order, and after that, if I have oppor- 
tunity, I will present my views. 

Mr. REED. It is proper that I should say that the difficulty 
about this matter is that we are liable to goirom whatever evils 
we now have to those which seem to me to begreater. You have 
attacked the customs receipts of the country by the substitution 
of ad valorem duties,and I am afraid you are going to reduce the 
internal-revenue receipts by allowing people a certain mildness 
of treatment which is going to result in no taxation from that 
source, and if the customs and internal revenue both go out I 
88 there will be nothing left but the income tax. 

r. LANE. And bonds. 

Mr. REED. Well, we can issue bonds, of course. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, to be universally admitted that this 
amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. it the gentleman insists upon his point of 
order, the Chair will have to sustain it. 

Mr. REED. I insist. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Isuggesttothe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WOLVERTON] that he divide the amendment. 

Mr. WOLVE N. Iwill divide the amendment so as to 
submit only so much as applies to clerks’ fees. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that in the 
ruling which he did, the Chair is governed by the fact that this 
paragraph which the committee is considering is an appropria- 
tion of a certain amount for clerks’ fees. The amendment w 
has been considered refers to certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes, which it proposes to change. Therefore it proposes to 
change the existing law. The Chair does not hold, however, 
that a condition or limitation may not be put upon an amend- 
ment, provided it is simply a limitation or a condition. 

Mr. REED. The difficulty in dealing with that would be that 
the gentleman has not the authority of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee for anything except the amendment which he offers, and con- 
sequently it could not come in under that clause of the rule. I 
think it would be better for the gentleman to leave the whole 
matter for the consideration of the J Committee in a 
separate bill. I have no doubt that there can be plenty of time 
afforded, because the Committee on Rules will give time for any- 


thing that is n ` 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I will say to the gentleman from Maine 
that the Fifty-first and -second Congresses amend- ' 
mentson the sundry civil bill, with limitations therein much 
like these. They were in substance the same, and I believe 
received the sup of the gentleman from Maine. 


Mr. REED. at may be so. Now, for instance, I am some- 
what familiar with the design of some of these amendments, I 
judge, from what has been let fall in the discussion; and yet 1 

not the slightest idea of their being presented. I have not 
thought of the subject for two or three years; and my object is 
more to have . free, and well-cońsidered legislation than 
anything else. If the Committee on the Judiciary will come in 
here with a bill, the House will have an opportunity to discuss 
it, and we shall be able to point out the consequences of its op- 
erations if it be pro ` J 

Mr. WOLVERTON. It has always been in order to put on 

ppropriating money an amendment in the form of reduc- 
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the expenditures. That has always been germane, and 
ess some legislation is put upon this bill, if we are to be made 
to depend upon a general bill passed by the House and the Sen- 
ate to correct this evil, the probability is that it will never be 
done. 

Mr. REED. That is a good objection against the doctrine 
that no legislation shall be had on appropriation bills; but it 
is no more applicable to this case than to a great many others. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Two years ago, in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, four bills were passed by this House for the purpose of 
correcting some of these abuses. They went to the Senate and 
there died, or were not acted 9 5 — In this Congress four bills 
of a similar nature were consolidated into one bill and sent over 
to the Senate, and there for about two months it has slumbered 
in that body. 

Mr. REED. Then the object of the gentleman is to coerce 
the Senate? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. At the present I shall insist on the 
amendment which limits this expenditure of the sum of money. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will present his amendment we 
will discuss it; but, of course, he must present the amendment. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I offer the following amendment, after 
the first proviso: 


court shall be 2 dy the Attorney-General, 8 as provided in section 


t clerk or ex 
of both of said clerkships are held by the same person, of the fees and emol- 
uments of both offices a sum exceeding $3,500, or exceeding that rate for 
any less time than a year: And provided Further. That one person may hold 
at the same timethe tions of clerk to the circuit and district courts, but 
in case both of said clerkships are held at the same time by the same person 
he shall not be allowed by the Attorney-General, except as provided in sec- 
tion 842, to retain the fees and emoluments of both offices for his personal 
compensation over and above the bed Tod aforesaid, and audi and al- 
lowed as aforesaid, a sum exceeding 34,500, or exceeding that rate for any 
time less than a year. 

Now, the next, on page 3—— 
Mr. REED. Lask that the gentleman shall reduce his amend- 
ment to writing. s 

Mr. WOLVERTON (reading): 


That not herein contained shall apply to the clerks or deputy clerks 
of the United States district or circuit courts of the district for the southern 
district of New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania does this to show exactly where the amendment 
comes in. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman must reduce his amendment to 
writing. 

TheCHAIRMAN . The gentleman will strike out so much of 
that as he pleases, and send up his amendment to the desk to be 


Mr. REED. He must send up his amendment in writing. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I have sent it up; and I am indicating 
that portion I want stricken out; and I will read that portion 
which I want 1 Sag 

Mr. REED. That is not the way to prepare an amendment. 
It must be done in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can take his time and 
send it up. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. If you will give me time I will prepare it. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman can have plenty of time to pre- 
pare his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment offered by striking out the following language: 

And provided Further 


Mr. REE D. That is to amend the amendment. That amend- 
ment is rejected. You can not amend an amendment that has 
been ruled out. What the gentleman has to offer is a statement 
in language of what he wants, stating it specifically in language. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“And provided furt ger, That no commissioner of acircuit court shall be al- 
lowed to receive of the fees and emoluments of his office any greater sum 
than $2,500 a year for his compensation, to be audited and allowed by the ac- 
anes a SE ae shall sexy OOSTE be A OLE or. & depute CIEE OTA 

x oner a cler 
district pong! clroult rote f the United States: And provided further, t no 


a sum ‘ear, or ex 
less than a year; 
rendered by 


Revised Statutes be,and the same is 
Further, That the same m may hold the 


hereby, : Provided 
— kof the circuit and district courts of the United States and 
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United States commissioner in cases where the total fees of all such offices 
shall not exceed $2,500 per year. 

“ For filing declaration of intention of an alien to become a citizen, $1; for 
final papers and all services connected therewith, &.“ 

Mr. REED. That is clearly not inorder. That simply isa 
removal of the objectional features. Itis clearly out ay order, 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Then the gentleman differs in opinion 
with the Attorney-General and the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REED. That may be unfortunate for me or for the At- 
torney-General. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. And with the Attorney-General in 
charge of that Department a year ago. 

Mr. REED. That may be unfortunate for him, or for me. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. For three Administrations the Attor- 
B have been trying to secure amendments of this 

ind. 

Mr. REED. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to say that the Attorney-General has passed upon the 
question whether this amendment is in order upon an appropri- 
ation bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. He Sprovod of it. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman does not seem to get at the 
distinction. It is not a question of the merits, It is a question 
of whether it is in order under our rules; and I venture to differ 
with the Attorney-General if he took the gentleman’s side of it. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I can not say that I had examined with 
him the rules of this House in reference to it. 

Mr. REED. That is the point. It shows itself very clearly 
that it is not co and not in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to make this statement. These 
amendments were passed upon by the Committee on the Judiciary 
and reported to the Committee on Appropriations, in the hope 
that an opportunity might occur somewhere on this bill to have 
them adopted. e have passed heretofore, during this session 
of Congress, a measure 8 most of these provisions, which 
now lies in the Senate. In the Fifty-second Congress we passed 
a bill here, and I think placed these amendments on the sundry 
civil bill in the last Congress, and without any objection from 
any quarter. The bill went over to the Senate, and the smend- 
ments were stricken out on the ground that the House of Rep- 
resentatives had no right to legislate upon an appropriation 
bill, notwithstanding their example. Now, since it seems that 
these propositions are not germane (I do not believe they are), 
and can not now be considered, I am perfeetly willing, and I ask 
my colleague to withdraw them, and let us endeavor to enact 
them into a law in the proper way. 

Mr. REED. I think that is wise. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I withdraw the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of United States commissioners and justices of the peace acting 
as United States commissioners, $100,000. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make the pons of order on all after 
the word “ dollars,” in line 24, page 91. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the language to which the 
pos of order applies is oniy a repetition of what has heretofore 

n upon the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. REED. That does not make it law. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the point of the gentleman? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the act itself. It says: 


And hereafter no part of any money appropriated to YAT Any tooa to the 


United States commissioners, marshals, or clerks shall or any war- 
rant issued or arrest made, or other fées in prosecutions under the internal- 


revenue laws, etc. 


It was not simply confined to the appropriation carried in that 
particular act. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Was that the law of last year? 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 
Nr. REED. Will you read the law? 
Mr. CANNONof Tilinois. Then it is not necessary to repeat it. 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


And hereafter no pars ot any money appropriated to pay fees to the 
United States co ioners, marshals, or clerks shall 8 any war- 
rant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal - 
revenue laws, unless said fees have been taxed against and collected from 
the defendant, or unless the prosecution has been commenced upon a sworn 
complaint setting forth the facts constitu’ the offense and alleging them 
to be within the personal knowledge of the afiiant, or upon a sworn complaint 
by a United States district attorney, collector or deputy collector of internal 
revenue, or revenue agent, setting forth the facts upon information and be- 
lief, and approved either before or after such arrest by a circuit or district 
or the attorney of the United States in the district where the offense 

eged to have been committed or the indictment is found: Provided, It 
shall be the duty of the marshal, his deputy, or other officer who may arrest 
a person charged with any crime or offense, to take the defendant before the 
commissioner or the nearest judicial officer ha urisdiction under ex- 
isting laws for ah commitment, or taking or trial, and the officer 
or te e Warrant shall attach thereto a certified copy of 
the complaint; and upon the arrest of the accused, the return of the warrant, 
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with a copy of the complaint attached, shall confer jurisdiction upon such 
officer as fully as if the complaint had originally been made before „ and 
no mileage shall be allowed any officer violating the provisions hereof. 

Mr. REED. Will the Clerk read after the word“ provided”? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, It shall be the duty of the marshal, his bs a or other officer 
who may arrest a person charged with any crime or offense to take the de- 
fendant before the commissioner or the nearest judicial officer having juris- 
diction under existing laws, for a hearing and commitment. 

Mr. REED. There is a change. The words are“ nearest cir- 
cuit court.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that that is the 
only change, and it is put in there for the purpose of preventing 
the marshal from taking a prisoner past one commissioner in 
order to at him before another commissioner for the purpose of 
getting mileage. 

Mr. REED. I do not think this sort of thing ought to be in an 
appropriation bill. 

r. SAYERS. This would not be in the bill if the Attor- 
ney-General had not specially asked that it should be inserted. 
r. REED. Lat me see the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will find on examination that 
the language is word for word as it stands in thestatute, with 
that exception. ; 

Mr. REED (afterexamining the matter). I do not know but 
what the change is an improvement and I do not know that it is; 
but I shall make no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that we return for the purpose of considering the amendment 
oered by the gentleman from California. 

The paragraph to which Mr. BowERS’ amendment was offered 
and the amendment were again read. 

Mr.SAYERS. It is understood, Mr. Chairman, that the point 
of order is reserved on that amendment. Now, I ask the gen- 
tleman from California and the committee to agree that the 

entleman from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLE] be allowed to ad- 
5 — the committee for thirty minutes. 2 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to turn to page 
35, and read that portion of the bill beginning with line 6 down 
to and including line 15. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniv. at the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, $50,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as 
to how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of all mis- 
cellaneous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which ap- 
propriation is made in this act. 

. mr SETTLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 

The amendmentwas read, as follows: 


On page 35, line 6, beginning with the word “ punishment,” strike out all 
down to and including the word “act” in line is z 


Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation which has 
been read by the Clerk is one of the very few appropriations 
recommended by the committee which is än, increase over the 
amount heretofore appropriated for similar purposés. Sofaras 
I have read this bill and compared it with previous appropria- 
tion bills but very few increases have been made. 

I desire to discuss the proposed appropriation, and give the 
reusons why it should not be made, Under no circumstances 
should it be increased. The appropriation last year was $25,000. 
It is now proposed to double that amount. 

What is this appropriationfor, gentlemen? For the detection 
and bringing to punishment persons charged with a violation 
of the internal-revenue laws. I am opposed to the appropria- 
tion primarily upon the ground that it is not necessary. Why 
is it not necessary that this appropriation should bemade? The 
evidence heard by the Committee on Appropriations relates en- 
tirely to a condition of affairs alleged to exist in the State of 
North Carolina, and that is one reason why I desire to address 
this committee upon the subject. 

We have in that State, according to official figures furnished 
me by the Treasury Department, 919 commissioned revenue offi- 
cers. This does not include deputy marshals nor those persons 
in the internal-revenue service operating on what is known as 
“Form 10.“ Nine hundred and nineteen commissioned revenue 
officers are in the State of North Carolina to-day. Now, in ad- 
dition to that official force, it is proposed to put at the disposal 
of the Internal Revenue Commissioner $50,000, to be used how? 

Mr. MORSE. To collect the income tax. 

Mr. SETTLE. It may be used partially for that purpose, but 
I know from my own observation in that State that this fund is 
used for the purpose of bribing individual citizens to report upon 
their neighbors and to pry into the business of other persons, 
It is known in the State as “the corruptionfund.” {t is provided 


XX VI——192 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3057 


by existing law, and in this bill, that the Commissioner of In 

ternal Revenue shall furnish to Congress each year an itemized 
statement of how this money is expended, but an examination 
of his report shows that the only information Congress receives 
as to the expenditure of this fund is the simple statement that 
the Commissioner has given such and such amounts to various 
revenue agents and collectors of internal revenue. It is said 
that this amount is to be used for the purpose of detecting vio- 
lations of the internal-revenue laws at regularly bonded and 
licensed distilleries, 

Now, it is known to the members of this committee, and to 
every person familiar with the internal-revenue laws and their 
methods of enforcement, that every bonded distillery has in 
charge of it a Government officer commissioned and sworn to 
discharge his duties uprightly and conscientiously. What ad- 
ditional force do you need, gentlemen, to compel the operator of 
a distillery to conduct his business honestly, when you already 
have a Government officer in charge of that distillery sworn to 

rform his duty faithfully and honestly? And that you already 

ave at every one of these distilleries. But it is said that these 
officials themselves are corrupt, and that numerous violations of 
law are detected where they are parties to those violations. 

If that is true, when the fact is discovered your remedy is to 
discharge the incompetent or corrupt officer and put in his place 
one who will faithfully perform his duties. But, so far from 
doing that, the latest instance brought to my attention is one 
happening quite recently, where the storekeeper in charge of 
a distillery admitted to the revenue agent that he was a part; 
to the violations of law at that distillery, and upon the agent's 
report to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue setting forth 
the facts, instead of that unfaithful officer being immediately 
discharged from the service, he was simply suspended from duty 
for 8 days. I maintain that this appropriation is not nec- 
essary, that its uses are improper, and that it is a source of great 
demoralization in the immediate communities where it is used. 

Iadmit that if this appropriation is increased to $50,000 it 
will largely increase the number of officials in the revenue serv- 
ice in the State of North Carolina, and will prongs places for 
some persons who would otherwise go unprovided for; but I in- 
sist that the service of the Government, the proper and just en- 
forcement of the law, does not require the appropriation of one 
cent of money for the purposes 1 herein, because the 
official force is amply able and sufficiently numerous to see that 
the laws are justly and properly enforced. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this appropriation is asked for upon cer- 
tain grounds. Ihavein my hand the testimony of Mr. W. W. 
Colquitt, the revenue agent at Greensboro, N. C., and Mr. T. H. 
Vandevoort, the deputy collector under him, which testimony 
was heard by the Committee on Appropriations on the question 
of recommending thisappropriation. That is the only evidence 
that was adduced before the committee upon which the appro- 

riation is recommended, and the testimony of these gentlemen 

s confined to the condition of affairs existing in the State of 
North Carolina. They allude to the revenue service and the 
manner of the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws in no 
other State save North Carolina and a small portion of Virginia, 
and they ask for this increased appropriation, not on the ground 
that the service can not be properly kept up withoutit, but they 
say inso many words that this appropriation is necessary be- 
cause of the corruption of the offic the service, the store- 
keepers and gaugers. 

ow, I insist that if those men are not proper and trustworthy 

officials the proper remedy is in discharging them from the 
service and putting good and honest men in their places. Eve 
statement that these two officers make before the committee 
a statement which goes to show the existence of ingenious meth- 
ods by which the laws may be evaded; but their testimony dis- 
closes no fact which would warrant or justify this increase of 
appropriation. I do sincerely hope, Mr. Chairman, that the 
ponp oman in charge of this bill will permit me to have a vote 

n Committee of the Whole upon my proposed amendment. If 
he denies me that, if he will not allow me to go back to this part 
of the bill, then I give notice that when this bill gets into the 
House I shall ask a separate vote upon this proposition unless 
the gentleman moves the previous question and cuts off my 
amendment in the House; because I desire an expression of opin- 
ion by this House upon this specific appropriation, and I call 
upon my Democratic friends on the other side of the Chamber 
to aid me in obtaining it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask my friend a question 
right there. As this paragraph has been din the consid- 
eration of the bill in Committee of the ole, my friend, as I 
understand him, now gives notice that when this bill is reported 
back to the House he will offer an amendment in the House to 
strike out the 850, 000 recommended to be appropriated for these 
detectives, and if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] in 


charge of the bill receives the amendment before the previous 
question is offered that will give the House an opportunity to 
vote upon the question. 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. But I understand my friend to say 
that if the gentleman in charge of the bill refuses, before he 
moves the previous question, to allow it to operate on this amend- 
ment, then my friend from North Carolina will ask the House 
to vote down the motion for the previous question so that if that 
motion be voted down his amendment will be in order. 

Mr. SETTLE, That is my proposition. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I merely wanted to know what 
course my friend was going to parane: [Laughter.] 

Mr. SETTLE. My purpose, Mr. Chairman, is to get a vote 
directly upon this proposed appropriation. 

Isend to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read an extract 
from the Democratic platform adopted in the State of North 
Carolina, bearing directly upon this question. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Resolved, That we as heretofore favor, and will never cease to demand 
the unconditional abolition of the whole internal-revenue system, as a war 
tax, and not to be justified in times of peace, as a grievous burden to our 
people and a source of annoyance in its practical operations. We call the 
attention of the people of the State to the hypocritical pretensions of the 
Republican party, in their platforms, that they are in favor of the repeal of 
this onerous system of taxation, enacted by their party, while the Republi- 
Gurated dy the representatives of the Democratic party torellove tho peopl 
Stall or 2 part of this odious system. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to know what those 919 offi- 
cers, whose number may be increased to 1,800 under this appro- 
priation, are doing in North Carolina. 

Mr. SETTLE. A aon many of them are assigned to duty at 
various local distilleries. Their peinar aus is to take charge 
of all licensed distilleries, of which I think there are about six 
hundred in the State. A large number of officers are always 
commissioned, many of whom are not constantly upon duty. 
These officers are much more numerous than I myself had sup- 

d, but these are the figures furnished me by the Treasury 
Department. I also send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to haye 
read a resolution adopted by the Legislature of the State of 
North Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 
617... Which ae O 
the benefit of certain manufacturers to the great injury of the producers of 


our country; and 
Whereas numerous citizens are now be prosecuted in the Federal court 


forthe most trifling offensescommitted against said laws, from three to five 

coe past, and are being thrust into prison and their property sacrificed 
cost of said prosecu ; and 

W horeas the enforcement of said laws is not only 8 strife and 

confusion among the people, but is emphatically implanting within their 

bosoms a spirit of hatred and disregard for the Government itself: There- 


Th it resolved ews House of 8 (the Senate ee That 
our Senators and Representatives bir ares be instructed to use their in- 
fiuence to have said revenue laws repealed, or so modified as to relieve the 
masses of the producers of the burdens which are herein specified. 

Mr. SETTLE, Mr. Chairman, the extract just read from the 

latform of the Democracy of the State of North Carolina shows 
fon the Democratic party in that State views the internal-rev- 
enue tax laws and how they have criticised the methods of their 
enforcement. Inasmuch as the Serna taken before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is confined exclusively to the State of 
North Carolina and the conditions existing there, I may be par- 
doned for treating this as a question applying primarily to my 
State. In this connection I wish to say that those of us whoare 
familiar with the political conditions existing in thatState dur- 
ing the past twenty years know the fact that there has never 
been a campaign fought in North Carolina in which the Demo- 
cratic party did not fairly commit itself to the tion of abol- 
ishing the internal-revenue laws, root and branch, as soon as that 
party should come into power nationally. $ 

There is no question on which that party is so fairly commit- 
ted in our State as to the abolition of the internal-revenue 
taxes. Yet to-day, when the Democratic is in power nationally, 
they not only do not make an effort to abolish these internal-rev- 
enue taxes, but they increase them in amount and in number of 
articles taxed. They go farther than that, and propose in this 
pill to increase the corruption fund ” to $50,000 instead of $25,- 
000 


I wish to read an extract from a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of North Carolina—a Legislature overwhelming] 
Democratic. In discussing the question of reforming the tari 
and the internal-revenue laws they say: 


If Congress should deem it impracticable to modify the t tarif and 
atthe same time abolish the internal-revenue taxes, as the less of the two 
evils we prefer the retention of the former and the abolition of the latter. 


That, Mr. Chairman, is the declaration of the Legislature of 
our Stateiu harmony with the platform utterances of the Demo- 
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cratic pars So that this party stands committed primarily to 
favor the abolition of the internal-revenue taxes rather than the 
reformation of the tariff. Yet, to-day it is seriously proposed 
here to levy internal-revenue taxes, only increasing them, and 
also to modify the tariff. The Republican party in their plat- 
form in our State favor the abolition of the internal-revenue 
laws, and are criticised by the Democratic party as being hypo- 
critical in their pretensions and in reality not favoring the re- 

of those taxes or a modification of the methods of their en- 
orcement. 

Mr. Chairman, I am as much opposed to the violation of in- 
ternal-revenue laws as any one; I am as much in favor of the 
ponishmens of their violation as any one. But I do insist be- 
ore this Committee of the Whole that the evidence upon which 
an increase of this appropriation has been recommended is mis- 
leading and unjust, and portrays a condition of affairs that does 
not exist in our State. This fund of $50,000 is the cause of more 
contention and strife, of more confusion and bitterness in our 
State than any other one feature connected with the internal- 
revenue laws or with their enforcement. These officers armed 
with this appropriation, to be expended by them as they see fit, 
without accountability to any one, go into a community and 
bribe persons in various localities to raport all technical irregu- 
larities at licensed distilleries. 

The use thatis made of this fund isimproper and unwarranted. 
These men, if they would properly discharge their duties, are 
thoroughly able to enforce the laws to the strict letter without 
the use of this money, And when it seems to be the policy of 
this committee to reduce expenditures, I respectfully submit 
that it is not right to thus appropriate $50,000 without reason 
and in the absence of any proper demand. 

Mr. Chairman, having said what I have as to the necessity of 
this appropriation and the number of officers who are fully com- 
petent to enforce this law, I will not detain the committee fur- 
ther, except by asking unanimous consent to print in the REC- 
ORD as partof my remarks these resolutions and platforms show- 
ing the attitude of the Democratic party on this proposition. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks consent to print cer- 
tain documents as part of his remarks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


EXTRACTS FROM THE LAWS OF NORTH CAROLINA IN RELATION TO INTERNAL 
REVENUSB. 


[Laws of North Carolina, 1874-75, pages 364, 365. 


Resolution of ction to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
tou the internal-revenus laws of the United States. 
Whereas citizens of this State are sorely o by the practical 


many 
of the internal-revenue laws of the United States, which inure to 
the benefit of certain manufacturers to the great injury of the producers of 
our country; and 

Whereas numerous citizens are now prosecuted in the Federal 
courts for the most trifling offenses commit against said laws, from three 
to five years past, and are being thrust into prison and their property sac- 
rificed to pay cost of said prosecutions; and 

Whereas the enforcement of said laws is not only ben erp strife and 
confusion among the people, but is emphati implanting within their 
poon a spirit of hatred and disregard for the Government itself: There- 

‘ore, 

1. Be it resolved by the house of eee (the senate concurring), That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be instructed to use their in- 
fluence to have said revenue laws repealed, or so modttied as to relieve the 
masses of the producers of the burdens which are herein specified. 

2. That the secretary of state be directed to furnish each of our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress with a copy of these resolutions as soon as 


practicable. 
Ratifled the 30th day of November, A. D. 1874. . 


: [Laws of North Carolina, 1876-77, page 571.] 
Resolution of instruction to our Representatives in Congress. 


SECTION 1. The General 9 North Carolina do resolve, That the 
Representatives from North Carolina in the Co ss of the United States 
are hereby requested to use their uence, as soon as Congress 
assembles, to so alter the revenue laws on whisky, brandy, and tobacco as 
to make them less oppressive on the citizens, and if this can not be accom- 
plished, to vote for the repeal of the same. 

Sc. 2. Resolved further, That each one of our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress turnished by the secretary of the State with a copy of 
these resolutions. 

SEC. 3. This resolution shall take effect from and after its ratification. 

Ratified the 8th day of December, A. D. 1878. 


[Laws of North Carolina, session of 1883. 
Resolutions favoring the repeal ech oe internal-revenue laws and reforming 
e tariff. 


wor 


‘Whereas the present tariff is unjust, unfair, and burdensome to the peo- 
ple of North Carolina, and has proven a heavy embargo laid upon Southern 
toil and checking the natural development of Southern industry; and 

Whereas the present system of internal-revenue laws is oppressive and 
inquisitorial, contralizing in its tendencies, and inconsistent with the genius 
of a free people, leg unequal, expensive, and ire era taxation, an 
as enforced in this State, is a fraud upon the sacred rights of our people 
subversive of honest government, prostituted in many instances to a sys- 
tem of political patronage which is odious and outrageous, corrupting pub- 
public Überty, and sustained by intimidation 


lic virtue and jeopardi 
the revenue officials to debauch the elective 


and bribery on the part o 
franchise: 8 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of North Carolina: 1. That the inter- 
nal-revenue taxes of the United States ought to be repealed at once, with 
such provisions, by rebate of taxes or otherwise, as will be just to those 
who hold for sale articles on which taxes have been paid. 
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2. That the collection from imports, unaided by internal taxation, of the 
large revenue now necessary for the administration of the Federal Govern- 
ment would give incidental protection to home manufactures amply sum- 
cient for their heaithy development. 

3. That though Congress has power to lay and collect duties, yet to lay 
duties higher than the per cent at which they would raise the greatest reve- 
nue is, as to the excess above that per cent, to lay duties so as to prevent 
their collection. and is therefore without warrant in the Constitution, and 
that it is unjust and oppressive. 

4. That within that per cent Congress may, in its discretion, select and 
determine the articles on which duties are laid, and the rates of duty on 
them. 

5. That this discretion ought to be exercised so as to raise a revenue not 

ter than is sufficient for the strictly economical administration of the 
"ederal Government, and the ual reduction of the Federal debt, and so 
as to distribute the burdens of the tariff and the incidental protection given 
by 55 Sa Juny ane equally as possible to every part of the country and to 
classes of people. 

6. That these resolutions are not intended to interfere with the applica- 
tion of the principle that it is just and wise to tax articles that are intended 
to be consumed as luxuries her than the necessaries of life, and the ma- 
terials, implements, and ma consumed.or used in producing, Manu- 
facturing, or transportation. 

7. That the tariff of the United States ought to be reformed so as to make 
it conform with the principles set forth in the foregoing resolutions. 

8. If Congress should deem it im ticable to mod the present 
and at the same time abolish the internal-revenue taxes, as the less of the 
two evils we prefer the retention of the former and the abolition of the lat- 


ter. 
9. That the secretary of state is Instructed to transmit copies of these 
resolutions to the Senators in Co: from North Carolina as an expres- 
sion of the voice of the State on the issues to which they relate, and to the 
a 8 in Congress from North Carolina for ir con- 
eration. 
Ratified this the 20th day of January, A. D. 1883. 


[Laws of North Carolina, 1885, page 677.1 
Resolution of instruction to our Senators and Members in Congress. 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): 1. That our 
Senators and Members of from the State of North Carolina are 
hereby requested to use their utmost efforts to secure the immediate repeal 
of the present internal-revenue system. 
2. That copies of this resolution be sent to each Senator and Member 


aforementioned. 

Ratised this the 17th day of January, A. D. 1885. 

[Laws of North Carolina, 1889, pages 521 and 523. 
Joint resolution instructing our Senators in Congress and requesting our 

Representatives to use their best efforts to secure the immediate and total 

repeal of all internal-revenue taxes. 

Whereas the t system of tariff is unjust, unfair, and burdensome to 
the people of North Carolina, and has proven a heavy embargo laid upon 
labor and industry; and 

Whereasthis system has been declared by the Supreme Court ofthe United 
J APACE pin eae ery Od and 

Whereas it has been clearly demonstrated that the present tariff supports 
and fosters . trusts, me Yamane ye and 


Whereas the present system | te revenue laws is ve, in- 
guisivorial, and contrary to the apirit and genius of our institut ms: There- 

ore 
ntatives co: : First. That 


Resolved by the senate (the house of Tre; 
our Senators in Congress be instructed. and our Representatives be requested 
to secure such a sound, healthy, and substantial reduction of the tariff as 
Will make the taxation upon articles that are intended to be consumed as 
ecessaries of life and those materials, imple- 


luxuries higher than upon the n 
3 and machinery which are consumed or used in agriculture or Manu- 
‘acturin: 


Second, That our Senators be instructed and our resentatives in Con- 


gress be uested to secure an early repeal of the ent: internal- revenue 
System aac all taxation thereunder. = it 
Third. That of these resolutions be sent to our Senators and Rep- 


resentatives in Congress. 

Ratified the 23d day of January, A. D. 1889. 

(Laws of North Carolina, 1889, pages 521 and 523,524] 
Resolution of instruction to our Senators and Members of Co: 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): SECTION 1, 
That our Senators and Members of from the State of North Caro- 
Jina are hereby requested to use their utmost efforts to secure ediate 
repeal of the present internal-revenue system; or if impracticable at this ses- 
sion of Congress to secureits entire repeal, then at least so much thereof as 
relates to the internal tax on tobacco and brandy distilled from fruits. 

SEC. 2. That copies of this resolution be sent to each Senator and Mem- 
ber aforementioned. 

Ratitied the 30th day of January, A. P. 1889. 

[State Democratic convention, held July 6, 1882.] 
PLATFORM. 

We congratulate the ple of North Carolina on the era of peace, pros- 
perity, and good 3 Which has been unbroken since the — 
of the Democratic State administration; upon the pure and impartial ad- 
ministration of justice and the honest enforcemant of the laws; upon the 
efficiency of our common-school system and great advance made in educa- 


tion and the general improvement and ent ise manifested in every part of 
the State, we pledge ourselves to exert all efforts to advance the mate- 
rial interests of 


sections of the State in the future as we have done in the 
past. And we challenge a com between a Democratic adminis 
tion of our State affairs and the crimes, ou „and scandals that accom- 
panied Republican misrule. Affirming our adherence to Democratic prin- 
ciples as defined in the platform adopted by the national Democratic con- 
vention held at Cincinnati in 1880: 
ved. That we regard a free and fair of the public will at 
the ballot box as the only sure means of preserving our free American insti- 
tutions, and we denounce the Republican party and the interference of its 
Federal officials for their gross frauds upon the elective franchise whereby 
whole districts, e Union have been deprived of their — po- 
litical rights; and we ve the corrupt and corrupting use of eral 
tronage and of public money, drawn taxation from 5 in in- 
nencing and controlling elections, to be dangerous to the es of the 
State and the Union. 

Resolved, That we are in favor of the entire and immediate abolition of 
the internal-revenue system, with its attendant corruptions, and that we 
denounce the present tariff laws as grossly unequal, unjust, and vicious. 
We favor sah revision of the tariff as will produce a revenue sufficient for 


tra · 


the economical support ot the Government, with such incidental protection 
as will give to domestic manufactures a fair competition with those of 
foreign production. That there should be an immediate repeal of all laws 
imposing a direct tax for the support of the Government of the United 
States, but if it should prove impracticable to abolish the internal-revenue 
system, with all its attending demoralization, fraud. and corruption, then 
We urge upon our Senators and Representatives in Congress the importance 
of so ae the law that the revenue officers, who now receive in sal- 
aries in North lina alone more than $590,000, shall be elected by the peo- 
ple of the localities to which they are assigned. 
Resolved, That the course of the Democratic party since its to 
power in North Carolina in furtherance of popular education is a sufficient 
ranty that we earnestly favor the education of all classes of our people 
and that we will advocate any legislation looking to an increase of the fund 
for that 8 that will not materially increase the present burdens of 
e. 


our peop. 

Resolved, That the question of hibition is not now and never has been 
a party question in North and never been indorsed by the Demo- 
cratic party, and the people of the State at the general election in the year 
1881, having by an overwhelming majority voted t prohibition, and 
the supreme court having decided that the prohibition act is not and never 
has been a law we regard the matter as finally settled, and any 9 to 
renew the agitation is merely a weak effort of d g persons to divert 
the minds of the people from the dangerous principles and corrupt practices 
of the Republican p 

Resolved, That while we are not wedded to any particular form of county 


And whereas it 1s serio’ 8 ta us effort will soon be 
made to compel the State by yete ae fraudulent and 
unlawful W Pears bonds amouni to $22,000, issued under legisiation 

e Republican Le ure in 1867 and 1868, 


mocratic party will resist such recovery and 
the payment of such bonds by every lawful means. 
{Convention held June 26, 1884.] 
PLATFORM. 
We again congratulate p pl a of North Carolina on the career of peace, 
ey eat „and good government on which she entered after the inaugura- 
ion of a ocratic State administration and which has been unbroken for 


e State. Affirming our ad- 
herence to Democratic principles as heretofore annunciated in the platforms 


of the r. it is hereby 

Resolved, That we regard a free and fair expression of the public will at 
the ballot box as the only sure means of preserving our 8 in- 
stitutions and that n — — — patron: ha 
influencing and elections is dangerous liberties a 
State and the Union. 

Resolved, That we are in favor of the unconditional immediate abolt- 


required to 
its public debt. A whenever the revenues. sorote do: 


rived, ex amount they should be reduced so as toa’ a 
the We therefore urge our Senators and tives 
in to exert themselves in favor of such legislation as will secure 


rusted to adjust; but in our 

op nion the äuties on foreign im s should be levied for the produc- 

on of public revenue and the tions in its ad should be 

such as would the highest rates on luxuries and the lowest on the 

necessaries of life, distribute as equally as possible the burdens of taxation, 

and confer the greatest good on the greatest number of the American 
2. 

Resolved, That the course of the Democratic 18 furtherance of u- 
lar education, by efficient public schools in all sections, and the esta = 
ment of graded and normal schools in the larger towns and accessible 
centers, is a sufficient guaranty that we favor the education of all classes 
of our people and we will promote and improve the present educational ad- 
3 80 far as it can be done without burdening the people by excessive 

xation. 

And whereas there is now more than a hundred millions of dollars in the 
Treasury of the United States, from the pockets of the people by un- 
just taxation on the part of the Republican party: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we will accept such distribution of said surplus revenues 
of the Government for educational — — as many. be made by the Con- 

ss of the United States: Provided always, That the same shall be dis- 
by State . not accompanied by objectionable features and 


3 condi 

Resolved, t it is due to the white people of our eastern counties, who 

have so cheerfully borne their share of bur common burdens, that the 

ent, or some other equally eficient system of county government'shall be 
and increasing harmony and kindly 


maintained. 

Resolved, That in viewof the existing 
feeling between the two races in this State anda similar condition of 
which we believe to exist generally in other Southern States, we d 
the attempt of the Republican im its recent tform at Chicago to 
force civil rights as a living issue, and we denounce it asa firebrand and a 
h tical expression of interest in the black race, a wanton insult tothe 
Whites of the South, and tending to stir up strife between the now friendly 


races. 
The convention met at Raleigh, N. C., and was in session for two days, 
— 80 and 31, 1888. On the second day the convention adopted the follow- 


PLATFORM 
eee e 8 the people an Sn bes ree on the ck en- 
joyment of peace, overnmen' neral prosperity under Demo- 
cratic administration of the affairs of the State which — been un- 


3060 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 17, 


roken for so many years; upon the just and impartial enforcement of the 
Jaw; upon the increasing efficiency of our common school system and the 
progress made in populareiucation; and upon the improvement and enter- 
ge manifested in all = of the State. e again challenge a comparison 

tween this state of things and the outrages, crimes, and scandals which 
attended Republican ascendency in our borders. We pledge ourselves to 
exert in the future as in the past our best efforts to promote the best inter- 
ests of the people of all sections of the State. our allegiance to 
1 Principles as heretofore enunciated in the platforms of the party, 

y s hereby 

Resolved, That no government has a right to burden its people with taxes 
beyond the amount 1 to pay its necessary expenses and gradually 
e its public debt; and that whenever the revenues, however de- 
rived, exceed this amount they should be reduced 
the Treasury. That any system of taxation which necessitates the payment 
of a premium of $270 by the Government on each 81,000 of its bonds en u 
with the millions that would otherwise lie idle in its vaults and pay to bond - 
holders who purchased in many instances at less than par, is undemocratic, 
oppressive. and iniquitousandshouldberefunded. Thecourse of our Demo- 
cratic representatives in Congress in their effort to give relief to the people 
from burdensome internal-revenue and tarif taxation meets with the ap- 
proval of the Democratic party of this State, and we respectfully recom- 
mend that if they find it impossible to give our people all the relief demanded, 
they support any just and practical measure presented in Congress that will 
afford a practical relief from such existing burden. 

Resolved, That while the details of the methods by which the constitutional 
revenue tariff shall be gradually reached are subjects which the Represent- 
atives of our people atthe national capital must be trusted to adjust, we 
think all customs duties should be levied for the production of publicreve- 
nues, and the discriminations in their adjustment should be such as will 

lace the highest rates on luxuries and the lowest on the necessaries of life, 

tribute as equally as possible the unavoidable burdens of taxation, aud 
confer the t upon the greatest number. 

Resolved, Thac we, as heretofore, favor and will never cease to demand the 
unconditional abolition of the wholeinternal-revenuesystem asa war tax, and 
notto be justified in times of peace, as a grievous burden to our le and a 
source of annoyance in its practical operations. Wecall the attentſon of the 

o of the State to the hypocritical pretensions of the Republican party 
int eir platforms that they are in favor of the repeal of this onerous system 
of taxation enacted by their party, while the 1 in Co ss are 
taxing their energies to obstruct all legislation inaugurated by the repre- 
sentatives of the Democratic party to relieve the people of all or a part of 
this odious 88 
Resolved, t the course of the Democratic party in furtherance of public 
education is a sufficient pray that we favor the edueation of the people 
romote an onal ad’ 


so as to avoid a surplusin 


: Provided, That it be disb 


tional ty, we denounce the efforts of the Republicans to force sectional 
fh Osngress and elsewhere, and to promote dissensions and ill will be- 


cheerfully borne their share of our common burdens that the eee S some 


further extension 
t been ananos 


t 
Resolved, That the ability, wisdom, honesty, patriotism, 5 
faithfulness to duty, and y co ve won 
the admiration of all good men; and interests of the country demand 
his renomination and reélection. 


[Convention of August 20, 1890.] 
PLATFORM. 


Resolved, That the Democracy of North Carolina reaffirm the platform and 
ciples of the Democratic party, both State and national, and particularly 

vor the free coinage of silver, and an increase of the str Pepe the re- 
peal of the internal- revenue system. And we denounce the Me ey bill as 
to consumers of the country, and the formation of the trusts. com- 

Dines, and monopolies which have op the people; and especially do 
we denounce the unnecessary and burdensome increase in the tax on cotton- 
ties and on tin, so ugoy used by the poorer parsan of the people. Welike- 
wise denounce the iniquitous Lodge force bill, whose purposs is to establish 
a second period of reconstruction in the Southern States, to subvert the lib- 
erties of our people and inflame anew race antago: and sectional ani- 
mosities. And we denounce the 9 action of Speaker REED and his 
abattors, who have changed the Federal House of Representatives from a 
deliberative body into a machine to register the willof a few partisan lead- 


ers. - 

Resolved, That we demand financial reform, and the enactment of laws 
that will remove the burdens of the people, relieve the exist agricultural 
depression, and do full and ample justice to the farmers and laborers in our 


country. 

Resolved, That the Democracy of North Carolina take a just pride in the 
able and patriotic course of their Senators and Representatives in Co: ess 
touching the great public questions that have been before them for nation, 
and especially do we appreciate the great ability and zeal of Senator VANCE 
in the protracted contest on the tariff question, which reflect honor and 
credit alike on himand the State ot North Carolina; and we cordially recom- 
mend his reélection to the United States Senate by the next General Assem- 


bly of North Carolina; and we commend the wise and satisfactory adminis- 
tration of our State affairs. 

Whereas the education of the people is essential not only to individual 
ieee and prosperity but also to the maintenance of civil and religious 

Resolved, That the next General Assembly of North Carolina be requested 
to increase the fund for the maintenance of public schools. 

Resolved further, That we demand the abolition of national-bank, and the 
substitution of legal-vender Tr notes in lieu of national-bank notes, 
issued in sufMicient volume to do the business of the country on a cash sys- 
tem of regulating the amount needed on a per capita basis as the business 
interests of the coun . and that all money issued by the Govern- 
ment shall be legal teni payment of all debts both public and private. 

2. That we demand that Congress shall such laws as shall effectually 
prevent the dealing in futures of all cultural and mechanical produc- 
tions; preser a stringent system of procedure in as shall secure 
the prompt conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure the most 
perfect compliance with the law. 


3. That we demand the free and unlimited coin: of silver. 
4. That we demand the passage of laws prohibi the alien ownership of 
land, and that Congress e early steps to devise some plan to obtain all 


lands owned by aliens 
railroads and other co 
needed by them, be 
tlers only. 

5. Believing in the doctrine of “equal rights to all and cial 3 
to none,” we demand that taxation, national or State, shall not be used to 
build up one interest or class at the expense of another. We believe that 
the money of the country should be kept as much as possible in the hands of 
the pie, and hence we demand that all revenue, national, State, or county 
shall be limited to the necessary expenses of the Government economically 
and honestly administered. 

6. That Congress issue a sufficient amount of fractional currency to facil- 
itate the exchange through the medium of the United States mail. 
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tak 

and foreign syndicates; and all lands now held by 
rations, in excess of such as is actually used and 
ed by the Government and held for actual set- 


to consumers of the ä and leading to the formation of trusts, com- 
bines, and monopolies which have oppressed the people; and especially do 
we denounce the unnecessary and burdensome increase in the tax on cot- 
ton ties and on tin so largely used by the poorer portion of the 5 We 
likewise denounce the Mis 1 — force bill which is not yet a oned by 
the Republican party, but is being ur; as a measure to be adopted as soon 
as they regain control of the House of Representatives, the purpose and ef- 
fect of which measure will be to establisha second period of reconstruction 
in the Southern States, to subvert the liberties of our people and inflame 
anew race antagonism and sectional animosities. i 

2. That we demand financial reform and the enactment of laws that will 
remove the burdens of the people relative to the existing agricultural de- 
pression, and do full and ample justice to the farmers and laborers in our 


country. a 

3. That we demand the abolition of the national banks, and the substitu- 
tion of legal-tender Treasury notes in lieu of national bank notes, issued in 
sufficient volume to do the business of thecountry on a cash system of regu- 
lating the amount needed on a per capita basis as the business interests of 
the country expand, and that money issuei by the Government shall be 
l tender in payment of all debts, both public and private. 

. That we demand that Congress sh pass such laws as skall effectu- 
ally prevent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and mechanical pro- 
ductions; preserving a stringent system of procedure in trials as shall se- 
cure prompt conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure most 
perfect compliance with the law. . 

5. That we demand the free and unlimited coi of silver. : 
6. That we demand the passage of laws prohibiting the alien ownershi 
of land, and that Congress take early steps to devise some plan to obtain 
all 1 owned by aliens and foreign syndicates; and that all lands now 
held by railroads and other corporations, in excess of such as is actually 
used and needed by them, be by the Government and held for 

2 Belkering tn the doctrine of. 1 rights to all and special privi) 

1 e doctrine of “equa ani e 
to none,” we demand that taxation, national or State, shall not Pe hive, yr 
build up one interest or class at the expense of another. We believe that 
the money of the country should be kept asmuch as possible in the hands of 
the peonia: ma hence we demand that all revenue, national, State, or county, 


shall be limited tothe necessary expenses of the Government economical 
and honestly red. i 
8. That Congress issue a sufficient amount of paper 2 to facilitate 


the excha through the medium of the Uni States m: 


Resolved, That the Genera! Assembly pass such laws as will make the pub- 
iic school tem more effective, that the blessings of education may be ex- 
tended to all the people of the State alike, 2 


Resolved, That we favor a graduated tax on incomes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask now that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. BOWERS] be read. 

Mr, BOWERS of California. Before the amendment is read 
let the Clerk read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read the pending paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys enplayed 
by the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in special cases, $20,000. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. BOWERS of California was 
read, as follows: _ 


Add to the pen: poraa h the following: 
“Provided, Nhat 8 ot 2210 amount, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary, shall be expended under the on of the Attorney-General as com- 
pensation for such s counsel as he may authorize and employ to ap- 
pear for the United States and assist the United States district attorney for 
the district of Southern California in the cases now 2 in the United 
States district court at Los — Cal., wherein the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company seeks to set e United States patents issued for certain 
public lands to settlers in Fresno, Tulare, and Kern Counties, in California.” 


Mr.SAYERS. The Chair understands that a point of order 
is reserved upon this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask that I may be allowed to 
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address the committee for thirty minutes. That was the un- 
derstanding. I probably shall not need the whole of that time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I had ho 
that the committee would accept this amendment. If the d 
done so I should not have detained the House a moment; but as 
they do not, and as the point of order is reserved, I will address 
myself to the merits of the amendment. It will be noticed that 
the bill provides that $20,000 shall be appropriated for payment 
of attorneys employed by the Attorney-General, to aid district 
attorneys in special cases. $ 

This is a lump sum for contingencies that may arise, wherein 
the Attorney-General will need special counsel, as he does more 
or less every year in special cases where the district attorneys 
through the amount of business can notattend toitall. Noone 
can state just what it is. My amendment, you will notice, does 
not adå a dollar to this appropriation bill. Itis absolutely in 
line and in harmony with the section intended to be amended. 
It simply says that here is a contingency that has arisen, and 
the Attorney-General is authorized to expend a part of this 
money set aside for that special purpose in this case. Now, as 
a part of my remarks, I desire to have read by the Clerk a copy 
of aletter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
Before it is read I desire to sayto the committee that this letter 
and other letters that I shall offer here were procured by me 
personally from the Interior Department and the Land Depart- 
ment. Lask the Clerk to read the letter which I have sent to 
the desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 24, 1893. 


Sin: Ihave the honor to acknowledge receipt through reference by the 
First Assistant Secre of the Interior on October 11, 1893, for report of a 
copy of House joint resolution authori: and directing the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to appear for the settlers in the United States courts 
Sottthern Pacific Railroad Company agains 
in California, 5 by a letter from Hon. CASE BRODERICK, asking 
about how much lan 
ed judgment will aid his committee, the Judiciary Committee of the 


the cases of the 


‘ant of the Southern Pacific Company was 

stillin force. The withdrawal generally of indemnity lands under railroad 
ants were revoked in 1887 by Secretary Lamar, with the approval of the 
sident, and since that time such lands have been open to settlement and 

en under the laws of the United States by the first legal applicant, ex- 
“cepi those covered by selection or application to select by -grant 


com es. 

In cases where selection or application to select were pending it was neces- 
sary to show that the company had no right of selection in the land before 
entry could be allowed, and that rule is still in force. The question, there- 
fore, as to the effect of the order of indemnity revocation by withdrawal 
of the case of the Southern Pacific Com was not involved in the Araiza 
cases, as the company had applied to select the land in controversy in May, 
1889. before the revocation, and its application was rejected by this office and 
the Department npon evidence that said land was covered by a settlers’ 
claim at the time of withdrawal, and wasnot affected by it. 

For more than six years this office has been disposing of these lands to 
settlers, and if the ruling announced by Judge Ross on the decision afore- 
said is to hold, the hardships to these settlers which will result, as all 
grants to and in the construction of railroads will be affected and millions 
of acres of land will be involved, this office has no hesitation in 1 
that in its opinion it is the plain duty of the Government to defend these 
settlers, and at the same time its own rights against the claim of the rail- 
road companies. 

The President, through the Secretary of the Interior, had no power to 
revoke an executive withdrawal, as was the case of the indemnity with- 
drawal for the Southern Pacific Company. Authority for the revocation of 
legislative withdrawal of indemnity land will be found in the fourth section 
of the act of September 29, 1890, 26 Stats., 489 and 496. 

5 The pees transmitted by the First Assistant Secretary are herewith re- 
jurned. 
Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, Talso hold in my 
hand a copy of a letter from the honorable Secretary of the In- 
terior, which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 14, 1593. 
Sir: Iam in receipt, through reference from your committee, for re 
of House resolution ‘‘ authorizing and diteeting the N 
. for the settlers in United States courts in the case of the Southern 
ifie Railroad Company vs. Certain Settlers on public lands in Califor- 


Itis presumed that this resolution is based on the judgment rendered in the 
district court at Los Angeles, Cal., on July 24 last, in the case of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company vs. Juanna C. Araiza, holding, in effect, that 
selection was not necessary to the attachment of rights under the grant 
claimed by said company to lands within the immediate limits. 

In August, 1887, Mr. Secretary Lamar, with the 2 of the President, 
revoked all previous existing orders withdrawing indemnity lands on ac- 
count of the grant for this and other raliroad companies, and all lands 
Within such limits not covered by pending or approved selections were or- 
dered restored to settlement and entry, after dus notice by public adver- 
tisement. From this time it has been the uniform ruling b. this De part - 
ment that, as to the lands within the immediate limits, the question was one 
of diligence between the company and intending settlers, the land being 


held subject to settlement and entry, until duly selected in the manner pre- 
scri Departme 


bed by the regulations of this nt. 

Under these rulin; 7 3 7 thousand acres of land within the indem- 
nay limits, emb: g odd-numbered sections, have been disposed of 
under the settlement laws without regard to any claimed rights under th: 
grant, no selection having been made of the same prior to the allowance o 
such entries. Should said decision of the court be sustained it would affect 
hundreds of thousands of acres of lands d of under the rulings of the 
Department before recited within the indemnity limits of this and other 
grants made to aid in construction of railroads. 

The lands involved in the Araiza case had been selected by the Commis- 
sioner as early as May, 1885, before the revocation of indemnity withdrawals, 


but she was allowed to complete entry for the tract on the und that it 
was shown that this land was exce; from the indemnit; thdrawal, and 
that her settlement outdated the company’s selection. facts do not 


appar in the decision of the case, but the court by deciding the broad ques- 
tion as to the right of the company generally to lands within its indemnity 
limits has held, in effect, that no hts could be acquired by settlement 
made after said revocation of these withdrawals even though no selection 
had been made prior to the revocation. 

Iconcur in the opinion of the General Land Office, as set forth in his re- 
port ot October 24, 1893 (copy of which is herewith inclosed), that it is the plain 
duty of the United States to defend those settlers whose claims have 
recognized by the United States to lands within the indemnity limits ag: 
the harassment of the rai company. I might add, however, that any 
question as to the Baki yA of the proposed action in the matter of the in- 
tervention of the United States, in the defense of the existing suits, would 
seem to be a matter coming more A a may ee the province of the du 
imposed upon the De ment of Justice, to which Department the pro: 
resolution might with propriety be referred, this Department ha no in- 
formation as to the force or appropriation at the of said Depart- 
oe or other objections that might arise in carrying out the proposed ac- 

on. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. DAVID S. CULBERSON, 
Chairman of the Ji ommiltee 
of the House of Representatives. 

It will be observed that in this letter the Secretary of the In- 
terior says: 

Iconcur in the opinion of the General Land Office as set forth in his report 
of October 24— 

That is, the letter from Commissioner Lamoreux which has 

just been read. The Secretary of the Interior says that he con- 
curs in that opinion— 
a copy of which is herewith inclosed, that it is the plain duty of the United 
States to defend those settlers, whose claims have nr by the 
United States to lands within the indemnity limits, against the harassment 
of the railroad company. A 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is just this: There are from 
1,200 to 1,500 settlers with families on public lands, or lands that 
were public lands in the State of ornia, who hold United 
States patents for those lands. The Interior Department has 
been disposing of these lands and issuing United States patents 
for them to settlers for the last six years. The Department is 
issuing patents for those lands to-day. The railroad company 
claims them, and has commenced suit to set aside those patents. 

Those settlers went on to a desert, and they have made a gar- 
den of it. They now ask the United States district attorney to 
appear and defend the right of the United States to sell those 
lands and the continuance of their right to continue to sell those 
lands and patent them, as they are doing to-day, 

It is known to many, of course, that I have pending in the 
Judiciary Committee a resolution directing the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to appear in these cases. This amendment of mine does 
not in any manner interfere with that matter. It simply pro- 
vides that if the Attorney-General thinks it necessary—the lan- 
guage of the amendment is so much as may be necessary to 
employ special counsel in that case; there is an appropriation 

ade, of which he may use a part for those very purposes. 
am arguing this matter now on its merits, because no point of 
order can fairly lie against this amendment that I have offered, 
it being strictly in line with the paragraph. 

During the Fifty-second Congress I endeavored repeatedly, in 
every way that I could possibly devise, to bring this matter be- 
fore the House and get an opinion and expression upon it. It 
was impossible for me to do it. I was ruled out on points of or- 
der, and I could not get a vote in this House upon this question. 
I was told I must go to work in some other way and get it on 
some other bill,and the matter was defeated. I did not know 
how to get to work. 

I say to the chairman of this committee and to the gentlemen 
here that I now have discovered a way in which I think will 
bring this matter before this House and will test the question 
whether 1,200 or 1,500 American citizens, settled on the public 
landsand holding patents for them granted by the United States, 
have any rights that this House will take cognizance of. That 
is the question that I want to bring before this House, and I only 
wish to get a fair expression on it as to the disposition and be- 
lief of this House. The letters of the Commissioner and the 
Secretary of the Interior show that not only these settlers but 
settlers in other States are in the same condition exactly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 94 of this bill I find an appro- 
. of $170,000, a part of which is for furnishing and col- 

ecting evidence where the United States may be a party in in- 
terest. Well, is not the United States a party in interest in this 
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gase? The United States Government claims to own this land, 
and is to-day selling it, is granting patents for it. Is not the 
United Statesa pores interest? And if the United States At- 
torney-General can, in various other cases, employ assistant at- 
torneys to aid the district attorneys, can he notin this instance? 

I want one thing understood here plainly. It has been inti- 
mated to me that because I have a resolution pending before the 
committee my motion to amend this bill is not respectful to the 
committee. Now, Mr. Chairman, no committee can justly make 
that charge, nor can any member of the committee make it. I 
want to say to you that the highest anty I conceive I have here, 
after my duty toward my country and its general prosperity, is 
to represent the wishes.of the people who sent me here; and I 
esteem it one of my great duties to present to this House the 
wrongs that are now being inflicted upon a large number of 
honest settlers in California. And, whether any committee or 
all the committees may consider this disrespectful, I can not 
help it. There is no disrespect in it. Why, if that were so, 
3 en e offered to any bill upon that basis would be 

res ul. 

Mr. LOUD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Does the Attorney-General now hold that he has 
no right under the law to appointspecial counsel in these cases? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Attorney-General says he has no special authority to 
appear in these cases, and that is the reason I introduced that 
resolution, directing him to ap , and I have now introduced 
this amendment in order that if that resolution passes, he may 
use a part of this . to pay for assistants in these 
very cases if he finds it necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. Does he hold that he has no legal right to ap- 

ar? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Iunderstand he held that hedid 
not have any night but is there ane law forbidding him? 

Mr. LOUD. {simply wanted to bring that out. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not know that there is any 
statute compelling or directing the Attorney-General to appear 
in these cases, or in cases where United States patents to land 
are questioned; but I know in other cases he does appear, where 
the right of the United States is questioned. I do not know by 
what hw he is allowed to appear when an Indian’s rights to land 
is threatened: but this House passed an . paying 
for two lawyers at Los Angeles for defending Indians, when their 
titles to land were questioned. Is nota white man as good as 
an Indian? 

Mr. LOUD. You do not compare white men to Indians, do 
you? ` 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, no; not exactly. If these 

ple were Indians, I would not have to appear before this 
ouse. They would get their rights, and an appropriation of 
$70,000 for farmers to teach them how to farm. ou know that 
they are only white American citizens and have no rights this 
Congress is bound to respect. 

Now, is ita fact that the Attorney-General is prohibited by 
law from appearing in these cases, where American citizens have 
gone onto public lands, complied with the law, obtained patents 

ued to them by the United States? And is it possible that 
when those patents are questioned, the great law officer of this 
country has no right to appear? He may appear in patent cases. 
He may appear for any corporation, railroad, or anything else, 
except for these settlers. 

Where is there any such law Same ang him? Show it to 
me. I want to introduce a bill before I go home to-day to re- 

al such an infamous law,if there isone. Itseems inconceiva- 

e tome, Mr. Chairman, that the representatives of the people 
of the United States can refuse this amendment or authoriza- 
tion in this matter, for those settlers. 

The matter was also referred to the Attorney-General. Here 
is his reply: 


po Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the 9th in- 


it will be practicable for the Department to comply with the resolution 
as amended, that is, by directing the United States attorney for the south- 
ern district of California to take charge of the cases on behalf of the settlers 
or by the employment of special counsel for that purpose. 
As you ask me for suggestions as to the form or substance of the resolu- 
n. I have taken the liberty of making those which appear on the original 
y interlineations in lead pencil. Lest you might have some diffculty in 
8 them out, I inclose a typewritten copy of the resolution as thus 
Respectfully yours, 
RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General, 
Hon. CASE BRODERICK, : 
House Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives. 


You see, gentlemen, that itis your plain duty todo this. I 
have had read the letter of the Commissioner of the General 


Land Office, saying that it will be an outrage if you do not do it. 
I have called attention also to the letter of the Attorney-Gene- 
ral of the United States, saying that it is practicable, that he 
can do it, and sending a draft of an amendment making that 
resolution stronger. The resolution suggested by the Attorney- 
General is as follows: 

Joint resolution providing for the assumption by the United States of thede- 


fonse of the settlers in the United Statescourts in the ease of the Southern 
Pacific Raſlroad Company vs. Certain Settlers on public lands in California. 


Wherevs the Southern Pacific Railroad Company has begun an action at 
law in the United States courts to osses a large number of settlers on 
public lands in California of their farms and homes; and 

Whereas said settlers entered on said lands and made entries thereof in 
accordance with the laws of the United States, and many ot them hold United 
States patents for said lands; and 

Whereas the Judge of the United States court at Los Angeles, Cal., has 
rendored a decision in said action by which said settlers, who in good faith 

urchased of the United States said lands, paying the price fixed by law for 

6 same, relying upon the integrity of the Government, and believing, as 
they had a right to believe, that said lands were a part of the public domain 
as claimed by the Government, are in danger of losing their homes; and 

Whereas the said settlers are abont to appeal from the decision of the dis- 
trict Judge to the United States court of appeals: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress asa: That the United States will assume the de- 
fense of the settlers in said cases, and that the Attorney-General of the 
United States, by the United States attorney for the southern district of 
California, or by counsel specially appointed, is hereby authorized and 
directed to appear for sald settlers in said cases and to do all acts and 
things necessary and proper to defend the titles of said settlers under pat- 
ents of laws of the United States. 


I appeal to the gentleman. I would like to have somebody 
who is going to object to this amendment explain why he ob- 
jects; and why, of all men, the settlers upon the Sabha lands 
shall not have assistance from the law officers of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Chairman, you know that it is the common people, the 
settlers, the American citizens, who have made this country what 
itis. These men haye gone onto these desert lands and made 
homes there; have done all the work of opening lands which 
were not worth 5 cents an acre without their labor and enter- 
prise. Ifthese people can not be defended, if they have no rights, 
and if they can not appeal to the Attorney-General, the law offi- 
cer of the Government, I do not think we have any use for an 
Attorney-General or law officer of this Government. [Applause.] 

But your rich corporations can have all the assistance they 
require. Thecorporations can come in here and have, itseems 
all they desire; but the common people have norights here, and 
the law is made to operate against them. Why, you gentlemen 
of the Democratic party go on the stump and present the claims 
of your party as bong the friends of the common people, the 
workingmen, and particularly the farmers; but when they come 
and only ask justice you tell them to go to the devil, that they 
have no rights in this Government. P 

I want to bring this matter up in such a manner that we shal 
have a vote upon if for the first time, because I believe the 
chairman can see that there is no point of order that can lie 
against this amendment. It does not increase the appropria- 


‘tions, and there is no new legislation in it. It is exactly in 


order, and all I ask now of members here is that I may have a, 
vote, yes or no; are you in favor of the rights of the ple, the 
common people, on the public lands, or are you against them, 
and shall we sit here and legislate for the benefit of the great 
cities, for corporations, and for Wall street? Why do you avoid 
this matter, and ee this question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Perhaps it is proper for me to state, in 
reply to the gentleman from e 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Ireserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has no time to reserve, Mr. 
Chairman, when he ceases to address the House. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I had ten minutes, I think. 

Mr. CULBERSON. L say it od gene proper for me to ob- 
serve that a resolution was offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, of which 
I have the honor to be a member. That resolution has been dis- 
cussed before the committee on several occasions, and we have 
about, as I think, come to the conclusion that the passage of the 
resolution introduced by the gentleman from California would 
establish a very hurtful precedent. 

I think the committee are of the opinion that a resolution 
should be adopted which would authorize the Attorney-General 
to make an employment in one of these cases and test the ques- 
tion involved. It will be understood, Mr. Chairman, that the 
questions involved in these cases are precisely the same. It 
seems that this land was granted to the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road years and years ago. After that the authorities of the In- 
terior Department, or the Secretary of the Interior rather, con- 
cluded that this land grant had lapsed, and that it did not cover 
this section of country in which these controversies have risen. 

peak ROW DE of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
there 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Pardon me just now. I will answer any 
questions after awhile. Accordingly this land was opened to 
settlement, and the number of people who settled upon this land 
issomewhere about 1,200 or 1,500. Subsequently a suit had 
been instituted in the United States circuit court for the dis- 
trict of California and has been determined adversely to the 
claimants in that case. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
if he will allow me the time. He is mistaken. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. [understand that the trial 
in the court below was determined uponademurrer. The court 
sustained the demurrer, and the defendant refused to plead over, 
and the case was appealed to the circuit court, at least, for that 
circuit, and it is now in that circuit pending as an appeal from 
the decision of the court below upon the demurrer, the defend- 
ant refusing to answer over. Now, the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from California was to authorize the Attorney-General 
‘to employ counsel in all of these cases, when the employment 
of counsel in one of these cases would have been entirely suffi- 
cient, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all I want. All lawyers 
know that the settlement of one case settles all the remainder 
of like kind. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The amendment is not so drawn. And, 
- so far as I am individually concerned, I do not believe that there 
is any obligation on the Government to defend this title what- 
ever. Of course patent is issued, and if the suit is determined 
adversely to the settler in the court of last resort, the Govern- 
mentought to pay back the money with interest upon it. That 
is what 1 think. Now, I understand this resolution here pro- 
vides that of the $20,000 proposed to be appropriated in this bill 
$5,000is to be set apartto pay the attorney who may be employed 
in this case. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If the Attorney-General finds 
it necessary. None of it may be necessary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Attorney- 
General has already estimated that it will be necessary for Con- 
gress to appropriate $20,000 to enable him to employ 5 
attorneys to aid the district attorneys throughout the United 
States; so if you cutfrom that $5,000 for this special purpose, 
then, of course, you create a deficiency which would have to be 
accounted for hereafter; and besides, Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man says he knows no reason why the Attorney-General should 
not employ counsel to appear in these cases. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not know that it is neces- 


Mr. CULBERSON. The ie iphone ought to know that un- 
less there is in some law which specially authorizes the Attor- 
ney-General to appear in a case, he can not do it unless the 
United States be a party to the suit. If the United States were 
a party to this suit, then it would be the duty of the Attorney- 
General to direct the district attorney to appear and make de- 
fense; but this isa suit of the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 


, pany against the citizens, : 
Mr. OWERS of California. This is really the case of the 
United States. 


Mr. CULBERSON. The United States is nota pen to it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Butit affects all the same class 
of lands they now claim, and are selling to-day. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The United States gave patents to the 
land. This is notan application to pay back this money to the 
settlers on it, and there can not be such aclaim until the fact is 
shown that they have lost the land by the judgment of the court 
of last resort. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I hope the gentleman will al- 
low me a minute before he gets through, so that I may correct 
his statement with reference to these cases. Thatcase was tried 
onademurrer. That demurrer was overruled. They were al- 
lowed to file a new one, and the new trial has been held in this 
case at the court of Los Angeles, and the decision has not been 
rendered. It has gone no farther; but which ever way it goes 
the case will go to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Just one word further. I know that the gentleman from Texas 
wants to give the whole truth. 

This is not land-grant land except that they are lieu lands. 
They are on the ten-mile indemnity limits for lands that were 
found to be mineral; and they were taken as lieu lands, and the 
settlers have been on them for ten, fifteen, and twenty years. 
They were opened equally to railroad selection and the citizens; 
and your Department holds them so to-day. Now, on the ques- 
tion as to whether the United States is a party to this suit. 
They are claiming that land to-day, and they are selling that 
land to-day, and granting patents for it. 8 

Mr. CULBERSON. Who is? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The United States; the Interior 
Department. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Do J understand you to say that the rail- 
road com has no claim to this land? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Only to the extent that they 
might have been selected by the railroad company in the ten- 
mile limit of lieu lands in place of sections in the original grant 
found to be mineral lands, but the company did not make these 
selections until after they were occupied by settlers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Are the railroads possessed of any claim 
to the lands unless suit is brought simply to have the authority 
or the foundation for any claim? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They have no authority there. 
This land was thrown open to settlement through the orders of 
the Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. I Would like to ask my colleague a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like the attention of the 
gentleman from Texas. The Chair was inclined to the opinion 
that this amendment was germane, and was notincluded within 
the limitations which would make it out of order on an appro- 
priation bill; but that might depend, perhaps, upon the question 
as to whetheror not the Attorney-General of the Uni States 
is authorized by law to employ counsel in any particular case. 

Mr. CULBERSON. He is authorized to employ special coun- 
sel to assist the Attorney-General in certain cases. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘That isjust the question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Butit will be observed this is a case in 
which the Government of the United States is not a party, and 
therefore the Attorney-General says he has no authority to ap- 


ar. 
be The CHAIRMAN, - The gentleman will allow the Chair to in- 
quire where is the law that authorizes the Attorney-General to 
employ counsel? Does this amendment limit his authority in 
that respect? 

Mr. LANE. If I correctly remember, the provision of law 

will be found in section 362 of the Revised Statutes. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] to the fact that in a case in 
the State of Iowa, in which the circumstances were very similar 
to those here, the Fifty-first Congress authorized an appropria- 
tion to enable the Attorney-General to employ special counsel 
to appear in the case. That was the case of settlers on the Des 
Moines River lands, the question involved being very similar 
to that involved here. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That confirms exactly what I say—that 
the Attorney-General without special law has no authority todo 
anything of this kind. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the section which has 
been referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 302. The Attorney-General shall exercise general superintendence 
and direction over the attorneys and marshals of all the cts in the 
United States and the Territories as to the manner of discharging their re- 
spective duties; and the several district attorneys and marshalsare ulred 
to report to the Attorney-General an account of their official Proceedings, 
and of the state and condition of their respective offices, in such time 


manner as the Attorney-General may direct. 


Mr. CULBERSON. There is a provision of law authorizing 
and directing the President to haveappearance made in all cases 
in which the Government of the United States isa party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to see that provision 
of the statute, à 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will look it as 

Mr. LANE. The Attorney-General himself holds that he has 
no authority to appear in these cases. This amendment itself 
confesses the fact. The gentleman who advocates the amend- 
ment concedes the fact in his argument. Now, if there isnoau- 
thority for the employment of counsel without the adoption of 
this amendment, then it changes existing law; there is no doubt 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If whatthe gentleman assumes to be true 
is a fact, his position is correct; but is that the case? 

Mr. LANE, That isthe confession here. Let us seehowthis 
matter comes here. The Government many years ago patented 
these lands to the railroad company; afterward it patented the 
same lands to these private parties. Now, what does the patent 
in the latter case amount to? It is an absolute nullity. And 
when the Government makes a patent to a party it does not 
give 5 that it will defend the title of the grantee in 
the patent. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Butthe Governmentclaims the 
rest of these lands, and is selling them to-day. 

Mr. LANE. Lam talking about the lands to which these par- 
ties lay claim. The Government gaya patents to these 1,500 

le. the Government owned the land the patent is valid: if 
it did not, it is a nullity. The Government does not warrant the 
title of the grantee in such cases. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Suppose the Government of the United 
States comes in and asserts title to the land? 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. That is just what it does. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In that case does not the law authorize the 
Department of Justice to begin action to establish the title of 
the Government? Can not that be done without any change of 
the law at all? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly, in such a case as the gentleman sup- 
poses; but the Government does not claim this land at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand from my friend from Cali- 
fornia that the Government now asserts title to this land. 

Mr. LANE. No, sir. z 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is exactly what it does. 

Mr. LANE. The railroad sompeny ciate’ these lands filed 
an action of ejectment, alleging in their declaration that they 
were the owners of the land. That is what the record shows. 
These parties who had settled upon the lands came in and filed 
a demurrer; and on that demurrer the court rendered judg- 
ment to the effect that the railroad company owned the lands. 

Now, there is not money enough in the world to defeat a judg- 
ment of that kind. These parties, by refusing to plead the gen- 
eral issue, by failing to deny the state of facts alleged in the dec- 
laration, and by allowing the suit to go to jude ment upon the 
demurrer, practically confessed that the railroad ‘company 
owned the lands. Now, the gentleman from California wants 
this Government to intervene in behalf of these parties and de- 
fend 1,500 lawsuits. The Government has no right to defend a 
suit against a citizen. If the Government is going to defend 
these people, then it must make defense in all similar cases. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the gentleman hold that the Govern- 
ment, eg ee a patent to a citizen for a tract of land, is 
entirely discharged from all liability, equitable or legal, to de- 
fend the title of the grantee? 

Mr. LANE. I say that if the patent is void the whole thing 
is void. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But ought not the Government to interest 
itself to establish the validity of its own conveyance? ‘ 

Mr. LANE. Ido not see how the Government can acknowl- 
edge such an obligation in this case when it does not acknowl- 
edge it in others. In issuing its patent it does not guarantee 
titie. 

The CHAIRMAN. - The Chair intimated an impression afew 
moments ago that this amendment might be in order as a con- 
dition or limitation upon the appropriation embraced in the bill. 
On further examination, however, the Chair finds that the amend- 
ment proposes to change an existing law—section 363 of the 
Revised Statutes, which authorizes the Attorney-General, ‘‘when- 
ever in his opinion the public interests may require it, to employ 
and retain in the name of the United States such attorneys 
as he may think necessary to assist the district attorneys in the 
discharge of their duties.” This amendment proposes to author- 
izs the Attorney-General to employ special counsel to defend 
certain cases pending between private individuals in the State 
of California. As this would give to the Attorney-General power 
which he has not now under general law, the amendment would 
evidently be a Shange of existing law; and therefore the point 
of order is sustained. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Governmentfor the fiscal year ending June 
30,1895, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. EDMUNDS, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BLACE of Illinois, for ten days from the 28th instant, 
on account of important business. 


BADGE OF ARMY AND NAVY UNION. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a joint resolution, which I think will oc- 
cupy buta minute. It does not involve any expenditure what- 
ever. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 123) 5 the wearing of the distinctive 
venue — by the Regular Army and Navy Union upon all occasions 
of ceremony. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution just read? 


ani HOPKINS of Illinois. Ishould like to hear the report 
read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no written report, though the 
Committee on Military Affairs considered this measure and au- 
thorized a report. This organization, the Regular Army and 
Navy Union, is composed of officersand enlisted men of the Reg- 
ular Army and Navy. Its purpose is to assist in preserving 
order and discipline and also to promote social relations. In ad- 
dition ito that, it is charitable in its operations. It buries the 
dead members of the association and takes care of their depend- 
ent relatives. It resembles in its general character and work 
the Grand Army; but it is composed, as I have said, of officers 
and enlisted men of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. LOUD. What is its badge? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Well, it has a button and a badge some- 
what similar to that of the Grand Army; but the resemblance is 
oe closs enough to cause anyone to mistake the one for the 
other. ‘ 

There being no objection. the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to move an amendment, which 
has been agreed to by the committee, to insert before the word 
“occasions,” in line 5, the word“ public.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUL'HWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last voto was laid on the table. j 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM H. ENOCHS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The Clerk 
will report the special order. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the i7th day of March, from 2 o'clock in the af- 


ternoon, be set apart for the purpose of ying eulogies to the late H. 
W. H. Enochs. $ x 4 gi 5 * 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I call for the reading of the resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
g ou death of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State 
0 o. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
public oh Cie and private character of the deceased be thoroughly com- 
memorated. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the widow of the deceased. 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of these services the House, as a further 
mark of respect, do adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, William H. Enochs was 
born in Noble County, Ohio, March 29, 1842, and died in the city 
15 ironion, his home, on Thursday morning, the 13th day of July, 
1893. 

Of his parents I knew but little, and that only by common re- 
port. ey were people in moderate or possibly poor circum- 
stances, and the boy was compelled to work on the farm in aid 
of his father and to secure a living for himself. The fatherand 
mother of Enochs are said to have been persons possessing more 
than ordinary strength of character. They were of pious minds 
and very industrious and upright people. 

Young Enochs made good headway in the schools which he 
attended, being for the early years of his student life simply the 
common schools of Lawrence County, Ohio, to which section his 
parents had removed. He taught school and with the proceeds 
of that employment attended the Ohio University at Athens, at 
my home. The impression he made upon the people of my town 
and upon the faculty of the college was that Enochs was a hand- 
some, well-behaved, ambitious young man with country man- 
ners and country tendencies. is deportment as a student was 
such as to challenge the approval of the professors, and he made 
an impression upon the people of the town which made them 
ever afterwards his friends. 

It can hardly be said of him that he manifested distinguishing 
traits of character, but he did manifest satisfactory traits of char- 
acter. He was manly, upright, industrious, courageous, and 
conformed to the rules of the college and the customs of the 
town to the entire satisfaction of His friends. 

Young Enochs was a student at the Ohio University in the 
spring of 1861,when the war broke out, In giving his early experi- 
ence he was in the habit of saying that when the war began he 
followed the first fife and drum that came along. The notes of 
that fife and drum are still sounding in my memory. It was on 
the evening of the Sunday following the attack upon Fort Sum- 
ter that the first meeting to express the opinion of that college 
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town upon the great subject of rebellion and war was held in the 
town of Athens, and young Enochs was there. I still remember 
the glow on his face and the light in his eye as the news from 
Washington was read and resolutions to contribute men and 
money were adopted. 5 

Very shortly afterwards he enlisted in the Twenty-second Ohio 
Volunteers for three months. Thatregiment, like many others 
from Ohio, was organized under the Seward theory of a sixty- 
days’ termination of the war, but long before the end of the 
sixty days it was plainly visible to the intelligent eye that we 
had embarked in a war of years, and the young soldier reën- 
listed at Ceredo, W. Va., in the Fifth West Virginia Volun- 
teers, in Company K. 

He had seen three months’ service. He was finely formed anda 
soldierly looking young man, and it has been we 1 said of him 
that he was a boy in blue all over. 

As a soldier he was a dashing soldier. I never heard that he 
made plans of action, but I have heard that he always acted. He 
became a lieutenant in December, 1861, and on April 19, 1862, he 
was promoted to captain of Company E, and on August 17, 1863, 
he became lieutenant-colonel, which rank he held until Decem- 
ber 19, 1864, when he was promoted to colonel of the First West 
Virginia Regiment, into which the Fifth and Ninth had been 
consolidated. This position he held until the close of the war, 
and after the war Col. Enochs was brevetted brigadier-general 
in honor of his honorable services on the field. 

The regiments with which Gen. Enochs served performed sub- 
stantial and valuable military services. They were in the promi- 
nent battles of Cross Keys, Bull Run, Winchester, Opequon, 
Cloud Mountain, Lynchburg, Cedar Creek, and Fisher Hill. 

I think it can be said of him as a soldier that he was a good 
fighter. With all the vicissitudes of politics and personal mat- 
ters I never heard a word of detraction in regard to the military 
record of this gallant man. His characteristics as a soldier, in 
addition to those to which I have already alluded, was a special 
adaptation toskirmish fighting. He had a way of getting a little 
texts out than the average man on the skirmish line and as- 
certaining a little more about the enemy’s position than the 
average man, 

He was an uneducated, untrained, and undisciplined Phil 
Sheridan. He had all the ardor of that great leader, all the 

ush, all the courage, all the patriotic devotion. He was lack- 
, of course, as we all were, in skill, in training, and in the- 


ories. . 

The soldier of 1861 was the ideal soldier of the war. On more 
than one occasion I have done, in my way, and with my ability, 
full justice to the men of all ranks, and all terms of service who 
did what they could to put down the rebellion, and I have not 
drawn lines of demarkation between the three-years man and 
the four-years man, and any other man who did honorable sery- 
ice. But after all, there is to my mind a special halo around 
the menof 1861. There is something in the men who heard the 
gun of Fort Sumter in all its enormous reverberations and ap- 
preciated in some measure the terrible importance of that awful 
shock and hastened with all proper speed and promptne3s, anx- 
ious to accept the gage of war and meet the shock of battle. 

It was the soldier of 1861 who did not measure consequences 
or weigh results. His country was assailed and he knew it, and 
that was all he wanted to know.. He did not inquire the rate of 
compensation or the amount of pension he was to receive. He 
never thought of it. He looked about him to make some ar- 
rangements for those who depended upon him, shouldered his 
musket as the men of Lexington and Concord shouldered theirs, 
and marched with a purpose and determination as heroic as was 
the sacrifices of the men at Valley Forge and Yorktown. 

Such a man was William H. Enochs. Full honor for services 
in the field will always be awarded his memory by his comrades 
of the war and by the people who knew him. 

He studied law after the war, and graduated at the Cincinnati 
law school in 1866. He began the practice of law in West Vir- 

inia, but after about a year he removed to Ironton, where he 

ived the remainder of his life. > 

In the latter years of his law practice he devoted much time 
to railroad practice and in that connection was an industrious, 
energetic, enterprising, and ambitious lawyer. 

He was elected to the Legislature of Ohio in 1869 and served 
a single term, and voluntarily withdrew from politics for the 
time being. 

As a lawyer little need be said beyond the fact that he was in- 
dustrious, persevering, and ambitious. He stood well at the bar, 
and in the lines of his profession which he pursued he was suc- 
cessful. Asa citizen he was an aggressive friend of Ironton and 
the section in which he lived. 

He had intelligent views on business affairs, and as he had 
been in the war so he was in „on the skirmish line of en- 
terprise and business aggression. 


the 


He was a candidate for Congress in 1888, but failed to receive 
the nomination, but in 1890, after one of the most exciting strug- 
gles ever known in that section of Ohio, he was nominated for 

ongressman. The district had been newly formed. It con- 
sisted of the counties of Athens and Meigs, Gallia, Lawrence 
and Scioto. Three of-the counties had come from the old 
Eleventh district and two from the Fifteenth district, and had 
been thrown together in the new Twelfth district. : . 

As thus constituted the new district had two members of Con- 
gress, both of whom were candidates, and both of whom were 
supported, with great pertinacity by the delegations from two 
counties, but the loyal and untiring support given to Gen. 
Enochs by his own county of Lawrence carried the day for him, 
and he was nominated, and although he had received the nom- 
ination at the end of an unparalleled struggle, which lasted five 
days, in two different conventions, an adjournment having been 
taken from one city to another and a per od of two months hay- 
ing intervened—so satisfactory was his nomination that no man 
ever received a more loyal support than he received in all the 
Seon of the district and by all the men of his party every- 
where. ` 

Of his services connected with the Fifty-second Congress, 
others will speak. Those who served with him in this Hall can 
best describe his character in Congress. 

Of him it can be truthfully said that he was careful and con- 
siderate of and attentive to the wants of his district. He was 
a faithful representative of local interests and made warm friends 
among the members of Congress, and received the approval of a 
new constituency ina Congressional district which was practically 


that in which he had long lived, by being renominated by accla- 


mation and elected by an overwhelming majority to the Fifty- 
third Congress, but before that i assembled the messenger 
came and the soul of this gallant and distinguished soldier and 
faithful citizen was removed from earth to join the great major- 
ity of his comrades of the war on the other shore. 


On Fame's eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 

And glory guards with solemn round 
The bivouac of the dead, 


Mr. Speaker, I feel that I can not better discharge my duty to 
my dead colleague in this behalf than to incorporate in my re- 
marks the eloquent and beautiful address of Rev. W. B. Marsh, 
delivered at the funeral of Mr. Enochs: 


COMRADES: To-day Ohio mourns a heroic and devoted no a man whose 
career recorded would furnish a part of the vital history of our common- 
wealth 1 8 nation, and whose character had elements worthy of painstak- 
analysis. 
regret that the brevity enforced by this mournful occasion will permit 
so little liberty on my part in this direction. 

Itis perhaps fitting that be who lived so modestly and carried himself as 
a son of the people and a brother and comrade of every man should be laid 
away with simplest obsequies; public, only because the public know that 
og are always at home on the grounds and in the home of Gen. Enochs. 
This great assembly has convened spontaneously to swell the one sad ac- 
claim of family friends and old comrades in arms. 

Our distinguished friends from abroad, representing both commonweal 
and nation. are here in discharge of no mere perfunctory duty, but to ble: 
their testimony with ours that we have lost not only a great citizen, but a 
friend and a brother. 

The . lessons that always find their way to honest hearts con- 
cerning life and immortality have been abundantly suggested and have found 
expression in the more impressive language of song and prayer and of holy 
Scripture. Nolong exhortations can deepen or enhance what is borne in 
upon our souls so solemnly and affectingly. The spirit of Duty stands at 
the head of the bier andthe spirit of Love at its foot, and they point us to the 
pone cesa aa one worthy to be a leader still along the path of a devoted and 
patriotic life. 


The elder ages were distinguished by contrasting extremes of human 
character and destiny. God seemed not to care except for mighty men, and 
to use mankind as but a base soil out of which to grow heroes. Wehavenow 
entered a new age, a second act in this drama of the divine purposes. Now 
the word has gone forth from the throne to ‘make a highway for the 
pea “Every mountain now shall be made low, and every valley shall 
exalted," not to secure the level of mediocrity, but the grade of the 


sublime. 

God purposed and purposes to make all men his people and to make all 
his people prophets. He planned of old through the hero as an individual 
to raise up a race of men of heroic mould. eschew purposely the cant 
phrases of a socialism that is ignorant and pretentious, and that seeks prog- 
ress by debasing high things rather than by a great continental elevation. 
But the era has dawned and is now crescent whose commanding purpose is 
bree So a of society, of man as an order, rather than of man as an in- 

ual. 

It is now often said by the frowning pessimist that the day of great men 
is passed; that our age has not and can not produce the hero; that in poli- 
a sag in literature, and in art, and in religion excellence is no longer at- 

nable. 

“Great is mediocrity,” seems to their ears the watchword of the nine- 


-| teenth century democracy. But these men misinterpret the method of tha 


divine progress and evolution. 

The supreme care for many ages did indeed seem 8 to produce a 
few men worthy of being called after God's name. ingle personalities 
looming up in the midst of a low level of degraded humanity, men superem- 
inent quite as much by reason of the depression of their surroundings as by 
their celestial altitude. 

But thus God has i to secure first the piers of the great bridge, after- 
wards tocast athwart the chasm the mighty cable. Joshua and David, Heze 
ekiah and Ezra are buttresses of the King’s highway, Enoch and Moses and 
Elijah are Gibral ar fortresses,at once frowning over and protecting the 
low-lying plains and exposed seas of humanity. 
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But God seeks now quite other things. And with this change or maturity 
of plan arisesa new exigency. The eee now to crown the superior man 
arequite diferent. He must still be brave and loving and honest of purpose 
and self-devoted. 

But now he must of the new spirit of a divine social democracy. 
Now, the question is not how elevated a man is in his separate personality, 
but how well does he fill his place in the social organism. 

His very success in this serve to hide from the undiscerning the su- 
perb quality of his influence. The great man to-day, to fulfill God's present 

urpose, must ba like len ven endowed with mighty but secretly working pow- 
of human sympathies, not a measuring rod to show people how small 
they are beside the Colossus. 

© most conspicuous gift of the men of the new age is a certain spirit of 
human brotherliness—comraderie, Thesolemn obeisance, the prostration of 
the body, the stately inclination of the proud head, the formal salute, may 
indicate respect or ofictal subservlency or recognition of social equality. 
But the graspof the hand through which pulsates the blood of a warm heart, 
ths beaming eye which tells of 5 and interest and common rights 
this is the symbol of comradeship. 

There is agiftinit. Youcan not impart it or imitate it. It is more than 
an art—it is a mystery—how an honest, cordial man, feeling himself as in 
the same boat of destiny with you, and glad of it, can impart somewhat of 
his very soul to you in the way he krape your hand. ere are political 
handshakings and ministerial haudshaſtings, but they are as far removed 
from that of which I syne as society kisses are from the kiss a mother 
presses upon her baby’s 

Gen. Enochs had this rare gift of aeon and honest cordiality. To shake 
hands with him was an uaintance. throb of human brotherliness came 
across that bridge. He did not need to say that he liked you or wanted to 
help you. He made no professions of extraordinary friendship, but felt 
himself that he was your comrade and ready to share anything that he had, 
good gifts or perilous service. į 

Social philosophers have a great deal to say about equality. The word 
and the tongue are poisoned with the leaven of selfishness. 

There are two forms of grona that which by might and opportunity ap- 
popra all it can get—t 

t 


even the gifts of ee 
The doctrine of social equali 
sors, butcher knife and scales. 

High above this goddess of the Paris commune the spirit of comradeship 
sits cloud-enthroned. 

Comradeship consists with largest divergence of gift and possession. 
Your superior officer, your commander, may be your comrade. If more 
highly endowed, if more highly favored, he says by look and action, Take 


‘ou Will; let me eg yon if I can.“ 
The grandest comrad: ip of the ages was that of Jesus with his chosen 
twelve. 


May the time never come when we shall have a mechanical, mathemati- 
calequality. But may the day be hastened when the rich and the poor, the 
highly endowed and the ignorant, the strong and the weak, shall be able to 
hands, sn. more than We are equals," more even than “we are 
frethren,” batter, are comrades.” 


We bear to his grave to-day a man worthy of superior honor. He won his 


What you need; ask what 


lace not by home influence, not by advantages of birth and inherited 
Paii, not by political intrigue nor by favor in high places, but by sheer 
force of innate manhood. 


Gen. Enochs, transplanted to other ages, would have won his way to the 
front, and might have gained the deceptive luster which now in our oyes 
irradiates the mighty men of the elder agos But the glory of our friend is 


he was true ht of thisdawning day of human brotherh 
Ale was alive with the very spas of the age. His sword was tip with 
divine fire from off Liberty's altar, and he was baptized in the rising flood 


that great sea which is ere long to wipe away human wrong. 
ote honor him for attainments and for achievements in camp and field 
ve halls. But most of all do we honor and hail the memory of 
one who never for a moment forgot he was one of the people, not ashamed 
e. : 


riotism of this new age. 


zenship. His love of e e passionate, his self-devotion was perfect, 


ö ll, but possessed some 
type. Undo 

whevot the spirit of Kaiser William the Third, who bids his people trust him 
as he trusts God. A hero of this type poses—attitudinizes. 

Our age has made an advance, not a retrograde, in produ men like 
Sheridan and Hayes and Enochs, who rode at the head of thi columns 
and said not boys go in,“ but boys come on.“ Ihave read history, all I 
could get my hands on. My boyhood was thrilled with fancies from the 
bloody scenes of ancient heroism. But never in all the history of the race 
have men fought with the abandon of uncalculating bravery as up and down 
the marches of the Shenandoah Valley. I saw the Wilderness, and Spott- 
sylvania, and Cold Harbor, but momentous as was the 5 Te and unflinch- 
ing the courage, yet Winchester and its approaches saw deeds of personal 

of the highest order known among men. I speak as one who had 
bot. these scences of tremendous achieve- 


ToYS; are you 
„“ is the prompt reply. Victor 
fore whom Achilles and his ban 


out of defeat. 
But the best thing of it all was that this heroism was not a mere parade of 
physical prowess; it was championshipof great principles. The Greek poet 


represents the very gods as e ted in the fight around ancient Troy, and 
pe heroic deeds in aid of their favorites. And the Hebrew bard de- 
clares that the very stars in their courses fought against Sisera.” We be 

lieve that not nature alone or lower potencies of celestial or evil were 
arrayed, but that Jehovah of Hosts marshaled our in contest on 


which hung the fate of a continent and the destiny of a race. And the 


of the battle for union and liberty will resound . the valleys and hills 
of V till the archangel’s trunrp shallsound. Great was the arena, ob- 
of menand angels the contest, and enduring the victory. A new 
peace has assumed royal sway, not clad in robes of oriental effeminacy, but 
with victory-crowned brow. so evermore, 


God give us peace, not such as lulls to sleep, 

But sword on thigh and brow with purpose knit. 
And let our ship of state to harbor oe 

Her ports all up, her battle lanterns lit, 
And her leashed thunders gathering for their leap. 


And evermore God give us men, true to the high ideal and true to the 
illustrious type, seeking to fulfill their destiny as sons of a great republic. 

There are many things we would be glad to say in further portraiture of 
the noble band of men, some of whom have crossed the fi and someare 
crossing now,” but it is not meet. 

We believe that God who had need of Samson and of Jephtha—of the strong 
and of the valiant—as weil as need of Moses the devout and Samuel the spir- 
itual, had and has still a place in His kingdom for these men of mighty 
deeds. They have worked out their salvation in somewhat diverse fashion 
from many who have been types more approved of mother church; but be- 
neath all has beén the same sterling spirit of faith in God and sublime de- 
votion to duty which under any form and guise constitute the bone and 
muscle of true religion. 

Happy the mo t whose training and breadth of view enable him to 
tell a man when he sees one. 

Wise the religious teacher who has learned to discount pretentious saint- 
liness, with its marble polish, and to pause in admiration before elements in 
character of granite and iron. Marble is good for grand balconies and for 
tombstones; granite and iron make foundation stones and anchors. 

The noblest work of God and highest study of man are found within the 
compass of a brave soul. 

It took the Almighty more than ten milleniums to make a man, and then 
He was not satisfied with him. “It repented God that He had made man,” 
naively says the ancient chronicler. 

Failure we know there can be none. When God breaks old molds of life 
it is not because He has tried and failed, but because He has used the molds 
and fulfilled their 0 and wishes to clear the field tor a higher product. 
So God made man, or is making him. 

There is room and scope for grander things, both for the race here and for 
the individual in the free and glorious kingdom beyond. 

We point not to Gen. Enochs's life and character and say, ‘Behold the 1 ——— 
fect man,” but rather “Behold what broad foundations the master builder 
has laid for temple or for palace.” 

Unpretentious, sincere, brave, brotherly, reverent of God, and a lover of 
all men was he. : 

The battle of life is ended and, as in many another battle, the victor isthe 
victiin—the fallen is the hero in the strife: 

We bless God that this is but the earthward view. And standing on these 
ma shores, if penetrate we may the mysterious void through which he 
as passed, we rend the heavens with our salute. e, well done! 


In addition to this I will embody in my address an editorial 
written by his friend, and which I believe accurately describes 
his services to the country. 

It is as follows: 


Gen. Enochs was born near Middleburg, in Noble County, March 29, 1842, 
Frying Gotan 51 years of age last March. His parents were Henry and Jane 
Miller Enochs. 

He was reared on his father’s farm and attended the common schools in 
winter with the advantage, however, of one term at the Ohio University. 
When Fort Sumter was upon he was a student at the Ohio University, 
and on the 19th of April, 1861, he entered in Company B, Twenty-second O 
Volunteer infantry; soon after he was promoted to corporal and sent to 
the railroad between Marietta and Parkersburg, thence to West Virginia, 
participating in the numerous marches and s ishes of his command, 
and the battle of Rich Mountain. He was promoted to fourth sergeant, and 
listed in Company K, Fitun West Virginia lnteacry, au or kanälen com. 

t om A an on com- 
posed almost wholly of Ohio men. i 

In October he was elected oats of his company, but owing to his youth 
the colonel of the regiment refused to recommend him for a captain’s com- 
mission, and he was made first lieutenant of the company. drill and 
beret 9 pce soon attracted the attention of the army officers, and he was fre- 
uently complimented for the manner in which he had brought up the com- 
pany. ent was organized and camped at Ceredo, W. Va. Rebel 
regiments were also being organized within a few miles of its camp, th 


surrounding 8 swarmed with bushwhackers, and his com an 
regiment was in ve service from the time of their enlistment. the 
Winter of 1862, the regiment was ordered to Parkersburg. Soon after 


Lieut, Enochs was sent with his company to New Creek Station and as- 
ed to the command of that outpost. At this time there was a vacan 
in the majorship of the regiment, and Lieut. Enochs was recommend: 
by the officers of the regiment for the position, but again his youen pee 
vented his preferment, and he was promoted to captain and assigned to 
Company E. This company soon became the best drilled and disciplined 
company in the By, mere) and in the spring of 1862, led the advance at the 
battle of Moorfield, cipating in all its marches and skirmishes slong 
com South Branch of the Potomac, including the battle of McDowell, May 


Returning to Moorfield, the r ent crossed the mountains with the 
army under Gens, Schenck and oy, Striking the rear of the Confederate 
army under Stonewall Jackson, where the regiment was engaged. The 
Union armies, united under Gen. Frémont, followed Jackson up the Shen- 
andoah Valley, skirmishing and fighting day and night until the battle of 
Cross Keys, June’, 1862, when Jackson cri the river under cover of night, 
bur the bridge behind him; Frémont’s army went down the valley. 
Schenck’s division and Gen. Milroy’s brigade (to which the regiment then 
belonged) marched from Luray Valley across the Blue Ridge and joined 
the Army of Northern Virginia, commanded by Gen. John Pope. The dl- 
vision was ed to the Eleventh Corps, then commanded by Gen. Franz 
Sigel. The re; eg pacha nn in numerous skirmishes, until the terri- 
ble battle of ar Mount was fought, which was one of the most des- 
perate battles of the war. 

The regiment afterwards participated in the battles along the Rapidan 
and Rappahannock Rivers, including Freeman’s Ford and Sulphur Spring, 
being under fire every day for about twenty days, In the first day of the 
second battle of Manassas, although the junior captain of the regiment, 
Capt. Enochs was in command. The regiment went into the fight near the 
stone house, and in the woods some distance beyond the ent fought 
almost the entire two days of the battle over the possession of the railroad 
cutin thewoods. The cut was taken and retaken until one-fourth of the 


regiment was either killed, wounded, or missing. 
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History has never given the facts concerning this battle: the loss and dis- 
aster to the Union Army there has never been told. 

The regiment next participated in the battle of Chantilly. In all these 
marches, skirmishes, and battles Capt. Enochs took an active part, being in 
command of either his n or the regiment. 

After the battle of Chantilly the regiment being almost entirely destroyed, 
Was ordered to the fortifications around Washington to obtain shoes and 
clothing. Soon afterwards it was transferred to the Kanawha Valley, West 


In the sing ot 1803 it was ordered to Gauley Bridge, on the Kanawha, 
where it remained the ga 9 of the Tus scon and skirmish- 
ing through the moun of t country. August 17, 1 Ca 
Was commissioned lieutenant-colonel oftheregiment. May 4, 1 
mand broke camp and started toward Louisburg. W. Va. 

At Meadow Bluffs it joined the army under Gen. George Crook, and crossed 
the mountains, destroying the railroads and bridges. It joined the army 
under Gen. Hunter at Stanton, Va., and under that gentleman made the raid 
age Lynchburg. In its endeavor to get into Lynchburg, Col. Enochs with 

regiment charged the breastworks, but was repulsed and driven back 
with heavy loss. e Union Army was compelled to retreat tothe Kanawha 
Valley. ‘This was one of the longest and hardest raids of the war. It was, 
as hers general has stated it, days and nights of marching, starving, and 


eregiment remained but a short time inthe Kanawha Valley, when it 
Was ordered to Harpers Ferry and the Shenandoah yanar: e ar 
started up the valley, fighting the rebels at Bunkers Hill, July 19, 1864, a 
at Barters Farm. löl, and at Winchester, July 24. The Union 


his com- 


Seaan of four regiments, dri 
0 

maces regiment was in the front on the extreme right of the Union army. 
Shortly after os into the fight the rebels were found behind the stone 


Walls on the opp 
charged the rebels, driving them from their chosen positions until their for- 
tifications were reached, 

In this charge Col. Enochs was severely wounded when within 100 yards 
of the fortifications, a ballstriking him in the head and cutting through a 
heavy felt hat. He wassupposed to have been instantly killed, and was left 
where he fell. During the night he was conducted to regiment, and the 


next morning was again in command, 7 the retreating rebels to- 
ward = Hill, which point they had str y fortified. September 22, 
Col. Enochs was given charge of the advance, ch climbed the mountain 


and got in the rear of their works before they were discovered. When the 


eel wee ven, the whole army charged the fortifications, cap! most 
of the 8 artillery and routing their . The regiment under Col. 
pated in numerous other upto the battle of Cedar 


8 partici 
For gallant and meritorious services during this campaign Col, Enochs 
Was brevetted general, being the youngest manof his rank in the army of the 
Potomac. During this service regiment had become so de pleted that it 
‘Was consolidated with the Ninth West Virginia, and was after wards known 
as the First West V. a Veteran Infantry. 
The regiment re ed in the valley under Gen. Hancock until near the 


close of the war, when it was sent to Cumberland, Md., where Col. Enochs 
Maryland, and on March 


was assigned to thecommand of the department of 
13, 1835, he was commissioned brigadier-general. 


Gen. Enochs was a partisan in politics. He belonged to the 
Republican party. He believed in the principles and the policy 
of that party, and while he had the fullest toleration for the 
opinions of others at all times, yet he believed that it was the 
duty of that party at all times, and under all circumstances, to 
recognize and reward the services of the men who had made the 
Republican party great, strong, and powerful in the country, 
and I honor him for it. If he were to be tried on this occasion 
by the touchstone of the doctrinaire or by the professor of 
modern political methods of the ea or the South, or the West, 
he would fall far short of receiving the approval of such phari- 
saical judges; but if he were to be tried by the-standard of the 
men who have gone before him, and who made the party to which 
he belonged a great party, and impressed its principles upon the 
statute books of this country, and wrote them in indelible words 
of living light in the organic law of this land, he would stand 
par excellence a man to be honored by his successors in the Re- 
publican party. 

There was nothing about him that suggested the idea that he 
was ashamed of the men who had made him prominent in Ohio 
politics. I was willing to recognize the instrumentalities he 
was willing to use. 

Mr. Speaker, I attended his funeral at Ironton. On a beauti- 
ful Sunday we assembled at the home he loved so well and wit- 
nessed the ceremonies incident to that solemn occasion. Inever 
witnessed a greater demonstration of the love, affection, confi- 
dence, and esteem of a great constituency than was manifested 
at the bier of Gen. Enochs on that occasion. 

For many hours people came, not alone from the Ohio counties 
around him, but from across the river, and for miles from many 
directions a great column of sorrowing people; and as I sat and 
Witnessed the slow-moving pageant as it passed by the remains 
of Gen. Enochs, and saw the tears welling from the eyes of the 
prosperous, the strong, the poor, and the humble, the masses 
of citizens who had known himall his life, I felt that surely there 
was some quality about this gallant soldier and tried citizen that 
made him the especial idol and favorite of the population. It 
3 a high testimonial to his worth and standing as a man and 
citizer. 

ən. Enochs was most happy in his domestic relations. He 
marricd a wife possessed of bright intelligence and praiseworthy 


ambition, clothed as witha garment with the beautiful woman] 

qualities of modesty, energy, and courage; and to her, as muc. 

as to any other incident of his life, he owed the progress which 
he made. She had been to him a friend, monitor, and coun- 
selor. Faithful to the last, with a heart almost breaking, she 
stood at the grave of her husband, proud of his history, grateful 
for the sympathy manifested on every side, and took up the bur- 
den of his life where he had laid it down to see to it that the 
splendid boy that he left behind him should be, in some meas- 
ure at least, a representative of the good qualities of his father. 

Just as the funeral cortege was entering the beautiful burying 
place, peals of thunder and vivid flashes of lightning from mas- 
sive storm clouds rolling above startled the great audience, and 
for many minutes a display of electrical power such asisscarcel 
ever witnessed in that climate took place, and I felt as thoug 
it were a fitting tribute toa life that had been stormy but suc- 
cessful, a life t had been almost like ameteor flashing amid 
the surroundingclouds that had environed his pathway through 
life. Coming up, as he had, from humble life, he had written 
his name upon the records of his State in a way never to be erased, 
and this was the end. It was the endofa distinguished citizen, 
and these ceremonies to-day are but to remind those who come 
after that the reward of faithful service is the token of respect 
by the citizens of the community. These ceremonies can not do 
good to him, for— 

Can storied urn, or animated bust, 

Back to its mansion call the fleeting breath? 
Can honor's voice provoke the silent dust, 

Or flatt'ry soothe the dull, cold ear of death? 

No; but we can place above his tomb the chaplet of our honor, 
our love, our affection, our recognition. And the lesson comes 
to us to-day with great effect that we are passing away, that we 
are pareng off the stage of action; that the places that now 
know us willsoon be filled by others, and the admonition is that 
we so conduct ourselves here that hereafter we may meet the 
reward of the ede the other side; that in the great here- 
after our Father will say come up higher. 

In the grave all achievements of an earthly nature end. Tho 
lesson that comes to us is: 


The boast of heraldry, the pomp of pow’r, 
And all that beauty, all that wealth e'er gave, 
Await alike the inevitable hour, 


The paths of glory lead but to the grave. 
And if our lives are to end thus, life indeed were not worth 
living. Our hope or belief, our faith goes out to a higher, bet- 
ter, purer, and eternal life. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, prior to the 
meeting of the Fifty-second Congress, of which the late Gen. 
William H. Enochs was a member, I had no personal acquaint- 
ance with him. He was not, however, unknown to me by repu- 
tation; and I had heard him spoken of as a gentleman of abil- 
ity, and a soldier who had served with distinction in the late 
war for the suppression of the rebellion. But on the meeting of 
the Fifty-second Congress, in December, 1891, I soon became per- 
sonally acquainted with Gen. Enochs, and as I met him here in 
this from day to day I learned to t and admire him 
for his many y qualities and for his ability and patriotism. 

It is not an easy matter, Mr. Speaker, for a member of this 
body to take a very prominent position in his first term; but 
from my first acquaintance with Gen. Enochs, and from my ob- 
servation of his serviceduring the Fifty-second Congress, he im- 
pressed me as a gentleman of ability and of good character, genial 
and pleasant in his intercourse with his fellow-members, and 
attentive to the proceedings of the House. I know that in all 
matters of local interest to his constituentsand his State he was 
attentive, earnest, and faithful in looking after them. 

From frequent conversations with Gen. Enochs I knew thathe 
was not in good health during his service in Congress, and es- 
pecially during the last session of his service, when he felt great 
anxiety as to his health and at times was very despondent, If 
he did not say so in words, he made the impression upon my mind 
that he did not expect to live long. Hence, while I deeply re- 
gretted the sad event, I was not surprised to hear of his death. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to s at length 
upon the life and character of Gen. Enochs at this time. That 
duty will be better performed by those more intimately ac- 
quainted with him. I only desired to express the high regard I 
entertained for Gen. Enochs as a member of this body, and to 
pay some tribute to his memory. He was cut off after serving 
a single term in Congress. But brief as his service was, Mr. 
Speaker, it was honorable to him and honorable to his constitu- 
ents. 

I can not close, however, without referring to the record of 
Gen. Enochs as a soldier during the late war. That he was a 
brave and t soldier, and served his country patriotically 
and faithfully there can be no doubt. At the very inning of 
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the war for the suppression of the rebellion, and before he had 
reached his majority, his young heart was stirred with patriotic 
ardor; and he enlisted as a private and entered the service of his 
country as a soldier; and he served in every rank from corporal 
to colonel, except thatof major,and he was brevetteda 8 
neral. Of such a record any man might well be proud. To 
ave risen from a private in the ranks in time of actual war to 
the office of a brevet brigadier-general is honor enough to en- 
shrine his name and his memory in the hearts of his friends, 
his family, and his countrymen. 

Mr. Speaker, it is to such men as Gen. W. H. Enochs that we 
are indebted for an undivided Union, for the preservation of the 
Government established by our fathers, and the prosperity which 
has followed the great struggle in which he rendered such dis- 
tinguished, patriotic service. All honor to his memory! 


[Mr. PAYNTER addressed the House. See Appendix.) 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, it has seldom fallen to the lot of 
any State to be deprived within a period of eighteen months of 
three of its Representatives in Congress by death. 

That experience, however, little as it was contemplated two 
years ago, infrequent as has been its occurrence in the history 
of this body, and sadly suggestive as it must be to all of us, has 
been visited upon Ohio, and upon Pennsylvania also, since the 
beginning of the Fifty-second Congress. 

hio’s misfortune, in the loss of her three Representatives, 
began with the unexpected death of the well-beloved Warwick, 
after an illness so brief that many of his associates were not 
aware of its existence until after its fatal ending. Among all 
the surviving colleagues who mourned his departure from their 
midst, perhaps no two men could have been selected whose ap- 
pearance more fully betokened the 8 of perfect physi- 
cal health and soundness than William H. Enochs and George 
W. Houk, both of whom had been rechosen by their fellow- 
citizens to fill the places in this Congress which they had so 
highly honored in the last; both of whom were all the more fully 
uipped for the efficient performance of public duty; both of 
whom havesince been called away suddenly, without ap nt 
warning, without eventhe grace of an intervening week of illness 
between the flush of health and the pallor of death. 

I speak from external evidences only, for none of us may know 
the actual physical condition of even his closest friend nor the 
apprehensions and forebodings that may, and often do, rack his 
mind, absorb his thoughts, disturb his rest, and sit as a spec- 
tral presence at the fireside, and even at the feast. 

Tt is to me a matter of much regret, Mr. Speaker, that I can 
say so little of what I feel ought to be said on this occasion, that 
my contribution to the tributes of well-merited praise which 
ought to and will be paid to the character and services of Gen. 
Enochs, must of necessity be so inadequate as toseem unworthy 
of the subject and the occasion. 

Personally, I had never known him until we met here as col- 
l es in the Fifty-second Congress, nor was my acquaintance 
with him here of that intimate character that enables one to be- 
come familiar with theinner nature of his friend, and with the 
countless incidents that go to make up the personal history and 
largely to determine the personal character and qualities of 
every man. I only knew him as all might know him with whom 
he came in even casual contact, and my impressions of him were 
gained only from such sources as were alike open to all his as- 
sociates. 

He was a man of generous, kindly nature, of thoroughly patri- 
otic purpose, strong in his convictions, and wholly without fear 
of the consequences to himself of any course of action he deemed 
it his duty to pursue. Hence the customary restraints of party 
discipline were often galling to him, the necessity of conforming 
his conduct to the views others and of following in the wake of 

ty leadership irritated him keenly, and he could not always 
be omntrellod. 

Many atime indeed during his brief service here was he known 
to vote and act with those to whom he was politically opposed, not 
in a factions or rebellious spirit, not upon any fundamental prin- 
ciple of party policy, for he was a partisan, but upon any and 
every question which did not involve an essential principle of 
political orthodoxy the vote of Gen. Enochs was cast according 
to his convictions of right and 8 regardless of the action of 
his party associates. And for this manly spirit of independence, 
all too rare in this body, he was deservin 
of his colleagues and of hiscountrymen. For the tendency here, 
Mr. S er, is all too great to make of almost every question 
of public interest and importance, or even of minor concern, a 
party question, and to vote upon it not always with reference to 
the individual views of mem 
but too often in accordance with the sentiment that may prevail 
on either side of the central aisle. It is a tendency that does 


of the commendation 
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not improve in all cases the A proce of our legislation, that is 
sometimes fraught with mischief; a 3 that the example 
— Sap a man as Gen. Enochs would do much to rebuke and re- 
8 š 

Among those with whom he was brought into most frequent 
contact Gen. Enochs was, in the best sense of the word, a popu- 
lar man. h-minded and chivalrous in his nature, wholly 
free from any form of affectation, without any of the instincts of 
the sycophant or the time-server, he was a man who loved his 
friends rather than his enemies, and was in turn beloved. 

Of his professional career, his business and social life prior to 
his advent here, Iam not prepared to speak except by infer- 
ence. Neither am I familiar with the details of his service in 
the army; but this I know, the title he bore was not an empty 
compliment, bestowed through courtesy, as is too often the case. 
For he was oneof the heroes of the war, whose courage was only 
equaled by his modesty, and modesty is almost invariably found 
to be the companion trait of true bravery. In the brief sketch 
of himself given in the Directory we are not even informed of 
the command in which he served, but simply that entering the 
service of his country as a private soldier he rose through all 
the intervening grades of rank to become a brigadier-general. 
And he was but 19 years of age when the war began. 

It is a record, sir, of which any soldier might well be proud. 
Ifall its pages could be unfolded what a history would they dis- 
closs, what a claim would they establish upon the gratitude, the 
esteem, the admiration of his countrymen. 

But he did not deem it essential to his reputation here that the 
volume in which this record is written should be unclosed, and 
I will not seek to penetrate its arcana nor even to break the seal 
put upon it by him. 

It is not a light thing, Mr. S er, that a young man should 
for the sake of an idea, for the love of liberty, or even in the de- 
fense of his country quit his studies, his employments, and all 
the hallowed associations that cluster about the home of one’s 
childhood to voluntarily place himself in the front of battle, 
where there could be nothoughtof personal safety and no assur- 
ance of escape from wounds or even from death. 

You may call it by what name you will, the sentiment that can 
inspire the human heart to brave death, in any form, when the 
occasion is such as to demand or warrant the sacrifice, is a heroic, 
a noble, a praiseworthy sentiment: and whatever may be the 
estimate put by others upon such services as were rendered b 
our late associate in the dark days now happily, we trust, pas 
forever away, it will remain for his comrades to estimate them 
at their true value. - 

For, sir, whatever may have been said or written by the un- 
thinking, by dreamers, by men whose only ideas of war have 
been gained from works of history, or of romance, none but 
those who have themselves experienced the horrors of actual 
war, who have themselves kept the lonely vigil of the midnight 
watch and marched beneath the burning heat of the noonday 
sun, who have seen the lives of their comrades go out in the 
hospital and in the prison as well as upon the battlefield, by the 
wasting fever as well as by the bullet and sword, who have them- 
selves stood in the shock of battle and witnessed the carnage and 
heard the cries of the wounded and the groans of the dying, can 
forin an adequate conception of the perils incurred and the suf- 
ferings endured by the gallant and brave men who, in our own 
day and in defense of a cause no less valuable and no less dear to 
their countrymen than to themselves, wrought a work as un- 
selfish, as heroic, as any in the annals or traditions of the past. 

We are their witnesses. It is for us to tell the story of their 
deeds to the generations that shall follow. It is for us upon 
every proper occasion to speak their praises, and to commem- 
orate in every appropriate way the virtues and services of the 
men who bore an honorable part, however conspicuous or ob- 
scure, in the day of our country’s greatest trial and of its su- 
preme deliverance. 

Gen. Enochs was but atypical though an illustrious represent- 
ative of the class of men constituting that grand army that 
mustered from the city and the hamlet, from the counting-house 
and the workshop, from the office and the farm, in response to 
the call of the Government, then menaced witha most imminent 
and deadly danger, and not simply menaced but actually in- 
volved in a struggle for its existence the most gigantic, the most 
memorable in the history of civil wars. 

And so, to-day, the garlands we bring would be unworthy of 
us, and disparaging to our late associate and comrade, if we 
should fail to weave into their structure, and blend with every 
tribute we pay to his memory some expression of our sense of 
his fidelity to the highest duty that could challenge the patriot- 
ism, the loyalty, the heroism, the supreme devotion of any lover 
of his country. 

The response of our friend to that challenge was as prompt 
and obedient as it was uncalculating and sincere. And through- 
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out the long and weary years of the war that spirit of devotion 
never faltered, nor did his courageous purpose for a moment 
waver, until the victory was won and the flag under which he 
fought floated again over all the land, the acknowledged ensign 
of a reunited people, having a common country, common inter- 
ests, and a common destiny. 

What more need be said of him? What higher tribute can 
be paid to the memory of any man than to say that he was true 
to every trust, loyal to every obligation, faithful in the per- 
formance of every duty, generous in every impulse, sincere in 
his friendships, the idol of his family, the defender of his 


country. 
Our associate, our comrade, our friend, is no more. In the 


peaceful quietude of his own home, the hero of a score of bat- 


tles met and surrendered to the destroying conqueror whose 
summons none may gainsay or resist. 

He had lived to enjoy the reward of his services and sacri- 
fices in the gratitude and love and confidence of his fellow-citi- 
zens. He died in the meridian of his manhood and in the full- 
ness of his fame, 

Let a grateful nation hold him in cherished remembrance, 
and may the example of his patriotism become and remain the 
pride and emulation of his countrymen. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, upon my election to the Fifty- 
second Congress, and especially after my assignment to com- 
mittees, I took a great deal of care to become acquainted, as it 
were, in advance, with those who were to become my colleagues 
in the House and my coworkers in the work of the committees 
to which I was assigned. I can well remember, sir, the idea I 
had formed in mowy mind concerning the gentleman whose 
memory is now being recalled in this House. I had learned 
from the brief notes that had found their way to me that, a mere 
boy, he had enlisted in the Union Army, and coming out at the 
end of the war not quite 23 years of age, had filled nearly ever 
position in the line of preferment, from that of private, wit 
which he started out to serve his country, to that of brigadier- 
general, the brevet of which he wore when he left the service. 

I also found, sir, that he had come from one of the most parti- 
san—if I may use that term without incurring criticism—sec- 
tions of the country; where, if one might judge from the ma- 
jority by which his constituents sent him here to represent 
them in this House, the tendency of his party was such as to in- 
dicate extraordinary partisanship on the part of his people. I 
knew, sir, that the committee upon which I met him was one 
within which, probably to an extent not rivaled by that of any 
other committee, were considered matters which called up the 
most delicate questions of personal preference and all the war- 
ring claims of party and of locality; and I was prepared, sir, to 
be critical as ed whatseems to me must be the course which 
should be taken by such aman as I had pictured him to myself— 
notin an uncomplimentary matter—but as one judging from the 
prejudices and predilections necessarily opposed to those enter- 
tained by those with whom I was associuted, and which would 
influence me in deciding a course of action. 

Throughout the long termof servicein that committee I found 
the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. Enochs] disappointed me in every 
particular, except in confirming the high qualities, their esteem 
of which had beensostrongly voiced by hisconstituency. From 
the beginning to the end of a service which was marked upon 
his part by unvarying punctuality in attendance on our commit- 
tee work there was not, I believe I can say, a single occasion in 
which it could have been inferred, from a vote he cast or any 
statement he Pac Sy eh so far as he might have been called 
upon for information by those of his colleagues who desired it— 
what was the section from which he came, the perty to which 
he belonged, or the interest in he which might be supposed to 
have mostatstake. And, sir, itis the remembrance of that fact, 
and of that quiet industry with which he discharged the work 
that came upon him—the laborious and thankless work, I may 
say, of that committee in the last Congress—that I am here to- 
any to. pay a tribute to his memory. 

n doing so, sir, I am paying tribute to the memory of a sol- 
dier who, distinguished in war beyond his fellows, never by 
word or deed fought a post bellum battle; to the memory of a 
partisan strong in his belief in the mission of his party, so 
strong in his conviction of the justice of its cause that he be- 
lieved the best way to serve it was toserve the best interest of 
our common country, without waiting to see how it affected his 
party; to the memory of a gentleman who, although possessing 
to such an extent the confidence of those who knew him that he 
had every reason to return that regard by deference to their per- 
sonal predilections, was broad enough and generous enough to 
treat every other locality with the same consideration that he 
gave his own; to the memory of a patriot, sir, whose belief in 
the destiny of his own country was so sanguine that, even as to 


those who differed with him, his attitude was so tinged by his 
own generous spirit that he gave to every colleague credit for 
the same patriotic sentiments that animated himself. 


[Mr. McKATG addressed the House. See Appendix. 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with 
leasure and profit to the well-deserved tributes which have 
n paid to the memory of Gen. Enochs here to-day. 

It was my fortune to have some acquaintance with the distin- 
guished gentleman, whose death we to-day commemorate. Idid 
not know him intimately, but frequently met him in conventions 
of the political party of which he and I weremembers. Incom- 
mon with those who met himinany of the walks of life, I learned 
to esteem Gen. William H. Enochs for his excellent capabilities, 
genial ſellowship, and his splendid military achievements. 

Gen. Enochs was warm-hearted and generous toa fault. He 
could not resist the appeals of those who were disposed to disre- 
gard his friendship by imposing upon his magnanimity. But 
while this characteristic trait of his constitution was often prej- 
udicial to his interests and individual success in businessaffairs, 
it contributed to his great popularity among the people with 
whom he lived. The generous-hearted man is always lovable 
because of his disinterested solicitude for the welfare of the hum- 
ble people. 

As one of the Congressional committee who attended the 
funeral of Gen. Enochs, I met a very large congregation of sym- 
ered friends and neighbors, who reverently witnessed the 

t sad rites. There were present also many distinguished 
gentlemen fromabroad. Theattendantscenes were impressive, 
one affecting feature being the presence of many humble men 
and women, who timidly entered the room where the remains 
were resting, and, as the unbidden tears moistened their cheeks, 
lingering looked, and then turned away fromall that was mortal 
of the man who had been their friend. 

Iam informed that our lamented colleague died a poor man. 
But is it not worthy of reflection that this consideration is small 
compared to the fact that his memory is enshrined in the hearts 
of a grateful people. There are more than enough men who have 
died rich in the possession of this world’s goods, bit who left 
behind them no treasures in the memories of those who survived 
them. The wealthy may have erected to their memories mag- 
nificent monuments of marble or granite to mark the resting 
places of their ashes; but a far more enduring and honorable 
tribute of respect to the memory of a man is the abiding love and 
repons which those who knew him best retain for him after his 

eath. 

William H. Enochs was born on a farm March 24, 1842, and 
was there brought up. He was educated in the common schools, 
entered the Cincinnati Law School, graduated in 1866, and then 
practiced law. He was always courteous in his intercourse with 
other members of the bar and in the presence of the court. 

But to my mind the most distinguished part of his eventful 
life was his services for the preservation of the Union. He en- 
listed in the Twenty-second Regiment of Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry on the 19th day of April, A. D. 1861; and he afterwards 
enlisted in the Fifth Regiment of West Virginia Volunteer In- 
fantry, and became its commanding officer and led his regi- 
ment in many severe engagements. 

On account of his bravery he was promoted corporal, sergeant, 
lieutenant, captain, lieutenant-colonef, colonel, and brevet brig- 
adier-general successively. This is a record of which any man 
should be justly proud. As much as I esteem civil honors, I re- 
gard the military services of Gen. Enochs in the war of the re- 
bellion as especially honorable. The man who in a righteous 
cause risks his life and sacrifices his private interests for the 
public welfare, is entitled to greater credit than he who in civil 
affairs distinguishes himself above his fellow-men. 

Gen. Enochs was a member of the Fifty-second Congress and 
served in that body with distinction and ability. His constitu- 
ency, proud of his record, returned him to the Fifty-third Con- 
gress; but he died before entering upon the discharge of his 
duties. He was patriotic to an eminent degree, and always used 
his best endeavors to advance the interests of those whom he 
represented, and especially those who served with him in the 
armies of his country. If Gen. Enochs had faults—and who has 
not?—they were those of an over-generous heart and were not 
of the kind that inflicted injuries upon others. He was a good 
citizen, a brave soldier, an able lawyer, a loving husband and 
father, a true friend—a gentleman. à 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that I am not prepared to make more 
fitting if not more extended remarks on this occasion. And I 
sincerely hope that my esteem for Gen. Enochs personally and 
my regard for his civil and military services not be meas- 
ured by the few words which I speak to-day. I am not sure that 
with preparation and care it would be possible for me to effectu- 
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ay express my appreciation of my distinguished fellow-citizen 
and fellow-soldier.. His name is honored and respected among 
his neighbors, and his record as a statesman and soldier is found 
in the archives of his country, where future generations may 
trace his honorable and eventful civil and military career. 

It is not expected that my remarks shall transcend a brief 
mention of the salient features of .a busy and useful life. Vet, 
when confronted with the subject of life and death, our minds 
naturally reflect upon the possibilities of a future life. It is at 
such times that we most realize our inability to fully compre- 
hend the attributes of the soul. 

Life is marvelous beyond description, and death is not more 
mysterious than birth. The human intellect is incapable of 
understanding the principle of life, and can not penetrate be- 
yond the veil which separates life and death, The tongue is 
powerless to express our imaginations or portray our feeble 
conceptions concerning the final destiny of man. 

It is only by faith we see the glimmering ae, head of an eternity. 
What ecstatic beauties usher the spirit into the realms of futur- 
ity are known only to those who have passed beyond the scenes 


e $ 

But our faith in the divinity of our Creator springs from our 
hope of an EPEAN The wisdom of God ee our under- 
standing, and I believe we may rest assured of His goodness and 
mercy in all of His dealings with the subjects of this creation. 
Acknowledging His supremacy, trusting in His promises, and 
recognizing His infinite solicitude for the welfare of the human 
race, may we not freely commit into the keeping of our Creator 
the final destiny of every individual soul? 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it is my desire and purpose to 
pay a modest tribute to the memory of our deceased colleague 
and friend Gen, Enochs, but Iam not quite prepared at this 
moment, and I therefore ask consent to print my remarks in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. S er, in the presence of death 
we should always speak wo of soberness and truth. Un- 
merited eulogy should never be indulged in, nor should we 
withhold a single word of just commendation. We may not 
always 5 all the truth of a dead person, but what we do say 
should always be the truth. Our portraiture of a person should 
beso lifelike that acquaintances of that 
our language a correct likeness of the 
the one spoken of. 

Such language may not always be used with pleasure, for its 
correctness may cause pain, not alone in the speaker but in the 
hearer or reader as well. 

But when we have a subject of whom truthful words can be 
spoken without pain to the speaker or the listener, then what 
might otherwise be a burden is relieved of all unpleasantness 
— we cheerfully perform a sad duty in speaking of the merits 
of a dead friend. ’ 

In speaking of a public man we may confine our words to his 
public life as he lived it and leave untouched his private life, or 
we may venture tocommentuponboth. Thisoftentimes relieves 
a speaker of much embarrassment, for the public life may have 
been such as to merit commendation, while the private life may 
have been such that truthful words had better not be spoken 
publicly of it. 2 ; 

But when the private life has been along the line of high, 
noble, and manly action, has aided humanity and relieved pain 
and want, has strengthened the moral forees in society, has 
tended to build up and protect homes and families, has aided in 
the education and elevation of the masses, has been an example 
for the young, ambitious, and struggling men and women, has 
added to the imperishable glory of a nation, and taught the 
world by examples of heroic daring that sacrifice of one’s self in 
defense of one's country places that one in the list of immortals; 
and when to this is added a public life which fully supplements 
the private life,and seeks to carry out in publicacts those things 
which speak for public good, then we may with lively feelings 
of satisfaction make fitting mention of the whole life and hold 
it up in language of truthful eulogy as a life to be commended 
and followed as an example. 

Some men have lived more conspicuous lives than Gen. Enochs, 
but few have lived truer or better ones. Many have had more 
extended public lives: none have lived those lives more con- 
cientiously than he. Many whose private lives were known by 
a larger circle of men and women; few whose lives were purer 
or blessed more within its influence. 

I had not the pleasure of anacquaintance with our dead friend, 
and it is for me to regret the want of that acquaintance. 

Few men have devoted themselves more unselfishly to public 
or private good. Few men have exhibited greater devotion to 


rson can recognize in 
e and peculiarities of 


their country or taught to better advantage the example of 
heroic daring. 

Entering the Army as he did, a young man, and passing 
through all grades from private to brigadier-general by brevet, 
he exhibited a devotion to patriotism and country which must 


make his name immortal among the heroes of a country which 


blesses and immortalizes its brave defenders, When the war 
was over no feeling of hate or resentment found lodgment in his 
bosom. From over the fields of Vicksburg, Chickamauga, Get- 
tysburg,and Appomattox there came to him no breezes freighted 
with malice or hate, but he was filled with forgiveness for all 
who made those fields possible, and love undying for all those 
brothers in arms who made those fields glorious. 

He was a soldier who fought bravely and well to conquer—and 
then he forgave and treated allas brothersand not asconquered. 

He had a broad-gauged mind and he looked at things on the 
angen side and judged all in ths spirit of kindness and hu- 
manity. 

His service in Congress was of such short duration, being but 
one term, that little opportunity was afforded him to do those 
things which would bring him into prominence. None know so 
well as those who have tried the experiment how helpless one 
is to be of much service to his constituents or the ene in 
Congress until, by experience, he has learned how work is done 
and under what rules. So it came about that Gen. Enochs fol- 
lowed the course pursued by so many others, and made but lit- 
tle public show. Yet those of you who served with him know 
how conscientiously he performed those duties which fell to his 
lot to perform. 

But his history as a soldier, citizen, and public man is a sure 
pan that had he lived to continue his career in Congress 

e would have made a brilliant record, and become the pride of 
his constituents and his State. But death respects not ambition 
or prospective greatness in life. His icy touch chills into ever- 
atng stillness the brave, the gentle, the young, and brilliant, 
as well as the weak and dull. He respects not bright hopes 
and is not stayed by breaking hearts, but enters all the walks of 
life, and leaves his pall upon all homes, and— 

With ever busy fingers 
Culls his flowers, the sweetest, rarest, 
in his sheaves the fairest. 

But his touch is not the end. Those who are worthy will live 
in the memories of those who have been blessed by them, and 
in the remembrance of noble acts well done. Gen. Enochs when 
a very young man exhibited qualities of manhood and bravery 
which enshrined him in the hearts of his neighbors and friends, 
and made his career memorable. 

He listened tò the call of his countrymen, and well did he 
perform his duty. 

And in his life he learned as well as taught that— 

Not once, nor twice, u our fair country’s story, 
Was the path of duty the way to glory; 

And he who walks it, thirsting only for the right, 
And learns to denden love of self— 

Betore his journey closes, he shall find 

The stubborn thistle bursting into glossy purples, 
Which outredden all voluptuous garden roses. 

Death may cut short human action, but it can not chill forever 
the memory of noble acts. So beyond the boundary of human 
agai buds and blooms loving remembrance, bidding defiance 
to death. 

Our dead friend lives in all that is deathless; only his form is 
gone. His devotion to home and country, his bravery and gentle- 
ness, his life, four square to every wind that blew,” his kind- 
ness to friends and neighbors, his activity for public good, his 
humanity bear him up to everlasting remembrance, and have 
earned for him among his neighbors and acquaintances that 
glorious commendation which we trust greeted him on the other 
shore —“ Well done.” i 


Mr. BUNDY. Mr. Speaker, to my colleague, Gen. GROSVE- 
NOR, was committed the charge of conducting the order of the 
proceedings in calling the attention of the House to the death 
of the late Gen. Enochs. 

This is in accordance with the wishes of his 5 and friends, 
as I am advised, but I desire the privilege of casting a sprig of 
cassia into his grave and of placing a flower on his tomb. 

Gen. William H. Enochs was my immediate predecessor, hav- 
ing been elected in November, 1802, from the Tenth Ohio Con- 
gressional district. From the Directory of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress I glean a short and incomplete sketch of his life. 

From this I learn that he was born in Ohio on the 29th day of 
March, A. D. 1842. He was brought up on a farm, and was edu- 
cated in the common schools peculiar to those earlier days; he 
entered the Union Army as a private early in the war; served 
throughout the war as private, sergeant, captain, lieutenant- 
colonel, colonel, and brigadier-general. He commenced the 
study of law in camp, and at the close of the war entered the 
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Cincinnati Law School; from which he graduated, and was then 
admitted to the bar. He at once actively engaged in the prac- 
tice of his profession, which he followed until his death. 

At the annual election of 1890 Gen. Enochs was elected to the 
poora Congress from the Twelfth Ohio district by a very 

rge majority, leading the State ticket, and in 1892 he was 
elected to the Fifty-third Congress from the Tenth Ohio dis- 
trict, which is composed in part of the former Twelfth district, 

On the morning of the 13th of last July our district and State 
were severely shocked. The startling news went over the wires 
of the sudden death, at his home in Ironton, of Congressman 
Enochs. The news seemed incredible; and at first the people 
were unwilling to accept it as true. Conspicuously powerful in 
appearance, and in all his methods of work and action he seemed 
certain to survive all assaults save those of the ultimate years 
of man’s allotted time. He had scarcely reached the meridian 
of his power, had just attained that point of a career whose 
future was destined to become one of usefulness and distin- 
guished honor, when summoned from Time to Eternity. 

Gen. Enochs was one of the noted characters that stand outin 


aided wealth or fortuitous circumstances, and by the force of 
his own will power, honesty, industry, and perseverance can 
achieveand win distinction among his fellows such as the world 
awards to the so-called majesty of genius. 

Born on a farm, inspired by the objects of nature, it might be 
said that Gen. Enochs received the rudiments of his education 
in the school of practical experience, which so eminently fits a 
young man for the battle of life. 

Plain and unpretentious of manner, with a nature abounding 
in human sympathies, a lover of his country and of his kind, he 
was essentially a man of the people, a great commoner who was 
ever ready to give a helping hand to his fellows. He was a man 
of pronounced convictions on all questions and was as fearless in 
their utterance as he was sincere in their entertainment. 

He was unfaltering in his loyalty to Republican principles, 
and even his political enemies were frank to admit their admi- 
ration for his open and conscientious convictions. 

He stood squarely upon his merits asa man in all the relations 
of life, never shirked a duty nor sought to evade responsibility. 
His life was one of self-sacrifice in behalf of others, and he died 
as he had lived, an enemy to none, a friend to all mankind. 

Gen. Enochs was a citizen loved by his neighbors, honored 
and respected by all; he was a philanthropist with a generous 
hand, and no unfortunate, however poor, ever left his door with- 
out having been comforted by his generosity. He was a soldier 
by instinct, a st er to fear, a gallant leader whom men were 
always proud to follow, and whose time and talent in later years 
were devoted to the cause of his comrades; history shows that 
he was distinguished in all the lines of service in the Army—in 
fact, that he was one of the youngest, if not the youngest, com- 
mandants of a brigade in the volunteer service. He was a law- 
yer true to his profession, and exhibited an unfaltering zeal for 
the success of his clients. He was a statesman of the practical 
type, with exalted ideas of the obligations 5 trust 
imposes. He was a patriot who loved his country with a jealous 
love, and was willing, if need be, to lay down his own life in de- 
fense of the old flag and the principles which it represents. 

Gen. Enochs ssed, in a marked degree, all the elements 
which serve to attract men to each other. His popularity and 
ability are plainly demonstrated bral rapid promotion in the 
Army, his success as a lawyer, and his election to Congress. 

But he has been suddenly called from his field of activity and 
usefulness here to take up the line of march of the silent major- 
ity, including a large number of his old comrades in the field, 
to the goal where we hope and believe thereis no war, but where 
all is peace and joy eternal. 

But, Mr, Speaker, our resolutions and eulogies fall silent upon 
the ear of our dead colleague, 

The 
5 
His soul is with the saints, we trust. 

Mr. Speaker, the sudden taking off of Gen. Enochs left the 
companion of his joys and the sharer of his trials and sorrows, 
together with an only son—a bright young man, and his father, 
earnestly desiring that he should have that education and pre 
aration necessary for intelligent and effective services to h 
country, nominated him to a cadetship to the Military Academy 
at West Point, and who, it is believed, will worthily represent 
the best interests of the country in the future as his brave father 
did in the past. 

Mr. Speaker, when I retired from Congress in March, 1875, 
five of my colleagues had fallen during the last or short session 
of that, the Forty-third, Congress. As I return now, five of 
pee To were members of this Congress have passed to the 
other shore. 


] Ad h showing the possibilities of the young man who, un- 


Surely, Mr. Speaker, this ought to admonish us that we are 
fast approaching the eee ie of that great and final con- 
gress of all nations, kindred, and tongues, whose sessions and 
terms are eternal, and whose business can not be interrupted by 
broken quorums. Is it not the supreme duty of the hour that 
the living should take all the precaution possible to assure the 
regularity of the elections, returns, and the official signing and 
sealing of commissions, so as to secure an unchallenged right to 
seats in that greatest of all congresses, where we shall be fully _ 
prepared to answer yea! to that most significant and import- 
ant question propounded by the man of Uz,” in the long ago 

if a man die, shall he live again? 

The resolutions were adopted; and the House accordingly (at 3 
o'clock and 55 minutes v. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. TYLER, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief 
of John L. Broome; which, with the accompanying report (No. 

2), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIAL, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a resolution of the fol- 

lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 6332) to amend an act 

entitled An act to promote the administration of justice in the 

R approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Military 
rs, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution asking that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be empowered to inquire, by the examina- 
tion of witnesses and records, as to who first suggested the Ten- 
nessee and Cumberland River campaign in the late war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. . 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, ess bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief of S. T. 
5 of Bollinger County, Mo.—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6334) for the 
relief of David A. Baugh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 6335) for the relief of J. 
M. Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Maj. 
Thomas W. Lion—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clauss 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of W. H. Reid and 25 other citizens 
of Clare, Mich., asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of members of Elk Lodge, 
No. 430, Ancient Order United Workmen, of St. Louis, praying 
for the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Memorial of the city council and 640 citizens 
of the city of Ironton, Ohio, for an appropriation of $25,000 for 
the purpose of protecting the Ohio River front within the city 
limits—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Rev. Thomas I. Packard and 
others, praying for the passage of a law to prevent lotteries in 
ed country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of Hope Council, No. 81, Order of 
United Friends, of Brooklyn, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill, to secure to the fraternal press of this country the same 
rate of postage as is now granted to other newspapers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition and resolution of the members of 
Tremont Lodge, No. 109, Iowa Legion of Honor, of Stanwood, 
Cedar County, lowa, favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Frank Lucock and 31 other 
citizens and of Homewood Circle, No. 119, Pittsburg, Pa., asking 
the Po of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the mmittes on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the American Humane Association, indors- 
ing House bill No. 4162—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. DANIELS: Two petitions in the interest of the frater- | loan the Columbian carayels to the American National Red 


nal society and ites journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
~ Offices and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Memorial and petition of the Cherokee 
Tnalan Citizenship Association, to create a tribunal to try and 
determine certain cases—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Remonstrance from E. P. Waltz 
and 159 others, of North Powder, Oregon, protesting against the 
proposed ‘‘God-in-the-Constitution amendment to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition and protestof Harrington Beal 
and 20 others, against the existence or establishment of the 
Louisiana lottery in the friendly State of Honduras—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Meeker 
County, Minn., in favor of the passage of Senate bill 1376, to more 
effectually regulate the sale of imitation dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stewart, Minn., against the Louisi- 
ana lottery at Honduras—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTER: Protest of cigar-makers of Mansfield, Ohio, 
ee an increase of tax on cigars to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Remonstrance of the Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 110, subordinate to International Union of America, 
againstan increase of internal revenue on cigars—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

py id NTON: Petition of A. R. Ball and other citizens 
of Corunna, Mich., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Thomas T. 
Addy and 25 other citizens of Sleepy Eye, Minn., favoring the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Maj. Thomas W. Lion, 
through his wife, S. Somerville Lion, for increased pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of B. F. Rigby and 16 others, of 
Toledo, Ohio, favoring House bill 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Three petitions of citizens of the Fifth dis- 
trict of North Carolina, against the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. T. Martin, president of the faculty, and 
others, of the Fifth district of North Carolina, in favor of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of South Canaan, 
Wayne County, Pa., and of S. A. Hickoy and others, of Wil- 
liamstown, Mass., in favor of legislation restricting the sale and 
transportation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. x 


SENATE. l 
MONDAY, March 19, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

ö MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4831) to amend 
an act entitled An act authorizing the constructian of a high 
wagon bridge at or near Sioux qity, Iowa,” approved March 2, 
1889, as amended by acts of April 13, 1890, and February 7, 1893. 

The m also announced that the House had agreed+o the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5425) for a charter 
for the Iowa and Nebraska Pontoon Bridge 8 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
ae bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

te: 


nate: 
A bill 1855 R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig.Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands 
made for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 


poses; 

s bill (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New York; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 6250) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 


Cross, incorporated. : 

The message also communicated to the Senate the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives on the death of Hon. William 
H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State of Ohio. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

A bill (H. R. 4956) directing the coinage of the silver bullion 
held in the Treasury, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 62) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


COMPENSATION OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Customs relative to the payment of 
the compensation of officers of the customs for services rendered 
after the expiration of their commissions, and also the draft of 
a resolution providing for the payment of such claims for serv- 
ices already rendered and which may be rendered in the future, 
requesting for the latter early and favorable consideration; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the 
findings of that court in the cause of James C. Newman, adminis- 
trator of Hal W. Green, deceased, vs. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry cigar- 
makers of Bridgeport, Conn., . against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of 35 citizens of Massachusetts; 
of Rev. Ellsworth Bonfils and 192 other citizens of Port Chester, 
N. Y., and of Rev. Payson W. Lyman, of Fall River, Mass., and 
10 other members of the Taunton (Mass.) Association of Congre- 
gational Ministers, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the suppression of the lottery traffic; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of S. A. Hickox and 40 other 
citizens of Williamstown, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating 
the substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar-makers of Mas- 
sachusetts, remonstratin ainst any increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Waltham Lodge, No. 26, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Waltham, Mass., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of E. W. Reid and sun- 
dry other citizens of Emmet County, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also propona a petition of Tip Best Post, No. 75, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of a just and equitable service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Tip Best Post, No. 15, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, praying for. the 
enactment of legislation to prevent the suspension of pensions 
heretofore granted, or which may hereafter be granted, unless 
fraud has first been proven; and also tosecure the immediate res- 
toration of all suspended pensions until such proof has been fur- 
nished; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of H. Munchrath and sundry 
other citizens of Sioux City, lowa, and the memorial of J. D. 
Fiddler and sundry other citizens of Williams, Iowa, remonstrat- 

against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on distilled 
spirits; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Maurice Halland sundry other 
citizens of Lincoln, Mich.: of E. H. Gault and sundry other citi- 
zens of Kalamazoo, Mich.; and of W. C. Barton and sundry other 
citizens of Avery, Iowa, remonstrating against the adoption of 
an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
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States recognizing the Deity; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. : 
He also presented petitions of N. B. Anthony and sundry other 
citizens of Stanwood; of Marshall Council, No. 588, National 


Union, of Marshalltown, and of Byron Webster and sundry other 
citizens of Marshalltown, all in the State of Iowa, praying that 
fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Journeymen Barbers’ Union, 
No. 161; of Federal Labor Union, No. 6303, American Federation 
of Labor; of Retail Clerks’ Association; of Local Union, No. 93; 
of Machine Woodworkers’ Union, No. 71, and of Typographical 
Union, No. 251, all of Muscatine, Iowa; of Local Union, No. 88, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Dubuque, Iowa; 
of Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Chicago, III., 
and of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 120, of Muscatine, lowa, remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on ci- 
gars; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 115 citizens of Woos- 
ter, Ohio, remonstrating against the admission of the Territo- 
ries of Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico into the Union as States 
until the Mormon question is more fully settled; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 28 ex-Union soldiers of Fulton, 
Ohio, praying for the settlement of all pension claims by De- 
cember 31, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. . 

He also presented a memorial of 125 citizens of West Indian- 
apolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry leaf tobacco and cigar 
manufacturers of Dayton, Ohio, remonstrating against the im- 
position of ad valorem rates, and praying for the adoption of a 
specific duty of 50 cents per pound on all unstemmed leaf to- 
bacco, and also for the adoption of the rate of duty proposed 
by the Wilson bill on foreign cigars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorialof sundry window-glass workers 
of Pendleton, Ind., remonstrating against any change in the 
present duty on window glass; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on nce. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen’s Union, No. 
55, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a foreman of 

resswork in the Government Printing Office; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented petitions of 110 citizens of New Philadel- 
phia, Ohio, and of 72 citizens of Ohio, praying that fraternal 
college and society journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of 31 citizens of Youngstown: of 
Dr. S. J. Penfield, of Columbus; of sundry druggists of Massillon, 
Milan, Bryan, and Paulding; of Jerome Smith, of Mount Blanch- 
ard; of sundry citizens of Coolville, Hayesville, Cleveland, Se- 
ville, Lancaster, and Medina, and of George F. Sheets, of Cleve- 
land, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of 60 citizens of Hamilton; of 
Local Union No. 96, Cigar Makers’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, of Akron; of 8 cigar manufacturers of Mansfield; of Local 
Union No. 4, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, 
ica, of Cincinnati; of 10 cigar manufacturers of Belmont, and of 
Local Union No. 115, Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
America, of Canton, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal- revenue tax on cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Soci- 
ety, the Christian Union, and the Epworth League, all of Clif- 
ton, Ohio, praying that the preamble to the Constitution of the 
United States be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Watkins Medicine 
Company and sundry other druggists, of Winona, Minn., remon- 

trating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on dis- 
tilled spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No. 128, of Cheboygan; of the Central Labor Union 
of Grand Rapids, and of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 46, of Grand 
Rapids, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against an 
increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. č 

He also presented petitions of Carpenters’ Union, No. 421; of 
the Bakers’ Union; of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31; of the Jour- 
neymen Stonecutters’ Union, and of Lodge No. 82, Machinists’ 
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-bury and 25 other cit 


Union, all of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental con- 
trol of the telegraph service; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C. C. Edwards and sundry 
other citizens of Lawton, Mich.; and the petition of David Lie- 
ber and sundry other citizens of Ann Arbor, Mich., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Charles G, Pills- 
ns of Londonderry, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enable the States to enforce 
State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Washington Lodge, No, 
276, of Concord, N. H., praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the American Humane 
Association, praying for the passage of House bill 4182, provid- 
ing for an international conference to secure the better protec- 
tion and care of animals in transit; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. f 

He also 5 petitions of Apollo Lodge, No. 3, Shield of 
Honor, of Philadelphia; of Joseph L. Wright and 29 other cit- 
izens of Pittsburg,and of Theodore L. Seip and 21 other citizens 
of Allentown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that fra- 
ternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also 83 petitions of sundry citizens of East DRN 
Renfrew ibold, Pittsburg, and Allegheny; of Joseph Hute 
inson and 76 other citizens o Mars, and sundry citizens of Valen- 
ola aud Myoma; of Robert J. Hill, jr., and 99 other citizens of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of sonary other 
citizens of White Cottage, Ohio; Sterling, Kans., and Youngs- 
town, Ohio, and of 34 citizens of Nuckolls County, Nebr., pray- 
ing that the preamble to the Constitution of the United States 
be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presented memorials of Journeymen Barbers’ 
Union, No. 161; of Federal Labor Union, No. 6303; of: Retail 
Clerks’ Association, No. 93, and of Machine Wood Workers’ 
Union, No. 71, all of Muscatine, Iowa, remonstrating against the 
proposed increase in the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Charles B. Kingsley 
and 8 other citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating inst the 

roposed increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Seaverns & Co. and 45 other 
importers and dealers of bananas, of Boston, Mass., remonstrat- 
ing against the duty proposed to be placed on bananas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Warren A. Cassand 11 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, 
No. 345, of Kansas City, „ remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal- revenue tax on cigars; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petitionof Rev. A. B. Irwin and sundry _ 
other citizens of Highland, Kans., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of W. J. Evans and sundr 
other citizens of Iola, Kans., and the memorial of James T. 
Prout and sundry other citizens of Morland, Kans., remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of the tax on alcohol; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the pong of the bill proposing to amend 
the Indian depredation law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Oakland, Honcut, Colusa, Lemoore, and Vernondale, and 
of Almo Court, No. 1256, Independent Order of Foresters, of El- 
mira, all in the State of California, praying that fraternal col- 
lege and society journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. . 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Brown County, S. ; remonstrating against the passage of 
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the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 153, 
of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the pstition of W. H. H. Beadle, president, 
and sundry students of the State Normal School, of Madison, 
S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
— — tratlic; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of M. S. Baldwin and 
25 other citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of d:iry products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of D. E. Mills and sundry 
other farmers of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of 
legislation regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate mmerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 103, 
of Ansonia, Conn., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
282, of Bridgeport, Conn., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Yale Conclave, No. 224, Im- 
proved Order of Heptasophs, of New Haven, Conn., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Ollices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 40 students of the Bangor 
e eber era Seminary, Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, 
No. 40, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of William Pearson and 26 
other farmers of Piscataquis County, Me., and a petition of 17 
farmers of Dover, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of 
substitutes for dairy products; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTON presented the petition of Mrs. Adalena T. 
Blick, of Ream’s Station, Va., praying that she be reimbursed 
for property takenfrom her for the use of the Union Army dur- 
ing the civil war; which was referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. MILLS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Texas, 
remonstrating against an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorial of B. Lowenstein & 
Bros., of Memphis, Tenn., and the memorial of I. H. Stauffer, 
ie and McCloskey Brothers, of New Orleans, La., remonstrat- 

g against the reduction of the bounty on sugar; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of nters and Joiners’ 
Union No. 299, of the Central Trade and Labor Union, and of 
Sawmakers’ Union No. 1, all of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for 
the Governmental control of the telegraph service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oifices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Andrew Braun, G. Bonman, 
Warren L. Rader, J. A. Wilson, George Oaster, R. G. Baker, 
Albert Fuller, H. Osthouse, Charles E. Teague, Benjamin S. 
Welch, Robert Cordle, A. J. Siegfried, Shepherd & Bowman, 
O. Fuller, W. A. Miller, and William T. Cook, all cigar manu- 
facturers of Muncie, Ind., and of sundry cigar manufacturers of 
Terre Haute, Hammond, and Indianapolis, all in the State of 
Indiana, remonstrating against an increase of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Nebraska Blue La- 
bel Association, and sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against an increase of the inter- 
nal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 172, Ancient Order 
of United Workmen, of Cedar Creek, Nebr., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Cedar Creek, Nebr., pray that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta memorial of the St. Louis (Mo.) 
Mercantile Company, and the memorial of C. M. Kendrick &Co., 
of St. Lonis, Mo., remonstrating against the administrative pro- 
vision of the Wilson tariff bill, so called, which prevents an ap- 


peal from the final decision of appraisers in customs cases. I 
move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also presenta petition of the Commer- 
cial Club of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the early ratification 
of the treaties now pendin before Congress with the Wichita 
Indians and the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache Indians, ceding 
to the United States certain lands. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and trust the com- 
mittee will give prompt attention to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Geyer & Murray, of 
Neosho, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the clause in 
the Wilson tariff bill relating to building and loan associations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of St. Louis and 
Marshall; of Grand Lodge, Ancient Order of United Workmen, 
of Kansas City; and of Chevalier Council, No. 1089, Royal Ar- 
canum, of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri, praying that 
fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
Springfield; of Local Union, No. 95, Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, ot St. Joseph, and of the Industrial Council 
of Sedalia, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offloes and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Versailles Lodge, No. 71, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Rockvale, Tenn., praying 
that fraternal society and college. journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of C Makers’ Union, No. 
153, and of sundry citizens of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstratin 
againstan increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Granite Cutters’ Union of 
the United States, of Concord, N. H., praying that subcontrac- 
tors on Government buildings be compelled to work their men 
employed on such work no longer than eight hours per day; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and I Labor. 

Mr. VILAS presented memorials of R. Rudloff and sundry 
other citizens of Eau Claire; of Grand Labor Council of La 
Crosse; of John Dingler and sundry other citizens of La Crosse, 
and of John Roth and sundry other citizens of Oshkosh, all in 
the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of O. L. Woodward and sundry 
other citizens of Clinton; of F. M. Kellogg and sundry other - 
citizens of Kaukauna; of George L. Bauldauf and sundry other 
citizens of Milwaukee, and of Golding & Carey, of West Supe- 
rior, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against an 
increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 47, of Quincy; of sundry cigar manufacturers of Belleville; 
of Cigar Makers’ Union No, 174, of Joliet, and of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 243, of Chicago Heights, all in the State of Illinois, 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
ci ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented the memorial of H. Ham and sundry other 
citizens of Browns, III., and the memorial of Patton Brennan 
and sundry other citizens of Mount Carmel, III., remonstra‘ 
against an increase of the tax on alcohol; which were referre 


to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Aledo, Dan- 
ville, Chicago, Peoria, and Eureka; of Lake Camp, No.174, Mod- 
ern Woodmen of America, of Wauk and of Court Engle- 
wood, No. 47, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Englewood 
all in the State of Illinois, praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. , : 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Charles G, Pills- 
bury and 25 other citizens of Londonderry, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State 
laws regulating the sale of substitutes for d products; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 40, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Amasa Gilman and sundry 
other citizens of Dover, Me., and a petition of sundry citizens 
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of Guilford and Abbot, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enable the States to enforce State laws re ting 
the sale of dairy products ; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 5 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of M. E. Asin and 
sundry other citizens of Marquette, Mich., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presenied a memorial of the Sebewaing Leather Com- 
pany, of Cheboygan, Mich., remonstrating against a reduction 
of the duty on ie leather; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. ? d 

He aiso presented petitions of Prof. Charles E. Green and 
other members of the N of the University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor, Mich., and of W. H. Horner and sundry other cit- 
izens of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to suppress the lottery traflic; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 3 3 

He also presented the petition of A. N. Smith and 275 other 
citizens of Clare and Isabella Counties, Mich., and the petition 
of A. D. Gillies and sundry other citizens of Cass City, Mich., 
praying that fraternal college and 3 journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post- Offloës and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Schweikle Bros. and sundry 
other citizens of Mangolde and Bay City: of W. H. McKinstry 
and sundry other citizens of Muskegon: of C. L. Hobartand sun- 
dry other citizens of Flint, and of sundry cigar manufacturers 
of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Mound City Saddle and 
Harness Makers’ Union, No. 28, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 
the governmental control of the telegraph service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C. C. Armstrong and sundry 
other citizens of Carrollton, Mo., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GRAY presented a memorial of the House of the Good 
Shepherd of the District of Columbia, remonstrating againstany 

propriations being made for their maintenance through the 

ard of Children’s Guardians of the District of Columbia, and 
praying that such appropriations when made shall be given di- 
rect to the institution; which was referred to the Committee on 


n 

r. SQUIRE presented the petition of Dr. J. P. Turney and 
sundry other citizens of Davenport, Wash., praying that the re 
amble to the Constitution of the United States be so amended as 
to Raid fee the Deity; which was referred: to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Seattle, Col- 
fax, Spokane, Pomeroy, Pullman, Palouse, Kent, Port Town- 
send, Port Angeles, and Snohomish, all in the State of Wash- 
ay Seyi ee that fraternal society and college journals bo 
admitted to the mails as second-class. matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Ofices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of Hollingsworth Division, 
No. 100, Railway Conductors’ Association, of Columbus, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to create boards of ar- 

itration or commission for settling controversies and differ- 
ences between railroad corporations and other common carriers 
engaged in interstate and territorial transportation of property 
or passengers and their employés; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Henry Marsh and 21 other 
citizens of Shauck, Ohio, ex-soldiers of the late war, Department 
of Ohio, praying for an investigation of the present administra- 
tion of the Pension Office; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Pressmen’s Union, No. 42, of 
Akron, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a foreman of press- 
work in the Government Printing Office; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Canton Trades and Labor 
Assembly, of Canton, Ohio, and a petition of the Trades and 
Labor Council, of Tiffin, Ohio, praying for the governmental 
control of the telegraph service; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offloes and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Fraternal Mystic Circle, No. 
857, of Bucyrus; of 28 citizensof Cleveland; of TŻ citizens of Ohio; 
of Carel Council, No, 1473, Royal Arcanum, of Carthage; of Nor- 
walk Council, No. 403, Royal Arcanum, of Norwalk; of 13 citi- 
zens of Bucyrus; of Dayton Lodge, No. 48, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Dayton; of 14 citizens of Fremont; and of 
35 citizens of Carthage, all in the State of Ohio, praying that 
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fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also „ of 354 citizens of the State of Ohio, 
praying or the repeal of section 26 of the internal-revenue 

w of 1890, permitting the sale of leaf tobacco by retail dealers 
without payment of tax; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 48, 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against a reduction of the du 
on imported cigars, and also against an increase of the inte — 
n tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on 

ce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Sharon, 
Springfield, Washington Court-House, Rix Mills, Findlay, Ga- 
lion, Cleveland, Milan, and Luckey, all in the State of Ohio, and 
of citizens of Noble County, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
imposition of an income tax, and also against an increase of the 
tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of John J. Purinton in behalf 
of 1,300 members of the East Liverpool Building and Loan As- 
sociation, of East Live l, Ohio, remonstrating against the 

e of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to build- 
ing and loan associations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Dayton Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation, of Dayton, Ohio, and the memorial of Nathan Rosewater, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the tax 
on alcohol; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Trumbull 
County, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 200 citizens of Harrison County, 
Ohio, praying that wools and woolen goods be placed on the 
free list by the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; free wool to 
take effect on the passage of the bill and free woolens to follow 
within a reasonable time thereafter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1296) for the relief of Andrew Gray, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr.PUGH. The Committee on the Judiciary have had under 
consideration the joint resolution (S. R. 60) to ascertain the right 
of certain parties to the award of the Cherokee loan, and have 
unanimously instructed me to report back the joint resolution 
adversely, and recommend that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The es was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Iumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 970) to regulate water- 
main assessments in the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa., reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1750) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River from the 
borough of Rankin to Mifin Township, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and Shreveport 
Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1438) for the relief of 
Louis A. Yorke, to report it adversely,and submit a report 
thereon, I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1254) to permit Agnes 
A. Niver to bring a suit against the United States, to submit an 
abbeys report thereon. I ask thatthe bill be placed on the 

endar. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

- Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3740) to amend 
an get entitled“ An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the District of Columbia,” reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1775) granting a pension to 
Harriet Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
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the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1776) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Warren Prosser; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PASCO (for Mr. PALMER) introduced a bill (S. 1777) to 
finally adjust the swamp-land grants, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1778) to amend an act entitled 
An act toregulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also(for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1779) author- 
- izing certain officers of the Navy to administer oaths; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. a 

He also (for Mr. MOPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1780) to pro- 
vide for the creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Navy Department; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. $ 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1781) for 
the employment and relief of ex-civil apprentices; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1782) to 
amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy relative to 
punishment on conviction by court-martial; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1783) to 

rovide for naturalization by enlistment and service in the United 
Biales Navy and Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1784) to 
amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1785) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Charles T. Hurd, for- 
merly a landsman in the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1786) for the relief of Charles E. 
Behle; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. B BFFER. I desire to introduce two bills, both of them 
by request. They come from what is designated by an indorse- 
ment as the Good Roads Association of the United States.” I 
know nothing about this association. Iam personally acquainted 
with the gentleman who claims to represent the association—a 
man of good character. The bills are respectful in form. I 
merely wish to say that I am not in sympathy with the object of 
the bills, and therefore I wish to have it distinctly understood that 
I am in nowise responsible for the matter contained in them. 
Still, while that is true, I look upon this class of cases a good 
deal like I do upon a petition, and that it is not any of my busi- 
ness what is the object of a petition or what is the object of a 
bill if it is courteous and respectful and comes from people who 
are worthy of respect. I ask that the bills be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1787) to provide for public improvements and em- 
ployment of the citizens of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1788) to provide for the improvement of public roads, 
and for other 3 

Mr. MAND ON introduced a bill (S. 1789) to provide for 
the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, Nebr.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1790) to reimburse the city of Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., for money expended in street paving at the 
north end of the Government building in that city; which was 
ro ae by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

Mr. PERKINS (for Mr. WHITE) introduced a bill (S. 1791) 
for the relief of James Joyes, late first lieutenant United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pany g ea referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. pe granting a pen- 
sion to 8 M. Pilkington; which was twice by its title. 

Mr. COC LL. In support of the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Joseph M. Pilkington, and the affidavits of W. J. Satter- 


white and Drs. John W. Trader and W. H. Evans. I move that 
the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
1 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
roota to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERICAL FORCE IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a 1 1 8 coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr .GALLIN- 
GER on the 15th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the S t ś 
terior bo arestd to transl to the Sane ty sapere ss ie tenes 
of all clerks appointed, gomon, reduced, and dismissed since the 4th day 
of March, 1893, and the State to which each clerk is credited. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I desire to make a little further in- 
vestigation in the line of the resolution, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requestof 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and 
the resolution is withdrawn. 


POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 


Nr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, as soon as I can get the floor conveniently, I shall call up 
the resolution in reference to Hawaii, reported by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, with a view of making some remarks on the legal as- 
pects of the case. 


TRANSMISSION OF PERIODICALS, ETC., IN SACKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 15th instant, as follows: $ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to consider and report whether the postal laws and regu- 
lations ought not to beso amended that any een shall have the right to 
mail any periodical, track, leaflet, or other similar publication, by the sack 
or otherwise, and have the same delivered to any receiver of mail at any 
domestic post-office when the postage is prepaid thereon at the rate of 1 
cent per pound or fractional part thereof, and when such publications are 
not of obscene or immoral! character, not issued for advertising purposes, 
nor to incite riot or insurrection. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, this resolution is one that 
needs to be explained before it is acted upon by the Senate, and 
I shall occupy a very few minutes in explaining its object. 

In the first place, under the rules and regulations of the Post- 
Office Department, mailable matter is divided into. classes. 
There is one general class known as second-class matter, and it 
has two subdivisions. I read section 276 of the Postal Lawsand 
Regulations of 1893: 

Mailable matter of the second class shall embrace all newspapers and other 
periodical publications which are issued at stated intervals, and as frequen’ 
as four times a year, and are within the conditions named in sections 12 an‘ 
14. (Act ot March 3, 1879, sec, 10; 20 Stats., 359.) The sections referred to are 
293 and 277. Second-class matter above described is of two kinds: (1) That 
sent by publishers or news agents. (2) That sent by others than publishers or 
news agents. (Section 302.) 

Something more than a year ago, perhaps a year and a half 
ago—atany rate under the last Administration—my attention was 
called to the rejection by the Post-Office Department of an ap- 
plication made y the secretary of the Kansas State Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union. The application was made for 

rmission to have a certain publication of the order to which 

e belonged passed through the mails as second-class matter 
under the section which I have just read. Upon examination of 
a copy of the publication the Postmaster-General was of opinion 
that it was not such a publication as is included within the pur- 
view of the statute and the regulations. : 
Upon further examination, however, and upon representation 

y myself, the Department reéxamined the publication, and found 


‘ 
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that it was not an advertising sheet in any sense; that it did not 
come under any of the heads relating to objectionable matter; 
that it was merely a publication of the order, issued once a 
month, for the pur of conveying the news as to the progress 
of the order, the changes made in their rules and regulations, 
and the general drift and tendency of the work of the order. 
Later, under the same Administration, another application was 
made by a gentleman in the city of St. Louis, one Mr. Morgan, 
as I remember. He proposed to issue a regular weekly newspa- 
r, and was anxious to advertise the paper and the enterprise 
argely with the first edition. He wished tosend through the 
mails an edition of a hundred thousand copies of the first issue 
of the paper. 3 

His application was rejected, on the ground that the legiti- 
mate subscription list of the publisher waş too small to justify 
so large a circulation for the first issue, or for any other issue 
in excess of the bona fide mailing list. Upon further examina- 
tion, and also upon my own presentation of the case, the Post- 
master-General modified his order to the extent that papers to 
the number of about five times the number of bona fide sub- 
scribers upon the publisher's list might be sent through the 
mails at the first issue, and a certain number in advance from 
that time on so as to correspond as nearly as might be with 
the practice as to other regular publications. 

Mr. President, I have another case which is different from 
either of the former cases, in which, in the ruling, the Post- 
master-General, upon a second application, not one personal 
from myself, however, remains of the belief that his former rul- 
ing was correct. The gentleman affected has appealed to me 
for assistance, and I have thought it best to render it by offer- 
ing the pending resolution. He is aresident of this city, a citi- 
zen of the State of Virginia, I believe, andhe is an active advo- 
cate of views which he and a few others like him hold upon 
economic questions. 

He has found it convenient in several instances to announce 
himself as a candidate for prominent offices in the State of 
Virginia. member of Congress, governor, and the like, witha 
view of disseminating his ideas. By way of aiding his ambition 
in this respect he proposed to publish a little periodical, a 
quarterly, called the Virginia Pantocrat. 

The gentleman claims to be the founder of a new party called 
the Pantocrat party, and the members speak of themselves as 
Pantocrats. publication is altogether respectable, al- 
together decent; but it was clear to my mind upon the presen- 
tation of the first issue of his little paper that it was not prop- 
erly mailable as second-class matter. Iso advised him, and the 
reason I gave was that it was advertising the man rather than 
the doctrine, at least it was advertising both; and upon ap 
to the Postmaster-General he received a similar answer. But 
now he comes out with asecond number of his paper, from which 
he has eliminated the advertising feature; t is to say, that 
which advertised himself upon the ticket of any party, and he 
simply presents the doctrines, the same as a Republican writer 
or a Democratic writer or a Populist or a Prohibitionist or a 
Nationalist writer would do. e claims the privilege of pass- 
ing through the mails us second-classmatter this little 8 

he resolution asks that the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads shall consider and report not any sporio matter, 
but whether the postal laws and regulations ought not to be so 
amended that any person shall have the right to mail any peri- 
odical, tract, leaflet, or other similar publication, by the sack or 
otherwise, and have the same delivered to any receiver of mail 
at any domestic post-office when the postage is prepaid thereon 
at the rate of 1 cent per pound or fractional part thereof, and 
when such publications are not of obscene or immoral character, 
not issued for advertising purposes, nor to incite riot or insur- 
rection. f 

While I am not in harmony with this paper at all, any more 
than I am with a Republican or a Democratic paper, a question 
is presented by this man and it is that question that I now pre- 
sent to the Senate for action by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, whether the postal laws and regulations may 
not be or ought not to be so amended that any person, whether 
he bea pobitsber or not, whether he is a private citizen or who 
he may be, may not properly pass through the mails as second- 
class matter such periodi as are mentioned in the law and 
the regulations now. For example, a friend of mine in the city 
of New York may forward to me a thousand or ten thousand 
tracts with the request that I distribute them. They may be 
temperance tracts, they may be religious tracts, they may be 
political tracts, they may be reform tracts, they may be tariff 
treets, or what not. The resolution would permit my friend in 
New York to send those tracts to me as second-class matter, and 
it would permit me to mail and distribute them in packages or 
single ae paana rates, acent a pound for every pound or fraction 
of a pound. 


. So, too, it would permit me to distribute my newspapers after 
I have read them; and that is a very common practice with a 
greatmany people. After they have read their newspaper or 
their magazine or their tract they are anxious tosend it to some 
friend in order that he or she may have the same benefit or 
pleasure from perusing it that they did; and if the law were 
amended as the resolution suggests it would permit persons to 
send periodicals of those classes through the mail the same as a 
publisher does. While | do not see any reason why it should 
not be done, I see a good many reasons why it should be done, 
and I therefore now appeal to the Senate and ask that the reso- 
lution may be adopted and that the committee may consider care- 
fully whether the time has not come when any individual person, 
man, woman, or child, may send through the mail at pound rates 
just such matters as the newspaper publishers and printers are 
permitted to send through the mail. That is all there is in the 
resolution, and I ask that it may be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have the resolution read once more, 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no objection to the e of the reso- 
lution. Ido not believe in its adoption, but I have no objection 
to its being considered by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move that the papers in my possession be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in 
connection with the resolution. I will send them to the desk. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Persions. 

The bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands 
made for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New 
York was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 6250) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
loan the Columbian caravels to the American National Red Cross, 
incorporated, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


BRIG. GEN. JOHN R. BROOKE. 


The bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. 
Brooke, United States Army, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A bill identical with this measure passe 
the Senate about a week ago. The only change there is in the 
House bill is one that decidedly betters it, and requires that 
within three months from the e of the act this offer of 
compromise shall be accepted by the judgment creditors. Lask 
that the bill be put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ask that the bill be read at length, so 
2 there may be no question about the two bills being iden- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury ot the United States be 
authorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Andrew Cam- 
eron, of New Mexico, the sum of $1,000, and to the legal representatives of 
John Smith, of New Mexico, the sum of $1,000, being in full satisfaction of 
the judgments obtained by the said Cameron and Smith in the district court 
of the first judicial district of the Territory of New Mexico, at the Aucust 
term of 1869, against Lieut. Col. John R. Brooke, Third Infantry. United 
States Army, now brigadier-general United States Army, for alle; tres- 
pee and falseimprisonment: Provided, That the provisionsof this bill shall 

accepted by the legal representatives of Andrew Cameron and John Smith 
as a settlement in full of all claims against John R. Brooke, of the United 
States Army, within three months from the passage hereof. And the said 
sums are hereby appropriated for said purposes, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid and received in full dis- 
charge and satisfaction of all claims arising out of said judgments. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ENOCHS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the resolutions of the House of 
Representatives in reference to the death of my late colleague 
in that body be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of . death of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State 
of 0. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
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public services and private character of the deceased be thoroughly com- 


erick iat the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the widow of the deceased, 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of these services the House, as a further 
mark of respect, do adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolutions lie on the table for 
the present. At some convenient period I shall call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolutions will lie on the 
table. 

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR TUESDAY. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that I shall not move for 
an executive session to-day, but will do so to-morrow. I make 
this announcement at the request of Senators who have some 
special bills they wish to have acted upon by the Senate to-day. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1749) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at Glen- 
wood, Pa., which was reported this morning from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, with amendments. It is à bill to which there 
is no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Commerces will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was on page 2, to strike ont section 2 
in the following words: 


Sec. 2. That any act of Congress, or part of an act inconsistent herewith, 
so far as it affects the same, is hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3 El line 23, after the 
word feet to insert the words in lengt in the clear;” after 
the word “ and,” in the same line to insert ‘‘the;” and to strike 
out in line 24 the words, *‘ fifty-three feet above low-water 
mark,” and insert the superstructure shall not be less than 53 
feet above the level of the water at pool full in said river;” so as 
to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the channel span of said bridge shall be not less than 500 
feet in length in the clear, and the clear height of the superstructure shall 
not be less than 53 feet above the level of the water at pool full in sald 
river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 5(4), line 4, after the word 
t date,” to strike out the word “hereof ” and insert of the ap- 
proving this act;” so as to read: 

void if actual construction of the 
3 eee 8 within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of the approving this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The biil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH GRAND RONDE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (S. 755) granting the right of way to the 
Albany and Astoria Railroad Company through the Grand Ronde 
Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon, which was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs by the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART]. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments; in section 1, line 3, before the word hun- 
dred,” to strike out two“ and insert one; and in line 4, after 
the word width,” to insert and such additional width as may 
be uired at any point on account of the formation of the 
) Bouna for necessary cuts and fills;” so as to make the section 


That a right of way not exceeding 100 feet in width and such additional 
Width as may be required at SAT poras on account of the formation of the 
ground for necessary cuts and fills through the Grand Ronde Indian Reser- 
vation. in the State of Oregon, shall be, and is marao, granted to the Albany 
and Astoria Raliroad Compan: a corporation duly organized under the 
laws of the State of Oregon, or its according to the plans and sur- 
veys of the route to be filed in the Department and approved by the Secre- 
8 the Interior; and said company shall also have the right to take 

said lands adjacent to the line of said railroad, material, stone, earth, 

and timber necessary for the construction of said railroad; also ground ad- 

jacent to such right of way for station bulldiugs, depots, machine shops, 

© tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet 

in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the extent of one station 
for each 10 miles of road. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate asamended,and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CONSOLIDATION OF GEORGETOWN WITH WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 445, which was objected to some 


time since by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. He has 

examined the bill and states that he has no further objection to 

2 is very important that the bill shall be passed at an early 
ate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 445) supple- 
mentary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government for 
the District of Columbia,” approved February 21, 1871, and also 
an act entitled An act for the government of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 1874. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PROPERTY RETURNS. BY GOVERNMENT OFFICERS. 5 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. 
R. 5530) to regulate the making of property returns by officers 
of the Government be now considered. It was passed over here- 
tofore on the objection of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
who now withdraws his objection. 3 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that instead 
of forwarding to accounting officers of the asury Department 
returns of public property intrusted to the possession of officers 
or agents, the Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-General 
of Subsistence, the Surgeon-General, the Chief of Engineers, - 
the Chief of Ordnance, Chief Signal Officer, the Paymaster- 
General of the Navy, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or 
other like chief officers in any department, by, through, or un- 
der whom stores, supplies, and other public property are re- 
ceived for distribution, or whose duty it is to receive or examine 
returns of such property, shall cerig to the rates accounting 
officer of the Treasury Department, for debiting on the proper 
account, any charge against any officer or agent intrusted with 

ublic property, arising from any loss accruing by his fault, to 

e Government as to the property so intrusted to him. 

The certificate shall set forth the condition of such officer's 
or agent’s property returns, that it includes all charges made 
up to its date and not previously certified, that he has had a rea- 
sonable opportunity to be heard and has not been relieved of 
responsibility; the effect of such certificate, when received, shall 
be the same as if the facts therein set forth had been ascer- 
tained by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
in accounting. 

The manner of making property returns to or in any admin- 
istrative bureau or department, or of ascertaining liability for 

roperty, under existing laws and regulations, shall not be af- 
ected by this act, except as een J section 1; but in all 
cases arising as tosuch property so intrusted the officer or agent 
shall have an opportunity to relieve himself from liability. 

The heads of the several Departments are empowered to make 
and enforce regulations to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRupEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 14th instant approved and signed the following bill 
and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 432) to provide an American register for the steamer 
El Callao; and 


A joint resolution (S. R. 51) to proriap for the prin of the 
report of the joint committee of Congress, and proceedings, at 
the Centennial celebration of the laying of the cornerstone of 
the Capitol. 


BRITISH OCCUPATION OF NICARAGUAN TERRITORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid 5 Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


Itransmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State concerning the 
landing of British troops at Bluetields, Nicaragua, in answer to the resolu- 
tion of the Senate ofthe 7th instant on that subject. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

E 


MANSION, 
Washington, March 19, 1894. 
DIPLOMATIC CORBESPONDENCE RELATING TO HAWAII. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 


1894. 
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read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
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BRIDGES OVER TEXARKANA AND SABINE RIVERS. 


Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sa- 
bine Rivers in the States of Louisiana and Texas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr.COKE. The Committee on Commerce reported an amend- 
ment to the bill, on page 2, line 34, which I ask may be acted 


upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The 
amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 34, after the words“ di- 
rection and,” it is proposed to strike out “as nearly as practica- 
ble,” so as to read: 

And if the bridges, or either of them, over the said rivers shall be con- 
structed as draw or pivot bridges, the draw or pivot pier shall be over the 
main channel of the river at an accessiblenavigable point, and the openings 
oneach side of the pivot pier shall not be less than 100 feet in the clear, un- 
less otherwise expressly directed by the Secretary of War, and if so directed 
shall be according tosuch direction, and the said openings shall be accessible 
at all stages of water, and the spans shall be not Jess than 10 feet above ex- 
treme high water, as underst atthe Pant of location, to the lowest part 
of the superstructure of the bridge, and the piers and draw rests sh be 

arallel with, and the bridge or bridges at right angles to, the current of 
The river or rivers, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present“ 
consideration of the bill (S. 1280) for the promotion of anatomi- 
cal science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word 
„prison,“ to strike out almshouse; in line 6, before the word 
‘“morgue,” to insert or,“ and after the word “morgue” to 
strike out ‘tor asylum;” in line 12, after the word “ each,” to 
strike out the number assigned to each being proportioned to 
that of its students;“ so as to make the section read: 

That any public officer or officers, whether directors, trustees, superin- 
tendents, wardens, kee; or managers, having lawful of or con- 
trol over any hospital, prison, jail, or morgue within the District of Colum- 
bia may, with the approval of the health officer of said District, deliver to 
the duly authorized agent of any medical college or colleges in the District 
of Columbia, the es of such dezeased persons as are required to be 
buried at the public expense, said bodies to distributed among the sev- 
eral colleges in proportion to the number of students in each: Provided, how- 
ever, That if the d. person, during his last illness, requested to be 
buried, or if within forty-eight hours after his death any person claiming to 
be, and romanin the health officer that he is. a relative by blood or marriage 
or friend of the deceased, asks to have the body burled, or if such deceased 
person was a stranger or traveler who suddenly died, the body shall not be 
Sọ delivered, but shall be buried. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
„given,“ to insert y the. person or persons having lawful 
charge of said bodies;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘ known,” to 
strike out by the persons having lawful charge of said bodies, 
and,” and insert: 

And, if not known, the death of the deceased shall be published at least 
once in a daily newspaper published in the city of Washington, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. in which publication the full name of the deceased person 
shall, if possible, be given. and, if such name be not known. a description of 
the person and apparel of the deceased, with information of the place where 
they may be seen, the ay meen ef such 8 to be paid as other ex- 
penses of the District of Columbia are paid: Provided, That 
and in line 17, after the word “ until,” to strike out twenty- 
four hours after the” and insert ‘‘at least thirty-six hours shall 
have elapsed since the death of said deceased and;” and in line 
19, after the word ‘‘ notice,” to insert“ or the publication of the 
same; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That before. the bodies ot such deceased persons as are menti: i 
in the first section shall be delivered to the 8 ents of any acne 
cal college in the District of Columbia, notice shall be given by the person 


or persons having lawful charge of said bodies to the relative or f a 
the deceased, it known, and if not known, the death of the deceased shall rd 
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ewspaper 
in the District of Columbia, in which publication the f 
the deceased p rson shall, if possible, be given, and if such name be not 
known, a N marge of the person and apparel of the deceased. with infor- 
mation of the place where they may be seen, the expenses of such publica- 
tion to be d as other expenses of the District of Columbia are paid: 
Provided, That the persons named in the first section shall not deliver the 
body of the deceased, as provided in this act, until at least thirty-six hours 
shall have.elapsed since the death of said deceased and giving of said notice 
or the publication of the same. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 15, after the word 
“ buried,” to insert or who shall disregard the expressed wishes 
of the deceased, or of his or her friends, where such wishes may 
be disclosed, as provided for in section 1 of this act;” so as to 
make the section read: 
SEC. 3. That every person whoshall have been duly authorized by the fac- 
ay. of any medical college in the District of Columbia to receive such dead 
les shall, before so receiving them. give to the health officer of said Dis- 
triet a bond in the sum of $200, with surety satisfactory tosaid health officer, 
and conditioned that each dead body shall be used only for the promotion o 
anatomical and surgical knowledge within the said District of Columbia, 
and that after having been so the remains thereof shall be decently 
buried; and whosoever shall use such body or bodies for any purpose other 
than that aforesaid, or shall remove the same beyond the ts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and whosoever shall sell or buy such body or bodies, or in 
any way trathe in the same, or who shall disturb or remove bodies from 
graves in which they have been buried, or who shall ard thee 
Wishes of the deceased, or of his or her friends, where such wishes may be 
disclosed,as provided for in section 1 of this act, shall be deemed ty of 
a misdemeanor and shall, on conviction, be imprisoned for aterm of not less 
than two nor more than three years at hard labor in the jail of said District. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ACCOUNTS OF TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to accounts of 
the Treasury of the United States. It is one of the bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Ex- 
penditures of the Executive Departments. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN, 


Mr. TELLER, I intended this morning to call up Senate bill 
841, known as the McGarrahan bill; but there aresome Senators 
who desire to have me postpone its consideration until Thurs- 
day. I now ask unanimous consent that that bill may be made 
the unfinished business for 2 o'clock on Thursday, which, I be- 
lieve, meets the approval of those who are opposed to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous-consent that Senate bill 341, known as the Mo- 
Garrahan bill, may be assigned for consideration for Thursday 
at 2 o’clock as the unfinished business. Is thereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the assignment is made. 


FORMS OF DHEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds of 
conveyance, trust, and releases of land in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 


ments 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 12, after the word 
“shall,” to insert ‘‘unless exception be made therein;” so as to 
make the section read: 

That from and after the passage of this act any instrument of wri! here- 
after signed, acknowledged, and recorded in District, and in the follow- 
ing form or to the like effect, namely: 

This deed, made this day of „A. D. ——,, between [the grantor] 
and the grantee], witnesseth: That in consideration of [here state the con- 
sideration) the said [the grantor) conveys unto the said [the vee] the 
folio property. situate in the District of Columbia [here describe the 
property]. itness tne following signature,” shall, unless exception be 
made therein. be deemed and held sufiicient in law and in equity to vest in 
the grantee or grantees therein named his, her, or their heirs or all 
the interest and estate, legal and equitable, of the grantor or grantors therein 
named and signing the same, in and to the land therein described, with all 
the improvements thereon and all easements, hereditaments, appurtenances, 
and rights thereunto belonging. 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The nextamendment was, in section 2, line 2, before tho word 
t shall,” strike out “and warrants” (or “ warrant”), and insert 
“ general warranty;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That it in any instrument as aforesaid the words“ general war- 
ranty shall be used after the word “conyeys™ (or “convey ™) the grantor 
or grantors shall be deemed and held to covenant for himself, herself, or 
themselves, his, her, or their heirs and assigns, to forever warrant and de 
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fend the title to the E pean conveyed unto the 8 grantees, his, 
her, or their heirs and assigns, for tec against the lawful claims of all per- 
sons whomsoeyer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 2, to insert a new sec- 
tion as follows: 

Sec, 8. That if, in any instrument as aforesaid, the words and warrant 
specially " shall be used after the word “convey” or “conveys,” the grantor 
or grantors shall be deemed and held to covenant for himself, herself, or 
themselves, his, her, or their heirs and assigns, to forever warrant and de- 
fend the title to the premises conveyed unto the grantee or grantees, his, 
her, or their heirs, personal representatives, and assigns, agaiost the claims 
and demands of the grantor or grantors and of persons clatning or to claim 
by, through, or under him, her, or them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 18, after the word 
“ survivors” tostrike out“ a fee simple estate“ and insert all 
the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, both at law and 
in N of the grantor;“ and in line 29, after the word “de- 
manded,” to insert whenrequested in writing by the beneficiary 
or his assigns under said deed;“ so as to read: 


Witness, the following signature (or signatures) and seal (or seals) shall 
be deemed legally sufficient in form to vest in the trustee (or trustees, the 
survivor or survivors), all the estate, ht, title, and interest whatever, 
both at law and in equity, of the grantor in the land conveyed for the pur- 
poses of the trust, and, unless otherwise in the deed expressed, to the pay- 
ment of the debt or interest or any part thereof, according to the tenor and 
effect of the note, notes, bond or bonds described, or any extensions or 
renewal thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced by the party or parties 
secured on account of taxes or Insurance when demanded when requested 
in W e by the beneficiary or his assigns under said deed, to sell the land 
described, or such thereof as may be necessary, at public auction, in front 
of the premises, at such time, upon such terms, with such postponement or 
postponements of sale or resale, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3 (4), line 38, after the 
word ‘‘convey,” tostrike out“ in feesimple ” and insert all the 
right, title, and interest held by the trustee;” and in line 40, after 
the word oes to strike out “at his, her, or their cost;” 
so as to read: 


On compliance with the terms of sale to convey all the right, title, and in- 
terest held by the trustee to the purchaser or purchasers the property sold, 
discharged of the trusts and of all liability on the part of the purchaser or 
purchasers to see to or account for the application of the purchase money, 
and to apply the proceeds of the sale after retaining a trustee’s commission 
on the gross amount thereof notexceeding 2 per centum thereof, as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to suggest to the Senator in 
charge of the bill that this is a very simple conveyance in trust 
without any indication upon the face of it that there is any 
power in the trustee to sell and dispose of the property by an 
advertisement on ten days’ notice, while at the same time the 
law authorizes other kinds of deeds of trust where the terms of 
the sale and the advertisement and all can be specified. Now, 
there will probably be two forms of deeds of trust in the Dis- 
trict. One will be the form where it will be specified upon cer- 
tain conditions that ifthe money is not paid or something of 
the kind, then the trustee will doso and so. That will be a per- 
fectly valid deed. That is the kind that has usually been made 
here in the District. But now here is one that says nothing 
about a sale, and it would in the estimation of most persons 
reat RGF other States, I know particularly from my own 
State, be held to be simply a mortgage in fact and would have 
to be foreclosed in court. Here under the terms of the bill the 
power of sale is given by law and not by the instrument, and I 
suggest that there ought to be in the face of this conveyance 
just one or two words to express that the power of sale is au- 
thorized by law. Therefore, in section 4, line 15, after the 
words to the tenor and elfect of ee insert the number and 
description of the note or notes or bond or bonds, and so forth]” 
I move to strike out the period and insert a comma, and insert 

the words “ with the power of sale authorized by law.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the words and so forth],” in 
line 15, section 3 (4), the words“ with the power of sale author- 
ized by law,” so as to read: 

In trust to secure to hers party secured] payment of the sum of [amount] 
dollars, on account of [here state character of debt], and interest thereon, 
the said debt and interest being payable according to the tenor and effect of 
{here insert the number and description of the note or notes, bond or bonds, 
Ste.], with the power of sale authorized by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to insert in line 34, section 4, be- 
fore the word newspaper,“ the word “ daily,” so as to read: 

And after such previous advertisement. not less than ten days, in a daily 
newspaper or newspapers printed and published in said Districs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was to strike out section 5 (6), in the following words: 

Src. 6. That any covenant in any deed hereafter made of land in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in the following words, or to the like effect, namely: 

Aud the said [here insert the name of the covenantor or covenantors] 


covenants (or covenant) to forever warrant the title to the said land and 
remises against all persons whomsoever,” shall be deemed sufficient in 
‘orm to run with the land conveyed, and to legally bind the covenantor or 
covenantors, his, her, or their heirs, and personal representatives, unto the 
grantee or grantees his, her, or their heirs and assigns to forever warrant 
and defend the title to the land conveyed unto the grantee or grantees, his, 
ae or their heirs and assigns, for and against the claims of all persons 
whomsoever. 
Seo. 6. That any covenant in any deed hereafter made of land in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in the following words, or to the like effect, namely: 
“And the said [here insert name of parties covenanting] covenants (or 
covenant) to forever warrant the title to said land and premises t 
persons whomsoever claiming the same, or any part thereof, by, from, 
through, or under the said [here insert name of covenantor or covenantors], 
his, her, or their heirs and assigns, with the grantee or grantees, his, her, or 
their heirs and assigns, to forever warrant and defend the title to the land 
conveyed from and against the claims of all persons whomsoever claiming 
by, through, or under the covenantor or coyenantors, his, her, or their heirs 
or assigns,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 8, to insert as a new 
section the following: 

SEO. 9. That any deed, or part of a deed. which shall fail to conform to the 
8 of this bill, shall nevertheless be as valid and effectual, and shall 

ind the parties thereto, as far as the rules of law and equity will permit, as 
if it had so conformed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 9, to insert asa new 
section the following: 

SEC. 10. That no covenant or promise by a lessee that he will leave the 
premen in good repair shall have the effect, if the buildings are destroyed 

y fire or otherwise without fault or negligence on his part, of binding him 
to erect such buildings or to 8 the same or any part thereof, 
unless there be other words showing it to be the intentof the parties that he 
shall be so bound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator who has the 
bill in charge whether it is customary to foreclose these mort- 

es by mere notice? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that that is the customary way ofdoing it. The only change in 
the bill from what is the general custom is simplifying the torm 
of the deed so as to avoid the old common law form that was very 
long, and also to avoid the cost of the recordation, which was so 
large under thatform. Buta ten days’ notice in a daily news- 
paper is the usual form of the execution of mortgages. 

r. ALLEN. The form of deed as prescribed in the bill—I 
have run through it hastily—is not very different from the form 
of deed under the common law. There is some change, however. 
It strikes me that ten days is too short a notice to give a part 
who has his money invested in property of the purpose to sel 
under a trust deed, and I move that the word“ ten,” occurrin; 
in line 34, section 4, of the bill be stricken out and the wor 
“ sixty inserted in lieu of it; so as to read: 

And after such previous advertisement, not less than sixty days, in adaily 
newspaper. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What will be the effect of the proposed 
amendment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that he is making a mistake in the interest of the debtor there. 
The cost of such an advertisement for sixty days would be enor- 


mous. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no occasion for publishing the notice 
daily in a ay A 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator tell me what weekly 
paper is published here? 

r. ALLEN. I suppose the daily papers that are published 
here have weekly editions. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Star and Post do not have weekly 
editions, and they are the chief newspapers of the city and go 
into the hands of almost everybody. 

Mr. ALLEN. Theycould publish it once a week for six weeks. 
In my judgment it is e E to suy that a man 
who has put his money in g aith in real estate should be 
foreclosed of his title to that real estate or his equity in it by a 
mere ten days’ notice and sale. There are a great many good 
men who have money in real estate, and who, if they were given 
thirty or sixty Aaya notice, could make provision for payment; 
whereas, if the bill is to pass and they are to have only ten days’ 
notice, they will be absolutely wiped out. They should have a 
more enlarged opportunity to pay. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Suppose I suggest this lan e to the 
Senatorfrom Nebraska, which is the ordinary way in the States, 
“that the same be published once a week for four successive 
weeks.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Once a week, say, for eight successive weeks, 
and that a copy of the notice shall be served upon the person in 
actual occupancy of the real estate. 

Mr. GEORGE. As well as on the grantor. 

Mr. ALLEN. As well as on the grantor in the deed. 
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Mr. FAULKNER. I make no objection to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, I think the notice 
may be too long, and it is longer than is given in the States. If 
we conform the pro law to what is generally the rule in 
the States, I think it would be safer. - 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not think there are probably many States 
in the Union which have laws of this kind. Iam familiar with 
the laws of many of the States wegt of the Mississippi River, and 
I know they have not. I suggest this amendment to the Senator 
from West Virginia: that the word“ ten“ be stricken out and 
that the bill be made to read, that the notice shall be printed 
once a week for eight successive weeks in some daily newspaper 
of the District, and that a copy of the notice shall be served upon 
the person in actual occupancy of the real estate as well as the 
grantor in the trust deed, if he shall live within the District. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the 
Senator from Nebraska that he reduce his amendment to writ- 

It is somewhat long. 
r. ALLEN. I shall have to reduce it to writing to get it in 
the form it ought to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the amendments so far 
made be concurred in? 

The amendments were concurred in. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. While the Senator from Nebraska is reduc- 
ing his amendment to writing I desire to say that the general 
purport and design of the Senator are very praiseworthy. These 
sales made on short notice are frequently the cause of very great 
oppression to the grantors in the deeds of trust, operating to 
transfer their estates very quickly for a mere nominal sum. I 
doubt whether the law ought to authorize any sale of mortgaged 
property to be made except under a decree of court. Sales in 
pais, made by an unsworn person, frequently and nearly always 
the nominee of the creditor, are subject to very great abuse, 
and I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment propored by 
the Senator from Nebraska, if it does not go further. I thinkit 
would be just to prevent such sales; exceptin pursuance of ade- 
cree of a court of chancery. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, there being no unfinished business, the Calendar under 
Rule IX is the regular order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask that the consideration of the pend- 
ing bill be continued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the 

nding bill be continued. Is there objection? The Chair 

ears none. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state, in answer to the Senator from 
Nebraska, that the bill does not change what is now customary 
in the District in reference to deeds of trust. The rule isnow in 
operation in reference to all self-executing deeds of trust (and it 
is the uniform rule, I think, in all the States around here) to 
have this character of liens, which are self-executing, made 
without the intervention of the courts, which is the customary 
way with mortgages. The bill does not seek to change that 


rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have drawn the amendment hastily, and it 
may not be worded exactly as it should be. I move to strike out 
in lines 34, 35, 36, and 37, section 4, the following words: 

Not less than ten days, in a daily newspaper or newspapers printed and 
published in said District, as to the trustee or trustees, or trustee acting, 
shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned. 

And to insert the words: 

By publishing a notice of the time and 
some daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia for eight suc- 
cessive weeks; and a certified copy of such notice shall be personally served 
on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the 
trust deed. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I did not hear the latter part of the pro- 
posed amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may have to change the phraseology. 
pose to insert— 

By publishing a notice of the time of the sale once each week insome daily 
newspaper published in the District of Columbia for eight successive weeks; 
and a ceriified copy of such notice shall be 8 served on the person 
in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the trust deed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. Strike out,after the word “advertisement,” 
in line 34, section 4, the following: 

Not less than ten days, ina daily newspaper or newspapers printed and 
published in said District, as to the trustee or trustees, or trustee acting, 
shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


By publishing a notice of the timeand jpn of the sale once each week in 
some daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia for eight suc- 


lace of the sale once each week in 


I pro- 


cessive weeks, and a certified copy of such notice shall be aaa served 
on N in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to accept 
an amendment to his amendment by striking out the word ‘‘ and” 
between the words“ time” and “ place,” and inserting after the 
word “ place” the words ‘‘ and terms.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; that is agreeable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska accept the amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment which has 
been accepted to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by striking out 
the word band“ between the words time“ and place,“ and in- 
serting after the word place“ the words and terms;” so that 
the amendment will : 

By publishing a notice of the time, place, and terms of the sale, etc., once 
each week. B 


Mr. ALLEN. If the Secretary will read the latter part of 
the amendment I wish to make a ch siete 

Mr. HUNTON. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I suggest that the notice provided in the amendment for the oc- 
cupant of the real estate is quite sufficient without requiring a 
notice to the owner. It is a well-known fact that the owners of 
real estate in Washington to a very large extent, do not reside 
in the District, their residence is not known to the trustee, and 
therefore a notice upon them would entail a great deal of trouble 
and delay in the enforcement.of a deed of trust. 

But if the notice is served upon the occupant of the real estate, 
who would be the tenant of the owner, he would be in communi- 
cation with his landlord and give the proper notice. I suggest 
to the Senator the propriety of striking out the notice to the 
owner, and let it stand a notice to the occupant of the real 
estate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wished to make a suggestion in that connec- 
tion. I wish to add the words If he resides in the District.” 
If the Secretary will read the amendment I will obviate the 
difficulty suggested by the Senator from Virginia. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And a certified copy of such notice shall be personally served on the per- 
son in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the trustdeed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I propose to add the words if he resides in the 
District.” 

Mr. HUNTON. That is satisfactory, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that amendment is agreeable, it will confine 
the notice to the owner if he resides in the District. 2 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will not object to that amendment. I 
think that makes it more definite. - 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I object to the proposed modifi- 
cation of the amendment. I see no reason why a man who lives 
outside of the District of Columbia should not be protected in 
his property as much as a man who resides in it. There is no 
reason wiry a man’s property should be sacrificed without notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment as now modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

By 8 a notice of the time, place, and terms of the sale once each 
week in some daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia for oigna 
successive weeks; and a certified copy of such notice shall be mally 


served on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor 
of the trust deed, if he resides in the District. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is a very singular proposition 
that if a man lives outside of the District he shall have his prop- 
erty sold without any notice to him. I think there can be no 
justification of that. In truth, Mr. President, I am opposed to 
this whole system of the selling of property of the great mass of 
the people of the country without any kind of judicial notice or 
decision, leaving it to them to bring suit to set aside a sale 
where they are dispossessed of their property by a trustee mak- 
ing ae own construction of the instrument under which the sale 
is made. 

But if the system of trusts and instruments by which private 
individuals dispose of property upon their own judgment, dis- 
possessing the owners of it and leaving them to maintain a suit, 
shall be allowed to continue, certainly there can be no justifica- 
tion for the provision that if a man lives outside of the District 
of Columbia his property may be disposed of by a trustee with- 
out any notice whatever tohim. There is to be merely a pub- 
lication for eight weeks in a weekly newspaper, which may escape 
the notice of the nonresident, there being no kind of notice served 
upon him personally, and his property is to be disposed of upon 
the ground that he does not live in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. President, I think it is not a very great hardship upon a 
creditor loaning money upon the security of property to be re- 

uired to find out the residence of the person who is the . 195 
the grantor in the deed, and to serve the notice on him. The 
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occupant may be a mere tenant for a few months and may have 
no interest whatever in communicating the fact to the grantor. 
The grantor may be absent or he may have an agent who has 
failed: to notify him. Certainly there should be some protection 


to the nonresident. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to in e of the President 
in order at this time? 


whether a motion to recommit the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, I move that the bill be recommitted to 
the committee from which it emanated, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, with instructions to bring in a bill requir- 
ing the foreclosure of all trust deeds and mortgages ina court 
of equity before the right of the equitable holder can be extin- 
guished and do away entirely with the system of advertisement, 
and sale of property of citizens who have invested their mone 
and who have been compelled to give a mortgage or trust dee 
to secure the deferred payments. 

The trust deeds are used as a mere cutthroat affair. Theyare 
used by money sharks for the purpose of getting rid of a class 
of purchasers who are not always able to meet their obligations 
as soon as they mature, and thousands and hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars are lost to the poor and worthy people in conse- 

uence of this iniquitous system of sale on notice. Iam not in 
avor of a law whic. ee the debtor an undue advantage at all, 
but I favor a law which isconsonant with the laws of u majority of 
the States of the Union, and that is just to all, and that the sys- 
tem of sale by mere notice shall be destroyed and the system of 
foreclosure in a court of equity introduced in lieu of it. 

There are very few States in the Union to-day that permit a 
sale under a trust deed by mere notice. I refer to the foreclo- 
sure of trust deeds on land. Of course with chattel mortgages 
and contracts of that kind they do it. But the courts look upon 
these sales with a great deal of suspicion whenever they do take 

lace. It is not an unusual thing, it is almost a daily transac- 
Fon for a court of equity to interpose by its decree and setaside 
a sale such as is authorized by this bill, If a man has bought 
property in this District, and has paid one-half or one-third or 
any other considerable sum, and has been compelled to give a 
‘trust deed for the deferred payments, is there any reason in the 
world why he should not have some time at least when his ob- 
ganon mature to procure the money to meet them? 
it not simply an iniquity that under a law like the one pro- 
posed here, in ten or fifteen days his creditor can sell him out 
of house and home and absorb all the money he has put in the 
property? Why should not the creditor be compelled to go to 
a court of equity, which weighs the matter carefully and weighs 
the equity, and add the protection of that court in preserving 
his right in the property? The right of the purchaser of the 
property is certainly as sacred as the right of the vendor. It is 
probably all he has in the world. It is probable that it is the 
only roof that shelters his wife and children, and why should he 
not have his day in court before his property is sold and his 
family tu ned into the street? 

There is scarcely a State in the Union to-day that does not re- 
quire parties holding mortgages and trust deeds to go intoa 
court of equity. Why should a maninthe District of Columbia 
who is dealing in real estate have superior advantages to the 
citizens of the Unionelsewhere? Why should he not, when he 
sells property and takes his mortgage, understand that he must 
go into a court of equity and submit the equities of his claim to 
a court before he can sell out the house and home of his pur- 
chaser? Not only that, sir, but these trustee sales are used as 
a meansof oppression. They are used for the purpose of oppress- 
ing the grantor in the trust deed. 

‘or the purpose of getting an extension of time, sometimes the 
grantor in the trust deed gives a mortgage upon his household 
effects, and perhaps upon everything he has that is vendable and 
that can be sold on thestreet, and, after awhile, failing to redeem 
those things, not only the real property itself is sold, but under 
the mortgage that is gtven the personal property of the debtor 
is sold, too, and an enormous bill of costs is taxed up to the 
grantor in the trust deed, to be paid by him. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be recommitted, with in- 
structions to so reform it or to presenta bill requiring the cred- 
itor to go into a court of equity to foreclose the trust deed be- 
fore he can obtain title to the trust property. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Mr. President, I hope the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska will not be carried. Certainly I am not 
here for the purpose of bringing into a District that for years, 
perhaps since its organization as a District, has operated under 

certain principles in the carrying out of the provisions of law 
touching deeds of trust, a system that changes the entire prac- 
tice upon which that business has grown up and providing an- 
other form that takes entirely different proceedings in order to 
pee Rar the results. I oppose the amendment upon another 
ground. IL oppose it upon the ground that in the practice of 
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carrying these mortgages through the courts, the lawyer, the 
clerks, and the commissioners, and the auditors eat bii all the 
estate that the creditor does not eat up. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why not limit their fees? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lou can not pass a bill here which limits 
the fees of lawyers. You can not pass a bill here which limits 
the fees of the auditors and clerks.as to this particular matter, 
differing entirely from that of all other equity proceedings be- 
fore the courts of the District’of Columbia. Sir, under such a 
principle you would put confusion absolutely into all questions 
as to what are proper and legal charges by oificers of the court, 
and you would even go to the extent of putting in a provision 
in reference to lawyers’ fees, providing that they are to charge 
a certain amount for n case through court. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 should like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginia a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. FAULKNER, I yield, of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator propose that the solicitor for 
the plaintiff shall obtain his fee from the defendant? Is that 
the purpose of the pro sed law? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that under the proposed law there is no solicitor in the case; 
there is no lawyer in the case; there are no fees and no liabili- 
ties that the creditor has to pay under the deed of trust, which 
is the form provided in the bill, and which is the uniform prac- 
tice in the District, rg bs the debt and its interest, the cost of 
the advertisement, and the cost of the execution of the deed it- 
self. That is done by the trustee named inthedeed. There are 
no other legal expenses that can come out of the fund upon the 
sale of the property, whereas if you put the indebtedness in the 
form of a mortgage, you have to file one of the most expensive 
. known to the courts, an equity proceeding. You 

ve to go before an equity court. 

The trustee or the creditor will have to employ a lawyer, and 
the fees of the losing party are always taxed as a part of the 
costs. The legal fees, not the fee agreed upon between the coun- 
sel and the client, but the fees allowed by law are taxed in as 
part of the costs. Then there are all the clerks’ costs, which 
run up very rapidly in equity proceedings. Then the case is re- 
ferred to an auditor, and the auditor summons the parties be- 
fore him to prove the case. Thus the costs of the auditor and 
the witnesses and all, which are very high in the District of Co- 
lumbia, are incurred in cases where there is not a disputed 
question involved in the proceeding, because if there is a dis- 
puted question, under the well-recognized practice in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and all the States adjoining it, where the 

wers of a self-executing deed of trust are involved the court 

as jurisdiction at once to = upon the disputed point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator from West Virginia 
would explain a point for my benefit. I have not been a pur- 
chaser or owner of real estate here, and I should like to know 
just how the title passes under one of these deeds of trust, and 
what evidence appears upon the record of its having changed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under the present law, and that is simply 
what the bill is trying to remedy, a man will borrow money or 
buy property. Owing a debt, of course he executes a deed of 
trust, which is a penvepance of the property, and as the title is 
then vested in him by virtue of the deed from the original owner, 
he at once, if it is a purchase of property, transfers it to a third 
party, Who is called a trustee. 

It, on its face, vests an absolute title in the trustee. The deed 
has a provision authorizing the trustee in case of default, under 
certain terms and conditions, to make sale of the property. It 
is advertised and sold to the highest bidder. Then the trustee, 
when the purchaser at the trustee's sale has complied with the 
terms of the sale by paying the purchase money, executes to him, 
the purchaser, a deed which conveys to him all the right, title, 
and interest that was vested in the trustee, which had been for- 
merly vested in the original grantor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without any resort to the courts at all? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Without any resort whatever to the courts. 
That is the uniform practice in the District. If a man borrows 
money and has real estate, he executes a deed of trust to that 
real estate to a trustee agreed upon by himself and the creditor, 
providing how long a time he shall have the money, what inter- 
est he shall pay, and providing in the deed of trust that if he 
makes default the property shall be sold under certain terms, 
which is generally about two weeks notice in a daily newspaper. 
At that e, of course, the same proceedings are adopted by the 
trustee. He advertises the property and seils it; pays the cred- 
itor his indebtedness, takes out a commission of 2 per cent for 
his trouble, and the surplus, if any, he pays over to the debtor. 

I will state that in the practical execution of deeds of trust in 
this section of the country, both in the District and in all the 
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surrounding States, there is not one in ten thousand deeds of 
trust ever forced to aforeclosure or to a sale. It is a safe way of 
securing money, but not one in ten thousand of these deeds that 
are given are ever forced to a sale of the proponi described in 
them, if the debtor pays before the default. Under the present 
system, unfortunately it having vested an absolute title in the 
trustee under the common law which governs in this District, 
the trustee has to make a regular conveyance, a deed of bargain 
and sale from himself back to the original owner, so as to vest 
the title that was conveyed to him under the deed of trust back 
in the original owner, which is not only costly in its execution, 
but it is also costly in its recordation. 

The object of the bill is to conform with those provisions in 
other State statutes which allow him simply to execute a short 
release tosaying the debtor has discharged the liability contained 
in the deed of trust, and that short release by operation of law, as 
provided for in this proposed statute, reinvests the original 
owner with the property and its title. 

Mr. President, Iam not willing, and I hope the Senate will 
not be willing, to vote to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, with instructions to bring in a bill to 
change the entire system that has grown up here in reference 
to the loaning of money and thesecuring of deferred payments. 
I think it would be exceedingly gt foc to the business in- 
terests ofthis District if any such bi ertreugye in and passed, 
and I for that reason sincerely hope that it will not be done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I should not wish to inter- 
fere by a statute with any long existing system of conveyances 
or foreclosures; but I will tell the Senator from West Virginia 
what our old-fashioned way is in Connecticut. Weare a ver: 
simple-minded folk in Connecticut. A mortgage is the usu 
conveyance, with a condition that if such and such a sum is not 

d the ownership shall pass, or if such debt is paid it shall be 
ree again to the original owner; but when it is necessary to 
foreclose a mortgage to collect the debt, to acquire full title to 
the property, a very simple petition is presented to the court. 
There is no Siia probably, about the debt. The court asks, 
How much is this property worth? Perhaps $3,500. What is 
the debt? Perhaps it is $1,800. The court says: This is abun- 
dant security, and there is no hardship in giving a year for the 
redemption;” and it makes a decree accordingly. It is all very 
simple; and I suggest to the Senator that it is much less liable 
to cruel abuse than this system of his which we in the East have 
the fashion of calling cut-throat mortgages. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am glad to see the distinguished Senator from 
Connecticut take the position he does in reference to this mat- 
ter, Certainly there can be noexcuse for this billin its present 
form, except to comply with the requirements of a certain class 
of money lenders who desire their money at all hazards and at 
any sacrifice to the debtor, and who desire to fix the time when 
the debtor's interest in the property can be extinguished. 

Now, the Senator from West Virginia, I would infer from 
what he said, believes that it is perfectly proper (and I do not 
know but that is the customin the District; I donot know what 
the custom is here) to charge up a counsel fee or solicitor fee to 
thedebtor. I should like toask the Senator from West Virginia 
if this is customary? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can not state what is customary in this 
District. I can only state what is customary in my own State, 
and in the adjoining States where I have practiced. There isa 
regular allowance of an attorney fee that is always charged up 
as u part of the cost against the party who loses in the proceed- 
ing. That amount of the attorney fee is fixed by statute. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that is true it furnishes an additional reason 
for the recommittal of the bill. There is no kind of equity or 
justice in even permitting a condition in a mor o or trust 
deed by which the owner can tax counsel fees to the defendant. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Nebraska did not cor- 
rectly understand me. There is no tax of attorney fee under 
the system that is in operation 6 or that would be in oper- 
ation under this bill in reference to deeds of trust. Iamspeak- 
ing of litigation in courts of equity. 

iv. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from West Virginia 
rfectly. If there isa court of equity in the District of Co- 
umbia that awards solicitors’ fees to the plaintiff in cases of 
foreclosure or in other equitable cases, making that a rule I 
mean, or that allows the successful party in a law action to re- 
cover an attorney's fee, then the sooner Congress changes that 
rule and wipes it out, the better off the people of this District 
will be and the sooner Congress will discharge its duty to that 
people of the District. Whenever a man takes a trust deed or 
mortgage and fixes his rate of interest he fixes it with a view 
of covering every possible contingency that can arise. The 
rate of interest that he draws upon his bond fixes the measure 
of liability of the defendant on the contract. 
Now, I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia—and I 


speak to him because he is familiar with the rule here—if there 
is any law or practice of that kind in this District, the propriety 
of bringing in a bill here promptly changing the rule and intro- 
ducing a rule in this District thut is somewhat just and some- 
what humane. It is an absolute iniquity that every conceivable 
burden shall be piona upon the maker of a mortgage or a trust 
deed that the will, whim, or caprice of the grantee of the trust 
may see fit to impose upon him. 

: ik FAULKNER. That is not the case in the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. ALLEN. And Congress should now, if it has not before 
done so, put an end to that kind of practice so far as it has au- 
thority to do it. If it has not done it in the past it should seize 
the most favorable oF rtunity in the future to change the rule 
that seems to prev: this District. 

Mr. President, the rule introduced by this bill is pe wr in 
another respect. It gives the credit or the sole pr of deter- 
mining whenand how he willforeclose. Whatright, what equity 
has the ereditor 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, he is en- 
tirely mistaken. The creditor has no power to determine when 
he will foreclose. The determination under a deed of trust is 
fixed by an actual agreement between the parties when the 
transaction is made, and before the deed is executed, or at least 
at the time when the deed is executed. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is always fixed. It is perfectly proper to 
consider, in determining this measure, that the creditor stands 
at an advantage over the debtor in making the contract. We, 
who are familiar with these contracts by having had them in 
court, know that the grantor in the trust deed is put to every 
disadvantage in the execution of the contract. Now, that being 
true, why should the holder of the trust have it in his power to 
foreclose and wipe out the existence of the debtor within a very 
few days by a simple notice of sale? When he undertakes to 
and does sell by a single notice, is not that an act 97 9 3 within 
his own control? Does he not deprive the grantor in the trust 
deed or the mortgagor of going before a judicial tribunal for the 
purpose of having it determined whether he has not waived 
some of the conditions of his contract? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me, I will state that he does not. If there is any dis- 
pae arising out of the question of the execution of the deed or 

efault in its terms, and the trustee seeks to execute it, it is 
absolutely in the power of a debtor to appeal to acourtof equity 
and rap the execution of the sale. s 

Mr. GEORGE. He has to give bond? 

Mr. ALLEN. How can he appeal to a courtof equity? : 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not necessary to give bond unless he 
asks for an injunction in reference to real estate. It is only a 
question as to cost, and not a question that grows out of dam- 


ages. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the grantorof the trust deed is able to enjoin 
the sale under the deed, then ordinarily he is able to pay the 
obligation and there is no necessity of a sale. But if he is like 
nine-tenths of the persons who are seeking to build up homesin 
this city and the creditor can come along with his trust deed 
and turn him out of doors, it is sarcasm of the coldest kind to 
that man to say he can go into a court of equity and enjoin the 
sale under the trust deed and settle it in a court of equity. He 
must give a bond in a sum to be fixed by the court of equity 
where he applies for his writ of injunction. He must have 
money to pay a lawyer with. He must have money with which 
to pay clerk’s costs and court costs. He must have all these 
things before he iseven admitted to the doors of the court to 
protoni his case. Now, that is a great consolation to a man who 

as lost every cent he has by a ugg | of this kind. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit 


me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is it not the same thing as if a mortgage 
was foreclosed through the courts? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is, if there is any surplus value of the 
realestate over and above the 1 created by the indebted- 
ness, because then it is taken out of this surplus. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the plaintiff is required to go into a court of 
equity and foreclose his trust deed or mortgage the respondent 
has a right to go in without any costs or expense to him and con- 
test the plaintiff's claim. There is not a dollar of expense to 
him except such as he may incur for counsel fees. Thereareno 
costs for him to pay. He is entitled as a matter of right to go 
there and make a defense. 

Now, suppose as a matter of fact he can show that the plaintiff 
has waived the obligations of the contract insome respect. Sup- 
pa he can show paymentor extension or any other defense that 

admissible in a court of equity, should he be deprived of any 
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of these rights and privileges by a mere sale by notice without 
an opportunity to go before a competent tribunal and have his 
day in court? That is all I claim. I claim that in at least two- 
thirds of the States of this Union it is impossible to foreclose a 
deed of trust like this without going into a court of equity, and 
I know of no reason why gentlemen doing business in this Dis- 
trict should be exempt from the performance of the same duty. 
If they have been doing business otherwise, if they have been 
taking the poor people who purchase homes by the neck and 
throwing them into the street, itis high time for Congress to 
introduce a new and more humane rule in this District. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there are some considerations 
connected with this question which have not been brought be- 
fore the Senate, and which I think ought to have a very mate- 
rial weight in determining the propriety of the motion made by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

in the first place, a sale made by one of these trustees alors 
conveys a suspicious title. Purchasers of real estate do not bid 
freely at such sales, and for manifest reasons. First, in the 
lapse of some time afterwards a contest may arise as to the reg- 
ularity of the sale in an actionof ejectment, and when such con- 
test arises it would be the duty of the purchaser to prove that 
the notice was given in accordance with the deed of trust. He 
might find it impossible to do that. 

In the next place, the purchaser at one of these sales is not 
strictly under the rule of a bona fide purchaser without notice. 
If the debt be void, as on a gambling consideration, and there 
is nothing in the record to disclose invalidity of the debt, then 
the purchaser at the sale would be liable to lose his amount af- 
terwards upon proof of the invalidity of the debt. That is an- 
other reason why purchasers outside do not bid. Another rea- 
son is, if the debt be extinguished or partly extinguished before 
the sale and the sale is made for the whole debt, then the pur- 
chaser loses the benefit of his purchase. 

So there are other objections to foreclosures, as we lawyers 
say, in pais, without judicial determination; besides the mere 
chance of ruining the debtor. The sales are suspected. Sales 
of that sort never bring full fruits. They are generally consum- 
mated by nobody bidding except the creditor. He becomes the 
purchaser at just such a price as he sees proper. A 

Then there is another consideration, Mr. President, which I 
omitted at the proper time to state. The trustee never makes 
a warrant of title. Thatisanother reason why persons will not 
bid at these sales, or bid with reluctance. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through with my statement. Then 
I will yield for an interruption. So these sales are of that pe- 
culiar character and nature which necessarily produce small 
fruits. : 

Then there are one or twoother reasons why a court of oy 
should administer these trusts or trust deeds rather than have 
it done by a mere private trustee who is nearly always the mere 
agent and frequently the tool of the creditor. If a sale be made 
under the order ofa chancery court and it brings a very low 

rice and that is shown to the court the court will not confirm 
it but will order a resale. So on a resale a fair price may be re- 
ceived; and then there is another rule. If any man, after a sale is 
made under a decree in chancery, will come into court before 
confirmation and say, I will advance on the bid made by the pur- 
chaser;“ that is, to make myself perfectly understood, suppose 
the sale be made for $1,000 and a third party will come into the 
court before confirmation and say, Iwill give 8500 more,” that 
is, I will give $1,500 for this property,” then the court says to 
the purchaser, ‘‘ Now, unless you will give $1,500 you shall not 
have the property.” 

So under a sale by judicial decree we first have several very 
important matters settled beyond any controversy whatever. 
Il the debt is invalid, then if the decree is that it is valid, the 
pay having had his day once in court can never afterwards 

itigate it. So the purchaser will bid with the certainty that 
the amount ascertained by the decree of the court is actually 
due. That is one advantage. : 

Another advantage is that the records of the court will show 
whether the sale was regular or not, and on confirmation there 
can be no further controversy about the regularity of the sale. 
The third advantage is the one which I have just mentioned, 
that under a decree by a court of chancery the chances are very 
great that there will not be that sacrifice of the property which 
almost universally takes place when a sale is made by a trustee 
upon mere prorsedings in pais. 

For all these reasons, as we have the matter now up, the law 
should be so amended that there shall be no sale of land except 
under the judicial decree of a court, ascertaining the amount 
due, fixing the terms of the sale, and then reserving to the court 
the right, after the sale is made, to inquire whether justice has 
pen Es and to refuse confirmation unless there been a 

air sale, 


With all these things, it does seem to me that we should not 
be doing a good thing if we allowed, while this bill was under 
consideration, the old method, which nearly always produced 
bad results and frequently very gross injustices, to go on and be 
perpetuated in this district. > 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi, 

before he sits down, whether he proposes to altogether deprive 
a debtor who possesses real estate of making that real estate a 
security which would enable him to borrow money on it, and 
secure the paymentof that money to his creditor at a fixed day? 
That is the point of all this legislation. If it is desirable to 
have a, judicial ascertainment of the regularity of a sale, the 
parties ought to be at liberty to get it when they so desire. It 
is desirable to have all the equity powers vested in the courts 
which will protect a debtor against usurious or oppressive con- 
duct on the part of the creditor and, of course, which will pro- 
tect him against a violation of the contract. Still, the essence 
of mercantile dealing and of mercantile safety is that a creditor 
shall be entitled to know and to be sure that he shall have his 
money on the day he stipulates, so that he can keep his con- 
tract. That is the essence of all good commerce. 
Ik a debtor borrows money on any security, where that object 
is not attained the debtor has to compensate for the risk by pay- 
ing extortionate rates, Thatis the universal experience of man- 
kind. The payment at the day ought to be secured, and you 
can not secure the payment at the day by a mortgage if you 
must have a lawsuit, which may be carried to one, two, or a 
half dozen courts before you get through with it. 

We had this whole thing to go over in Massachusetts. Our 
people were very much opposed to what they called the power 
of sale mortgage. They had the old three years redemption, 
and they changed their policy with great reluctance for the rea- 
son stated so clearly and strongly by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, but they changed their policy thirty-two years ago, in 
1852, and there is nobody in our State, if our experience is worth 
anything, who wishes to go back to the old plan. I think that 
all classes of persons agree thatitis better to have itin the 
power of the parties to contract for a security which will secure 
absolute punctuality in payment and that where that can not be 
dons the person who suffers by it is the debtor and not the cred- 

r. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the considerations so forcibl 
presented by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] h 
not escaped my observation and contemplation. I am well 
aware that in mercantile matters and in all businesses prompt- 
ness and ‘punctuality are very great virtues, and I should do 
nothing, if I could help it, which would tend to decrease the 
chances for prompt and punctual payment; but upon very full 
consideration of the adverse arguments upon the one side and 
the other, I have concluded, first, that in most transactions 
which are made, punctuality is secured and credit is given upon 
that security by the character of the debtor for meeting his en- 
gagements. Probably in ninety-nine cases in a hundred punc- 
tuality is secured in that way as the known credit of the debtor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, why the necessity for a mortgage? 

Mr, GEORGE. That is for ultimate security. To show the 
Senator from Tennessee that I am right about it, I will say that 
the mortgage and the deed of trust never do in fact secure pay- 
ment on the day; they only secure payment at some tims after 
default. There must be a default before there can be a sale, 
qast as much as there must be adefault before there can be asuit 

n equity. So I think when we consider all which I have al- 
leged heretofore, it will be found that whilst there are some very 
strong reasons in favor of the prompt settlement, as urged by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, yet the weight of the incon- 
veniences and of the troubles and of the chances for oppression 
and wrong arising from these sales in pais lie on the side of these 
prompt sales. In avoy other thing, except where a mortgage 
or a deed of trust is taken—I believe they constiute a large ma- 
jority of the transactions of mankind—you get your payment on 
the day alleged from the known ability and character of the 
promisor or debtor, and in case he fails, the creditor must resort 
to a court of law or a court of chancery, as the case may be, to 
enforce his rights. 


So, upon the whole, especially as the protection given by the_ 


motion made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is to 
those who are not, as a general rule, so able to take care of them- 
selves as the other side, I think we had better give our legisla- 
tion on that side. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, as I understand the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska andenforced by the 
argument of the Senator from Mississippi, it is to confine real se- 
curity for the payment of debts to a mortgage instead of a deed 
of trust. As the law stands now, a debtor and creditor, one 
about to secure the debt due to the other, can make his selec- 
tion and either secure it by a mortgage or secure a a deed of 
trust. That practice and that privilege have prevailed in the 


District of Columbia ever since it has been the District of Colum- 
bia. One portion of the District was ceded by Maryland and 
the other portion by Virginia. The laws of those two States 
were brought into the District of Columbia, and from the laws 
of those two States the parties have had the privilege eversince 
this has been the District of Columbia to secure a debt either by 


a mo ge or by a deed of trust. 
a$ LATT. Will the Senator say what has been the prac- 
ce 


Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir; that has been the practice and that 
is the law. 

Mr.PLATT. Both forms of security are resorted to? 

Mr. HUNTON. Both; either a deed of trust or a mortgage. 

Mr. HARRIS. The contracting parties settle for themselves 
which course they will adopt. 

Mr. HUNTON. Les, sir. That having prevailed here as the 
law of the Districtof Columbia ever since its cession by the States 
of Maryland and Virginia, the people being perfectly satisfied 
with that state of affairs, not desiring, so far as we are advised, 
any change confining the security for debts upon real estate to 
mortgages instead of deeds of trust, I can not see why the Senate 
of the United States should undertake to enforce upon the people 
of this District a single method of securing a debt on real estate 
out of the two methods. 

If there are evils attending the enforcement of a deed of trust, 
when the debtor and creditor get together and want to give se- 
curity one to the other on real: estate, and they think the evils 
which have been portrayed by the two Senators exist as toa 
deed of trust, let the creditor take a mortgage; that, of course, 
will meet all the difficulties the two Senators have made; but if 
the parties do not agree with those two Senators, andsay ‘‘ We 
prefer the cheaper mode of securing this debt and the cheaper 
mode of enforcing the execution of the security,” then they may, 
under the law as it now stands and under the bill under consid- 
eration, take the deed of trust in preference to the mortgage. 

I ask again, why deprive the people of the District of Columbia 
of that right of preference when they undertake as hoa, ap 
men, able to contract, to choose between these two meth of 
securing the debt? 

Mr. President, I do not sympathize with a great deal which 
has been said here, because I believe that the very moment you 
put obstacles in the way of collecting a debt if secured upon real 
property, that very moment you make the borrowing of money 
more difficult to the debtor, and in proportion to the difficulties 
of collecting a loan secured upon real estate, you make it more 
difficult for the honest man to borrow money for the necessary 
3 of his trade or his business. Therefore I, for one, asa 

riendof the persons who sometimes are obliged to borrow money, 

would make the execution of the deed of trust on any security 
for the repayment of that money as and as cheap as possible. 

One objection of the Senator from Mississippi is that a deed 
of trust does not warrant the title. A deed made by a court un- 
der foreclosure proceedings does not warrant the title either. 
and I beg to inform my friend from Mississippi that there is not 
one deed in a hundred executed out of court between Mr. A and 
Mr. B in the sale of property which contains a general warranty 
provision. The deeds in the District of Columbia are in effect 
almost invariably quitclaim deeds. I, for one, am not willing 
to take away from the people of the District of Columbia a sys- 
tem of borrowing money either by deed of trust or by mortgage, 
under which they have lived nearly one hundred years, and force 
them into the adoption of one or the other of those modes. Ide- 
sire to see them have the right to secure their debts either by 
deed of trust or by mortgage, and the object of the bill under 
consideration is to more effectually provide for the execution of 
a deed of trust. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Chair please state what is the precise 
question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska Mr. ALLEN] to recommit the bill to the 

_Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions. 

Mr. PLATT. Whatamendmenthas been made on the fourth 
page from lines 34 to 37? : 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Connecticut that pending that amendment the 
motion to recommit was made. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will state to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, however, that I agreed not to oppose the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr, PLATT. That amendment is with reference to making 
more specific the notice which shall be given in case of sale? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The amendment provides for publication 
once a week for eight successive weeks, and that notice shall be 
served upon the person in actual occupancy of the property and 


also the grantor, : 
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I wish to suggest to the Senator from Nebraska and the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi whether it is fair or proper at this time to 
bring up the question which is involved in the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska? The bill now before the Senate is not 
a bill to change any law as it exists as to the form of the secu- 
rity for debt; it is only as to the mere form of the deed, not at 
all as to the practice whether it shall be a mortgage or a deed 
of trust. 

The bill simply provides thatif the security bea deed of trus 
the form o? the deed shall be so and so. It does not alter any o 
the practices or any of the usages or any of the customs of the 
law which authorizes a deed of trust to be given with the power 
of sale as now existing in the District of Columbia. . 

Under those circumstances, I am satisfied that the Senate will 
see that it would not be proper to recommit the bill (which does 
not attempt in any form to change the law of the District of 
Columbia as it exists, except as to the forms of conveyance) in 
order to change an entire system which has been in existence 
for over a hundred years, and with which the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are thoroughly familiar. 

Mr. President, I venture to say that there are thousands and 
thousands of deeds on record here through the building asoci- 
ations of this District—and I wish tosay that the District of Co- 
lumbia has been built up through these building associations 
to a very great extent—and yet every deed is in the form of a 
deed of trust. Senators are familiar with the newspapers of the 
District of Columbia; they read them daily, and see the advertise- 
ments under the forms of these deeds of trust, and they at 
once recognize that not one in ten thousand of these deeds of 
trust are ever based actually on the execution or sale for the 
purpose of securing the debts; but the people here being familiar 
with this character of i and knowing its promptness, 
money is loaned freely upon it without any hesitation, the debtors 
are accommodated, and no injury results from it. 

Mr. HOAR. Savings banks are in the same position. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, savings banks are in exactly 
the same position. 

I wish to say that there is not a single legal objection made 
by my distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], in 
whose opinion I certainly have the very highest confidence on 
any question of law, which is not thoroughly provided for in the 
decisions of the courts of the District of Columbia in reference 
to the protection of any debtor from the grasping claim or im- 
8 mode of a creditor under a deed of trust. If there has 

een a partial payment and the trustee attempts to sell for more 
than is due, that gives a court of equity jurisdiction at once to 
stop the sale. If it is a gambling debt or a usurious debt there 
is absolute jnrisdiction in the court of equity to stop the sale. 
There is no ground upon which a trustee can make a sale under 
one of these self-executing deeds, except when there is no sub- 
ject of dispute as between the debtor and the creditor. 

In every other instance, not having had his day in court, the 
courts are open to that debtor. An investigation at once takes 
place by an impartial tribunal, in case of any dispute. The 
title of the purchaser is exactly the same. The purchaser who 
buys at a trustee's sale and the purchaser who buys at a com- 
missioner's sale are purchasers caveat emptor, and bound by that 
title after confirmation, no matter what may be its defects. 
That is the decision in this jurisdiction and the decision in the 
jurisdiction in which I reside, and I suppose the decision in 
every other jurisdiction. A purchaser who ascertains that his 
title is absolutely void, if that title has been confirmed by the 
first decree after the sale, has no remedy in a court, and must 
even continue to pay the second and third deferred payments. 
As to the title which the purchaser obtains at a trustee's sale, 
it is identically the same title which is obtained from the court, 
and the court gives him no title, but aspecial warranty. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is this very great difference between 
the title the purchaser gets at a sale under a chancery decree 
and the title which he gets under a sale by a trustee by proceed- 
ings in pais; that, in the first case, at the sale under a chance 
decree, whilst the purchaser gets no guarantee of the title be- 
yond the grantor’s in the deed, he always gets that title, always 
gets the title of the grantor of the dasa or the debtor; and 
the other case the man gets nothing but a lawsuit, in which the 
chances are that he may fail, because he has to prove, when suit 
is brought to test the validity of the sale, the regularity of it 
from the yery wearanine: All those questions are settled by the 
proceedings in the chancery court. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I must beg leave to some extent, at least, 
to differ from my distinguished friend from Mississippi. The 
title of the purchaser, so far as the right and title of the grantor — 
even in the deed, stands upon the same footing in a con 
sioner’s sale by the court as by a trustee’s sale. In order to se- 
cure good title you have to employ a lawyer to examine the 
court proceedings to see if the entire p s are regular, 


If they are irregular, that at once affects the title; but in the 
hands of the purchaser and in the case of a trustee A eta exam- 
ination as to title of the property is much simpler exami- 
nation of the question of process and the service of process and 
all that is essential in case of a proceeding in court. 

Both rest upon the fact that the powers of the court as well as 
the powers of the trustee have been executed in accordance 
with the forms of law; but if either have failed to comply with 
the provisions of the law, the courtor the trustee, then the pur- 
chaser’s title is at once affected, and you have to examine the 
regularity of both proceedings in order to ascertain as to the 

idity of the title conveyed, either at a trustee’s sale or ata 
commissloner's sale; in other words, I say the purchaser of this 
property stands upon the principle of caveat emptor before the 
court. 

I was proceeding to say because I understood that the inier- 
ence from the remarks of the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
sissippi was that perhaps a better warranty was given by a court 
than by a trustee—that there is no warranty given ia a judicial 
proceeding. In order to get any warranty whatsoever there 
must be a consent order, and the parties must sign the deed in 
order to execute a covenant.of warranty in a proceeding before 
a court in the sale of land. The court sells such title as it thinks 
is in the party who is liable for the debt; the trustee sells such 
title as has been conveyed to him by reason of the provisions of 
the deed, and no other title is conveyed; a special warranty is 
all that any of them get. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the case of a court, where the court has 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter and of the parties, is its de- 
cree not obligatory upon them? 

Mr. FAULKNE N. It depends altogether on whether the 
parties are Roney before the court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say if all the parties are before the court. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Absolutely so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Unless set aside by some other proceeding. 

Now, take another case, the case of a trustee's sale. If a sale 
is made by a trustee and he has given notice in the pe ers or 
otherwise, asthe trust deed provides, and that sale is rregu- 
lar form, it is not conclusive upon those parties notwithstand- 
ing they have had notice. 

ite. FAULKNER. It is not; but there is greater difficulty in 
ascertaining whether the parties are properiy before the court 
than there is in ascertaining whether ah ray in refer- 
ence to the form of advertisement of the sale by the trustee has 
conformed to the provisions of law; but you do not get title 
there. You must then go back of the proceedings of the court 
and ascertain what. title there is in the party by the records of 
the court, both in the trust sale as well as in the case of the sale 
by the commissioners of the court; and all that isdevolved upon 
the purchaser just as well in the one proceeding as in the other. 

But I do not care about going on to discuss these questions. I 
do not think we ought to attempt to change the entire system 
which has grown up here and been in existence under the laws 
of this District, a system with which the people have been 
familiar forover a hundred years, on a motion to recommlt a bill, 
which does not affect the question in any way whatever. Inno 
manner, shape, or form does this bill aifect the question as to 
whether a law shall subsequently be passed here requiring all 
forms of security to be by mortgage instead of by deeds of trust. 
That can be done by subsequent proceedings and by the 
of a subsequent law, if the Senator from Nebraska thinks it 

roper, All that we of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
Bia ask to-day is thatif debtors adopt the trust deed, which they 
have a right to adopt now, they will not spread it out intosix or 
— pages, but adopt the short legal form provided in almost 
the statutes of our States, and comply with that in order to 
save the cost of deeds as well as the cost of recordation. For 
that reason I hope the Senate will not agree to the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska to recommit the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall not discuss the subject 5 be- 
cause I am not familiar with the provisions of the bill reported; 
but I desire simply to say that the practice to sell under trust 
deeds without the necessity of going into court hasbeen the law 
of Ror of the States for a many years; but I am inclined 
to think that the States which have had that authority hereto- 
fore are not exercising it to the extent that they formerly did. 
in my own State, for instance, I know it has been the custom 
there to tako a trust deed as security for a loan, and under the 
law incorporate in that trust.deed such requirements as would 
authorize the trustee named to sell the property without going 
Into court after the specified time in the trust deed, or in the 
statute, if there happens to be a statute upon that subject. In 
my own State I find upon examination of the statute—and I had 
that impression before making the examination, though I did 
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not recolleet it very clearly—that State has within a few years 
an act prohibiting the sale of any man’s property under 
a trust deed, pape through a proceeding in court; and I shall 
read the section of the law which prevailed in that State when 
a sale could be made without going into court. The statute was 
pretty carefully drawn, I think. it provided: 
In all sales of real estate under a mortgage, or trust deed in the nature of 
a mortgage, executed after the 8 ect-of this act. which may be made 


pursuant to a power of sale, at least ty days’ previous notice of such in- 
tended sale shall be given, whether so specified in the power of sale or not. 


I do not know what the provision in this bill is, but I believe 
as it was first reported it only required ten days’ notice in some 
newspaper, without specifying what newspaper it should be, 
whether one which was issued every day or once a week, or 
whether it was ever seen to any considerable extent. 

It shall be sufficient to insert in such notice the date of the instrument, 
names of the grantor and grantee, and of the assigns, if any, the amount of in- 
debtedness the instrument was given to secure, the amount claimed to be 
due, a description of the premises to be sold, and the time, place, and terms 
of the sale; and no sale shall be made except in the county in which the 
premises are situated. The notice shall be given by publication once in each 
week, for four successive weeks, in some newspaper or other peper author- 
ized by law to publish legal notices, published in the county or counties 
where the premises are situated, or if no paper is published in such county, 
the nearest newspaper published in this State, etc. 


The statute then proceeds to describe the particular mode of 
advertisement that should be required before the sale could be 
made without going into court for the purpose of securing a de- 
cree. Subsequent to the passage of that act, this act was passed 
in my State: > 

That no real estate within this State, shall be sold by virtue of any powa 
of sale, contained in any mortgage, trust deed, or other conveyance the 
natureof a mortgage. executed after the taking effectof this act; but allsuc 
mor es, trust deeds. or other conveyances in the nature of a mortgage, 
shallonly be foreclosed, in the manner provided for foreclosing mortgages con- 
taining no power of sale; and no real estate shall be sold to satisty any such 
mortgage, trust deed, or other conveyance in the nature of a mortgage, ex- 
cont in pursuance of a judgment or decree of a court of competent jurisdic- 


Mr, President, I am inclined to believe that that is a just law 
and that the power of sale as it has been exercised in many ol 
the States and, as I understand, in this District, by virtueof the 
terms of thetrust deed, without resorting to a court at all, ought 
to be prohibited, as it has been in some of the States, as in my 
own. I understand it to be the fact that in many of the States 
no such power has ever been given at all. 

Mr. GEORGE, What is the date of the law which the Sena- 
tor from Illinois has read? 

Mr. CULLOM. Eighteen hundred and seventy-nine, I think. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Has he observed any inconvenience, or wrong, or oppres- 
sion com from the passage of that law? 

Mr. CU M. Lhavenot. I know from experience and from 
observation that sometimes creditors who have trust deeds 
upon property, which they think may be depreciated by delay, 
have nons to hasten sales the moment the time named in the 
trust deeds expired under which asale could bə ordered. While 
that is living up to the letter of the contract it is not the policy 
of the law or of the country, as I think, that there should be 
such exacting and prompt action with reference to sales under 
trust deeds, which do, as the Senator from Mississippi says, 
carry with them a somewhat dubiouscharacter of title. I think 
it is the better policy that the law itself should prescribe that 
in every case of the foreclosure of a trust deed or of a mortgage 
there should be a decree of a court determining the amount due 
and the time within which the sale shall take place. I do not 
think such a law will work any hardship; I believe it will work 
to the advantage of exact fairness between the debtor and the 
creditor in most instances. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
on a bill of this character he would want to involve the Senate 
in that question? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not really know what the nature of the 
bill is, except that it seems to involve this question from what 
I caught in the discussion of the subject on the part of the Sen- 


ators, 

Mr. FAULKNER. The object of this bill is simply tochange 
the form of deeds of trust and deeds of bargain and sale and 
other matters of that character in the District of Columbia, 
without in any way affecting the law as it exists to-day, except 
as to the form of deeds, 

Mr. CULLOM. If this is making a form, it seems to me we 
ought to make the form right. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask whether there is any provision in 
this bill regulating the sale, the notice, and all that sort of thing 
under mortgage by trustees? 

Mr. FAU Under deeds of trust. 

Mr. GEORGE. Powers of sale under mortgage? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course. 
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Mr. GEORGE. That is the point I make. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there is no better time to change the 
law of the District than right now in connection with this bill. 
It would seem to me so. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senate will not agree to the 
pending motion. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to be indulged in a single observation 
only, and that is that the argument of the Senator from West 
Virginia is the old-time plea of wrong and oppression, ‘‘ this is 
not a convenient time to correct it.” 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think, with all respect to the 
Senator from West Virginia Pi FAULENER] and the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], that the law of the District of 
Columbia has not been for a hundred years that there was such 
a thing as deeds of trust with power tosell. If luanderstand the 
subject, the English law from time immemorial by virtue of the 
jurisdiction of a court cf equity—not of a statute of England 
always provided that however absolute a deed might be, even 
anabsolute deed of conveyance, if it were to secure a debt acourt 
of equity restrained the deed and created the equity of redemp- 
tion in favor of the debtor, and the law of England became the 
law of the District of Columbia. ’ 

It has been a modern idea that this power of sale excluding 
the jurisdiction of the court in the first instance should exist. 
The argument of the Senator from West Virginia is this: Here 
is a man who borrows a sum of money and executes a mortgage 
upon the only propero he has, no matter whether it be u Ioan 
association or an individual. This is all the means he has. The 
creditor steps in and says, This money is due; you have not 

me anything.“ The debtor says, I have paid you a part 
of the debt.” The creditor says, “I, through my trustee, will 
sell this property;” and hedoessellit. ‘‘I will impose upon you 
the obligation for your protection of being the suitor.” 

In the other case, of a mortgage, he comes into court and the 
judge, if he be an honest man, enforces the rights as they ap- 
pear in the record, whether there be a lawyer or be not a law- 
yer in the case. In the one cass, the Senator from West Vir- 
poa says the debtor is protected by this power of sale, without 

e construction of any-judicial tribunal. 

Mr. President, it seems to me very clear that money will al- 
ways be had where security is good for the ultimate payment, 
the ultimate security, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] says. Money seeks investment and use, I have never 
known a casa when money was comparatively easy in any coun- 
try where, upon good security, upon interest-paying property, 
income-paying property, money could not be borrowed, and 
where persons having it were not glad to loanit upon securities 
of that description. 

There is no need, as a matter of public policy, of putting the 
debtor to this trouble. Nine-tenths of the debtors of the coun- 
try are men of small means; the business of the country is done 

men of limited means; the taxes are collected from them; 
constitute the power of the country in every department! of 
business and life, and in all respects of public policy their in- 
terests ought to be considered. The few who have money to 
lend can tike care of themselves. : 

If we are to have a system of business which puts in the hands 
of private individuals, without the supervision of courts and of 
ri pl the power of imposing upon this class of people the ne- 
cessity of suing for the protection of their rights, we deprive 
them of all protection, for in nine bases out of ten this class of 
people are unable to go before the courts and to bear the expense 
of a suit; and public policy should be that the creditor, who has 
larger means and better opportunities to enforce his debt, should 
be the person required to go into court and ask the supervision 
and protection of the judicial power. 

For myself, I gravely question whether or not itis in the com- 
petency of any statute to say that the judicial power shall not 
attach to the sale of property before it is made; that a contract 
between two individuals which gives one of them the power to 
sell the property of the other without any kind of sanction and 
without consent, except given in the first instance in some 
‘obligation, is valid. 

It is as old as the centuries, Mr. President, that there was in 
the olden time, in the 8 of English history and law until 
now, the practice of debtors in necessity to execute absolute 
deeds of conveyance to their creditors; and in the long line of 
English jurisprudence and in behalf of this same class of people 
it was held that these absolute deeds did not create a right to 
the property, although by their terms and the contract of the 
debtor they did so, but that the supervision and the decision of 
the judicial tribunal should be had before such a deed could vest 
a right and title to the property in anyone; and such ought to 
be the law of this District. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in order to show how mis- 


taken the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is in 
his statement that this bill refers only to the form of deeds of 
conveyance and does not undertake to regulate sales under deeds 
of trust or mortgages with power of sale, I ask the Secretary to 
read from section 3, on page 3, commencing at line 21 with the 
word ‘‘ unless,” and going to the end of the section; and in order 
to make it understood, so much being left out, I will state that 
the preceding part of the bill provides for the investiture of 
the title in the grantee or trustee, and then proceeds in the way 
I desire to have read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I merely want to say to the Senator from 
Mississippi 
Paarl 3 Let the Secretary first read what I have in- 

cated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to say that I have not said that 
there was no provision as to that matter, but simply that this bill 
does not change the existing law, as [ understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator insists upon his last statement 
being the correctone, if [misunderstood him in his answer to the 
Senator from Illinois, then I would say that his whole argument 
based upon the inopportuneness of the amendment falls to the 
ground, because there is a very large and long provision in the 
section which I have asked the Secretary to red, regulating the 
sale to be made by the trustee, prescribing the time, the place, 
the notice, and the application of the proceeds. 

Mr. President, if in a bill of this sort, which provides these 
things with reference to sales made by trustees without legal 
proceedings, it is improper to incorporate a provision that such 
sales shall not be made at all, then we are confined always when 
bills are presented to us to the simple 3 of perfecting 
the very idea which is presented in the bill which may be be- 
fore us and we can not reverse it. I say we can reverse it. 

I now ask the Secretary to read, beginning in line 21, with the 
word unless,“ as before stated, and before he commences, I 
wish to say, so that the reader may understand it, that the pre- 
ceding part of the bill authorizes, when certain forms are com- 
plied with, the investiture of title in the trustee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Unless otherwise in the deed expressed, to fully authorize the trustee (or 
trustees, the survivor, or survivors, or substituted trustes or trustees) in 


case of default in the payment of the debt or interest or any part thereof, 
according to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond, or bonds described or 
any extensions or renewal thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced by the 
party or parties secured on account of taxes or Insurance when demanded 
when ee papers in 3 by the beneficiary or his assigns under said deed 
to sell the land described, or such thereof as be necessary, at blic 
auction, in front of the premises, at such times, upon such terms, with such 
postponement or postponements of sale or resale, and after such previous 
advertisement, not less than ten days, in a daily newspaper or newspapers 
printed and published in said district, as to the trustees or trustees, or trustee 
acting, shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned, and on 
com) ce with the terms of sale to convey all the right, title, and Interest 
held by the trustees to the purchaser or purchasers the property sold. dis- 
charged of the trusts and of all liability on the part of the purchaser or pur- 
chasers to see to or account for the application of the purchase money, and 
to apply the proceeds of the sale after re a trustee's commission on 
the Fed amount thereof not exceeding : per cent thereof, as follows: 

“First. To the payment of the expenses of sale and in discharging any 
prior liens or taxes on the land and premises. 

Second. To the payment of any sum or sums which may have been ad- 
2 by the holder or owner of the debt secured on account of insurance 
and taxes. 

“Third; To the satisfaction of the debt secured by the trust remaining un- 
paid, with interest thereon as specified in the deed of trust, paying over the 
surplus, if any, to the grantor or grantors in the trust, her, of their 
heirs or assigus.“ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska pot: ALLEN] to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, with instructions. 

Mr. ALLISON. What are the instruetions? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the instructions be stated. 

Mr. ALLEN. The motion was to recommit the bill with in- 
structions to so reform it as to require the foreclosure in a court 
of equity of trust deeds and mortgages before the right of the 
equitable holder can be extinguished; doing away with the sys- 
tem of advertisement and sale of the property of citizens who 
have been compelled to give a mortgage or desd of trust to secure 
deferred 5 

Mr.DOLPH. Tne idea is to prohibit the trustee doing that, 
is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator does not wish to interfere with 
the conveyance. That is excluded, I understand? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, trust deeds and mortgages are in law the 
same thing, if given as security for debt. 

Mr. DOLPH. A deed of trust is executed by the trustee, 
While a morgen”. is foreclosed by a court. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. I have stated the substance of the 


* 
N 


instructions I propose. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska to recommit the bill with the in- 
structions suggested by him. 

Mr. tN. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; andthe Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is 
necessarily absent; but before leaving the Chamber he informed 
me that he was op d to the recommital of the bill, and asked 
me to secure a pare him. I.vote “nay,” and I have asked 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to kindly pair with the 
Senator from Vermont, 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I do 
so with pleasure, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 
but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOL- 
corr], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN.] 3 3 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question. If he were present I should 
vote es 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], but I transfer 
that pair to my colleague [Mr. Mc HERSON], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question if he were present, and there- 
fore I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. Is he recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. VILAS. Unless there is necessity for my vote to make a 
quorum I shall withhold it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the negative). I 
have a pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 
I observe that Senator is absent, and therefore I withdraw my 


vote. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. 
CAMDEN lis paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce for the day that my col- 
league Mr. MCLAURIN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. DIXON]. . 
Mr. VILAS. Has a quorum voted, Mr. President? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 
Mr. VILAS. Then I shall vote on the question to make a 
quorum. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. ALLISON. I shall take the liberty of voting to make a 
quorum, if the Senate will allow me. 
Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 


: YEAS—16. 
Allen, Cullom, Kyle, Piatt, 
Allison, Roach, 
Butler, Hawley, Pasco, Teller, 
Call, > Peffer, Turpie, 
NAYS—20. 
Ba Faulkner, Hill Sherman, 
Blackburn, eae Hoar, Smith, 
Brice, Gallinger, Hunton, uire, 
Chandler, Gibson, McMillan, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Gordon, Manderson, Vest, 
Coke, Soe —— g: Vilas, 
Tra! erkins, 
Beek, Harris, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—3%9. 
Aldri Dubo Marti: 
ao Hale” Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Bian Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stew 
Caffery, by, Morril ‘ance, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Washburn, 
Carey dsay, Pettigrew, White, 
Colquitt, ge, Power, Wilson, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Wolcott. 
Dixon, McPherson, Quay, 


So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN], which be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word advertisement“ in sec- 
tion 4, line 34, strike out all of the section down to and includ- 
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ing the word“ concerned” and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 


By 5 5 a notice of the time, place, and terms of the sale once each 
week in some daily newspaper 1 in the District of Columbia for eight 
successive weeks; and a ce: ed copy of such notice shall be poser 
served on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor 
of the trust deed, if he resides in the District of Columbia. z 


Mr. HARRIS. Let the Secretary read the part proposed to 
be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 


The SECRETARY. Strike out after the word ‘‘ advertisement,” 
in line 34, the following words: 


Not less than ten days, in a daily newspaper or newspapers printed and 
published in said District, as to the trustee or trustees, or trustee acting, 
Shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Nebraska, and I hope it will be 
agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
men ot the, SOROK from Nebraska. The Chair hears none, 
and it to 


agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the section read as it 
will stand amended. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


SEC. 4. That a deed of land in the District of Columbia in trust to secure 
the payment of debt in the follo words, or to the like effect, namely: 

This deed of trust made this [date], between [the grantor or grantors] of 
the first part, and [the trustee or trustees] of the second part, witnesset’ 
that the said pary (or parties) of the first part, in consideration of the deb 
hereinafter erect ed doth (or po) Bay pa unto the party (or parties) of the 
second part the followl land in the [here insert location and de- 
scription of the property] in trust to secure to [the party secured] 8 
of the sum of [amount] dollars, on account of [here state character of debt] 
and interest thereon, the said debt and interest being payable according to 
the tenor and effect of [here insert the number and description of the note 
or notes, bond or bond, etc.], with the power of sale authorized law. 
Witness, the following s ture (or signatures) and seal (or seals) shall be 
deemed legally sufficient in form to vest in the trustee (or trustees, the sur- 
vivor or survivors) all the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, both 
at law and in equity, of the grantor in the land conveyed for the purposes 
of the trust, unless otherwise in the deed expressed, to f authorize 
the trustee (or trustees, the survivor or survivors, or substitu trustee or 
trustees) in case of default in the payment of the debt or interest or any 
ps thereof, according to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond or 

mds described or any extensions or renewal thereof, or of any sum or 
sums advanced by the party or parties secured on account of taxes or insur- 
ance when demanded when nested in wri by the berefic: or his 
assigns under said deed to sell the land described, or such thereof as may 
be necessary, at public auction, in front of the premises, at such time, upon 
such terms, with such 8 or post vonemonts of saleor resale. and 
after such previous advertisement, by 3 notice of the time, place, 
and terms of the sale once each week in some d newspaper published in 
the District of Columbia for eight successive weeks; and a certified copy of 
such notice shall be personally served on the person in actual occupancy of 
the real estate and the grantor of the trust deed, if he resides in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and on compliance with the terms of sale to convey "all 
the right, title, and interest held by the trustee“ to the purchaser or pur- 
chasers, the property sold, discharged of the trusts and of all — on the 
part of the purchaser or purchasers to see to or account for the application 
of the purchase money, and to apply the proceeds of the sale after re 
a trustee's commissionon the gross amount thereof not exceeding 2 per cen 
thereof, as follows: 

“First. To the payment of the expenses of sale and in discharging any 
prior liens or taxes on the land and premises. 

“Second. To the payment of any sum or sums which may have been ad- 
ihe bran by the holder or owner of the debt secured on account of insurance 


nied, To the satisfaction of the debt secured by the trust remaining un- 
paid, with interest thereon as specified in the deed of trust, paying over the 
surpins. if any, to the grantor or grantors in the trust, her, or their 
heirs or assigns.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate and still 
open to amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that in line 2 of section 2, before 
the word “ general,“ the word with“ be inserted; so as to 
read with ganna warranty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . < 

Mr. DOLPH. What has become of the amendment which 
was just read at the desk? I think the question has not been 


put on that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
has been agreed to. a 

Mr. HOAR. No, it has not. x 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from West Virginia 
accepted it. 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from West Virginia is not the 


Senate 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course not, but I understood the Chair to 
say, If the Chair hears no objection the amendment is agreed 
to.” I may be entirely mistaken about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I listened very carefully. 

The eee e he uer will a DA ences 
The question is upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator trom Webredicn ive ALLEN]. 


r 
r 
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Mr. DOLPH. I have no cular objection to the amend- 
ment that I know of, but I think eight weeks’ notice in a daily 
newspaper is a pretty long notice of sale. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is only once a week. 

bh FAULKNER. There is to be only one insertion each 
week. 

Mr. DOLPH. One insertion each week? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is all. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it seems to mo that is a 
longer extension of time for notice than is required by the usual 
custom in the States, and I think it would bea radical change in 
the mode of dealing with real estate in this city. I shall be 
guided entirely by the wishes of the people here. It would be 
a very grave and serious embarrassment, I know, in the habits | 
and customs of the people of Washington. Here the peo- | 
ple treat real estate very much like personal property. They | 
sell it on short notice—I believe on ten days’ notice. Most of | 
the trust deeds that have fallen under my observation required 
ten days’ publication of the notice, and a personal notice added. 

It seems to me that is sufficient. To require eight weeks, ad- 
vertisement, a long delay of that kind, it appears to me is unnec- 
essary. The bill as it stood, reported from the committea, 
meets my judgment more fully. I say I think an eight-weeks’ 
notice would a very serious embarrassment to the people of 
the District, who treat real estate very much as we do personal 
property. Inthe State of Ohio thirty days’ notice is required, and 
that would seem to be long enough. Property there may be sold 
on thirty days’ notice upon a trust deed, or it may be sold under 
the ordinary orders of a court upon notice of thirty days. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ifthe Senator from Ohio will allow me, al- 
though that period of time is provided for in the amendment of 
the Senatorfrom Nebraska, it does not preclude the parties from 
making any other provision. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not hear what the Senator from Virginia 
is saying. 

Mr. HUNTON. When the parties meet together to negotiate 
a loan, secured by deed of trust, they may provide for ten or 
twenty or thirty days’ notice. But in the absence of any such 
provision the amendment comes in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task the Senator from Nebraska whether 
the construction now put upon his amendment by the Senator 
from Virginia is corrsct, that if the deed of trust provides for 
only ten days’ notice this requirement of eight weeks’ notice 
will not be necessary? Is that the purport of the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I was unable to hear what the 
Virginia said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Virginia said that this 
is simply directory, and if the trust deed required the sale to be 
made after ten days’ notice, it would supersede and take the 

lace of this provision of the proposed law. Is that what the 

nator from Nebraska understands? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; that is not at all my understanding of 
the provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not so understand it. I think that is 
a mandatory provision, that whatever may be the agreement of 
the parties as to the mode of sale, the time of notice, ete., there 
must be eight weeks’ notice even where the trust deed requires 
only ten days’ notice. 

r. FAULKNER. I think the Senator from Ohio is clearl 
correct in that view. This is a purely statutory provision, an 
it provides the terms upon-which the trustee can sell without 
going into a court of equity for the purpose of hav:ng a decree 
of sale. The terms of the proposed statute will beyond question 
control the trustee in execution of this power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iso consider it; and it seems to me there- 
fore that it is unreasonable; that it is an interference with the 
contract of parties made in good faith and competent to deal 
with each other. I believe myself that the general tendency of 
public opinion not only in this country, but in all countries, is 
to provide for the easy, rapid, and sure disposition of real estate 
. much like personal estate. 

r. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from Nebraska if it would be satisfactory to 
them to incorporate, instead of the notice proposed to be pre- 
scribed by statute, a provision to the effect that the contracting 
parties may fix in their contract the character and length of 
notice thatshall be given before the sale, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that would be a wise provision, 
leaving the parties free to contract or to be contracted with. 
That is the general tendency and spirit of the times. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that satisfactory to the Senator from Ne- 
braska? 5 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret very much that the Senator from Ohio 
was not in his sedt when I discussed this question. 
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Senator from 


Mr. HUNTON. Lask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to 
me for a moment. I think there is no question that I was right 
in the position I took. I beg leave to call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Nebraska to the lan- 
guage of the bill: 

And, unless otherwise in the deed expressed, to fully authorize the trustee 
(or trustees, the survivor or survivors, or substitu trustee or trustees) in 
case of default in the payment of the debt or interest or any part thereof, 
acco! to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond, or bonds described 
or any extensions or renewal thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced b 
the party or parties secured on account of taxes or insurance when demanded, 
when requested in writing by the beneficiary or his assigns under said d 
to sell the land described, or such thereof as may be necessary, at public 
auction in front of the premises at such times, upon such terms, with such 
postponement or postponements of sale or resale, and after such previous 
advertisement. 

Then it prescribes the advertisement, but it is qualified all 
the way through by the expression ‘‘unless otherwise in the 
deed expressed.” Therefore, when the parties to the contract 
agree upon other terms and express them in the deed, it quali- 
fies this proposed law because the proposed law will only apply 
to cases where it is not otherwise expressed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is the construction of the proposed 
law I am perfectly well satisfied that it shall stand. 

Mr. HUNTON. I do not think there is any doubt about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the construction placed upon 
it by the Senator who offered the amendment, and there ought 
to be rome clearness of expression on the subject before we act 
upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. My attention had not been called to the words 
of the bill as reid by the Senator from Virginia. Of course 
with those words in the bill the construction of the Senator from 
Virginia is the correct one. I shall move, however, at the 
proper time, to strike out those words wherever they occur. 

y purpose in offering the pending amendment is to give the 
debtors of obligations of this charactor some slight opportunity 
to prepare themselves to redeem their property before the title 
shall be absolutely extinguished. I submit tothe Senator from 
Ohio in allcandor that ten days’ notice is not a sufficient length of 
time to enable the ordinary grantor in a deed of this kind to pre- 
serve himself from the injury that would come to him by the sale 
of his property. Certainly there can be no harm done by the 
adoption of an amendmentof the kind I have proposed. It gives 
the debtor ample time to prepare himself to redeem his prop- 
erty. It gives him an opportunity to save his property, to save 
the money he has invested in the property, whereas ten days to 
the average man means an absolute extinguishment of his title 
and a loss to him of every dollar he has put into the property. 

In view of the fact that the grantee in the trust deed is con- 
stantly drawing interest upon his money up to the day of its 
payment and up to the day of the extinguishment of his title, 
what harm can there be to the creditor to give the debtor a 
sufficient length of time, say sixty days, which is very short, in 
which to prepare himself to meet his obligations? 

I shall not argue this matter at any length at all, because it 
has all been gone over this afternoon. It is idle to say that ten 
days’ notice is of any value whatever to the average man who 
is required to give a trust deed, The trust deed is exacted by 
the creditor, and he fixes the terms himself and not the debtor. 
The force of the circumstances surrounding the execution of 
the contract makes him the dictator of its terms. You might 
as well provide that the grantee in the trust deed can take pos- 
session of the property without any notice whatever, and with- 
out any right of redemption upon the part of the grantor, as to 
limit the notice to ten days. 

It is for the purpose of answering in some measure the stat- 
utes which we have in this country authorizing a stay of execu- 
tion and granting in some measure the equity power of fixing 
atime within which redemption may take place after a fore- 
closure has been ordered that this amendment is offered. It is 
merely to give the creditor a sufficient length of time to turn 
himself and save his property. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Ohio whether he sees anything wrong in that kind of busi- 
ness? It strikes me itis presminently just. That is the purpose 
of the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I disagree with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], and, as I understand him, with 
the Senator from Nebraska. The fourth section of the bill pro- 
vides that a deed of trust made in the language therein set out 
or other similar language ‘‘shall be deemed legally sufficient in 
form to vest in the trustee all the estate, right, title, and inter- 
est whatever, both at law and in pacity: of the grantor in the 
land conveyed for the purposes of the trust, and, unless other- 
wise in the deed expressed to fully authorize the trustee” to do 
what? To sell the land upon default in the payment of the 
debi or interest or any part thereof, according to the tenor and 
effect of the note, notes, bond, or bonds described or any exten- 
sions or renewals thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced by 
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the party or parties secured on account of taxes or insurance 
when demanded when requested in writing by the beneficiary;” 
and it then provides that notice shall be given. 

I think it would be quite 8 for the grantor in a deed 
of trust to provide that the sale should not take place until 
ninety days after default, or that when notice was given. in- 
stead of ten days it should be thirty days or sixty days; but I do 
not think it would be competent for the parties to agree that the 
minimum notice required in the proposed law should be dis- 
pensed with, and that the sale might be had without notice or 
upon one day's notice, or upon ten days’notice. The provisions 
to be made in the deed of trust otherwise than these provisions 
for the sale, would be provisions extending the time, and in fa- 
vor of the grantor, but the provisions for the sale are statutor. 

rovisions, which, in my judgment, can not be dispensed wit 
the parties. 

Mr. President, I think ten days’ notice in a newspaper pub- 
lished every day would be better than once a week for eight 
weeks. I think a notice in a newspaper published week days 
for thirty days or one month, or for four weeks, would be prefer- 
able to once a week for four weeks, although I am not particular 
about that provision. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska while Iam 
up to the fact that under the language of his amendment, if it 
should be adopted, it would be necessary to strike out the word 
“such” in line 33, in the phrase after such previous adver- 
tisement not less than ten days.” I think to make it read 
smoothly the word “such” ought to come out. Let the first 
part of the amendment be read to see if Iam not correct. Let 
the Secretary commence after the word “ resale,“ in line 33, 
with the words and after such previous advertisement.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And after such previous adv a notice of the tim 
place, and terms rene sale, oe Seat ee 2 

Mr. DOLPH. The word such“ should be stricken out in 
the phrase ‘after such previous advertisement.” 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I should not like to see the 
pending bill passed in the shape in which it has been reported 

the Senate. In the first place, as I have already said, itis be- 
coming more and more the policy of this country to give alittle 
timo, when it is necessary, before a man’s real estate, his home 
it may be, shall be taken from him for debt. In my own State, 
and I find it is so in other States, it has become the policy that no 
trust deed shall be foreclosed except through proceedings in 
court, thereby giving time. But that course of procedureseems 
to have no friends in the Senate. The policy of the Senate 
seems to be to enact laws providing that when a man is called 
upon te borrow afew hundred dollars, and in order to secure it 

ves a note and a trust deed upon his property, he shall not go 
fita court, he shall not have thirty days, he shall not have sixty 
days, but his home, in which his family is living, is to be sold 
on a ten Daye notice. Itseems to me, sir, it is cruel, and I am 
surprised that the generous-hearted Senator from West. Vir- 
a should bring a bill into the Senate which provides for 
that sort of proceeding in the District of Columbia in relation 
to the disposition of real estate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Illinois yield tome 

for a moment? 


Mr. CULLOM. I will. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Why does not the Senator direct his re- 
marks to the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 


and not tothe Senator from West Virginia when I have accepted 
an amendment providing for eight weeks’ notice? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
West Virginia for giving me that information. Idid not know 
he had accepted such an amendment, and I was directing my 
remarks to him because I understood he reported the bill and 
has been Tee ten days’ notice. The bill as reported 
contained that provision. I am very much gratified to know 
that the Senator from West Virginia has acceded to the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Nebraska. I must sy to 
my friend, the distinguished Senator from Ohio, whose leader- 
ship I have been pleased to foilow in nearly all instances, that 
Lam surprised that he should insist upon this floor that ten 
days’ notice is sutticient time in which to dispose of real estate 
under a trust deed. 

Sir, there are hundreds of people in the District of Columbia 
‘to-day—probably they are employés of the Departments—who 
have bought little homes and paid out upon them a thousand or 
fifteen hundred dollars, more or less,and have nearly completed 
their payments. By some misfortune or accident, they are un- 
able to meet their deferred payments promptly, and they are to 
be sold out and their families, their wives, and children turned 
out of doors on a ten days’ notice of a foreclosure of a trust deed. 
It does seem to me that we ought not to hesitate an instant in 
requiring eight weeks’ notice, if we do not provide that the 


mortgagor may go into court and have the court act upon the 
question of the foreclosure of the mortgage or trust deed. Ido 
not care to discuss the matter longer, but I insist there should 
not, and hope there will not, be any opposition to a provision 
requiring a reasonable notice to the grantor of a trust deed be- 
fore it can be foreclosed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis upon agreeing to 
ee proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 

LEN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I now offer an amendment in the nature of a 
proviso to be added to section 4. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is propose to add to section 4 the follow- 
ing proviso: 


Provided, That the grantor in the trust deed, his heirs or assigns, may re- 
deem the trust property so sold at any time within one year after the sale 
3 of the principal and interest of the debt and all legal costs of 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, in offering this amendment I 
am guided by the very humane homestead laws of the different 
States of the Union and the laws of the different States upon the 
subject of mortgages and trust deeds, I was very glad indeed 
to see the distinguished Senator from Illinois itr, CULLOM] 
take the position he did with reference to the amendment I had 
the honor to submit a short time ago. This proviso and the 
amendment which has just been agreed to, are in the interest of 
justice to all classes, not justice alone to the debtor, but justice 


to the creditor. 

The rule of Sqn) was well stated by my distinguished friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] when he said that no difference 
what the form of the security might be, if it was simply to se- 
cure a loan of money it was in equity a mortgage, whether the 
form was an ordinary mortgage, a trust deed, or a deed of war- 
ranty with full covenant. hen a man loans money upon real 
estate in the Districtand is permitted toforeclose his trust deed 
or his mortgage, or whatever he sees fit to call it, and gain pos- 
session of the property, it strikes me the ends of equity are sub- 
served and hisinterests fully protected if the unfortunate debtor, 
who by reason of sickness or some other accident has been una- 
ble to meet his payment, is able within one year, to pay him the 
prinuipal and interest and all the costs he has been putto in the 
oreclosure. 

Let us take the case, for instance, of an humble man who buys 
property for which he promises to pay the sum of $3,000 we will 
say. He pays 32,000 in cash. He executes one of these trust 
deeds, whic pa the keeping of his property in the hands of 
the grantee of that deed, with every provision drawn for the 
benefit of the grantee and not for the benefitofthegrantor. He 
makes improvements upon this property, having invested in it 
66% per cent of its total value, and when the time comes for the 
payment of the deferred $1,000 through some circumstances over 
which he can exercise no control whatever, he is prevented from 
making the payment peers . Under those circumstances, 
under the form of deed provi in the bill, he may be foreclosed 
upon immediately. 

The grantee of the trust deed gets back the property, worth 
$3,000 and any * in value that may have occurred in 
the meantime. e gets the $2,000 thatthe grantor has invested 
in the property. He gets the improvements made upon the 
property, and he turns out of doors the debtor and his family to 

come & public charge, when if the debtor were permitted some 
time to redeem his home, some slight time to get the money 
with which to make the redemption, he could pay the thousand 
dollars, the interest due upon it, the costs, and everything in 
8 in equity essential to satisfy the just demands of the 
creditor. 

Why should this not be done? Should the Congress of the 
United States be less humane and less just than the Legislatures 
of the different States of the Union? There is scarcely a State 
in the Union where there is not a right of redemption after a 
decree of foreclosure; and where there are no statutes of that 
kind, courts of equity, State and national, throughout the Union 
make some provision in the decree of foreclosure by which the 
debtor is given time to procure the money to redeem and save 
his property. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the people who are affected most 
in the District and who must beaffected by the proposed law are 
the class.of persons mentioned by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM]. They are a class of poor persons who have invested 
every dollar they have in little homes and who depend upon their 
daily labor or their monthly labor for the means to pay off their 
indebtedness. If a man has put every dollar he has into his 
home it is just as saered to him and his family as the home of 
the more fortunate man; and it should be the policy of Congress 
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to encourage the security and integrity of the American home 
‘rather than to enact a law which destroys it and makes our poor 
people a class of tenants rather than freeholders. 5 

If the right of redemption attaches, as it should (and it is 
simply in keeping with the different State statutes and the rules 
of courts of equity); whenever the creditor is paid his full sum 
of money with the interest contracted to be paid upon it anđall 
costs up to the date of redemption, equity and justice are fully 
accomplished so far as he is concerned, and the creditor should 
have a right to save his home under those circumstances. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 
Mr. VEST. Iam compelled to leave the Senate Chamber on 
me committee business, and I ask the Senate to make the bill 
S. 1462) to provide additional accommodations for the Govern- 
ment Printing Office the unfinished business, so that we can take 
it up to-morrow. 

Mr. FAULKNER. After we have completed the considera- 
tion of the pending bill? . 

Mr. VEST. After we have completed the bill under consid- 
eration, of course. I have waited here for three hours. I ask 
pe Senate to agree to take it up and make it the unfinished 

usiness. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Missouri makes the 
request with the qualification I suggest, that itshall not displace 
the e pill if it is not finished this evening, I make no ob- 

ection. 


Mr. VEST. I do not wish to displace the bill which is pend- 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered, 
FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 832) to 
ER the form of deeds of conveyance, trust, and releases of 
land in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. - 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 


3 proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr, 
LENI. + 

Mr. FAULKNER. If I understand the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska, as a member of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, having the consideration of the bill 
in charge, I can not agree to its adoption. As I understand the 
Senators amendment—I may have caught it wrong—after the 
sale is made under the provisions of the proposed statute and 
the purchaser has 8 a title by the conveyance from the 
trustee and has reco 
the District as provided by law, then within a year after that 
period the grantor, his heirs or representatives, may come in 
and redeem it. 

I can not see how that can be carried out withoutcreating con- 
fusion to a very great extent, unless you go farther and make 

rovisions as to a reconveyance from the purchaser and others 

ck to the grantor in order to vest title, because under the sys- 
tem here, as in every State, the records of the recorder’s office 
must be the absolute chainof perfected title. Therefore, if you 
allow the redemption and stop there that leaves the whole ques- 
tion of title up in the air, or, at least, vested by the records of 
the District in the purchaser at the trustee s sale. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question with 
his permission. Is the Senator from West Virginia willing to 
give any length of time for redemptionafter the sale of the prop- 


erty: 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not think we ought to change the law 
of the District of Columbia as it has existed at least twenty or 
thirty years within my personal knowledge, ina matter in which 
D people of the District themselves are not asking for any 
change. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginia and the Senator from Nebraska whether, if you give 
the right of redemption, it will not necessarily cause the pro 
erty to sell for a very much lower price than if no such right of 
redemption were secured? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isuppose, of course, that would be true. 

Mr. HARRIS. And would not that be prejudicial to the 
debtor rather than to the creditor? 

Mr. ALLEN. In answer tothe Senator from Tennessee, Iwill 
state that Ido not think it would be prejudicial to the interests 
of the debtor. While it might probably cause his property to 
sell for slightly less, all that would be made back by the right 
to the rental of the property during the time it was subject to 
redemption. There is no provision in the bill that the rental 
peel go to the debtor, but it would let the creditor himself take 

at. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I voted against recommitting 

the bill, but on a closer examination of the section under con- 


ed that conveyance upon the records of 


sideration I regret that I did so. Section 4 of the bill deals with 
muniments of title that are in substance and effect securities 
for the payment of money. In other words, it deals with those 
transactions and conveyances, which in legal contemplation, 
whatever form they may take in almost all the States where 
equity is administered,are mortgages. If it is an absolute deed, 
if it is intended as security for a debt, it is a mortgege. It 
seems that in the District of Columbia and in the State of West 
Virginia a different system prevails. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And in Virginia and Maryland also. 

Mr. DAVIS. Here a system prevails whoroby a single trans- 
action, showing thə 0 in the shape of a d of trust 
to athird party, all the elements of a mortgage can be taken 
away from the transaction so far as foreclosure is concerned, 
even if in substance and effect it is a security fora debt. Aman 
can be foreclosed on ten days’ notice in a newspaper. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In eight weeks. 

Mr. DAVIS. Eight weeks—whatever the time fixed in the 
bill by amendment. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Minnesota pardon me for 
a suggestion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Every element of the mortgage will be taken 
away. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was about to come to that point. 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will let me make a suggestion, I 
will state that a mortgage is a dead pledge; that is, where the 
ereditor gets the property pledged, however valuable, to pay a 
debt however small. But this isa trust deed, where the prop- 
erty is sold by the agreement of the E and the creditor 
gets nothing but his debt. Whatever is left goes to the debtor. 
So it is not a mortgage. It is a popular misnomer to call it a 
mortgage. 

Mr. DAVIS. It isa mortgage in the sense that it is a con- 
veyance of real estate as security for the payment of a debt, and 
that in the almost universal applications of equity, is a mort- 
gage, no matter what shape the conveyance may take. 

e Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for another sugges- 
on? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not a conveyance of real estate as security, 
it seems to me, with great respect to the Senators statement. 
It is a provision for the sale of the property to raise the money 
and Pay a debt. That is a very different thing, 

Mr. DAVIS. No, the debt passes as a consideration for the 
conveyance. Section 4 provides— 

That a deed of land in the District of Columbia in trust to secure the pay- 
ment of debt in the following words: 

A deed of conveyance to secure the payment of debt in the 
following words” I call a deed of trust, and in my contempla- 
tion in fact and substance it ought to be a mortgage. Now, 
under the general principles of equity jurisprudence a docu- 
ment of that kind, or a document of any kind, in whatever form 
it may be couched, is a mortgage. It must be foreclosed. The 
operations of equity jurisprudence must in some shape be brought 
to bear upon it with the accompanying or consequent privileges 
and rights of redemption. 

The bill studiously avoids that consequence by an amendment 
of line 10 on page 3, for it provides that it shall vest in the trustee 
all the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, both at law and 
in equity, of the ntor, thus conveying the equity of redem 
tion. Now, for all time the courts of equity have been contend- 
ing and fighting against the application of the severe principle 
that a title of this kind shall become absolute on default, until 
it has become firmly embedded in the principles of equity juris- 
prudence that a title pledged as security for a debt can not be- 
come absolute and ought not to become absolute on account of 
the power of the creditor over the debtor and the necessity of 
the needy when pressed for money until a foreclosure of some 
Roads had whereby the equity of redemption can be extin- 
guished. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Excuse me just a minute. There are twometh- 
ods whereby the effects of that great and beneficent principle 
are secured to the debtor. One is by thechancery foreclosure, 
with which we of the profession are all familiar. In many States 
of the Union, especially in the Northwest, we have in a more 
liberal degree a mode of proceeding somewhat analogous to that 
ro d here. A mortgage is given containing a power of sale 

ike this. It isgivendirectly to the mortgagee instead of a trus- 
tee by intervention. Under a power of sale of that character in 
most of the States of the Northwest that equity of redemption 
can be foreclosed by advertisement for six successive weeks in 
some newspaper, the sale to be made by the sherif, the mort- 
gagee or the trustee, for it applies to both in those parts of the 


country, having the power to bid. That is the law. A certifi- 
cate of sale is given upon that bid. It is recorded. The mort- 
gagor has one year in which to redeem by depositing the money 
with the sheriff, which strikes off the property. It strikes me 
that that is a much more enlightened, beneficent, and humane 
system, more in accordance with the general principles of the law 
of mortgages. People sometimes have to mortgage their home- 
steads, and when times become unfortunate, under this bill it is 
a short shrift,and under the general law in this District already 
it is ashort shrift. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thisbilldoes not change the existing law 
atall. It has existed always. 

Mr. DAVIS. I say there should bea change. I say the law 
of this District, if it is as it is stated to be, ought to be modified 
in such a way that a loan of money upon real-estate security 
evidenced bya ponreyorve of the property, either absolute upon 
its face or conditional, in guise of a mortgage or anything else, 
ought to have 8 engraved upon it the characteristics of 
a mortgage with all the rights of equity of redemption before 
default and a certain proper and reasonable period of redemp- 
tion after sale. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before, but not afterwards. 

Mr. DAVIS. It ought to be afterwards, just as in case of an 
ordinary court. This is all I want to say upon the matter. My 
attention had not been directed to this section before when 1 
voted against the motion to recommit. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have great respect for the Sen- 
ators who have discussed this question, and great respect for 
the motives which have prompted them. They are motives of 
kindness, liberality, and generosity. But I think they over- 
look the fundamental principle which lies at the bottom of this 

uestion and they overlook also the experience of the most en- 
Hghtened and progressive communities in regard to it. 
he amendment as advocated by its mover and by other Sen- 
ators, strikes down and renders impossible two things. It ren- 
ders impossible the loan of 5 real-estate security with 
any certainty or security that it shall be paid at the day supur 
lated; so that no person engaged in business, no person having 
investments or situated so that he must in his turn depend upon 
his capacity to make punctual payments himself, can lend money 
to men in difficulties hereafter on real-estate security. Second, 
savings banks, which are the great lenders of money on real- 
-state security, which 8 775 to be encouraged everywhere, and 
which are a sign of the highest prosperity (we have 8370, 000, 000 
invested in them by our workmen in my own State), can not 
make real-estate investments, because they must have their de- 
posits, from the nature of their business, payable at ence when- 
ever there is a run, or a demand, or a hard time. 

Now, what is the result of striking down that power? The 
result is that the man in difficulties, the debtor whom my hu- 
mane and wise friend wishes to protect, instead of borrowin 
money when he is in trouble and in times of distress and hard- 
ship, when his property is to be taken on execution, instead of 
being able to borrow money on one, two, three years, or any 
length of time in the future on his real estate security, has got 
to sell it at a sacrifice; so that, in times of hardship and distress 
among the poor people, instead of having hundreds and thou- 
sands of e to be paid in the future, the history hereafter 
is to be that there are to be hundreds and thousands of sales 
without redemption, at such terms as the buyer with the money 
in his pocket imposes upon the distressed seller. 

In order to meet that, this providion has grown up, and it is 
not complained of anywhere. It has been the law of Massachu- 
setts for thirty-two years, and you could not find a man, debtor 
or creditor, to raise his finger to ask any modification of it. 

The object is that there may be a conveyance by which, ata 
time fixed in the future, ten months, one year, or five years, if 
the debt in the meantime has not been , there ma a sale 
under such stipulations and securities for full advertisement as 
the parties shall agree upon, the debt only being paid over to 
the creditor, and the balance going back to the debtor, the 
grantor or his assigns. Now, * It has the 
name of mortgage in our public nomenclature, because it is a 

rovision usually inserted in a mortgage; that is, there is an old- 
‘ashioned mortgage with its three years’ foreclosure, or its fore- 
closure by judicial sale, or at the election of the creditor. 

This trust is treated as a trust deed, and the sale is made. 
The one especial difference between a mortgage and a trust deed 
or a deed of this kind is that a mortgage is the dead pledge, 
mort gage; that is, the property, however valuable or large, if 
the debt is not paid, goes to the creditor to extinguish the debt, 
however small, and ths debtor has no further interest in it. 
That is the dead hand, the dead gage, the dead pledge on the 
man's property, but when the property is sold and there are such 
arrangements as the parties can agree upon, the creditor never 


gets anything but his debt. He does not get the property un- 
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less there is a special provision that he may buy, which is not 
found in the customs of this District; it is not found in this bill. 
eae only his debt, and the debtor, or his grantee, gets the 
rest. 

Mr. President, I affirm as a matter of experience that itis a 
bad thing for debtors, that it is a bad thing for debtors in dis- 
tress, that it is a bad thing for poor householders to deprive 
them of the right in times of distress to make the contract which 
is pro’ d. Always the courts of equity prevent hardship. If 
there is a time where a ten days’ sale is too short, a simple peti- 
tion to the court will create a stay, and the thing will be one 
under the humane care and direction of the court. It is very 
well, of course, that the law should require ample publicity in 
the notice, that if you do not want to trust the parties to put it 
in their deeds there should be aprovision that the notice should 
be in well-known newspapers, or in newspapers every day for 
two or three weeks, and a notice put upon the premises and a 
public sale in the business hours of the l those things, 
even a sale by a public officer. 

There is no harm in that; there is no objection to that; but to 
do what is proposed by this amendment is simply to say, I re- 
peat, to every debtor in distress, ‘‘ You have got tosell out your 

roperty in the time of your distress, and you shall not have it 

n your power to make the best security of it for a payment in 
the future when you are notindistress.” Itis to say to the great 
savings-bank system, which is beneficent, not only because it 
enables and encourages men to make little deposits of money 
which are managed for their benefit, but also to enable the sav- 
ings banks to encourage their depositors and customers in get- 
ting little homesteads by loans of small amounts on real estate; 
t You shall not hereafter, if you observe the principles of soun 
banking, make your investments in the shape of loans upon real 
estate.’ 

Mr. GRAY. And to loan associations. 

Mr. HOAR. Les, to loan associations, and building associa- 
tions, and all such humane enterprises. There lies at the bot- 
tom of the solvency, of the success, of the lawfulness of every 
one of these institutions the fact that its investments shall be 
so made that in the time of a run it can not be swamped, and 
that the poor widow, or the poor workingman out of employ, 
who has his little hoard, shall have it without having to waitsix, 
nine, or twelve months, until all the real-estate investments 
which the bank had can get sold under onerous provisions after 
six or twelve months’ notice. 

Now, that is the whole of this matter. I argued this question 
inthe Legislature of Massachusetts in the year 1852, when there 
was against this view a storm of prejudice, an ignorant, though 
most humane and kind-hearted prejudice. It carried the Le 18 
lature, and mor refused to prohibit this class of contracts; and it 
has been one of the most beneficent habits and customs that ever 
existed. I do not wish to speak boastfully, but I have the right to 
ro that the experience of that Commonwealth, with its $370,- 

,000 of deposits of its working people and their widows and 
orphans in those institutions, with only two or three instances of 
savings banks that have failed, is worth studying. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HOAR. In one moment. Just let me finish my state- 
ment. Now, here is a community in the District of Columbia 
and I understand there has not been one lisp of a desire from 
this people here to have this policy forced upon them. It is the 
theory of a most worthy and excellent gentleman who lives 
1,500 miles off that is proposed to be put upon them. Now I 
will answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, in view of his encomium upon the baneficence of the mort- 
gage and trust deed system, whether it is a fact that the num- 
ber of renters, the number of people who rent the houses they 
live in, has not greatly increased in proportion to the total 
number of population during the time to which the Senator re- 
fers? ` 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; I do not think the number has greatly 
increased. The number of people who own their houses is 

reater in that community than anywhere else I know of. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator know that the late census 
reports of the United States show that in Boston and in all the 
large cities of the country everywhere, without exception, the 
number of renters in proportion to the population has very 

reatly increased during the last ten years? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know that. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is a fact, I will state to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer the proposition. I thought 
the Senator was asking about the entire Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts; but undoubtedly that is very likely to be true. A na- 
tion, astarving nation, has moved across the Atlantic within agen- 
eration. People have come from the bogs of Ireland, from Ger- 
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many and Belgium, from Russia and Armenia, where they barel 
earn the necessaries of life, and have become useful citizens, skill- 
ful mechanics, patriotic Americans, living in comfort and happi- 
ness. The man who, inSheffield, lived on a bare floor and had his 
meat once a month perhaps for his Sree living on a sixpence 
or a shilling a day, has his carpet and sewing machine, and 
his daughter at school, and his piano. Of course, that has been 
the result of the great manufacturing system which has pre- 
vailed in this country, making us the foremost manufacturing 
nation on the face of the earth. Of course, in manufacturing 
communities, where a man perhaps will stay but a year or two 
at one place, the practice of renting rather than owning real 
estate will prevail toa large extent. The operative in Boston, 
the operative in our great cities, rents because it is to his ad- 
vantage to rent. 

Mr. GRAY. Rather than own. 

Mr. HOAR. Rather than own; but the number of real estate 
owners who own their houses and invest their savings has also 
enormously increased at the same time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. J desire toremind the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts of the fact that, so far as New England 
is concerned, and especially in our manufacturing communities, 
we have had a great influx from Lower Canada of people who 
are honest and industriousand economical, but who nevertheless 
can not own their homes. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes,who mean to go back; when they own their 
homes they mean to go back and buy them in Canada. That is 
very true. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That explains to a considerable extent 
the fact to which the Senator from Kansas calls attention. 

Mr. HOAR. I had a very curious experience three or four 
months ago when I was at home between the extra session and 
the regular session of Congress. A man who was in the habit 
of working in my garden had the ways and appearance and 
dress of an Irishman, and himself came over from Ireland. Ihad 
occasion to go after him in a hurry, and I found out where he 
lived. He had been working there as a common laborer for 
several years. I went to the house, and when the door was 
opened and I looked into the front entry of that man’s house 
where he lived, it was as handsome an apartment as anybody 
would wish to see. There is nota member on this floor who 
would have been ashamed to have had his own front door opened 
and a guest look in upon that apartment, and its furniture, and 
its wall paper, and its carpet, and its neatly painted staircase. 

Now, to go back, this is a question which very seriously is to 
affect the welfare of the class of people whose welfare above all 
the eirth we are bound to look after. The capitalist and the 
merchant and the business man will take care of himself pretty 
well. I respect thoroughly the motive which has inspired the 
Senators who have undertaken to improve the bill, but I say 
again itis not wise, especially is it not wise in the absence of a 
lisp of a public desire, to take away from the workingman and 
the poor man, the wage-earner, the right to give security upon 
his property when he is in a hard place and compel him to part 
with it altogether at a sacrifice whenever he is in a hard place, 
which this policy will do. In the next place, it is wise to take 
away from the administration of the savings bank and the loan 
fund and the building association and the other kindred associa- 
tions the power of so making their investments on real estate 
security that they can not protect themselves against a run. 

Mr. ALLEN, Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. In what respect does this destroy or takeaway 
the right of the poor man the Senator mentions from makin 
a contract for his own benefit, and in fact for the benefit of bot 
parties? In what respect does it interfere with the freedom of 
contract? 

Mr. HOAR, In the respect which IL thought I had sufficiently 
and completely explained. He can not borrow money of a man 
whom he can not secure upon the only property he has, his real 
estate, with certainty that he will pay it at the time stipulated; 
and therefore no man and no institution who has to depend upon 
payment at the time stipulated will loan to him, and he has either 
to go to the usurer, who increases his rate of interest in con- 
1 of this increased risk, or he has to be sold out alto- 
gether. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me to suggest that under the amendment offered by me the 
debtor before he can get back his home is required to pay the 
Prineipal, the interest, and all acerued costs, and when the 
creditor contracts with him, he understands that he is com- 
pletely indemnified by the payment of the principal, the inter- 
est, and the costs, and he loses nothing. ; 

Mr. HOAR. That reminds me of what I perhaps omitted to 
say, that there is not the slightest reason in the world why the 
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fullest and n superintending and control of this matter 
should not be lodged in the courts to prevent the trustee from 
imposing on the debtor. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question, as I did not quite understand the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the amendment of the Senator refer only 
to the state of things in which the mortgagee himself is the 
purchaser? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, sir; it extends to all purchasers. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not familiar with such a state of the law as 
the Senator describes, although I know itis common in some of 
the States, but would not the fact that the right of redemption ex- 
ists limit the class of bidders upon such property and interfere 
very much with the price which is possible to be obtained for the 
mortgaged premises when they are put up for sale? 

Mr. ALLEN. In answer to the Senator from Delaware, I will 
state that in the State where I live, where the rule is that pre- 
scribed in the amendment, the experience is that it does not in- 
terfere at all with the price of ropert Aman who makes a 
loan of money understands wait en he is making it, and the 
purchaser understands well when he purchases, it at the mort- 
gage sale, he usually being the mortgagee. 

Mr. GRAY. He is not usually the mortgagee with us, 

Mr. ALLEN. He understands when he makes the loan and 
everybody understands that the mortgagor hasa year’s redemp- 
tion. Therefore it prevents the mortgagee from overloaning 
on property, which is beneficial to both parties. The mortga- 
gee takes into acoount the fact that the mortgagor has a year’s 
right of redemption. When the decree of foreclosure is made, 
he may stay it by bond in some States, or request in others, or 
he may absolutely stay it by suit in still others. All persons 
understand that the right of redemption is absolute in some 
States up tonine months, and a year in others; and the purchaser, 
whether he is the mortgagee or some third person, understands 
that before property can be redeemed, the principal with the 
interest up to that date, and all costs, must be paid. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand, if the Senator will allow me, that 
he seems to admit thatthe very fact thata law such as his amend- 
ment proposes exists, does affect the competition for the prop- 
erty when it is put up for sale, because the very fact which he 
states to be the fact, that all persons understand that this right 
of redemption exists in the e for the period the Sena- 
tor has stated, will exclude some bidders, and it seems to me 
does affect the price which will ultimately be realized for the 
mortgaged premises. 

Mr. AEN That is not the effect of it, that is not the his- 
tory of it. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not in this part of the country as usual a 
thing as it may be in the West for the mortgagee to be the pur- 
chaser at the sale. Where property brings its value, it is more 
apt to be purchased by some outside or third person. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willthe Senatorfrom Delaware allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether in his State or in any State 
he knows of, orin any placein the United States except the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, a piece of property can be sold absolutely that 
is mortgaged or conveyed in trust on ten days’ notice, without 
any right of redemption thereafter to the debtor? 

Mr.GRAY. I know of no such condition anywhere. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator what is the time in 
Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. We have no trust sale; but in pecans. for 
foreclosure the notice requisite for the sale would involve a pe- 
riod of six months. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to answer the Senator’s 
question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Onemoment. Neither in Massachusetts, 
nor in any State of the Union that I know of, is there such a 
strict foreclosure sale as in this District, where you can adver- 
tise on the request of the creditor if even the interest on the 
debt is unpaid, and on ten days’ notice sell the property without 
any right of redemption whatever. 

Mr. FAULKNER, That is the law in West Virginia, in Vir- 
ginia, and in Maryland, surrounding this District, and after an 
advertisement of thirty days, I think it is. There is no re- 
demption under a trust sale in any of those States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. I am speaking of the ten 
days’ notice. The Senator from Massachusetts talks about a 
court of equity interfering. A court of equity can not interfere 
if the terms of the trust deed are literally complied with, and 
the terms are that if any portion of the debt, either principal 
or interest, is unpaid and the creditor wants to sell on ten days’ 
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notice, there must be a sale. There is absolutely no time given 
to the debtor unless fraud or mistake or accident is shown. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend does not state the law of the jurisdic- 
tion with which he is acquainted and he does not state the law 
of the jurisdiction with which I am acquainted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. IL state the law of jurisdictions with which 
Iam acquainted, one the law of New Hampshire, where it takes 
a year, the law of Massachusetts, where it takes a year, and the 
law of this District, where it takes but ten days. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator's statement, to which I called his 
attention, was that it would not interfere where the terms of the 
trust deed were complied with. That is not at all true. The 
very thing that equity is made for is to interfere where a con- 
tract is unconscionable or where by the particular circumstances 
of the contract it is inequitable in its initiation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would not interfere against this pro- 

d act of Congress, which says that where any part of the 

ebt or interest is not paid, on the request of the creditor, the 

land may be sold in ten days. Willa court of equity interfere 
in that.case? 

Mr. HOAR. In Massachusetts it is thirty days. 


bd EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-three min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 3) minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Tuesday, March 20, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 19, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF LAND. OFFICES. 

Thomas J. Foster, of Kearney, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Buffalo. Wyo., vice Carroll H. Parmalee, to be removed. 

Oliver H. Gallup, of Nevada, to be register of the land office 
at Carson City, Nev., his term of office having expired. : 

John A. Harmon, of O'Neill, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at O'Neill, Nebr., vice William D. Mathews, to be removed. 
Herman Von Lingen, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the 
land office at Topeka, Kans., vice James I. Fleming, whose term 
of office will expire April 18, 1894. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


Aaron W. Eibeshutz, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Independence, Cal., vice Bertrand Rhine, re- 


ned. 
avid H Hall, of Eureka, Nev., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Carson City, Nev., vice Willis G. Clarke, to be removed. 
John C. Neher, of Euaclaire, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Eauclare, Wis., vice Frank R. Farr, term expired, 
Frank B. Proctor, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Buffalo, Wyo., vice John H. Lott, to be removed. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Eugene L. Brown, to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county 
of Barbour and State of Alabama, in the place of Andrew J. 
Locke, whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

Charles Hammond, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Bear Lake and State of Idaho, in the place of Marcus 
F. Whitman, removed. 

Thomas J. Downey, to be postmaster at Pana, in the county of 
Christian and State of Illinois, in the place of Gabriel C. Butts, 
whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 

Cyrus N. Walls, to be postmaster at Taylorville, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois, in the place of Benja- 
min F. Lantz, removed. 

Edward G. Niklaus, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Indi ma, in the placa of Michael C. 

‘Garber, whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

Thomas Loftus, to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of Fayette and State of lowa, in the placa of Charles H. Tal- 
madge, whose commission expires March 20, 1894. 

James K. McG ivern, to be postmaster at Missouri Valley, in 
the county of Harrison and State of Iowa, in the place of John 
D. Brown, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Frank R. Scott, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of 
Cecil and State of Maryland, in the place of Joseph Wells, whose 
commission expired December 21, 1893. k 

E. P. Thompson, to be 1 at Aberdeen, in the coun 
of Monroe and State of } tnea ppi in the place of James W. 
Lee, whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

Frank W Cowden, to be postmaster at Cloud, in the county 


of Webster and State of Nebraska, in the place of George J. 
Warren, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Charles M. Busbee, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county 
of Wake and State of North Carolina, in the ane of A. Web- 
ster Shaffer, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

Eugene C. Protzman, to be postmaster at Portland, in the 
county of Multnomah and State of Oregon, in the place of George 
A. Steel, whose commission expired mber 21, 1893. 

W. Fisk Conrad, to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles S. W. 
Jones, whose commission expired February 6, 1894. 

Isaac R. Stayton, to be e at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John A. 
Gilleland, whose commission expired March 13, 1894. 

William Wallace, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the 8 
of Richland and State of South Carolina, in the place of Virg 
P. Clayton, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Henry W. Chinn, to be postmaster at Velasco, in the county 
of Brazoria and State of Texas, in the place of James B. Shea, 
removed. 

James R. Martin, to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Erase. and State of Texas, in the place of Charles T. Daugh- 
erty, deceased. 

George R. Nixon, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Hanover and State of Virginia, in the place of John H. Blunt, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Frank J. Norris, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the count 
of Loudoun and State of Virginia, in the place of Charles P. 
McCabe, whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 

Oscar E. Rea, to be 8 at Everett, in the county of 
Snohomish and State of Washington, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1893, 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate March 19, 1894. 


David H. Hall, to be register of the land office at Carson City, 
ae whose nomination was sent to the Senate February 12, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 19. 1894. 


POST MASTERS. 


Theodore A.C. Beard, to be postmaster at Crete, in the county 
of Saline and State of Nebraska. 

Matthew W. Clair, to be postmaster at North Platte, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Nebraska. 

David R. Daniels, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county 
of Madison and State of Nebraska, 

Richard M. Liberty, to be postmaster at Alma, in the county 
of Harlan and State of Nebraska. 

William J. McElhiney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Dawson and State of Nebraska. 

Ruiinard B. Wahlquist, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the 
county of Adams and State of Nebraska. 

Seymour McWilliams, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the 
county of Knox and State of Illinois. 

Thomas J. Davis, to be postmaster at Creston, in the county 
of Union and State of Iowa. 

Mark W. Murray, to be postmaster at Pender, in the county 
of Thurston and State of Nebraska, 

James A. Costello, to be postmaster at Grand Island, in the 
county of Hall and State of Nebraska. 

Volney M. Street, to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the 
county of Otos and State of Nebraska. 

Elijah J. Duer, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Ohio. 

Charles H. Meeker, to be pos eaves st McCook, in the county 
of Red Willow and State of Nebraska. 

John L. McDonough, to be postmaster at Ord, in the county 
of Valley and State of Nebraska. 

William R. Dawson, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the 
county of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edgar L. Brady, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, 

John Haviland, to be postmaster at Phoenixville, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alvin K. Linderman, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles M. Lee, to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania, 

Nettie S. Johnson, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Lee T. Savin, to be postmaster at Clifton Forge, in the county 
of Alleghany and State of Virginia. 

Emma Ritter, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of Ly- 
coming and State of Pennsylvania. : 2 

David H. McCarty, to be postmaster at New Kensington, in 
the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

James L. Carlisle, to be postmaster at St. Louis, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Missouri, 5 

Edward J. F. Horne, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the 
county of Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. 

Owen Willison, to be postmaster at Davis, in the county of 
Tucker and State of West Virginia. 

W. R. Gibson, to be postmaster at Iowa Park, in the county of 
Wichita and State of Texas. 

De Witt Wagner, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county 
of Scotland and State of Missouri. 

George J. Vaughan, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the 
county of Cole and State of Missouri. 

James L. Moseley, to be postmaster at Hearne, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Texas. 

Fidelia Kilgore, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county 
of Gregg and State of Texas, 

Harry Galbraith, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas. 

William D. Roberts, to be postmaster at Provo City, in the 
county of Utah and Territory of Utah. 

Oscar H. Royal, to be postmaster at Wolfe City, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas. 

John A. Flattery. to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma. 

James B. Cogan, to be postmaster at Huron, in the county o 
Beadle and State of South Dakota. 

W. H. Hirst, to be postmaster at Alamosa, in the county of 
Conejos and Siate of Colorado. 

Patrick Daly, to be a at Gunnison in the county of 
Gunnison and State of Colorado. 

Homer B. Snyder, to be postmaster at Manitou, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado. 

Samuel T. Greene, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county 
of Divison and State of South Dakota. 

William B. Mead, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Kansas. 

William C. Butts, to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Kansas. 

Nin E. Burrus, to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the county of 
Barber and State of Kansas. 

Nathaniel T. Allison, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas. 

Robert N. Locke, to be penne at Pierre, in the county of 
Hughes and State of South Dakota. 

J. B. Lile, to be postmaster at Neodesha, in the county of Wil- 
son and State of Kansas. 

Andrew P, Herold, to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county 
of Nemaha and State of Kansas. 

James A. Anderson, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Illinois. 

Bridget Lane, to be postmaster at Summit, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

George E. Masters, to be postmaster at Do Smet, in the county 
of Kingsbury and State of South Dakota. 

Frederick Bostwick, to be postmaster at Onarga, in the county 
of Iroquois and State of Illinois. 

Redick M. Ridgly, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of 5 and State of Illinois. 

Albert W. Giles, to be postmaster at Oak Park, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, March 19, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. BAGBY, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
MILITARY PRISON, FORT LEAVENWORTH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House n letter transmitting an 
estimate of deficiencies in the appropriation for the support of 
the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., submitted by 
the Secretary of War; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leaveof absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O'NEIL, for two days. 

To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, for three weeks, on account 
of important business. À 

To Mr. ARNOLD (on motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri), for two 
weeks on account of important business. 

To Mr. Coomss, for Tuesday and Wednesday, on account of 
public business. 

COMMODORE O. C. BADGER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 943) for the 
relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that that bill lie on the Speaker's table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CLAIMS OF THE UNITED STATES AGAINST TENNESSEE, AND 
OF TENNESSEE AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S. 61) for the adjustment of certain claims of the United States 
against the State of Tennessee, and of certain claims of the State 
of Tennessee inst the United States. 

Mr. COX. r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that joint resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object, Mr. Speaker. I want to go on 
with the pending appropriation bill, and I will ask the gentle- 
man to let that lie over until to-morrow, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The joint resolution 
will lie upon the Speaker's table if there be no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has it been referred to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman desire it to lie on the 
table, it not having been referred to a committee of the House? 

Tho SPEAKER. If objection is made, the joint resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SITE FOR A NEW GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for 
the consideration of a bill (H. R. 53) immediately after the pend- 
ing appropriation bill has been disposed of.. This is a House 
bill authorizing the purchase of certain real estate for the erec- 
tion of a Government Printing Office. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, [ understand that the gentle- 
man’s request is for unanimous consent to consider the bill in- 
dicated by him after the sundry civil bill. I object for the pres- 
ent. It will be time enough to agree to that request after the 
pending bill is disposed of. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. There is no call of committees this morning. 

Mr. SAYERS. Imovethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general . bills. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
mao on the state of the Union (Mr. LESTER of Georgia in the 
chair). 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil 9 of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments be 
closed at 2 o'clock, the time to be equally divided between those 
who favor the pending amendments and those who are opposed 
to them. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I understand that the gentleman from 
Texas has no objection to thirty minutes being accorded to those 
who are in opposition to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not object to that, j 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there are 
gentlemen on this side who desire to consume some little time in 
the discussion of matters relating to the Missouri Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the paragraph to which the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Texas relates. 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. SAYERS). Say a quarter past 2 o'clock 
instead of 2. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think we can close at 2 o'clock and have 
time enough for debate. Lask unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 
man, that all debate upon the pending paragraph of the bill and 
n be closed at 2 o'clock; the time to be equally di- 
vided. 
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Mr. PICKLER. That will permit us to offer such amend- 
ments as we desire? 

Mr. SAYERS. You can offer them, but without debate. 

Mr. PICKLER. We want time to present them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does this relate to the Soldiers’ 
Home matter? í 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; to the Missouri Commission. 

15 MERCER. Then I misunderstood the gentleman's prop- 
osition. 

Mr. HERMANN, Not only to the Missouri River Commis- 
sion, but to the other contracts. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are no other contracts involved at all; 
nothing but the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then the gentleman does not include in 
his request the general contract system? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; that has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do I understand that a portion 
of the time will be given to the amendment in relation to the 
Soldiers’ Home? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; there will be additional time for that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, [ ask 
the gentleman from Texas to permit me to make some remarks 
on a paragraph that has been passed. - 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give the gentleman time before we 
close the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am ready to assent to anything 
that is satisfactory to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

_COGSWELL]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not understand what the pending 
proposition is. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave asked unanimous consent that all de- 
bate on the pending paragraph and amendments be closed at 
2 o'clock; the time to be divided equally between the friends 
and the opponents of the amendments. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. , Say at 2:15. That will give an hour to 
each side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, we have several amendments 
that we desire to present. The Chair will remember that I 
wished to -prosent one the other day, but let it go over. Now, it 
might be that all this time would be consumed by the friends of 
one amendment, I want only a short time, but I do want time 
to offer these amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be an hour to be divided, and if I 
amallowed to regulate it I will try todistribute the time fairly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want more than ten minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I Want five. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman from Texas modify his 
roquest so as to have the debate close at half past 2? 5 

Mr. SAYERS, Let it be half past 2, then, Mr. Chairman. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS, I suggestthat the gentleman from Mississippi 
Mr. Ca TCHINGS] be allowed to control the time of those opposed 
to the amendments, and that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CoGSWELL] be allowed to control the time of those in favor 
either of the pending amendments or amendments that may be 


proposed 
_ The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that arrangement? 
Tue Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, when we had this matter 
under discussion on Friday last, lundertook to give what the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors considered sound and substantial 
reasons why certain of the great works of river and harbor im- 
provement had been placed under what is called the contract sys- 
tem. Ithas been complained that one effect of that system has 
been to discriminate against other ei Measurably thatis 
necessarily true; and it was perfectly understood when Congress 
embarked upon this system that that effect would necessarily, to 
some extent, result. for instance, Mr. Chairman, it was under- 
stood then that those works which were placed under the con- 
tract dal would receive appropriations at the short session 
of each Congress until they were completed—a benefit which 
could not come and which never did come to those works not 
embraced in that system. . 

Now, it surely can not be argued that because these contract 
works receive an appropriation at the short session, any harm 
whatever has been done to other works, because prior to the 
adoption of this contract system there was no river and harbor 
appropriation whatever at a short session of Congress. 

But the system was entered into because it was believed, and 
experience has manifested that that belief was well founded, that 
the system would result in very great economy to the Federal 
Treasury and would greatly expedite the completion of these 
works so important to the commerce of our great country, And 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, following the precedent, 
I will say, set by the Senate in 1890, embraced in their river and 
harbor bill for 1892 twelve additional projects which I named 


during my remarks on Friday last. And while it is a fact that 
there can not be anything local or sectional with reference to 
any one of these great works, yet it is also true that while em- 
barking upon a system which we believed would result in great 
benefit, we did endeavor, even locally speaking, to fairly dis- 
tribute the works which were to be put under that system. 

For instance, we included, as I stated, Point Judith, Rhode 
Island; the Hudson River, New York; Hay Lake and St. Marys 
channels, in the Great Lakes; the harbor of n the 
Missouri River in the West; the Upper Mississippi in the West; 
Galveston in the South; Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, and the 
Lower Mississippi; St. Johns, Florida; the Great Kanawha, West 
Virginia; Humboldt, California; the Cascades, Oregon; Balti- 
more, Md.; and the ship channel running through the Great 
Lakes from end to end. So that the action of the committee can 
not be subjected to criticism even if these works were to be re- 
garded as local. 

But take, for instance, in confirmation of my statement that 
yos can not localize one of these great works, the case of the har- 

ratGalyeston. That harbor, Mr. Chairman, was placed under 
the contract system, not for the purpose of complying with the 
wishes of the people of the State of Texas, but for the purpose of 
gratifying the desires of the Representatives on this floor from the 
great States of the West, such as Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, and 
other States in that vieinage. They were extremely anxious 
that they should find a shorter route to the seaboard: and it is 
said to be a fact that they do reach the seaboard by a distance of 
700 miles at Galveston or at Sabine Pass. That work was ex- 
pedited at the urgent request and demand of gentlemen repre- 
pre: those States, and not at all at the instance of the people 
of Texas. 

Take, again, the work for the improvement of the mouth of 
the Mississippi River by jetties, which was completed, fortu- 
nately, some years ago. t was not done for the purpose of 
pleasing the people of the State of Louisiana, butfor the purpose 
of giving facilities for the enormous foreign commerce of that 
city. Ihold in my hand a statement made by Mr. Warmouth, the 
collector of commerce at the city of New Orleans, showing that 
during the last twelve months, notwithstanding the great de- 
pression which prevailed in business all over this country, the 
exports and imports of that city have reached the gigantic sum 
in value of $109,000,000. So that that was a national work. It 
was meant to accommodate the world’s commerce as well as the 
coastwise commerce of this country. 

So, if you take the work on the Mississippi River, nobody can 
say that there is anything local in the character of that work. 
It appears that the through freight alone on that great river 
during the past twelve months amounted to 8,604,663 tons. It 
appears from a statement of the Pittsburg Coal Exchange that 
46,250,009 bushels of coal alone went down that river from the 
city of Pittsburg. It appears also that tho receipts at the cit; 
of New Orleans by river (haying no connection whatever wit 
its foreign trade) reached the enormous sum of $40,000,000. 

The same statement made by Collector Warmouth gives the 
commerce of anumber of towns on the lower partof that river; and 
Iregret that it is not in my power to give to this House a statement 
of the commerce of all the towns on that river. But, beginning 
as low down as Natchez, you will be surprised at the enormous 
amount of commerce transacted on that great stream. Take the 
town of Natchez—its river commerce was valued at $2,637,000; 
at the town of Vidalia it was $468,000; at Bayou Sara it was 
$586,429; at Baton Rouge it was $4,084,594; at Plaquemine it was 
$1,860,037; at Donaldsonville it was $4,613,321; at Red River it 
was 84,169,647. The river commerce from these sources alone, 
it will be seen, amounted to $18,419,888. 

This does not at all take into account the enormous business 
transacted by the great city of Memphis, by the cities of Vicks- 
burg and Helena, Greenville and Cairo, and numbers of other 
important places which I can mention. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the most earnest demand for the improve- 
ment of that river which was ever presented to the Committee 


‘on Rivers and Harbors came from the Chamber of Commerce of 


the city of New York. A large delegation of those gentlemen 
came before us in 1892. Now, I will read you what the Chamber 
of Commerce is, as deseribed by its owa president. I clipped: 
this from the New York Press of yesterday: 


Mr. Charles S. Smith, president of the Chamber of Commerce, said: 

“The Chamber of Commerce has 1,000 members, who are the largest indi- 
vidual taxpayers in the city of New York. The membership of the cham- 
ber comprises all of the avenues of commercial activity. the sixty-five 
banks which compose the New York Clearing House Association, sixty-one 
are members of the Chamber of Commerce. All the t life insurance 
companies, all the great railroad corporations, all the shipping merchants, 
bankers, and leading business men are members of the chamber. If any- 
body has aright to speak for the commercial interests of the metropolis, 
that body is the Chamber of Commerce, It is the oldest institution of the 
kind in the United States, its birth antedating that of the Republic. Itisin 
no sense political." 
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I wish to repeat that the body so accurately defined by Mr. 
Smith, the president of that Chamber of Commerce, came before 
us and urged by every means in their power most liberal appro- 
priations for the improvement of this great river. 

Those persons who dwell on the banks of that river are really 
those least concerned in the maintenance of those levees. The 
Mississippi Valley will average 50 or 60 miles in width. Every 
foot of it is subject to overflow, unless prevented by means of 
these levees. There are great railroads traversing that whole 
valley, running north and south, east and west, speeding the 
Government’s mails and the nation’s commerce, and those great 
railroads are owned in the city of New York. Hence you can 
well understand the interest and anxiety which those people 
had in the maintenance of these levees, which are an essential 
feature of the system suggested by the Commission for the im- 
provement of that river. > i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it can not certainly be said that there is 
anything local in the work of improving that great river from 
Cairo to the Gulf, a distance of eleven hundred miles. My 
friend, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON], made a 
statement here that since the foundation of the Government 
something like $75,000,000 had been expended on the Missis- 
sippi River. I donot wish to dispute his figures. I have never 
myself seen the statement as to the amount that has been ex- 

nded on that river, beginning with the foundation of the 

overnment, but I do know that up to 1882 there had never 
been any substantial and systematic effort made toimprove that 
River. And beginning with 1882 the total appropriations, as 
stated in the last annnal report of the Mississippi. River Com- 
mission, have been $19,987,335. Of that, less than one-third has 
been expended in the building of levees along the banks of that 
River. I will add, Mr. Chairman, that for every dollar that the 
Government has put into levees the people owning lands along 
the banks of that river have put in four or five, so that what 
the Government has done has simply been to aid these people 
to complete work which they h hand, and which they 
themselves would have completed in the course of time. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman repeat his figures as to the 
amount expended since 1882? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have the exact figures as taken from the 
report of the Mississippi River Commission. From Cairo to the 
Gulf the amount expended has been $19,987,335. 

Mr. LOUD. You do not include the whole river? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
call attention to the fact that the Mississippi River Commission 
is not a body of Southern men. There is but one man from the 
South on that Commission, and that is Maj. Harrod, a very dis- 
tinguished engineer in civil life, residing in the city of New 
Orleans. Gen. Comstock is its president, and it is composod en- 
tirely of army officers, except three civilians, one of whom is 
Maj. Harrod, whom I have mentioned, another of whom is m 
distinguished friend, J Sage Taylor, of Indiana, and another 
Mr. iting,a member of the Coastand GeodeticSurvey. Now, 
this Commission has constantly insisted that there could be no 
perfect improvement of that river which did not include re- 
straint of the great floods which pour down in times of high 
water; and there is a reason for it, because if you were to flood 
that valley, as you will do if you throw down the levees, it is ut- 
terly impossible that there could be any commerce on that river. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the amount of the 
salaries, if any, that are paid to the members of this Commis- 
sion? y 
Mr. CATCHINGS. The civilian members get $3,000, the 
army men get nothing. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the gentleman think, or 
is it his opinion, that we could dispense with the civilians, and 
put on a commission composed entirely of army officers? The 
point I make is, that if it is advisable and in the interest of 
economy to detail army officers as Indian agents, why is it not 
in the interest of economy to place them on these Missouri and 
Mississippi River Commissions? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If this Commission, Mr. Chairman, was 
to be originally created, I should not have the slightest objec- 
tion to having it composed entirely of officers of the Army; but 
the two civilian members, Judge Taylor, of Indiana, and Maj. 
Harrod, have been on the Commission for a great many years. 
They are men of distinguished ability, they are perfectly famil- 
iar with this work, and I do not think it would be the part of pru- 
dence now to take those men from the Commission; and yet Tan 
quite prepared to admit thatif the Commission were to be origi- 
nated, I can see no reason why it should not be entirely com- 
posed of officers of the Army. 

But, Mr. Chairman, you can have no navigation upon the Mis- 


sissippi River in times of high water with that valley flooded. 
Why, it would be almost as dangerous for a heavily laden 
steamer to leave St. Louis for New Orleans with that valle 
flooded as it would be to start across the Atlantic Ocean. } 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentlemanallow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. Will you please state in that connection the 
proportion of that $19,000,000 expended between Cairo and the 
mouth of the river since 1882 on levees? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill give it to you exactly, $6,090,940.64; 
less than one-third of the appropriation. 

Mr. MARSH. I just wanted it to appear in your remarks. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But, Mr. Chairman, there is an incidental 
benefit which is also a commercial benefit. It has enabled, as 
I have stated, the building and operation of great through lines 
of railroads all through the Mississippi Valley, which would be 
absolutely inhibited if you should not restrain these high wa- 
ters. So that, if the incidental benefit is great, it is simply an 
additional reason why the Government should pursue that work. 

Mr. PICKLER. Right there, if the gentleman pleases. So 
far as it affects the rivers and towns along the Mississippi 
River, if the waters encroach upon the town and the river 
comes shallow, so that there is no harbor, is it not to the public 
benefit to protect that town as well as to secure the harbor? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Beyond any doubt. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not a good thing for the people and for 
the country not to hold the commission or the committee here 
down to too closea distinction between what is incidental benefit 
and what is legitimate benefit? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I would say this to my friend, that 
if you take a river like the Mississippi River, which has an 
enormous commerce, undoubtedly it is most desirable that you 
should make the harbors of that river safe and secure, because 
you can not fairly transact you commercial business unless you 


o. 

The distinction we make between this river and the Missouri 
is that as the Missouristands to-day it hasnocommerce. There 
is no commerce, or very little, on the Missouri River. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it is just as necessary that we have it 
kept open for commerce. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope so. But I want to say this, that 
this committee has been endeavoring to improve the Missouri 
River so that you would have commerce, and we have en- 
deavored to make liberal appropriations and we have done so, 
as my friend knows,for the purpose of improving that river 
so that you could have commerce on it; but the unfortunate part 
was that, yielding to the requests of gentlemen representin 
districts along the banks, we have diverted the funds whic 
were intended to be used in improving the navigation of that 
river for the protection of towns on its banks, where there is no 
river commerce. 

Mr. PICKLER. Above Sioux City, the part in which I am 
interested, no appropriations have been used for that purpose. 

Mr. CATC GS. Ido not allude to your part of the river. 
I was speaking about the river from Sioux City down. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have said has not been for the purpose 
of favoring the Mississippi River, or any other project, but in 
pursuance of my statement that it is in no sense a local work. 
For instance, St. Louis, Pittsburg, and Cincinnati ship vast 
quantities of freight down the Mississippi River. You can not 
take your stand on the banks of the river anywhere for half an 
hour without seeing the smoke of some steamer come intosight 
laden with products going down the Mississippi River. The 
Barge Line of the Mississippi Transportation Company of St. 
Louis alone shipped 392,670 tons of freight in the last year. 

Take the Hudson River, I am sure I need not call attention to 
the national character of that stream. Take the harbors of 
Charleston, Savannah, and Mobile; the Old Dominion line of 
steamers touch and trade at each one of these ports; vessels en- 
gaged in foreign commerce enter and depart; the city of Savan- 
nah is one of the largest ports for nav: Suppen in America, 
So it will be found that every project that we have placed under 
this contract system can be fairly considered as a national rather 
thanasalocalorsectional project. But we hope to get rid of those 
that we have now in process of construction within a very short 
time, and then I trust the results will be found to be so satisfac- 

tory that the next Congress will not hesitate to take on twelve 
or fifteen other of the larger works of the country and press 
them to completion in the same way. 

I invite careful attention to the statement made by Gen. Casey 
(published as a part of the remarks which I made on Friday 
last), which establishes beyond question two facts; first, that the 
construction of these works has been enormously expedited by 
this system; and secondly, that they are completed, or will be 
completed, with great economy to the Government. It would 
be, in my judgment, a most unfortunate thing if Congress should 
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ever turn its back on this system, which isthe first and the only 
business arse that has ever prevailed in reference to these 
public works since I have been in Congress. If we are to carry 
on these great works at all we ought to carry them on in such a 
way as will secure their completion within a reasonable time 
kini as will result in the greatest legitimate saving to the 


Treasury. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is the gentleman prepared to state 
the extent to which other governments are now carrying on the 
improvements of water ways? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Iam not prepared at this moment to make 
any very accurate statement on that e I may, however, 
call the attention of my distinguished friend to the fact that 
there has just been completed a great ship canal, 1 dug out 
of the earth, connecting the city of Manchester with the city of 
Liverpool, and costing some seventy or seventy-five million dol- 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. That canal to which the gen- 
tleman refers is a magnificent work, which will undoubtedly ba 
of great advantage to the commerce of Great Britain. Now, we 
have on our Pacitic coast a place where two miles of canal would 
open communication with a great fresh-water lake and would 
be of immense advantage to commerce, saying the enormous ex- 
pense caused by the teredo which we have heard about here, 
and making other savings; and yet, although we have had sur- 
veys and reports of engineers on the subject for the last twenty 
years and have expended $10,000 on a new survey, and although 
my State has offered to donate the necessary land, the fact seems 
to be that we can not secure any consideration from this body 
for that 74 779215 

Mr. CATCHIN GS. Without undertaking to pass judgment 
at all on the project to which the gentleman refers, I will ĉe- 
mind him that it is one which will be very expensive, which is 
estimated to cost some millions. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. About $2,000,000, in round 


numbers. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Yes, it is estimated to cost about $2,000,- 
000, and we did not feel that at this juncture we could take on 
that project, or any other that would be so expensive. I havo 
no doubt, however,.that two years from now we shall ba able to 
give his project as full and fair consideration as it is entitled to, 
and I think it is more than likely that it will find its way into 
the bill. The committee certainly have no prejudica against 
the project, and have not rejected it at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ido not wish to be misunder- 
stood as charging that the committee has any prejudice against 

t project. 

Mr CATCHINGS, Well, they have not rejected it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, I desired merely tocall atten- 
tion to the fact that for the past twenty-five years the United 
States engineers have made surveys and have recommended the 
8 and as the gentleman was mentioning canals, having 


no other opportunity to mentioy this one, I took this occa- |’ 


sion to direct attention to it. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Tho Argentine Republic has spent $50,000,- 
000 on two harbors within a short period. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] has 
kindly furnished me some statistics, which I will insert in my 
remarks. I have not time to read them now because I must 
yield the floor to other gentlemen,* 

But, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish tosay that in this age 
of falling prices all over the world there has grown up ademand 


*Norg.—The following brief statement e eee for the improve - 
ment of water ways in other countries, ref! to above, is taken from an 
interest and instructive article on River and Harbor Improvement," 
by Hon ae G; BLANCHARD, of Louisiana, in the North American Review for 


“Our neighbor, Canada, with about one-twelfth of our population and with 
resources and wealth in nowise com ble to ours, has expended on her 
transportation routes (lakes, rivers, canals, and railways) more than 8300. 
000,08 1 including 1,300 miles of railway constructed and equipped by the 

vernment. 

* d has only 13,000 miles ot coast line -not much more than one-twen- 
tieth of what we have. Yet she expends $20,000,000 annually upon the same; 

.000,000 has been expended on the Clyde, which is but a rivulet compared 
with the Mississippi; and 882,000, 000. all told, upon the Mersey, which is but 
a spring branch compared with the mighty ‘Father of Waters.” 

“Upon some of her harbors Great Britain has expended large sums—over 
85.000.000 at Portland. over 36,500,000 at arte bog and over 87,000,000 at Ply- 
mouth. The figures may be much larger these. I have not before me 
the expenditures for the more recent years, The great ship canal connect- 
ing Manchester with the sea at Liverpool, a distance of about 40 miles, was 
1 y opened, amid great rejoicings.on the first of the present year, hav- 
ing been completed at a cost A bear poe $80,000,000. 

+" France, with about three-fifths of our population and one-seventeenth of 
our territorial area, has expended since 1814 upon her harbors and water- 
mare more than 80,000. 000, in addition to 870,000,000 upon her railways, 


e aggregate length of her navigable rivers and canals is about 7.0W miles 
not 3 Se EP 8 the navigable length of the natural water ways in the 
o State o 


“Germany in 1877 authorized the construction of more than 1,000 miles of 
w canal routes in addition to the 1,289 miles then in operation and her 
925 miles of available navigable rivers,” 


for cheaper tr ortation which no language can adequately 
describe. If gentlemen could see the delegations who come be- 
fore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors from every section 
of this country clamoring for the improvement of their small 
and their large water ways and for the deepening of their hare 
bors, they would understand that it all means a general demand 
for cheaper transportation which may tosome extent offset the de- 


pressing fall in prices which has taken place and is still goin 


on all over the world. Therefore this is a time when, instead o 
halting or turning back, weshould go forward and try to give the 
people the relief in this direction which they demand. 

y, sir, I undertake to say that but for the opening up of the 
rivers, and the deepening of the harbors of this country which 
has been going on with a fair measure of success for the last 
twenty years, hundreds of thousands of acres of land that are 
now cultivated with some degree of profit would be absolutely 
abandoned; and, in view of the results already obtuined, and in 
view of the general demand of the people for cheaper transpor- 
tation, no man here should hesitate to vote the most liberal ap- 
propriations for these purposes. Mr. Chairman, the value of a 
water way can not always be determined by the amount of trans- 

ortation upon it. I remember a remarkable statement made 

2fore the Senate Committee on Transportation some years ago 
by Mr. Albert Fink, the great railroad expert, to the effect that 
the freight rates on every railroad east of the Rocky Mountains 
were fixed in view of the competition of the Great Lakes and the 
big ag tr River. 

Mr. PICKLER, Well, the Missouri River has the same rela- 
tion to a great deal of our territory. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no doubt that that is true. Mr. 
Chairman, if we do not meet the just demands of the people in 
this direction we shall certainly be recreant to the hi bent duty 
that we owe them. I have never felt that a Rape ollar ap- 
propriated for rivers and harbors has been ly spent. Of 
course there has been waste. There will be waste under any 
1 but the good which has resulted has been so much greater 
than the possible injury from any waste that may have occurred, 
that no man can justly say, viewing the matter broadly, that a 
single dollar which has been voted for rivers and harbors has 
been 2 857 E ropriated or spent. 

Mr. PICKLE an the . give us some idea of what 
improvements the Missouri River Commission contemplate, from 
Sioux City down to the mouth, during the coming year under 


this n 

Mr. CATCHINGS, If my friend will turn to the sixth vol- 
ume of the reports of the Chief of Engineers he will find what 
they state on that subject. The report is very short, as I re- 
member it, and simply states that they have been prosecutin 
their work and that they have reason to believe that they will 
succeed in perfecting the contemplated improvements. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les, but they mention various items, and I 
do not know what they contemplate doing this year. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have spoken longer 
than I intended, and I must yield the floor to others. 

How much time have T left? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
remaining, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, nolegislation enacted here 
has so fully demonstrated by practical results its beneficial char- 
acter and its wisdom in the same space of time as the legislation 
of the Fifty-first Congress applying the contract system for 
these great public works, and when the history of that illustri- 
ous Congress shall be written, of all the monuments to its wis- 
dom and its practical sagacity none willstand out in bolder view 
than its adoption, for the first time in the history of the country, 
of the policy of A the work of improving the great water 
ways of this nation under the contract system. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, inasmuch as my time is exceedingly limited, I shall be com- 
pelled to epitomize very largely and to go right to the facts. 

Let us look at the saving from placing about eighteen of these 
great public works.under the contract system. The authorized 
contracts amounted in the aggregate to $47,883,500. Of this 
amount twenty-seven millions, I may say, including the amount 
which is embraced in the pending bill, has already been or will 
soon be appropriated: leaving, in round numbers, as the Chief of 
Engineers informs Congress, $19,000,000 yet remaining to be ap 
propriated of the forty-seven million and odd dollars authorized. 
Of 09 $19,000,000, it is expected that in two years time the last 
dollar will have been appropriated. Now, I pro to show 
that of that $19,000,000 a large portion has already been saved 
by virtue of the contract system. è 

I hold in my hand a list of a fow of the eighteen projects upon 
which a great saving has already been made. Commencing 
with the Hudson River in New York, there has been a saving of 


The gentleman has thirty-eight minutes 
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$295,264; on Charleston Harbor there has been a sa of $934,- 
000—nearly a million dollars; on Savannah Harbor, $244,000; on 
Humboldt Bay, California, $975,115; at the Cascades Locks on 
the Columbia River, $223,735; on the ship channel in the Great 
Lakes, providing for a minimum depth of 25 feet of water, ex- 
tending over 1,000 miles of navigation, there has been the mag- 
nificent saving of $2,035,556; on the Great Kanawha there has 
been a saving of $247,078; on the Hay Lake channel, St. Marys 
River, in the Great Lakes, a saving of $900,000. These make, 
in round numbers, upon these great projects a saving of $6,000,- 
000. Now, taking that $6,000,000from the $19,000,000 leaves $13,- 
000. 


000,000. 

I omit the estimate of the saving at Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
Galveston, St. Marys Canal, Mobile Bay, the Mississippi River, 

dthe Missouri. And it is in testimony before the Commit- 

on Rivers and Harbors, through the showing of the Chief 
of Engineers, that when the improvement of Baltimore Harbor 
was practically completed it was discovered that there had been 
a saving of nearly 334 per cent under the contract system, as 
compared with the system formerly in vogue. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I take the position that in view of all the 
reductions which have been shown to have been madeunder this 
system there will be around saving of at least 30,000,000, leav- 
ing only $10,000,000 yet to be appropriated in future appropri- 
ation bills for the entire completion of every one of the great 
harbors which have been placed under the contract system. 

Now I come to a point on which I desire to address myself to 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I take 
the position that the time has already arrived when arrange- 
ments should be made for placing ten or fifteen other great 
works of this nation under the contract eystem. By the time 
that the next sundry civil bill is before ress every dollar 
necessary to complete these great works will have been pro- 
vided for, leaving nothing further to be appropriated for as to 
contract works, unless legislation shall be provided through the 
river and harbor bill, whereby the Committee on Appropria- 
tions may be authorized to prepare appropriations for the con- 
tracts which the Secretary of War will then be authorized to 
enter into. So that I say the time has already arrived when 
this Congress should take into consideration the wisdom of pro- 
viding for other works under this system. There are plenty of 
them; and unless that is done this generation will never live to 
see the time when mang of the projects which have been rec- 
ognized by Congress will haye been completed. 

Take, for instance, the improvement of James River. Three 
million three hundred and thirty-six thousand dollars will be re- 
quired to complete that project, and only about $200,000 is being 
appropriated biennially for the completion ofthat projot Take 

e. Delaware River, for the completion of which $1,475,000 will 
be necessary; Raritan River, New Jersey, $1,482,412; Harlem 
River, New York, $1,805,000; Coos Bay, Oregon, $2,131,412; 
Michigan City, Mich., $249,613; Toledo, Ohio, $1,200,000; Tona- 
wanda Harbor, New York, $1,008,000; New Haven Breakwater, 
Connecticut, $1,541,134; Sandy Bay Harbor Refuge, Massachu- 
setts, $4,400,000; Boston, Mass., 31,300,000; Winyard Bay, South 
Carolina, $2,181,250; Coosa River, Georgia, $4,843,074; Yazoo 
River, Mississippi, $1,215,000; Cumberland River, above Nash- 
ville, Tenn., $6,725,000; Tennessee River below Chattanooga, 
Tenn., $5,837,939: Tombigbee River, Alabama, $627,400. And 
when you add to these the Portage road of $454,000. or canal of 
$3,500,000, which is to be constructed upon the upper Columbia, 
or the Puget Sound Canal, and some works in contemplation in 
California, I submit that this generation will have long passed 
away before one-half of these great harbor ways are completed 
if we are to appropriate for them as we have been doing bienni- 
ally in very small sums of money. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me Congress should rec- 
ognize that the only way by which this generation can ever see 

e completion of these works is to place them under such a sys- 
tem that there shall be annual appropriations in such liberal 
sums that these works shall be completed within a reasonable 
time, and at such reduced cost as we have found is accomplished 
through the contract system. It is no longer a matter of exper- 
iment; it isan accomplished fact. The tigures are before us, 
and some of the great works are already practically completed 
under this system. We now know what we are doing. It is 
such a system as good business principles prompt in any suc- 
cessful private concern, and it is equally meritorious for the 
Government itself to adopt. 

I further insist that the Committee on Appropriations should 
include other works in a future bill, and that it should not 
be necessary to provide for the maximum estimate, but that 
less should be appropriated each year, so that a greater number 
of works may be included. There can be a reduction allowed, 
for the law permits that. Whoever takes a contract under 


the Secretary of War for one of these works takes it with this 
provision of the statutes in full view: 
Provided, That such contracts as may be desirable may be entered into by. 


the Secretary of War for the completion of existing projects or any part of 
ie to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made 
aw. 


Every contractor undertakes the work with this understand- 
ing—that if the whole amount is not appropriated in one bill, he 
must take his chances for getting the amount in some future ap- 
proprlation bill. 

S ere the hammer fell.] 

r. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, no person better fitted to defend 
the present system and the system which has been in vogue for 
some years with reference to rivers and harbors could have been 
selected than the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTCHINGS], 
whose many kind and genial qualities of mind and heart have 
endeared him to this House, and who in presenting a statement 
to this body aims always to be eminently fair. And I desire to 
say that no one can possibly object to this contract system who 
is in on the proposition; but those who are upon the outside 
and can see that they will be compelled to wait for fifty or one 
hundred years for the improvements of their rivers and harbors 
may possibly have some little cause for complaint. In de: 
fense of this system, the gentleman from Mississippi is ably sec- 
onded by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], who. by 
his industry here since he has been a member of Congress has 
secured more of the “ plunder” for his people than any person 
who has ever represented the Pacific coast. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope my friend, who is so earnestly in 
favor of river and harbor improvements, will not describe t 
appropriations as “ plunder.” r 

Mr. LOUD. [am making these remarks with due deference 
tothe gentleman. What Lam saying is a compliment to him. 
It is these very acts that have sent him back to this Congress 
year after year with increased majorities, 

Here is the principal objection to the river and harbor propo- 
sitions. Money has never been appropriated with the object in 
view of benefiting the whole country, but appropriations have 
been made to satisfy cartain interests. And now in regard to 
Oregon, as I have mentioned the gentleman, I will say this: 
Oregon has been ably represented in Congress for pees many 
years by the same Senators and the same Member of Congress. 
They have become acquainted with the system here and have 
been enabled, with their familiarity with the subject and their 
industry; to secure large appropriations for their State. 

Iam not opposed to river and harborappropriations, but have 
been, and shall always continue to be, in favor of the most libs 
eral appropriations for that purpose. You can not go to too 
great an extent in improving the rivers and harbors of this 
country to suit me. But the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS], who has presented one side of the case, can raise no 
possible objections to a presentation to the House at this time of 
a few facts and figures that he himself, by his own kindly nature 
and kindly feeling toward me, prevented me from presenting two 
years ago. The gentleman well knows that I sought at that 
time, being a new member of this House, to procure a r 
nary survey for a harbor in my district, I was told by the then 
chairman that I could not have it. It was a proposition that 
would have cost the Government probably a dollar or a dollar 
and a half. 

I then went to work and prepared the figures which I now 
have upon my desk. Upon consultation with the gentleman 
from Mississippi he said to me, You do not desire to oppose 
this river and harbor proposition; I can fix this for you.” He 
did so; and the figures never were presented. But this table 
embodies a truthful statement; and I believe it will be useful to 
this House for coasultation in the future. I will not go over all 
the figures; I have not the time, and I do not desire to weary 
the House, but I will say that up to 1890 the Great Lakes re- 
ceived, in round numbers, $42,000,000; the Atlantic coast, $57,- 
030,000; the Gulf of Mexico, $20,000,000; the Mississippi Valley, 
$76,000,000; and the Pacific coast, 39,000,000. ` 

Now, of course, when appropriations are made, the amount of 
commerce to be benefited by the appropriation should be takem 
into consideration. Many gentlemen here from the South have 
claimed—they did so particularly when the pension appropria- 
tion was under consideration—that they receive no benefit from 
the taxes levied and collected by this Government. But when 
we look at the figures of the appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors, and take into consideration the amount of Southern ton- 
nage and the value thereof, it will bo found, I think, that those 
States are treated very liberally in this direction. The Gulf 
States have received alone up to 1890 saying nothing of $10,- 
090,000 or $12,000,000. in contemplation) 820,407, 0% . The num- 
ber of vessels is 833, the value of such vessels $3,518,000, and the 
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Statement sho Congressional appropriations for survey, ovement, a 
e ahon and af the riers Hating tn them 
3 rom ear o, 0 0 „ 
„ e = 


tonnage 62,830. So that when you take into consideration the 
amount oon tonnage, the Gulf States have been pretty liber- 


ally treated. 

{have said before that I am in favor of the improvement of 
rivers and harbors from a legitimate standpoint; butit is a ques- 
tion whether these appropriations have not been influenced or 
dictated by favoritism. 


Appropriations— 


Locality. 


It is a question in my mind whether it would not have been 3 
cheaper to have taken railway transportation todeep tide water 
at the port of Savannah, rather than have brought deep tide water 
to the present railway termination. I only state that as one in- DATED 
stance; and it is a question whether the same conditions do not perior Sigi pond eer 8 - 
exist in other portions of the country. ———.— 1826 | 6,440, 843 11 otis 
0 But I essen N 155 this House . pooni should be . — D 5 toy — 8 — 336 
rawn particularly to the improvements that have been going 8 ie 
on, and which are still going on in what is known as the Missis- 8 aCe! 149.005 851,805 
spot system. Niagara River. 1829 52, 098 233, 598 
na little table here I have given the amount of appropria- | General appropriations ....| 1838 562 | 3,779, 562 
tions that have been made to the whole South. The Gulf of 42 038,327 
Mexico has received $20,000,000. I will only give the round —— 
numbers. Virginia has received 83, 000, 000; North Carolina, 
> $4,000,000; South Carolina, $3,000,000; Georgia, $3,000,000; mak- 2 | seers 
ing a total of $34,611,000. Now, the Lower Mississippi hasreceived 2, 298,500 | 15, 355, 288 
over $24,000,000; the Red River and incidental thereto, $1,500,000; 205,000 | 2,751, 405 
making a total of a little over $60,000,000. Adding to that the 9 nn D bos oer 
appropriations made to the Mississippi and the Ohio systems, 40,000 | 991,807 
not including the lakes, the sum of 852,000, 000, and we have a 622,000 | 7, 469, 481 
total of more than $116,000,000 that have been appropriated to SHIR 2 ae 
the Mississippi system and the South. 5 psn P aian aa & akian e NAA 
My principal objection, however, is to this Mississippi system, 4. 908, 245 | 42,036, 327 


s because the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
[Mr. CATCHINGS] has stated on two occasions that a large 
amount of money expended there has beenexpended principally 


to protect private property. 
Mr. CATCHINGS, Poh no. 


Slatement showing Congressional ty shoot or survey, improvement, and 
maintenance of the water ways and bors of the Mississippi Valley, from 
ee date of appropriation to 1890, inclusive, given by principal divisions of 

ystem, 


Mr. LOUD. Well, incidentally, then? Appropriations. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I said it had the effect of protecting pri- 
vate property incidentally, but I said it had been expended be- Locality. va Up to and From 1880 . 8 


cause it was insisted that it was necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Loup] has expired. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to put in the RECORD the figures 
which I have quoted from. 


Statement showing Congressional appropriations Jor survey, improvement, and 
maintenance of rivers and harbors of the Gulf of Mexico from earliest date 
. of appropriation to 1890, inclusive, given by States, 


ear- $ Septem- | date. 
liest. ing 1879. |inclusive, pen 1880 


Upper Mississippi system 
Missouri SYstem -sosen 
Ohio system 
Lower Mississippi system. 
Whole river, unspecified lo- 

Sn 


Appropriations l __ system............... 28, 135,707 39, 162, 558 | 9,311,200 | 76, 609, 463 
PP 2. Ps 85, 000 18 216 


28, 200, 707 bene, 9, 336, 200 | 76, 827, 463 


Grand total for the 


N 1819 


t showing total appropriations for all rivera and harbors, with the num- 
ber of vessels (of all classes), their valus, registered tonnage, and Sreight move- 
ment, as reported for the census year, allotted to their respective divisions. 


Equipment. 


movement 
amber | vatuo, 55 
sional iatio im 8.80 119.958 517 8218 
atement sho Congressional appropr. ns for survey, improvement, and , 943, 3 1 
perar penera 0 ‘he bays and harbors on and ri vers Jowing ineo the 3 7 455 333 XS et 
: iest date of appro n to 1890, inclusive, give: 68. A , 335, , 405, 
PRE e e 1.84 23.067,70 441,900 | 13, 449, 027 


Appropriations— 2,142 | 210, 673, 786 | 7, 020, 552 | 179, 034, 188 


Total to Statement showi Congressional fe alee ei Jor the survey improvement, and 


maintenance of rivera and harbors on the Pacific coast, by periods, from the 
earliest date of appropriation to 1590, 8 Arasi ne 4 


R| a 
E — 
$ $ 


— $1,256,024 | 8841, 250 
j . ’ Locality. 
ape 597,700 | 702.250 1, 574, 950 d 
1.882, 277 | 1, 205, 050 2, 878, 427 
in 4} 845, 868 | 3, 956, 000 91 895, 868 
677.028 | 1, 166, 975 2.022,01 
55 On 
, 580, ; 4 P 
11 | kee ap 5 
1, 269, 580 | 1,788,050 Semen | oe 
1, 904, 059 | 1, 955, 650 4,312, 200 
853.500 | 1, 800, 000 3,013,500 
ae eae | gees | BEE] tan 
‘appropriations .... 4,892,127 | 288,575 55000, 702 


57, 


a 
2 


1894. : 
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Statement showing Congressional appropriations for the survey, etc.—Continued. 


Appropriations— 


WASHINGTON—continued. 


Tributaries—Skagit River 
Skagit and Manag scion pea 
Steilaquamish, Skagit, and 

sack _ 
Snohomish and Nootsack. 
3 Snohomish, and 


Total for tributaries c52... 
Total for Cowli tz A eccsss0ea 


8 for Cowlitz and tribu- 


Total for Chehalis 
hee from Lake Union to Puget 


Total for Coos Bax 
Willamette (upper) and Yam- 
hill 


zo for Willamette and 
Yamhill 


E 


hadrei (Lower) and Colum- 


S888 85 
3823884 8 


5B: 
8 


shan we Willamette and Co- 
3 for Willamette and Yam- 


Total for Willamette, Colum- 
bia, and Yamhill ............|.-.-.. 


8 (Upper) and Snake 
River: 


— — 
NS 


ss 
388888 


— — 


Total for Lower Columbia 
and tributarles 


Appropriations— 


From n 
Date U; 1 101180 


an 
eluding 8 S em. date. 
1879. | ‘sive. ber, 1890. 


OREGON—continued. 


Poras antog, Lower Columbia at 
Total Tor Upper Columbia and 
Snake 


Total for Columbia at Cascades 
Total for Lower Columbia and 
nnn 2 KK 


Soe rote Columbia and trib- 


10,000 | 10, 000 


Total for Umpqua River 
Stuslaw River 


418, 885 546, 000 111, 000 |t, 075, 865 
510, 000 1,928, 000 |t, 4 


Total for Coquille Ri 
Total for Um 
Total for Siusla 
Total for Oregon 
CALIFORNIA. 

via S rdar aa 


85 . 


r | 
80888808 


Total for Sacramento and 
( 
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Slatement showing Congressional appropriations for the survey, eto. OContinued. 


Appropriations— 
ty. 
Locality : 
Septem- 
ber, 1890. 
CALIFORNIA—continued. 


* 
Harbor of Refuge at Port Orford. 


Wilmington 
SPC 


0 


Total for Redwood Harbor 
Total for Humboldt Harbor 
Total for Oakland Harbor 
Total for Petaluma River 
Total for Sacramento and 

Feather Rivers 4 
Total for San Diego Harbor 

eg een se Ra in mates, Dysarts 
sos forSan Francisco Har- 

Total for San Joaquin River 
Total for San Luis Obispo Har- 


Total for Wilmington Harbor 
Total for Mokelumne River 
Total for Napa River |--...---2. 


Total for ae 
Total for Washington 


Total for the Pacific cast. 349, 365 |5, 527,200 2, 122, 600 (2,990, 165 


Mr. COGSWELL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER}. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I, in company with 
my colleagues on the floor, have been interested and instructed 
by the able arguments 8 by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. CaTCHNGSI. He brought 


to the consideration of this question, as he always does, ability, 
eminent fairness; and much painstaking care. There was 
that address and argument much which we all commend; but 
with all due respect to that gentleman, if he wishes us to under- 
stand his argumentas acommendation of the system of improve- 
ments which have been in vogue upon the Missouri River; or, 
on the other hand, if it was intended to antagonize the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague [Mr. MERCER], then, with all due 
respect to the gentleman, I am constrained to enter my most 
emphatic but yet respectful dissent. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the object of this Missouri River Com- 
mission? Its first and great object, in the broad sense, is and 
must be to facilitate and extend commerce; not simply to make 
that river navigable, though that may be incidental to the final 
object to be attained. : 7 

What is the character of the commerce along this stream? 
Clearly it is ofa double character. First, it is the commerce 
which extends up and down the stream itself, and secondly, the 
commerce which goes over and across the stream. 

As a matter of fact, the commerce which extends up and down 
that stream is, as the gentleman himself admits, inconsider- 
able. On the other hand, the commerce which passes over the 
river at the city of Omaha alone exceeds all the commerce 
which floats either on the Mississippi River, the Missouri 
River, or both combined. There is no question about that fact. 

Let us get at the truth of this matter, the real kernel of it; 
for what we want to do here, as intelligent legislators, is to ex- 
pend the money of the people in serving the needs of the peo- 
ple. Weare not interested simply ih making a stream navi- 
gone if no commerce is to be benefited thereby; and if there 

more of benefit to be had in improving the river along those 
points where commerce is engaged, then it may be wise and to 
our interest to expend money for that purpose. 

We are not coming in conilict here, Mr. Chairman, with the 
general principle of the contract system, but that contract sys- 
tem does not mean that the banks of a river are to be improved 
step by step from its mouth to its source, or the converse, to 
the exclusion of all considerations for the commerce crossing 
the river nor to the exclusion of other public interests. 

When the Missouri River Commission was first instituted they 
laid down the proposition in their very first report that, for en- 
gineering reasons, improvements must extend from up the river 
down, and not from down the river up; and I challenge the at- 
tention of the honorable chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to that fact. Engineering necessities require 
that the work should progress down stream,” and that ‘‘no very 
great benefit will be conferred upon the commerce of the United 
States before the improvement shall extend from the mouth to 
Sere! Sin is the exact language of the report made Decem- 
ber 9, 2 

Mr. STEPHENSON. When was that? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In the very first report, in 1885. 
To this conclusion the Commission has continued to adhere. It 
would, therefore, seem that gentlemen who insist that the im- 
provement shouid be from the mouth up are involved in a quar- 
rel with their pet Commission. In 1886 and in 1887 their reports 
attest that no considerable benefit can ibly accrue from the 
improvement of the Missouri River until it shall have extended 
to the great cities, which are the initial points of commerce. 
This is a self-evident fact—one which must be conceded by every 
gentleman giving the subjecteven a casual examination. What 
are the important points along the Missouri River? 

Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman how much 
money has already been expended on the Missouri system? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. A trifle over 81,000, 000. 

Mr. LOUD. My figures give it over $7,000,000, and I think 
my figures are correct. P 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. The amount which I refer to is 
the amount which has been expended between Sioux City and 
the mouth of the river, since the institution of the Missouri 
River Commission. I can give the gentleman the exact figures. 

Mr. LOUD. I mean since the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The amount which has been ex- 

näed between the points I have mentioned, up to the Ist of 
Retruary, 1894, since the organization of the Missouri River Com- 
mission was $4,094,475.72. I have not the figures covering the 
time before this.. As I was proceeding to say, the principal 
points along the Missouri River are, first, Kansas City, then St. 
Joseph, Atchison, Nebraska City, Omaha, and Sioux City. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yankton and Pierre. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I beg the attention of the mem- 
bers of the House to this matter, which is certainiy of vast im- 
portance to us in the West. Four million dollars have been ex- 

näed by this Missouri River Commission since its institution. 

ow has that money been expended? I find of that money 
there has been spent at Kansas City and its immediate vicinity, 


comes of the plan of this 


— 
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in round numbers, $658,000. At St. popa there has been ex- 
nded $287,000; at Omaha and Council Bluffs, $247,000, while 
the firstreach of this work near Jefferson City, covering a 
distance of 14 miles, there had been expended over $1,000,000 on 
the work direct. When we add to that the proportion expended 
or salaries, and properly chargeable to this work, and other 
ke expenses, we reach the stupendous aggregate of $1,506,- 
256.20, out of the $4,000,000 which has been expanded in toto. 
How much has commerce been benefited by that vast expend- 
iture? By the report of the Commission, which I hold in my 
hand here, I find,as I have already stated, that no considerable 
benefit can possibly be hoped for until the work reaches at least 
to Kansas City. To complete the work within that 14 miles will 
require perhaps an additional half a million dollars. But waiv- 
ing that and treating it as completed, we have at least $100,000 
r mile to make that stream navigable.. How is the work being 
one? They have simply made a new channel for the Missouri 
River, crowding it away from the only rock bank of which any 
mention is made in the reports, along the entire extent of that 


river. 

Now, at that rate, Mr. Chairman, how much money will be 
required to bring that Missouri River intoa navigeh e condi- 
tion from its mouth to Sioux City? Why, it would take $30,- 
000,000. How much time will it require at the rate which work 
has been progressing? It will take one hundred and twenty 
years. And yet these gentlemen say that the contract system 
requires that all expenditures be made in continuation of this 
project, slower in execution than the wrath of God, and more 
expensive than the most prodigal would care for one moment 
to stand as sponsor for. : 

Take the report that isnow before us. Where does this Mis- 

uri River Commission propose to expend the appropriation? 
in addition to the payment of its salaries and traveling ex- 

nses, it proposes to expend every dollar of it down there in 

e first reach, every dollar of that $750,000. 

The Commission proposes to make such disposition of the a 
propriation continuous. Iamo d to further continuing this 
misuse of the people s money. hy, when they have completed 
the work at Jefferson City, they simply cover the 14 miles of 
which I have spoken. They p to continue the work in 
spots down the river. That point is 150 miles and more from 
the mouth of the river. 

Do they propose to continue directly to the mouth? Not at all. 
They say they propose to go down to the Gasconde River, which 
is 40 miles down the stream from the 14-mile works of which I 
a spoken and expend the money there. If there is anything 

this contract system which would require the work to be con- 
tinuous foot by foot, mile by mile, and reach by reach, what be- 
issouri River Commission? It falls 
to the ground entirely. But if you wish to take a broader view 
of it; if you wish to conserve the interests of commerce, it seems 
to me you should protect the commerce at the great initial 
points, where it begins and ends to-day. 8 

Let me illustrate that by taking the city of Omaha, for that 
will serve as well as any other city. The Missouri River is a 
sinuous stream and capricious in its course. It winds its way in 
and out its mud banks, varying from day today. It has in fact, 
no permanent banks. The great bluffs are in places four miles 
from the river. . The great manufacturing interests, water 
works, business, the manufacturing and the like in that great 
city are necessarily on the low land and next to the river. 
Three bridges span the river. Over those three bridges five 

and trunk lines pass and repass, carrying millions and mil- 
Bona of tons of freight. 

Thetrade which passes over those bridgesisnotlocal, Mr. Chair- 
man; itisinterstate, transcontinental, and may within the limits 
of truth be designated as international. Let me observe that one 
of those bridges, that of the Union Pacific, in which this coun- 
try as acountry has a very vital interest, is even now being 
threatened by changes in the channel and current. Along the 
banks of this river are the largest smelting works in the coun- 
try. large car shops, and the municipal works of that mighty 
city, Thecity of Council Bluffs is on the other side of the river. 
There are these two cities, practically one, joined by these 
bridges, with a population approaching a quarter of a million, 
a busy hive of industry, manufacture, and commerce, in which 
the whole West is directly interested, and yet you say these im- 
provements are local. It seems to me that you can not under- 
Stand the situation. 

Another fact to which I wish to call attention is this. Every 
em Sai knows, and every member of Congress who has given 

is matter five moments’ attention, knows that these works 
along the river were not intended to be continuous and never 
were intended. The convex banks of the river protect them- 
selves. It is only the concave banks that need protection. They 
are the periphery af the current, so to speak, and these are the 


only things that you wish to protect. -At the upper part of the 
city the bend in the river approaches the Omaha side. Day by 
day and month by month the river has encroached upon the 
city of Omaha, until to-day it is dangerously near Florence 
Lake, a part of the old river bed which practically divides the 
city into equal parts. Let the river once break into this old 
bed and we may expect a large part of Omaha to be made a part 
of Iowa. We are as at poa advised not in favor of this ter- 
ritorial cession to our Hawkeye neighbors. Again, the river 
swings around until it approaches Lower Omaha. and there the 
seed pak again turns to the Nebraska side and threatens these 
ridges. 

These need protection. The cities of Omaha and Council 
Bluffs have expended twice as much to protect these interests 
as the Government has expended; and yet you say there should 
be no further expenditure on the part of the Government there. 
Why should this money be confined to this single reach at Jef- 
ferson City? There is notasingle boat engaged in commerce 
which is entered as from Jefferson City. That city,com tively 
and commercially speaking, is of no importance. No = Mees pub- 
lic interest is conserved by that work. Thegreater part of the u 
and down traffic on the Missouri has its origin and its only ak 
whole extent almost in the immediate vicinity of the great cities. 
The report of the Commission shows that one-third of the entire 
transportation on that river is the transportation of sand which 
the Missouri River Commission has had dug out at one place and 
deposited at another. Nearly half the transportation is that of 
materials transported for the Commission, and only about 35,000 
tons was long-distance freight. 

Taking these facts into consideration, it seems to me there 
should be no question about the matter. Where do you want 
improvements along such a river as that? There can be no such 
things as harbors in the country. The harbors must be limited 
to the cities. The course of the river through the country 
makes, comparatively speaking, but small difference. It may 
cut off from a farmer here and there a few acres of his land and 
give it to his neighbor over the river; but changes of channel 
at cities are attended with most serious results. It is in the 
cities that vast interests are centered, and where are situated 
also all the great instrumentalities which you must conserve if 
w would maintain commerce. Thereisno question about that. 

f you want to place the money where it will do the most good, 
yon will place that expenditure in the neighborhood of the 
cities. 


What cities or ee are there which present any greater ar- 
guments for consideration than Omaha and Council Bluffs? 

Mr. BARTAHOLDT. St. Louis. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They are the most populous of 
the cities on the Missouri River. hey have double the popu- 
lation of almost any other city on the river. ‘They have by far 


a greater commerce and their transcontinental commerce is 
much larger than that of any other city on that stream. These 
are considerations which certainly ought to appeal to the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
aquestion. If I understand his position it is this—and it seems 
tome I am in harmony with him—that in the name of improv- 
ing the navigationof the Missouri River, practically, this money 
is being spent. and ought to be spent, to protect the banksof the 
river, the harbors, the landing places, etc., where they need 
protection about the great cities of Kansas City, Leavenworth, 
and Omaha; and I understand the gentleman claims now that a 
sufficient amount of this money, a fair amount of this money, con- 
sidering all the interests that are in need of protection. in the 
name of navigation, isnot being expended at Omaha and at Sioux 
City; and he is seeking to have a larger amount of the money 
expended there? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have great sympathy with the 
gentleman in the matter, and I thought it was as well to under- 
stand his position. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Take the 85 ropriations asked 
for here. They are $750,000. What does t i Commission pro- 
pose to do with that? It proposes to pay for traveling expenses 
and salaries $20,000, for surveys, permanent bench-marks and 
gauges, $30,000; for operating snag boat, $35,000; and for & s8 
tem of ot cage in the first reach, that means from the 
mouth of the Osage River down, about 150 miles, $665,000, which 
makes up the whole $750,000: and not a particle of it is for the 
protection of the real commerce that goes across this river, or 
for the protection of the great interests which ought to be pro- 
tected, as it seems to me. 

Now, then, as I have said, there is no pretense that there is 
any commerce whatever down here on this first reach to speak 
of. Weare not asking that all the money shall be diverted 
from the first reach and placed at Omaha and Council Bluffs; 
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but we submit that at Omaha, Atchison, and Leavenworth, 
where the stream is making great encroachments upon the cit- 
ies and upon the commerce of those cities, that we ought at 
least to have a portion of it, that atleast one-half of the amount 
appropriated ought to be devoted to that purpose, and not all 
of it on the first reach. , 

Mr.HEARD. Will the gentlemau yield tome for a question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Whatdifference would there be in principle in 
insisting on spending these moneys for the protection of the 
railroad bridges at Omaha and at Kansas City than in expending 
it for the protection of private people in my district to prevent 
their farms from being washed away by theriver? What is the 
difference in the principle involved? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman’s question is a 
fair one, and I will give hima frank answer. The only author- 
ity which we have for making any expenditure whatever is for 
the protection of commerce, and for facilitating and expediting 
commerce. 

Now, then, in these large cities the protection of these banks, 
the protection of these bridges, and the protection from other 
loss by the river is connected intimately with this interstateand 
transcontinental commerce carried on by and from those cities. 
Without this there would not bə justification for it; but it is be- 
cause of this interstate and transcontinental commerce that we 
have the right to ask it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is evident that the projected work of the 
Commission is interminable, extravagant in expenditure, im- 
practical, and necessarily barren of useful results. 

To make the shallow Missouri, with its variable mud banks 
and bottom navigable, necessarily involves the construction of a 
channel constructed of solid masonry from its source to its 
mouth. You must secure it against filling up. 

This is out of the question. 

Common sense and ordinary business judgment require that 
we protect the great commercial points and the arteries of trade 
transportation, and commerce, and at present at least attemp 
nothing further. 

It is juggling with words to say we have the right and upon 
us is imposed the duty of making a liberal appropriation for the 
3 and promotion of travel up and down the river, but 

ave no right or should not appropriate a reasonable amount 
for the protection and promotion of the commerce which crosses 
the same river; that we should expend $2,000,000 for the benefit 
of a so-called port in Missouri which has not even a single boat, 
but have not the power to expend a single cent for the benefit 
of one of the most important cities of the mighty West, and 
which is in the direct path of the commerce of the continent. 
If you insist upon continuing the experiment of making this 
river navigable by legislation, we insist upon fair dealing and 
un application of sound business judgment with respect to that 
far greater commerce which crosses the Great Muddy. 

Itis time that great national interests located in the West 
were heard in these halls. The South and East find ready audi- 
ence, and their petitions seldom denied. ; 

Of this I do not complain, but submit to your sense of fairness 
that the reasonable and just claims of the West be no longer 


ored. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally, and Mr. TATE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who alsoinformed 
the House that the President had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On March 9, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 4770) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Arkansas River at or near Van Buren, Ark.; 

An act (H. R. 5833) providing for the rescue of the armament 
and wreck of the United States warship Kearsarge; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) authorizing Maj. Gen. Oliver 
Otis Howard, United States Army, to accept from the President 
of the French Republic a diploma conferring the decoration of 
commander of the National Order of the Legion of Honor. 

On March 12, 1894: : 

An act (H. R. 5646) making appropriations to supply further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

On March 14, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 9) to transfer the Morris Island life-saving sta- 
tion, near Charleston, S. C., to Sullivans Island. 

An act (H. R. 5485) to amend “an act authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the East River, between the city of 
New York and Long Island,” approved March 3, 1887; and 


An act (H. R. 4571) to make service connections with water 
mains and sewers in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


7 Committee again resumed its session, Mr. LESTER in the 
chair. 8 

Mr. COGSWELL. L yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word first 
as to the point of order reserved on Friday upon the amendment 
which I offered and which is still pending. The objection was 
that that amendment interfered with or changed existing law. 
The law authorizes the Missouri River Commission the use of 
this appropriation as the commission deem best. They may 
use it wherever they choose within the limits named. I do not 
understand that this amendment proposes to change existing 
law; it simply restricts or controls the discretion of the Com- 
mission as to the expenditure of this appropriation. It leaves 
the law precisely as it is now, but limits the discretion of the 
Commission as to this particular appropriation. It in effect 
directs the Commission to expend $75,000 at Atchinson and Leay- 
3 Kans. This is all that I care to say on the point of 
order. 

foe CHAIRMAN. To what amendment does the gentleman 
refer? ‘ 

Mr. BRODERICK. To the amendment which I offered, di- 
vertinga portion of this money to bo used at Atchison and Leaven- 
worth. It has been contended here by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi{Mr. CATCHINGS], the chairman of the River and Harbor 
Committee, that the only way to improve the Missouri and make 
it a navigable stream is to commence at its mouth and work up. 
I concede that there is something in thatcontention. I believe 
it is wise to complete the work commenced on this river, and I 
believe that it must be done if the river is ever to be mide an 
artery of commerce useful to the people living in that country. 
But, while the Commission is doing that, they should not over- 
look the damage that is being done at other points on the river. 

For instance, the breaks and changes being made at Atchison 
and at Leavenworth, or opposite those cities, could now be im- 
proved in a substantial way by a small expenditure; at Atchi- ` 
son for thirty or forty thousand dollars and at Leavenworth for 
from twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars; but if those breaks 
are allowed to go on and the river permitted to spread at Atchi- 
son over a mile or more of ground instead of being confined to 
its present channel, then in place of thirty or forty thous ind dol- 
lars, a half a million of dollars will be required to repair the 
damage to the channel and open the river to commerce at that 
pen The Commission commenced, as I understand, by reserv- 

g 25 pr cent of the annual appropriation for emergencies that 
might happen along the river at other points than where their 
work was going on; that is, they reserved that sum from what 
was necessary for the continuing contracts. Whether they are 
now pursuing that polay I can not say, but they began in that 
way and it seems to me it was a wise policy. They understood 
fully that these breaks could be much more easily and more 
cheaply repaired at their commencement than if they were al- 
lowed to go on for years, so they bogan by making that reserva- 
tion of 25 per cent from the continuing works. i 

Something has been said, either in this discussion or before 
one of the committees, to the effect that the citizens of these 
towns and the railroads were under obligation to make these 
repairs. Mr. Chairman, since the Commission was established 
no money has been used by them at either Leavenworth or At- 
chison, but thousands and thousands of dollars have been ex- 
pended there by the citizens and by the railroads in protecting 
their interests. At Leavenworth, within the last two years, 
more than $25,000 has been expended by private citizens and by 
the railroads, and now, by the expenditure ol an additional sum 
of twenty or twenty-five thousand dollars, the river could be 
improved there permanently, so that there would be no further 
appropriation asked at that point for a number of years. The 
railroads and the citizens of Atchison have been making sub- 
stantial improvements there, and would be willing to improve 
further, but if they go on to make the improvements that they 
design, and which will be necessary to stop the break at that 
point, they will be threatened, and they are already threatened, 
with damage suits. Isend to the desk and ask to have read the 
testimony of a witness who ss on the ground as to this point: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

W. F. Guthrie, who was over from Atchison yesterday, says there is seri- 
ous ber go of the Missouri River cutting across the bend just east of Atch- 
ison and leaving the east end of the railroad bridge standing on an island. 
The river has reduced the distance between the washing bank and the five 
railroad tracks that enter Atchison from the east froma mile to only 200 
feet. The bank could prone be protected by riprapping, but if this were 


done and the current thrown in another direction the railroads would throw 
themselves open to suits from parties further down the river where the 
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dank would probably be cut. There is plenty of money in the hands of the 
Missouri River Commission, but none of itis available for making this 
needed improvement. The worst feature of the cut would be that a stag- 
nant lake would be left adjoining Atchison and there would be no current 


for carrying away the sewage, 

I think I can say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no point on the 
Missouri River where there is such a present emergency as ex- 
ists at Atchison, and forty or fifty thousand doliars would now 
make the necessary repairs and improvements at that point, but 
if the work is not done this year it will take a much larger sum. 

Mr.COGSWELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I send an amendment to the 
desk to be read, which I will offer later. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 5, e G4, insert: 

* Provided, That sib of the said sum shall. in the discretion of the Com- 
mission. be expended above Sioux City, Iowa, in the protection of harbors 
and rectification of bank protection on said river.“ 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire first to call attention 
to the provisions of the law defining the powers of this Missouri 
River Commission. I read from the Supplement, 1874 to 1891, 
page 465: 

That it shall be the duty of said Commission to superintend and direct 
such improvement of said river and to carry into execution such plans for 
SEAS of the navigation of said river from its mouth to its head- 
wa ja 


I call special attention to that— 


from its mouth to its headwaters, as may now be devised and in progress, 
and to continue and complete such surveys as may now be in progress, an 
to make such additional surveys, examinations, and investigations, topo- 
graphical, hydrographical, and hydrometical, and to consider, devise, and 
mature such additional plan or plans, and all such estimates as may be 
deemed necessary and best, to obtain and maintain a channel and depth of 
water in said river sufficient for the purposes of commerce and navigation. 
and to soe the objects of this act, and to enable the Commission to 
perform the duties assigned them the Secretary of War is hereby autho- 
rized and directed to transfer to and pisos under the control and superin- 
tendence of said Commission all such vessels, barges, machinery, and in- 
struments, and such plant as may now be provided. devised, or in use on 
said river, from appropriations heretofore made for said river, or other 
sources, and when thereto requested oy said Commission to detail from the 
cope of Engineers such officers and men as may be necessary, and to place 
in the charge of said Commission any such vessels, machinery, and instru- 
ments under his control as may be deemed necessary. 


Now, the amendment that I have offered does not increase the 
amount carried by this bill. The bill provides $750,009 for the 
Missouri River below Sioux City. The amendment that I offer 
does not seek to increase the amount appropriated, but simply 
diverts $100,000 of this appropriation, in the discretion of the 
Commission, to the 1,800 miles of river that are above Sioux 
City. This $750,000 is to be appropriated for the river from 
Sioux City down, and I i by this amendment that 
$100,000 of this money shal expended from Sioux City up- 
ward. In overing this amendment I have specially in view the 
ratification of the banks at Fort Pierre. Pierre is the capital 
of our State, and Fort Pierre is the town acrossthe river. The 
river has been encroaching at that point. and this amendment 
which I desire to see adopted is not merely for the protection of the 
town—though I confess that that is an “incidental ” object, as 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTCHINGS] puts it—but 
it is necessary for the harbor there, and, as I understand, it 
comes strictly within the rule governing the committee and the 

“Missouri River Commission in reference to these improvements. 

Mr. GLARKEof Alabama. Will the gentleman permit asug- 
gestion? 

Mr. PICKLIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARKEv* Alabama. The portion of the Missouri River 
between Sioux City and the mouth was put under the contract 
system, and it is by virtue of that provision in the last river and 
hurbor bill that the item of $750,000 is placed in the pending 
sundry civil bill. Now, the gentlemen proposes, asI understand, 
to divert $100,000 of that money to be used upon the reach of river 
above Sioux City which is not under the contract system. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Let me read the gentleman a 
provision of the last river and harbor bill: 

Improving Missouri River between the foot of the Great Falls of the said 
river, in Montana, and Sioux City: Continuing improvement, $150,000, a 
pore of which may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 


the rectification of said river and bank protection at the cities of Pierre 
and Yankton, S. Dak. 


Mr. PICKLER. That is the act of 1892? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Yes; the act of 1892 gave you 
$159,000 for these points. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman claim that my amend- 
ment is inconsistent with that? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I claim that you are seeking to 
divert from the portion of the river which is entitled to it un- 
der the provisions of the river and harbor bill, a sum of money 
to be applied to a stretch of the river that does not come under 
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the contract system, and that was specially provided for by an- 
other item. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it is not provided for in this bill. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, No; it was provided for in the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. My purpose in reading the act 8 
the organization and duties of the Missouri River Commission 
was to show that their jurisdiction extends over the river from 
its mouth to its head waters. That is the language of the law. 
They are not confined to the portion of the river below Sioux 
City. I find by referring to the report of the Commission that 
the proposition for improvements for this portion below Sioux 
City is as follows: 


For office and traveling expenses and salaries of Commission . $20,000 


For surveys, gauges, physical data, and publications 15, 000 
For operating snag boat...............-- z PN EN 35, 000 
For repair of revetment in vicinity of Council Bluffs, low 15, 000 
For repair of revetioent in Belmont Bend 30, 000 
For systematic improvement in First Reach...........-....---.-...--- 585, 000 

7777. . .. , gone cient 700. 000 


I find that the expenditures last year, which it is proposed to 
continue this year, were on about 14 miles of river—largely 
from Murray's Bend above Jefferson City down to Dodd's Is- 
land below the Osage—a total distance of about 14 miles. 

A MEMBER, From what are you reading? ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. From the sixth volume of the Engineer's re- 
ports; what the Commission say, page 3922. When Linquired of 
the gentleman from Mississippi this morning as to what partic- 
ular work the Commission intended to perform from Sioux Cit; 
down, he referred me to the reportof the Commission, butit wilt 
be seen that this report, as I then suggested to the gentleman 
shows that of the lump sum appropriated in the bill for general 
improvement, a very a 75 8 of it 8585, 000 — has been 
expended in this single locality. This argo sum was expended 
ona 18 of the river about 14 miles in extent, as I under- 
stan 


Now, I claim that with 1,800 milesof the Missouri River above 
Sioux City, and in view of the fact that at such points as the 
capital of our State the river is making encroachments, destroy- 
ing the harbor and endangering property, a portion of this 
money ought to be in all fairness appropriated there; and this 
will not interfere, in my opinion, with any of the work below 
this point. It seems to me we are entitled to this. As these 
large sums are given year after year to this Missouri River 
Commission to ba expended below Sioux City, certainly we 
ought to have some protection for those towns with their prop- 
erty above that point. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PiCKLER. I only wish to add that in my amendment I 
have used the ianguage of the act of 1892. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes accorded to 
me, I wish to speak in N to the pending amendments 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska and the gentleman from 
Kansas. I regret as much as anyone can the exigency which 
prompts their efforts for the relief of their people. Iam fully 
aware of the very great hardships under which their people are 
suffering: but those hardships are no greater than those endured 
in my own district or in any other district along the line of the 

ver. 

Now, the weakness of their position is that they desire an a 
propriation to be made confessedly under false pretenses; 
other words, they desire as an appropriation for the ae. 
ment of the navigation on the river money which is in fact to 
be expended for the preservation of private property. If that 
principal is a sound one and is to be generally adopted, all right; 

et us proceed upon it; but the correctness of such a principle is 

negatived by the practice of the Government throughout its en- 
tire past history. It has been settled for a long time that no 
money can be expended by Congress directly for the preserva- 
tion of private property; but thatif such protection results, it 
mie, come as an incident only to the consummation of a public 
work. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska rose. . 

Mr. HEARD. I can not yield to the gentleman'now; he must 
excuse me; I will yield to him later. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some years ago, when this Missouri River 
Commission plan was adopted, I did not favor it. Idid not then 
approve the pan now being proceeded upon, Yet it was the 
judgment of the engineers of the Army; and Iam candid enough 
to say it was concurred in by a majority of the people of my sec- 
tion. The newspaper press joined in the support of the engi- 
neers in declaring that the expenditure of small sums of money 
from time to time, at localities named in the bill appropriating 
the money, had resulted in no general improvement of the nay- 
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igation of the river, and that the plan should be abandoned for 
one contemplating general and systematic improvement. I 
yielded, Mr. Chairman, to that sentiment. 

At the time the present plan went into effect in 1890, appro- 

riations had been made at two points in my district for the res- 
8 ol the channel of the river infront of two of the harbors; 
and the work had been partially done; but on the adoption of this 
plan, that work as well as other such work along the river was 
abandoned. The engineers insisted upon being permitted to 
spend thismoney, asthe Missouri River Commission does, accord- 
ing to their judgment, in systematic continuation of the work 
at important points, in order to demonstrate the feasibility of 
their plan for improving the general navigability of the river, 
Whether that plan is feasible or not, I do not undertake to say; 
but I am here to say now in justice to all the people along that 
river, and to the taxpayers of the entire country, that since this 

lan has been entered upon it should be given a fair trial; and 

it is demonstrated to be a failure, weshould abandon all efforts 

at improving the river, at least until some more feasible plan 
pres nts itself than has yet been considered and acted upon. 

We should not ask Congress to spend money upon any plan 
unless we can get results. We are told by the engineers that 
in much of the work under the old plan we have failed to got 
results. They have faith that we will get good results under 
the present plan. I pore they are not mistaken. So long as 
this plan is in vogue, so long as it is in force against the farm- 
ers of my district, whose farms are being washed into the river 
every year; so long as it is enforced against the people of Glas- 
gow, whose harbor is now seriously threatened by the recession 
of the river, I say that the rule whieh has been made applicable 
to my district should stand with reference to the districts of the 
gentlemen asking for these amendments. In other words, we 
should proceed upon a general plan, and apply the same rule to 
the district of every gentleman who represents a constituency 
on this floor. 

Realizing, Mr. Chairman, that it is impossible for me to get 
for my pepa thefavors sought by my friends from Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and Dakota for theirs, I must insist on simple justice to 
all alike—that the same rule be applied to all alike. 

Mr, HAINER of Nebraska rose. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. r. HEARD. I am 8 that I am not able to fulfill my 
promise to the gentleman. I will try to procure for him here- 
after the 3 he has sought to ask me a question and 
for myself the time to answer it. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to enter again into any particular discussion of the contract 
system or the amounts that have been expended for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. But it seems to me that in some 
manner I have been misunderstood. The only thing that I have 
declaimed against is that the appropriations for the twelve 
favored projects are at the rate of 100 per cent per annum of the 
estimates, while the appropriations for all other projects are at 
the rate of only 20 per cent—one-fifth of the estimate of the 

- United States engineers. I believe this discrimination to be un- 
ust; and so believing I made reference to the appropriations 
t heretofore have been made for other sections of the country. 

While I have the floor, [desire tostate thatearly list week, when 
the question of the survey of the public lands was under discussion, 
Imadesome criticisms in regard tosome testimony relative tosur- 
veys given before the Committee on Appropriations by the gentle- 
man who occupies the position of Assistant Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a has very properly sent me a statement 
relative to that matter; and inasmuch as it appears from his 
statement that he has lived in the West and understands some- 
th about the public domain in that country, having been a 
spo 4l agent of the Land Office, and inasmuch as I indirectl 

arpoa im with a want of acquaintance with such subjects, it 
is only proper I should make public acknowledgment that I was 
mistaken so far as he was concerned. 

Personally I desire to do no man an no shor more especially 
one who has no opportunity to make reply on this floor. Hence 
I make this frank and public acknowledgment of my error. I 
was drawn into my criticism of that gentleman, however, by the 
testimony which he gave before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. In that testimony he recommended (and I think the com- 
mittee will bear me out in this statement) that a law should be 
passed that the surveys of public lands in townships should be 
made in whole or in part by those who have settlements in the 
same; and if was this recommendation that caused me to make 
the critic’'sm, because that had been the law since 188). 

Again, the gentleman made some statements that while he had 
been traveling in the West he found a township surveyed upon 
the mountain tops in Wyoming; and he brought that one lone 


isolated example before the committee, which in my judgment 

did an injustice to the whole system of public land surveys. 
The following is from the hearings of the Subcommittee on 

appropriations having in charge the sundry civil appropriation 


Mr. Bowers. I would like to make a suggestion to tl 7 
in fact, two suggestions in reference to these surveying comtracts. ed 

The CHAIRMAN. We will be glad to have them. 

Mr. Bowers. I would like to have this appropriation made a continuin 
one for this reason. Very often a surveyor wil | perform the work, but i 
will be defective in some parts and we do not want to acceptit. It is essen- 
tlally allright; but we come right to this point, either this money is going 
back into the Treasury and we can not pay him or we have to accept the sur- 
vey that is not entirely satisfactory to us, and for that reason I believe it 
would be a very good plan to make this surveying appropriation a perma- 
nent appropriation until expended—that is, when a contract is let that the 
money shall be available until that thing is either finally accepted or finally 
rejected. Then another thing, a remar« in reference to Montana brings it 
to my mind. Ihave been perfectly disgusted to tind where some of these 
contracts for surveys have niet. I noticed one in a region of Wyom 
where I have hunted elk. It was on top ofa range of mountains in the —.— 
of a most barren desert, and Ido not expect to live long enough to see any 
set ler go in there. 

Now, if there were limitations upon the expenditure of this money that 
would prevent this sort of survey Fast where it is an absolute waste of the 
panne money I would be very glad to see it putin. While I am in theoffice 

do not propose to see any such surveys made, but I would like for it to be 
embodied in the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Look on page 83 of the bill. You will see there a proviso 
which has been coupled with the appropriation for several years, but which 
in your estimates for 1895 you propose to omit: 

" Provided, That in oxpending this appropriation preference shall be given 
in favor of surveying townships 088 m whole or in part, b: actual set- 
tiers and of lands granted to the States, by the act approved Februs 22, 
1889, and the act approved July 3 and July 10, 1890, and Scher surveys shalt be 
confined to land adapted to agricalture and lines of reservation.” - 

Why —— that stay in; that was intended to accomplish the very thing 

ous 
N Mr. Sans Was this in the bill of last year? 

Mr. Courts. It has been in every bill since the fiscal year 1889. 

There is no question, sir, of the necessity of survey of public 
lands. Settlers are put to no end of inconvenience and hard- 
ship. Nor is this all. States are injured almost irre bly by 
the failure of the Government to locate the lands which have 
been granted for school and other purposes to them. 

Sir, I have in my district 10, settlers upon unsurveyed 
lands. Year after year, month after month, they have been 
calling for surveys. They want to secure their homes, as any 
man would under the circumstances. It is on this account that 
I stand here, Congress after Congress, seeking more extensive 
appropriations in that direction. Many of those for whom I 
speak are known to me personally, and 3 I take a keen 
personal interest in their rights and wrongs. have known 
many of them from the ground up, and have watched them for 
yoan while they spread the seed and gathered the harvest. 

hey have fought a brave fight, and redeemed the desert of 
twenty years ago. They fought their battle alone, and all they 
ask now is justice and their fair share of the appropriations 
made by the General Government. 

In this connection I desire publicly to make my acknowledg- 
ment to the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CoGSWELL]. Iam profoundly sensible of the great aid he has 
given us and the great benefits he has extended to the ple 
of my State in his efforts to secure a propor appropriation for 
the surveys of the public lands. We feel profoundly grateful 
to him for his services in that matter. That gentleman rose 
here the other day and called my attention to the amounts whir}, 
our section of thecountry had received. inal 

It is true that over $200,000 has been appropriate? for work 
of this kind in my State. But in working faith‘aily, as I have 
done, for enlarged appropriations of this ki- u, I have been in- 
fluenced by the fact that there could be advantageously used in 
our State a million dollars for this purpose without the ple 
of other States being called upon to pay a single cent of the ap- 
propriation, because the money would all come out of the fees 

aid at the local land offices. “We support those local land of- 

ces; we support the General Land Office; we pay the clerks in 
the General Land Ollice, and we turned into the coffers of the 
United States last year a net revenue of $1,000,000. 

Why should we not have these surveys? Why should not the 
people have their homes? Why, sir, before I came to Congress 
you appropriated money for the establishing of a life-saving 
station at Petersons Point. That was eight years ago, and no 
effort has ever been made by the Department to build it. In 
the Fifty-second Congress, at the first session, I secured an appro- 
peanon for a light-house at Grays Harbor. Nothing whatever 

as been done about it, As I said the other day, outside of 
Umatilla Reef, the most dangerous place on the Pacific coast, 
no appropriation has been made. 

Inside of the Straitsof Hua the British Government are bvild- 
ing fortifications to cost $7,000,000. We have fortification sites 
but no appropriations, and nothing but the sites and the flag of 
our country to protect 8100.00, 00 of property. Should not 
something be done forthe people? Coming along down we have 
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the great proposition that has been recommended by the United 
States engineers year after year for a canal to connect the fresh 
waters of Lake Washington with Puget Sound. 

[The time of Mr. WILSON of Washington having expired, by 
unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, it was ex- 
tended five minutes.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I make r 
to the House and to the gentleman from Mississippi for this 
courtesy. Now, passing down the sound and coming to Tacoma, 
there is a city of 45,000 people. Right in front of them is an In- 
dian reservation of 16,000 acres, and almost absolutely unused by 
the Indians. These Indians areeducated, they have their lands 

atented, they vote, they exercise all the duties of citizenship. 
Let 5 there, blocking the commerce, the enterprise, 
the building up of that city. No r: can come into it, no 
proposition to aid commerce can besuccesful there, without the 
consent of the Department of the Interior, or the Congress of 
the United States. 

What ought to be done is that the restriction in those patents 
be removed and those Indians be permitted to sell their lands, 
2 to the control of the price by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, leaving them 10 acres each for a home. Ten acres of 
that land is worth more than many a 160-acre farm in the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. We have the great Yakima Reservation and 
the Colville Indian Reservation standing inthe way to block the 
commerce and trade and prosperity of my State. In addition to 
that we have ing through the State a grant of land 60 miles 
wide on each side of the railroad, and on the 10-mile strip, or 
what is known as the indemnity strip, we have 10,000 people 
living, and who have been living there for fifteen years and cin 
not obtain title to the land because the question can not or wiil 
not be settled by the Department of the Interior. 

We want. the rail companies to take out their patents. 
We want them to pay taxes and help bear the burdens. 

We want to open these Indian reservations. We want togive 
the people the land. We want to protect the Indian also in his 
rights. Let the commerce and trade of the country in the West 
ge on, and let the people develop that State as they want to do; 

tin everything, it makes no difference whether it is the sur- 
vey of public lands, there are difficulties encountered. Why, 
here is the affidavit that every settler has to make who lives in 
a 33 of public lands before he can have the land sur- 
veyed: 

1 PETITION FOR SURVEY. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, County of Stevens, 38. 


I, Thomas H. Greenaway, of lawful age. 
depose and state that my post-office address {s 


T further state that I am well acquainted with the character and condition 
of the land embraced in said township, and that the same is not mineral 
nor reserved by the Government; that there are about 20 actual settlers in 
said township, and that a good portion of the land is valley, bench, and hill 
land, and if surveyed would soon be settled up; the land in part is moun- 
tainous and heavily timbered with fir, tamarack, and pine. and covered 
with a dense undergrowth of the same, and that after the timber and dense 
e are removed is good azricultural land, capable of pepe, 
in paying quantities all kinds of farm crops grown in this section; and 
verily believe the whole of said township can be surveyed, 

I further state that [ made personal settlement on said land the 10th day 
of April, 1892, and my residence thereon has continued to the present time, 
and that I have the following improvements on my claim to the value of #250, 
viz, clearing and slashing of timber 12 acres, cabin built, orchard started, 


etc. 

I further state that this application for survey is made in good faith and 
not for the purpose of enabling a surveying contract to be obtained, nor at 
the instance or for the benefit of any other person than the actual settlers 
and residents of said township. So help me God. 

THOMAS H. GREENAWAY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this Ist day of May, 1893. 

A. V. SHEPLER, 
Justice of the Peace in eons haloes County, 


te of Washington, 
To the UNITED STATES SuRvVEYOR GENERAL, 
Olympia, Washington. 

Mr. Chairman, in these days, when times are hard and money 
searce, our people desire to have every opportunity to sell their 
ee and develop their enterprises, and L send to the Clerk's 

esk something which I wish to have read, which shows, as 
much as any statement I could make, the injustice that is being 
done the people whom I have the honor in part to represent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Another instance of Democratic Toonaga of home industries has just 
come to light in the awarding of a $100,000 contract to the Connox mine, 
Vancouver Island, to supply the Bering Sea fleet of warships with coal the 
coming season. The contract was made despite the protests of the Wash- 
ington, and Montana Senators, and regardless of the fact that the 
State of Washington is full of coal, the vicinity of Bellingham Bay - 
ing the finest steam coal on the Pacific coast. That American industries 
should be deliberately passed over in favor of British mines for the coaling 
of American warships seems almost ulous, but Cleveland and his toy 
statesmen can be depended on every tims to turn down an American in the 
interests of a foreigner. 


Mr. WILSONof Washington. Mr.Chairman,doyounotthink, 
does not the American Congress believe, that these contracts 
could have been made with American citizens, working American 
mines, and producing coal through American labor? Would 
it not have been best, and would it have not been proper, would 
it not have been just, in these times of great disaster, in these 
times of great financial depression, to givean opportunity tothe 
American laborer and the American citizen of that Western coun- 
try? Would it not have been better that these men-of-war that 
sail the seas should have pushed themselves through the water 
by steam made by American coal? Would it not have been bet- 
ter that those vessels that fly the flag of our country should have 
purchased their supplies from our own citizens? Why should 
we give prosperity north of the forty-ninth parallel, ant depres- 
sion and disaster south of it? 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HARRIS]. 0 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I fully appreciate what the 
gentleman from Missouri Mr. HEARD] said a few moments ago 
with regard to the importance of continuing the contract system 
whieh has been in force so long upon the Missouri River. But 
there are certainly cases where an exception must be permissi- 
ble. My colleague from Kansas has offered an amendment which 
is intended to protect the river at Atchison and Leavenworth. 
Those are points where the citizens have exhausted every pos- 
sible resource. The railroad companies have expended thou- 
sands and thousands of dollars, and it is a case of . 
which threatens the property of a great many people, and whi 
should certainly be entitled to some consideration. There has 
been no money expended by this Missouri River Commission on 
that part of the river since its organization, which was, I be- 
lieve, in 1884. 5 

We think that the time has certainly come when some atten- 
tion must be paid to the wants of that section of the country. 
Everyone familiar with the Missouri River knows very w 
that there are emergencies thatarise in handling that river that 
must be attended to immediately. Otherwise the damage be- 
comes irreparable. 

At Atchison the course of the river is threatening to change 
in a manner that will leave thecity some 3 miles inland. It will 
destroy an enormous amount of agricultural land, it will 2 
bridges that have been erected, it will destroy the railroads, an 
it will reduce the town to the position of an inland town on the 
banks of a stagnant bayou, destroying its commerce entirely so 
far as its river is concerned, and utterly desiroying its commu- 
nication for years with the eastern side of the river by railroad. 

At Leavenworth the people have built a dike three-fourths 
of a mile in length at a cost of over $25,000, in order to protect 
their bridge. Their resources are exhausted, and they think 
that in some way the attention of this Commission ought to be 
called to the urgeney of the case at that point. We desire that 
no additional appropriation shall be made, but simply that the 
Commission may have some authority, which I believe is what 
they ask for themselves, to vary their rules somewhat in that di- 
rection. They do not ask that this system shall be changed, but 
that the great emergency which has arisen at those points should 
receive some recognition at the hands of the Government, whose 
duty itis to proteet the property of the people along the banks. 

Mr.COGSWELL. Iyield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, as a part of my remarks 
I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter which has recently been ad- 
dressed to me on the subject under discussion. I ask that it be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BECKER, MO., March 9, 1894, 


My DEAR SIR: It has eome to our knowledge, through Capt. Hickman, of 
Herman, Mo., that efforts are be made to diverta large 3 of the 
money appropriated to 5 the Missouri River between Jefferson City 
and its mouth, to points far above Kansas City, St. Joseph, and Omaha. 
This movement is undoubtedly instigated in the interest of some 
and should be checkmated at once. You are doubtless aware that the under 
signed were the first moversand instigators in getting this large spe. 
tion for the Lower Missouri River, through the help of Congressman Nied- 
ringhaus, Frank, Norton, and others, 

Now, while we have as yet had no money spent in our district, St. Louis 
and Franklin Counties, for tae improvement of the river, we still live in 
hoprs; and for these upper river sharks or whoever they are, that have had 
millions of dollars spent on their part of the river, to now ask for what is 


left of our a priation to be diverted to their interests ts, we think, a gross 


of any avail? If so, we will have it sapon by thousands of people in St 
Louis and Franklin Counties, in your d 

Your friend, Mr. F. W. Kuhlmann, one of the undersigned, has already 
lost at least 150 acres of his valuable farm. one of the ünest in St. Louis 
County, and the river now is within 100 yards of his home; and it is a little 
hard to think that the appropriation which was gotten largely through hig 
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individual efforts, should now be diverted, and his house and farm left to 


ration 


go into the river, and that bably because some railroad cor 
om you 


Wanis to save its bridges. & write this with the view of hearing 
at once what we shall do in regard to circulating this petition. 


5 F. W. KUHLMANN, 
A. J. CUMMINGS. 
Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, Mr. Chairman, while I know noth- 
ing about the charges contained in this letter, Ido know that 
every word said about the losses sustained by those farmers is 
true; and I know furthermore that of all the Missouri River ap- 
propriations not one cent has thus far been spent for improve- 
ments at or near the river’s mouth. Thatpart of the river with 
St. Louis and Franklin Counties, represented by myself, upon 
one side, and St. Charles and Warren Counties upon the other, 
represented by my friend |Mr. CLARK of Missouri), has been 
entirely ignored by the Commission, and for the purposes of 
these Missouri appropriations that territory might as well have 
been located in the moon. 

Against this neglect I enter my protest here, in the name of 
St. Louis and these adjoining river counties. It is well known that 
in the Fifty-first Congress, after an inspection made by members 
of this House, it was agreed, by tacit understanding if not in 
express terms, that all the improvements should be begunat the 
mouth of the river, and from there continued upwards. The 
same understanding prevailed, as I am informed, when the 
Fifty-second Congress made its river appropriations. Why, 
allow me to ask, were those implied conditions not lived up to? 
Why were they entirely disregarded and ignored by the officials 
N this work in charge? 

We are told that under existing law no money could be spent 
for the protection of lands fronting on our rivers. Well and 

ood. I give the Missouri River Commission, as well as our 

hief of Engineers, Gen. Casey, an official as conscientious as he 
is efficient, all the credit due for a faithful enforcement of this 
provision of law; but if indirect 1 is being afforded to 
railroad property, we hold that the properiy of the farmer is en- 
titled to the same incidental protection, And, indeed, if the 
law prevents the property of the citizens from 1 5 protected, 
it seems to me to be time that the law be changed. I venture to 
say that more good would be done by svending the money for 
the protection of lands than by adhering to the present plan. 
However, at this time we do not come here, Mr. Chairman, to 
ask for an exemption from that legal injunction, but we do insist 
that we are just as well entitied to legitimate river improve- 
ments, if not more so, than any other river territory. e are 
satisfied in this case with the incidental protection which may 
be afforded by such improvement, and incidental protection be- 
ing the youngest Democratic doctrine, I hope my appeal will not 
be in vain. St. Louis, the metropolis of the Mississippi, with 
her great manufacturing and commercial interests should, I con- 
tend, be entitled to some consideration at the hands of this Con- 
gress, and to give expression to this idea I have prepared an 
amendment which [ shall offer hereafter, and which provides 
simply that the improvements of the Missouri River shall be 
begun at its mouth. Asa matter of policy I believe that the law 
should be changed so that protection might be afforded to the 
property of our citizens, and by affording protection the com- 
merce and na tion of the river may be benefited. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Iyield seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

Mr. MERCE Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read at the 
Clerk’s desk a memorial and joint resolution passed by the Iowa 
State Legislature, which resolution has been handed me by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAGER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Memorial and joint resolution relative to the improvement of the Missouri 
River near Council Bluffs, lowa. 


Whereas the Missouri River is seriously. cutting into the banks of the 
State of Iowa opposite the city of Florence, Nebr.; and 

Whereas 8 of said erosion the stonework put in by the Govern- 
ment to protect the northwest boundary of the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
has been already damaged, and is in Riess danger of being totally destroyed 
unless the river in that vicinity shall be fully protected; and 

Whereas the business interests and the ulation centered in the vicinity 
of Council Bluffs, Iowa, demand that the river at that point shall be confined 
in a fixed 9 channel: therefore, 

Be it resol by the General Assembly of the Stace of Iowa, That our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress be, and are hereby, earnestly re- 
quested to use all honorable means to secure an amendment to the bill 
appropriating money for the improvement of the Missouri River, which 

require that a sufficient amount shall be expended on said river in the 
Vicinity of Council Bluffs, Iowa, to protect and render permanent the chan- 
nel of said river. 

Resolved further, That the 3 of state be, and is hereby, instructed 
to forthwith transmit a copy hereof to each Senator and Representative 


from Iowa. 

Approved February 28, 1894. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, the members of the Iowa and 
Nebraska delegations have been in receipt of memorials of this 


character from the city councils of Council Bluffs, Omaha 
Florence, and South Omaha; and there is no doubt in my mind 
that if the Legislature of Nebraska were in session to-day it 
would pass similar resolutions.’ I call attention to these trans- 
actions that the House may be impressed with the importance 
of this legislation to these States. 

I had read last Friday a substitute to the section providing 
for the expenditure of money by the Missouri River Commis- 
sion. I desire to submit that substitute to-day to be considered 
at the proper time, and will suggest a change in the amendment 
so that it will cover the ritor beginning at the south line of 
the State of Nebraska instead of the mouth of Platte River and 
extending to Sioux City, Iowa. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out whole section referring to Missouri River Commission and sub- 
stitute therefor the following: 

“Under Missouri River Commission: For improving Missouri River from 
its mouth to the south line of Sioux City, Iowa, including salaries, clerical, 
office, traveling, and miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River Cimmis- 
sion, surveys, permanent bench marks and ga $740,000, 850,000 of which 
may be used for removal of sn: and other like obstructions in the Mis- 
souri River above Sioux City, Io and from the south line thereof, to be 
expended under the direction of the Beoretacy of War, and $150,000 of which” 
shall be expended in the construction, repair, maintenance, and extension 
of revetments, dikes, and other work between the southern boundary of the 


mag of Nebraska, where it borders the Missouri River, and Sioux City, 
owa. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I desire that to read be- 
tween the southern boundary of the State of Nebraska, where 
it borders the Missouri River, and Sioux City.“ I desire that 
change to be made. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of politics. It is 
aquestion of business. If thisCongress does not see fit to recog- 
nize the needs and necessities of the people along the Nebraska 
and Iowa shores, in the provisions and the appropriations sug- 
gested in this bill, then why should not this Congress, in the 
river and harbor bill, increase this appropriation $200,000, in 
order to allow the relief of those people who need it so much 
and who make such strenuous requests for it? I give notice now, 
that if some relief is not afforded the cities of Omaha, South 
Omaha, Florence, and Council Bluffs, at this time, another and a 
more determined fight will be made for such recognition when 
the river and harbor bill is brought in for consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, I find in examining the Missouri River, from 
its mouth to Sioux City, that the only rock b inks to bs discov- 
ered are those along the first reach—the last place one would 
expect to see protected artificially. Yet the Government has 
expended or will have expended at the end of June, 1895, in the 
neighborhood of $1,700, in this first reach. I take the posi- 
tion that it is unfair to exnend so much money on this reach 
when other parts of the Missouri River are in need of an equal 
amount of attention. For instance, at Council Bluffs, Iowa, the 
Government has expended $110,000 in the improvement of the 
banks of the Missouri River. 

Every dollar's worth of that work will go out perhaps in the 
next six months, perhaps during the next June rise, unless some- 
thing is done by the Government to protect the revetments and 
dikes already constructed. I desire to thank the gentlemanly 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and his as- 
sociates upon that committee for the kindness with which they 
have treated me in all my interviews with them, and I trust they 
will yet see their way clear to afford the relief asked, if the 
aay deems it inappropriate at this time to make an appro- 

riation. 

à The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
three minutes remaining. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the peopleof Missouri 
ingeneral,and my constituents in particular, have a deep interest 
in the improvement of the Missouri River. My district skirts 
the Mississippi 150 miles, straddles the Missouri, and has, besides 
these two great rivers, four other streams navigable by acts of 
Congress. Three of them, however, are not navigable by steam- 
boat. [Laughter.] Still another, which I rather inopportunely 
undertook to cross one chilly day when I was a candidate for 
Congress, I found contained enough water to float a two-horse 
buggy. [Laughter.] 

he trouble is that a great many members speak here on sub- 
jects about which they are not well informed. Now, nothing 
could be more reasonable or more sensible than the plan of be- 
ginning at the mouth of the river and improving upward. Yet 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] and the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] would begin at the upper end 
and improve downward. That is like constructing the apex of 
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a pyramid before laying the foundation, and building the top 
story of a house before 8 the lower stories. 

Somebody hasimposed on my friend from Omaha[Mr. MERCER] 
and made him believe that enormous sums of money have been 
squandered in improving 14 miles of river near Jefferson City. 
A great deal of money has been expended, but a large part of it 
has been used inestablishing the necessary plantand machinery. 

Here is the situation about that first stretch of the Missouri 
River. It reaches from Jefferson City to the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River—about 200 miles. Some 20 miles below Jefferson 
City the Osage River comes in from the southwest. Fourteen 
miles below the Osage River the Gasconade comes in from the 
southwest; and right between these two rivers at Gasconade 
City they have established the headquarters of the force of men 
who are improving the Missouri River. Last summer I went 
down there, looked at it, and talked to the men; so that I know 
the truth about it. They have a small navy-yard down there. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not dispute-— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute. 

THEY ARE DOING A GREAT AND PERMANENT WORK, 

They had tospend thousands and thousands of dollars in getting 
the plant ready. It does not make any difference now whether 
they located it at the right or the wrong place, it is there; 
and I think itis the right place; but you as if all that money 
has been spent on those 14 miles. They located this plant be- 
tween these two rivers because the Government is improving 
both the Gasconade and the Osage as well as the Missouri. The 
same plant, machinery, and boats can be used for all three, and 
not only for the lower stretch but for all above. An immense 
amount of commerce comes out of the Osage and Gasconade. 
Here is what they are doing. They are trying to confine the 
channel of the Missouri River by a system of jetties. 

Mr. PICKLER. By maon: 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are doing it by masonry and 
timber and by sinking mattresses of willow. They are apply- 
ing, in the worse parts of the Missouri, the same principle that 
Eads applied to the jetties, and it is allnonsense to come in here 
and insist that as much money shall be spent on one mile of the 
Missouri River as on another mile. Some miles need a great 
deal of work, some need none. They take the worst place first 
and work on it until they have finished it. That appears to me 
the fe.sible plan. 

For yeurs the bill to improve rivers and harbors resolved it- 
self into a great game of grab, in which every member, whether 
he lived on the arid plains or by the seashore, had to have his 

art of the appropriation or he kicked. Public interests were 
ost sight of, and logrolling was the order of the day. Finall 
Senator FRYE, Mr. BLANCHARD, Gen. CATCHINGS of Mississippi, 
Gen. HENDERSON of Illinois, and others, among them Mr. HEARD 
of Missouri, decided to put an end tothis senseless and wasteful 
scramble. For their labors they deserve well of the country. 
Thay devised the plan of the River Commission, the contract 
x bo and fixed appropriations. They brought order out of 
chaos. Iam not objecting to improvements at St. Joe, Atchi- 
son, Omaha, or above Sioux City, but what I insist on is that the 
plan on which the Missouri River Commission is working shall 
have a fair trial, and that no part of the necessary funds shall 
be diverted to points farther up the river, That would be to 
sacrifice and destroy all that has been done. 

One of two things is absolutely certain. Hither the Missouri 
River will be improved on the present system or it will be 
abandoned, for the people will never consent to the old plan of 
spending vast sums of money and doing no good with it. 

Some gentlemen are anxious to know if private property is 
not benefited by these improvements. Of course it is, not as 
a primary purpose, but as an incident. There never has been 
an Sppropriztion for river or harbor since the flood that did not 
inci 3 enhance the value of private property somewhere. 

I know it is difficult for people who have been acquainted 
only with such streams as the Penobscot, Susquehanna, Hud- 
son, Ohio, Tennessee, Kanawha, and Kentucky, all of which 
have firm, fixed banks, to understand our Western streams. 
These latter practically in many places and in many cases have 
no banks. The base of all that r Valley soil is sand, 
the richest soil in the world, but still sand. Frequently the 
bed of the river is only a few inches lower than the level of the 
flat country on the two sides, consequently the width of these 
streams is out of all proportion to the depth, and by spreading 
out too much they constantly swallow up farms so rich that it 
makes a man’s mouth water to look at them and his heart sick 
to see them cave into the insatiable Missouri and Mississippi. 
[Laughter.} ‘ 

The natural process is that they go on forever, spreading 
wider and wider, getting shallower and shallower, swallowing 
a plantation to-day and a town to-morrow. There is always 
enough water in the Mississippi and Missouri to float the largest 
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ocean steamers, if it could be confined within reasonable chan- 
nels. To accomplish this is the object of the Government, and 
it is being done successfully by an application of the principle 
of the jetty system. If this is accomplished, and those great. 
inland seas are once more made the arteries of commerce, who 
has the gall to object, even if private property is incidentally 
protected? 

One gentleman is anxious to have the AA Sie de do the 
work. Are we sure they would do it any better? Has West 
Point a monopoly on that sort of instruction? I would cast no 
slur on army engineers; but [ can never forget that when that 
illustrious Missourian, Capt. James B. Eads, the greatest civil 
engineer the world ever saw, declared that he could improve 
the mouth of the Mississippi so that the largest ocean steamers 
could anchor at New Orleans the year around and was pleading 
with Congress to give him a chance, all the army engineers de- 
clared he was a crank and that his plan was the scheme of a vis- 
ionary. He got his 5 and began deepening the 
channel and they kops predicting failure. He succeeded glori- 
ously, and humanity is largely his debtor. 

But what I say is this: Whether under civilian engineers or 
army engineers, let the good work go on. I am for the best 
engineers, wherever they may be found. 

It is said that commerce has departed from these rivers. I 
am aware that the golden age of steamboating on the Missis- 
sippi and Missouri, so gorgeeusly described by that celebrated 
Missouri historian, Mark Twain, is past forever. His dream of 
making one city of New Orleans and St. Louis by cutting off 
the bends in the Mississippi can never be realized. 

Steamboating, however, is reviving on those rivers; but we 
have a far weightier reason for wanting them improved. It is 
this: If they are made navigable in fact, they will become and 
forever remain the great regulators of railroad freight rates. 
We desire to use the waters in these rivers to relieve ourselves 
from paying dividends on the water in railroad stocks. We 
want to emancipate our commerce from the grip of monopoly. 
We want such improvement that we can load our wheat and 
corn and pork and beef into ocean steamers at St. Louis, and 
unload it from the same vessels at Liverpool. These great riy- 
ers and their tributaries wash the shores of twenty-odd States 
and Territories, the richest under heaven, and certainly the 
deserve the most generous treatment at the hands of the Ameri- 
can Congress. 

Let Puget Soundand other places have what 3 entitled 
to, butdo not try todivert any part of our Missouri River appro- 
priation from its legitimate uses. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for debate be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object. 

Mr. PICKLER. You will save time by giving us ten minutes 


more. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will agree that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] may have five minutes 
and the other side five minutes, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I desire to call attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the House, by unanimous consent,extended the 
time five minutes, and gave that additional time to the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. WILSON], so that by the action of 
the House itself, the vote is not to be taken until thirty-five 
minutes past 2 o’cloek. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have fifteen minutes left. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. The time to take the vote has ar- 


rived. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Chair announced, when I concluded 
my remarks, that I had thirty-eight minutes left. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House ordered the debate to close at half 


past 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. Somuch time has been occupied in dis- 
cussions like this that if the gentlemen are to have the time 
agreed upon for debate the vote must be postponed to a time 
later than that fixed by the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. The order was that the debate was to close 
at half past 2. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, Iam willing that the vote should 
be taken now. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in order to oblige gentlemen 
on both sides I ask that the time beextended ten minutes longer 
from this moment; the time to be divided equally between the 


sides 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will understand that each 
side has already had so much time. About ten minutes have 
been tuken up in discussions about the time. 

Mr.SAYERS. Even so, the order of the House was that de- 
bate was to close at half past 2. But I now ask unanimous con- 
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sent that the time be extended ten minutes longor, and that it 
be divided equally, five minutes to each side. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam willing to have the vote taken right 
now, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In that case, I ask permission to 
straighten out and extend my remarks in the RECORD. - 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Missouri is entitled to five minutes more. He lives in that part 
of the country and knows more about the Missouri River than 
most of us, and I would like to hear him, even if he is opposed to 
my amendment. 

r. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my request be put 
to the committee that the time for debate be extended ten min- 
utes longer. 

The request was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that locat- 
ing that plant between the mouth of the Gasconade and the 
mouth of the Os ige is an economical performance. The Gas- 
conade is to be improved 150 miles and the Osage is to be im- 
proved 150 miles, and the same boats that are used to improve 
the Missouri can be used to improve all three rivers. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Kans is [Mr. BRODERICK]. 

Mr. BROD. CK. Mr. Chairman, it must be apparent to 
every one who has heard this discussion that the appropriation 
here for the improvement of the Missouri River is not sufficient. 
It is claimed that no money has been expended at certain im- 
portant commercial points on that river since the organization 
of the Commission. [am certain that that is true as to the two 
points named in my amendment, Leavenworth and Atchison. I 
want to say a word as to a letter which was read here. 

The claim is made in that letter that no money has been ex- 
pended near the mouth of the river, but there is no statement 
that that part of the river is not navigable or that any expendi- 
ture was necessary to improve the navigation there. The claim 
is that money should have been expended there because it is 
necessary for the protection or privato 5 : 

r A THOLDT. Will the gentleman w me to inter- 
rupt him? 

r. BRODERICK. I have only three minutes. Now, we 
make no such claim as that as to the points embraced in my 
amendment. The fact is that if the banks there are not pro- 
tected, and the river is allowed to spread over three times as 
much ground as it now covers, it will destroy the channel for 
pur of navigation and destroy commerce at those points; 
so that the matter of protecting private property is with usa 
secondary matter, and is not the specific purpose for which we 
ask this appropriation. 

We know that the appropriation for the whole river ought to 
be increased, but as under the rule we are not permitted to 
offer an amendment to increase it, we are compelled to ask that 
a portion of this money shall be diverted from the other por- 
tion of the river to these two points. This amendment, there- 
fore, does not increase the amount of the appropriation in the 
bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I simply wished to say to the gentleman 
that we are in favor of improving the river, but at the same 
time we desire the incidental protection which will result from 
such improvement. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. ; 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, this issimply a question of fair- 
ness. If this sum of money is going to be appropriated for the 
improvement of the Missouri River, then it is a mere matter of 
equity as to where it shall be expended, and there is no other 
way of compelling its expenditure along the northern portion 
of the river except by this amendment. I hope the amendment 

posed by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] will 

adopted, because the river has changed its course there, and 
the change has interfered with the navigation and also has de- 
stroyed property along the banks. Itmay be that $740,000 is not 
enough for the Missouri River, but if that amount is not enough 
for the whole river, why should it all be expended at one point? 
If we are not able to appropriate money enough to do all that 
should be done alon e Missouri, certainly what we do expend 
3 to be so distributed as to give equitable treatment to all 
sections. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, this is a more serious 
matter perhaps than gentlemen understand. I tried to explain 
the situation in the remarks that I made on Friday last. I then 
stated, which was the fact, that great demands were made on 
the River and Harbor Committee to do just what is sought to 
be done by the amendments now pending, that is, to divest and 
specifically direct the expenditure of certain portions of the ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 19, 


propriations at certain localities along the river; and having 
unfortunately, yielded to some of the demands, we were beseiged 
by others, and the thing progressed until, in 1888, the appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the Missouri River, which was a 
million dollars, was directed to bo expended in the manner 
which I will now present to this committee: 

Of that $1,000,000, $150,000 was directed to be appropriated be- 
tween Council Bluffs and Omaha, 3100, 000 at Sioux City, $50,000 
at Plattsmouth, 850,000 at Rulo, $75,000 at Nebraska City, $65,- 
000 at Kansas City, $65,000 at St. Joseph, $45,000 at Arrow Rock, 
$75,000 at Leavenworth, $75,000 at Atchison, and $25,000 at 
Maimi, making $775,000 out of the million. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Only $110,000 was spent at Coun- 
cil Bluffs. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I take these figures exactly as they are 
given in the appropriation bill; and they must be correct. 

Sir, when the River and Harbor Committee assembled in 1890 
we found that the demands for expenditures at these different 
localities had doubled in number, and that the estimates for the 
improvement of the river at these various localities had run up 
into many millions of dollars. / 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be understood that the work at 
these different points being of the same character, it requires 
wherever done the organization of a plant to do the work at that 
particular place. So thatif the work were done in that way it 
would simply require that we should multiply by ten or twelve 
the amount which would be finally needed for the improvement 
of thsriver. When we had reached that point we saw it was 
simpl e go on. We could not have refused to ap- 
propriate for these new projects if we continued the appropria- 
tions for the old ones. So weasked the gentleman interested in 
that river as I stated on Friday) to meet the committee; and it 
was a matter of common agreement that the only sensible thin 
to do was to strike all these appropriations from the bill ae 
make a general appropriation for the river, leaving it to the 
Com n to say where the money should be expended. If this 
amendment prevails now it means simply areturn to the system 
which Pipes up to 1890 

Mr. PICKLER. How can the gentleman say that? That can 
not be the effect. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I say it because it seeks to do what we 
did prior to that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. But here we let the Commission spend the 
money themselves; we do not take away the control of the work 
from the Commission. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. You can not give specific appropriations 
to these two places without making similar appropriations named 
in the list. You can not discriminate. There are various other 

ints on the Missouri River which would come forward demand- 
ing a diversion oi the fund. 

Mr. PICKLER. The work of this Commission, as have shown, 
has been confined practically to a single stretch of 14 miles, 
where thousands of dollars have been spent in driving piles. 
Now, we desire that the money shall be devoted to the improve- 
ment of our harbors. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ican not yield to the gentleman; I have 
only four minutes. 

So far as I am porsona y concerned it does not matter to me 
a particle what the House may do on this question; but occupy- 
ing the position I do with reference to river and harbor matters, 
Ideem it my duty to givè the truth about the subject, so that the 
House may at all events act with intelligence. I say now that 
if you return to this system, it simply means that the whole Mis- 
souri River will be stricken from the river and harbor bill. It 
is utterly unreasonable to talk about having twenty different 
plants organized for the work on that river at an expenditure of 
millions and millions. I do not wish toadd another word. The 
a will do whatever in its best judgment it thinks should be 

one. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes remaining. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to occupy that 
time. 

Mr. BLAND. To which side do those three minutes belong? 

The CHAIRMAN. Theyare under the control of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. ; 

Mr. BLAND. the gentleman from Mississippi will yield 
to me, I will occupy that time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we may as well have a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not object to a vote; but if there is to be 
any more debate, I would like time to say that the propor way 
to improve the Missouri River, in my judgment, is the way the 
improvement is going on now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Nobody disputes that. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I ask that the first amend- 
ment be read—the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BRODERICK), upon which a point of order was reserved. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


rt after line 1, page 64: 
n ave thousand dollars of which, or so much thereof as shall be 


neces: to strengthen banks and ve the river, shall be used at and 
near Atchison, Kans., and at Leaven th, Kans, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] desire to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amend- 
ment does not change existing law in such a manner as to come 
within the prohibition of the rule. The bill as reported makes 
a certain appropriation for the improvement of this river; this 
amendment merely directs what s be done with a portion of 
thatappropriation. In the opinion of the Chair, it is competent 
for the AT on an appropriation bill to direct where the money 
sin eet shall be expended. The Chair overrules the point 

order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to be heard on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been ruled sor 

The question being taken upon the amendment of Mr. BROD- 
ERICK, it was rejected, there being—ayes 55, noes 87. 

Mr. MERCER. I renew my substitute for the paragraph. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not my amendment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

following words: 
e SS T 
* above i x 
F on of bank protection on said river. ee 

Mr. BOWERS of California, I make a point of order on that 
amendment, and desire to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his t. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I make the point of order that 
this amendment pro s new legislation. This is the point 
which was raised on Saturday last against an amendmentwhich 
I offered. I then called the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that my amendment p simply to direct the manner in 
which a partof the appropriation proposed by the bill should be 
. In the present case, as in that case, we have an ap- 

ropriation for a certain purpose, and it is proposed in the pend- 

g amendment to say how a portion of money shall be ex- 
pended. Now, according to the view of the Chair as expressed 
on Saturday last, the very fact of such an amendment being of- 
fered is to be construed as implying some conflict with exist 
law; otherwise, according to the reasoning of the Chair, it woul 
not be necessary to offer such an amendment upon an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Although this point of order has not been made against other 
appropriations in the bill, no doubt it would have been equally 
good against them. I submit that in accordance with the de- 
cision heretofore given by the Chair, « point of order lies against 
this amendment for exactly thesame reasons that were regarded 
as apices to my amendment which was ruled out on Satur- 

ay last. 


day las 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the point of order 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] is not well 
taken. The present amendment does not propose to change ex- 
isting law, chain the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
California on Saturday last did so propose. That is the differ- 
ence between the two propositions. The Chair overrules the 
point oforder. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, to make it conform to the action taken by the committee 
the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to amend the 
pending amendment? 

Mr.PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr.SAYERS. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the Pickler amendment as follows: 
“After the word above’ insert the words the south line of.’” 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Has the Chair ruled upon the 
point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been ruled upon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say, if the Chair 
will allow me 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS] to the amendment of the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

The amendment of Mr. PERKINS was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting on 6i, line 1, after the word “ gau the woi 
“the 8 be a — — ol the river” an ~~ 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not, the Chair thinks, an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. The gentleman will have an apporta 
nity to offer it further on. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

The amendment of Mr. PicKLER was rejected. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now offer the amendment which was 
just read-a moment ago. ; 

The amendment of Mr. BARTHOLDT was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The amendment was rejected. 1 

Mr. MERCER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote on my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MER- 
CER] offers an amendment to the paragraph, which the Clerk 
will report. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the whole section referring to Missouri River Commission and 


substitute therefor the follo s 
“Under the uri River Commission: For improving Missòuri Riyer 
City, including salaries, 


from its mouth to the south line of Sioux . 

clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River 
Commission, surveys, permanent bench marks, and Fan 

which may be used for removal of snags and other e obstructions in the 
Missouri above Sioux City, Iowa, and from the south line thereof, to 
beexpended under the direction of the Secretary of War, and $150,000 of which 
shall bs expended in the ae een maintenance, and extension 
of revetments, dikes, and other works between the southern boundary 

State ot Nebraska and Sioux City, Iowa.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onthe amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MERCER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 94. 

Accordingly, the amendment of Mr. MERCER was BA borate) 

ane Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the road as 
follows: 

That section 4834 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
same is hereby, amended to read as foilows: 

“SEC. 4834. the Board of Managers shall make an annual report of 
the condition of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the 
Secretary of War, to be submitted by him with his annual report to Con- 
gress at the commencement of each regular session thereof, and all laws or 
parts of laws that require the Board to audit and examine or authenticate 
— 5 5 of the treasurer and visit the Home quarterly are by re- 
pe z 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of 
the committee, I wish to state that there are several gentlemen 
who desire to speak bes other portions of the bill. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] be allowed fifteen minutes; that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be allowed twenty minutes, and 
that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEARY] be allowed 
thirty minu‘es. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. On what point? 

Mr. SAYERS. That these gentleman be allowed to address 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Generally? 

Mr. SAYERS, Yes; and that forty minutes be devoted to 
the discussion of the pending propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order on these propo- 


sitions. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but gentlemen desire to make state- 
ments concerning them. : 

The CHAIRMAN. With the understanding that the points 
of order are reserved? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Iwill be obliged to object to 
— 5 unless there is a division of time between 

e sides. 

Mr. SAYERS. These gentlemen desire to speak upon various 
propositions in this bill, and they have had no opportunity todo 
so. Iam willing that they shall be granted permission. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not say two hours, and give 
each side an hour? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will withdraw the objection, 
inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has been 
vory kind tome. I wanted five minutes for myself, but it does 
not matter. 
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Mr. COGSWELL. I would like to have the Chair state the 
request yee : 
Mr.SA . I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] be allowed thirty minutes in 
which to address the committee, and that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be allowed twenty minutes, and that the 

entleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] be allowed 
fifteen minutes, which makes sixty-five minutes; and that forty 
minutes additional be allowed to gentlemen who wish to make 
statements in regard to the pending amendments. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do you think that will be long enough? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ithink so. If not, I will ask thatthe time be 
extended. 5 

Mr. LOUD. What subjects do gentlemen desire to discuss? 

Mr. SAYERS. They desire to speak, as I understand, on the 
general features of the bill, 

Mr. LOUD. They are likely to raise points that some gentle- 
men may desire to answer. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The requestof the gentleman from Texas 
is that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] have twenty 
minutes; that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] 
have thirty; that the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] have fifteen minutes, and that forty minutes be given 
to general discussion of the provisions now under consideration. 
Is there objection to this request? 8 

Mr. LOUD. Unless there can be some time reserved by some- 
body to answer points that may be broughtup here, I shall have 
to object. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. LOUD. I suggestto the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERS] that he give us some time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will endeavor to arrange the matter. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself 
to the point of order raised against these pa raphs, and in 
order to do so I desire briefly to explain what the paragraphs 
are. I hope I may have the attention of the committee in order 
that no misunderstanding, no misconceived or preconceived 
ideas may prejudice the fair consideration of these paragraphs. 
In the preparation of this bill the duty of considering and report- 
ing to the subcommittee having the matter in charge, the ap- 
propriation for the Soldiers’ Home, was by the assignment of the 
chairman devolved upon me. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, I want to know if we are touching 
now the point of order which I have raised? 

The CHAIRMAN. The parliamentary situation is this: The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] made a point of order 
against these paragraphs, which the Chair understands he re- 
serves. The discussion is going on independent of that pointof 


order. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have no objection to any arrange- 
ment that will satisfy the gentleman; but I do not want to be 
understood as waiving the point of order. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, no; if the gentleman had heard me he 
would have known that I commenced by saying that I desired to 
address myself to the point of order, and in order to do so I de- 
sired briefly to review or explain the paragraphs against which 
the point of order has been raised. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The order of discussion is a little 
unusual, but [ shall not object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust—— 

. Mr. COGSWELL. When the point of order is raised against 
an amendment, and I rise in g faith to discuss that point of 
order, I think it is perfectly germane to the discussion that we 
should at least see what the amendments are against which the 
point of order is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
to discuss the paragraph, if he pleases to do so, the point of 
order being reserved. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I desire to say that in the preparation of 
this bill the duty was assigned to me by the chairman, to con- 
sider and report to the subcommittee these appropriations for 
the Soldiers’ Home. I considered the assignment as a matter 
of honor, and as devolving upon me animportant responsibility. 
Full consideration was given to every estimate recommended or 
suggested for this home. The mansgers were heard at length ; 
the Inspector-General's Department, whose duty it is to inspect 
and report upon the condition of this home, was heard; the 
munnagers of the Soldiers’ Home were heard again in answer to 
suggestions from the Inspector-General’s Department, and as a 
Seale there were incorporated into this bill larger amounts than 

the bill carried before for this great home. Many improvements 
requested by the managers were incorporated in the bill, and 

appropriations made therefor. And from our examination of 

the report of the Inspector-General several limitations and im- 


provements were also made in this part of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ask that I may have further time. 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the gentleman may have such time 


as he requires. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. COGSWE Mr. Chairman, as I said before the inter- 


ruption, the result was the appropria aon of a larger sum of 
money than in the last bill; the putting in the bill of several 
matters requested by the managers and several clauses sug- 
gested by the Inspector-General’s Department, looking to a bet- 
ter administration and accounting of the moneys of this home 
and its branches. As this wasa matter close to my heart, and 
believing in the high character of the Board of Managers, be- 
lieving in the beautiful munificence of the Government in pro- 
viding these large and costly homes and so liberally providing 
for them, and believing that their interests were in friendly 
hands when in my charge, believing that the new clauses en- 
eroach upon no prerogative or function of the Board of Managers, 
I was surprised, thinking that I had served the homes and the 
Boardof Managers patriotically, friendly, and inaliberal spirit, 
to find coming from here and there, from this quarter and from 
that quarter, intimations that I had recommended to my sub- 
committee and my full committee that the Soldiers’ Home be 

laced in the unfriendly hands, as it was claimed, of the War 

partment. 

Mr. Chairman, there are but few new clauses now pending in 
this bill, Whatare they? One requires that the treasurers of 
these homes shall give bond to the United States, instead of to 
the Board of Managers. Another simply requires that the Board 
of Managers, who now render their accounts and their estimates 
to the War Department, shall also, as a part and parcel of that 
transaction, render their annual report through the Secretary 
of War, instead of direct to the Speaker of this House, as now. 
What else? Simply that they shall render their accounts 
monthly, instead of quarterly, thereby saving, as the Second 
Auditor says, at least five months in the settlement of the ac- 
counts of this home. 

What else remains? Simply that the law now compzlling the 
managers to visit the home quarterly shall ba repealed,so that 
they shall not be compelled to visit it four times a year, but 
leaving them at liberty to visit the home as often as they please. 
And that, Mr. Chairman, is the length and breadth of these 
two paragraphs. Yet as soon as the bill was reported to this 
House statements began to come to me from Grand Army posts 
and from newspapers, in which it was charged it had been at- 
tempted to put the Soldiers’ Home and the managers into what 
they have called ‘the . of the War Depart- 
ment.” When I have met a member of that board or a member 
of this House and shown to him and explained to him these par- 
agraphs there is not one of them yet who has been able to show 
wherein a function or a pene of the dignity or the power of 
this Board of Managers has been encroached upon in the least. 

Why, Mr: Chairman, when this Government is paying out 
more than three millions annually of the peoples’ money in lib- 
eral disbursements to this home, is it unkind or anfriandt to re- 
quire that the disbursing officers shall give bond to the United 

tates instead of giving bond, as now, simply to the Board of 
Managers, where inacase of default, the Government has no 
power to sue on that bond and make the surety of that bond ac- 
countable, 

Mr. LUCAS. I desire to ask the gentleman if the Board of 
Managers are required to give a bond? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The treasurer is. 

Mr. LUCAS. I understand the treasurer is, but what 1 ask 
is whether the Board itself gives a bond? 

Mr. COGS WELL. I do not understand that the Board gives 
a bond. Now, let me say one word further with reference to 
these treasurers’ bonds. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. As I understand it, this is the position 
you take: that this section to which you are calling the atten- 
tion of the House in no way interferes with the management of 
the soldiers’ homes by the Board? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Why, most certainly it does not. Iwould 
like anyone who opposes these paragraphs to pointouta line or 
a word wherein they inter ere with the functions of the Board 
of Managers. Speaking of the matter of the treasurers. all that 
is required by this paragraph is that a bond shall be given to 
the Government of the United States. We still leave with the 
Board of Managers the appointment and the removal of these 
treasurers. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 
Can my colleague point out any difference between a pension 
agent who is required togivea bond to the United States, and the 
treasurer of one of these soldiers’ homes? If a pension agent 
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should be required to give a bond to the United States, why 
should not the treasurer of one of these homes, handling pub- 
lic money, be 5 to give bond? 

Mr. CGGSWELL. I was about to speak of that. There is not, 
except in this department, a dollar of the pubio money given to 
a STR ler ers officer who does not givea bond to the United States. 
Now, you take the different pension agents, over whom my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] presided so admirably while he dis- 
charged the duties of Commissioner of Pensions—they rendered 
all their accounts direct to the officers of the Treasury. 

Now, then, as I said a moment ago, these treasurers will still 
be appointed and removed by the Board of Managers. The War 
Department will have nothing to do with that. It is only re- 
quired that these treasurers shall give bond direct to the Gov- 
ernment fora proper accounting of the money that the Govern- 
ment gives them to disburse. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow meto 
call his attention to one matter? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I wish the gentleman would ex- 
plain or tell us why this amendment should provide that the 
treasurers, etc., shall render their accounts monthly direct ‘‘ to 
such bureau of the War Department as the Secretary of War 
may designate, and after examination, the fiscal accounts shall 
be passed to the proper accounting officer of the Treasury for 
settlement.” Why not make them direct to the Treasury De- 
partment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is to put them in line with all other 
bureaus or institutions disbursing public money. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Except one. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What one is that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is only one exception to the rule in- 
voked, and that is the Department of Justice. The accounts of 
marshals and attorneys, and the various clerks of the courts, go 
direct to the Auditor; but with the exception of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, as I now recall it, and this Board of Man»gers 
of soldiers’ homes, all accounts of the Government are first re- 
viewed, and properly so, by the administrative office with which 
they are connected. And, as I understand, this is simply to 
bring this one in line with the provisions of the Jaws that gov- 
ern and control the auditing of such accounts in other depart- 
ments. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. You say this is in line with the 
accounting for other Departments? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is to prevent this present anomalous 
condition of not bonding these disbursing officers of the Govern- 
ment, and not requiring them to render their accounts for 
audit and examination direct to a Department; and as my col- 
league from Missouri suggests, it is to put these accounts in line 
and in accord with the accounts of other bureaus of this Gov- 
ernment that expend public money. 

Now these paragraphs provide for a thorough accounting and 
for the accounts to be sent directly to the War Department in- 
stead of to the Board of Managers for audit and then to the War 
Department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As the gentleman has well said—and I only 
desire to emphasize the point made by him—these accounts go 
there for audit; that is, for a preliminary review by the admin- 
istrative branch, before they go to the auditing officers. Now, 
this provision in no wise trenches upon the administrative func- 
tions of the Board. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not in the least. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But that is not the rule now. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No: the rule is that these accounts shall 
go to the Board of Managers for examination and audit. and 

m there be sent to the War Department. Now, the evidence 
before the committee was that this retards the settlement of 

these accounts some five months. ' 

It is also, I would say, anomalous for a board which directs the 
disbursement of money to audit the same. Take the case of the 
Pension Office. Ths accountsof the pension agents are not sent 
to the Commissioner of Pensions for examination and audit, but 
are sent directly to the Treasury Department itself: and in this 
connection I ask the Clerk to read the letter which I send 
to the desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECOND AUDITOR, 
Washington, D. C., March 19, 1884. 


SIE: In compliance with your request of the 17th instant, I have the honor to 
state thatthe accounts of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
to and including December 31, 1892. have been settled in this office and the set- 
temeni revised and confirmed by the honorable Second Comptroller. The ac- 
counts of the Home for the quarter ending March 31. 1893. have been stated 
and transmitted to the honorable Second 5 tor his action, and 
the accounts for the quarter ending June 30, 183, are under examination in 
this ofice. No vouchers showing expenditures made subseqnent to June 
30, 1893, have as yet been received from the War Department, through which 
all these accounts are forwarded. 


The balances ch: against the National Homs, as shown by tl books 


of this office, are as follows: 


The above credit for 1892, arises from the fact that there is a discrepancy 
in the accounts of the Home as shown by the acting treasurer's accounts 
current and the books of this office. The unexpended balance for 1892 cov- 
ered into the Treasury by the acting treasurer was larger than the balance 
for that year remaining in his hands as indicated by the books. This dis- 
crepancy is a technical one and the appropriations are properly adjusted by 
the Treasury Department. 

Attention is invited to the fact that the account for the quarter ending 
March 31, 1893, which has been stated, will not be entered upon the books 
until passed upon by the Second Comptroller. As stated by this office, it 
— — expenditures allowed and suspensions removed amounting to $743,- 


In reply to your request for information whether in my judgment thepro- 
visions of the pending sundry civil . bill requiring all disburs- 
ing officers to give bonds to the United States and render their accounts 
monthly and relieving the Board of Managers from auditing the accounts 
of the treasurer will facilitate and expedite the settlement of the accounts 
in this office, I have to say that in my opinion such change in the existing 
course of procedure will serve to materially expedite their settlement. Un- 
der the present system of rendering the accounts at least a quarter's ac- 
counts of the several branches must be treated together. The render: ot 
accounts monthly by each disbursing officer would save two months“ e 
in taking up the accounts in this office, and would obviate the congested 
condition due to necessarily treating so large an account as a whole. Its 
division among the branches and rendering monthly would tend to 
8 settlements and a steady run of accounts ore both the accoun 

offices. 

‘Tue provision relieving the Board of Managers from the auditing of the 
accounts, will result in still further 5 and . 
large balances charged against the Home. e actual time during which 
the vouchers are held for examination and revision by the acting treasurer 
is not definitely known to this office, as the accounts do not reach here di- 
rectly, but are first subjected to examination in the War Department. It 
would appear, however, that such accounts are held by the Home about 
three months. The accounts for the quarter ending June 30, 1893, were not 
received at this office until February 21, 1894. 

Tae changes proposed by the two sections referred to should result in ad- 
vancing the settlement of the accounts five months at least, and it is hoped 
they could be brought still nearer the current date. The balance ch: 
against the Home as a whole would in consequence be reduced by from a 
million and a quarter to a million and a half dollars, and instead of one 
large balance there would be a number of small ones, each covered by sep 
arate bond to ne United States. 

Respectfully yours, 
T. STOBO FARROW, Auditor. 

Hon. JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr.COGSWELL. I desire to call attention to this letter from 
the Second Auditor, which has just been read, to say that the 
adoption of these paragraphs will expedite the settlement of 
these accounts at least five months, and I am inclined to think, 
holding in my hand, as I do, a protest from some soldiers’ organ- 
ization in Pittsburg, Pa., protesting against the proposed trans- 
fer, as they have been led to believe, of this home to the War 
Department. I am inclined to think that when these soldiers 
find out that they have been misled, and that these paragraphs 
are in the line of an honest attempt to expedite the settlement 
of the accounts of the home, to insist upon a more speedy and 
more responsible accounting, Iam inclined to think they will 
transfer their indignation from this committee to those who have 
misinformed them on the subject. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not gone into this matter as elab- 
orately as I would like to, but I want to call attention to the fact 
that by reason of theslow, tardy, andirregular methodsofaccount- 
ing now pursued, there is held upin the Auditor’s office against 
this home over three-quarters of a million of dollars to-day. and 
there is still further an unsettled amount which is somewhere 
in the es Se ees of a million and a half of dollars. 

As to what led the committee to propose these various clauses 
looking to better methods of accounting in that institution, let 
me stite one or two facts. In previous bills we found an item 
under the heading For outdoor relief and incidental ex- 
penses, 830, 000.“ Now, what do gentleman think we found under 
that innocent caption? We found a salary of $4,000 for the 
president of the home as acting treasurer, and we found that of 
the whole amount under that heading. something less than $2,000 
was for actual outdoor relief. Under the sams heading we 
found the salaries of certain clerks in the president's office, etc. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man if it was Gen. Butler who drew that salary? 

Mr. COGSWELL. No, sir; it was Gen. Franklin. Gen. Bute 
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ler never drew any salary for his years of service as president 
of the home. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do J understand my colleague on the com- 
mittee to say that under the item for “outdoor relief,” the 
Board of Managers allowed the presidenta salary of $4,000a year 
as treasurer? 

Mr. COGSWELL. . As acting treasurer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And such allowance was then made for the 
first zee in the history of the home, as I understand the gen- 
tleman 

Mr. COGSWELL. Gen. Franklin was made president, and, 
as in the case of all other presidents preceding him, there was 
no salary attached to the office. Then they made him acting 
treasurer and give him $2,000. That ran along until three or 
four years ago, when they doubled the salary and made it $4,000. 

We also found that an inspector-general, who was paid $2,500 
for inspection, as was supposed, was in the president's office, 
doing the financial work there, or substantially a treasurer's 
duty. 
But, Mr. Chairman, Iam not now criticising that particular 
salary, and perhaps I shall not. I am simply showing the inves- 
<igatlon and consideration that the committee gave to this sub- 
ject, by the fact that they found on investigation that under the 

tem of Outdoor relief and incidental expenses,” $30,000 was 
riated, of which over $27,000 was for salaries; and this 
right face of the law which roques that the money for sala- 
ries shall be specifically approp ted for. That is one of the 
improvements that the committee propose to introduce here. 
In this bill we specify what is for outdoor relief, what is fpr in- 
cidental expenses, what is forthe salaries of the different officers 
of the ho and we provide that instead of beating around the 
bush b; the president acting treasurer, they may pay 
him $2 a year as president, but that he shall not be treasurer 
and have the disbursing and auditing of the money. 

Mr. MARSH. Does not each home have a treasurer? 

Mr.COGSWELL. Each branch home hasatreasurer. Then 
we provide a competent salary for a treasurer, but say that he 
shail not perform the duties of president. And we also pro- 
vide that no member of that Board except the president and 
the secretary shall drawa We introduced that clause 
after ascertaining that the Board had, on some occasions. em- 

loyed their own members and paid them counsel fees of three 
undred or five hundred dollars, and for superintending certain 
constructions. 

Mr. MARSH. Who received counsel fees? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not care to say. Another thing that 
we have done is to require the Managers, when they get an ap- 
propriation for a certain purpose, to spend it for the pu for 
which the appropriation is made, and for that alone. hy did 
we do that? We found that new barracks were estimated for in 
the Fifty-second Congress. The Committee on Appropriations 
did not see fit at that time to recommend an appropriation for 
the barracks, but what did we find when we e the ac- 
counts of the home? We found that the barracks had been 
built. Where did they get the money? They took half of it 
from thea aie for this, that, and the other items, and 
half out of the post fund, which is a private fund. Now, tell me 
who owns that barracks, the cost of which was taken half from 
the appropriations made in an appropriation bill, and the other 
half from the post fund? 

These phs are all in the interests of bettering the con- 
dition of these 


homes. They are no reflection at all upon the 
present Board of Manager: The members of the Board are all 
able, honorable men, distin hed soldiers of the late war, and 
the committee do not wish it understood for a moment that any 
reflection upon their integrity is intended. But the committee do 
say that there is necessity for a better system of accounting. 
There is necessity for a better method of disbursing this $3,000,- 
000 of the people's money annually for this home, and we do insist 
that these ee e are improvements which will cause to be 
better administered this large sum of money, and thereby will 
effectually benefit the inmates of the home. 

I am sorry that these paragraphs have been prejudiced by the 
unfair and untrue statement, which I hope I have now successfully 
refuted, that it is an attempt to put this institution (which is as 
dear to my heart as to the heart of any one of the managers 
under the so-called ‘“‘unfriendly control” of the War Depart- 
ment. Why, sir, the law already requires these officers to sub- 
mit their estimates and accounts to the War Department. Is 
there any hostility in requiring them to send with their estimates 
and accounts their annual report, instead of sending it here, so 
that you may find the report where you find the estimates and 
the accounts? Is it any hostility to the managers or the inmates 
of this home to save five months in the settlement of these ac- 
counts, and relieve the Board of M rs from the auditing of 
their own expenditures, which Gen. klin himself says is a 
useless burden? 


Oh! if this committee would only understand the purposes of 
these paragraphsand their merits it would not hesitate to adopt 
them. With the facts appearing before your committee they 
could not, as honorable and conscientious men, obliged to re- 
port to the House the best methods of taking care of this ap- 
propriation, do otherwise than they have done; and upon this 
statement, which can not be successfully contradicted, this Com- 
mittee of the Whole can not do other „ it seems to me, than 
incorporate these paragraphs in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to my colleague that there will 
be no trouble about the committee if the point of order is with- 
8 committee will stand by the gentleman from Massa- 

usetts. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Talk about transferring this home to the 
War Department! I want to say it would be a good thing if 
the Board of Managers would read the existing law. Mem- 
bers of that Board whocame before the committee did not know, 
until we pointed out the law, that they had to make their esti- 
mates to the War Department, and in apologiz for a certain 
branch treasurer they said they were obliged by law to appoint 
as treasurers disabled soldiers, forgetting, or not knowing, that 
for several years the disability clause has been stricken out by 
Congress, and that any Union soldier could be appointed to the 
position of treasurer. I say that when they undertake to talk 
about the law, their remarks should be taken with alittle grain of 
caution. I have nothing further to say. ‘ 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois obtained the floor and said: Mr. Chair- 
man, whatlength of time has been occupied by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGSWELL]? 

The CHAIRMAN Sag Hamer 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I eve the gentleman has spoken 
withoutlimit. Ishall be obliged if the Committee of the ole 
will extend to me a similar courtesy. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I hope that will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Illinois [Mr. BLACK] 
asks that he be allowed to address the committee without limit. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I shall first address 
myself briefly to the point of order upon which this debate has 
arisen; and then for a little time by permission of the commit- 
=e I will speak to the merits of the proposition under consider- 
ation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that so far as the 
point of order is concerned his view is very clear as to what the 
ruling should be; and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] 
need not take uptime discussing that point, unless he especially 
desires to do so, 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the Chair sustain the point of order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled, but has simpl 
intimated to the gentleman from Illinois that he need not — 
dress his remarks to the Chair on that point. The Chair has 
no desire to interfere with the arrangement or understanding 

in regard to the debate. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this home was or- 
8 as a corporation by an act of Congress passed in 1865. 

1866 the act of inco: tion was amended, and all the cor- 
porsie powers ordinarily enjoyed by a corporation were con- 
erred upon this institution, includin the power to take, hold, 
and dispose of real estate, to appoint its own officers, and gener- 
ally to do all things that a corporate body may do. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Has this corporation the power to sue? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. It has the power to sue and besued, 
to contract and be contracted with. 

Among the things required of the Board of Managers of this 
institution were those specified by the section which this bill 
seeks to amend—the section providing that the Board of Mana- 

rs shall make an annual report to Congress on the first Mon- 
aay of every January, and requiring the Board to audit and ex- 
amine the reports of its treasurer. This duty has been well per- 
formed; there has been no omission of the duty at any time. 

Congress has dealt very 3 this Board; it has 
given them during the past about 80, 000.000, the appropriations 
being made from time to time as the growing army of invalids 
in the homes increased in number. . Chairman, there has 
been no loss to the home of a dollar of money. A suit was brought 
upon the bond of the former president, Gen. Benjamin F. Butler, 
and a recovery had upon that suit; and the matter is now pend 
for final adjustment in the United States courts in the State o 
Massachusetts. One other suit has been brought—asuit against a 
recent treasurer in the State of Wisconsin for an amount aggre- 
gating perhaps as much as $300. These are all the legal steps 
that it has been necessary to adopt to protect in their integrity 
all of these enormous disbursements; and I think I may safely 
challenge the production of a similar record anywhere in the 
United States. 

This statement, so far as the economies of the situation are 
concerned, will strike this committee more forcibly by means 
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of the recital of three or four facts than by any amount of argu- 
ment which I might indulge in. 

There are to-day in the War Department expenditures made 
upon its medical corps in the way of salaries and allowances, of 
$118,000 to pay forthe medical attendance upon the Army of the 
United States, composed of a body of young and able men se- 

" lected for their soundness and their fitness as soldiers. The 
medical attendance upon this body of men costs the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the way of salaries and allowances 
$418,000 par year. The attendance upon the National Home 
amounts in the course af a year to an average of 23,000—nearly 
as many men as there are in the regular Army- 

Those men are distributed among seven national homes,every 
man 1 incapacitated for e living because of 

pr cal disability; and the average number of patients in the 
ospital, independent of invalids in the camps, is nearly 3,000 per 

annum, taken day by day through the entire year. Here then 
is an army of invalids; and, gentlemen, the medical attendance 
upon this whole army costs the Government of the United States 
in the way of salaries only $48,000. There are the figures of 
these two establishments to be contrasted with each other. An 
army of invalids under the management of this Board costs the 
Government for medical attendance less than $48,000; an army 
of sound men under the administration of the War Department 
costs the Government $418,000 a year. We object to increasing 
the pons expenditures for this invalid army by putting them 
in the charge of a department so much more expensive in its 
outfit than the one we are now conducting. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In a moment—not now. 

The home now under discussion is distinct ay. from the 
Military National Home of the United States, which has its sta- 
tionnear Washington. This is the home for disabled volunteer 
soldiers; that is National Home for soldiers of the regular 
Army. The average cost per annum of each inmate in the Na- 
ti Home (and no word of scandal, no word of accusation is 
raised against the management) is $417; while the total cost of 
each inmate of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers (excluding construction and repairs in both instances) 
averages only $143 ps annum. 

Mr. SAYERS. ill the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. From year to year there has been appropria- 
ted for outdoor relief and incidental expenses $30,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. By outdoor relief, as I understand, is meant 
that when an old soldier is found anywhere without the means 
to take him to one of the homes, the Board or any member of 
the Board may contribute out of this fund of $30,000 enough to 
take him toa home. Will the gentleman from Illinois state to 
this committee how much of this appropriation of $30,000 for 
outdoor relief and incidental expenses was actually used for out- 
door relief, and how much for incidental expenses, and will he 
also state what those incidental expenses were? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have not the exact figures before 
me; and Lam not able to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the question. The main pur- 

ose of this appropriation was for outdoor relief, that is, to help 
fhe old soldier along. But the Board did not use but a little 
more than a thousand dollars for outdoor relief. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. What was it used for? 

Mr. SAYERS. The balance of the money was used to pay 
traveling meres and salaries of members of the Board, or 
rather the salaries of the treasurer, secretary, and president of 
the Board. I believe you allowed him $5,000 a year. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Four thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Four thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, taking out that $6,000 paid to 
these two officers, the secretary and acting treasurer—not the 
president—that leaves 324, 000. 

Mr.SAYERS. How do youaccountforthe remaining $24,000? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. We account for it upon vouchers 
that were sent in, in detail, approved in full by the Board itself. 

Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentleman state to the committee 
for what purpose that sum of $21,000 was expended? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iam unable to tell you what it was 
expended for; but the vouchers on file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment show the expenditure of every cent of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Unguestionably. I do not doubt that. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, in regard to this matter 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have the figures. Will the gentleman 
let me read them? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, read them. 

Mr. COGS WELL (reading): 


treasurer. $4,000; one secretary, $2,000; one 
inspec 


One = 
two assistant Sot 


tors-general, $5,000; four clerks in president's nn — 


; 81.180: ent“ 
TTT 
of managers and officers, 87,500; outdoor relief, $1,500; rent of offices, 81,012; 
Stationery, expressage, etc., 750. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I want to ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, in view of that statement, which is correct, does he not 
think that Congress ought to regulate the method in which ap- 
propriations for incidental expenses are disbursed? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations has prepared and submitted a bill which covers 
the various points that are mentioned in the memorandum just 
read by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELU}, 
and he allows in that bill, and the committee allow, the identi- 
cal expenditures which have just been reeited by way of explana- 
se betes that the salaries of some of the officers have been 

U . 

Mr. SAYERS. We reduce the salary of your president from 
$4,000 to $2,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, to $2,500; but the point that was 
sought to be made was that there was something mysterions—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (continuing). Or improper about the 
expenditure of this money, which was appropriated for this 
identical purpose. In t years there may have been a com- 
bining of items. That is a criticism which applies to former 
committees, and not to the expenditure of these items by the 
Board themselves; and when the committee brought in this 
pill they believed, as they believe to-day, that all the items of 
the expenditures here recited were absolutely necessary for the 
management and conduct of this board. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But not as you distributed it. 

Mr. BLACK of Minois. You made a deduction in one in- 
stance, and you have struck out two officers, and I will k of 
that presently. On page 81, in line 20, and on e own to 
line 11, it will be found that the gentlemen of the Committee on 
Appropriations have gone over these expenditures, and have 
adopted them and appropriated for them. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that a t fund of $3,000,000, to 
be distributed among twenty-nine different homes, located in 
different parts of the country, from thé Atlantic to the Pacific, 
can not be distributed without the incurrenes of incidental ex- 
penses, that it can not be done without travel and the payment 
of traveling expenses; and to show that these gentlemen appre- 
ciate that fact, I need only to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that on page 82 of the pending bill this commit- 
tee proposes to allow for traveling expenses of the Board of 
Managers and other officers, $7,000, a saving of only 8500 to the 
year’s traveling expenses of the Boardanditsofficers. The items 
are all right, Mr. Chairman. Now, it seems to me that the trav- 
eling expenses and other incidental expenses are such as would 
commend themselves not only to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, but to every gentleman who understood the duties that 
were to be performed by the Board. 

Now, turn to another point of saving which these gentlemen 
have proposed to make. They point to the fact that we had one 
inspector-general at $3,000, one at $2,500, whom they propose to 
strike out, and another at about the same sum. The gentleman 
whose salary it is proposed to strike out, Gen. Averill, of New 
York, is a man who has visited every State home, under the law, 
inspected every State home tosee that the moneys of the Govern- 
ment voted by the last Congress were properly expended in the 
State homes, and thatthe State homes were properly complying 
with the requirements of Congress in the law enacted two years 
ago. 

Mr COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
me 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Of course it is for the Board of Managers to 
select which one of their two assistant i ctors-general they 
will drop; butthe committee supposed that Gen. Averill would be 
retained, and that the inspector-general, who is now substan- 
tially doing the duty of the treasurer in the president's office, 
would be the one whose services as an inspector-general would 
be dispensed with, inasmuch as we appropriated $2,000 for a 
treasurer, instead of having the president act as the treasurer; 
and if they do, as I should think they would do, they will take 
this inspector-general and make him the treasurer, and give 
him the 82,000 that the bill allows, and not drop Gen. Averill, 
who is doing inspector s work, while the other one does not do 
inspector’s work. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Supposing that to be true, where is 
the saving to the Government in changing the name of the 
officer? Itisnot tobefound. But gentleman of the committee, 
ineverything that relates to the good managementof this Board, 
I believe it will compare favorably with any institution of the 
kind that has ever been established in the world. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGSWELL] spoke of 
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the fact that he was not unkindly toward the Board. I acquit 
him now of any such feeling. I can not conceive that there is 
reason for his having any such feeling, and therefore I believe 
that the feeling does not exist; but the reason that I, as a Repre- 
sentative upon this floor, oppose these pane amana menm is, 
that 3 of these amendments will substantially trans- 
fer the affairs of this home to the War Department, oe | that is 
the point to which I shall speak. 

As it is at present constituted and organized; the managers of 
the Board are all retired or recent volunteers Federal officers. 
They have a secretary, they have a treasurer, whose bond is 
given to the United States in the sum of $100,000. That bond is 
given by him to the Government, and is good for every dollar 
that is paid to him. The disbursements are made through the 
Treasury Department to the treasurer first of all, then by him 
the fund is given out, as the requisitions call for it, to the vari- 
ous treasurers in the several branches of the National Home, 
and each one of those treasurers gives a bond to the board of 
managers for the faithful disbursement of every dollar of this 
money. So that in this case, as perhaps in no other case iu the 
history of the Government, there are two bonds provided in 
every case for the safety of every dollar that is disbursed under 
the appropriation. 

The Board as at present constituted, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, isa board that is independent of any of the Departments. 
It reports, under existing law, directly to the Congress of the 
United States. It has been separated entirely from the opera- 
tions of the War Department. Recently encroachments have 
been made, but for twenty-three years nearly of its career it 
made its reports right here; and in the very nature of the case 
there was an indisposition upon the part of the volunteer sol- 
diers, whoare entitled to the benefits of the homes, to be brought 
under the contro! of any other than their own former associates. 

Now, there may be no good reason for the feeling upon the 
part of the members of that home that they should not be placed 
under the control of the Regular Army organization, but they 
have that feeling. There are 23,000 of them who are volunteers. 
They want to be under control of their own officers. AsI have 
shown you, their affairs have been administered in the most 
economical manner, and in a most satisfactory manner; and un- 
less there is good reason for it, they donot want to be put under 
the re r — ganization of the United States. 

Mr. COGSWELL. It the gentleman will allow me. I wish he 
would explain 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, I want to go on a little farther, and 
then I will give the gentleman time. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not wish any time. I wish you would 
explain the statement you have just made. You were unable to 
explain itin the committee, and you have been substantially 
where these paragraphs put you ever since 1575. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will explain it. At this time, as I 
said before, Mr. Chairman, this Boird of Managers make their 
report direct to the Congre of the United States. Tho pending 
measure provides that they shall render their accounts monthly, 
direct to such bureau of the War Department as the Secretary 
of War shali designate. 

And the next paragraph pending provides that all laws and 

ts of laws that require the Board to audit and examine or au- 
enticate the accounts of the homes and visit the homes quar- 
terly, are hereby repealed. Then there are other parts of this 
bill, to which I have not taken exception, that provide for the in- 
spection of these homes by the Inspector-General’s Office of the 
ar Department. 

And now, will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGS- 
WELL] tell me how it is justifiable to take away the rightful 
power to visit these homes and to inspectand audit the accounts 
of these treasurers; to transfer these treasurers’ reports to a bu- 
reau of the War Department; to destroy the bonds that have 
been given by these treasurers to the homes, and require them 
to substitute others for the approval of the Secretary of War; 
how it is possible to take away the right of the Board to audit 
accounts and visit homes? I know very well what the gentle- 
man's answer will be. I will wait for a moment at this point. 

Mr. COGSWELL, There is nothing in these paragraphs that 
prevents the Board of ers from exercising the most care- 

ul scrutiny over the expenditure of this money. You can call 
upon the treasurers fora financial statement at the end of every 
sey Fe ou want to. 
r. BLACK of Illinois. Now, I will speak as to that point. 
The only power we have 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have not fully answered. The law com- 
pels you now to visit these homes four times a year. We take 
the compulsory part of the law out and permit you to visit them 
every week if you wish so to do. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, we will see about that. The 
power of this Board to audit the accounts of the treasurers is a 


power pron it by statute. This law expressly repeals the power 
of the Board to audit a single account.. That is done in line 24 
page 84. The only power we have to examine the accounts of 
the treasurers is een byexistinglaw. This billexpressly takes 
away that power. See line 24, on page 84, and lines 1 and 2 on 
page 85 of the pending bill. The only power that this Board has 
to authenticate the accounts of its treasurer, the man who 
receives the money from the Government under a $100,000 bond, 
is given by the statutes. This bill takes away that power in 
lines 1 and 2 on e85. The only right that the Board of Man- 
agers has to visit one of these homes as a board, and to have 
its expenses borne upon such investigation, is a power given by 
section i834 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In one moment. That power is ex- 


pressly repealed PE ee first line on page 85. 
Mr. COGSWELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Board of Managers, put in charge of a home with several 


branches, has not the inherent power to visit the home and its 
branches? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I do. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do you mean to say that when you get 
$7,000 for the purpose of traveling on visits to this home and its 
branches that you have no power to visit them? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I say that exactly. I am not twist- 
ing any language when | say that the only power that this Board 
has to visit these homes, as a Board, and inspect them, was the 
power given in section 4834 of the Revised Statutes; and you 
take it all away. I can imagine myself, as a member of that 
Board, presenting its accounts for the expenses of a visit to 
Hampton or Togas, or anywhere else, to some critical clerk in 
the 3 Department, and being met with the question, 
Where is the statute that authorizes you to make this expen- 
diture? That statute, gentlemen, was repealed by the act of 
1894.” There is no answer to that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. When you are given $7,000 in that bill for 
that very purpose? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 


It is not given for that purpose. 
Mr. COGSWELL, 


Is there not a provision there for travel- 
ing expenses of $7,000? 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, sir. You are mistaken as to the 
phraseology. It is “for traveling expenses of the Board of 

anagers and their officers, $7,000.” 

Mr. COGSWELL. Exactly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, then, when you take away the 
power to visit and take away the duty to visit, you thereby take 
away the eat to make a single voucher for the expenses. 

Mr. COGSWELL. You may amend the provision so as to 
make it as plain as youdesire; butI think it wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I do not want to amend it. I think 
the language is couched on the idea thatthe Board of Managers 
was to be destroyed as the controlling officials, and that there 
should be substituted therefor an officer of the Inspector-Gen- 
eral’s Office. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That they should retire into 
innocuous desuetude. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That they should retire into innoc- 
uous desuetude. Thankyou, sir. That is appropriate. 

The part of this bill to which I desire to call attention at this 
time, in order to make clear the point IL have made, and to which 
I have no objection at all, is on page 85, line 16: 

That hereafter, once in each fiscal year, the Secretary of War shall cause 
a thorough inspection to be made of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers, its records, disbursements, management, discipline, and 
condition, such inspection to be made by an officer of the Inspector-Gen- 
eral's Department, who shall report thereon in writing, and said report 
shall be transmitted to Congress at the first session thereafter. 

So that in the very law that repealed the right of the Board 
of Management to visit these Homes, there is another section of 
the law providing for an inspection by an officer of the Inspector- 
General's Office. So that in the very law in which the recital 
is made of the traveling expenses of the Board of Managers, 
another officer is provided for. It is in the face of the act re- 

aling the only law that allowed them to make quarterly visits 
or inspection; and no means of visiting these homes is left to 
the Board except they pay their own expenses, and they have 
nothing allowed them whatever with which to pay those ex- 
penses except this amount mentioned here. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois Why do you rovide for an inspec- 
tion by an officer provided by the War Department? I do not 
ob ect to that. I am not standing here to put obstacles in the 
way of the most thorough and radical 3 of the homes; 
but if you want to remove the Board of Mai ement from its 
control, this is the legislation that will do it. If you want to re- 
move the power of inspecting these homes from the Board of 
Managers, this is the legislation that will doit. And if, after 
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they are removed, and the right of inspection, except at their 
own expense, has gone, you want to provide for control by the 
War Department, this is the legislation that will do it. 

Now, then, if the Congress of the United States shall desire at 
any time to change the management of these homes and to put 
them under other control, let a bill be brought in for that pur- 
pose, and let it be fought fully and manfully out on the floor of 
this House. But to report a measure on an Appropriation bill 
which takes away all the powers of the Board of agers is to do 
8 indirection that which should only be done by the American 

ngress directly, openly, and honestly. 

Now, as having to do with the manigement of these homes. I 
want to say that the age of the law as it stands here is in 
effect to transfer all this great corporation, with all its power, 
from the Board of Management, and from the control of Con- 
gress, into the hands of the War Department. Every dollar of 
the money that is voted by the Congress of the United States for 
thess homes is to-day, under existing law and regulations, four 
times inspected. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. COGSWELL] to that statement, and if I am misin- 
formed he will correct me. I say that every dollar of the money 
that is voted to these homes is four times audited. First, every 
dollar of it is audited by the Board. It is charged with that 
tes A Three men are generally detailed at each branch to ex- 
aminethe matters. Theyareexamined by taking up the vouchers 
and comparing them with the ledger accounts of the treasurers. 
That is number one. Number two is this: Duplicates of the 
vouchers are sent to the general treasurer’s office in Hartford, 
and there all the time they are patiently at work going care- 
fully through them, auditing and: examining every account to 
the smallest sum. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (continuing). The third audit is this. 
These accounts to-day are transmitted through the War Depart- 
ment, under this restrictive legislation to which I have referred, 
to the Second Auditor, and are there examined as every other 
account isexamined. So that that makes three audits. And 
the fourth examination is made in the Comptroller’s Office, 
where they are finally allowed or disallowed. that there are 
four separate and distinct ex minations of these accounts before 
their final passage and allowance. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him there? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr.COGSWELL. It is the purpose of one of these paragraphs 
to do away with the audit which is made by the Board of Mana- 
gers auditing their own accounts and their own disbursements. 

ow, let us see how these accounts are audited by the Board of 

ers. I have here the record of a meeting of this Board. 
It met in Boston on the 18th. It then met on the 20th, a day's 
journey away, at Portland. Assuming that they came together 
the morning, or at noon of the 20th, I find that on motion the 
accounts of the Eastern Branch from March 31, 1890, to March 31, 
1893, were examined that afternoon, found to be correct, re- 
ported, and a eae bythe Board. What kind of an auditing is 
that which will go through three years’ accounts of one of those 
homes in an afternoon? I want to say it is quite evident that it 
was merely pro forma and perfunctory. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will tell the gentleman. The ac- 
count is audited in this way. The vouchers have been carefully 
kept Aua proparod by the treasurer and are there in their exact 
numerical order. ledger is spread open. The accounts are 
taken up, number by number, one member of the Board sitting 
there to call the name and the amount, and the other to exam- 
ine the voucher to see that it is for the correct amount and is 
properly signed and is for a proper expenditure, and iu that way 
the three or four hundred vouchers that go to make up a quar- 
ter’s expenditure are all examined. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Youdo not want me to tell you how the 
accounts were at Togus, do you? 

Mr. BLACK of Ilinois. o, I do not care for that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not want to, but I can. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
any fault is to be found with the accounts at Togus? 

Mr. COGSWELL. With the methods of st a them. 
are BLACK of Illinois. Was not the money all accounted 
for 

Mr. COGSWELL. It was accounted for, about one-fifth of it, 
in memorandum checks and duebills. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. To whom were the checks given? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It was not cash, at any rate. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. They were just the same ascash. I 
did not pass upon that account and I do not know about it in de- 
tail, but I know that every dollar of the money was accounted 
for properly and will pass the audit of the Treasury when it is 


reached. Yousay that suppose you are about to throw the Board 
of Managers outof this audit, you have left the three other safe- 
guards, but I say that even a superficial examination by the 
Board of Managers is better than no examination ut all, and that 
if we are going to be responsible for the expenditure of this 
money we have the duty laid upon us, and it is our right to ex- 
amine the vouchers and accounts; yet you propose in this bill to 
take away our right to audit those accounts. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Why not? What do you mean, then? 

Mr. COGS WELL. I mean to say that these treasurers are 
under your control, that the inspector-general is under your 
control, and that you can have a daily inspection of those ac- 
counts and vouchers if you desire. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (reading): 

And all laws or parts of laws thatrequire the Board to audit and examine 
or authenticate the accounts of the treasurer and visit the home quarterly 
are hereby repealed. 

That is what you propose to do. 

Mr. COGSWELL. e propose to do away with this audit 
because the Second Auditor says that it delays these accounts 
five months, and because when you do come together and audit 
these acvouats it does not amount to anything, when in an after- 
noon you can examine three years’ vouchers and accounts. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iwintto call the gentleman s atten- 
tion to a lamentable error of fact into which he his fallen. 
These accounts that we examine are the retained accounts, and 
in the meantime the originals have gone to the War Depart- 
ment, so that their audit there is not retarded for an hour by 
our audit. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Then, if that is so, you send the accounts 
to the War Depa tment before you audit them? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. We send one set of accounts to the 
War Department and another set is retained. So that your 
point is not correct. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do they pass in the Treasury Department 
upon the unaudited accounts that you send them, or upon the 
audited ones that you send them later? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, We send the Treasurer, through the 
War Department, one set of these vouchers, and they are aud- 
ited. The set that go s to Gen. Franklin as treasurer and the 
set that goes to the War Depirtment and the set that is re- 
tained are exact copies of each other. The point the gentleman 
was making was that by doing away with this audit by the Board 
he would expedite the settlement of the accounts. Now, I tell 
him that he would not expedite it one-half minute, for the rea- 
son I have stated. Yet it is proposed here to take away our 
power so that we shall not know what is done by our own offi- 
cials. Now, it seems to me utterly idle to have a Board of Man- 
agers and tocontinue them in nominal control, while at the same 
time youremovefromthem the right of inspecting and auditing 
the accounts of the institution,and put in control the Inspector- 
General s Office of the War Department. It amounts toa trans- 
fer; it was meant to bringabout a transfer, even ifmy friend was 
not a party to that intention. à 

Mr. SAYERS. Does my friend mean to say that any other 
member of the committee could bə a party to it without the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts being one? y 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I bave followed that point as far as 
I desire to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to understand the gentleman. I do 
not wish an innuendo or intimation. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have indulged in no innuendo or 
intimation. I state what results necessarily from the proposed 
legislation. Thatisall. The thought of an innuendo or inti- 
mation is not in the case at all. I state that if this proposed 
legislation is enacted, then this Board of Managers becomes a 
perfunctory organization and had better be dispensed with at 
once, for their real duties will devolve upon an official of the 
War Department, or on the bureau chief that he may designate 
to perform them. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not the language to which I object. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will withdraw any language that 
the gentleman from Texas objects to if he thinks it has any per- 
sonal bearing on him, for I did not so intend it or think it. 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 do not refer to myself more than to any 
other member of the committee. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If you will have recited the exact 
language used, you will find that it bears no such construction 
and never was intended to bear any such construction. What 
I have said and what I repeat, is that, according to my best 
judgment, if you enact this amendment into law you destroy the 
power of the Board and instate the War Department fully in 
control of these homes, and that in the light of what I have 
already said, you do it without any considerations of economy or 
of wise policy, and without any demand on the part of the in- 
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mates of the homes for any o e. Let me say in closing, Mr. 
Chairman, that there are not to-day upon the face of the earth 
23,000 old men better cared for, better housed, or more heartily 
in accord with those who are charged with their management, 
than the 23,000 men who are now under the control of the Board 
of Managers of this Home. . 

No man among them has asked that this transfer be made. 
When the Board of Managersspeak in their presence they come 
to us as old men come to their chosen guardians, to those hav- 
ing charge of their interests, they come to us with their little 
stories, with their little troubles, with their little distresses, 
they seek us and talk to us as painy and as pleasantly as gen- 
tlemen sit down and talk together. There is no rudeness about 
them, there is no discourtesy. There is nothing of the awful 
surrounding the Board of Managers. It is a body of gentlemen 
who intend to discharge their duties to those who are commit- 
ted to their charge without partiality, favor, or affection, and 
with the highest regard to proper economy; and when I show 
you again finally that the War Department requires $418,010 

annum for its expenditure for medical attendance for 25,000 
well men, while we expend inall the homes but $48,000for simi- 
lar attendance for an army of invalids; when I show you that this 
home here, which stands upon the hill and which we all ad- 
mire, which has existed since 1855, is conducted under the reg- 
ular Army management at an expense of $217 per man per an- 
num, while our homes are conducted at an expense of $143 per 
man, I think I have shown beyond question that this transfer 
can not be made on the ground of economy. 

I say again, Mr. Chairman, in closing, that if the Congress of 
the United States shall desire to disrupt this organization, to 
call it to the bar for offenses, to charge it with dereliction of 
duty, there is a way in which that can be done, and an hour 
when such accusations can be heard. But to undertake to do 
this by saddling upon an appropriation bill destructive provi- 
sions is not fair to this home, is not fair to the country. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], a member of the subeommittee who prepared 
this bill, desires to address the Committee of the Whole. Lask 
the gentleman how long? 

- Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think I shall not want more than 
ten minutes—probably not that much. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask consent that the gentleman from Illinois 
Ls 3 to address the Committee of the Whole without 

mit. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the preparation 
of this bill the chairman of the subcommittee, Governor SAY- 
ERS, very properly assigned the soldiers’ home items to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Gen, COGSWELL, firston account 
of his experience, he having been for many years upon thecom- 
mittee that prepared this bill; second, on account of his intelli- 
gence as a legislator; and third, because he is not only a states- 
man of experience, but was a gallant. soldier in the volunteer 
army in the late war. So that from every standpoint he seemed 
to be well equipped to do this service without prejudice and for 
the best interests of the homes. 

Now, I must confess, after listening to my colleague from Illi- 
nois [Mr. BLACK], that while he has said much with which I am 
heartily in sympathy touching the desirability of good manage- 
ment for these soldiers’ homes, and while I accept also the state- 
ment that the management has been good, Lam not in sympathy 
at all with the assumption that anybody connected with this 
House or any of its committees has thought favorably for a mo- 
ment of trans erring the minagement of the soldiers’ homes di- 
rectly or indirectly from the managers as they are now consti- 
tuted under the law. The gentleman sets upa man of straw and 
then says, Because I have set up a man of straw, I will now 
knock himdown.” 

After the gentleman from Massachusetts made his report to 
the subcommittee and then to the full committee, I gave this 
matter the closest and best examination and study that I was 
able to devote to it and in afew minutes let me state what I 
understand the situation to be: 

In 1865 or 186 the law was enacted establishing these soldiers’ 
homes and giving the minagement to certain managers, some 
chosen by the House of Representatives, some by the Senate, 
incl ding also the President, the Secretary of War, and the 
Chief Justice. Gen. Butler was chiefly in command of these in- 
stitutions for many, many years. The money appropriated by 
Congress for these institutions went for many years into the 
hands of the minagers, who bought the homes, made the im- 
provements, made the payments for subsistence, ordered the 
expenditure of the money, and audited the accounts, all within 
themselves. 

There was no reporting to anybody, except the annual report 
to Congress. The matier ran along in this way for many years, 
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and in my judgment with honest and intelligent management. 
But the system was faulty, and it got the management into 
trouble. It naturally would do so. en you give to any set 
of men the power to spend money, and not only to spend money 
but to audit the expenditures, to have the matter all within 
themselves and report to nobody ppe y to Congress, naturally 
with this great power of expending and auditing they are liable 
to get into trouble. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is it not true that under theexis 
law these accounts are all audited at the Treasury Department: 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is true? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am coming to that in a moment. 

Now, Gen. Butler being at the head of this Bourd, got into law- 
suits that lasted longer than his life. I am glad to believe that 
his expenditures were proper. Heneverwould have gotten into 
those troubles: and those lawsuits if there had been a rigid 
monthly accounting, and if that accounting had been made by 
the Treasury Department. The matter ran along for many 
years; and finally, upon an appropriation bill like , Congress 
required that those accounts should be audited at the Treasury 
Department; and since that time they have been so audited. 

Pace BLACK of Illinois. Will my colleague allow a'sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I know my colleague means to be 
very fair about this matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. £ want to be exactly fair about it. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. At the time Gen. Butler was presi- 
dent of the Board and its acting treasurer, the amounts involved 
were all very small relatively. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. At the time he ceased to act in that 
capacity they had not grown to be large. And another thing I 
would like to suggest is that he reported every cent of his ex- 
penditures to the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, he made report as the law 
originally provided, which substantially amounted tonothing— 
at least to but very little. 

Now, the inherent defect in this law originally was allowing 
the same power that spent the money to mike the final audit. In 
other words, the members of this Board were supreme from be- 
ginning to end; and being vigilant and honest, and proud to give 
good service, as I have no doubt they were, and as I have no 
doubt Gen. Butler was, still he got into litigation, as I have said, 
that lasted him up to the end of his life, and is not yet, as I un- 
derstand, fully determined. Gen. Butler served all those years 
without compens tion. He went out of the "appr, boride Gen. 
Cogswell, when he came to make his report to the committee, 
had the accounts examined so far as practicable, looked into the 
matter as fully as he could, more fully than any committee of 
the House, I dare say, had ever done, and hee me to the con- 
clusion that the position of manager of the soldiers’ homes should 
be largely an honorary one, if not entirely so. We found that 
the president of the home was getting $2,000 as president and 
$2,600 as acting treasurer. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No, first $2,000 as acting treasurer, and 
afterward $4,000 as acting treasurer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I understand that my colle: 
draws the statement that there were two salaries 
officer. 


e with- 


d tọ one 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Well, I did not mean to make the 
statement in that way. Al 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is all right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will withdraw it if I was in error, 
of course. This officer was getting $4,000 as acting treasurer. 
Gen. Butler served for nothing. Now Iam not criticising that 
allowance. Up to two years ago the president of this home re- 
ceived $2,000, and two years ago the allowance was increased to 


$4,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, will the gentleman allow mea 
remark in that spirit of entire fairness which, as 1 understand, 
actuates us all? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Gen. Franklin has given bond for the 
receipt and disbursement of this $3,000,000 of money. He has 
served entirely without compensation, except so far as the Board 
made an allowance to him recently in the amount mentioned by 
the gentleman—#4,000. He was once the superintendent of the 
Colts Arms Company, 2 great corporation in which he drew I 
know not how great w sary; but in recent years he has devoted 
himself entirely to the business of the home. As president he 
maintains his business office in Hartford, traveling to every na- 
tional home in the United Stites. He spends whole time 
substantially in the discharge of his duties. Now T appeal to 
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the gentleman from Illinois to say whether he believes that an 

allowance of $4,000 to any man for the responsible disbursement 

of nearly $3,000,000 among these various homes with their 23,000 

men—doing, besides, all the duty of asupervising and command- 

ing officer—is excessive. I ask the gentleman to answer thatin 
fairness. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me to 
complete my statement and will get out of his head the idea 
that Gen. Franklin or anybody else is to be attacked and will 
understand that I am speaking of a system of managing and ac- 
counting, we shall get along better. 


Mr. BLACK of IIlinois. Well, I will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman further 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to the inter- 
ruption, but the gentleman seems—— 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Just answer that question, if you 

lease. 
K Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman seems a little bit 
like the Irishman at Donnybrook Fair; he is looking for some- 
body to tread on the tail of his coat. Now, nobody is wanting 
to tread on the tail of any manager's coat. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have asked the gentleman to an- 
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swer that question as a matter of fair judgment. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will answer your question in my 
own wa; 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. All right. 

Mr. CANNON ot Illinois. Gen. Butler did not receive com- 
pensation; Gen. Franklin was receiving $2,000; afterwards he was 
voted #4,000 as acting treasurer. Now, I am not here to say that 
he ought not to receive some compensation. We inquired into 
that matter; and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Coes- 
WELL] recommended that a salary, not of $4,000, but $2,500, be 
allowed him, not as acting treasurer but as president of this 
Board. We believed that this Board which spends the money 
should not audit the accounts. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me one 
other question 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will, if the gentleman will let me 
answer that first. I will answer all the gentleman's questions. 
Therefore we put a clause which I believe is still here, that pro- 
hibits a treasurer being appointed from any one of this Board of 

rs. We propose to make them go outside and get a treas- 
urer, and therefore as we took the duties of treasurer from Gen. 
Franklin and left him only the duties of the president, it was 
entirely proper, as Gen. COGSWELL thought, and the full com- 
mittee agreed with him, that his salary should be fixed at $2,500 
as executive officer. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All right. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Your statement of the work of the 
committee is, that finding Gen. Franklin president and acting 
treasurer, with a salary of $4,000, you chose to divide the of- 
fices. No one objects to that. That part of your bill passes 
unchallenged; but in dividing the offices you created a sepa- 
rate one. You allowed $2,500 to the president, and pro to 

ive $2,000 to the treasurer, increasing the expense thereby 
$500 for the two offices. No one objected to that. I ask if it is 
not a fair inference from that that the committee thought the 
discharge of the duty of these two offices was worth $4,500, in- 
stead of the $4,000 which we were paying? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, if 
he will get it into his head once for all that the merits of this 
prop legislation do not stand upon the individual merits of 
any one of this Board of Managers, but that we are seeking to 
get a proper method of expenditure and accounting for the 
soldiers’ homes, why then we can discuss this matter more in- 
telligently. 

Now. to proceed, we found that in some instances the Board of 
Managers had employed individual members of the Board to 

rform various duties, one I recollect. being paid as high as 

2,00) to superintend the erection of a home or barracks. And 
so it was in many instances we found services had been performed 
by individual mem!ers of the Board of Managers, and then the 
Board of Managers paid them. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The gentleman does not mean to be 
unfair—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will wait until I 
conclude my statement, Ido not believe he will think I am un- 
fair. I am not siying that it is not worth $2,000 to superintend 
the building of a home or barracks. 

Where was that? 

I do not recollect. 

J will ask the gentleman to name 


Now I want to ask the gentleman a 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 


— 
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the instance he 
employed at $2,000. 
3 COG SWELL. Milwaukee was the home and Wolcott was 

e man. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Was not that under Gen. Butler's 
administration? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Ido not know. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Years and years ago, before any 
member of the present Boarà was in office; and I never before 
heard of this incident that the gentleman speaks of. It may be 
true. $ 

Mr.COGSWELL. There are cases where we have paid $300 
and $150 for counsel fees; and if the gentleman wants to know 
the name of that party, I can give it. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I know the name of the party. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I know you do, very well. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, very well. Have you any other 
instances? ` 

Mr. COGSWELL. No. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the eee will allow me, the 
gentleman seems to rest under the impression that this legisla- 
tion is proposed as a criticism against individuals. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Not at all. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. CANNON of lilinois. I merely said on the report of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] that in some 
instances these employment had been made, and I presume pro 
erly made. At least they had the power to make them, and their 
brother members of the Board had the power toaudit the vouch- 
ers. Now, we did not think that wasa good practice; and without 
3 anybody, we concluded that we would report a pro- 
vision, under the recommendation of Gen. COGSWELL, that would 
place it out of the power of Board of ers, directly or in- 
directly, to employ any manager in the service of the homes—that 
practice virtually makes the Managers both employer and em- 
ployé—except to pay $2,500 to their president to act as executive 
3 and 82, 000 to their secretary, who is also a member of the 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Was there any objection made, par- 
liamentarily or otherwise, to the enactment of that amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; that amendment has gone 
into this bill and has been approved by the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And no one objected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And let me say to the gentleman 
that I think most of the material amendments have been ac- 
cepted by the Committee of the Whole House without objection 
so far as we have heard here, at least many of them. I will not 
take the time to read them. I am telling what we found and 
what we recommended, on the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Mussachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL]. 

We found another thing; that we believed it wise that some 
officer, not depending upon this Board of Managers, should once 
ayear examine the accounts and examine the homes; some in- 
dependent force outside of the Board,somebody that the Board 
did not create. So we provided that an o ficer from the Inspec- 
tor-General es Oe of the War Department should once a year 
make this examination and 5 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will ask my friend if that has been 
objected to? = 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly not: but can not m 
friend allow me to say what amendments have been reporte 
and what have gone on, and the reasons for their going on? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If I irritate the gentleman by inter- 
rupting him, I will not doit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Then I want to let the gentleman 
understand fairly that the things he has suggested as desirable 
have been confessed by me. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 5 and when the gentle- 
man says they have been confessed by him, that is all right. 
He objects now to two provisions that are not 5 valu- 
ng? Sy valuable provisions have already m written into 

is . 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iam very glad to hear you say so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The valuable provisions have been 
already written into this bill; but before this bill was considered 
a great outcry was made that here was a proposition that would 
take the control of the seven branch homes—I believe there are 
seven all told 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. There is one corporate name cover- 


ing all. 

fir, CANNON of Illinois. Yes; but I believe there are seven 
altogether. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That here was a proposition that 


of, where a member of the Board was 
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would take the control of these homes away from the Board of 
Managers, and put them under the Secretary of War. I thought 
I knew the practice of the Government touching accountings. 
I thought I knew what the legislation was,and when gentlemen 
came to me about it I said there was no such intention; and then, 
when I read the provisions, I said there was no such provision, 
and that statement I now reiterate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentlemana 
question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Is the provision beginning with 
line 17, on page 83, to the close of line 2, on page 84, a change of 
existing law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, in part. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Is not the change embodied in the 
part from line 16, on page 84, to line 2, on page 85, a change of 
existing law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, itisa modification of existing 
law. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Then it is really a change? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly, not to play upon 
words. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I understand that there is a point 
of order made. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not arguing the point of 


order. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But is not the point of order pend- 
1 2 


F i. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is all I desire to ask. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that after the intimation of the Chair that he did not 
desire to hear me on the point of order, I replied simply to the 
strictures made by my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. COGS- 
WELL}. 

Mr. ANNON of Illinois. So that we have now in the body 
of this bill, favorably accepted by this House, various provisions 
received, and the most valuable of which is that no member of 
the Board of Managers shall receive employmentat the hands 
of the Board, for compensation, except the president and secre- 


Sooond, that these homes shall be examined every year by an 
officer from the officə of the inspector-general, and a full exam- 
ination made. 

The third of these, the ‘‘ posthumous fund,” that has hereto- 
fore been a floating fund inthe hands of the Board of Managers, 
shall be carried to the credit of one of the items of sp ropria- 
tion and utilized for the support of the homes, and shall be made 
n from moneys appropriated by Congress as it is 

ed for. 

Mr. MARSH. Will you state what this posthumous fund” 

> y 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is it not true that that provision of 
the pro d law is not resisted here? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly that is true. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. One other question. Is it true that 
the committee appointed by the Board of Managers recommended 
this identical disposition of this money? 

Mr: CANNON of Illinois. I do not know that that is true as 
to that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What is that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The“ posthumous fund” amend- 
ment. My recollection is that the Managers did recommend it. 

Mr.COGSWELL. They did not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts says they did not. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. But that was not my question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, thisis the point the gentle- 
man objects to and makes his point of order on: 

That all disbursing officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers shall, before entering upon their duties, give good and sufficient 
bonds to the United States, in such sums as the Secretary of War may di- 
rect, faithfully to account for all public moneys and property which they 
may receive. They shall render their accounts monthly, direct to such bu- 
reau of the War Department as the Secretary of War may designate, and, 
after examination there, the fiscal accounts shall be passed to the proper 
accounting oficer of the Treasury for settlement. 


Thatis one clause that the gentleman objects to. What is 
the condition now? 

There is a treasurer at $2,000 ayear. Then every one of these 
seven branch homes has a treasurer at $2,000a year. These 
treasurers at the branch homes give their bonds tothe Board of 
8 not to the United States, and they might default. 
The Board of Managers can make a compromise, and the United 
States will be 
of any one of 


werless to intervene in the event of the default 
ese seven branch treasurers. We furnish the 
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money. Why should not these treasurers, in taking the money 

of the United States, provided by Congress, to be paid out on 

the order of this Board of Managers, give a bond to the United 

States, which furnishes the money, giving the United States 
ower, in the event of default, to make the Government whole? 
do not know of any reason. 

Ah, but, says my friend, that interferes with the Board of 
Managers! It does interfere with the Board of Managers in so 
far as a compromise or a release of these seven treasurers might 
be concerned, in the event of their default. But now let me say 
to my colleague from Illinois and to the members of the com- 
mittee, under the law as we propose to amend it, these appro- 
priations as made, every dollar of them, goes into the hands of 
these bonded officers of the United States, giving bonds to the 
United States, if that provision iscomplied with. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me finish this statement and I 
will. But there is not one dollar or one cent of it that can ever 
be paid out by anybody, except upon the authority of the Board of 
Managers. That Board of Managers, under the law as we propose 
to make it, has the authority, figuratively speaking, to make 
the genial rain descend upon and tosupportalithose homes. If 
they do not exercise that authority under the law as it now is 
and as we propose it shall be, then not one cent nor ons dollar of 
this money can be expended. Nor is there anything in this pro- 

d amendment in connection with the law anywhere that in 
the slightest degree takes away from the plenary power of the 
Board of Managers to expend this money. 

Then, what does it do? It merely says that when the Board 
of Managers has ordered this money to be paid out it shall be 
we by these bonded officers of the United States; and if they 

ail to pay, then the United States has got its remedy. The 
United States has not gotits remedy now under the law as it 
is. But, says my friend, the power to audit these accounts is 
taken from the Board of Managers and given tirst to the War 
Department and then to the Treasury Department of the United 
States, and tears the power of the Board of Managers up by the 
roots. Now, if my friend had studied the methods of expendi- 
ture and auditing of this Government he never would have made 
that criticism, because the truth is the Post-Office Department, 
the Interior Department, the Indian Office. the very Pension 
Office that my friend from Illinois [Mr. BLAcK] presided over 
so honorably for four years in its great expenditures, reaching 
up towardsa hundred million dollarsa year, the money was paid— 
how? Thecertiticate was issued, the orders were e by the In- 
terior Department but the money was paid by a bonded officer 
of the Unitel States, the pension agent, and his accounts did 
not come back to my friend toaudit. They went to the Treasury 
Department to be audited; and so it is all through the public 
service, and so it ought to be everywhere when the United 
States furnishes the money. While the Government of the 
United States may trust the Commissioner of Pensions, may 
trust the Secretary of War, may trust the Board of Managers, 
and give them the broadest discretion to expend money and or- 
der its expenditure, the payment of that money and the audit- 
ing of those accounts should be in another branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman if it is not 
true that they are audited there now, and I will ask also if they 
are not 8 R 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, let us see about that. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I ask the gentleman if they are not 
audited as fully as any other accounts? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Wherein do they lack? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is just wherein they lack that I 
am going to tell myfriend. The proposed amendment provides 
that all these bonded officers of the United States shall render 
monthly accountings; that they shall go to the Proper bureau 
of the War Department, and then be transmitted to the Treas- 
ury, which looks toward a complete audit. 

Why, in the present auditing there are between four and five 
million dollars of accounts of the Board of Managers that never 
have been audited by the Treasury Department; and for almost 
twelve months, if I recollect the reading of the letter of the Sec- 
ond Auditor accurately, there have been no such reports as would 
enable the Second Auditor to make the audits. These accounts 
will in the end, I presume, be audited. Wewanta more speedy 
audit. We have expended the money, or your Board of Man- 
agers have had authority to expend it, and we want these treas- 
urers to make out and render their accounts. 

The joint commission of which the gentlemen from Missouri 
[Mr. DOCKERY] and from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] are members, is 
seeking to devise legislation for a more speedy auditing of ac- 
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counts that should apply to all the Departments, although the 
present system is more speedy by far than the law touching the 
auditing of the accounts of the Board of Managers. 

Now let me go a step further. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iwish while the gentleman is on that 
branch of the subject to ask him a question. You do not under- 
stand that there has been a neglect in the certification of vouch- 
ers to between four and five million dollars? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is what I understand from 
the readin, 
million dollars of accounts which are not audited. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That simply means that the auditor 
has not gotten through with the auditing; but he has the ac- 
counts and the vouchers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, I do not know. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Oh, yes; read his letters. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I read the letter very carefully; 
and he said in that letter that if this provision of law was en- 
acted that he could make these settlements in a speedy manner. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish toask the gentleman 
from Illinois a question for information. I understood, as I 
suppose the House understood, from your remarks that the 
money intrnsted by the Board of Managers to these treasurers is 
not managed in such a manner as to be safe, and if the account- 
ing is done in the right way, they should give a bond to the 
United States. Is it not true that there is a treasurer of the 
corporation who does givé a bond to the amount of a hundred 
thousand dollars; and are not the subtréasurers at these other 
homesresponsible to him, and he responsible for them to the 
Government? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would say that I understand that 
the acting treasurer heretofore has given a bond to the United 
States in the sum of $100,000. The gentleman says, I do not 
know as to that. But I make answer to that 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is he not 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman wants to both ask 
and answer the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I ask the gentleman’s par- 
don. The treasurers o the branch homes have heretofore given 
bond to the Board of Managers, and they will continue toso give 
bond unless we enact this legislation. Now we provide for a 
general treasurer, this disbursing officer, who manages the other 


seven disbursing officers—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not think the gentle- 


man understood my question. 
I think I understood the gentle- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
man's question very well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My question was whether 
the treasurer was under bond, whether he was not responsible 
to the Government for these subtreasurers? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, the treasurer was under 
bond to the United States in the sum of $100,000 and yet he was 
disbursing $3,000,000; and that is practically no security with- 
out a vigilant administration and speedy auditing of the ac- 
counts. . 

The only efficient check, as in the case of all our disbursing 
officers, is not in the amountof the bond, but is in the vigorous 
administration and the monthly accounting. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If your statements are correct, then, in- 
stead of this kind of legislation on an 8 bill, ought 
we 5 have a separate bill and have the whole subject over- 

aule 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is so much that ought to be 
done and so little time to do it that unless such errors of admin- 
istration and accounting as these are corrected in connection 
with the provisions appropriating for the service there will not 
be any correction at all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The reason I asked the question was 
this. We new members, who have not investigated this sub- 
ject, are troubled to know just what we ought todo. If you in- 
troduce a special bill upon the subject, then we shall have the 
time and the opportunity to investigate and considerit. We 
want to do what is right, but we do not just know what is right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, it has been discussed for 
some time, and it is in the power of gentlemen to read. If they 
will read a little, they will get at the truth of the matter. 

One other clause that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] 
objects to is this: 

That the Board of Managers shall make an annual r 
ofthe National Home for Disabled Volunteer o 
War, to be submitted by him with his annual report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each regular session thereof. 

The gentleman says that is Ubi Bk to Why? They have 
got to make the annual report Congress now; this merely 
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of that letter—that there are between four and five’ 
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places the report among the reports from the War Department, 
so that Aba, Pca can get it and read it. There are not twenty 
men in this House who knew a week ago that this Board of Man- 
agers of National Homes reported directly to Congress. Men b 
the dozen have come to me and asked me where they could find 
out something about it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that there 
is not a manon the Board of Managers that is not as honest and 
straight as any man in this country. I know them all and they 
are gentlemen whose honesty and integrity can not be ques- 
tioned, here or elsewhere. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is very true and very conclu- 
sive and about as logical as anything that has been said in oppo- 
sition to this proposed legislation. $ 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will my friend yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not yield to anybody until I 
complete the reading of this provision: 

And all laws or poy of laws that require the Board to audit and examine 
or authenticate the accounts of the treasurer and visit the home quarterly 
are hereby repealed. 

The gentleman strikes an attitude and says that that is vital. 
Now, what is the existing law? The law provides that this 
Board of Managers shall every three months visit these homes. 
Complaint was made that that provision of law was onerous and 
unnecessarily expensive, and therefore we provided that they 
should not be compelled to visit these homes quarterly. The 
gentleman says that this provision repeals their authority to 
visit. Not so. The authority inheres in them, because as this 
is a corporation they, as its managers, have the power to visit 
it when they choose, and it is their duty to do so, and this very 
repealing act itself permits them (if they required any permis- 
sion}, because it says that they shall not be required to visit 
quarterly. Then, to make assurance doubly sure, the very bill 
that we propose to enact appropriates $7,000 to pay the expenses 
of visitation. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How much did the visitation cost before? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. About the same amount. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Can they charge and receive psy for 
doing that which the law does not require them todo? Will 
the Secretary of War or any other official approve their vouch- 
ers for expenses or mileage? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
mileage now. 

Mr. NORTH WAV. Then, will the auditing officials approve 
their vouchers for expenses for something that they are not 
legally required to do? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, If the gentleman had paid as close 
attention to me as I think I was perhaps entitled to receive, it 
would not have been necessary for him to ask that question. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I have listened attentively to every word 
you have said. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I have talked in vain if the 
gentleman has not understood my position on that point. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I may not be the one to blame for 
that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will state again that the very 
fact of this being a corporation and having a board of managers 
implies the rightand the duty of that board to manage. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But you do not answer my question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am very unfortunate, indeed, if I 
have not made some slight answer to the gentleman s question. 
Secondly, I tell him that the very language of this act implies 
necessarily that this Board shall have the right to visit. 

Mr, NORTHWAY. But is it obligatory on them to visit? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then, if it is not obligatory, can they 
charge and receive compensation for doing it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. And I tell my friend 
that we appropriate here $7,000—within a few dollars of what 
they expended last year—to pay the expenses of visitation. If 
the law were silentevery where else, that is sufficient of itself. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. You are mistaken about the phra- 


seology. 

Mr. owns of California. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinios Mr. CANNON] a question in good faith. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well.- 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like the gentleman to 
tell us (because there are a good many of us who are not well 
informed about this matter) what emergency or necessity has 
arisen for changing the law in respect to this management? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have been talking, I think, about 
twenty-five minutes—— 

a. BOWERS of California. And I have listened to every 
word. 


I do not think they receive any 
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Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Ifthe gentleman has not discovered | tion to ask unanimous consent that thirty minutes be allowed to 


from what I have already said the necessity for changing the 
law, then it will do no good for me to go over the matter again. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. That is a very discreet an- 


swer. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask what will be the duties of 
this regular army officer, this inspector? Will he pass upon the 
accounts? Will the Board be allowed to make only such expendi- 
tures as he approves? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say with great respect that 
if we could organize a kindergarten school here to teach the 
manner in which expenditures are made and audited, it would 
be a great benefit to some gentlemen. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lhope the es will answer my inquiry. 
We want to get at the facts. I simply ask what are to be the 
duties of this inspector, and whether the Board of Managers will 
be allowed to make only such expendituresand for such purposes 
as this inspector may approve. 

Mr. COGSWELL. He has nothing to do with that matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from South Da- 
kota had read the existing law and the provisions of this bill, 
he never would have asked that question. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Massachusetts (and I 
believe the committee are in earnest about this thing) says that 
this provision does not contemplate any transfer tot ar De- 
partment. The gentleman from Illinois, who I believe has an 
equal interest in this matter, declares that the provision does 
practically make a transfer of this institution to the War De- 

tment. Now, if it does so, I am for one opposed to it; if it 
oa not, that is anotherquestion. Here isa wide difference be- 
tween the gentlemen. I am trying to get at the truth of the 
matter. And I would like to know what will be the duties of 
this inspector so far as the accounts are concerned? 

Mr. COGSWELL. So far as the administration of the home 
and the accounts are concerned, nothing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then what does he inspect? 

Mr. COGSWELL. He is 7 5 to go and inspect, and then 
1 to Congress what he finds. 

r. PICKLER. Will the Board have the same authority with 
reference to expenditures and the purposes for which expendi- 
tures are made as they have now? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. hae weg and fully. 

Now, let me say, in conclusion, t I indorse the views of my 
colleugue on the committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. . , in the recommendation which he has made 
and which the full committee has adopted. I believe that in 
the interest of good legislation and good administration this rec- 
ommendation should receive the approval of the House. I 
will go farther and say that the provisions embodied in the bill, 
to which some gentlemen have objected, and the provisions 
now o‘Tered as amendments, which are far less important than 
those inserted in the bill, are simply an effort in the direction 
of sound administration, and are not liable to the criticism that 
some wicked people have been trying to discriminate against 
these homes and put them under the control of a wicked Secre- 
tary of War; for, in truth and in fact, the powers of the Board 
of Man were plenary before these amendments, are plenary 
now, and will be plenary after the amendments are adopted. 

The only interference with the existing law is with the view 
of insuring under all circumstances a prompt and honest account 
of the expenditures made under the authority of this Board. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I will ask my colleague on the commit- 
tee whether it is not true that in the committee a suggestion to 
put bond ete under the War Department was unanimously dis- 
approved. 

sf r. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. Suchathing was never 
intended—never thought of. 

Mr. SIMPSON obtained the floor and said: I understand that 
the chairman of the committee wants to make a motion that the 
committee rise. If I can obtain ten or fifteen minutes in the 
morning, I will gladly give way. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that debate upon the 
clause now under consideration and amendments thereto, and 
also upon the clause to which the other point of order has been 
raised the gentleman from Illinois, and amendments thereto, 
be closed in thirty minutes. When this request is acted on, I 
will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. Does that include the ph moved by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]? 

Mr. COGSWELL. No. Time will be asked for that purpose 


Mr. REED. Then that is all right. 
Mr. SAYERS. That is not provided for yet; but I will say 
that just as soon as we dispose of this question, it is my inten- 


the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY], twenty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from North olina [Mr. ERSON], 
and fifteen minutes to the gentleman from ornia [Mr. Loup 
I will make that uest now. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman's request is first that de- 
bate on these paragraphs be closed — 

Mr. COGSWELL. In half an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. In half an hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. That thirty minutes be allowed upon the 
pending paragraphs and amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that debate 
on the two paragraphs under consideration and amendments 
thereto closs in half an hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I ask further unanimous consent that 
thirty minutes be allowed the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MCCLEARY], that twenty minutes be allowed the gentleman 
from Indiana{Mr. HOLMAN], and that fifteen minutes be allowed 
the gentleman from North Carolina Mr. HENDERSON], and fif- 
teen minutes to the gentleman from California[Mr. Loup], after 
these two 8 and amendments have been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the bill generally? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; on the bill ee 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unsnimous consent that after the disposal of the matters 
under consideration thirty minutes be allowed to the gentloman 
from Minnesota Mr. MCCLEARY}; twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]; fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], and fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] to discuss the 
matter generally. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentle- 
man from Kansas Mr. SIMPSON], who has been unavoidably ab- 
sent from tho House, be recognized and allowed ten minutes in 
which to speak upon the pending paragraphs in the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] be allowed ten minutes on the pending 
paragraphs. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry 
civilexpenses of the Government for the year ending June 
2 1895, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to accounts of the Treasury of the 
W bill k. B. 5530) 1 h king of 

A H. R. 5530) to regulate the ma of pro returns 
by officers of the Government; and ao 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 


United States Army. 
The m Ə also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment H. R.1918, authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 


Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
or other purposes; which was read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, and re- 
1550 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5425) for a charter for the Iowa and Nebraska 
Pontoon Bridge Company; and 
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A bill (H. R. 4831) to amend an act entitled An act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge at or near Sioux 
City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of 
April 30, 1890, and February 7, 1893; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


1 unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
Ws: 
To Mr. BROSIUS, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. MALLORY, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. IL ask leave of absence for my col- 
league, Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, for a few days, on account of 
sickness. 

There was no objection. 


* LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to the Committee on 
Agriculture to sit during the sessions of the House. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the following reso- 
lution, submitted by the Committee on Agriculture, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have 
pees for its use any documents it may deem necessary, in connection with 

e consideration of matters referred toit by the Honse. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 5 o’clock and 37 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BUNN, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of William 
Gray; which, with the accompanying report (No. 603), was or- 
pores to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills and petitions which 
were referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 469) for the relief of Adolph von Haake the Com- 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6276) for the relief of Susannah Smith—the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of Granville Rogers—the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A petition asking for the Fass Yo of a special act for the re- 
lief of Susannah Smith—the G ttee on Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A petition of Senator William H. Martin and others, of Frenh- 
town, N. J., that Jacob Case, Company D, Thirtieth New Jersey 
Infantry, be allowed an increase of pension—the Committee on 
8 discharged, and referred tothe Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6255) to increase the pension of Jacob Case, late 
of Company D, Thirtieth New Jersey Volunteers—the Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5035) granting a pension to Mrs. Adolphe W. 
Kroutinger, widow of Adolphe W. Kroutinger, late of Company 
—, Second Infantry iment, United States Regular Army—the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr: SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 6337) for the establish- 
ment of a fish-cultural station in the State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6338) to abolish the Bureau in 
the Treasury Department known as the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey, and transfer the work of said Bureau to the Hydrographic 
Q. in the Navy Departmentand the Geological Survey in the 


Department of the Interior—to the Committee on Naval Af- 


By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill H. R. 6339) to establish a national 
board of health, to provide for the investigation and preven- 


tion of communicable diseases in the United States, to prevent 
their introduction from one State or Territory into another, and 
to coiperate with the Marine Hospital Service to prevent the 
introduction of such diseases into the United States from for- 
eign countries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, * 
By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 6340) granting to the St. 
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of 
way through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond 
du Lac Indian Reservations, in the State of Minnesota—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
_ By Mr. CAUSEY: A bill (H. R. 6341) to prevent the destruc- 
tion of food fish—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. > 

By Mr. BRYAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 143) propos nr 
an amendment to the Constitution, providing for the election of 
United States Senators bya direet vote of the le of the sev- 
eral States whenever they shall make provisions for same b 
statute or constitution—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and gta arabe in Congress. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A resolution asking to set 
apart time for the consideration of the bill H. R. 5246—to the 
Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ti- 
tles were presented and refe as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill H. R. 6342) for the relief of L. T. Dix, 
of Dayton, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6343) granting a ion to John B. Younger, 
of Grant County, 1 Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6344) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Coyle, of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6345) to increase the pension of Robert S. 
Lee, of Pendleton County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6346) to correct the rai of the pension of 
Henry Shouert under pension certificate No. 41026i—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of James M. Blackburn, 
of Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6348) granting a pension to Joseph Hogan 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6349) for the benefit of Fountain Riddell, 
administrator of Nancy Pace, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Catharine Metz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6351) to pension James Carroll, of Dayton, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to James Lloyd 
Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6353) granting a pension to Theodore M. 
Piatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6354) granting a pension to D. E. Redmon, 
of Falmouth, Ky.—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6355) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Maria N. Flint—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6356) granting tho 
son to George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) to increase the pension of Mary E. 
Tozier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 6358) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Francis A. Goodeno, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief of Henry 
J. Preble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (by request): A bill (H. R. 6360) 
for the relief of Seth H. Kellogg, and the heirs of John Buck- 
om and Frank Buckingham—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pau- 
line J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6362) to purchase of Ellen 
ey a certain sword and silver tureen—to the Committee on 
brary. 
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By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6363) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Harris and others, heirs of Manning Harris, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6364) for the relief of 
George W. Winford, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6365) granting a pension to 
Kate C. McDougal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of P. H. 
‘Boisseau administrator, of Thomas B. Doe—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6367) for the relief of A. Hogan to the Com 
mittee on Claims. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6368) for the relief of Noell, Cannaday & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6369) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Edmund B. Alexander—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of Sarah and Katie 
Bryon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) for the relief of W. A. Bland—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Judge R. Burns to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of William H. Miller, Grand 
Master Workman of the Ancient Order of United Workmen, 
together with resolutions of Monitor Council, No. 765, Royal Ar- 
canum, St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Eads, Colo., 
asking favorable action on Senate bill 1376, relating to butter- 
ine, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of Adolph Trier and 25 others, 
of the Cigar Makers’ Union of Sheboygan, Wis., protesting 
against the increase of taxes on manufactured cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Two petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
asking Congress to reject the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Schoolcraft, Mich., in favor of the 

sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31; the Jour- 
neymen Stonecutters’ Union; the Carpenters’ Union, No. 421; 
the Bakers’ Union; the Coopers’ Union, No. 54; the Beer-Drivers’ 
and Stablemen’s Union, and Detroit Lodge, No. 82, Machinists’ 
Union, allof Detroit, Mich., forthe establishment of Government 
telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Danville, 
III., favoring postal legislation in the interest of the fraternal 
society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of the Grand Lodge of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen of the State of New York, in favor 
of admitting the publications of fraternal organizations to the 
mails on the same terms as newspapers, as provided in the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Two petitions in favor of the e of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Three 2 in favor of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of imitation dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition to Congress asking it to reject the proposed 
God-in-the Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of Joseph Suess and others, 
of Chicago, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of the Cigar Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of Boston, Mass., for retention of present internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TCHER: Petition of E. N. Young and 24 others, 
in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of T. B. Delo and 
others, of Elmira, N. Y., in favor of the enactment of the Man- 


derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By GORMAN: Petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31, and 
of Carpenters’ Union, No. 421, both of Detroit, Mich., asking 
for Government ownership and control of the telegraph systems 
of the country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


By Mr. GRESHAM: Petition of Mrs. Mary McDonald, of 
Cuero, De Witt County, Tex., for relief to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of F. L. Morgan and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Perry, Dallas County, and of Lawrence Davis and 19 oth- 
ers. citizens of Milo, Warren County, Iowa, asking the passage 
of the Manderson Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Petition in favor of the Man- 
de son Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of parry Petition of citizens of the 
Seventh Congressional district of Mississippi, for legislation to 
punish train-wreckers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of George F. Riley and 23 others, 
citizens of Boston, praying for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill, in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LUCAS: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 153, 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., protesting against a change in the tax on 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Calvin Duke Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Sturges, S. Dak., e Re general pension law of $12 
per month for all honorably discharged Union soldiers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of the Geographical Society of 
San Francisco, Cal.. in favor of a survey of the entrance of and 
approaches to the harbor of San Francisco—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, protest from citizens of California, against the reduction 
of the tariff duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petitionof the American Humane Association 
in favor of House bill 4182—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 118, of Peoria, III., 
against an increase in the internal-revenue tax oncigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means.. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Protest of Frank W. Francis and others, 
of New Bedford, Mass., against any increase of internal-revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorandum in case of Mrs. K. C. McDougal—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitionof P. W. Lyman and others, of Fall River, Mass., 
agains otteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of William S. 
Trish and 32 other citizens of Pewamo, and of John Hulst and 20 
other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., in favor of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31, andof the 
Journeymen Stone Cutters’ Union, both of Detroit, Mich., in 
favor of governmental control of telegraph lines—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of New Philadel- 
phia, Ohio, in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of James B. Sloat, Jacob Freeman, 
and others, of Toledo, Ohio, protesting against increase of tax 
on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SOMERS: Petition of Emil Hartman and others, of 
Milwaukee, and of the members of Alpha Council, No. 43, Royal 
Arcanum, of the same place, in favor of the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, 
Carpenters’ Union, No. 421, Stone Cutters’ Union, Bakers’ Union, 
and of Detroit Lodge of Machinists, all of Detroit, Mich., favor- 


ing Government ownership and control of the telegraph systems 


of the country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Resolutions of the senate of the State of 
New York, recommending the passage of House bill 36—to the 
Committee on the Post Oifice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELERof Alabama: Petition of Martha A. Street, 
administratrix of Reuben Street, deceased, of Madison County, 
Alabama, to the Congress of the United States, requesting a re- 
hearing of her case—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE, 
TUESDAY, March 20, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


TRANSFER OF MILITARY RECORDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate of the 14th instant, relative to the proposed transfer 
from the Treasury and Interior Departments to the War De- 

rtmentof the military records of the American Revolution and 

e war of 1812, as authorized by an act of Congress approved 
June 24, 1892; which was referred to the Committes on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Arkan- 
sas, praying that fraternal and aoe journals be admitted to 
the mailsassecond-class matter; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of La- 

range County, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the 
ilson tariff putz Which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of Peter White 
and sundry other citizens of Marquette, Mich., and the memo- 
rial of J. M. pees dee and sundry other citizens of Marquette, 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of H. M. Goddard and 
16 other citizens of South Royalton, Vt., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Union No. 264, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Rutland, Vt., re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
ci ; whigh was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

fir. WASHBURN presented a Saree of the Chamber of 
Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropri tion of 
$10,000 be made for the examination and survey of a canal to 
connect the waters of Lake Superior and the Mississippi River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
St. Cloud, Minn., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented sundry memorials of cigar manufac- 
turers of Portland, Saco, and Biddeford, all in the State of Maine, 
remonstrating against an increase of theinternal-revenue tax on 
cigars: which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

r. HAWLEY presented a petition of William A. Willard 
and 19 other citizens of Hartford, Conn,, and a petition of B. H. 
Webb Council, No. 702, Royal Arcanum, of Hartford, Conn., 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 

the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of D. W. Thompson and 
40 other citizens of Williamstown, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws reg- 
ulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Frank W. Francis and 15 
other cigar manufacturers, of Bedford, Mass., and the memorial 
of Joseph V. Broderick and 32 other employés of F. P. Norton, 
cigar manufacturer, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against au 
increase of the internal- revenue tax on cigars; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a memorialof the General Assembly 
of the State of Maryland, 5 against the passage of 
House bill No. 2001, to repeal certain laws relating to perma- 
nent and indefinite appropriations, in so far as the same repeals 
the laws making appropriations for the support of agricultural 
experiment stations and in aid of agricultural colleges; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, as follows: 

THE STATE OF MARYLAND, Executive Department. 
Joint resolutions oe and urging the Senators and Representatives 
in the Congress of the United States from the State of gt Aaa to use 
their best efforts and endeavors to defeat the pango of a bill now pend- 
ing in Congress known as House bill No. 2091," entitled. A bill torepeal 
certain laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations,” intro- 
duced in the House of Represcntatives by Mr. SAYERS of Texas so far as 


the same repeals the Jaws making appropriations for the — —.— of agri- 
cultural experimental stations and in aid of agricultural colleges. 


Whereas there is now ding in the Co: of the United States a bill 
known as House bill No. 20%, which has for its object, in part, the repeal 
of the laws ma appropriations for the support of agricultural experi- 
mental stations and in aid of agricultural colleges; and 


Whereas the withdrawal of said a 
agriculture and agricultural education: 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the Senators and 
Representatives from Maryland in the Congress of the United States, be and 
they are hereb uested to use their best efforts and endeavors to defeat 
the passage of saii bill so far as ths same applies to agricultural experi- 
mental stations and agricultural education; and be it further 
Resolved, That the governor be and he is hereby directed to forward, un- 
der the great seal of tho State of Maryland, a copy of these resolutions to 
each of the Senators and Representatives of Maryland in the Congress of 
the United States at as early a day as possible. 
Given under our hands this lith day of . A. D. 1894. 
JOHN WALTER SMITH, 
President of the Senate. 
JAMES H. PRESTON, 
Speaker of the House of Delegates. 
STATE OF MARYLAND: 


I, Frank Brown, gorong ot the State of Maryland, do hereby certify, 
that the foregoing | a full and true copy of the joint resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Maryland, of which it papori to be @ copy. 

Witnessmy hand and the great seal of Maryland 

Done at the city of Annapolis on the 20th day of 
our Lord, 1894. 

SEAL.) 

y the governor: 


tions will work great injury to 
erefore, 


February, in the year of 
FRANK BROWN. 


WILLIAM T. BRANTLY, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. GORMAN presənted the petition of Mrs, Julias Nolan, of 
Baltimore, Md., widow of Charles Nolan, late of Company C, 
Second Regiment United States Dragoons, praying that she be 
granted a pension of $12 per month; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the State Medical Society, 
known as the Medical an ep aos Faculty of Maryland, pray- 


ing for the age of Senate bill No. 1153, creating a bureau of 
public health; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic 
iseases, 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Emmitsburg, 
Md., praying that the preamble to the Constitution of the United 
States be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Packard and sun- 
dry other citizens of Maryland,and a petition of the Society of 
Friends, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Fred Deruhard and sund 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md., and the memorial of W. Hoff- 
man and sundry other citizens of Boonesboro, Md., remonstrat- 
ing against the imposition of an income tax, and also t 
an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry employés of William 
J. Hooper & Co., of Baltimore, Md., and a memorial of sundry 
employés of th? J. J. Johnson Company, of Baltimore, Md., re- 
monstrating against any change being made in the present du- 
ties cn cotton and flax fish nettings, webs, seines, etc.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Robert E. Green, W. T. Allen, 
and sundry other citizens of Maryland; of William H. James, 
R. J. Wilson, Richard Grady, H. M. Fuller, George Damman, 
jr., William N. Hildebrand, S. H. Ranneker, J. Spencer Clarke, 
and G. A. McGaw, and sundry other citizens of Baltimore, Md.; 
of Acma Council, No. 858, Royal Arcanum, of Baltimore; of 
John A. Murray and sundry other citizens of Williamsport; of 
John O. McKeby and sundry other citizens of Phoenix; of Levin 
F. Morris and sundry other citizens of Bath; of William E. Taw 
and sundry other citizens of Marion; of Edward P. Allen, presi- 
dent, and sundry students of Mount St. Mary’s College, Em- 
mitsburg, and of W. A. Trader and sundry other citizens of Sal- 
isbury, all in the State of Maryland, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of Fayerweather & 
Faden, of Flintstone, Ga., praying for the retention of the auy 
on sole leather; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a memorial of P. S. Clark & Co. and sparg 
other druggists of Georgia, and the memorialof John W. — 
wyn, chairman of the Georgia Board of Pharmacy, of Macon, 
Ga., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on alcohol; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Charles A. Conklin, of At- 
lanta, Ga., praying that the time of putting into effect the clause 
of the Wilson tariff bill affecting tin plate be postponed until 
October 1, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 115) for the development 
and encouragement of silk culture in the United States under 
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the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, reportedit with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1170) to establish an electrical experiment station for the 
p of investigating and determining whether electricity 
can Sa profitably applied as a motive power in the propulsion of 
farm machinery and implements, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 6 of 
Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands 
and mining resources, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 200] for the relief of 
Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 571) to provide a postal-card letter, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 751) to provide a postal currency, and for other purposes, 
reported adversely thereon. 

r. KYLE, Lask that the bill be placed on the Calendar with 
the adverse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S.885) for the relief of 
legal representatives of John Wightman, deceased, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 

, to report it with amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that so far as the Republican 
members of the Committee on Finance are concerned they did 
not 885 to the reporting of the bill, while they are opposed 
not only to the proposed income tax, but to the many changes ot 
sf payee ad valorems, and to the great bulk of the provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the bill be printed and placed 
upon the Calendar, and I give notice that on the 2d day of April, 
which is a week from next Monday, I shall call the bill up for 
consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Indi- 
ana, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, whether there 
is to be any written report with the bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will there be any statement submitted 
by the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will be when the bill is called up 
for consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A statement that will show the changes 
which are proposed in the existing law? 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will be full statements and explana- 
tions of the bill when it is called up for consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And those will be ready in print on the 
2d day of April? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not say that, or in what form they 
will be made. I myself expect, for instance, to make a state- 
ment to the Senate when the bill is called up for consideration. 
I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that there will be com- 
parative statements which will be accessible to the Senator, 
showing the changes which are proposed to be made in the ex- 
isting law. All those usual sources of information will be amply 
afforded in a very short time. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I make this inquiry because of the fact, 
recognized by all, that the many changes in the bill from spe- 
cific to ad valorem duties require an expert to show exactly what 
changes are pro in the law. I think such a document as 
has been referred to, either in the nature of a statement by some 
expert familiar with tariff duties or a report from the commit- 
tee, should be printed and in the hands of Senators some days 
before the bill is taken up for consideration. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All that information will be speedily af- 
forded to the Senate and to Senators. 

Mr. MANDERSON. H hope it may. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, a single word perhaps 
will be proper and appropriate from me upon this 8 

I have assented to the report just e the chairman of 
the committee, justifying my action by the f that whether 
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wise or unwise in all its provisions it is the best compromise 
obtainable in a committee differing widely in their views upon 
economic questions and in the effect upon the prosperity of the 
country when embodied in our statute laws. 

I shall find no difficulty in supporting in the Senate my col- 
leagues with whom I have 3 upon the committee in enact- 
ing into law so much of the proposed legislation as will yield to 
the Government all the revenue needed when economically ad- 
ministered. Beyond this just and proper limit I must not be 
expected to go. 

In view of the fact that two subjects of legislation proposed in 
the bill had received much public attention, I will announce to 
the Senate, as I have already stated to the committee, my views 
and purpose as toeach of them. Firstly, I disagree with m 
colleagues upon the committee upon that section of the bill 
which provides for an income tax; ample provision having been 
otherwise made in the bill for revenue, its presence here is un- 
nec and besides it is un-American, un-Democratic, and, 
as I think, unwise. Ishall move at the proper time to strike 
this provision from the bill. 

Secondly, I disagree with my colleagues on the committee in 
respect to the sugar schedule as it appears in the bill; and I 
shall feel impelled to ofer at the proper time an amendment to 
this schedule, believing that the option to impose duties upon 
sugar either by the polariscope test or a Dutch standard of 
color, as the customs officers may elect, is a dangerous power to 
confer upon any Government officer, and its effects will prove 
confusing and misleading when applied in practice. I trust, how- 
ever, that the committee upon further consideration will adopt 
this view and offer an amendment which will confine the test 
of all sugar, raw and refined, to the polariscope test alone, and 
thus make certain and definite the duties each shall pay. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think it would be a convenience to have a 
pamphlet print of the bill with the present law stated in each 
paragraph and then the propos d changes. First, the changes 
proposed by the House of Representatives, and, secondly, the 
modifications proposed by the Senate Committee on Finance. 
It seems to me that would be a great convenience. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator be kind enough tospeak 
this way? I did not hear what he said. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would be a great convenience to 
Senators to have a pamphlet print of the bill, embracing, first, 
the existing law as respects these paragraphs secondly, the 
changes in the paragraph proposed by the bill as it came to us 
from the other House 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is what I have already stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. And, thirdly, the changes proposed by the 
Senate Committee on Finance. Has the Senator suggested that 
a print of that character shall be made? 

r. VOORHEES. Yes; with an index. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That I think would be a wise 
order to have made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is the Senator makinga point on the form 
or the substance of the publication? Does he wish to have it 
in a different form from the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it might be well to have it in acon- 
venient pamphlet form. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that 
we can adjust that in committee. There will be no trouble about 
fixing that. : 

Mr. ALLISON. But it will be necessary to have an order of 
the Senate, I think. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will be subheadings also in the bill, 
so that it will be easy of reference. 

1 — VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the proposition made by the Senator from 
Iowa been adopted? I thought the Senator made a motion or. a 
suggestion equivalent toa motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Sena- 
tor from Indiana to assent to the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senate assented to it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No motion was made and no re- 
quest was submitted for the Chair to put to the Senate. s 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand precisely what was done. 
I should like to know whether that matter is disposed of? 

Mr. FRYE. It can not be done without an order of the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I stated. 3 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think the matter can be very safely left 
to the Senator from Iowa and myself, for we shall fix it up most 
likely exactly as he wants it. ö 

Mr. FRYE. It can not be done without an order of the Sen- 


ate. 
Mr. HOAR. No; it can not be done without an order of the 
Senate. 


1894. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I differ from the Senator. We have done 
a great many things of that kind already without an order of the 
Senate. The committee itself has power to do that. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not myself exactly understand (I do not 
know that it is important it should be understood now) what 
is the parliamentary attitude ofthe bill. Iunderstand the Sen- 

‘ator from Indiana to report the bill, and then if the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], as he undertook to do, represents 
the Republican members of the committee, and the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] has been correctly under- 
stood in regard to the income tax and the sugar schedule, here 
is a bill reported from a committee in reg: to which in two 
of its great, perhaps its greatest, single features a majority of 
the committee who are said to report the bill are opposed. 
Now, does that make a parliamentary report? The Senator 
from New Jersey is opposed to two great sections of the bill. 
Ido not understand how the committee can be said to have 
agreed to this report. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not understand that there was any 
disagreement in committee as to the reporting of the bill this 
morning. I heard no objection to its being reported. I think 
Iam telling no committee secret. It was ordered to be reported 
by general assent, as I supposed. I want to say to the Senator 

from Massachusetts 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will on me, that I may make 
my statement plain. I supposed that a committee ordinarily 
report bills they are in favor of and not bills they are opposed 


to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not wish to get into any discussion 
on any collateral subjects this morning upon the bill. The time 
will come when I think I can convince the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that I have acted exactly in a proper manner in re- 
spect to this subject. 

Mr. HOAR. made no criticism on the Senator from New 
Jersey. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in mse to 
the inquiry of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the bill was 
reported by the chairman of the Committee on Finance and it 
has been placed on the Calendar. The Chairdidnot understand 
the Senator from Iowa to ask unanimous consent, and for that 
reason the Chair did not submit the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER., Referring tothe tariff bill which has been re- 
ported, I desire to give no that when it is called up at the 
time named by the Senator from Indiana I shall move to substi- 
tute for it the bill which I introduced last week, being the bill 
(S. 1762) to amend the customs laws and to provide additional 
revenue for the support of Government, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1918) author- 
izing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway itis apse to bridge 
me 1 and Sabine Rivers in the States of Louisiana and 

exas. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of a dis- 
inctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy Union 

upon all occasions of ceremony; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 4831) to amend an act entitled An act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge at or near Sioux 
City, Iowa,” 3 March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of April 
30, 1890, and February 7, 1893; and 

A bill (H. R. 5425) for the charter of the Iowa and Nebraska 
Pontoon Bridge Company. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1793) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Robert Roby; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, PEFFER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1794) for the 
relief of Harrison Wagner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill S. 1795) to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument to the Maryland heroes of the Revolution- 
ary war; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He introduced a bill (S. 1796) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against Philip Bradley, late of Company F, Seventy- 


second New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1797) for the relief of Miss Mar 
Henry Carroll, sister of Miss Anna Ella Carroll, deceased; whi 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. = 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. i 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intenđed to be pro- 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
refe to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. ALLEN. Yesterday I submitted an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment proposing to 
make an appropriation of $16,000 for a resurvey of the lands of 
Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State of braska; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw that reference, and have the amend- 
ment referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and that change of reference will be made. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. GIBSON. I move that the bill (S. 1680) to more effectu- 
ally suppress gambling in the District of Columbia be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FENDERS ON DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY CARS, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 2 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to 
investigate and zeper as promptly as may be, whether in their opinion the 
street railways of the city of Washington, 88 gi cable and electric 
power, have adopted and are using the most © fenders for the pro- 
tection of human life and limb, and if they are not using the best.available 
appliances what remedy should be invoked to compel them to do so, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to submit an editorial article 
from the Evening Star of last evening bearing on this question, 
which I ask to have referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paper will 
be so referred. 


INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a copy of the last report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon the Intro- 
duction of domesticated reindeer into the district of Alaska.“ 


REPEAL OF FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


+ Resolved, That the sum of 682.92. be; the arpan of printing 2,000 extra 
copies of Senate Report No. 113, part 2, be paid from the appropriation for 


the contingent expenses of the Senate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Contro 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcommittee 
thereof, have power to employ a stenographer to report hearings in connec- 
tion with Senate bill 1586, to ratify contirm an agreement with the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make appropriation for carrying the same into effect;” the compensation 
of said stenographer to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
upon vouchers properly approved by the chairman of said committee. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of 
a distinctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy 
Union upon all occasions of ee twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed, 
in accordance with the notice gave yesterday, with my remarks 
upon the resolution on the Hawaiian question reported by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me 
to have the resolution read for the purpose of fixing a time for 
its consideration? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, reported by Mr. TURPIE 


É 


Iron the Committee on Foreign Relations January 23, 1894, as 
ollows: 

Resolved, That from the facts and papers laid before the Senate it is unwise 
and inexpedient, under existing conditions, to consider at this time any proj- 
ect of annexation of the Hawaiian territory to the United States; that the 
Provisional Government therein Karo: been duly r the highest 
international interests require that it shall pursue its own line of policy. 
Foreign intervention in the political affairs of these islands will be regarded 
as an act unfriendly to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. TURPIE. It will be recollected that at the time when 
the resolution was reported the committee asked for its imme- 
diate consideration. Present consideration has been much be- 
lated, and I think the resolution has been a reasonable time at 
least before the Senate. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that it be made the special order for Tuesday next immediately 
after the routine morning business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object. ; s 

Mr. PLATT. What day does the Senator from Indiana pro- 
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Mr. TURPIE. Tuesday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is objection. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is ob.ection. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then I should like to have some agreement 
as to the time when a vote shall be taken and when the debate 
upon the resolution shall close, I will remark to the Senator 
from Oregon that the resolution was by the committee at least 
held to relate to the external view of our policy: it does not re- 
late to the mooted questions that have been debated here, and 
early action in regard to it is certainly advisable. There is no 
need of the pendency of the resolution here as a subject-matter 
for debate upon such questions as have been debated in the course 
of the argument. The original resolution of the Senator from 
Maine Mr. FRYE}ison the table, and the question of concurring 
or nonconcurring in the report made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is yet on the table. Both those 
papers contain a full basis for complete debate upon the whole 
subject without reference to the resolution which I now ask 
be made a special order. Icall the attention of the Senator from 
Oregon to the expediency at least of fixing atime—if next Tues- 
day is not the proper time—when the resolution shall be madea 
special order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not myself prepared to agree to any time. 
As is well known, I did not favor the report of the resolution as 
it was made, and after the interpretation which has been placed 
upon the first clause of the resolution by a member of the com- 
mittee, I understand that other members of the committee who 
at the time agreed to the report are not willing to stand by the 
favorable report. I think theresolution should be recommitted, 
so that we may know how the committee stands upon it, and if 
itis not in shape to satisfy the majority of the committee, it 
should be put in that shape. I therefore can not agree this 
morning to any time for its final disposition. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 832) to simplif theform ofdeeds 
of conveyance, trust, and releases of land in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Sen- 
ate with some reluctance upon a question which has been very 
fully debated, but there are some aspects of that question to 
which I have given attention, and I have reached conclusions 
which I believe it my duty to state to the Senate. 

The necessity for an investigation by Mr. Cleveland of the 
Hawaiian revolution, so called, will appear evident from a con- 
sideration of the documents and popor accessible to him when 

the investigation was ordered. In the statement of facts con- 
nected with this revolution I shall confine myself to the facts as 
shown by the documents then in existence. These papers show 
that on Saturday, I4th day of Januiry, 1893, the Legislature of 
the Kingdom of Hawaii was in session in accordance with the 
constitution, and thatin pursuance of the undoubted power of 
the Queen it was duly prorogued. 

They also show that on the same day the Queen, under pres- 
sure from her native subjects, proposed to promulgate a new 
constitution; that this proposed action was op d by her cab- 
inet, and that she finally desisted, temporarily, as is alleged, 
from that attempt. 

A meeting was held on the same day, in the back room of a 
lawyer's office, to take action in reference to this peopeset pro- 
mulgation. The meeting at which there could have pres- 
ent only a small number of persons, probably not more than two 


_ dozen, ee what they called a committee of safety com- 
posed of 


rteen persons to consider the situation and devise 
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ways and means for the maintenance of the public peace and the 
protection of life and property.” 

The committee called a mass meeting of the citizens of Hono- 
lulu, to be convened on Monday, the !6th, at 2 o'clock p. m., 
which was duly organized and addressed by the leading spirits 
in opposition to the Queen. 

In the mean time the Queen had issued a proclamation, coun- 
tersigned by her cabinet, in which she promised to take no fur- 
ther stops in the promulgation. 

The chairman of this meeting on taking the chair made a 
short address, in which he stated—I quote Moraly: 

We do not meet as revolutionists, but as peaceful citizens who havea 
right to meet and state their grievances. 

Another speaker, the leading spirit of the movement, Mr. 
Thurston, said: 

The constitution gives us the righi to assemble peaceably and express our 
grievances. We are here to-day, doing that, without arms. 

The resolutions adopted by the meeting did not even remotely 
indicate any revolutionary movement. They denounced the ac- 
tion of the Queen in relation to the promulgation, and confirmed 
the powers of the committee of safety. 

On that same day the committee of safety applied, as Mr. 
Stevens says in his report, to me [him] for aid.” The paper 
making the application thus referred to by Mr. Stevens as ac- 
companying his report is not found with it, nor in the documents 
above referred to. For some purpose it was omitted. Mr. Ste- 
vens reports that on reception of this application he ‘‘ promptly 
addressed a letter to Capt. Wiltse, requesting the landing of the 
troops, and the marines from the Boston were promptly landed.” 

He further reports, as next in chronological order to the 
landing of the troops, that ‘‘as soon as 1 a provisional 
government was formed,” and that this committee of safety 

‘forthwith took possession of the government building, ar- 
chives, and the treasury, and installed the Provisional Govern- 
ment at the heads of the differentdepartments. This being ac- 
complished, I promptly recognized the Provisional Government 
as the Government of the Hawaiian Islands.” 

The account given by the commissioners of the Provisional 
Government, to the United States, differs essentially from this, 
in that it says the call for troops was made by many citizens, a 
fact notalluded to by Mr. Stevens. and necessarily contradicted b 
what he did say. The commissioners’account also differs materi- 
ally from Stevens's, in that it states that no public recognition 
of the Provisional Government took place until after the ab- 
dication of the Queen and the surrender to the Provisional Gov- 
ernment of her forces.” 

The Secretary of State, Mr. Foster, in his letter to the Presi- 
dent adopted the view of the commissioners on this subject. 

It appears from these same papers, however, that Stevens's 
statement was correct on this point, and that the recognition 
took place while the Queen's forces were in full possession of 
the police station house, which Mr. Stevens had in a previous 
letterindicated as the most important military stronghold in the 
city of Honolulu, in fact so important, as he stated it, that its 
possession actually commanded the royal palace and the govern- 
ment building. There were also unaccountable differences in 
these documents in reference to the location of the troops. Mr. 
Foster says in his letter referring to the troops: 

They were distributed that night— 

After the landing— 
between the legation and the consulate, where they occupied the inner 
courts and a private hali rented for their acco umodation. 

According to his statement, when the troops were landed they 
were put aloneat the consulate aad the legation, at which par- 
ticular places they occupied the inner courts and a private hall 
rented for their accommodation, but Capt. Wiltse in his report 
stated, as will be found on page 27 of Senate Executive Docu- 
ment 76, Fifty-second Congress, second session, as follows: 

One detachment of marines was placed at the legation and one at the con- 
sulate, while the main body of men, with two pieces of artillery, were quar- 
tered in a hall of central location near the government building. 

It also appeared that President Dole in his letter to Mr. Smith 
the resident minister of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States, informed that official that this remarkable revolution took 
place in the manner described, in his own language, as follows: 

That by public proclamation made on the 19th instant, from the govern- 
ment buliding, in all formal style— 

Whatever that may be— 
the Hawaiian monarchy was abrogated, and a Provisional Government over 
the Hawaiian Islands was established. 

This history is very remarkable up to this point—a revolution 
by proclamation—commenced forthwith on and consummated 
eventually by the landing of the United States troops, who, how- 
ever, it was avowed, took no part in producing the result. 

But still more remarkable facts appear from these papers, 
which need now to be noted. 


1894. 


They are tnat Minister Stevens, though an avowed annexa- 
tionist and a bitter enemy of the Queen, had in letters to the 
Secretary of State prior to these events distinctly stated that 
there were not men enough opposed to the Queen either toover- 
throw her Government orto maintain a government, if one were 
established for them. This fact was confirmed in the letter of 
the Hawaiian commissioners sent to the United States to make 
a treaty of annexation. In this letter they stated explicitly 
“there was no longer any possibility of efficiently and perma- 
nently maintaining the public peace and the protection of life, 
liberty, and property in Hawaii under the existing system of 
government, and that the only method of maintaining such per- 
manent peace and security was by securing the assistance and 
support of the Government of the United States, or of some for- 
eign power, possessed of sufficient force to prevent the future 

ibility of revolution or despotic assumption of power in 
erogation of the rights of the people.” 

This confessed inability to maintain a proper government by 
the Provisional Government, thus concurred in by Mr. Stevens, 
was as a fact placed beyond all controversy by the application of 
the Provisional Government on the Ist of February, just twelve 
days after it was established, for the United States troops on 
shore to protect it. In that application the Provisional Gov- 
ernment confessed its inability to be a government at all in that 
it was wholly unable to perform the first and most essential 
functions and duties of government. As their application is 
very material, I shall read it: 


SIR: Believing that we are unable to satisfactorily protect life and prop- 
erty and to 2 civil disorders in Honolulu and throughout the Ha- 
wratian Islands, we hereby, in obedience to the instructions of the advisory 
council, pray that you will raise the flag of the United states for the 
tection of the Hawalian Islands for the time being, and to that end we 
hereby confer upon the Government of the United States, through you, 
freedom of occupation of the public buildings of this Government and of the 
soil of this country, so far as may be necessary for the exercise of such pro- 
KOROR: but not interfering with the administration of public affairs by this 

overnment, 


We have, ote., 
SANFORD B. DOLE, 
President af the Provtstonal Government of the Hawaiian Islands 
ang 2 of Foreign Affairs. 


Minister of Interior. 
P. C. JONES, 
Minister of Finance. 
WILLIAM O. SMITH, 
Attorney-General. 
His Excellency JOAN L. STEVENS, s 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 


The further fact appeared thatthe landing of the troops of the 
United States, or even their presence in the harbor, had al- 
ways the effect both of overawing the people and the Govern- 
ment of Hawaii. Ishall read an extract on that subject. On 
November 9, 1892, Capt. Wiltse, then commanding the United 
States steamship Boston in Honolulu, wrote a letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, the last sentence of which is as follows: 

Iam informed from reliable sources that the Queen had been stron T ad- 
vised to dissolve the Legisiature and order a new élection, which would have 
been unconstitutional, and which would N have caused a revolution; 
but she was deterred by the presence of United States vessels of war. 

And Mr. Stevens himself reported in his letter before noted 
that it was a fortunate thing that at the time of these transac- 
tions the Boston was in the harbor, and thatthe landing of the 
troops ‘‘ promptly gave immediate relief to the public anxiety.” 

These and many other facts not needed now to be mentioned, 
shown in the papers then before Mr. Cleveland, brought into se- 
rious question, if they did not absolutely overthrow the state- 
ments made by Secretary Foster and others, that the landing of 
the troops had no effect on the result of the movement to over- 
throw the Queen. 

Besides this the official papers before alluded to showed that 
the Queen surrendered under a written protest in which she 
ayerred that she surrendered to the superior power of the United 
States, that she appealed to the United States to do her justice 
in the matter, and that the Provisional Government received 
the surrender under this protest. 

Ishall read that protest. The Queen says: : 

I, Liliuokalani, by the grace of God and under the constitution of the Ha- 
waiian Kingdom, Queen, do hereby solemnly protest against any and all 
acts done against myself and the constitutional Government of the Ha- 
Wallan Kingdom by certain persons claiming to have established a Provi- 
sional Government of and for this Kingdom. 

That I yield to the superior force of the United States o” America, whose 
minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency John L. Stevens, hascaused United 
States troops to be landed at Honolulu and declared that he would support 
the said Provisional Government, 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces and perhaps the loss of life, I 
do, under this protest, and impelled by said force, yield my authority until 
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts ba- 
ing presented to it, undo the action of its re utative and reinstate mein 
57 my epee which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 

Slands. 


Under these circumstances, and with these facts disclosed in 
the official records of the Government, it was most clearly the 


, 
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duty of the President, with a treaty of annexation then pending, 
to investigate fully the situation. 

The foregoing facts show the necessity for investigation. 
They also show the necessity for somewhat enlarged powers on 
the part of the person making the investigation. 

The President could not certainly know, though he must have 
suspected stronzly, that Stevens had abused his powers and had 
materially aided the revolution. 

The President did know that in the opinion of the commis- 
sioners, Thurston and others, sent to treat with the United States 
for tae transfer to the United States of the sovereignty of the 
islands, the Provisional Government was not only unsafe and 
unstable, but could not be made a safe and stable government, 
with efficiency to secure permanent pesce and safety without 
the support of some strong foreign government, and that they 
had put this forward as the main ground for annexation to the 
United States, and that Stevens concurred in this view. He 
knew that martial law had been proclaimed, and that a protec- 
torate was then in existence under the patronage of Stevens. 

Under these circumstances, to send a special commissioner, 
with power to investigate, but without power to make the in- 
vestigation complete, would be not only futile, but an act of ex- 
treme folly. 

The necessity and the duty to investigate, to inquire, has been 
shown, and the power to do so by an agent or commissiouer not 
confirmed by the Senate is not disputed. Yet as illustrating 
my argument, I will cite some of the instances of the exercise of 
the power through the appointment of private, special, or in- 
formal agents during the session of the Senate without the ad- 
vice of the Senate. Š 

I note only a few of them, and the first one I note in order to 
meet that aspect of the objection made against Mr. Cleveland's 
action that he appointed Mr. Blount as his special commissioner, 
as if he were the autocrat of this country, and as if Blount were 
his private representative, which has teen criticised as an as- 
sumption of autocratic power by the President, is one which 
shows that George Washington, as early as the 13th of October, 
1789, the very year in which he was inaugurated, appointed 
Gouverneur Morris his private agent, nota public agent, to make 
certain inquiries of the British cabinet concerning the disposi- 
tion of that cabinet to carry out the treaty of commerce which 
had been made between the United States and Great Britain. 

So,if Mr. Cleveland is chargeable with having assumed some- 
what autocratic power in appointing Mr. Blount as his special 
agent, he has the example of the Father of His Country, whoap- 
pointed Gouverneur Morris as his private agent. 

The other cases to which I refer consist of an appointment 
made by Mr. Madison in April, 1815, when Augustus Neale dur- 
ing the recess of Congress was appointed a special agent to pro- 
ceed to Halifax to ascertain the number, names, and situation 
of negroes carried off by British officers. 

Another, Joseph Devereaux, appointed during à recess of Con- 
gress by Mr. Madison as special agent to obtain information of 
the various occurrences in South America interesting iu a polit- 
ical pointof view to the United States of all military movements 
in that quarter, of the relative force of the contending parties, 
disposition manifested by all toward the United States, und the 
changes which may take place in their commercial regulations 
as applicable to us. 

Anotber by Mr. Monroe April 18, 1820, when Alexander Me- 
Rae was appointed during a session of Congress special agent 
to proceed to any place where a Europeancongress may be held, 
with a view to the consideration of the affairs of Spain and South 
America. Hewas toreport all such information relating to the 
e of such congress as he might deem useful to the 

overnment of the United States, etc. 

Another was on December 15, 1823, by Mr. Monroe, when 
Luther Bradish was appointed during a session of Congress 
agent to collect such information in foreign countries in rela- 
tion to the commerce of the United States as might prove useful 
tothem. He was particularly directed to report whether the 
interests of the United States would be 8 by a treaty of 
amity and commerce with the Sublime Porte, and the best way 
to accomplish the same. 

Another, April 21, 1824, by Mr. Monroe, when Thomas M. 
Mann was apropmied during a session of Congress informal 
agent to obtain information relating to the state and prospects 
of Guatemala, whether they promise the establishment of its 
separate and independent existence, etc. 

Another, December 7, 1825, John Quincy Adams being Presi- 
dent, when Thomas Bolling Robertson was appointed during a 
session of Congress confidential, political, and commercial 
agent to Cuba, to report on the state of the population, exhibit- 
ing the relative numbers of the various castes, their disposition 
towards each other, education, etc., condition of agriculture and 
extent, commerce, state of political parties and their views with 
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regard to a continuance of the existing connection with Spain, 
or in favor of independence, etec., the Spanish means of resist- 
ance, moral and military; in short, all information tending to 
the formation of a correct estimate of the value of the island, its 
resources, its capacity to maintain its independence, etc. 

Another, March 15, 1854, when Franklin Pierce was Presi- 
dent, when Charles W. Davis was appointed during a session of 
Congress special agent to ascertain whether the Africanization 
of Cuba was in contemplation by Spain: 

Another, May 12, 1856, when Mr. Pierce was President, when 
Amos B. Corwin was appointed special agent tomakea thorough 
investigation into the recent assault upon citizens of the United 
States and the robbery and destruction of their property at 
Panama. 

These all show that from the very beginning the power dur- 
ing the session of the Senate to appoint persons to make in- 
vestigations was exercised, and has never been disputed. 

The power to investigate carries with it the power to make 
the investigation full, thorough, and complete. The investi- 
rape should have all the powers necessary to discharge fully 

commission. 

There are no lame and no impotent powers granted by the 
Constitution. They are al ways plenaryand ample to accomplish 
the full purpose of each power. The President had a high and 
solemn 1 to perform, the highest of all possible duties of a 
mere earthly character, to wit, the duty: 

First. To decide rightly a question which had been referred 
to the United States, by the Queen’s protest, which had been 
accepted by the Provisional Government, to wit: Her right to 
restoration, coming from an alleged and spperently justly al- 
leged improper dethronement by the unlawful use of the United 
States forces. 

Second. He hada further duty, to-decide whether this new 
government, proposing to transfer the sovereignty of the islands 
tothe United States, had the rightful power to do so, and es- 
pecially whether the United States were in such a position as to 
authorize them to accept such transfer. 

Third. The honor and fairness and good faith of the Gov- 

-ernment were involved. They called for a full investigation. 
The ghee and happiness of a friendly, though weak, people 
were also involved. This consideration demanded that the 


whole truth should be known. There were serious obstacles in- 


-the way—an absolute government controlling by law a weak 

poeple; denying the right and duty to investigate, a United 

tates minister strongly suspected of being an accomplice in the 
alleged wrong. 

Under these circumstances the power to investigate necessa- 
rily carried with it the power to protect the investigator and 
the witnesses from whom information was to be sought, and the 
power to inspect and search, the archives of the American lega- 
tion. There must needs be a power paramount to the power 
of him whose conduct was to be investigated. Now, the power 
given to Mr. Blount was simply a power to investigate. The sub- 
sidiary powers granted were needful to make the investigation 
complete. They were also plainly intended to be this, and no 
more. 

The President’s letter of credence states distinctly the object 
of Mr. Blount's mission. He was to visit the Hawaiian Islands and 
make report to the President concerning the present status of 
affairs in that country; and then President Dole is informed in 
the letter that Mr. Blount’s authority in all matters affecting 
relations with the Government of the Hawaiian Islands is para- 
mount. 

Letters of credence are always in general terms. Specific au- 
thorities and specific limitations of authority are generall 
found in letters of instructions. Inthis case they were so found, 
and manifestly for a proper reason, that the Provisional Gov- 
ernment was not to be allowed to determine for Mr. Blount the 
extent to which hissubsidiary posers to aid investigationshould 
be carried. So far as that vernment was concerned, Mr. 
Blount was to have the powers he assumed. So far as Mr. Blount 
and the United States were concerned he was to assume no power 
not needed for the investigation. : 

The instructions to Mr. Blount stated: 

You will eben ts and fully report to the President all the facts youcan 
learn respecting the condition of affairs in the Hawalian Islands, the cause 
of the revolution by which the Queen's Government was overthrown, the 
sentiment of the people toward existing authority, and in general, all that 
can fully enlighten the President touching the subject of your mission. 

This fully states the object and purpose of Mr. Blount's mission. 
pem comes in the next sentence the powers of Blount, as fol- 

ows: 


To enable you to fulfill this charge, your authority in all matters touching 
the relations of this Government to the existing or other government of the 
Hawaiian Islands, and the protection of our citizens therein, is amount 
and in you alone, acting in coöperation with the commander of the naval 
forces, is vested full discretion and power to determine when such forces 
shall be landed and withdrawn. 


It will not be disputed that this additional power could have 
been conferred if Mr. Blount had been confirmed by the Senate. 

We have seen the precedents, and they are full and specific 
as to acts of investigation. But there are many precedents 
which justify appointments of special agents for other specific 
diplomatic purposes than investigation, without the consent of 
the Senate, I call attention now to about twenty cases of that 
kind, and, as in the first case, the very first example that I no- 
tice is from the Father of his Country. 

August 11, 1790, Col. David Humphreys was on the eve of the 
e of Congress instructed to proceed to Lisbon and 
deliver a letter to Chevalier Pinto and confer with him on the 
subject of insuring the reception and treatment with the requi- 
site respect of the diplomatic grade which alone coincides 
with our system.” He was to return fo Lisbon after two or 
three months to receive further instructions and avoid in the 
meanwhile all suspicion of being on public business. 

Here there was no investigation, yet the appointment was mado 
on the day before the Senate adjourned. The nomination could 
have been submitted by the President to the Senate, but he 
would not do this, but of his own motion, the Senate being in 
session, he appointed a person to performa high diplomatic duty. 
That was done by George Washington. 

April 16, 1794, Nathaniel C. Higginson was appointed during 
a session of Congress special agent to proceed to the islands of 
Barbadoes, Tobago, Grenada, Martinico, Dominica, Antigua, 
Montserrat, St. Christopher, San Domingo, Jamaica, and New 
Providence, to obtain a list of all vessels belonging to citizens 
of the United States which have been condemned there since 
Great Britain began to take part in the war against France.” 

He was also to examine into all hardships which the American 
captains or crews have been exposed to by the conduct of the 
courts or ships of war, public or private, and amongst other 
thingswhether they have been plundered, insulted, on the trials, 
or in any manner deprived of a fair trial, eto. 

He had another specific duty besides making an inquiry. He 
was to examine cases in which American vessels had been con- 
demned by prize courts, and where there was a proper case to 
enter appeals on behalf of the United States. 

We come nowto Mr. Madison. January 26, 1812, George Mat- 
thews and John McKee, during a session of Congress and by vir- 
tue of the secret act of January 15 (February 7), 1811, were ap- 
pointed commissioners to take temporary possession, amicably 
if possible, forcibly if any suspicion should arise of armed inter- 
Cue by some other power, of certain parts of East and West 

orida. 

This appointment was made, in virtue of the secret act of 
Congress of January 15, 1811. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to that act, which I have now before me, I shall 
not read it, but it contains no specific power to appoint anybody; 
it only says the President shall take possession, and left it to 
him to determine how, when, and under what circumstances he 
would take possession. That was under Mr. Madison. 

March 25, 1816, Christopher Hughes, jr., was appointed dur- 
ing a session of Congress special agent to Colombia to secure 
the release of certain American prisoners at Carthagena. 

That was a diplomatic duty of the very highest character, to 
treat with a government to secure the release of prisoners. It 
had nothing to do with investigation. 

December 20, 1816, Septimus Tyler was appointed during a 
session of Congress agent to San Domingo to guard the personal 
as well as the commercial rights of American citizens trading 
with the island, and on January 29, 1817, an agent for the pur- 
pose of claiming indemnity due petitionersfor property unjustly 
taken from them. 

There was no investigation in either one of these cases, but 
only specific diplomatic duties. 

January 29, 1817, Septimus Tyler was appointed during a 
session of Congress special agent to Haiti, and instructed to 
visit Cape Francois and obtain redress for the confiscation of 
property of American citizens. 

February 22, 1820, Charles S. Todd was during a session of 
Congress appointed a confidential agent to Venezuela and New 
Granada(the country being in a state of revolution and without 
recognized authorities as established governments). The objects 
of his mission wero to obtain correct information concerning the 
state of that country and the interesting events there occurring, 
to promote and maintain relations of friendship, and to obtain 
indemnity for certain claims of citizens of the United States— 
a diplomatic duty of the very highest character. 

January 30, 1821, Edward Wyer was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress ‘‘an agent to renew the demand of indemnity 
to certain citizens of the United States deprived of their prop- 
erty by an arbitrary process of the government of the late Gen. 
Christophe“ at Santo Domingo. That was not an investigation, 
but a high diplomatic duty—to make a demand. 


1894. 


December 13, 1822, William McRee, of Virginia, was duri 
asession of Congress + pene agent and commissar AEAN 
delivery of the Florida archives at Havana, ‘‘and to make 
such representation to the governor of Cubaas may be advisable 
for the suppression of the piracies which forsome time past have 
so severely annoyed the commerce of the United States.” 

There was no investigation there. j 

We come down now to 1842, when Mr. Tyler was President. I 
am not sure but that Daniel Webster was then Secretary of 
State. I know he was Secretary of State under Mr. Tyler, 
though I am not sure about his being Secretary of State at that 


cular date. 

February 15, 1842, Tully R. Wise was ped page during a ses- 
sion of Congress a special agent to proceed to Havana on a con- 
fidential errand relating to the settlement of claims between the 
United States and Spain. 

There was no investigation there. 

In 1850, when Mr. Fillmore was President—Mr. Webster was 
Secretary of State under Mr. Fillmore from July 22, 1850, till 

~ the time of his death. December 20, 1850, George G. Goss was 
appointed during a session of Congress special agent to Mexico 
for the purchase and improvement of certain land for an Ameri- 
can cemetery near the City of Mexico. 

There was no investigation there. 

Again, under President Taylor, April 22,1850, Robert Green- 
how was appointed during a session of Congress agent to ob- 
tain documentary evidence respecting claims (Mexican) to be 
used before the Board of Commissioners under the treaty of 
February 2, 1848, showing their fraudulent character. 

January 18, 1851, under Mr. Fillmore, Mr. Webster being Sec- 
retary of State, Robert M. Walsh was appointed during a 
session of Congress special agent to codperate with the topra 
sentatives of France and Great Britain for the purpose of bring- 
Pay aeons a peace between Haiti and the Dominican Republic. 

ere was no investigation there, but a high diplomatic duty. 

April 29, 1852, Mr. Webster be. still Secretary of State, 
Robert M. Walsh was appointed during a session of Congress 
special envoy to Costa Rica, to obtain a settlement of disputes 
between Costa Rica and Nicaragua in regard to their bounda- 
ries, which are obstacles to the commencement of the canal 
across Nicaragua. I call attention of the Senators on the other 
side to the fact that in this case the appointee was called a 
“special envoy.” 

90, Mr. President, the contention that for the mere purposes 
of investigation these agents and commissioners may be ap- 
pointed, and for nothing else, is shown tobe unfounded. Allthe 
eases to which I have alluded contain, or at least the last batch 
of them contain, other N and great powers, not of the char- 
acter only of investigation. 

I have up to this point cited some twenty cases arising under 
the most distinguished Presidents of the United States and dis- 
tinguished Secretaries of State. 

ow, I come to the act of John . when he 
was President of the United States, an act which was very much 
discussed in the Congress of the United States at the time, in 
reference to the celebrated Panama Congress which was to be 
held in 1826. President John Quincy Adams in his annual mes- 
e of December 6, 1825, in speaking of the Panama congress 
en the invitation to the United States to send a minister there, 
d: 


The invitation has been accepted, and ministers on the partof the United 
States will be commissioned to attend at those deliberations, and to take 
part in them, so far as is compatible with that neutrality from which it is 
neither our intention nor the desire of the other American States that we 
should depart. 

That was the announcement made to Congress in his annual 
message of December 6,1825; yet after announcing his intention 
to act and his acceptance of the invitation without any consulta- 
tion with the Senate, and of his purpose to send these ministers 
without any consultation with the Senate, he sent in a speciai 
message for a specific purpose, and I will let him explain the 
purpose in his own language: . 

Although this measure— 

Speaking of the Panama Congress and the invitation— 

Was deemed to be within the constitutional competency of the Executive, I 
have not thought proper to take any step in it before ascertaining that 
my opinion of its expediency will concur with that of both branches of the 
lature: by the decision of the Senate upon the nominations to be 
before them; and secondly, by the sanction of both Houses to the appro- 
priations, without which it can not be carried into effect. 

So, whilst avowing his belief and conviction in the compe- 
tency of the Executive to do all this without consulting Con- 
gress, yet as a matter of expediency, he says, I want to know 
the opinion of Congress before I doit, because, unless I can get an 
appropriation from Congress and the assent of the Senate and the 

ouse of Representatives, I can not send ministers.” This mis- 
sion was not to make a treaty, as is shown by the commission 
given to the ministers. It is argued that the President may 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3131 


make an appointment of a representative to make a treaty, just 
as he may to investigate without the assent of the Senate, but 
I shall show after awhile that there is nothing in that point to 
affect this question. I want to show now, and I can show, that 
the mission was not to make a treaty, as is shown by the com- 
mission given to the ministers. It alludes to no treaty and fails 
tostate that what was done should be transmitted to the Presi- 
dent for ratification by him and by the Senate, which is uni- 
versally done, without a single exception, when power is given 
to make a treaty. 

I have the commission here of the ministers to that congress, 
and I will state to the Senate, without reading it, that the de- 
liberations of that congress were about and friendship 
and commerce and navigation, and maritime laws, and neutral 
and belligerent rights, and all matters interesting to the Amer- 
ican nations, or which may be given to them in charge, and there 
is no statement that anything they agreed to should be sent to 
the President for his ratification and be laid before the Senate, 
which conclusively shows that it was a mere congress to delib- 
erate and exchange views, without intending tomake any treaty 
at all. Up to this point we have many precedents, commencing 
with the very beginning of the Government and running down 
to the very latest date. 

Ishall notice another, which, whilst it shows that President 
Arthur may or may not have entertained a different opinion 
about it, yet Mr. Blaine certainly did entertain the opinion that 
he had the right to appoint Mr. Trescot for the purposes which 
I shall proceed hereafter to state without submitting his name 
to the Senate. 

On the 28th of November, 1881, William H. Trescot was com- 
missioned envoy to Peru, Chile, and Bolivia by a commission, 
stating that his office was to last“ until his authority-shall be 
revoked by the President.” His duty was to bring about nego- 
tiations between these three countries—not to make a treaty 
himself, but to aid in settling the pending difficulties between 
these three countries. 

It was only five or six days before Congress met when that 
commission was given. Mr. Blaine resigned his office on the 
19th of December, and on the very day when he resigned and 
was no longer Secretary of State, Trescot’s name was sent to 
the Senate and confirmed on the 20th. This shows that Mr. 
Blaine’s view was that no confirmation was necessary, and Mr. 
Trescot’s first commission, to which I have just alluded, was 
“ until the authority shall be revoked by the President of the 
United States,” and not as the Constitution requires, if it was 
intended to fill a vacancy in the office which was required to be 
confirmed by the Senate, not until the expiration of the next 
term of the Senate.” Whenever a commission is given in vaca- 
tion which does not contain that provision, it is in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States if the appointee be a real 
officer of the United States and thus required to be confirmed. 

Mr. GRAY. An officer in the sense of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, an officer in the sense of the Constitu- 
tion. On that subject I suppose I had as well here as at any 
other time call attention to another eriticism made upon the 
President of the United States, that he appointed Mr. Blount as 
commissioner to Hawaii with paramount authority over Mr. 
Stevens. I shall show, as I can show without much trouble, 


that Mr. Trescot was appointed minister plenipotentiary to three 


countries—Chile, Peru, and Bolivia—at every one of which we 
had ministers, and when he was appointed the powers of those 
ministers as to certain things, as was done in the case of Mr. 
Blount, were made subordinate to him. 

Here is a letter from Mr. Blaine to one of these ministers, in 
which he informs him that Mr. Trescot has been commissioned 
as special envoy with the rank of minister plenipotentiary to 
the republics of Chile, Peru, and Bolivia, and will forthwith set 
outupon his mission. Mr. Blaine said: 

The commission which Mr. Trescot receives will not supersede the ordi- 
nary duties of yourself and your colleagues at Lima and La Paz; but all 
communications and negotiations connected with the settlement of the 
pending difficulties between Chile, Peru, and Bolivia, so far as this Govern- 
mentmay deem it judicious to take action, will be transferred to Mr. Tres 
cot’s charge. 

That is a case in point on that subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the date of the instructions? 

Mr. GEORGE. November 30,1881. So if Mr. Cleveland is to 
becrucified for sending Blount to Hawaii with powers paramount 
to Mr. Stevens, then the memory of Mr. Blaine is to be discred- 
ited for sending Mr. Trescot with powers paramount to three 
of our ministers, one at Chile, one at Peru, and one at Bolivia. 

Now, I proceed a little further in the investigation of the con- 
stitutional question, as to what is an officer in the constitutional 
sense of the term. The Constitution of the United States con- 
tains this provision: 

No Senator or resentative shall, during the time for which he was 
elected. be a) in to any civil office under the authority of the United 
States, W. shall have been created or the emoluments whereof shall have 


such time; and no person holding any office under 
— Le States shall be a member of either House during his continuance 
office, i 
That is a plain and specific provision, and yet, sir, in the case 
of the Brussels monetary conference the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JONES] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] were ap- 


been increased dur: 


inted commissioners on behalf of the United States. In the 

ring Sea tribunal, the great tribunal which settled the dis- 
pute between the United States and Great Britain in reference 
to the Bering Sea fisheries, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] was appointed. In everything but tenure these places 

were offices under the authority of the United States. They 
were created by law; the duties were prescribed by law. Some 
t of the sovereign functions of government to be exercised 
tor the benefit of the public were vested in them. They had 
alsoemoluments. In the case of the Brussels conference they 
were to meet commissioners from other nations and confer, as I 
will read. The statute declared that 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint five 
commissioners. 

I hope those Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
have made such complains about Mr. Cleveland using the word 
“ commissioner” will take note of that fact, inasmuch as they 
claim that the term ‘‘commissioner” is fixed by law to mean a 
diplomatic officer. The statute declares that— 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint five 
commissionerstoaninternationalconference * * With a view tosecure, 
internationally, a fixity of relative value between gold and silver, as money 
by means of a common ratio between thoso metals, with free mintage at 
such ratio. 

And $80,000 was appropriated for the purpose of paying the 
expenses and the compensation of the commissioners. 

Mr. President, I suppose that a more important mission was 
never committed to a citizen of the United States than was com- 
mitted to these men, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] be- 
ing one of them, and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] 
another. They had charge of the biggest and most important 

uestion that has ever arisen during peace in our history—the en- 
A ivor to get an international agreement about the free coinage 
of silver. Yet those men were Senators, and the President vio- 
lated the Constitution of the United States in appointing them 
while Senators. if they were officers in the constitutional sense. 
They were selected, I believe, during the session of the Senate 
and their names were never submitted to us for confirmation. 
But whether that be correct or not, if they were officers in the 
constitutional sense it was a gross violation of the Constitution 
on the part of the President to appoint them and as gross a vio- 
lation on the part of the Senators to accept the appointment. 

Then there is another case. The treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain provided for the appointment by the 
President of two persons to represent the United States at the 
conference which was to settle the dispute about the Bering 
Sea. Call them arbitrators, call them commissioners, call them 
judges, call them what yon please, they were charged with the 

ighest duty that could be performed by any subordinate oficer 
in the United States. They had to settle the question of the jur- 
isdiction of the United States and of Russia over a large part of the 
Pacitic Ocean, and they were to do various things which invoived 
the very highest powers, the very gravestduties. Yetwhen the 
President came to select the men to perform that duty, if they 
were officers, he violated the Constitution as I have read the 
clause to the Senate, by selecting a member of this body, the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and he violated it further 
by not submitting the name of the Senator from Alabama to the 
Senate for confirmation. In nothing did those men to whom I 
I have alluded diifer from officers of the Government of the 
United States under the Constitution exceptin the tenure of their 
offices. 

This tenure or term did not expire by efflux of time, but only, 
as in Mr. Blount’s case, by the performance of the specific duty 
for which they were appointed. As was shown by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] the other day, where the appoint- 
ment is made for the performance of a specific duty or specific 
duties, then the term of the officer or the term of employment, 
or the term of the employé ended with the performance of the 
duties, and by the settled rules of law, in that case they are not 
officers. I shall say more about that directly. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the S:nator from Mississippi allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator leaves the very interesting 
and important precedent of the appointment of the Bering Sea 
arbitrators I wish to bring a fact in connect on with their duties 
and powers to the attention of the Senate und of those Senators 
who seem to settle and dismiss from consideration all these in- 
stances in which commissioners have been appointed by the 
President of the United States to negotiate treaties with the 


remark or criticism that that is merely to perform a perfunctory 
duty of bringing about terms between two negotiating countries 
which are to be afterwards submitted to the Senate of the United 
States for its ratification and approval, and that nothing final or 
determinate is fixed by the negotiations which such commis- 
sioners carry on. 

I call attention to the fact that in the instance of the appoint- 
ment of the arbitratorsin the Bering Sea matter they were spe- 
cially charged in a certain contingency by the seventh article of 
the treaty between Great Britain and the United States to make 
regulations that should govern the taking of seals in the Bering 
Sea and in the North Pacific that were to be binding and were 
to have force and effect from the finding and statement of the 
arbitrators themselves. The regulations were not to be reported 
to the President and approved by him, but the commissioners 
themselves were to fix the terms on which seal fishing might be 
carried on in that great scope of the North Pacific. 

Mr. GEORGE. The remark made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware as to the finality of the action of the Bering Sea commis- 
sioners, whilst Ido not think it adds anything to the force of 
the position that they are not officers, does answer very conclu- 
oe y the contention made upon the other side upon that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside for the purpose of allowing the Senator from 
Mississippi to continue his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish to show what a dis- 
tinguished member of this body thought upon the subject of the 
Brussels conference. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of March 22, 1893. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] 
after quoting the clause of the Constitution that I have just read 
which prohibits the appointment of any Senator or Representa- 
tive to a civil offics under the United States, said: 

A practice seems to be growing up of establishing certain public duties or 
functions, which are in all respects analogous to those performed by civil 
oficers, and imposing them upon members of this or the other House. The 
Presidentof the United States has within the last year sent abroad members 
of this body, whom we all esteem, men fitted for the grave and delicate re- 
sponsibilities which were impossd upon them, to represent this country in 
dealing with foreign nations in one case, and in another country before a 
great tribunal which is to determine a great international dispute. It is 
a very serious question in my mind whether such function is not the func- 
tion of a civil officer. and whether all the reasons which the framers of the 


Constitution had in the prohibition which I have read do not apply to such 
a case as that. 


That was what the Senator from Massachusetts said in the 
opening of the debate. After it had proceeded awhile the Sen- 
ator used the language I am about to read. He was at that 
point replying to a statement made by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] that he was not an officer because he had not 
taken an official oath. The Senator from Massachusetts replied 
to that in this way, and in that he declared more clearly his 
opinion upon this question. 

Now, my honorable friend— 


Referring to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]— 


says it was not an once. because he did not take an oath, because no oath 
was required, and because there was no emolument. It seems to me, 
whether a particular function be that of a public office depends not upon 
the safeguard of the oath, but upon the thing to be transacied, and if the 
receiving instructions from the President of the United States, bearin, 
those instructions abroad, communicating them to the representatives o 
a orota governament, enforcing them in debato, hearing and weighing their 
views la return, reporting them to his own countrymen, and concurring in 
the action of a body whose action, if unanimous, is very likely to effect and 
bind the action of the governments represented, be not in its nature and 
essence à public office, then it seems to me that the function of no foreign 
ambassador or agent, special or general, envoy ordinary or envoy extraor- 
dinary, is a public ofice. 


I read that, sir, not to show that they were officers, because I 
do not think they were, but to show thatin the opinion of a dis- 
tinguished member of this body the functions of those men were 
exactly the same as those of officers and that they essentially 
were offleers. And ifitdepended alone upon the functions which 
they were to perform, he would have been correct. They are 
not officers solely because they did not have the eonatitntional 
tenure and for no other reason, as I will show before I get through. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps before the Senator gets through he will 
give us his views in regard to another suggestion connected 
with the same matter. If it is more convenient to him, as he 
has been interrupted, I will call his attention to it now instead 
of later, when he may be speaking on another point. I should 
like to ask the Senator whether he maintains that it is within 
the power of the President of the United Stites to impose the 
ordinary functions of executive officers described in the Consti- 


1894. 
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tution, the method of whose appointment is there limited, 
whether the term of office is limited or not, and have all those 
functions completely accomplished and performed by persons 
who are not executive officers. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the question? 

Mr. HOAR. That is the question. I do not ask the Senator 
to answer it in his first sentence, but if he deals with the general 
subject I should like to have his views upon the question Ihave 
submitted. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer it. It has been conceded all 
along in this debate that the President may appoint persons 
called envoys, ministers, ambassadors, commissioners, chargés 
d’affaires, or whatever you may be pleased to call them, for the 
specific purpose of making a treaty. It has been conceded that 
he may make the appointment during the session of the Senate 
and without submitting to the Senate the name of the person so 
appointed. That seems to be conceded. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will pardon me, 
I will state that I do not think it is conceded. 

Mr. GRAY. It is conceded overwhelmingly. 

Pion GEORGE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts deny 
t? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I deny it. Let the Senator be more care- 
ful and observe what he has just said. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We on this side can not hear what the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts says. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi says it has been 
conceded that the President may appoint ambassadors, chargés 
d'affaires, ministers, or whatever else, using the constitutional 

hrase, persons to be appointed by the advice and consent of the 
8 without the advice and consent of the Senate while the 
Senate is in session. I have heard no such concession. 

It has been conceded that one of the things usually done by 
these officers, to wit, to ascertain and report the opinion ofa 
foreign government or to convey toa foreign government the 
opinion of this, may be done by a messenger who is nota charges 
affaires, or minister plenipotentiary, or ambassador. That 
has been done. But I have heard nobody concede, certainly not 
myself, certainly not my honorable friend from Minne ota [Mr. 
DAVIs], that these constitutional officers may be appointed dur- 
ing the session of the Senate without its consent. That is the 
distinction—it is one distinction, at any rate—between the case 
of Mr. Blount and all the other cases which are cited as prece- 
dents on the other side. The President did not simply direct 
Mr. Blount to sscertain whether our troops ought to be with 
drawn, and then direct the naval officer to withdraw them if 
Mr. Blount was of that opinion. He did not noy direct Mr. 
Blount to tell him what was the state of affairs in Hawaii. He 
added to that, Do this, and also, until otherwise ordered, ex- 
ercise supremely all the functions of a constitutional officer with- 
out the consent of the Senate.” I should like to ask my friend 
from Minnesota if Iam right in the statement. I shall not in- 
terrupt the Senator from Mississippi further. = 

Mr. GEORGE. I stated it no further than this 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly, 

Mr.DAVIS. Supplementary to what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has said, giving the substance and effect of Mr. Blount's 
authority, I will state that the language of his letter of credence 
was that in all matters affecting the relations between the two 
governments his authority should be paramount. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the language. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I stated that it has been con- 
ceded all along that the President might appoint persons, 
whether they were called ambassadors or what not, who were 
charged with the specific duty only of drawing up and signing a 
treaty on behalf of the United States. 

If that has not been conceded, then I have mistaken the con- 
cessions made, and I will be compelled to do what I did not in- 
tend to do—to cite some precedents upon the subject. 

On May 3, 1838, Nathaniel Niles was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress special agent, and empowered to negotiate a 
commercial convention respecting the admission of American 
tobacco into the ports of Sardinia and in regard to the trade 
generally between the two countries. That is one case. 

On J M 23, 1836, George H. Bates was appointed during a 
session of Congress special commissioner to visit Tonga, to the 
end of concluding and signing a treaty of amity, commerce, and 
navigation. 

May 19, 1888, John G. Walker was appointed during session 
of Congress secretary of legation and consul-general at Bogota, 
and empowered to treat concerning a settlement of the claim of 
Julio R. Santos, growing out of his arrest and imprisonment and 
for his injuries and losses sustained at the hands of the author- 
ities of Ecuador. 


December 28, 1844, Delazon Smith was appointed during a 
session of Con special agent, and empowered to negotiate 
concerning claims of citizens of the United States upon the Gov- 
ernment of the late Republic of Colombia and upon the Govern- 
ment of Ecuador. 

June 15, 1850, A. Dudley Mann was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress special agent, and empowered to negotiate 
8 friendship, commerce, navigation, etc., with Switz- 
erland. 

January 27, 1832, Edmund Roberts was appointed during a 
session of Congress special agent for the purpose of examining 
in the Indian Ocean the means of extending the commerce of 
the United States by commercial arrangement with the powers 
whose dominions border on those seas.” He was directed to 
first proceed to Cochin China, to inform himself as to the trade 
carried on between that kingdom and other countries, the na- 
ture of products, etc. Upon reaching the capital he was to pre- 
sent himself to the King with his credentials and gain permis- 
sion for the admission of United States ships to his harbors for 
purposes of trade, etc. He was also empowered to conclude a 
commercial treaty with the King. The same instructions were 
to guide him in his missions to Siam and the powers of Arabia 
on the Red Sea. Empowered as commissioner January 25, 1832, 
to negotiate with Cochin China, Japan, Muscat, and Siam con- 
cerning commerce and navigation, to which countries he had 
letters of credence. 

He was sent by Gen. Jackson. There are numerous other 
5 ot that sort. I have always understood during this de- 

te. I may have misunderstood the Senators, that they claimed 
that the right to make these selections for the purpose of nego- 
tiating and making treaties came from the fact that the Presi- 
dent was authorized by the Constitution to make a treaty, and 
therefore was entitled to make those appointments. Is that the 
understanding of the Senator from Delaware{Mr.GRAY]? Does 
he understand that to be the argument? 

Mr. GRAY. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether he desires to state also that all the appointments he 
has cited were made during the sessions of Congress without the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do wish to so state as to every single one of 
them, except, possibly, Mr. Walker, appointed in May, 1838. As 
to him I am not certain. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY} calls my attention to the appointment of Gen. Babcock 
during the session of the Senate, without the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, who was sent to San Domingo. At any rate, 
there are numerous instances coming down from the earliest pe- 
riod in which the President of the United States has commis- 
sioned, appointed, and selected men to negotiate treaties. There 
is the very late case during the former Administration of Mr. 
Cleveland. He selected Mr. Putnam and Mr. Angell to assist in 
making the fisheries treaty with Great Britain without sub- 
mitting their names to the Senate. 

The diplomatic history of the country is full of appointments 
of that sort, and these appointments, as the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] understood and as I understood and as I have 
no doubt the record will show, have been justified upon the 
ground that the President is authorized and empowered by the 
Constitution to make treaties, and that he may select a person 
to make a treaty, call him what he will, and that the appoint 
ment is valid because the treaty has to come back to the Presi- 
dentand be ratified by him and by the Senate before it takes 
effect. If that is not the position of the Senators I do not under- 
stand it. Iclaim that upon another ground, which I will state 
to the Senate, that all those appointments of persons to nego- 
tiate treaties are but anexemplificationand an illustration of the 
rule which I shall show to existin the Constitution of the United 
States, that these persons are not officers because they do not 
possess the tenure prescribed by that instrument as necessary to 
constitute an officer. All these appointments, including those 
to make treaties and to investigate, and the others I have al- 
luded to, are justifiable on the ground that the appointees have 
not the constitutional tenure, and on no other ground. 

The precedents relating to treaties are admitted; but it is 
claimed they are justified because the treaty is not valid till 
ratified by the President and the Senate, and the Constitution 
gro the President the power to make the treaties. But this 

not the true reason; for, first, the negotiations which result 
in a treaty are the most essential pre of the treaty making. 
On that point J desire to read to the Senate what was said by 
the distinguished members of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions when they were attacking Mr. Cleveland in 1833, about 
the fisheries treaty. They complained, and it seems Mr. Cleve- 
land can not do anything in our foreign affairs that will sat- 
isfy the gentlemen on the other side. The report of the ma- 


jority of the committee, presented by Judge Edmunds, on page 
AT, says: k 

These plenipotentiaries— 

Referring to Mr. Angell and Mr. Putnam— 

6 toa conclusion of their labors on the 15th of February, 1888, and the 

ces of “plenipotentiaries™ terminated, and the result was reached with- 

out the advice and consent of the Senate having been asked or taken con- 

cerning the selection of these public ministers, and without any communi- 

cation to either House of Congress concerning this most important subject. 
e kd $ è 2 = a 

Itis no answer to this suggestion to say 

The very argument they make here now— 
that an arrangement thus concluded can not be valid or effectual without 
the advice and consent ot ths Senate, for the rights and interests of the 

ple of the United States might be so neglected, misunderstood, aban- 
oned, or sold by President's plenipotentiaries “ as to greatly. em N 
if not defeat, their ultimate reassertion in better times and under better ad- 
mimistrations, though it is hoped that such will not be the case in respect of 
these negotiations. 5 

So it is clear that the position assumed, that persons selected 
to negotiate these treaties may be selected without the advice and 
consent of the Senate during the session of the Senate, can not 
be justified upon the ground that the President has the right to 
nk the treaty, but must be justified on some other ground. 

This argument is further answered by tnis: if the power to 
make a treaty may be transferred to another on the ground that 
the treaty can not become operative until itreceives the sanction 
of the Senate and of the President, then for the same reason 
the President may delegate the poron to nominate a person to 
the Senate for appointment to office. The Constitution in one 
‘case says he shall make treaties by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and in the other, he shall nominate, etc., and, 
by like advice and consent, appoint. 

So I claim that all these suf ee ear w to make treaties come 
within the rule stated by the ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
in his speech, and which I shall undertake to show is the rule 
clearly fixed by the Constitution of the United States. 

We have seen sir, how these appointees are made to perform 
the most important functions of government. These agencies, 
call them what you please, to make treaties, to demand indemnity, 
to settle disputes between foreign countries, and all that sort of 
thing, have been made from the very inning during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, without consulting pody: Now, let us 
see if we can find the principle upon which this is done. 

The true rule is, that in the sense of that clause of the Con- 
stitution which requires appointments to office to be made by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an appointment 
or employment to do a particular thing, or specific things, is 
without a constitutional tenure, and is not an office. This idea 
is plain in the Constitution. 

Fi st. it will help to understand the Constitution to refer to 
some decisions on the subject. In The United States vs. Hart- 
well, 6 Wallace Reports, page 393, it is said: 

Eegi term fomice] embraces the idea of tenure, duration, emolument, and 
utles. 


A Government office is different from a government contract. The latter, 
from its nature, is necessarily limited in its duration and specific in ite ob- 
jects. 


Chief Justice Marshall said, in The United States vs. Maurice, 
2 Brockenbrough’s Reports, on page 103: 

If a duty be a continuing one, which is defined by rules 
Government, and not uy contract, which an individual is appi d by Gov- 
ernment to perform, who enters on the duties pertaining to hisstation with- 
out any contract defining them, it these duties continue, though the person 
be changed, it would seem to be an ofice. 

Ishali not go into that any further, because that matter was 
very thoroughly diseussed by the Senator from Delaware some 


da: > 

From these and other authorities cited by the Senator from 
Delaware it is settled that one great test is that the“ duties con- 
tinue, though the person be changed.” Another test is, that 
the duties are prescribed by law not by agreement between 
the ies. 

Mr. Blount's case comes up to neither of these. The employ- 
ment was not created by law, but by the parties Blount and the 
President, and the duties would not continue after Blount's re- 
movalordeath. They were personal and special to him. There 
was not a constitutional tenure. 

‘Theemploymentnecessarily ceased with the performance of the 
specific duty assumed or imposed. Mr. Blount had no predeces- 
sor, and could have no successor, consequently he could not have 
held an office, for if the like duties were conferred on another, 
it would be a new employment. 

This rule covers not only the appointments to make treaties 
but also the appointments to investigate and the other appoint- 
ments I have alluded to, viz, appointments to insure reception 
of diplomatic officials of a particular grade, to enter ap „ to 
take possession of Florida, to bring about resstablishment of di 
lomatic relations with Spain, to secure release of prisoners, 
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claim indemnity, to obtain redress for confiscated property, to 
promote relations of 3 and obtain indemnity, to de- 
mand indemnity, todemand delivery of archives, to remenstrate 
against forcible seizure of property, relating to settlement of 
claims, to purchase and improve land for a cemetery, to obtain 
documentary evidence, to cosperate in bringing about peace ba- 
tween two foreign countries, and to bring about settlement of dis- 
putes about the boundary between two foreign countries. 

Appointments to perform all of these duties haye been made 
without question by the ablest Presidents of the United States 
up to the present e without the consent and advice of the 
Senate, and were made during the session of the Senate. 

In all these the employment, or office, if you so call it, is not 
of the kind named in the Constitution as an office. 

The Supreme Court said in the case of United States vs. Hart- 
well, 6 Wallace Reports, that the term office” embraced the 
idea of “tenure,” among others. That is, an office without a 
fixed legal tenure is not possible. When we think of *‘ office” 
we necessarily include the idea of tenure or of duration of duties 
or the estate of the incumbent in the office. When we refer to 
the clauses of the Constitution under review we find that ten- 
ure,” and that of a particular kind, is a most important, a most 
essential idea embraced in office as therein referred to. 

In every instance in the Constitution in which an office is es- 
tablished the tenure or term or the estate of the officer in the 
office is invariably fixed, either by express words or by an impli- 
cation clear and indisputable. The terms of office of resent- 
atives and Senstors and of President and Vice-President and 

udges are expressly fixed. The terms ofall others are fixed by 
plication, whose force has been recognized from the begin- 
ning. In the First Congress, after a great debate, it was set- 
tled that the terms of all offices, other than those whose terms 
had been expressly fixed by the Constitution, were, during life, 
subject to removal by the President or by impeachment. After- 
wards it was settled that power is vested by the Constitution in 
Congress to reduce the life tenure to a specified number of years 
but still subject to be terminated by removal by the President. 

Hence it is manifest that there is no office recognized as such 
in the Constitution whose tenure of office or term does not ex- 
pire by efflux of time, either fixed or indefinite, with the super- 
added condition that such term could be terminated by a power 
ab extra, operating to, remove the incumbent. 

As this power of removal can have no effect in determinin 
the question before us one way or the other, all further consid- 
eration of it may be dismissed in ascertaining the tenure fixed 
by the Constitution, or authorized to be fixed by Congress. 

: Article II, section 2, clause 2, of the Constitution reads as fol- 
ows: 

He [i.¢., the President] shall nominate, and vy and with the advice aud con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appointambassadors, other public ministers and con- 
suls, judges of the Supreme Court, andallother oflicers of the United Sta 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, and which sh 
be established by law. ? 

The third clause, which immediately follows, is: 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate— 

In the above-described offices— 
by granting commissions which shall expire at the end of their next session. 

These two clauses contain all the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in relation to the power of the President to appoint officers. 
They are in immediate juxtaposition, and each the complement 
of the other. The one refers to appointments during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, and the other to filling vacancies in the same 
offices which may happen during the recess of the Senate. As 
the first refers to all offices, of course the latter can refer to no 
more than all, and it manifestly refers to no less 

It is manifest, therefore, that the two must be construed to- 
gether, and that both refer to the same agencies or offices—that 
is, to all offices.” Both are necessary parts of the same scheme; 
hence, vacancies in the all oflices,” whose incumbents are to ba 
appointed with the advice and consent of the Senate, may be 
filled in vacation by recess appointments, and likewise no em- 
pers or public agent, or, if you please to so call him, no officer, 

embraced in the first clause as required to be appointed with 
the advice and consent of the Senate whose successor, in case of 
a vacancy, could not be appointed under the last clause or dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 

This being established beyond successful controversy, we must 
now ascertain what offices may be filled during the recess of the 
Senate. The language of this clause is without ambiguity. It 
confers the power to appoint and then fixes the means and the 
form by which the appointment is to be made and the tenure, to 
wit, by granting commissions which shall expire at the end 
of their next session;” that is, at the end of the next session 
of the Senate. 

The vacaney can be filled in no other mode 1 | grantin 
a commission which shall expire” at the time stated. It shall 
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expire then, and at no other time. The appointee is an officer 
till that expiration, and not one moment longer and not one 
moment shorter. 3 

As the vacancy can be filled in no other mode than by granting 
a commission which shall expire at the end of the next session 
of the Senate, it follows that no office can be thus filled the ten- 
ure or term of which is inconsistent or incompatible with the 
tenure fixed for the recess appointee; that is, would not in reg- 
ular course expire by elflux of time, which time would extend 
beyond the term fixed for granting the commission; that is, be- 
yond the end of the next session of the Senate. 

The argument which sustains this view is unanswerable, both 
when considered with reference to the words of the Constitu- 
tion, and also when tested by the policy which the Constitution 
manifestly established. i ise 

By the Constitution the Senate is not strictly, as it is some- 
times stated, a part of the appointing power; but that is imma- 
terin!. The Senate, at all events, have no power of naming or 
selecting the person to be appointed. They can only assent to 
or refuse their assent toan appointment to be made 8 | by 
the President, of a persou selected by him alone and named by 
him alone, for their advice and consent. The advice and con- 
sent of the Senate amounts to nothing more than making the 

rson eligible for appointment to the particular office for the 
fuli constitutional term. 

The Senate will remember that in a very early case, in Mar- 
bury vs. Madison, Chief Justice Marshall held that after the con- 
firmation took place, then theact of appointment was to be made, 
It is a loose — 6 incorrect idea sometimes entertained that the 
ratification or the confirmation of a nomination, or the giving 
of the advice and consent of the Senate to a nomination, is in 
fact the appointment. It is only the authority to make the ap- 
pointment and only shows the eligibility of the nominee to 
appointment for the full constitutional term. If their advice 
a consent be refused, still the nominee may be appointed in 
vacation to hold till the end of the next session of the Senate. 

Officers, when appointed, whether by the advice and consent 
of the Senate, or by the President alone, are in all respects full 
constitutional officers with the same powers and rights and du- 
ties. The advice and consent of the Senate add nothing to the 
constitutional powers and duties of an officer, nor does the want 
of such advice and consent detractfrom them. The powers of 
the recess appointee are in every respect as full, as perfect, as that 
of the session appointee, made with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The advice and consent of the Senate, though we 
Senators are apt to think otherwise, do not, like the laying on 
of hands in the ordination of a priest or minister, impart any 
peculiar grace, power, or excellence to the officer. 

The only constitutional difference between officers appointed 
in the one mode or in the other is simply the tenure or term for 
which he holds the place. When appointed with the advice 
and consent of the Senate the officer hoids, if a judge, during 
good behavior, or if an executive officer, for life or for the stat- 
utory term of four years, in cases where that term has been 
fixed. by Congress, subject, of course, to removal by the Presi- 
dent, or by impeachment. When appointed by the President 
alone, in the recess of the Senate, he holds until the expiration 
of their next session. And he holds until then, though his name 
may aere been in the mean time submitted to the Senate and re- 

ected; and after such rejection his powers are just as full as be- 

ore: and, after the expiration of the next session, he may be ap- 
pointed again with a tenure to expire at the end of the next 
succeeding session. 

Then, as it is manifest that the only distinction between an 
officer appointed one way and an officer appointed in the other 
is one of tenure, and that the Constitution in requiring the as- 
sent of the Senate does no more than give to the officer a dif- 
ferent tenure than that given to one appointed by the President 
alone, can there be a doubt that the tenure of the recess ap- 
pointment is less than the tenure of the other? This tenure 
must be the same in both cases, or greater or less in the recess 
appointee than in the other? It is manifestly not the same, for 

ə commission of no other officer expires at the end of the next 
session of the Senate. It can not be greater, for in many cases 
that would be impossible, both in cases of life appointments and 
in appointments for a term of years, and besides it is absurd to 
suppose that the Constitution meant to give a greater tenure 
to provisional appointees who, as the result of an unforeseen 
accident, were allowed to be Serene by the President alone 
than to those appointed with the regular constitutional assent 
of the Senate. 

Tus tenure or time or estate of the officer must therefore be 
less than that of a regular session appointment. 

It has thus been established beyond controversy that the Con- 
stitution in the clauses under consideration refers alone to ap- 
pointments of officers whose terms or tenure of office are deter- 


mined by efflux of time, which time would be abridged by a com- 
mission expiring at the next session of the Senate. It must 
therefore result thatit does not refertoan employmentlike that 
of Mr. Blount, which, being for the performance of a specific duty 
necessarily terminated with the performance of that duty and 
not byefiluxof time. There was nothing in Mr, Blount's employ- 
ment, if panho; but the duty to make the inquiry intrusted to 
him by the President, including the performance of such acts 
as were subsidiary to and assisting in the inquiry, and nothi 
remained of hisemployment after that inquiry was finished. 11 
was not an employment, therefore, which, if it began in the re- 
cess of the Senate, could be made to terminate by efflux of time, 
or the expiration of the next session of the Senate, or in an 
other way than by performance. An attempt to do so wo 

be an attempt toconfer on Mr. Blount something essentially dif- 
ferent from the employment he held. 

In strict analogy to this is the tenure of office of electors of 
Presidentand Vice-President. These persons are in all respects 
officers of the United States when tested by the usual definition 
of officers, except in tenure. 

The office of elector is created by the Constitution of the United 
States. His duties are prescribed by the Constitution. His ten- 
ure is fixed by the Constitution. His duties are Federal, to elect 
a President and Vice-President. His qualifications are fixed by 
the Constitution of the United States. He would therefore bea 
Federal officer but for the fact that his tenure is not of the kind 
fixed by the Constitution for all Federal officers. 

It is determined, ended, by the performance of the duty pre- 
scribed, or by a refusal or neglect to perform them on the day 
fixed by law, passed in pursuance of the Constitution. He has 
been treated not asa Federal officer from the beginning. He 
takes no oath of office, as every officer of the United States is 
bound to take. His compensation is paid by the State. 

That he is appointed by the State is not a determining test, 
for he is appointed by the State in the performance of not onl 
a Federal duty, but of a Federal function or power. So the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President are appointed by the States. They are 
Federal officers undoubtedly, 

But, Mr, President, as strong as the argument is, as strong as 
the precedents are that Mr. Blount's employment does not con- 
stitute him an officer, parties who arraign the President for his 
appointment are driven as alast resort to this: That the Presi- 
dent called him a special commissioner, and that by a statute of 
the United States a diplomatic officer is defined to includea 
commissioner. The argument seems to be that, as the statute 
says a diplomatic officer includes a commissioner, as Mr. Blount 
was appointed a commissioner by the President, therefore he 
must be a diplomatic officer, and therefore his appointment was 
in violation of the Constitution of the United States in not hay- 
ing been submitted to the Senate. 

he answer to this is twofold. The meaning of the term 
ee defined only as it is used in that particular 
statute. 

It is a definition only for the interpretation of that statute. 
Its whole force is to show what Congress means in that statute 
when siey use thatword. There isnoattempttodefine the word 
when used by the President, or by any other person, or in any 
other statute. 

Mr. President, we have many commissioners recognized by 
the law of the United States. There is a Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, a Commissioner of Internal Revenue, a Commissioner of 
Education, a commissioner to take evidence, and various other 
kinds of commissioners, and yet it is not insisted in any other 
ease than this that when the word“ commissioner ” is used it is 
meant a diplomatic officer. 

The powers of Congress may be great and multiform, but it is 
not among them to go into the business of the lexicographer and 
fix the meaning of words for mankind or even forthe American 
people. Congress, in order to make clear their own meaning, 
may arbitrarily, without reference to the true signification of a 
word, say that when they use a particular word they use it ina 
particular sense, but they can not give to any word asignification 
which everybody or anybody is bound to adopt when using it. 
Every human being has the same power of defining the meaning 
of any word he uses as that posséssed by Congress. The power 
of Congress as to the signification of words is not an independent 
delegated power over the English language. a 

Whatever this power is, it comes from the necessity of using 
words in making a statute, and the manifest propriety of using 
such language as will express clearly the meaning of Congress. 
So Congress, instead of using a circumlocution to express an idea, 
may, when that idea is to be expressed, use any word, and say 
by that word in that statute that Co means so and so, or 
conveys the idea expressed in the definition. 

Congress in legislating under the Constitution may use a word 
which is also used in the Constitution, and say when they use 
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that word tney mean thisor they mean that, but Congress has no 
power to enact that a particular word usea in the Constitution 
shall have a particular meaning in the Constitution itself. 

For instance, Congress may say that in a particular statute 
they use the words ‘‘ public ministers in a particular sense, and, 
if they say so, that meaning, in construing that statute, that is, 
in asce what Congress meant in enacting that statute, 
must be followed, however foreign such meaning may be to the 
true and usual meaning of the word, or to its constitutional 
me ae 

But Congress has no power to affix a meaning to ‘‘ public min- 
isters,” as used in the Constitution, different from that which 
ap in the Constitution itself. 

ut more than this, Mr. President, Blount was not ws terest 
a ‘‘ commissioner,” but only a ‘‘ special commissioner.” spe- 
cial commissioner,” like a special agent, has limited power to 
do a particular thing, and not general representative powers. 

The statute uses also the word agent,“ and defines it as 
meaning the same as ‘‘commissioner.” Is it true that the Presi- 
dent can not appoint a special agent to do anything without the 
consent of the Senate? 

Mr. President, there is another argument which is complete 
and distinct, and independant from the one I have just made, 
and this last shows disinctly and unanswerably that Mr. Blount's 
employment was not an sd 8 to an office, 

All officers of the United States must be appointed in one of 
these ways, either— 

First. By the President, with the consent of the Senate; or 

Second. By the President alone in vacation; or 

Third. By act of Congress, authorizing it as to inferior offi- 
cers. 

Appointments may be made by the President alone, or— 

; Fourth. By a head of one of the Departments or a court of 
aw. 

There is no other method known to the Constitution by which 
a public minister or consul or other officer of the United States 
can be made. And whenever a publicagent is made in any other 
way he is not an officer of the United States unless he is one of 
the special officers named in the Constitution, as the President 
or Vice President. That is, if a person having rightfully a pub- 
lic employment is to be considered us av officer of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, in a constitutional sense, he must be 
appointed in one of these ways, and if he has such public em- 
ployment rightfully without such appointment he is not an offi- 
cer of the Government of the United States. There can be no 
dispute of this proposition. 

ow, sir, I wish to call attention to some practices of the Gov- 
ernment, both of the legislative and of the executive depart- 
ment, vpn the subject of appointing persons to public employ- 
ment, which appear to be offices, but which are not offices, because 
the persons are not appointed in pursuance of the Constitution. 
There is a statute, section 1695 of the Revised Code, which au- 
thorizes the President to make rules as to the appolntmont of 
certaindiplomaticandconsular officers. Paragraph 87 of the reg- 
ulations made in pursuance of this statute oy the President of the 
United States for the government of our diplomatic and consu- 
lar officers provides that in case of a vacancy of consul and vice- 
consul both, which requires the appointment of a person to tem- 
porarily perform the duties of the consulate, the diplomatic 
representative of the United States in that country has au- 
thority, with the consent of the foreign government, to make a 
temporary appointment; and i Sag 88 requires that the ap- 
pointees to such vacancies shall be designated by the title of 
vice-consul, vice-commercial agent and not acting consul and 
acting commercial agent. 

And yet when these appointments are made by the diplomatic 
representative, with the consent of the foreign government to 
fill the temporary vacancy, they possess all the powers and can 
perform all the duties, and they assume all the responsibilities 
of a regular vice-consul, or vice-commercial agent, appointed in 

ursuance of the Constitution of the United States, and the onl 

Mifterence (and it is that difference which makes them no offi- 
cers) is that hay do not have the tenure prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. They have the powers, duties, aud 
responsibilities of officers; they are in every sense officers except 
alone that they are appointed for a temporary period, for a pe- 
riod not recognized in the Constitution of the United States 
for officers; and that is the reason why they are not officers. 

Now, Mr. President, I come toa very interesting part of the 
history of this Government upon that subject and it illustrates 
very fully the argument which I have attempted to impress 
upon the Senate. 

It is a fact that up to the Ist of May, 1810, secretaries of lega- 
tion were appointed: by the ministers themselves. They aredip- 
lomatic officers, and yet they were allowed to be appointed by the 
ministers. When secretaries of legation were thusappointed by 
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the ministers, when ministers were temporarily absent they 
turned over the diplomatic functions of the embassy to these sec- 
retaries of legation as chargés d'affaires; or, in other words, the 
ministers themselves appointed chargé d'affaires upon their own 
responsibility. Congress did not like that, and so on the Ist of 
May, 1810, Congress passed a law to this effect: 

That to entitle c é des affaires, or secret: * 
bassy to any foreign 8 or secretary of Suae 8 


any 
to the compensation hereinbefore vided they shall respectively be a 
pointed by the President of the United States, oy and with the advice ana 


`| consent of the Senate; but in the recess of the Senate the President is hereby 


authorized to make such appointments, which shall be submitted to the Sen- 
ate at the next session thereafter, for their advice and consent; and no com- 
pensation shall be allowed to any chargé des affaires, or any of the secre- 
taries hereinbefore described, who shall not be appointed as aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to authorice any 
appointment, etc. 

That is a plain prohibition of the appointment of chargés d’af- 
ae in any other way than by the President of the United 

8. 

Now, what is the practice? I have before me a report made 
by Mr. Clay, when he was Secretary of State, dated January 31, 
1827. Notwithstanding that statute, chargés d’affaires were ap- 
pointed by the ministers or by the President without submitting 
their names to the Senate. In 1827, when the House of Repre- 
sentatives contained some of the most distinguished men who- 
ever satin it—I believe Mr. Webster was a member, and Mr, 
John Forsyth, of Pag pe was a member—they passed a resolu- 
tion calling upon Mr. Clay, who was then Secretary of State, to 
1 certain inquiries, and one of the inquiries was the fol- 

owing: 

Whether any, and, if any, what number of chargés des affaires have 
been appointed since the fourth day of March, 1789, without the advice and 
consent of the Senate; and whether, in any case, such appointment has been 
made after notice had been given of the intention of the minister abroad to 
return, and after his successor had bsen appointed. 

That was the first inquiry. The statute which I have read 
was passed on the Ist of May, 1810, which prohibited the a 
pointment of a chargé d’affaires except by the President, wit 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and if in vacation he was 
required to submit their names to the Senate when it met; and 
seperate was denied to any man appointed ina different 
mode. 

Now, what is the answer of Mr. Clay on this subject? I 
find there were eighteen appointments of chargés d’affaires 
made between 1810 and the date of this report by the ministers 
themselves, every one of whom, according to the report made 
by Mr. Clay—for here is the account—every one was, if they were 
ollicers, paid in violation of the express terms of the statute. 

Now, let us see if there isa principle which can justify the ap- 
pointment of the chargés during ail this long period of time ap- 
parently in express violation of the statute as well, as it seems, 
against the Constitution of the United States. It is found in 
the fact that sa principle undertaken, and successfully under- 
taken,to be sustained by the Senatorfrom Delaware the other 
day that temporary appointments, appointments to perform a 
particular duty, are not considered as officers in a legal sense. 
It justifies the argument, which I have made, that, under the 
Constitution of the United States, all the United States officers 
havea fixed tenure under the Constitution, and that when a man 
has not that tenure, he does not possess an office under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Now, let us see. These men held temporary appointments, 
Not one of them held until the expiration of a certain length of 
time. They did not hold for life unless removed first by the Pres- 
ident, but the appointments were temporary, and terminated 
upon the return of the absent minister in case 1 were ap- 
pointed during his absence, or their tenure terminated upon the 
appointment of a minister in case they were appointed when 
there was no minister. 

Now, I want to show to the Senate how strong that principle 
is in the Constitution of the United States. Mr. Clay, in an- 
swer to the further inquiry, states that— 

In some instances the temporary eee has been continued after 
the intervention of a session of the Senate, as in the cases of Mr. Purvi- 
ance, Mr. Russell, Mr. Lawrence, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Brent, Mr. Hughes, and 
Mr. Sheldon, and in two cases (those of Mr. Erving and Mr. Harris) after the 
intervention of several sessions of the Senate. 

And they were all paid the statutory salary of a chargé d’af- 
faires. I will read that to the Senate to show how strong that 
principle is in the Constitution. Mr. Erving received a salary 
as chargé d'affaires at Madrid, from the 24th of October, 1805, to 
April, 1810, four years five months and thirteen days, at $4,500 
per year. That was before the act of 1810. Now, let us see as 
to another one, Mr. Harris. Mr. Levitt Harris received a sal 
from the 17th day of April, 1814, to the 2Ist day of Febr 1817, 
nearly three years, under an appointment made by the minister. 
There is no justification for that action, except on the principle 
which I have stated to the Senate, that no man should be consid- 
ered as an officer of the United States unless he has the tenure 
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fixed by the Constitution. These persons did not have that ten- 
ure,and therefore whilst they discharged the duties of an officer, 
whilst they bore the recognized name of an officer, still on ac- 
count of the tenure, and on accountof the tenurealons, they were 
not officers, and were allowed to be appointed not in accordance 
with the Constitution and the statutes, which are thus conclu- 
sively shown not to apply. 

The office of chargé d'affaires is a recognized diplomatic office. 
They are to be appointed as other public ministers, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, when appointed to a full 
constitutional term, yet so firmly implanted is the 55 1 
have endeavored to sustain, that there can be no officer of the 
United States who has not the tenure recognized in the Consti- 
tution, these chargés when appointed for temporary purposes 
are allowed to be appointed by the President alone, or even by 
one of our foreign ministers. 

Mr. President, there is one other question which has been very 
much discussed here and which deserves notice. The Presi- 
dent has been arraigned for investing Mr. Blount with certain 

wers which are supposed to be unconstitutional powers. It 
1 oala that Mr. Blount was authorized to give anorder to a 
naval officer, and that naval officer was bound to obey, and in that 
respect the President violated the Constitution of the United 
States. That action is justified by precedents, and I have some 
of them here, which I desire to r to the Senate. They show 
conclusively that the President in investing Mr. Blount with 
these powers followed the examples set by the greatest names 
in American history. e 

I shall now go back to the year 1823. I believe at that time 
James Monroe was President of the United States and John 
Quincy Adams was Secretary of State. I find a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy directed to John Gallagher, commanding 
the United States brig Enterprise, in which it was stated: 

Irequest that you will, under the advice and approbation of Mr. Randall. 

agent of the United gen carry into effect the views expressed by 
= 2 Spr oar adhering strictly in all respects to the suggestions contained in 

Here is an officer of the United States required toconform his 
action to the advice and approbation of Mr. Randall, who was a 
special agent, a civil officerof the United States. It issaid that 
is not an order; but an obligation to follow the advice and act 
according to the approbation of a particular man is about as 
strong an order as can be given. It does not make any differ- 
ence what kind of language is used, if a man is obliged to obey 
it is an order. 

Here is a letter to the same man from the same Secretary and 
dated April 8, 1823: 

You will, however, regulate your operations by the advice of Mr. Randall, 
so as to be ready tor ve him on board at any time. 

If a naval officer is obliged to regulate his conduct by the ad- 
vice of a man, is that not equivalent to investing that man w.th 
power to order him? Call it what you please, it is a stick held 
over him, the expression of a wish, the expression of an intent 
on the part of the civil officer which the naval officer is obliged 
to obey. 

That was in Monroe's time. 

I will now come to Mr. Arthur’s time. Here is a letter by 
which an admiral in the Navy is informed that: 

The Department desires to impress upon you that the President attaches 
great importance to this mission— 

That is Mr. Trescot’s mission— 
and it is hoped and expected that you will cheerfully render it such service 
as it may require. To accomplish this Mr. Trescot will consult with you, 
and you will be governed, as far as practicable, by his wishes. 

What is that but telling the officer to obey Mr. Trescot's or- 
ders as far as practicable? 

Here is another, going back a little further, dated November 
6, 1569, a letter from George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, 
to Capt. Balch: 


Gen. Babcock will have certain orders from the President of the United 
States. You are directed to conform to all his wishes and orders and to 
convey him to such points as he may desire to visit. 


There the word order“ occurs. If the officer is bound to 


oper if he is bound to conform to all the wishes of Gen. Bab- 
cock, then it is an order, and, besides, orders are expressly 
named. 


That is not very ancient history—1869 and 1823. Here is 
another letter of the Secretary of State, Mr. Fisn, addressing 
Gen. Babcock, in which he is informed that “on the proper 
execution of this instrument, the Navy Department will receive 
orders from the President to peon at your disposal in the harbor 
of San Domingo a force sufficient to enable the United States to 
comply with their agreement in the proposed treaty.” 

There the naval oficer is directed to obey the orders of Gen. 
Babcock. But I go back to the case of an illustrious President, 
a man who is supposed to have been more instrumental in fram- 
ing the Constitution than any other—Mr. Madison. In 1812, I 
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believe it was, or at least during Mr. Madison's Administration 
he was authorized by an act of Congress to take possession of 
Florida. He sent a brigadier-general of the Army of the United 
States by the name of Matthews with some troops there to take 
possession of thatcountry. Gen. Matthews disobeyed the orders 
of he President, and disobeyed them in a sense and ina manner 
which brought on diplomatic trouble. He seized possession of 
a part of Florida, which he was not authorized to do. 

t did Mr. Madison doin that case? I want to call the 
attention of the Senate and of the country especially to this. 
He employed Governor Mitchell, of Georgia, who, so far as the 
United States were concerned, was a private citizen, that is, he 
had no official relations with the United States. He was the 
governor of a State. Mr. Madison, being dissatisfied with Gen. 
Matthews. requested Governor Mitchell to go and discharge the 
duties which he had imposed upon Gen. Matthews. In writing 
to Governor Mitchell, Mr. Monroe says: 

I inclose you an order from the Secretary of War tothe commander of the 
troops of the United States to evacuate the country when requested so to 
do by you, and tu pay the same respect in future to your order in fulfilling 
8 by the law that he has been expected to do to that of Gen. 

So here is a case where the President of the United States su- 
33 a military officer and authorized a private citizen, at 

east one who h.d no official relations with the United States, to 
per orm the duties of that officer, and to give orders to the other 
military officers there which they were bound to obey. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. [should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi if he contends that the President of the United States 
has the power to appoint a set of officers . irrespective 
of that military establishment created by anactof Congress and 
the officers of which hive been appointed by the President and 
e onfirmed by the Senate—whether such asetof officers can be set 
aside by officers appointed by the President alone? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ofcourse Ido not mean to assert any such 
proposition. : 

r. HIGGINS. Then I would ask 

Mr. GEORGE. Waitamoment. I do not mean to assert any 
such proposition. I am showing by the history of this country 
what the most illustrious Presidents, including President Mon- 
roe and Mr. Adams, when he was Secretary of State, and Presi- 
dent Grant, did in relation to these matters, and did without 
criticism; and I have shown that what President Cleveland did 
was covered by the examples which I have quoted from these men. 
President Cleveland is not to be condemned for giving power to 
Mr. Blount to enable him to discharge his duty to investigate— 
and he never did athing beyond that. When the President au- 
thorized Blount to give an order or to act in co peration with a 
naval officer and directed a naval officer to obey his orders he 
was simply doing exactly what James Madison did, what James 
Monroe did, and what Ulysses S. Grant did, and what John 
Quincy Adams did. That is all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, I should like 
to ask him whether he cites those precedents as examples of 
obedience of law or as violations of law by Presidents of the 
United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not think that so small 
a man as I am is called upon at this late day to sit in judgment 
upon the acts of such illustrious men as those I have named. I 
make use of these precedentsfor the pur of showing that the 
present President of the United States has done nothing more 
than his predecessors have done—and the Senator from Delaware 
will have ample opportunity to show if he can that Lam wrong in 
the statements which I have made if he desires to do so—in fact 
the President has done nothing more than has been done b 
the most illustrious Presidents who have preceded him in h 
great office. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, I only wish to 
know just what ground he takes in respect to the President’s 
powers —for the Senator is a very acute lawyer, and his opinion 
goes a long way with the Senate and the country—I wanted to 

now whether, in citing these precedents, he was doing it to 
sustain the contention that President Cleveland, in 8 
this power upon Mr. Blount, was doing it in obedience of lawf 
power or in violation of lawful power? 

Mr. GEORGE. I argued for some time to show that the 
powers which the President vested in Mr. Blount were properly 
vested for the purpose of enabling him to carry out a plain 
duty which the President had a right to impose upon him. 
Ido not believe that the President has the ht to set a civil 
officer over a naval officer or over a military officer, to take the 
command of the Army or the Navy away from the regularly 15 
pointed officers of the Army and Navy and coafer it upon a citi- 
zen: but I do mean to say that in transacting and perform 
high duties which the Constitution has imposed upon him wi 
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references to foreign powers, he may invest his agents or commis- 
sioners with the power, not of commanding the Army or Navy, but 
with the p wer to direct a certain movement of the Army or 
Navy so far as it affects foreign relations. For instance, the 
President may invest a civilian with the power to say, I want 
yos to land troops for this purpose, or to protect the people 

here.” Tbat isa civil duty; that is not a military duty. The 
military duty is to afford protection; the civil and diplomatic 
duty is to determine when the protection is needed or may bo 
demanded of the United States. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, there is one 
other question I should like to ask him, and that is, whether he 
considers that the President had the power toinvest Mr. Blount 
with authority to give orders to and supersede Mr. Stevens as 
the minister to the Hawaiian Government so long as Mr. Ste- 
vens remained the minister there, which, I understand, were 
given in this case? 

Mr. GEORGE. If there is anything settled in constitutional 
law it is this—and my learned friend, who is a very fine lawyer, 
if he will go to his works on international law will find it laid 
down—that the powers of a foreign minister are just such pow- 
ers, and only such powers, as the President chooses to give him. 
I call the Senator's attention again to the fact that in 1881, one 
of the last official acts of his then term of office of one of the 
8 Seer taries of State this country has ever produced, Mr. 

laine, was to commission William H. Trescot an envoy extra- 
ordinary and minister plenipotentiary to three courts, at all of 
which there were regular American ministers, taking from 
them certain powers which had theretofore been granted to 
them, and transferring those powers to Mr. Trescot. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like to ask the Senator if the in- 
structions to Mr. Trescot made him distinctly paramount over 
those ministers, and ordered them to obey him? 

Mr. GEORGE. As to the duties he had to perform he was 
paramount. He determined what he should do within his in- 
structions, and those other men were allowed to do only what 
was not transferred to him. But I discussed all that an hour 
ago. I showed, though the Senator did not do me the honor 
to listen to what I was saying at the time, that under the 
peculiar circumstances attending this case, as Mr. Stevens's 
conduct was to be investigated, it was essential, in order to make 
the investigation complete, that Mr. Blount should have powers 
3388 to his. But I pass from that, and I shall not go back 
it uny more. I wish to speak about the Florida case. 

Mr. Monroe, then Secretary of State, wrote to Governor 

Mitchell, of Georgia, as I have before quoted: 


I inclose you anh order from the Secretary of War to the commander of the 
troops of the United States to evacuate the country when uested so to do 
by you and to pay the same respect in future to your order in fulfilling the 
Sa 5 by the law that he has been expected to do to that of Gen. 

tthews. 


That was Gen. Matthews, who was his superior officer. I 
knew when I brought up that precedent before the Senate that 
the contention would be made just as it has been made by the 
Senator from Delaware. I knew there was no answer to the 


recedent. That which comes nearest to being an answer to it 


is that which the Senator from Delaware is forced to make. I 
5 he siys—that is the substance of his argument—not 
only Mr. Cleveland for a violation of law in the appointment of 
Mr. B ount and conferring powers on him, but I arraign also 
James Madison, James Monroe, John Quincy Adams, Ulysses S. 
Grant,and James G. Blaine. That may be bad company in the 
opinion of the Senator from Delaware, but in my opinion, Mr. 
President, the unquestioned acts, the uncriticised acts done by 
the illustrious men to whom I have referred are proper prece- 
dents for the action of an American President. 

Mr. President, I have concluded now what [ desire to say 
upon the law points involved. I have very little further to add. 
It is no part of my present purpose to discuss generally the 
B pursued by this Administration in reference to Hawaii. 

have discussed only one part of this large and interesting sub- 
ject—the legality of the action of the President and the neces- 
sity for the investigation as committed to Mr. Blount. As I 
may n t however, have another opportunity of speaking on this 
subject, it will prevent misconception if I may—in the way of 
ee merely, not argument give my views on this subject 
generally. 

I do not doubt, after the best examination I have been able to 
give the subject, that the committee of safety and Mr. Steyens 
acted in full concert throughout; that they were both convinced, 
and on that conviction acted, that no movement to supplant the 
Queen had the slightest chance of success unless aided by Mr. 
Ste vens and the United States forces; that in pursuance of this 
mutual conviction the United States forces were by preconcert 
landed at the opportune moment to render the needed aid, and 
were stationed exactly at the place selected -previously, not by 


the commander of the forces, not by Mr. Stevens, but by the 
revolutionary committee of safety, as the most convenient for 
assisting by their mere presence in accomplishing this overthrow; 
that this landing and stationing were wholly unnecessary to pro- 
tect American life and property; that — protection or the 
need for such protection is an afterthought. 

It was not even alluded to in the paper which the committee 
of safety sent to Stevens asking for troops, and on which he ad- 
mits in his letter to Mr. Foster that he acted. This landing 
and stationing of troops was wholly unnecessary to protect 
American life and property, but resulted wholly from the ap- 
peal of the committee of safety for troops to protect them, not to 
protzct American life and American property. They appealed 
to Stevens for aid to protect themselves. Mr. Stevens did give 
them the protection they asked. There was not a single at- 
tempt, nor was there expressed to Mr. Stevens by this commit- 
tee the feur of any such attempt to injure a single hair on the 
head of an American citizen or to destroy a single dollar's worth 
of property of an American citizen. Taeappeal they made, and 
on which Stevens admits he acted, wasan appeal to protect their 
own persons in their preconcerted efforts with Stevens to over- 
throw the Queens Government. 

Sir, the recognition of the so called de faclo government shows 
that it was not a sincere acknowledgment of an existing and ac- 
complished fact, but was made when the revolution was as yet 
incomplete; in fact when it was scarcely known in the city of 
Honolulu as having commenced. The recognition, as the proof 
shows, was made in pursuance of an agreement which had been 
made by Stevens with the revolutionary committee, or the com- 
miitee of safety, When you get into possession of that buildin 
and read a proclamation thereestablishing a government, I w. 
recognize you.” Instead of being the recognition of an accom- 
plished fact, it was designed and actually had the effect to bring 
about the de facto situation which it pretended to recognize as 
a government. It was one of the instrumentalities which had 
been agreed upon between the revolutionary committee and 
Stevens to be used in the overthrow of the Queen’s Government. 
Without going into an argument I may say it is proven beyond 
any reasonable doubt that the recognition at the time it was 
made was in fact the main instrumentality in overthrowing the 
Queen. The other instrumentality was the presence of United 
States troops, put there for that purpose. 

I avow my conviction also that even with this aid in securing 
asurrender by the Queen the Provisional Government was too 
weak to stand alone, and needed, as was shown, and received the 
fostering care and support of United States Minister Stevens. 
The revolutionary neuen mens was not only unable, asis proven 
as clear by this evidence as is the noonday sun, to accomplish the 
revolution without the aid of Stevens and the Uni States 
forces, but after they had succeeded in getting an abdication from 
the Queen it was so weak that it could not stand alone; it could 
not perform the functions of a government except relying upon 
and aided by the United States forces. 

So, as I have shown, with the United States forces on shore 
charged with the duty of maintaining order, which meant to 
suppress any attempt tooverthrow the Queen, within twelvedays 
after the so-called revolution was accomplished, we find the Pro- 
visional Government making an appeal to Stevens to assume a 
protectorate over them upon the ground—let us speak plainly 
about it—that the sham government which Stevens had set up 
there was unable to perform the ordinary functions of govern- 
ment; it could not protect life, liberty, or Property. What sort 
of a machine is that fora government which can neither pro- 
tect the good and orderly nor punish the disorderly? That was 
their exact condition twelve days after this alleged accomplished 
fact, this de facto government. 

Mr. GRAY. According to their own confession and not that 
of anybody else. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course, according to their own confession. 
Iam glad the Senator from Delaware reminded me of it. It is 
not a picture drawn by an unfriendly hand, but a solemn confes- 
sion made by the Governmentitself in the most solemn of all pos- 
sible public papers, a paper proposing to transfer the possession 
of the Kingdom toanother country, . their inability 
to preserve order, and asking the protection o 
ernment to do it. 

I avow also my conviction that in fact the Government thus 
established has exhibited little, if any, other vitality or power 
than the assumption that it could transfer to the United States, 
against the will of the people, the sovereignty of that country. 
That is about all that has been done. It was put up by Stevens, a 
provisional government, to exist only until annexation could be 
accomplished. It begged Stevens to assume a protectorate over 
them, and at the same time it negotiates with the Government 
of the United States for a transfer of the sovereignty of that 
country to this, That is the spectacle which this situation 


that foreign Gov- 
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exhibits to the American people and to the world, and a most 
miserable spectacle it is. 

Then, Mr. President, lastly, to show that this Provisional Gov- 
ernment is driven to these straits of confessionof weakness, they 
send commissioners to the United States to treat for annexa- 
tion, and those commissioners in their letter proposing the an- 
nexation state as the main ground on which they desire annexa- 
tion, that they are incapable of taking care of themselves, and 
ask the Government of the United States to do it, 


LOAN OF CONDEMNED GUNS AND PROJECTILES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1683) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to lend condemned cannon and 
cannon balls to the association having in charge the monument 
erected on Government land near Chicago, II., to the Confed- 
erate dead there buried, to report it with amendments and sub- 
mitareport thereon. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be now considered. /It is a bill in which the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Gorpon] feels considerable interest, and I know 
he would like very much to have it now passed by the Senate. 

Mr, FAULKNER. It is to be considered with the under- 
standing, I suppose, that the unfinished business shall be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 3 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. The bill will lead to no de- 
bate. It is a very simple matter. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. = 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
to strike out all of the bill after the word“ to” in 3, and in- 
sert: 


Issue four condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Governmenb lot in Oakwood 8 near Chicago, III., in which are 
buried both Union and Confederate „ and that he be authorized to ex- 
pend them in ornamenting said lot. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue 
four condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge ot the Gov- 
ernment lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chieago, III., in which are buried 
both Union and Confederate dead, and that he be authorized toexpend them 
in ornamenting said lot. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee also reports to 
strike out the preamble. The preamble will be stricken out, if 
there be no objection. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to issue four condemned iron guns and pro- 
jectiles to the officer in charge of the Government lot in = 
wood Cemetery, near Chicago, III.“ 


HAWAIIAN BARK ARCTIC. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 236) for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the Hawaiian bark Arctic. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will make no objection, provided the 
Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside for this purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Imakethatrequest. I understood that it would 
not displace the unfinished business. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 
owners or their legal representatives of the vessel or bark Arctic 
823,500, in full compensation for the losses sustained and the 
services rendered by them in abandoning their business of whale 
catching and rescuing one hundred and seventy-six seamen in 
the Arctic Sea, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consider- 
ation of the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.832) tosimplify the form of deeds 
of conveyance, trust, and releases of land in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN}, to add a proviso to section 4 of the bill, which will be 


Mr. FAULKNER. If it is agreeable to the Senate, because 
of the few Seu tors present, I ask unanimous consent that the 
unfinished business may goover until to-morrow, as the billisnow 


pending upon a vote on the amendment, so that other matters 
Senators are interested in can be taken up at this time, the bill 
retaining its place as the unfinished business. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


LAND-SCRIP LOCATIONS, 


Mr. DOLPH. The bill (H. R. 73) supplementary to the act of 
Congress approved January 28, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act defining 
the manner in which certain land scrip may be assigned and lo- 
cated or applied by actual settlers, and providing tor the issue 
of patents in the name of the locator or his legal representa- 
tives,” is an entirely unobjectionable bill. The bill has been 
read. It was brought up when it was reported, I think, and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], not understanding it, ob- 
jected to its present consideration. It does not affect the title 
toasquare foot oh fewer It simply allows patents to be issued 
for land scrip legally located before the passage of a certain act, 
the same as patents for land scrip located afterwards, it being 
an omission in the originalact. It is a House bill, and its pas- 
sage is recommended by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been read, but let it again be read for 
information; so that the Senate may understand it. It is very 
short. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill merely applies to valid locations. It 
does not validate anything. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ts there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill ought to be carefully considered. 
The phraseology ought to be very definiteas to what the Land 
Department may decide to be avalid location. Under the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court that is a question of considerable im- 
portance. Seeing that the Land Department has already con- 
veyed away a vast domain, it seems to me we ought to be very 
careful about confiding that authority to them. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is a House bill. It passed the other House 
without objection and it was reported by the Senate Committee 
on Public Lands without objection. It does not confirm title to 
afoot of land. It merely cures an inadvertence in the act of 
1879, which authorizes patents to be issued for locations by this 
scrip; but it was held in the Department that it only applied to 
locations afterwards, and not where. there had been previous 
valid locations. The bill merely provides that on a previous 
valid location patents be issued the same as on those after 
the passage of that act. is all there is in the bill. It does 
not give anybody a title toa foot of land or a right to acquire 
title to a foot of real estate. It is simply a matter relating to 
the transaction of business in the Department, and to facilitate 
that business. 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill ought to be very carefully con- 
sidered. The fact that it has passed the other House, and the 
fact that the Committee on Public Lands has reported it are 
not at all material. The question is whether the vast body of 
the public domain shall be located under perhaps unlawful loca- 
tions, which may be ratified or con‘irmed by some inadvertent 
language in the bill. That has been done to a vast extent, and 
many millions of acres of land have been taken away from the 
homesteaders and the homestead law nullified by language in- 
serted in bills of this description which esca; the notice: of 
anyone at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there 
is objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task leave to submit areport from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. , 

Mr. DOLPH. I want to know if the Senator from Florida ob- 
jects to the consideration of the bill. i 

Mr. CALL. I do. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam glad to know it. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LILLY. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrentresolutionof the House of Re 
resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Repressntatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Lilly, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 8,000 copies; of 
which number 2.000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Represent- 
atives of the State of Pennsylvania, which shall include 50copies to be bound 
in full morocco, to be delivered to che family of the deceased, and of the ro- 
maining, 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 
E a portrait of the said William Lilly to accompany 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referreda concurrent resolution providing for 
printing the report of the Director of the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
coucurrent resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the substitute be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number al- 
ready ordered by law, 7,000 copies of the fourteenth annual report of the Di- 
rector of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preceding 
volumes of the series, of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribu- 
tion by the Geological Survey. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. [submit reports giving the cost in each of 
these cases, and ask that the reports be printed in the usual 
document form. 

4 Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruction and 
extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian 
thistle or Russian cactus, technically salola kali trayus. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from North Dakota to the fact that the Senate is very thin, and 
that that is a very important bill. It involves a principle which 
has never been settled, so far as I know, by any legislation. 
The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was divided on the 
bill; and whilst I want the Senator to understand that I shall 
not interpose any factious or dilatory objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill, yet as it involves precedents of a very impor- 
tant character, I think it ought to be considered when the Senate 
is full and fully debated. It proposes to do what never has been 
done before, to make an appropriation of about a million dol- 


lars, I believe. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. One million dollars, 
Mr. GEORGE. It proposes to make an 6 of $1,- 
000,000 out of the Treasury of the United States for the pur- 
pose of eradicating from certain States a noxious weed. It is 
an important bill. I should like the Senator to ask and the 
Senate to consent that the bill be made a special order for a par- 
ticular day named, at an early hour, when the Senate will be full 
and when it may be maturely considered. Of course, I am op- 
sed to the bill, but I have no objection to its passage if after 
ull and free deliberation and debate a majority of the Senate 
shall so decide. I suggest to my friend that he ask that the 
bill be made a special order on a particular day, in the morning 
when the Senate is full, so that the matter may be m.turely and 
fully considered. The Senate is not full now, and it can not 
pass the bill, because it can not be passed except on a yea-and- 
nay vote. L do not want to object to its consideration, because 
I wish to accommodats the Senator from North Dakota as much 


as I can. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There are many special orders at the 
present time, and in view of the fact that the tariff bill is set for 
the 2d of April, I am a little apprehensive if we do not take up 
the bill now and consider it upon its merits we shall not reach 
it at the present session. It isa very important measure to the 

t agricultural interests of the West. The farmers of at 
east seven agricultural States of the Western country are inter- 
ested in the passage of the bill, and they are very anxious to 
know whether Congress intends to do anything in the matter. 
1 think that the Senator from Mississippi will with me 
that we can at least begin the consideration of the bill at this 
time. 
Bees a Of course we can begin it, but we can not con- 
clude it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam aware of that fact. Ishould like 

to have the discussion entered upon at least, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 8 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty 5 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, March 21, 1891. at 12 o'clock m. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Frank J. Norris, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county 
of Loudoun and State of Virginia. 

Charles M. Busbee, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county 
of Wake and State of North Carolina. 

James R. Martin, to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas. 

Louis J. Marquis, to be postmaster at Bartow, in the county 
of Polk and State of Florida. 

Albert H. Mowry, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Charleston and State of South Carolina. - 

Eugene L. Brown. to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county 
of Barbour and State of Alabama. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 20, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, and, with accompanying 
apers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
ered to be printed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Congress: ; 
I transmit herewith copy of a dispatch recently received from our minis- 
ter at PRAEH together with copies of the inclosures which accompany said 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 19, 1994. 


‘BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE RIVERS, LOUIS- 


IANA AND TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER laid be‘ore the House the bill (H. R. 1918) 
authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company 
to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers, in the States of 
Louisiana and Texas. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

The motion to concur was agreed to. 8 

On motion of Mr. PRICE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
9 1 8 the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on the 

e. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BARTHOLDT, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 


CHANGE OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGs] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZ- 
HOOVER] ask to be relieved from further service on the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals: the gentleman from Indiana Mr. 
TAYLOR| asks to be relieved from further service on the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. The Chair announces the appointment of 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana as a member of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Mr. SAYERS. The regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
ular order is the call of committees for reports. 

DELEGATE FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IN THE HOUSE, 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back advers=ly the bill (H. R. 4218) providing for the election of 
a Delegate to represent the District of Columbia in the House of 
Representatives; which, with the accompanying report, was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

CASES BEFORE SUPREME COURT IN WHICH STATES ARE PARTIES. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4662) to advance causes on the 
calendar of the Supreme Court of the United States wherein 
States are panies which, with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

LIGHT SHIP WITH FOG SIGNAL OFF BOSTON LIGHT, MASSA- 
CHUSETTS. 

Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 5312) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a light ship with fog signal to be estab- 
lished to the eastward of the Boston light, Massachusetts, and 
for the establishment of range lights in Boston Harbor, Massa- 


The reg- 
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chusetts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO VIOTIMS OF PRISON SHIPS, 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3531) for the erection and 
completion of a monument to the memory of the victims of prison 


FORT GREEN, 


ships at Fort Green, Brooklyn, N. V.; which was referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


~- PORTRAIT OF DOLLY MADISON. 


Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 142) for the purchase 
of the portrait of Dolly Madison from E. S. Andrews; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
4 of considering appropriation bills. 

e motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to accounts of the Treasury 
of the United States. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Maaa House on the state of the Union, Mr. LESTER in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year en June 39, 1895, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 


[Mr. SIMPSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. SAYERS. Lask now thatthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BLACK] be allowed five minutes; and then, if no other gentle- 
man wishes to speak, I will ask for the vote. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor at 
this moment in order that I may in the five minutes allotted me 
correct one or two inaccuracies and make a brief reply. to the 
gentleman from Kansas[Mr. SIMPSON]. The honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS] spoke 
yesterday of the item appropriating $31,000 for outdoor relief 
and incidental expenses; and he commented upon the fact that 
the youchers returned showed an expenditure of only $1,000 for 
outside relief. He intimated that in his judgment a larger 
amount should have been expended in transferring the soldiers 
to the homes. The fact is that the item of transportation is an 
entirely distinct item; and the appropriation for incidental ex- 
penses has been expended for many years as set out in the pro- 
posed amendatory law, and detailed vouchers have been for- 
warded to the Treasury Departmentfor each one of those items, 
just as the committee themselves in substance propose shall 
continue to be done. 

The outdoor relief fund is used in this way: When an old 
man of the service is in need of a meal's victuals, it is paid for 
by the manager; and then the manager is reimbursed for that 
expenditure. But when men are to be transported to their 
homes, the payment for that comes out of an entirely different 
fund. So it happens that the amounts disbursed in these minor 
ways for meals and immediate relief are comparatively insig- 
nificant. 

The second point to which I call attention is the statement of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], that the 
president of the Board, in his examination before the subcom- 
mitiee, intimated or said that the audit, which was being made 
at his office, was useless. What he meant tosay,as heexplained 
clearly afterward, was that it is useless to divide the accounts 
into sixty-six different accounts, instead of leaving them in 
Seven. e objected to thus multiplying the extent and cost of 
the audit, and stated that so much of the regulations of the 


statute as provides for dividing these seven accounts into sixty- 
six is useless. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an article from a paper 
of this morning. Before it is read I will say that during the 
discussion yesterday I announced that in the course of the ex- 

nditure of 860,000, 000, extending through twenty-five years, we 

ave had to resort to the law but twice to secure our rights 
against the Treasurer’s subtreasurers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SETTLED BY HIS ESTATE—GEN, BUTLER'S ADMINISTRATORS VIRTUALLY AD- 
M 


IT WHAT HE DENIED. 
Boston, March 19. 


The case of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers against the late Gen. 
Benjamin F. Butler, which has been pending in the United States circuit 
2 has been settled by the payment of 618,000 by the administrators of 

estate. 

The suit was first brought in 1885, and since that time has been tried once 
and argued before the Supreme Court of the United States on exceptions. 

The case was originally brought in the Suprems Court of Massachusetts, 
in 1885, and in the declaration filed at that time the plaintiffs claimed that 
Gen. Butler owed them $15,000, which was money loaned and sent to 

liam S. Tilton, acting secretary of the eastern branch of the home at 
Togus, Me. The defendant at that time was acting treasurer of the corpora- 


Hio plaintiffs also claimed that the amount was repaid by Gen. Tilton to 
Gen. Butler, and the payment has not been accounted for by Gen. Butler. 

The answer filed by Gen. Butler denied the claim of the plaintiff, and said 
that he paid in full all moneys and sums which at any time he ever owed the 
corporation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask that the gentleman from Illinois be al- 
lowed five minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BLACK] claim that the payment of that moner by 
the representatives of Gen. Butler is an admission that Gen. 
Butler owed the money? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. What I meant to say was that there 
have been but two suits necessarily instituted during eighteen 
years against the securities of the treasurers; that one of these 
was a suitagainst Gen. Butler, which has just been settled by 
his personal representatives, leaving the second suit pending, 
which is a suit involving only.about $300. My point in citing 
these two cases was to show how clear the ad stration has 
been in its fiscal affairs. d 

Now, in regard to the statement made by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] as to the admission of officers of the 
regular Army into the Leavenworth Home from posts in Kan- 
sas, 1 will say that the law of July 5, 1884—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. _I think I said “ privates.” 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Officers and privates, I understood 
the gentleman to say. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 8 eee 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The law of July 5, 1884, authorizing 
the establishment of the Leavenworth branch amplifies the law 
which had previously existed, and by its fifth section authorizes 
the admission to national homes of honorably discharged sol- 
diers and sailors who had served in the war of the rebellion, 
whether they subsequently served in the regular Army or not. 
So that, after abies served in the war of the rebellion, and 
having been honorably discharged, men are entitled to the ben- 
efits of the homes even though they may be regular Army officers 
or soldiers. I am not aware of any case in which any officer or 

rivate of the regular Army has been admitted to any of the sol- 
Alers homes unless he had been in the war of the rebellion and 
honorably discharged. 

Mr. SIMPSON. In the case I referred to, the men are now 
in the regular Army as enlisted soldiers, stationed at Fort Riley, 
Kansas. That is the point. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. On that point I will say to the gen- 
tleman that the statement as yet rests in rumor; and whatever 
the facts may be, the matter will be carefully examined by the 
Board at its next meeting. The investigation by the Board of 
Managers of the affair spoken of by the gentleman was like any 
other matter submitted to a competent tribunal; it was passed 
upon by the Board last year,and the majority vote of the Board 
decided two things: First, that it was not shown the governor 
had been 8 se influenced; he denied it most strenuously; 
the majority of the Board voted that in the single instance which 
wus attempted to be specified the matter was not established by 
proof to their satisfaction; and they therefore found that he was 
not guilty of having sold his influence for corrupt purposes. 

The second branch of the subject is this: We discovered, and 
it was the unanimous belief of the Board, that three or four 


ue prior to the time of the investigation the governor had 
en offensive, that he had been drunk: but a year and a half 
before the investigation began the governor had established a 
reform in his own person and inthe camp: and after he had es- 
tablished that reform he had become an earnest and ze:lous 
worker in the cause of temperance. The result is shown by the 
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fact that to-day he is the national president of all the Keeley 
leagues in the United States, and we felt that the quality of 
human mercy ought not to be so strained against that when a 
man has been guilty of offenses in the long past he should for- 
ever be punished for them, and especially as he seemed at the 
head of a great temperance movement in the homes we let him 
pass. Hehasnotsinned since thetimehereformed. He is to day 
an active and earnest worker in the cause of temperance. And 
now, with a single other statement in kindly correction of the 
statement made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], 
I will let this matter pass. 

The saloon that the gentleman from Kansas speaks of is not 
a saloon where spirituous liquors are sold. It is what is called 
the beer hall, which is run at all the branches of the home, one 
where beer is sold to the men and paid for by them, guaranteed 
to be of a good quality and subject to inspection. That my per- 
sonal judgment has been against the establishment of that 
is true, but the majority of the Board believed that with the 
habits that many of these volunteer soldiers had, with the con- 
tracted disorders of a quarter of a century, the habits of a life- 
time upon them, it was better that there should be a regulated 
institution, a beer hall inside of the homes, where a clean, 
whole:ome beverage could be sold, rather than that these men, 
drivenout by their impulses, their appetites, and their passions, 
should seek on the outside an inferior quality of liquor. We 
recognized the fact that the servitude of fifty years’ appetite 
an not be broken by the institutions themselves. 

With one further statement on that point, I dismiss it. The 

homes. in their system of beer halls, have been copied by the 
regular Army in its canteen system; so that every post in the 
United States that chooses, where troops are gathered for any 
length of time, may have its garrison canteen. These canteens 
were established by order of Gen. J. C. Kelton; the recent Ad- 
jutant-General of the Army of the United States, who gave the 
most careful study to the subject, who acted only as the friend 
of the soldier, as he earnestly believed, and whois known to-day | 
among the men under his charge in the last years of his life at 
the National Home here, as the soldiers“ friend. } 

It is true that Idi lered with him. It is true that I differed 
with a majority of the gentlemen of the Board of rs. as 
to the wisdom of establishing these beer halls, but I bowed to 
the will ol ths majority, and it was theirs. And according to 
the testimony of the officers of the home, the various branches 
of the homes have been saved from great drunkenness and 
trouble, and the difficulties arising from arrests of inmates, and 
the old men themselves have been saved from being plucked 
whenever sey got outside of the lines of the home by having a 
beer hall established inside the home. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BLadKk] allow me in his time to say that the committee, after 
the most careful investigation, had no unkind criticisms to make 
of theadministration of these homes, and the Inspector-General, 
after a careful investigation, commended the administration as 
now carried on by the Board of Managers. The only criticism 
was as to the method of accounting, which he thought might be 
improved. 

7 BLACK of Illinois. Iam very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman. 

ees the hammer fell.] 

. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the time of 
the committee but a very few moments, and would not even 
speak now but for the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HLACE] in his rema ks has acquitted one member of the sub- 
committee who prepared this legislation, but has omitted to 
acquit other members of that subcommittee, of hostility to the 
soldiers homes. The very fact of his acquitting one member 
and omitting to acquit the other members piaces those other 
members who are not so fortunate as to recetve his commenda- 
tion in a wrong position, not only before the House, but before 
the country. 

I desire to say that in the preparation of this portion of the 
sundry civil bili it was a pleasure to me as chairman of the sub- 
committee to ask that Gen. COGSWELL of Massachusetts, himself 
a soldier, should report to the subcommittee his views touching 
appropriations for the soldiers’ homes. He did so, and in con- 
nection with that report he also reported the legislation which 
appears on the sundry civil bill. 

will further say that after a careful consideration of this leg- 
islation, it met not only the cordial approval of myself, but also 
the cordial approval of every other member of the committee; 
and, as has frequently been said, this legislation was in nosense 
of the word intended to be hostile toward these homes, but 
rather to regulate the rapid settlement of their accounts. 

Now, let me recur brielly to the language of the two clauses 
that have been complained of. Remember that the gentleman’ 
from Illinois Mr. BLACK], one of the members of Board, | 


gives his cordial ‘assent to all this legislation, except the two 
paragraphs to which he has raised roe of order. 


What are these clauses? In the t place it is proposed to 
put the treasurers of these homes upon the very same footing 
with every disbursing-officer of the United States. That is to 
say, we require these treasurers to execute bonds to the Gov- 
ernment of the Unite] States, to be approved of by the Secretary 
of War. But, Mr. Chairman, whois it that appoints these treas- 
urers? Does the Secretary of War appoint them? On the con- 
trary, they are appointed by the Board of Managers, and are re- 
quired to execute such bonds as shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War. 

hey are required to render their accounts monthly, so that 
they may be audited rapidly and that Congress and the executive 
branch of the Government may know how the large sum of money 
which is annually appropriated for the support of these homes 
has been expended. Can there be a valid objection to that? 

Again, the gentleman demurs to the proposition that these 
accounts shall be rendered monthly to such bureau of the War 
Department as the Secretary of War may designate. It is well 
understood that these accounts already go to the Department; 
and all that is required by the pending provision is that these 
same accounts, instead of coming in later, shall go monthly toa 
bureau of the War Department. 

In regard to the paragraph embraced between line 16 on page 
84 and line 2 on page 85, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman com- 
plains that if this clause were adopted the Board would not be 
able to visit and inspect the homes as now. I do notadmit that 
as a legal proposition; but, admitting it for the sake of argu- 
ment to be true, the gentleman will admit that on yesterday I 
proposed to him to obviate that objection by inserting at the 
end of the clause the following words: 

But nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent the Board 
visiting the homes as often during the year as they may deem necessary 
under existing law. 

So that we would have most cheerfully freed this clause from 
his objection. 

‘With this statement, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling upon 
the points of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] made a point of order upon the 

aragraph commencing at line 7, on page 83, and ending with 

e 2, page 84; also on that paragraph commencing on page 84, 
at line 16, and ending with line 2, on page 85. The point is that 
this paragraph is not in accordance with Rule XXI ofthe House, 
in that it changes existing law and makes new legislation. The 
Chair is of the opinion that the provision of the paragraph re- 
quiring the giving of a sufficient bond to the United States in 
such sum as the Secretary of War may direct is a change in the 
existing law upon the subject; at least it makes new law that 
did not exist in thut respect. Therefore the Chair considers it 
obnoxious to Rule XI, and sustains the point of order; and that 

raph must be stricken out. 

As to the second, that is moreapparently contrary to the rule, 
inasmuch as it repeals a section of the Revised Statutes and re- 

all the laws that require the Board to audit and examine 
accounts. ‘She Chair thinks, therefore, that this paragraph is 
contrary to che rule, and sustains the point of order upon it; and 
this paragraph also must be stricken out. 

Mr. SAV ERS. Mr. Chairman, in pursuance of an order of the 
committee last evening, 1 man from Minnesota [Mr. 
McCLEARY] is to be recogni for thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that on yesterday 
evening, by unanimous consent, the committee made an order 
thut after the disposition of these paragraphs certain members 
should address the House for a certain time upon the bill gen- 
erally, the gentteman from Minnesota [Mr. MOCLEARY], the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], and the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup]. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MCCLEARY] is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, last Wednes- 
day an amendment was offered, nominally to the pending bill, 
but actually to the land law of the United States. It should in- 
terest the members from every State that has public lands yet 
to dispose of. In the judgment of many of us, neither the per- 
tinency of the amendment nor the merits of the case would jus- 
tify its passage at this time. 

As representing a State especially interested in the proposed 
amendment, I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Montana Mr. HARTMAN]. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. „recurring to the remarks 
which I had occasion to make on last friday relative to the 
amendment introduced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], I desire to add a few words to what I then stated, 
presenting to the committee the facts as they exist with refer- 
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ence to one case which will be affected by the amendment which 
has been thus incorporated upon this appropriation bill. TI refer 
to the facts in the case of Graham against Campbell, affecting 
the southeast quarter of section 10, township 20 north, range 4 
east, in Cascade County, in the State of Montana. The facts, 
briefly epitomized as to the location, entry, proof, and the sub- 
sequent transfer of that property I have before me. I will 
briefly present them to the committee. 

Archibald O. Campbell made presmption cash entry No.1373, 
for southeast quarter of section 10, township 20 north, range 4 
east, October 17, 1883, when final certificate issued to him for 
the land. 

May 13, 1887, James Graham filed his affidavit of contest. 

August 19, 1887, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
ordered a hearing on the charges made, which were that Camp- 
bell had not, pals Bhs in his final proof, made the land his home 


. forthe period of six months required by law, and that his entr 


was made for the use and benefit of other persons than himself. 
October 10, 1887, Graham made affidavit that Campbell was 
deceased and that there were no heirs. Notice was by publica- 
tion. 
im was taken between October 28, 1887, and January 6, 
x 


November 9,1888, the register and receiver rendered their de- 
cision, holding that the contestant had failed to substantiate his 
charges by proof, and recommending the dismissal of the contest. 

The contestant appealed, and on November 25, 1890, the Act- 
ing Commissioner of the General Land Office rendered his de- 
cision. reaching the same conclusion as the register and receiver 
and holding that the contest should be dismissed. 

December 19, i830, Graham filed a motion for the review and 
reconsideration of this decision, and on February 25, 1891, Com- 
missioner Stone granted said motion, held that he was satisfied 
from the evidence that Campbell had not resided on the land in 

faith, and hence that his entry should be canceled, but 
ound that the charges that his entry was made for the benefit 
of another were not sustained. 

The act of March 3, 1891, having been passed, the transferees 
of Campbell applied for the issue of yapa under its provisions, 
contending that by reason of bona fide purchase prior to March 
1, 1888, and after the issue of final certificate, the entry stands 
confirmed. 4 

For various reasons action upon this motion could not be had 
in the General Land Office during the late Administration, and 
in the meantine those interested in the contest endeavored to 
obtain legislation from Congress which would destroy the effect 
of the act of 1891. They failed when the provision was stricken 
outofthesundry civil appropriation bill by the Senate and House 
on March 3 last. 

I want to say that that effort was made in exactly the same 
way that this effort was made, by attaching this modification of 
the public land laws upon an appropriation bill. 

hen Commissioner Lamoreux took charge of the General 
Land Office his attention was called to the pending motion, and 
the case received his personal consideration, resulting in his 
decision of November 15, 1893, wherein he held that the proofs 
under the act of 1891 were satisfactory and sufficient, and that— 


Under the circumstances, said entry is declared confirmed by said act, and 
the contest is dismissed. 

IĮ use his exact words. Under the circumstances, said entry 
is declared confirmed by said act, and the contest dismissed,” 

I ask the attention of the committee particularly to the words 
which I have just quoted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will the gentleman here 
allow me to ask if an appeal was taken from that decision? 

Mr. HARTMAN. the gentleman will kindly retain his 
oe, I et give him the entire history of it and that will show 

eap 8 
December 14, 1893, motion was filed for the review and recon- 
sideration of this decision. At the same time counsel for Gra- 
ham requested the Commissioner to set a day for an oral argu- 
ment of the case before him, 

The Commissioner declined by letter of January 2, 1894, to 
Messrs. Buttz and others representing Graham, saying that— 

An oral argument would involve a discussion of the whole case upon its 
merits. The time which such a discussion would necessarily consume is, in 
my opinion, greater than can now be granted consistently with the pressure 
of other important matters of public business. 

For this reason. and from the further fact that the case is one which has 


alreadyreceived my careful investigation and consideration, lam constrained 
to deny your request for an oral argument. 


The Commissioner however granted counsel fifteen days within 
which to submit a brief in support of the motion for review. 
The brief was thereupon filed within the time limited, and on 
February 13, 1894, the Commissioner denied the motion, adher- 
ing to his former decision. 
debruary 15, 1894, Graham filed an appeal to the Secretary of 
the Interior, who has not yet decided the case. 


Here are the transfers of land held by bona fide purchasers 
for value, innocent purchasers, and this is only one of a large 
number of cases that will be affected adversely if this amend- 
ment is adopted. The transfers of the land prior to March 1, 
1888, were as follows: 

October 20, 1883, warranty deed of the whole tract from 
Campbell to Timothy E. Collins, consideration $1,000, 
5 2, 1884, Collins and wife to Robert Vaughn and Paris 

ibson. 

October 26, 1886, warranty deed from Vaughn and wife to 
James J. Hill, an undivided half interest. 

3 23, 1887, Gibson to James J. Hill, undivided half 
interest. 3 

July 19, 1887, James J. Hill and wife to the Great Falls Water 
Power and Town Site Company. 

It will be observed that these transfers were all made before 
a hearing was ordered by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on the Graham contest, and before any notice of the ex- 
istence of said contest had been served. 

It was shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office that the purchasers seeking confirmation of 
the entry had no notice or knowledge of any kind that Campbell 
had not in all respects naan, Gee with the legal requirements. 

Now, it will be observed that the existing law to which I 
called attention last Friday, the act of March 3, 1891, absolutely 
confirmed in the tranferees of all parties which were proved un- 
der the faith of law, a vested right to the land. atis the 
effect of this amendment? Its effect is to absolutely upset and 
unsettle the titles of those innocent purchasers for value. What 
else does it do? It says to the contestant: “ You may have an 
opportunity to come in here, notwithstanding the fact that you 
have nothing but a contest pending—you may have an Hp pd 
nity to come in here and reinaugurate that contest, and if suc- 
cessful in it, you may have thirty days preference right to locate 
the land, and then you may go to those innocent purchasers, 
who have purchased or encumbered the land for value, and say 
to them: Put up your good money to us or we will cloud your 
titles forever and involve you in endless litigation.’” 

That is the purpose of it. It has been loobied in this House 
by one Butts, a man who is interested, who is entitled to the 
priritoges of the floor by reason of being an ex-member, and who 

as used them for the purposes of lobbying for this measure. I 
undertake to say that it is an infamous outrage upon this House 
that this thing is permitted to be done. Understand, I do not 
say that the gentleman from Indiana has acted otherwise than 
in good faith. I make no reflection upon him, bat that he has 
been outrageously imposed upon there can be no doubt what- 
ever. I undertake to say that if he knew that this man was an 
interested pary; the agentof a syndicate who are attempting to 
cloud titles and then to go around to the bona fide settlers say- 
ing. We will quitclaim to you if you will pay us enough money,“ 
he would not advocate this provision. 

I want to know if this House is willing to put its seal of ap- 
proval upon conduct of that kind? Now,Mr.Chairman, we who 
are interested in this matter and who have watched itas the 
representatives of the bona fide purchasers, had a right to be- 
lieve, when this bill was introduced and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, that we would have been met here with 
the report of that committee so that we might have had a square- 
toed, manly fight on the merits of the question, and not that it 
would come in here as an amendment to an obscure paragraph 
of a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
reserve the remainder of my time until I hear what can be said 
in justification of this provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman [Mr. Mo- 
CLEARY of Minnesota] has consumed his time, I will occupy the 
attention of the committee rial: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has not 
used all his time. He has twenty minutes remaining. 

4 HOLMAN. I think the gentleman ought to consume his 
me. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I think this side ought to 
have the privilege of hearing what is to be said in support of 
this provision. We do not care to use up all our time until we 
hear from the other side. A 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota de- 
sire to consume the remainder of his time? 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. No, sir, I do not. I believe 
I have a right to reserve some time until I hear from the affirm- 


ative on this proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was given thirty minutes 
by the order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. How much of it has been consumed? 
The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota has twenty minutes left. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
1 thinks proper to proceed now, I will yield him ten 
utes. 
Mr. LATIMER, Mr. Chairman, I have no interest in this 
amendment, but I am a member of the Public Lands Committee 
and was authorized by that committee to make a unanimous re- 


If the gentloman from South Carolina [Mr. 


vt in favor of its adoption. The bill, as I understand it, is 

tended to give relief to contestants who have been aparen 
of their rights by the seventh section of a law pone in the dy- 
ing hours of the Fifty-first Congress. As I understand the mat- 
ter, there were three members of this House. and three of the 
Senate to whom, as conferees, that bill was referred, and after 
a thorough investigation of the matter they reached an agree- 
ment, and did not intend to affect the claims of contestants, but 
that those claims should stand just as they were prior to the 
passage of the bill, According to my understanding of this 
matter, there is a large land company up in Montana that has 
gotten 8 of between five and six million dollars’ worth 
of land by buying land serip and hiring settlers to go upon the 
land under the homestead law, many of those settlers remaining 
only a few weeks on those lands. 

. HOLMAN. Under the pre‘mption law, I think. 

Mr. LATIMER. Going upon the land under the preémption 
law, and selling their slabs to this Great Falls Water Power 
Company. As I understand it, this company were in full posses- 
sion of all the facts and knew exactly the kind of claims they 
were buying. Then other parties coming along and finding the 
land vacant went in under the homeste d law and claimed these 
lands, and under the law of 1880 they had a right to contest the 
claims of the parties whose claims had been bought by the Water 
Power Company. These contested cases many or them, were 
decided in favor of the contestants by the Land partment, and 
the titles went to patent. As I understand it there were only 
about twenty-five cases pending prior to the present adminis- 
tration of the Land Department. 

There is only one case now that we know of, the Graham case. 
This man Graham, who has been referred to by my friend from 
Montana Mr. HARTMAN], filed his claim and went before the 
Land Office, and the claim was decided in his favor; but pend- 
ing the appeal the law was passed by the Fifty-first Congress, 
which set aside his claim, for under that law, as construed by 
the Commissioner of the Land Office and the Secretary of the 
Interior, even where frauds are proven to have existed, the 
claims of the contestants are set aside. For example, if this 
Water Falls and Land Company were to buy a piece of land 
from a man who had obtained it fraudulently, that fraud could 
not beinvestigated; the company must be considered an inno- 
cent purchaser, and the patent must issue. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Doesnottheactof 1891 expressly except cases 
where fraud had been perpetrated? 

Mr. LATIMER. As I understand the matter, even where 
fraud has been proven, it does not enter into the case atall. If 
the purchaser of the land can prove that there was no fraud in 
his purchase, though it was bought from a fraudulent claimant, 
the original fraud does not enter into the matter. That law was 

d in the dying hours of the Fifty-first Congress without 
e fully understood; for, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN) has stated, it was not intended or understood by five 
of the conferees that it should bear the interpretation that has 
been placed upon it. Only one member of the committee under- 
stood its effect to be as the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the Secretary of the Interior have construed it. That 
law has thrown these contestants out of court entirely, and all 
that we propose here is to place them back where they were 
when the law was enacted. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is it not a fact that the law, which you say 
was understood by only one member of the conference commit- 
tee, was agreed to by the entire committee, of which the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was a member? 

Mr. LATIMER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
and the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] and the 
other conferees, whose testimony we had before our committee, 
stated that they did not agree to or understand its effect as the 
Land Department has construed it. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that astatementof the facts submitted be- 
fore our committee and upon which we reached our conclusion be 
read from the Clerk’s desk, so that gentlemen may understand 
all the facts in the case. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is it not a fact that the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office have 
both reported adversely upon the identical proposition which is 
presented here? ; 

Mr. LATIMER. You have already put that statement into 
the RECORD. We do not deny that they have put their con- 
struction upon the law; but we claim that it was unjust, and 
that five of the conference committee repudiated the construc- 
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tion put upon that seventh section by the Commissi f 
3 y missioner of the 


ce. : 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then, why was not the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office mentioned in the report of the committee? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the testimony 
which I have sent be read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for a 8 

Mr. LATIMER. I do not yield for a question. 

The statement referred to above was read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1894, 


Sin: As the Public Lands Committee, of which you are a member, author- 
ized (unanimously) you to report favorably H. R. 4458, a bill to save the con- 
test cases that were pending in the Interlor Department on 3d day of March, 
1881, at the time the act repealing timber-culture and preémption laws was 
passed, and the bill oe reported having been placed on the l4th instant in 
the sundry civil bill as an amendment thereto, and as the Washington at- 
torneys, Burdett, Thompson & Law, of the Great Falls Water Power and 
Town-site Company of Montana, have sent a law brief and circulur letter to 
every member of Congress on the subject, and caused the letters of the Sec- 
retary and Commissioner of the Interior Department to be inserted in the 
RECORD, I believe lam justifiedin sending you a statement of facts showing 
what is involved inthe whole matter. About all the cases that were pending 
lu the Department have long since been to patent, with the exception 
of the case of James Graham vs. The Great Falls Water Power and Town- 
site 8 This case is stiil pending under appeal before the Secretary, 
a mt whole fight is virtually over this quarter section, involving not more 

n 160 acres. 

James Graham, the plaintiff, won his case before the act of March 3, 1831, 
was passed; that is, on the 2th of January, 1891 (a short time before Mr. 
Carter become Commissioner). Assistant Commissioner Stone decided the 
so-called final proof made by A. C. Campbell was false and fraudulent. The 
allegation in the complaint was that Campbell, the defendant, was one of 
the hired settlers and acting for the corporation in acquiring this land. 
The corporation having lost, they were allowed sixty 7 75 to appeal from 
the Commissioner's decision to the Secretary, but they did not appeal. Be- 
fore the sixty days expired the seventh section was inserted by the confer- 
ees in the repeal ng act, which seventh section, as construed by the Interior 
Department, ratified and confirmed all the fraudulent entries, notwith- 
standing the plaintiff had proven the frauds, expended his money. and won 
his case before the Commissioner. Five of the conferees have repudiated 
the construction given by the Department of the Interior upon the seventh 
section, lea only one member of that conference committee [Senator 
PETTIGREW] who is quiet on the “quieting title of the seventh section. 

Judge HOLMAN on the I4th instant explained on the floor of the House the 
views of all the conferees except those of Senator PETTIGREW. 

Some six years ago, waen Graham commenced his contest for this quar- 
ter section of land, it was of little value, being about 3 miles from the 
town of Great Falls; but since then, and while this contest 1s pending, the 
land has become valuable, and the town-site company, with the $5,000, ot 
capital, are mak: this fight to hold it, 


Very respectfully, 
O. W. BUTTZ, 


Of Buttzville, N. Dak., Attorney for James Graham. 
Hon. A, C. LATIMER. 


STATEMENT MADE TO THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Before the year 1884 no settlement, except by roving stock raisers, had 
been made upon the public lands on the upper Missourt: River, in Monta: 
at and about the Great Falls. The water power at that place is great an 
very valuable. About this time a syndicate, or combination, was formed, 
consisting in part of Messrs. Gibson, Collins, Broadwater, Hill. and others, 
to acquire title to public lands, on each side of the river at and for many 
miles around about said falls. There were only two ways that oe | could 
obtain the public lands in large quantities. They could purchase land scrip. 
which had become very high and scarce, or ney could contract with an 
piaco upon the land a class of men called settlers,“ taking a contract or 
eed from them with date left blank. to fill in after final entry or proof was 
made. This latter course was the cheapest and the oneadopted, with very 
few exceptions, as two 80-acre tracts at the immediate ends of the Great 
Falls, and perhaps one or two other pieces more valuable than the other 
lands (that it was not considered safe to trust hired settlers to acquire) 
were obtained by Sioux half-breed scrip. 

At the commencement they covered a large portion of that country with 
filings under the desert-land laws, which allowed them to hold the land for 
three years without doing anything in the way of expenditure of money, 
and during this time they caused them to be surveyed, and arranged to ac- 
quire title to the same lands through settlers under the preemption and 
homestead laws, as the cost of 81.25 per acre under the preémption and home- 
stead laws, was much less than to acquire title under the more expensive 
desert-land laws, under which last-named law title could not be uired 
until after three years had expired, while under the preemption and home- 
stead laws title could be acquired after six months’ so-called residence. + 

As fast as the right kind of “trustworthy” settlers could be obtained the 
desert land entries were relinquished. i 

As soon as this syndicate was ready to have the country opened up for 
settlement under the preémption and homestead laws they obtained a modifi- 
cation of an order of the Interior Department which had designated that 
section of the country as subject toentry under the desert-lan laws. 

This syndicate laid out the town site of Great Falls, established a news- 
paper, opened up a bank, owned and controlled everything. They obtained 
a contract to have the public land surveyed with H. P. Rolph, as surveyor, 
who was also their local attorney for the syndicate, and attorney for their 
class of “settlers,” making out their filins papers and their final proof 
papers; and as fast as the land was surveyed settlers were placed upon them, 
although a large number of their most trusted employés were located upon 
the lands previous to their being surveyed, such men as Matkins, who was 
their eit decd stmaster, Webster, who was thelr secretary or clerk, and 
many others first entered lands under the preemption laws, make proo in 
six months convey, and relocate under the homestead laws, prove up under 
the commutation clause of the homestead laws in six months thereafter, 
and convey again. 

Thus in three or four k the syndicate, by the system nng Eeo adopted, 

uired title to about $6.000.000 worth of the public lands. the 9th day 

of May, 1887, this syndicate of “land grabbers incorporated under the laws 
of Montana, fixing their capital stock at 85,000,000. 

That one member of the syndicate furnished a large portion or nearly all 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3145 


of the 8 uired to obtain the land, and after being conveyed to “ go- 
detweens then by them conveyed to him who had furnished the money, and 
that soon thereafter Seige A epg Sng ee fixing their capital stock at $5,000,- 
000) to wit: On the 19th day of July. in 1887, Mr. Hill in one deed conveyed a 
large portion of the land so acquired, to wit, £5,000,000 worth to said corpora- 
tion, of which he was president. The deed on its face says, For and in con- 
sideration of the sum of 5,000,000 to them paid in the capital stock of the 
. etc., he conveys by a “ quit-claim” deed certain lands that is 


sald com 
seran escribed. The stock of said company is reported to be in value 
above par. 


It appeers after this date that other quit claim” deeds conveying irgo 
tracts of these public lands to the said corporation were made, one notab 
on the 13th day of June, 1889. This conveyed many h d acres of lan 
the deed says on its face, for “the consideration of 81.“ Afterwards deeds 
were taken directly to the corporation. 

It will be observed that before 1881 there were no settlements in that sec- 
tion of the country, except a few cattlemen. Within about three years this 
syndicate had acquired over £6,000,000 worth of public lands, the country 
Was then opened up for settlement, and the people were rush in from 
every direction, Finding the land for many miles around had all been 
taken in so short a time, inquiries as to the manner in which it had been 
obtained, rumors and reports were in circulation to the effect that it had 
been frandulently obtained. About two years had elapsed since the final 

fs had been made to some of the most valuable tracts. In fact nearly 
two years had expired from the time the fraudulent final proofs were made 
apin the whole extent of the country. But the act of the l4th of May, 1 

not limit the rigbt of contest; in fact it invited contest up unti 
patent was issued, and there were stronger reasons for contesting final 
proof or final entry where it had been made by false testimony than on 
almost any other grounds, and about this time many contests were com- 
menced against the so-called final proof through which this corporation ac- 
quired this vast amount of land. Amongst the most notable cases of contest 
alleging fraudulent final entry and proof was that of Jones vs. Matkins, 
Bruce and McLoyd case, in which Paris Gibson, the vice-president of the 
town-site company figured as contestant, against his own so-called title to 
save the same; James Graham be. A. C. Campbell, and many others, in all 
of which this 85,000,000 corporation claims ownership of the land, and were 
and are the real defendants. If these parties contesting could win their con- 
test many others would have been encouraged, as the law of 1880 did not 
limit the time in which contests were to be commenced, except before pat- 
tent issues. Thus you will see the importance of this seventh section that 
was added to the repealing act of the timber-culture and preémption law, 
which was added by the conference committee, and presented to the House 
of Representatives on the nigis of the 3d of March, and without its b ing 
read or understood was ado and became a law, and construed by the 
Department to confirm fraudulent entries. 

Five of the six members of that committee have repudiated it. Congress 
having been imposed upon, not intending to pass a measure, as construed 
by the Interior Department, taking away the vested rights of the citizens, 
the least that can be done is to restore the contestants to the standing th 
had under the law at the time this careless legislation occurred. If you will 
examine thedates of final entries and proofs and the dates of the contests 
over part of this $8,000,000 worth of public lands you will undoubtedly come 
to the conclusion that the dates and the time fixed in said seventh section 
of the repealing act of March 3, 1891, were all fixed and arranged to meet 
this Great Falls enterprise. 

An effort was mide Ía the last Congress to correct the gross wrong that 
had innocently, so far as Congress itself is concerned, been imposed upon 
litigants in the Interior Department 8 Congress. An effort was made at 
that time to find out the tory of the seventh section that had been in- 
serted in the re act ot the timber-culture and preémption laws, on 
the night of the 34 of March, the last nicht of the session, 1891. It appears 
that the two Houses of Congress had disagreed upon the terms or conditions 
of the repealing act, whereupon the difference of the two Houses was sub- 
mitted to a conference committee, consisting of: 

Senate: Plumb, Walthall, PETTIGREW. 

House: HOLMAN, PICKLER, Payson. 

This conference committee added section 7 tosaid repealing act, and made 
the report at the night session of the 3d of March, 1891, in the closing hours 
hours of the Fifty-tirst Co 88. 3 

The record shows that said report was a to in the Housé by unani- 
mous consent, without being read to the House, consequently there was no 
one connected with the Fifty-first Congress that knew the intent and pur- 
port of the said seventh section, unless it was one member of said confer- 
ence committee, until after it had become a law and that Congress had ex- 


ired. 
Pit is evident that said committee did not intend that the contest cases 
then pending in the Interior Department should be ended, because they have 
so expressed themselves, with the exception of one member of that com- 


ttee. 
We had before us satisfactory evidence showing that Senators Plumb and 
Walthall and Messrs. HOLMAN, PICKLER, and Payson did not intend to add 
anything to that repealing act that would confirm and cover up fraudu- 


lent entries and fraudulently acquired titles to the public lands, where’ 


contest was then pending over the same in the Interior Department. 

Senator Plumb denounced this seventh section, and the construction given 
it by the Interior Department on many occasions, which is established by 
what Senator Plumb stated to Commissioner Stone and Judge Payson. as 
appears by their letters. Senator Walthall being sick when the matter came 
ne in the Senate wrote Senator BERRY. When the matter was under con- 
sideration in the Senate. to strike out of the sundry civil bill, Senator 
BERRY said: Mr. President, I thought I could put my hand on a letter 
written to mea few days ago by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Walthall] 
who, I regret to say, is at home sick and unable to be here, in which he 
stated that as a member of the conference committee he never understood, 
and, as he was informed, three of the four members of the committee who 
are now members of Congress, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. PICKLER, and himself, all 
agreed that they had never understood for one moment that the effect of the 
repeal of the timber-culture act would be to cut these parties out of their 
rights in the cases which were already pending and where they had deci- 
sions in their favor. 

“The other House gue the provision here simply restoring those parties 
to the rights which they had in regard to contests when the original act 
passed. It was inserted in the conference committee, I will not say that it 
Was done purposely, but it was done without intending that it should have 
the effect which the Commissioner of the General Land Oftice, by his deci- 
sions, has givenit. It is unjust, it is unfair to deprive these parties, by an 
act of legislation, of whatever rights they had at the time growing out of 
the contost which they had made. 

“Isay, Mr. President, for the Congress of the United States to undertake 
to legislate to deprive a py of his rights in that way and cut him offisa 
high-handed outrage, it is robbery; and none the less so because it is done 
under the form of law. It is unjust; it is unfair.” 

During the discussion of this question in the Senate a question was asked 
by the then Senator [Mr. Perkins}, as to his belief or opinion in regard to 


whether Senator Plumb intended to cut off pendi: 
seventh section, and he promptly replied that he 
Plumb intended 


contests or not by this 
no doubt that Senator 
that should have the effect that the Interior Department 
was giving it, whereupon the following letter and reply were written and 
received: 


719 EIGHTH STREET, NW., 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 23, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: Iam informed that you stated to Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN 
that the late Senator Plumb, who was a member of the committee of con- 
ference that inserted section 7 in the act repealing the timber culture and 
preemption law on March 3, 1891, told you our office, while disc 
said section 7, that Assistant Secretary Chandler had placed a construction 
on it not intended by Congress, and that it was not the intention of the con- 
ference committee to interfere with contest suits pending in the Depart- 
ment; that it was a travesty upon justice to do so. 

Will you kindly let me know if this is correct? 


Very respectfully, 
C. W. BUTTZ, 
Attorney for James Graham. 


Hon. WILLIAM H. STONE, 
Commissioner General Land Office. 


“The foregoing is substantially what the late Senator Plumb said to me 
in the General Land Ofice a short time before his death. 
- “WM. H. STONE, Commissioner.” 


You will now observe that two of the two Senators who were on that con- 
ference committee absolutely repudiated that seventh section as construed 
by the Interior Department. 

As to the House conferees, Judge HOLMAN introduced the measure to cor- 
that had been done, and stated on the floor of the House 
last session of the fifty-second Congress, to wit: 

“T was amember of the co ttee of conference when that act was passed, 
but did not suppose that the provision referred toin section7 could be so 
construed as to cut off appeals then pending. It has besn interpreted, how- 
oven 2 apply to appeals then pending; but of course it should not be so 
a Hed 


r. P{CKELR, another member, reported from the Public Land Committee 
in the Fifty-second Congress a like measure to correct the construction 
given by the Department, anddenounced the seventh section of the repeal- 


act. 
$, udge Parion, who was a member of that conference committee, and 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands in the House, wrote the follow- 
ing letter on the subject: 


rect thegreat wron 


#1229 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 24, 1893. 


“DEAR SIR: Replying to your inquiry, I was on the conference commit- 
tee reporting the act of March 3, 1891, repealing the timber-culture act, etc., 
and remember as well as though it were only yesterday that the conference 
intended that that act, especially section 7, should preserve all rights that 
had been acq under the various public land laws repealed by the pro- 
posed legislation. The amendment No. 104, page 65 (sundry civil bill), for 
act of February 23, 1893, only DAGE expresses what I and the other con- 
ferees understood, as I believed, was the effect of section 7 of the act. 

“We all agreed in our conferences that we would in any repeal save the 
rights of actual settlers. as well as all 5 rights existing at the date 
ol the age of the act. Senator Plumb and I spoke of this several times 
after the adverse holding at the Department. 

“Yours truly, 


“Hon. C. W. Burrz.” 


Thus you will see that the late Senator Piumb stated to both Judge Pay- 
son and Commissioner Stone that he never agreed to or intended to have 
said seventh section apply to and affect pending contests. And as Messrs, 
HOLMAN, PICKLER, and Payson, the three members on the part of the House, 
repudiate it, consequently we are justified in conclud that the other or 
sixth member is the responsible man. Tne most remarkable coincidence in 
this matter is the . of the dates and limitations in said seventh 
section, so as tocover all the questionable final proofs made for the benefit 
of this Great Falls corporation. 

Another remarkable feature to the 5 to acquire title to the 

ublic lands was the fact that it was not confined to members of any one po- 

tical party. Yet these able managers (who are supposed to have instiga- 
ted, if not framed, said seventh section, which was construed by Mr. Carter, 
of Montana, Commissioner of the General Land Office, and who had been 
appointed to his office by President Harrison. one of the stockholders of this 
corporation that had uired in so short a time some 88.000. 000 worth of the 
public lands located in Montana) have very nicely planned and so far suc- 
cessfully carried out the great enterprise. 

The statement made that the proposed amendment will, if it bacomea 
law, affect the titles to many thousand acres of land, on which questionable 
final proof had been made, is not true, as we were informed that at the pres- 
ent time less than ten cases are pen in the Department involving less 
than 22,000 acres of land; all others have n passed to patent. Over a year 
ago, to wit, on the 27th day of February, 1893, Hon. William N. Stone, Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, wrote Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, then 
chairman of Committee on Appropriations, that less than twenty-tive cases 
were pending in the Department that would be affectei by sald amendment, 
Said letter is printed in the RECORD of March 15, 1894, on page 3644. The 
views of the present Secretary (Smith) and Commissioner Lamoreux, as 
pontea by the attorneys for the corporation and sent to members of the 

ouse, and afterwards put in the RECORD by the member RIMAN] from 
Montana, were considered by the Committee on Public Lands. and there- 
after they unanimously agreed (notwithstanding the views of the Interior 
Department) to report the bill favorably. 


8 eis the reading of the foregoing paragraph was con- 
cluded-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. LATIMER] has expired. 

Mr. LATIMER. Lask that the remainder of this extract be 
printed in the RECORD. z 

There was no objection. 
I hope now that the gentleman from Minne- 


“L. E. PAYSON.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
1 [Mr. MCCLEARY] will consume his time. I think that is 
r. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. This is a matter of great in- 
terest; and as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] intro- 
duced this amendment, we should be exceedingly glad if he 
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would proceed to give us some information on this subject, 
about which he is, of course, well informed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve ten minutes of my time for an 
explanation; but I wish to yield to other gentlemen. 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. I have no time myself, but 
would like very much to hear from the able gentleman from In- 
diana, who is conversant with our land laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN does not desire to occupy his time, the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON]. 
2 HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesota thinks this 

roper— 

The CHATRM AN. Thegentleman from Indiana reserves ten 
minutes of his time, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Les. sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As preliminary to 
my remarks I will ask the Clerk to read a paragraph of this bill, 
beginning on line 6, page 35. 

Mr. WILSON of 1 I rise toa parliamen in- 

uiry. Is it understood that the gentleman from North Caro- 
a Mr. HENDERSON jis recognized for an amendment on another 
subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. He is recognized in his own right for 
fifteen minutes in accordance with the order made by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Are we not going forward to 
finish the discussion of this amendment, or is it to by? 

The CSA RMAN. The consideration of the bill has been 
comple'ed; and the Committee of the Whole is now proceeding 
under an order made by unanimous consent yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Punishment for violations of internal-revenus laws 


Mr. REED Gnierenpling the reading). Mr. Chairman, has 
there not been some misunderstanding about this matter? The 
gentleman from Indiana, as I understood, reserved his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. And now are we going to another subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair doss not see that gentlemen 
can be confined in their remarks to any Kr subject. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I shouldlike to know, if it be 
proper, to what subject we have returned? 

The CHAIRMAN. We have returned to no subject: 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then we are doing nothing, I 
suppose. I trust I have not embarrassed the Chair by this in- 
quiry. I want to find out what is going on—‘‘ where we are at;“ 
and we would like to hear what the gentleman from Indiana 
knows about this proposition. As he introduced the amend- 
ment we want to hear from him; and we have, we think, that 
right. 

heCHAIRMAN. TheClerkwill read the order under which 
the Committee of the Whole is now acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN, The tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] asks unanimous 
consent that after the disposal of the matters under consideration thirty 
minutes be allowed to the gentleman from esota [Mr. MCCLEARY}; 
twenty minutes to the teman trom Indtana [Mr. HOLMAN]; fifteen min- 
utes to the tleman from North Carolina Mr. HENDERSON], and fifteen 
miautes to entleman from California [Mr. LOUD] to discuss the mat- 


ter generally. there objection? 
was no objection. 


Mr. SAYERS. It was my understand when I asked and 
obtained unanimous consent for these gentleman to address the 
committee, that one subject would be exhausted before going to 
another. x 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I insist that the gentleman from Minnesota 
‘should use his time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But we are insisting that the 

entleman from Indiana should use some of his time in explain- 

the amendment which he proposes to put on this appropria- 

me — Why is the gentleman afraid to be placed in that po- 
sition 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition has already been explained 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LATIMER]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is the gentleman from Indiana 
afraid to come forward and advocate his own proposition? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I submit that not one word 
has beensaid aboutthisamendment. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. LATIMER] discussed a bill which is before the 
Public Lands ttee; but he never discussed this amend- 
ment at all, 

‘The CHAIRMAN. What amendment? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The amendment introduced 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is mistaken; they are the 
same measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that in fairness the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] ought now to consume some part 
of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committee 
will rise at five minutes after 2 o'clock. If gentlemen desire 0 
consume the time in this way, of course they can do so. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] has the floor 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As a preliminary to my 
remarks, I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph in the bill be- 
ginning on line 6, page 35. 

The Clerk read S olowa 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trial and punishment guilty of violating toe internal 
revenue laws or ä the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, 250,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as 
to how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of all mis- 
cellaneous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which ap- 
propriation is made in this act. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this 
item has been increased in the present bill to$50,000—just double 
what it was a year ago. My information is that prior to 1876 the 
appropriation for this item was $100,000. In 1876 it was $75,000. 
In 1885 it was reduced to $50,000. In 1887 it was reduced to 825, 
000, The appropriation for 1892 was for $50,000; for 1893, $25,- 
000; for 1894, 825,000, and now the Committee on Appropriations 

ro to increase this item to $00,000. The main reason a- 

eged for this increase is that it has been found that this fund 
is needed to be expended in North Carolina and a small portion 
of Virginia so as to obtain information against illicit distillers 
and others charged with violating the internal-revenue laws in 
those States. 

In my opinion the increase asked for is entirely without ex- 
cuse. There are no more violations of the internal-revenue laws 
in North Carolina and Virginia which State is also mentioned) 
than in any of the other States of this Union where the internal- 
revenue laws are enforced. The people of my State are as law- 
abiding as those of any State in the Union. ess internal-rev- 
enue laws, Mr. Chairman, have been enforced under every Ad- 
ministration very harshly. We have had a harsh administra- 
tion of the internal-revenue laws under Republican administra- 
tions and also under Democratic Administrations. I believe the 
law is less harshly administered now than heretofore. There is 
aninherentviceinthelaw. There must be more or less severity. 
But it is not necessary that theGovernmentof the United States 
should authorize its officers to pay money to obtain information 
and to hire and suborn witnesses to testify against the citizens 
of North Carolina or of any other State, whether they be charged 
with violations of the law or not. There is no more hateful 
creature thana paid informer. Any law which tolerates or au- 
thorizes such asystemisinfamous. Thomas Jefferson denounced 
the system in his day as an “infernal” one. 

I hold in my hand a volume, printed under the direction of the 
Committeeon Appropriations; containing statements made before 
that committee by Hon. J. S. Miller, Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue; Mr. W. W. Colquitt, a revenue agent, and Mr. T. H. 
Vanderford, a revenue official, both of these last-named gentlemen 
being now employed in North Carolina. These gentlemen were 
examined by the Committee on Appropriations in regard to this 
increase; and what is the reason they give for it? The main 
reason assigned is that they need this money for the purpose of 
obtaining information against men who, as they declare. are vio- 
lating the internal-revenué laws in the State of North Carolina. 
I include in my remarks the report of the hearing of these 
gentlemen before the committee: 

DECEMBER 18, 1893. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS—VIOLATIONS OF. 


STATEMENTS OF HON. J. 8. MILLER, COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUB, 
W. W. COLQUITT, AND T. H. VANDERFORD. 


The CHAIRMAN fe Mr. Colquitt). What position do you occupy in the 
Internal-Revenue Bureau? = 

Mr. CoLQUITT. Revenue agent. 

The CHAIRMAN, Where do you reside? 

Mr. COLQUITT. My headquarters are at Greensboro, N.C. 

The CHAIRMAN. page 63 of this bill there is an estimate of 875,000 for 
punishment of violations of internal-revenue laws. Will you state to the 
committee the information you have to give t respecting the necessity 
tion of #75,000 for punishing violations of invernal-revenue 
laws, and in rong, Eagar it in your own way? 

Mr. Col gurrr. Well, str. I will state the number of 


They claim to manufacture 2 gallons toeach bushel of n. 
corn whisky in that State is $1.15 a gallon, and the tax 
leaves 25cents for each gallon. The receipts of the distiller then is 


1894. 
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ds Stu day; then for wood, cutting and hauling, about 25 cents a day; re- 
pairs, etc., 25 cents a day, making the actual expenses for that distillery 8 
a day. and the income from it is only $1.50 a day according to the report. 

At — onja moy sell spirits for they can not operate a distillery of that 
kind hones ts are.cheaper in N ger gy tse than anywhere else 
in the Onion a Uinols, Ohio, 5 Georgia and elsewhere the 
Fe per bushel is from 3 to 5 gallo he actual yield in North Carolina 

about 3 gallons; but most of them crowd the mashes and work off the 
ee every two or three days, instead of every four days, as allowed by law, 

g the daily Liege from 9 to 15 gallons per day. only 6-of which is ware- 
—.— and tax paid. The rest is gotten out through collusion with the 
storekeeper and gauger by the reuse of stamps and nine 4j-gallon kegs. 
The law requiresa stamp on everything abovethat size. ne seizures since 
July 1 have been in this division 35,987 galions of whisky and brandy—— 

The CHAIRMAN, In what ‘State? 

‘ ‘Mr. COLQUITT. In North Carolina and Southern Virginia. About 5,000 
more were shipped into South Carolina, Geo: „Alabama, and Florida in 
kegs; und have been seized there and no claimant has & peared for it. The 
number of registered distilleries seized in that time has been 27. That is for 
-viclations where we can catch them absolutely in the wrong. Illicit distil- 
leries seized, 97; horses and mules. 19; tobacco factories, 7. Now, those 
tobacco factories were seized because they were putting on 40 or 30 pound 
boxesa 10-pound stampand thereby swindling the Government. Now, I have 
pere letters showing you how these frauds are perpetrated. 
(Here Mr. Colquitt exhibited and read letters to the committee which he 
stated he did not desire to go in the record.) 

Mr. MILLER. I think iv would be better not to file these letters, with your 

ere for the reason that these ties will not send them in it they 

w that we give them out to the public, and they have simply been brought 

along to show the committee and not for publis! Lou see, a good many 

People e will Pt egos us confidential communications that they do not like to see 
record, ee they are considered honest people. 


Mr. Gar 1 ust bro’ t one of each kind, showing you how they per- 
petrate these frau Now here are s which they get ana put back on 
e fexhibiting same]. This was 


the barrels and get “them out a second 
taken from a barrel and carried back and put on another. 
Now, here is u complaint from the second district of Tennessee, from the 
collector. These kegs are Just going into there by hundreds. 
. MILLER. I would like for you to hear that letter. Mr. SAYERS: 


“INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, 
t SECOND DISTRIOT OF TENNESSEE, COLLECTOR'S 
‘Knowville, Tenn., October 14, 1898. 

„Sin: There is a large amount of 1 8 into my district 

from North Carolina. The most of the whisky is shipped direct to the con- 
sumers in four and seven-eighths. 

I have a great deal of complaint from the distillers, wholesale and retail 

uor dealers in my guera from the 8 ot these as the same is 

Sold for a very low price, and they are unable to compete with the * moon- 

shiners.’ Lhave had all I could find seized, but it is simply im possible for 

me to seize but a small per cent of the amount shipped. as they ship it over 

three different railroads. Now. what I want to know is this: Is there any 

way to prevent the railroad companies from hauling the goods? If not, can 

you suggest some means by which this illicit traffic can be stopped? Iam 

anxious to stop this business and to do all I can to help the men who are 

doing a legitimate business in my paiso pana and to at the same time — 


ail the revenue due the Governme: A of men in my Gis 
who are trying to do a ae business claim they will be forced to 
quit unless something is 


“Ishall await your Safe 
85 “J. T, ESSARY, wollector. 
s Hon. JOSEPH S. MILLER, 
Commissioner Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C.“ 
Mr. CoLqurtr. Here is a letter from a deputy collector who has averaged 
a still every day for the last thirty days. 
MILLER. 


vou mean he made 
next. and 


use of these stamps. which are returned to 


Now, I will show you another means . have of getting these stamps. 
Under the law what is known as a Baga Ars ‘back. They a wholesale 
liquor dealer or-rectifiler to send tha e storekeeper 


sare undercover. 
and ana ganger is in.collusion with the ale and he says it is all right, that 
the proper number of galions. 

whe OHAIRMAN. Now, explain ta the committee how a person who has 
‘three distilleries would operate them. 

Mr. CoLgurrr. He would do this: He has, say, three small distilleries 
practically in sight of each other. Storekeepers and gaugers are assigned 
Shere URN and he try each one of them and see if he can work his schemes 
on 

Mr. MILLER, Try to see df he can corrupt him. 

‘Mr. COLQUITT. If one man is honest and says that he will not do it, and 
that he has got to give the Government the product of this distillery, he'then 
shuts down that distillery, and the honest man is out of a job; but say the 
other fellow is tically dishonest, he lets that distillery go on and make 
from 9 to 15 ons a day, and give the Government a taxon6. That is 
really a premium nm dishon in a storekeeper and gauger. 

The CHAIRMAN. How ow 100g, -when one of these distilleries is closed, is it 
gages to remain idle 

Mr. COLQUITT. They — Start at pleasure. "They can operate one day, ten 
days, two months, or just as the Shaner: They oe a and as lo: = 
‘they choose to operate that distillery they can do so. For instance, 
storekeeper comes there and wants toclose thatdistillery hecan do itin tour 
days—that is, run ont the quantity of material they have on hand. 

he CHAIRMAN. Now, I want to ask this question: Is this appropriation, 

for which you ask, to be used entirely for peo stag a of moonshiners? 

Ett ge Not entirely. It is for the d. n of frauds in every way, 
apo, and form. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much of the appropriation do you generally use for 
the detection of fraud upon these Sie distilleries? 7 2 £ 

Mr. MILLER. It would be a large part of the amount allowed to Mr. Col- 
quitt's district; a great majority of it would be used in connection with 
the licensed distilleries which are operated in a crooked way. and so you can 
say ‘two-thirds of it would be used probably in the investigation of matters 
connected with persons who ar operating or supposed to operate in accord- 
ancewith the law. Would not that b be 5 proportion, Mr. Colquitt? 

The 822 2 tand to the day had 

6 CHAIRMAN. unders you Sa; other that 
letters from wholesale dealers? ia A ays 

3 fot a that they had received offers sale 

© OHRAIRMAN s you t vi of the or 
whisky to them at, say, 90 cents res 


Mr. In the first letter I read the price was 81. 15 a gallon anda 
reuna of B cents a gallon for returning the stamp; that was-the first letter 


Mr. MILLER. We get many of these letters and refer them to Mr. Colquitt 
or the agent in charge of the district from which the letter comes. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Here is a transcript taken from one which has a certain 
number, which has a record of the packages on Descanso hay and it shows that 
these three packages were sold to on October 24. 
Now, the inspection at Charlotte on October 18, elev. eleven days ‘daya “prior to that 
time, shows these packages had gone through to — 
the same packages and the stamps returned. Then on 1 October 28 28, 
5 10 — He has used these 
"The three times within two weeks. 


the brands. Another way the 2 have of doingis to ‘take out the barrel heads 

and pack them up in a box a 

ever, 8. — cop ee i rand gauger are in collusion where those things ocour. 
TILLER. 


a distiller, nota man who 
owns it, but a man who-works there, ne says: Tou will find two or three 
barrels of liquor in his barn near the distillery. under the floor. They have 
not stamps ou them. They ll a barrel at the RHUF YUN pre tanh on it, 
and the storekeeper allowed him to refillit. He works his beer off every 
two days and makes twomashes every day instead of one. The storekeeper 
changes the numbers on the tubs to make them work right. They epin 
liquor from the cistern room ma 10-gallon- keg and ꝓut it 


the barrels 
the barn under the floor.“ That is one way. 
Here is a letter from a man who has been a storekee: ifer tormo who 
says: edisti) 


“Ihave been on duty here for several days,and 
me that he could not run I allo certain t 


last mash on the 12th iustant. He has no fault tofind with me, but I told 
him when we made 3 gallons or more (which wedid) to the 3 that I 
should warehouse it on all occasions. zo said he was or would 9 
3 ve me to a former storek 

ga unless Idid-so he — soe d. — 18 
Ze field. nd if if the collector or agent has anything for me to do I amin 
i e 


Sper intil Monĉay 
evening. My ‘informant: poe ‘that he leaves the business with the distiller 
ar partner of the:firm, and that the storekeeper is not atthe storehonss halt 
the time. I also have a block still, lozated some s or s miles from this Gov- 
ernment still, which has just commenced work the first of this — 
Now, if we could go there Monday morning before the storekeeper ge 
there, I think we would find him at work Without a storekeeper. ‘Could ye —— 
not send some one to-morrow Lenya 3 Let me hear from you.” 

Here is one from Yadkin County. N. C.. in which a man says, I think it is 
necessary for you to send some in officer to the distillery in the 
Yadkin Valey. in the fifth district.of North Carolina. They use 9 bushels of 
pat per day and make from 20 to n whisky per dax. feed several 

— — anda anain amountof cattle from a bushel capacity. Youhad 
* goto ones 9 gril will und 
3 t. e storekeeper and gauger in charge is and 
‘allowin, them to use that much material each day. 
= Did yon get there? 
Mr. COLQUITT. No. sir; have not had time. This isa of what is 
| Ca on, and I ye al pot h here net Lng before last, and I thought Mr. 


anderford and enpas of these for you. 
on —— 0 you 
Sania you to seize illicit distilleries? 


6 
so for 8 
all through the 


reported, and that is paid to the persons repor them 
country. me men come here and report ons then leave the country 
the next day. ae 


Mr. COLQUITT. Frequently. 

> The ARMAN What reason do they give for furnishing you with this in- 
‘ormation 

Mr. COATE They gay it creates a source of trouble in the community; 


fightin, 

Sar. irs ILLER. Then have not we cases of this kind where they claim the 
meal is used for purposes other than the manufacture of corn bread? 

Mr. COLQUITT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANDERFORD. A number of them. 

Mr. COLQUITT. ¥ will state that I have been in places and I would come to 
&man’s house who would be so poor that I would not find enough in his 
house to eat, but 3 can go to cennet and find from 15 to 25 bushels 
of mash, and they are reported frequently for that reason. They say it 
brings all sorts of 2 — upon them and their families. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the wholesale distillers often report to because 
of underselling by illicit distillers and by the moonshiners WO — are compet- 

with them in the market? 
. COLQUITT. Yes, sir; these complaints donot come from the 
State of North Carolina, but they come from dis — ioe other ner States who 
from North Carolina? 


do a legitimate business. 
— MILLER. But whoare affected by goods shipped 
COLQUITT. - Yes, sir; the goods shipped from North Carolina are 
ee not being tax- pe at such a cheap rate that they can not afford to 
the tax-paid goods in competition with them. 
carol $ CHAIRMAN. What was the value of the illicit goods seized in North 
olina? 
Mr. Cotourrr. I have not the price down. Ihave just the number of gal- 
lons. There were 35,000 gallons since the Ist of July. 
Mr. MILLER. And some of that, Mr. Colquitt, was seized upon informa- 
bg furnished from other States. 
Mr. COLQUITT. 5 that there is about 5,000 gallons. 
Mr. MIDLER, And in addition we Sue Sere is about 5,000 that went out 
from there and was seized in other Sta’ 
Mr. Coiguirr. That 5,000 is the 6 the number of kegs 


- enue officers. 


and information received from the revenue agent of South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, and Florida. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much of the 35,000 gallons seized in North Carolina 
was claimed by men who claimed to be the owners of them? 

Mr. COLQUTTT. There has only been one large distillery on which a bond 
was filed, and that was the Bailey distillery. 

The CHAIRMAN, How much did that bond cover? 

Mr. COLQUITT. md covered 10,000 gallons at the one distillery. 

The CHAIRMAN. Could you give the amount of that ure? 

Mr. CoLQUITT. Mr. Vanderford could do that better than I could. 

Mr. VANDERFORD, In making examination of Mr. Bailey's distillery we 
found that Mr. Bailey was using an entirely different distillery from that 
set forth in the plan of his distillery. In fact he had no plan. We found 
that the product of his distillery for one day was 281 gallons, while his store- 
keeper and gauger had only been reporting an average of 124 gallons. The 
capacity of his distiliery was 62 bushels. He was reporting 60 bushels, or 2 
bushels less than his capacity, and was actually making about 281 gallons of 
spirits each day, and was only reporting 124, or just 80 per cent of capac- 
ity. We found that his warehouse had been changed; tbe plan of his ware- 
house was not that originally surveyed, and for that it was ordered to be 
seized and the seizure was made. 

He was working a still—just for convenience, say he was working four 
tubs; he was wor! sixteen, but instead of his working sixteen, we will 
just say four. Now. instead of working one on the first, two on the second, 
three on the third, and four on the fourth, he was working one and three a 
day. He was working one and three to-day on the first, aud he was working 
two and four on the second, or working double, and instead of working the 
amount he says, he was working twotubs when he oughtto have been work- 

one, Now, allof that was learned by an examination made at his dis- 


ery. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I will say in regard to the question as to the amount 
claimed, that all of this except this one large seizure has been quantities of 
5 gations up to a aig e of less than 100 gallons. 

e CHAIRMAN, No claim has been set up. 

Mr. CoLquirr. None at all. Why, on these registered distilleries we make 
no report unless it is absolutely such a case as there is no possibility of their 
getting around. Wherever there is anything that they can fight a case upon 
even in those courts there, we rarely make a seizure and do not recommend 
it, and it is not done unless directed by the Commissioner. The reports all 
come in to and seizures are never made on these registered distilleries 
without the sanction of the Department. 

Mr. MILLER. How many seizures have you made since the Ist of July of 

tered distilleries? ‘ 
r. COLQUITT. Twenty-seven. and illict distilleries ninety-seven. 

The CHAIRMAN, Were these illicit distilleries being conducted by persons 
who had licenses? 

Mr. CoLquirr. No, sir; they are actually moonshine distilleries, run with- 
out bonds at all. These are the kind of fellows you have to watch out 
for and have a pretty good force or they will run you out. There is a great 
deal of brandy distilled. You know that that is left almost entirely to what 
a man reports. Now, he swears to his report and it comes in that way. You 
will find a report for 15 to 20 gallons of brandy, and if itis investigated you 
will ey find 125 to 1,000 gallons which the Government gets no tax on 
at all. These distilleries have not been seized as a rule, because in regard 
to the brandy distilleries the law is not as close as it is upon grain distilleries. 

The CHAIRMAN. Lint 8 should any difference be made between the brandy 
distilleries and the whisky distilleries? 

Mr. CoLQUITT. Well, sir, I do not see myself, but there is the law, and at 
the registered brandy distilleries the Government has no agent there at all, 
and ata distillery they have a storekeeper and a gauger, but at the 
brandy sl bay make their report upon the amount of fruit received, 
the time worked, and its yield, just as they feel dis: . and swear to it. 
3 Without any inspection upon the part of the Govern- 

en 

Mr. COLQUITT. Well, the deputy collector goes around, and we get 
around as much as we can, but there is a vast number of distilleries run- 
ning and it is impossible to get to them. In fact, in the State of Virginia 
there are twelve to fourteen hundred brandy distilleries this year—you 
know there was an enormous fruit crop—and there is probably a thousand 
2 pes fimo of North Carolina; so you see it would be impossible to get to 

em. 

The CHAIRMAN. How many grain distilleries are there in Virginia? 

Mr. CoLquirr. Well, there are only about, I think, 18 grain distilleries in 
operation in Southern Virginia. 

he CHAIRMAN, And how many in North Carolina? 

Mr. Col gurrr. Five hundred; 250 of which are in operation. I take 250 
from the list and from the last report of the Commisssoner, up to, I think, 
the ist of November. Here is the list of the registered grain distilleries, 

you can see what there are in North Carolina. 

Mr. MILLER. There were 1,650 registered distilleries at the close of last 
year, Out of that number 600 were in North Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you anything else to say? 

Mr. COLQUITT. No, sir; I believe not. 

The CHAIRMAN, Mr. Miller, have you anything further to say? 

Mr. MILUER. Nothing at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Vanderford, have you anything to say? 

Mr. VANDERFORD. No, sir; I do not know that lcan say anything more. 


It seems that there are about 500 registered distilleries in 
North Carolina, only 250 of which are now in operation. Four- 
fifths of the whole number mash less than 4 bushels of grain per 
day and are owned by poor men who are not permitted under 
the law to reclaim their property in case of a seizure by the rev- 
No distillery nor distiller’s apparatus seized for 
any violation of law can be released to the claimant, except in 
case of a distillery having a registered producing capacity of 
150 or more proof gallons per day, and not then unless the claim- 
ant gives the bond required, and also shows by sufficient affida- 
vits that there are hogs or other live stock, not less than 50 in 
number, depending for their feed on the proms of said distil- 
lery, which would suffer injury if the business of such distillery 
is stopped. (Revised Statutes, section 3331.) 

This is a very strange provision of law which favors a rich 
distiller who owns 50 head of hogs and cattle, but at the same 
me discriminates against the rich distillerif he is not fortunate 
enough to own as many as 50 hogs or other cattle. The poor 


distiller is not recognized at all. No favors are ever shown to 
him by the internal-revenuelaw. He is to be stealthily watched 
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and pursued by hired informers, secret agents of the Govern- 
ment, whose names are unknown to him and to the community. 
What a travesty upon liberty, equality before the law, and jus- 
tice! These hired spies and secret agents of the Government 
would not be believed on oath in a court of justice anywhere. 
When a small distillery is seized, confiscation is the result, no 
matter whether the accused ba guilty or innocent. 

Tue internal-revenue law seems to hold that every man charged 
with a violation of any of its provisions shall be deemed guilty 
until he proves his innocence. When whole communities are 
treated by this system as outlawsand criminals, it isnot strange 
that they should regard themselves as subject to the very 
meanest sort of tyranny and oppression. Dark-lantern methods 
will not long be tolerated in this age of freedom and enlighten- 
ment. In the vast majority of cases the seizures and arrests 
made are for technical and trivial violations of the law. There 
are very few convictions in the courts, but fees and charges are 
multiplied in every way and the Government is continually 
mulcted in heavy costs. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the Congress of the United States 
should sat its face against any such system of espionage as is 
disclosed in this evidence. There is no argument to sustain it. 
There is no reason why the Government should pay informers 
and hire witnesses to testify against its citizens. These inform- 
ers are secret hirelings of the Government, whose names can 
not even be published for the information of Congress. They 
are going about all through the country in a mysterious way. 
In the secret service of the Government they may abound in 
every neighborhood. 

This secret service system, as I have said, is in operation 
mainly in North Carolina and a small portion of Virginia, as Mr. 
Colquitt says. Iam not blaming the revenue officers for dis- 
charging their duties under the law. They must obey the or- 
ders they receive from headquarters; and I am not blaming the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue for doing what he conceives 
to be his duty in having the law efficiently administered. But 
I wish to say to him that extraordinary measures and methods 
for the enforcement of the law are no more nee led in North 
Carolina than in West Virginia, Kentucky, or Texas, or any 
other State. I do not think they are needed anywhere. 

The internal-revenue laws, as I have said, have always been 
harshly enforced everywhere. There are a great many viola- 
tions of law in different parts of the country as well as in North 
Carolina. While on this subject I wish to read an extract from 
an opinion delivered by Mr. Justice Miller, in the case of the 
United States vs. Ulrici, decided in the eastern district of Mis- 
souri in the year 1875, and published in 3 Dillon, 532: 

It is very well understood, both by the courts and by the profession, as well 
as by everyone interested in the matter, that the collection of the internal- 
revenue tax in this country has required a system of legislation for its en- 
forcement harsh beyond everything known inour history. Ani it is equally 
well understood that, harsh as these measures are, they have been far from 
successful. Notwithstanding the heavy penalties denounced against crimes 
which goto defraud the Governmentof its revenue from internal taxes, and 
notwithstanding the minuteness and 1 in the description of 
these crimes, and notwithstanding all the aids which Con ress has given by 
legislation to the enforcement of the revenue laws. they have been very im- 

rfectly executed, and that the Government is cheated out of perhaps one- 

a.f of its revenue, especially from the tax on whisky and tobacco. 

Judge Miller speaks deliberately, after a careful investigation 
of the whole subject. The entire system is evil and corrupt. 
The same motives which actuate men to violate thelaw in North 
Carolina will actuate them to violate it in New York and Cali- 
fornia. Human nature is the same everywhere. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not have said a word about this mat- 
ter if the States of North Carolina and Virginia had not been 
singled out for condemnation; and these two States have been 
thus singled out without their Representatives having had an 
opportunity to go before the committee when this matter was 
up and when the statements reflecting upon these two States 
were made. Wewere notpermitted toconfront these gentlemen 
and to hear what they had to say, and if necessary to cross-exam- 
ine them. Their statements are general in their terms. No 
names are given and nothing definite is asserted. If the light 
had been turned on the Committee on Appropriations would 
have been permitted to hear the other side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my friend allow asuggestion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Les, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to suggest whether what 
the gentleman complains of is not the fault of the system, and 
whether it would not be better to repeal the iniernal-revenue 
laws, thereby affording the remedy. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iwill say tomy friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON that personally I have always been 
in favor of repealing the internal- revenue laws. I am not speak- 
ing now as a partisan. The Democratic party in the State of 
North Carolina has always been in favor of repealing the inter- 
nal-revenue laws and of modifying the harshness of this system. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Itseems that the gentleman's party 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3149 


in this Congress are not making very much headway, but are 
rather increasing instead of repealing the internal- revenue taxes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iunderstand that, and 
I know the cause. Theextravagantexpenditures of the last Re- 
publican Administration necessitated some new sources of reve- 
nue. But I have been in this House since the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and I have been doing my best during all that time either 
to have repealed or to have modified the internal-revenue sys- 
tem, and vote after vote has been taken upon that subject, and 
the gentleman’s own party has almost unanimously voted against 
every proposition either to repeal or to modify the internal-rev- 
enue laws. - 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We are against the proposition 
which is now made, to increase the internal-revenue taxes, and 
your side are voting in favor of the increase. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I have not favored 
the increase, I am not alluding to the income tax, which I 
heartily favor., The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is 
amember of the Committee on Appropriations. I do not know 
whether he favors the increase in the item about which I am 
speaking, or not, but here are 825,000 additional 5 
and the statement is made if not by the Commissioner himself, 
at least he was before the committee and tacitly assented to 
it that this fund is being used in North Carolina and Virginia 
in order to hire witnesses to testify against citizens there who 
are doing a legitimate business, but who are charged with vio- 
lating the internal-revenue laws. I hope the gentleman does 
not favor such a method of enforcing the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not object to the laws being en- 
forced. As long as these laws are upon the statute book the 
ought to be enforced, but they ought to be enforced in a legiti- 
mate and proper way. Every citizen should be presumed inno- 
cent of wrongdoing until he is proved guilty. That is fair and 
according to the common law. 

No good reason can be given, and I do not believe any gentle- 
man on this floor can justify himself before his constituents for 
voting for a law which will authorize an internal-revenue officer 
to piy the money of the Government to one citizen to inform 
against another citizen. 

Mr. SETTLE. If my colleague will allow me to ask hima 
question right there, is it not from the operation of this very 
appropriation of 325,00) that the most trivial prosecutions find 

eir way into court, and it is not the exception where, in a case 
coming in under this provision, a conviction can be secured? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Very likely. I will say 
this document states what these gentlemen are doing, and how 
they are using the money, and they say that the money is used 
for certain purposes. One is to find out whether stamps have 
been reused or not. It seems that thousands of gallons of 

irits in 8 either barrels or kegs, are selzed here and 
there by the internal-revenue officers upon the alleged ground 
that the stamps have been reused; but the trouble about the 
system is that these seizures are usually made upon suspicion 
without any real authority of law, without any proof against the 
distiller, without any proof against the owner or proprietor of 
the whisky—I mean such proof as would be sufficient to convict 
iu court. The packages are oftentimes seized hundreds of miles 
away from where the dealer lives or where the distiller lives. 

The whisky is seized and confiscated to the Government. 
The owners of the spirits are not allowed any opportunity to re- 
claim their property, and as a general rule a keg is seized here 
and a barrel yonder, in different parts of the country, sometimes 
hundreds of miles from the homes of these people, and Isay that 
anybody who reads this evidence can see thit these seizures, 
almost without exception, are made and it would seem intention- 
ally made against poor men who can not afford to go into the 
courts and litigate the matter. The innocent and guilty are 
punished alike. The Government is master of the situation in 
all such cases. In many cases however the Commissioner, when 
the matter is called to hisattention, releases the property seized 
without cost to the Government. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will ask the gentleman whether the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue contemplates increasing the 
force under what is known as Form 10? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not know. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, If there is no increase of the force in- 
tended, it must be the intention to increase the pay of those 
already 5 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As I understand it, 
the object of the increase of the appropriation is for the detec- 
tion of frauds by paying witnesses to testify against the citizens 
and to enforce the law generally: and the seizures that are made 
are for the most part of the property of men who are unable to 
go into the Federal courts. Mr. Colquitt virtually says so: 


. COLQUITT. None at all. Why, on these registered distilleries we make 
no report unless it is absolutely such a case as there isno possibility of their 


getting around. Wherever there is anything that they can fight a case ypon 
even in those courts there, we rarely make a seizure and do not recommend 
it, and it is not done unless direc by the Commissioner. Thereports all 
come in to him, and seizures are never made on these registered distilleries 
without the sanction of the Department. 

But they will go on and seize whisky from a small distiller 
who is unable to reclaim it under the law. They seize, as it 
would seem, the barrels of whisky and kegs of whisky of no great 
value in cases where the owners of such barrels and kegs are un- 
willing or unable to contest the matter in the courts. In most 
instances the game would not be worth the candle. I wish to 
say, however, that the Federal courts in North Carolina admin- 
ister the law justly and in the most impartial manner. The 
Government and the citizen are treated by the judges with the 
same impartiality and justice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the distillers in North Car- 
olina are just as honest as the distillers in any other State in 
this Union, and I believe that the dealers in spirituous liquors 
are just as honest in the State of North Carolina as elsewhere, 
and that they pay their taxes just as honestly as the dealers in 
spirituous liquors in any other State in this Union; the store- 
keepersand gaugers too, in my opinion, are just as honest in North 
Carolina as elsewhere; and I say it is an unfair thing that the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue should come before the com- 
mittee and single out the States of North Carolina and Virginia 
for condemnation, as if those were the only States where there 
were any violations of the law. Why, Mr. Chairman, on that 
committee we find the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVING- 
STON|. We find the chairman of the committee the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. Does any one suppose that either of 
these gentlemen would permit their States to be singled out, as 
mine has been, as States where large classes of the citizens of 
those States are deliberately guilty of violating the laws of the 
United States? I am sure they would protest as I have done. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion, since he has referred to me? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can you tell me how it is that with the tax 
at 9) cents a gallon they can sell whisky at $1.15 a gallon? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I do not know; 
but you ought to know that it is sold at that price all over the 
Uniied States. 

Mr. SAYERS. I was not aware of the fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I suppose not. I say 
the average price of whisky is just as high in N orth Carolina as 
it is in any other State where it is made, in large quantities, 
and for that matter it is just as good. 

Mr. CARUTH. It was sold at 25 cents a gallon before there 
was any tax. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, It was sold at 25 cents 
a gallon before there was any tax upon it, and if the tax is 90 
cents, and if without a tax they could sell it at 25 cents a gallon, 
they can certainly sell it at $1.15 a gallon now. 

r. STOCKDALE. You can buy it anywhere for $1.15 a gal- 


lon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, my 
time is exhausted and I have not completed what I wish to say. 
I would like an extension of time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall have to object to any extension of 
time. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman shall extend 
his remarks in the RECORD. There isno objection to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I ask leave, then, to 
extend my rem rks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] extend his re- 
marks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mo- 
CLEARY] is recognized. 

Mr. MCCLEARY. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, notice was given last week 
by the gentleman from Montana Mr. HARTMAN] that a separate 
vote would be demanded on the amendment which the gentle- 
man from Indiana incorporated into the pending appropriation 
bill, when that bill is reported back to the House. 

The discussion of that amendment at this time, as I understand 
it, is for the purpose of explaining to the committes the legal 
eflect of that amendment upon the rights of citizens, if it should 
become a law, in order that members may vote more intelli- 
gently upon it than they otherwise would be able to do. 

I am not personally interested, nor are my constituents inter- 
ested in the proposition, except so far as it involves the question 
of unsettling titles generally throughout the United States; but 
there is a town in the State of Minnesota, situated in the second 
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nai district, which adjoins mine, where the 

owners are vitally interested, and their rights would be very 
seriously affected by this amendment if it should pass. 

I want to say to members of the committee that. prior to the 


property 


act of May 14, 1880, Co’ never recognized the right of any 
citizen to contest the title conveyed by afinalcertificate. Prior 
to that time the Land Department had recognized the right of 
contest, but with reference to the reSntry of the land the suc- 
cessful contestant stood upon the same footing identically with 
all other citizens; he had to take his chances with the rest of the 
world in sec an entry if the original entry was canceled in 
consequence of his contest. 

A great many contests were instituted prior to and were pend- 
ing in 1880. These contestants had sufficient influence in Con- 
gress to secure the passage of an act which gave them the right 

.to be notified by the register or receiver of the local land of- 
fice if the original entry was canceled; and then, after receiv- 
ing that notice, they were allowed thirty days in which to enter 
the land involved in their contest. 

The act passed, I say, on May 14, 1880; and I may say that the 
motive for the act was this Prior to that time the Land De- 
partment did not allow to the successful contestant any prior 
right of entry. and in order to obtain information of the cancel- 

_lation of the contested entry it was necessary for them to em- 
ploy someone in Washington to ascertain when the entry was 
finally canceled, in order that they might be the first to reach 
the local land office and make the first entry. That provision, 
therefore, of the act of 1880 was intended merely to give the 
contestant the prior opportunity to enter the land without ex- 
e It had noother purpose and accomplished none other, and 

rights under this act of 1880 did not accrue until the actual 
cancellation of the original. In construing the act, the Land 
Dep rtment never held this right to be a vested right until the 
cancellation of the original entry. When the original entry 
was canceled, then, and not until then, the right partook of the 
nature of a vested right. 

I say that was the status of the law up to March 3, 1891, when 
the act was passed which it is now proposed to amend. When 
the act of 18/1 was passed a number of contests were pending on 
land the title to which had passed to the settler by the final cer- 
tificate of the Government before the contest was instituted. 
The effect of that act, it is true, deprived the contestants of this 
preference right of 3 but that was not the only effect. It 
confirmed in the grantee the title in all cases where entry had 
been made under the preémption, homestead, or timber-culture 
laws, and final pak or payment had been received by the 
proper officers of the Government. There were several other 
conditions and requirements necessary to make this act of con- 
firmation effective. So that persons who had acquired title 
from the Government of the United States in accordance with 
the provisions of section 7 of this act, and by virtue of the pay- 
ment of their money in good faith, their final proof and the re- 
ceipt of the final certificate from the Government had that title 
confirmed, became entitled to a patent, and acquired a vested 
right to the property which had thus been conveyed to them by 
the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield the gentleman two 
minutes more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This right, I repeat, Mr. Chairman, was 
confirmed by the act of March 3, 1891. Theeffectof thisamend- 
ment would be to destroy these vested rights, thus created by an 
act of Congress, and for the sole and only purpose of restoring 
to a few contesting land sharks the preference right of rehntry 
which existed at the time the act of 1891 was passed. We have 
been told that this section 7 of the act of 1891 was not considered 
by Congress, but was recommended by a committze of confer- 
ence; and that certain members of that committee did not un- 
derstand that it would be construed as its language indicated 
it should be at the time they reported the bill for final passage. 
However that may be the Congress of the United States is re- 
sponsible for having created and confirmed vested rights in 
every case to which section 7 will apply. 

Now, the question for this Congress to determine is: Shall we 
destroy these vested rights, or authorize proceedings by. which 
their destruction may be attempted, for the sole and only pur- 

of giving to these few contestants a preference right of en- 
— ta e event that their contests shail prove successful? I 
that this Honse will not entertain or vote in favor of aprop- 
osition of that kind. Gentlemen: may say that if this is a vested 
right, itcan not be destroyed. True. But this act willauthorize 
an attempt, which will involve the possessors of that right in 
endless and expensive litigation. 
The CH, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BOEN. Who are the possessors? 
Mr. TAWNEY. These men who have the final certificates 


from the Government of the United States to their land, their 
grantees, or the men to whom they have conveyed the land to 
save borrowed money. 

Mr. BOEN. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman wants a more specific an- 
swer I will say the seven hundred citizens of the town of Jasper, 
in the State of Minnesota, whose titles to their homes will im- 
mediately be involved in a contest. 

Mr. BOEN. Is not Jim Hill the owner? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know anything about Jim Hill's in- 
terest. He does not constitute the people or all there is of the 
wore of that State who own land acquired from the Govern- 
men ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it has been 
the traditional custom of this country when any change is mide 
in our laws to have a proviso inserted saving the rights of liti- 
gants whose cases are then pending. The conference committee 
having in charge the bill now known as the act of March 3, 1891, - 
chang the method of disposing of public lands, intended to 
and thought they had placea in that act a saving clause of that 
kind. It is strange that the gentleman from Montana under- 
takes to say that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
has been imposed upon in this matter. The gentleman from In- 
diana was upon the committee of conference. He hes served 
here continuously ever since, and this act was thoroughly dis- 
cussed and passed by this House last winter. The Committee 
on Public Lands has reported favorably to this House on this 
amendment for three consecutive winters. 

Why does not the gentleman from Montana call on the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER], who was also a mem- 
ber of the committee of conference on the act of March 3, 1891, 
instead of those 3 who are serving their first winter 
here. Tbe probability is that the men who were on that com- 
mittee of conference, and who were thoroughly conversant with 
the discussions of that question in the first and second sessions 
of the Fifty-second Congress, understood this question quite as 
well as the gentleman from Montana. The gentleman from Mon- 
tana did very well in disregarding everything except the single 
case of Campbell against Graham, because it has narrowed down 
to that. These other gentlemen may argue and may believe that 
other cases are involved; but the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office reported to us, when we discussed the subject lust 
winter, that there were only twenty-five cases then pending. 
nn HARTMAN, Will the geotleman permit an interrup- 

on? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I have only five minutes, 
and I can not say what I desire to say in that time. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does the gentleman say that the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office reported that there were only 
twenty-live cases pending? 

à Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes, sir; he reported that 
ast year. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Do you not know this to be the fact, that 
where any of this land has been platted into town lots and then 
disposed of to other parties, that there are a great many more 
than twenty-five cases? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I will cometo that. I will 
come to that question of the platting out of these lands. I will 
tell you what has been done. Jim Hill, the president of the 
Great Northern Railway Company, hired a lot of men to squat 
on the public lands up and down on both sides of the river at 
the Great Falls of the Missouri. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Whom did he hire? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, Their names are all in the 
report. I do not care to have any further interruptions, The 
names are all given in the testimony taken before the commit- 
tee. At Great Falls there is a water power equal to the Falls of 
the Niagara. It is worth millions and millions of dollars. They 
went there about 1884. For 10 miles up and down the river near 
the falls bed took up the territory, and by these means title 
was acqui to the land in every case. except this one single 
quarter that is left, contested by Mr. Graham. These men all 
had to testify when they ‘‘proved up” that they had settled 
ee lor their own personal benefit and notassquatters for any- 

else. 

Cun it be reasonably supposed that they simultaneously went 
there-for their own benefit, and not for some other party, and 
that when they proved up” they all conveyed their titles in- 
stantly and with one accord to this syndicate of Jim Hill's? The 
result has been that they have turned over their titles to Jim 
Hill or Paris Gibson, and Gibson in turn conveyed to Hill and 
Hill has capitalized this land at a capital of $6,000,009 under What 
is now known by the name of the Great Falls Town Site Com- 
pany. That is all there is of the innocent purchasers.” It 
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may be that Jim Hill or the Great Falls Town Site Company or 
the Great Northern, or under whatever name it is now held, 
has conveyeda town lot here and there; but if so, they have given 
warranty deeds, and in that event the innocent purchaser can go 
back on a man who is worth $20,000,000 to defend the title. 
‘There is no danger—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you mean to claim that there are any 
fraudulent entries? — 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Ican not in the five minutes 
T have yield to any more questions. Ihave stated the facts gen- 
erally as to how the title to this land was acquired. To show to 
the House what the amendment is I will read it: 

Provided further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or affect any case. where a contest was 8 in the 
Land Department prior to the passage of the act of March 3, 1891, and an, 

rson who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon cancel- 
Baon of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest. toenter the tract involved 
under any of the land jaws of the United States in force prior to the date of 
this act. if he was on March 3, 1831, legally qualified to make such entry, and 
as if said act had not been passed. z 


Mr. TAWNEY. That was to be put upon the law of 1890. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We propose to put that in 
the law now. These men are like the rich man in II Samuel, 
where Nathan told the parable of the rich man with numerous 
flocks and herds and the poor man who had nothing save one 
little ewe lamb which he had bought and nourished up, and when 
a traveler came unto the rich man he spared to take his own 
flock but took the poor man’s lamb and slaughtered it for the 

est of the rich man. After acquiring title to all the other 

and around the falls under forms of law they ask Congress to 
help them rob this poor man of his one only quarter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I hope the gentleman will have 
time to conclude the parable. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I refer you to the twelfth 
cbapter of II Samuel. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to have the ear of the committee for 
afew moments on the amendment. There had been a contest 
pending for about twelve years between the House and the Sen- 
ate, in every session, in regard to the repasi of the presmption 
law and other reforms in our public land system. The timber- 
culture law was prominently involved, and on Sunday afternoon 
of the 3d of March, 1591, a conference committee, three Sena- 
tors and three Representatives, finally came to an agreement, 
and reported the next morning to the two Houses a bill to ac- 
complish those purposes. This conference report was agreed to 
by the two Houses and the bill became a law. Of course there 
was no debate on the merits of the bill as agreed be ie 
ference committee. Gentlemen understand how im 
to consider any measure on the day a Congress ad ourns. So 
the action of the committee of conference was final. Neither 
House ever considered the effect of the seventh section of that 
act of March 3, 1891. The act was passed on the 4th of March, 
1891, but all acts passed on the last day of a Congress of course 
bear date March 3. The effect of the seventh section was con- 
sidered, That section provides, in substance, that where a cer- 
tificate had issuedand payment had been made, if under the pre- 
emption law and there was“ no ad verse claim pending,” originat- 
ing prior to the entry, the title should be confirmed, in the 
absence of fraud. 

Now, I insist and always have insisted that the effect of that 
provision was to save existing rights, and so the Land Office 
under the administration of Governor Stone held. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior took adifferent view. He took the view that 
those rights of contest were stricken down by this seventh sec- 
e act although it expressly protected the rights of con- 


by the con- 
ossible it is 


tion of 
testants. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What rights? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The rights of the contestants. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What rights did they have? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihvvebut five minutes. Theright they had 
was a vested right of contest, and the right to protect their claim 
to the land as against the party who claimed to have made an 
alleged entry. This pennor has been read. What are gen- 
tlemen discussing? There are two parties to a contest, each 
claiming the land. One of the ablest committees of this House, 
the Committee on Public Lands, have twice reported this meas- 
ure, this amendment now pending, unanimously, as I understand. 
The bill that they reported is the amendment which I ask the 
House to incorporate in this bill, and which was done by unani- 
mous consent a few days ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact also that the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office have 
both reported against your pro tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly. It inereases the labor of the 
offices. But there are two sides to that question. This matter 


has been pending from as early a time as it could be pending. 
The act creating this act of injustice was on ch 
1891. As soon as the Fifty-second Congress assembled this ques- 
tion was raised and Judge Payson, one of the ablest of the 
resentatives who have served in this House in our time, the late 
Senator Plumb, Senator Walthall, and myself, five of the six 
members of the conference committee who prepared that act of 
March 3, 1891, at the close of the Fifty-first Congress, certified 
that our understanding was that this seventh section did not 
strike down existing rights or interfere with contests then d- 
ing. Congress had never before done that and the only object. 
of this pending provision is to put all these ties back just 
where they stood at the time of the passage of that act. V- 
ernor Stone told us by letter in the last hours of the last Congress 
that there were then pending only twenty-five cases of contests 
affeeted by thatseventh section; so that all this talk about ripp 

vp the land system of the country is, of course, absolutely absurd. 

e says iurther upon this subject: The pending amendment 
(it wasexactly the same as the pending proposition he drew the 
latter clause of it himself tho pending amendment is explained 
by the report herewith made.” And then he proceeds to say 
that itis exactly right, and that he entirely approves it; and let 
me remind you, gentlemen, that you have very seldom had an 
ablerman inthe d Officethan Governor Stone, an able, pure, 
and upright man. 

Now, with this law upon the statute book, which has been 
construed directly against the understanding of the men who 
alone knew of the provision and who framed the law, because it 
was, of course, impossible for Congress on the 4th of March to 
examine the subject—with that law upon the statute book so 
construed by Government officials as to destroy the rights of 
parties then interested in contests who had no intention or pur- 
pose to do the dishonest act of striking down these vested 
rights—will you refuse the proper relief? 

r. HARTMAN. Does the gentleman call a preference 
right of entry a vested right? 

r. HOLMAN. The gentleman has already occupied the 
floor, I believe. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam simply asking a question now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have but a moment’s time. Gentlemen, 
this is a question pad of common honesty. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is what we say. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is whether you intend tostrike 
down rights which existed by virtue of law at the time the act 
of Ra was passed, for no one denies the right of contesting land 
entries. 

I have never known Congress to violate such a right; no in- 
stance can be found in our history, I think, where Congress has 
delibefately struck down a right which had been clearly estab- 
lished by law, directly affecting a citizen seeking a home on 
the public land. In our legislation we have always saved the 
rights existing at the time of the passage of an act. Gen- 
tlemen, if there is any mistake about this amendment the Sen- 
ate or the conference committee will correct it. You are run- 
ning the risk of doing a great wrong, because every year that 
this error in legislation is allowed to goon the remedy will be- 
come more difficult. The conferees of the two Houses will have 
an opportunity to consider the proposition in all its details 
without being embarr ssed by outside influence. I ask you, 
therefore, to ſet the amendment go to the Senate, and if the i 
ate strikes it out, then let it go to a conference; but do not, I 
pray you. dowh tI think at least a palpable injustice by destroy- 

g rights which existed at the time of the passage of the act of 
the 3d of March, 1891. Ido not know any of the parties interested, 
nor am I speaking with reference to any particular case. I speak 
only for the general principle of fairness and honesty in legisla- 
tion involved in the pending amendment. 

The amendment is clear and direct, as follows: 


That there be added to section 7 of ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
find for other 8 approved March 3, 1891, the following proviso: 
F, at not 


* Provided furt g in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or affect any case where a contest was 1 — the 
1801. an 


Land e prior to ee of the act ot March 


E who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the righ m cancel- 


tion of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to shies the tract in- 
volved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the 
date of this act, if he was on March 3,1891, legally qualified to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed.“ 

Who can say that this amendment does injustice to anyone; 
and who can deny that striking down a right toa homestead 
which existed on the 3d day of March, 1891, by an act of Con- 
gress and without a hearing was not an act of palpable injustice? 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in the newer 
portions of the United States, 3 of the 1 
we have a large inflow of population. consequence of thisthe 
General Land Office here is far behind with its work. It frequently 
happens, as a consequence of these two facts acting jointly, that 
after a man has completed his title to public lands, after he has 
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made his proof and hassecured his final certificate from the land 
office, years will elapse before he can get his patent. Inthe mean- 
time that land may have become suddenly valuable, by reasonof a 
railroad passing through it and the location of a station, or 
from some other cause. This is the opportunity for a class of 
men who are the plague of our Western counry, who operate as 
professional contestants. 

They find that this land has suddenly become valuable. They 
look into the records and see that the patent has not yet issued. 
They then examine more carefully to see if they can discover 
any flaw which they can use as the basis of a contest. Then they 
file their contest, and use that as ameans whereby to wring from 
honest men money by way of blackmail. So flagrant had this 
practice become that, on the 3d of March, 1891, an act was passed 
which was in the nature of a statute of repose, an act of con- 
firmation, to settle these questions. The effect of the passage of 
this amendment would be to cast a cloud over the title of mil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of property, property made valuable by 
those now in possession, and to whose value the contestant has 
contributed nothing. He is frequently desirous of reaping where 
other men have sown. This amendment would disturb actual 
vested rights for the sake of prospective and contingent rights. 
As an illustration of what might be done under the old rule, I 
wish to give in some detail the facts in regard to the village of 
Jasper, in my own district, as they appear in the case of Ellef- 
son vs. Phillips, involving the Jasper town site in Minnesota. 

March 2, 1 Phillips filled his declaratory statement. 


September 12, 1885, final proof made and final certificate issued. 
November 14, 1887, he sold to John M. Poorhaugh. 


It is to be noted, Mr. Chairman, that Phillips held the land 
more than two years without any question being raised by the 
Government or any one respecting his title. 


December, 1887, Poorhaugh sold one-half of the land to T. A. Black. 
January, 1888, P. F. Poor augh purchased a one-fourth interest. 
June, 1588, all of these purchasers sold for 87,000 to the Jasper Improvement 


y. 
Th res one subdivided the land. The town ot Jasper was built upon 
a portion of it, and from time to time since lots have been sold and the pur- 
chasers have built their homes thereon. A great stone quarry is in opera- 
tion on the land. 

April 2. 1889, contest affidavit filed. 

August 16, 1889, hearing ordered. 

October 9, 1889, hearing had. 

December 3, 1889, register and receiver decided that the contestant's 
charges were not proved and that the entry should stand. 

Contestant appealed. 

coe 3, 1890, Commissioner General Land Office reversed the register and 
receiver, 

Defendants appealed to Secretary of the Interior. 

The appeal was pending when the act of March 3, 1891,was passed. 

Arpil 6, 1891, the transferees of Phillips filed in the Department an applica- 
tion for confirmation under section 7, act 1891. 

February 28.1892, the Secretary of the Interior held thata prima facie cass 
of right to confirmation was made out and returned the case to the General 
Lana Office for adjudication under the act. 

October 15, 1892, Acting Commissioner Stone held that the entry stands 
confirmed under said act. 

Appen to Secretary filed by contestant, where the case still stands unde- 


The evidence in this case shows that Ellefson, the contestant, 
was convicted of land fraunds and committed to the penitentiary 
fortwo years in 1884. His two witnesses to the contest affldavit on 
which hearing was had afterwards made affidavits wherein they 
swore that on the day they signed such corroborating aflidavits 
Ellefson took them out and made them drunk, in which condi- 
tion they were induced to sign the affidavits. They further 
swore that they did not, because of their drunken condition, 
read the affidavits before signing, and that since that time they 
had read the same and they contained statements which had 
not been read to them before signing and which were not true. 

The effect of the Holman amendment is to imperil the titles 
of the numbers of persons who in goog faith bought the land in 
this case and the town-lot owners in favor of the claim or pros 
pective right of the single individual, Ellefson, who brought 
the contest and who is shown to have based his proceeding on 
fraudulent conduct towards his own witnesses, and to be a man of 
at least doubtful character. - 

It is further to be observed that the contest was not brought 
until after the land had become very valuable in the hands of 
the bona fide purchasers who had improved it, though he claimed 
to have known the fraudulent character of the Phillips entry 
from 1885 until contest brought in 1889. 

Mr. Chairman, it is claimed by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] that the right to contest isa vested right. I de- 
sire to say in that connection that it has been uniformly held 
by the Land Office—and the reasonableness of it is so obvious 

at I need not emphasize it—that no preference right accrues 
to a contestant until after the actual cancellation of the exist- 
ing entry, and that said cancellation must be in consequence of 
such contest. 

I desire to direct the attention of the committee to two facts 
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which I think ought to be borne in mind in this connection. 
First, there are two bills pending which will bring this ques- 
tion up on its merits—one on the Senate file and one on the 
House file. I am at a loss to understand, therefore, why this 
8 should be brought in here by way of an amendment 
to this appropristion bill when bills are pending that will bring 
the question up on its merits. 

Is it because gentlemen fear to have the merits of the ques- 
tion fully and lairly discussed? It looks that way. Now we de- 
sire simply that the pending amendment, which is irrelevant to 
this bill and ought not to have been injected into it, shall be 
voted down, because then full opportunity will still remain for 
the discussion of this whole question upon its merits. 

For the sake of old Saxon fair play, in order that we may 
have a full discussion of this question, I beg gentlemen to vote 
against this amendment. Lask them to do so in the name of 
700 innocent persons in the village of Jasper in my district, over 
whose homes the dark shadow of doubt will cast if this 
amendment be adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DocKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 445; supplementary to an act entitled! An act to pro- 
vide a government for the District of Columbia,” approved Feb: 
ruary 21, 1871. and also an act entitled An act for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 20, 1874; 

A bill (S. 8 the right of way to the Albany and 
Astoria Railroad Company through the Grande Ronde Indian 
Reservation in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1280) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; 


and 
A bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


15 85 committee again resumed its session, Mr. MADDOX in the 
chair. 

Mr. LOUD. I yield five minutes to my colleague, Mr. 
Bowers of California. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, this bill as it is 
presented to this House is unfair and partial to the last degree. 
On page 62 it provides an appropriation of over five million 
dollars for the protection of the farmers of the Missi-sippi 
Valley. Itreads ‘‘for improving the Mississippi River,’ but itis 
known that but little, if any, improvement to the navigation of 
that river other than the removal of snags and the construction 
of the Eads jetty at the mouth of the river has been made or 
is indeed possible. Nearly all these millions have been practi- 
cally U to protect the farms and plantations of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. 

It was admitted by nearly all the speakers yesterday that this 
is what this money is expended for, and always has been. It 
is termed incidental ‘protection,’ but is as intentional as 
any other appropriation. Now,I do not object to protection 
for these landowners in the Mississippi Valley—in fact I am 
a protectionist anyway—but I contend that other farmers not 
in that valley are as justly entitied to aid from the United 
States Treasury; and at the proper time I shall move to recom- 
mit this bill to the committee, with instructions to report it 
with an amendment appropriating $10,000 to aid the 1,200 farm- 
ers in California in defending their farms, not from floods, but 
from the assaults of a great corporation. 

They have a saying in my country that the longer a man lives 
the more he finds out, and I am learning some facts here Iob- 
serve that it seems always in order to appropriate millions for 
the defense of Mississippi Valley farmers, but never in order to 
appropriate a penny for the California farmer. That Congress 
will fight the \ery elements, all the forces of nature, and give 
the millions in the Treasury for the protection of farmers of the 
Mississippi Valley. But when a corporation attacks the United 
States patent of the California farmer for his land, then Congress 
throws up its hands and is helpless. 

That it is always in order to increase the amount on an appro- 
priation bill if it is for a rich city like Buff lo; if it is for a rich 
city like New York, then $90,000 slips into the bill just as easy. 
lf this partial, unfair business is to continue, I want it made so 
plain people will understand it; so plain that the farmers of. 
California will understand that they have no rights this Con- 
gress is bound to respect. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I shall proceed to correct a statement 
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made by a member of the Judiciary Committee respecting the 
amendment I offered. 

Mr. LANE. That is the confession here. Let us see how this matter comes 
here. The Government many years ago atented these lands to the rail- 
road company; afterward it patented the same lands to these private par- 
ties. Now. what does the patent in the latter case amount to? It is an ab- 
solute nullity, And when the Government makes a patent to a party it does 
not give a warranty that it will defend the title of the grantee in the patent. 


The gentleman was entirely at fault. These lands were never 
patented but once, that was to these“settlers, never in any man- 
ner conveyed to the railroad, nor were these lands within the 
original grant to the railroadcompany. And the only shadow of 
claim the railroad had or has is that by an act of Congress it was 
given the privilege to select within the limits of a 1U-mile strip 
adjoining the grant sections in lieu of such sections as proved to 
be mineral lands on the original grant, but they had no more 
right to select in this strip than any other persons entitled to 
enter public lands. 

In fact, the company did not make selection and get patents— 
that is not their way. They would have to pay taxes on land if 
they owned the land. After the settlers have received patents, 
have made valuable improvements, then the company ciaims the 
right of selection, a most preposterous and outrageous claim. 
That is the situation. 

As to these suits, I have explained that the case has not been 
decided by the Los Angeles court, but the judge did overrule a 
demurrer entered by the defendants on the first trial, but al- 
lowed an amended demurrer to be entered in this case. Anda 
hearing has been had and the judge reserves his decision thus 
far; so the case has not been decided—is not out of the Los An- 
gels court yet—but whichever way the case goes it will be ap- 
pealed. These are the facts. It seems to me that this is a case 
where the farmers of Californiaare entitled to as fair a meas- 
ure of relief as the farmers of the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. LOUD (when Mr. BOWERS of California had spoken five 
minutes) yielded him two and a half minutes more. - 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, (at the close of the speech of 
Mr. BOWERS of California). I yield the remaining three min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from iowa [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat surprised 
the other day, when this amendment was o‘ered, that the only 
reference to authority was a letter of Governor Stone of the 
last Administration. I think it must be true that the gentleman 
from Indiana knew of the existence of the letters from the In- 
terior Department; but, to make sure that those communications 
had direct reference to the proposition under consideration, I 
addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Interior, to which I 
have this moment received his reply. I ask that it be read from 
the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
` DEPARTMENT OF TRE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 

Washington, D. C. 

Sır: Iam in receipt of your communication of March 16, 1891. asking me 
“as promptly as possible’ to give my views of the effect of the Hoiman 
amendment on the sundry civil bill to be found on page 3604 of the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD," present session. 

This amendment referred to I find to read as follows: 

“That there be added tosection 7, ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other pur approved March 3, 1891, the following proyiso: 
* Provided further, That not in this section shall be construed to apply 
ae 3 to or affect any case where a contest was pending in the 


tment prior to the 1 of the act of May 3, 1891, and any 
person who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon can- 
cellation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the land in- 
volved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the 
date of this act, if he was on March 3, 1891, legally qualitied to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed. 8 

The evident intention of the said amendment is to conserve or effectuate 
the preference right of contestants under the act of May 14, 1880 (21 Stat., 
140), so far as the same is or may be adversely affectei by anything con- 
tained in the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat, 1095), or by 
any judicial construction thereof. 

s to such a purpose it is submitted whether a law can now bs enacted 
which would or could defeat a confirmation of an entry and a night to pat- 
ent previously acer to the entryman by reason of section 7 of the act re- 
ferred to (supra), as held by the Department in several cases. (See Gerlach 
vs. Kindler, 12 Tá D., 571; Axford vs. Shanks, 13 L. D., 292: Nawrath ts. 
Lyons et al., 16 L. D., 46; United States vs. Bullen, 16 L. D., 78.) 

1 am decidedly of the opinion that should the amendment referred to by 
‘ou, and above quoted, orany similar measure become a law, the effect would 
be. if it could be made effectual at all, to defeat rights now already con- 
firmed and established under the seventh section of said net of March3. 1891. 
In that view [find the aforesaid amendment very objectionable, and would 
dissent to its enactment as law. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. GEORGE D. PERKINS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Here the hammer fell.] 
r. LOUD. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped 
that the gentleman from Indiana would make such explanation 
of his amendment and the reasons therefor as would render it 
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S. W. LAMOREUX, 
Commissioner. 
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unnecessary for us to ask from the House a yea-and-nay vote 
upon the proposition. Iam inclined to the opinion that had 
this amendment been adoptedin 1891 it might have been of some 
benefit to the country; but coming at this late day it seems to 
me that it will have a tendency to prompt men to initiate con- 
tests and thus destroy in a measure vested rights to lands which 
have been sold to bona fide purchasers for a consideration and 
the title to which has long since passed to the original entry- 
man by reason of the issue of the receiver's certificate, and 
many cases the delivery of a patent. 

The provision of law complained of is in the act of March 3. 
1891, known as An act to repeal the timber culture law, an 
for other purposes.” It is there provided that 

All entries under the preémptics, homestead, desert-land, or timber-cul- 
ture laws, in which final proof ani payment may have been made and cer- 
tificate issued. and to which there are no adverse claims originating prior 
to Unal entry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to the ist day 
of March, 1888, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers or incumbran- 
cers, for a valuable consideration, shall, unless npon an investigation by a 
Government agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser has been found, be 
confirmed and patented upon presentation of sutisfactory proof to the Land 
Department of such sale or incumbrance. 


Now, the object of this act was well stated by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY]. There had been a large in- 
flux of population, and the Land Office at Washington was be- 
hind in its patents. Final proof had in many cases been made 
in the loca! land offices; and the receivers’ certificates had been 
given to parties who, on account of their necessities, desired to 
mortgage their property or for any cause wished to sell. It was 
necessiry to furnish some stability of title and to prevent the 
initiation of contests long after final proof had been made. 

As has been stated by my friend from Minnesota, lands which 

were comparatively valueless had become suddenly valuable. I 
know of many instances in which men had lived five, six, seven, 
and in some eases ten years upon a quarter section of land, and 
when entered at the United States local land office worth 
absolutely nothing, but by the development of railroad enter- 
prises, the building of towns and cities, such lands became sud- 
denly valuable. Contests were initiated at the land office with 
the object in some way of blackmailing the owners of land which 
had been taken up for homes when it was practically valueless. 
It was to stop this sort of thing that we procured the passage 
of the act known as the repeal of the timber-culture law, pro- 
viding that a patent should issue if there had been no valid ad- 
verse cl:im or no contest initiated after two years. 
Now, the gentleman from Indiana comes in with this provi- 
sion, almost three 1 — after the enactment of that law, and 
proposes to place these men in the same situation with regard 
to the initiation of contests as they were when the law was en- 
acted, thus destroying the rights confirmed by the act. Now, 
as the contestant has no rights obtained by initiating the con- 
test, he comes to the land office and makes affidavit that the 
land has been abandoned or that improvements have not been 
made. A hearing is set down for a certain day, when the testi- 
mony of witnesses is taken. The register and receiver decide 
the case upon the testimony, and if appeal is taken the cise goes 
to the General Land Office for approval or rejection. Notice is 
given toall parties in interest, and the one the decision is favor- 
able to comes in and makes entry if he sees proper to do so; but 
if he does not see propor, the entry being canceled, the land is 
open to any person who sees proper to apply for it thirty days 
from date of cancellation by the local land office. 

Mr. Chairman, the adoption of this amendment at this time 
seems to ms bad legislation. It will do great damage to man 
settlers upon the public domain; and if we can not strike out the 
amendment upon a yea-and-nay vote in the House, it certainly 
ought to be struck out when the bill reaches the Senate. 

There is another matter which, while Į am on the floor, I 
wish to call attention to, although unconnected with this amend- 
ment, as I may not have an opportunity to refer to itagain. If 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. SAYERS] will give me his 
attention I shall be under renewed obligations to him. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iam listening to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washing on. The other day, through the 
courtesy and kindness of the chairman of the committee, an 
amendment was adopted relative to the selection of lands granted 
to the State of Washington for educational purposes. At that 
time I had not the opportunity of consulting with one or two 
5 from States similarly situated to mine. Now, I have 

ad my attention called to this matter by the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. 5 the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HART- 
MAN], and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. COFFEEN]. The 
effect of that amendment was to give the governor of my State 
a right to make application to the surveyor-general for the 
survey of any township, and after such application, such town- 
ship should be reserved from settlement. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Washing- 
ton that I have seen several of the gentlemen interested, and 
have stated to them that if they would have an amendment put 
on in the Senate applying the same provision to their States 
there would be no opposition to it by me. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is it satisfactory to them? 

Mr. SAYERS. Isuppose so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well. I was only anx- 
ious that they should have the benefit of the amendment a Pa 
for facilitating the selection of lands granted the State of Wash- 
ington. Had I supposed or known they desired to be included 
in the provision made for my State I would have been glad of 
an opportunity to have placed those States in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LESTER).. The debate allowed by 
unanimous consent is now closed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill 2s amended to the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes; and had directed him to report 
the same back with amendments, and with the recommendation 
that the bill be d as amended. 

Mr. SAX ERS. I move the previous question upon the amend- 
ments and upon the bill to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPE Is a separate vote demanded upon any 
amendment? — 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask a separate vote on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], relating 
to the pe lic lands. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I call for a separate vote on the 
amendments increasing the 5 for the post-office in 
New York city and the public building in Buffalo. 

The SPEAKER. If no other separate vote is demanded, the 
vote will be taken onthe other amendments in gross, if there be 
no objection. 

There being no objection, the amendments on which a sep- 
arate vote was not demanded were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the first amend- 
ment on which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After lines 14 and 15, on page 46, Insert the following: 


“That there be to section 7 of ‘An act to My oT the timber-culture 
laws, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1891, the following pro- 


“ Provided Further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to 
Se E area teins to tn ee KOORE TA penning aa 
nd Department prior to the of the act of March 3, 1891, and 
any person who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon 
cancellation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the tract 
involved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to 
the date of this act, if he was on March 3, 1801. legally qualified to make 
such entry, and as if said act had not been passed. 


The question being taken on agreei to the amendment, 
there were, on a division called for by Mr. McCLEARY of Min- 
nesota—ayes 77, noes 61. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 123, 


not voting 134; as follows: 
YEAS—, 
Bafley, Davis, Lester, bins, 
Baker, Kans. Lisle, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. De Forest, Livings Sayers, 
3 Denson, Maddo: Shell, 
Black, III. Dockery, Martin, Ind. pson, 
Blair, Doorsa 3 Ky. 8 
Bland, nloe, eCulloc pr! 
Boen, Me Dannold. Skoendale 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman. MeDearmon, Strait, 
Broo an, McEttrick, S 
Bunn, Gresham, Meredith, Tal 8 
Bynum, Grimn, Money, Talbott, Md. 
Cannon, Cal. Montgomery, Taylor, Ind. 
Capehart, Henderson, N.C. Moses, er, Ga. 
Caruth, Holman, ell, Turner, Va. 
ings, Hooker, Miss. Outhwaite, in, = 

Cobb, Ala. Hudson, Patterson, ler, 
Cobb, Mo. Ikirt, Paynter, ashington, 

Johnson, N. m, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coffeen, Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, III 
Compton, bbs, Reilly, Williams, Miss. 

Kyle, Richards, Ohio „ 

Latimer, Richardson, Mich. Wolverton. 
Orawford, Lawson, Ri on, Tenn. 

NAYS—123. 

Adams, Pa. Baker, N. H. Bartlett, Boutelle, 
Alexander, Baldwi Bowers, Cal. 
Avery. Bankhead, Belden, ch, 
Babcock, Barnes, Bell, Colo, Broderick, 


Bryan, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon. Sibley, 
8 Gillett, Mass. McAleer, 9 
Camp 95 Grady, McCall, Ste 
Causey, Bae Mobo I Stone N. 
A A cDow ton A 
Chickering, Hafner McKaig, Strong, 
Childs, Haines, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Clancy, Hall. Minn. Meiklejohn, Tate, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Mo. Mercer, Tawney, 
Cogswell. H. 3 Morgan, Terry. 
Cooper, Wis. Hartman, Morse, Thomas, 
Hatch, Mutchler, acey, 
Covert, Hayes, Northway, Upå A 
Culberson, _ Henderson, Iowa O'Neil, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Curtis, Kans. tt, Pence, Van Voorhis, O 
Curtis, N. X. Hooker, N. Y. Pendleton, Tex. Wadsworth, 
els, Hopkins, III. Perkins, alker. 
Dingley, Sopes Pa. Phillips, Warner, 
Dolliver, Hulick, Pigott, Waugh, 
Doolittle, Joy, ‘ost, Wheeler, II. 
Dunphy, Kem, Quigg, Wilson, Ohio 
Ellis, gon, Kiefer, Randall, Wilson. Wash. 
English, Lane, Reyburn, Woodard, 
Everett, Lapham, Ritchie, Woomer, 
Fletcher, Linton, Ryan, Wright, Mass. 
Fyan, Lucas, Schermerhorn, Wright, Pa. 
Gardner, Lynch, Scranton, 
NOT VOTING—134, 
Abbott, Cummings, Hines, Pickler, 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Houk, Powers, 
tken, Davey, 5 Price, 
Alderson, Dinsmore, Hunter, Ray, 
Aldrich, Draper, Hutcheson, Rayner, 
Allen, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Apsley, Durborow, Jones, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Edmunds, Kilgore, usk, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Bingham, Fithian, Lefever, Settle, 
Black, Ga. Forman, Wi Shaw, 
Boatner, Funk. Loud. Sherman. 
Bower, N. C. Funston, Loudenslager, Sickles, 
Bratian, — Gear, Maro, npa 
reckinridge, Ky. Geary, mith, 
Bretz, Geissenhainer, Mallory. Snod 
Brickner, Gol T, Marsd, Somers, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Marshall, Stalli 
Brown, Graham, Marvin, N. Stone, Ky. 
Burnes, Grosvenor. McGann, Storer, 
Burrows, Grout, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Cabaniss, Hammond, McMillin, ey, 
Cadmus, Harmer, MeNagny, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwell, Harter, M ker, 
Haugen, Meyer, Wanger, 
Ciarke, Ala. Heard, Milliken, Weadock, 
Coc! Heiner, oon. ells, 
Coombs, Henderson, III. Murray, Wever, 
seem Ean oe ih 
8 epburn, g, 
—— Tex. Hermann. Page, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Hicks, Paschal, 
Crain, Hilborn, Payne, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask unanimous consent that I may be al: 
lowed to vote. Ihave just arrived in the Hall, and ask it as a 

rsonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not submit the request. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. WEADOCEKE with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. POWERS with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BRETZ with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

For this day: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. FUNK. f 

Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I withdraw the demand which 


I made for 1 vote. 

The SPE Then the two remaining amendments will 
be voted upon together. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the amended bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 


time. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I desire now to move that the 
bill be recommitted tothe committee with instructions toamend 
it in accordance with the amendment which I-send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Bow- 
ERS moves to recommit the bill with the instructions which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwish to reserve a point of order on that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after line 21, on page 63 of the bill, the following: 

>For aid to those citizens of ‘Tulare, Fresno, and Kern counties, in the 
State of California,who have been summoned to.appear in the United States 
court at Los Angeles, in the State of California, to show cause why the 
patents grinted them by the United States should not be set aside and an- 
nulied, $10,000; the said amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, in payment of such counsel as may be employed by said persons in 
defending the suits now pending in said court. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserved the point of order which I now 
wish to raise against that amendment.) It is that the House can 
not do indirectly what it can not do directly. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair sustains the point of order. The 
Howse van not do indirectly, by means of a motion to-recommit, 
what can not be done directly by amendment. The question is, 
Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. - r 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I movethat the House resolve itself into 
the 8 of me Whole ouo on the a nev of 2 Union for 
‘the purpose of conside general appropriation 8. 

Me PATTERSON. Mr. S er, 1 to call up the con- 
tested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. Lam instructed by the 
Committee on Elections to call up that case. 

Mr. WAUGH. And upon that I raise the question of consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SWEET. Tf it is in order at this time, I desire to submit 
to the Chair æ privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question which has just been called up, 
the right of a member to his seat, is a question of the highest 
privilege. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] 
calls up the contested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. The 
Clerk will report the resolution submitted by the Committee on 
Elections. 8 

The Clerk rend as follows: 

Resolved, —.— 8 ee Tor ye not — = reer nied House of 
RESTE Missouri end is hot entitled tO the Daat. ere 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] 
raises the question of consideration against this report. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair indulge me for a moment 
to suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that the colleague 
of Mr, Joy [Mr. 1 | the only other Republican Rep- 
resentative from the State of Missouri, came to me this morn- 
ing and said he was very anxious to be heard upon this case, 
as he is entirely familiar with it; but that he had just re- 
ceived a telegram announcing the deathof a member of his fam- 
ily, and was obliged to gq away, and would not be able to return 
until the last of the week. I therefore ask my friend to post- 
pone consideration of this matter for a few days. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state that the gentleman referred 
tocame to see me this morning and informed me of the fact, but 
said that he would not leave until this evening. I told him that 
the case would be called up immediately after the disposition of 
the sundry civil bill, and that he wou have an opportunity to 
speak this afternoon, 

Mr. BURROWS. He was obliged to leave at 3:15 in order to 
reach home, and I simply ask as a matter of courtesy to the col- 
league of Mr. Joy, who livesin St. Louis, who is entirely famil- 
jar with the case, and who has made great preparations to be 
heard on it, that the consideration of the case be postponed. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I will say to my friend from Michigan 
Mr. BuRROws] that I do not wish to inconvenience any mem- 

rof the House. Could we arrange for some day to consider 
this case? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, Lam not authorized at all to speak in 
that regard. Iam not on the cammittee. I have simply pre- 
sented. the request. 


~ Mr. PATTERSON. Then if we can not make any arrange- 
ment to fix the time for consideration 

Mr. BURROWS. Isimply ask it as a matter of courtesy to the 
colleague of Mr. Joy, that under the circumstances the matter 
be postponed. We can occupy the time in the consideration of 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If we could fix atime by agreement for 
the consideration of the case—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Itisa privileged ee and can be called 
up at any time; but this gentleman is called home under cir- 
cumstances which I have stated, and I think it is a matter of 
courtesy that he should be accommodated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Under the circumstances I feel con- 
strained to insist upon à disposition of the matter. : 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the question of consideration is raised, 
of course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose we agree to discuss this case dur- 
ing the remainder of to-day and to-morrow, and permit the gen- 
tleman [Mr. BARTHOLDT] to speak one hour on Monday nex 
before the final vote is taken. Would not that be satisfactory? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Would that be satisfactory to my friend 
from Michigan? 

Mr. BURROWS. 


day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
the discussion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
entire RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan stated that 
the gentleman to whom he referred was entirely familiar with 
the case. If he knows about the case, he will not need to hear 
the discussion of it in order to familiarize himself with it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The only request I am authorized to make 
is the one I have made. I have no other request to make in re- 
gard to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON] calls up the resolutions which have been , and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] raises the question of 
consideration against it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand this is undebatable—— 

Mr. REED. It is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But I would appeal:to the gentleman 
from Tennessee 

Mr. REED. And more than that, the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ohio do not go into the RECORD, this not being de- 
batable, you know. : $ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, that is not the proposition. When 
remarks are ruled to be out of order they do not go into the 
RECORD; but when a remark is allowed by unanimous consent, 
it goes into the RECORD. 

Mr. REED. I simply wanted to warn you. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What I wish to do is to appeal to the 
gentieman having this matter in charge, to let us take up the 
Military Academy appropriation bill and dispose of it. We can 
dispose of it this afternoon, and let that work go over to the 
Senate, as some other work should. There are other appropria- 
tion bills that are pressing. It will only take this afternoon to 
dispose of this. 

Mr. PATTERSON. -I will state that I was instructed by the 
Committee on Elections to call up this case prior to the taking 
up of any appropriation bills, but after a conference with the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS], 
we agreed to defer action in this matter until the bills already 
disposed of were disposed of in the House; but now I feel con- 
strained to proceed with the case. However, Mr. Speaker, I 
will be very glad if by general consent we can fix upon a day for 
the disposition of this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to call it up 
atany time, The question is, Will the House proceed 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask 
why it is not possible that we should go on and finish ‘the ap- 
propriation bills? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The questionis, Willthe House proceed to 
consider the resolutions reported by the Clerk? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed tohave it. 

Mr. WAUGH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117; noes 68. 

Mr. WAUGH. Tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers, and the Speaker 
. that a sufficient number had arisen in support of the 

emand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. $ 


The gentleman may not be here on Mon- 


Well, Tuesday, then? 
I suppose the gentleman would like to hear 


It will be printed in the RECORD. 
Probably the gentleman: will not read the 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 4, not 
voting 198; as follows: 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
HAUGEN, be excused, on account of sickness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


YEAS—150. Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, when the pairs were announced I 
Alexander, Co Lane, Richardson, Tenn. ia nori ne my name. I am paired with the gentleman from 
ey, 7 atimer, . Ds ROS VEN! $ 
er, Crawford, Lawson, bins, Th Beet 7 — 
Baldwin, Culberson, Layton, Robertson, La. e SPEAKER. The pair was announced on the first vote. 
Bankhead, —.— Lester, Rusk, onene uestion me yeas are 150, the nays 4. x 
Barnes, av. e, ayers, r. WAUGH. o quorum has voted. 
ai 8 2 n Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 
Bell. tex. pe MEN 90 . — Ce A call of the House was ordered 
3 Donovan, Martin, Ind. Somers, The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
Black Ill. Eugise verison Ky. Springs to respond: 
reary, pringer, 8 
Enloe, McCulla Stallings, Abbott, Crawford, Hepburn, Rusk, 
ch, „ Me pannold, Stevens. Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hicks, Russell, Conn. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McDearm Stockdale, Aitken, Davey, Hines, Russell, Ga. 
kner, orman, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. Alders' Dingiey, Houk, Schermerhorn, 
Brookshire, Fyan, McKaig, Strait, Aldrich, Dockery, Johnson, Ind. aw, 
Bryan, Gorman, McKeighan, Straus, Allen, Dolliver, Lane, Sherman, 
Bunn, Grady, Meyer, Swanson, Apsiey, Donovan, Lefever, Sickles, 
Bynum, Gres Money, Talbert, S. C. Arnold. ` Draper, Lockwood, Sipe, 
manens fee a 8 Bartholat, Magner, Smith, 
e X ate, Beld 
Campbell. Hall, Mo. Moses. Taylor, Ind. Keltznoover, lis. EY? Mallory, Stone E W. 
Cannon, Cal. mmond. Mutchler, erry, Bingham, Fielder, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
ee Hatch, O Nell Turner Ga 3 ee ccenn Tarmey 
Cai Hayes, Outhwaite, Turner, Va. Bower, Ñ. C Funsto MeNagny, Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Heard, Paschal, in, Brattan, Geary,” McRae, anger, ` 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N. C. Patterson, ler. Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Mercer, Washington, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Paynter, arner, Bretz. Goldzier, oon, Waugh. 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Pearson, Wheeler, Ala. Brosius, Goodnight, Murray, Weadock 
Cobb, Mo. Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wiiliams. III Burnes. Graham, Newlands. Wells , 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, Miss. Cadmus, Griffin, * Oates, ` Wever, 
Coffeen, irt, Pigott, Wise. Caldwell, Grosvenor, Page, White, 
Compton, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, Wolverton, Cockran, Grout. Payne, Whiting, 
— Eecfboae Renita Okie Oe Compton, Harter, Perkins Wilson, W. Va. 
` 42%. 1 ni u ower Pi 
Cooper, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. Cooper, Ind. Heiner,” Price, Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—4. Cornish, Henderson, II. Ray. 
Ben Cola Harris, Kam Milliken, Covert, Hen Rey burn, 
e ` 
NOT VOTING—198 The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PENDLETON of West Vir- 
133 aaa aal ginia). The doors will now be closed, the Clerk will call the 
ry teens Ky, Dinsmore, Hulle. Ray,. roll a second time, and on this call excuses may be offered. 
Adams, Pa. Dockery, Hull. Reed, Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan (when the name of Mr. 
Aitken, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, WHITING was called). I ask that my colleague [Mr. WHITING] 
Alderson, Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. be excused, on account of sickness 
ip Sar Saree . Gao There was no objection, and it was so ordered 
en, > Y, sell, 4 „ z 
Apsley, Durborow, Kieter, s Ryan, Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that my col- 
3 Ale Bye Een. Seas league, Mr. GEIBSENHAINER, be excused. | 
Babeuck, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Shaw, There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Baker. N. H. Everett, Linton, Shell, The SPEAKER. Two hundredand forty-two gentlemen have 
Beles edan, erioa —— answered to their names. 
ae i cher, Loudènslager, Sipe 1 me 5 Pras Speaker, I offer the resolution which 
h, sen A 
Boarzer Gardner 3 8 The Clerk read as follows: 
„ 5 
Gear, Mahon. Stone, G W. Resolved, That all leaves of absence, except for sickness of the member or 
Boutelle, Geary, Mallory, Stone, W. A. in his family, be revoked, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to tel- 
Bower. N. G. Geissenhainer, Marsh, Storer, egraph all members absent without such leave and request them to return 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Strong, to Was’ mat once and attend the sessions of the House in order that 
pignan, 8 1 Maas merim, N. Y. 98 the public business may be transacted. 
rec: — ’ 
Bretz, Goodnight, McCleary, Minn. Tawney, Mr. PATTERSON. On that I demand the previous question. 
Brogeeich, A pee ES a Nea Mr. REED. I raise the point of order upon that. A quorum 
Brown, Grosvenor, McLaurin, Tucker, has been disclosed: and it seems to me that we can not interrupt 
Bundy, Grout, rings pnd Ven Woackis N. y, | the proceedings of the House in that way. 
hell Bare! Meas > Van Voorhis, Inis The SPEAKER. The House is in a call. A call has been 
Cadmus, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Wadsworth, ordered, and no other business is in order until proceedings 
Caldwell, Harmer, 13 9 under the call shall have been dispensed with. 
neon ed ed eo Moon: C Washington, Mr. REED. This is not an order to the Sergeant-at- Arms di- 
Chickering, Haugen, Morse, Waugh. recting him to bring absent members here. It is not an order 
Childs. Heiner aara Weadock, to compel theiratt2ndance, but itis an order to telegraph them. 
Cockran, eee e eee Wever The SPEAKER. The rule, as the Chair understands it, has 
8 ante ate Wheeler, Ill been that while a call of the House is pending any resolution 
m ate eler, g 2 a y 
Cooper, — 5 e Baga, wise eee A looking to securing the attendance of absent members is in or- 
8 ks, Pence, Wilson, Ohio der. E 1 lati 
Cousins, Hilborn, Porkins, Wilson. wanns z Mr. SPRINGER. Any resolution relating to the call is in or- 
Covert. es, siaa er. 
it Pickler, Woomer, — 
Curtis N. T. Hooker. N.Y. Post. Wright. Mass. The SPEAKER. Any resolution to secure the attendance of 
Dalzell. opkins, Hl. Powers Wright. Pa. absent members is in order. The question is on ordering the 
Hopkins, Pa. rice. previous question. 
Davey, Houk, Quigg The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. MAGNER with Mr. RANDALL, for this day. 
For rest of the day: 
Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. REYBURN. 
Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. WHITE. 
On this question: 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. APSLEY. 
Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 


thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vot by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to 
consider the resolution called up by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? Upon that question the yeas and nays haye been or- 


Mr. MALLORY with Mr. BINGHAM, on the contested election | dered. 
case of O'Neill rs. Joy. | Mr. PATTERSON. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that 
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when the House adjourn to-day it adjourns to meet on Thursday 
next. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PATTERSON, 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seems to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lü ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—yeas 148, noes 33. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. L ask for the yeas and nays. 
: The yeas and nays were refused, only 24 members voting there- 
or. 

The motion of Mr. PATTERSON was then agreed to. 

Mr.PATTERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 3 
o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Thursday, March 
22, at 12 o'clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: j 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


Kale. iB rt No. 605.) 
By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: 


A bill (H. R. 531) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Thomas L. Alexander. (Report No. 611.) À 

A bill (H. R. 350) for the relief of Capt. I. B. Webster, of Louis- 
viile, Ky. (Report No. 612.) > 

A bill (H. R. 536) forthe relief of G. Dwight Hamilton. (Re- 
port No. 613.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill | H. R. 6328) grant- 
ing a pension to L. D. Morse and the bill H. R. 6357) to increase 

nsion of Mary C. Tozier, and the same were referred to the 
N on Invalid Pensions. : 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills anda resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

Zy Mr. CANNON of California: A bill H. R. 6374) to enable 
poor suitors to appeal certain cases without transcribing and 
printing the entire record—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6375) to amend an act entitled An act regulating the construc- 
tion of buildings along alleyways in the District of Columbia,” 
approved July 22, 1892—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 6376) relative to securing fair 
and impartial trials of causes either at law or in equity, and of 
indictments or criminal proceedings in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 6377) appropriating $1,200 for 
paving First Corso, in paving district No. 2, on the north end 
of the United States post-oftice building at Nebraska City, Otoe 
County, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6378) granting and con- 
firming to the patentees, their heirs and assigns, portions of sec- 
tions 3, 4, 5, and 6, in township 2 south, of range 20 east, of sixth 

principal meridian—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6379) authorizing settlers on 
the Cherokee Outlet to commute their homestead entries, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 6380) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to procure medals for the Pennsylvania soldiers who 
were the first to arrive on April 18, 1861, for the defense of the 
city of Washington—to the Committes on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A resolution to pay employés in the 
House Document Room difference in pay they are now receiving 
and $1,200 per unnum—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, paee bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6381) to re- 
lieve Robert Roby from charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. À 

Hy Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6332) for the relief of Robert B. 
Turner, Margaret Hurst, and David N. Huddleston—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6383] for the relief 
of Jesse V. Branham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. MeLeod 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER; A bill (H. R. 6385) granting a pension to 
Sallie V. F. Brown, Mary J. Brown, Florence D. Brown, and 
Hutoka H. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6385) for the relief of Abraham 
Armstrong, late United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 6387) grant- 
ing a pension to Eugene Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6388) for the relief of Jacob H. Russell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6389) for the re- 
lief of James T. Dowdy, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) for the relief of the estate of Julis B. 
Litten, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) for the relief of the estate of Presly 
W. Hardin, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following patitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of stonecutters and iron molders of 
Detroit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership of telegraph 
lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of Robert 
Roby, of Nashua N . H., asking that the charge of desertion 
standing against him on the records of the War Department be 
removed and that he be granted an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of citizens of Alabama, in favor 
of passage of House bill 3188 for the purnishment of train wreck- 
ers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of students of the Theological 
Seminary of Bangor, Me.,in favor of legislation to suppress 
lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: Petition of citizens of Le- 
mour, Cal., for passage of the Manderson-Hainer biil—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. i 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of J. F. Hooper and 40 others 
of Kansas, of Rev. A. B. Irwin and others of Highland, and of S. 
Thompson and 20 others of Kansas, in the interest of fraternal 
society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Encampment No. 24, Union Veteran Le- 
gion, Salina, Kans., in favor of per diem pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. CLANCY: Reasons given why the masters of tugs at 
the New York navy-yard should be given a permanent rating, 
accompanied with an increase of salary and retirement on regu- 
lation retirement pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

By Mr. CORNISH: Petition of State Senator William H. 
Martin and others, of Frenchtown, N. J., that Jacob Case, Com- 
pany D, Thirtieth New Jersey Infantry, be allowed an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.COUSINS: Petition of members of Washington Camp, 
No. 116, Modern Woodmen of America, of Mount Vernon, Iowa, 
and of members of Toledo Lodge, No. 23, Ancient Order of United 
Workmen, of Toledo, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Mander- 
. bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. ERDMAN (by request): Petition for the rejection of 
God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of W.H. Atkinson 
and other members of Tent No. 24, Knights of the Maccabees, 
of Seneca Falls, N. V., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Detroit Lodge of Machinists, 
No. 82, the Bakers’ Union, the Coopers’ Union, No. 54, the Beer 
Drivers and Stablemen's Union, and the Electrical Works 
Union, all of Detroit, Mich., asking for the passage of a bill for 
Government ownership and control of the telezraph systems of 
= country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of Subordinate 
Lodge No. 133, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship 
Builders, Waterloo, Iowa, opposing House bill 2635, known as 
the free-ship bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, pa 
favoring 


from the clerks of the Dubuque (Iowa) post-office, 
e passage of House bill 56—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oitiee and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles J. Hawkins and 153 others of Mon- 


tour, Iowa, favoring the of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of Fidelity Lodge, No. 12, I. L. of H., Independ- 
ence, Iowa: W. R. Knight and 31 others of Waverly, Iowa, and 
of George T. Watson and 5 others of Delhi, Iowa, favoring the 

e of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of members of Court Sive, No. 
1067, Independent Order of Foresters, Colusa, Cal., asking the 

of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Resolutions of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen of the State of New York, in support 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Girard and Parsons, 
Kans., asking for the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter in regard to irregularities in the opening of the 
Cherokee Strip—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of George M. Gilbert and 96 others, in 
the interest of fraternal and society journals—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KEM: Twelve petitions of 498 citizens of the Sixth 
Congressional district of the State of Nebraska, asking for the 
pame of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of William Rowe and 43 other citi- 
zens of Alabama, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hai- 
ner bill, for the relief of fraternal and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: Petitionof Susannah Smith, 
ask Congress to a special act for her benefit and direct 
the Commissioner of Pensions to correct her record, and pay her 
9686, the monthly pay due on her 7 minor children from June 
-24, 1862, to July 25, 1866—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Eighth district of Kentucky, 
favoring bill for punishment of train wreckers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCETTRICK: Two petitions of William R. Taylor, 
William A. Swain, and others, together with resolutions of Co- 
lumbia Council, No. 55, Home Circle, in favor of admitting to 
the mails fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN; Petition of Walden Otis and others, that 
oleomargarine and imitations of butter be subject to the laws 
and police regulations of any State into which they may be taken 
for sale—to the Committee on ulture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of President W. H. H. Beadle 
and 114 teachers and students of the South Dakota State Normal 
School at Madison, S. Dak., in favor of proper legislation against 
the Louisiana lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 3 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Amos Ques and others, of Meri- 
den, Conn., in aid of legislation to . lotteries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- s. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of John A. Westfall and 15 others, 
citizens of Knoxville, III., and of J. J. Faber and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Peoria, III., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of New Berlin and of Union 
Grange, Chenango County, for a law against imitation butter— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, Ithaca, N. Y., against 
increase of tax oncigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition in favor of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SWEET: Papers to accompany House bill 5035, for the 
relief of Mrs. A. W. Kroutniger—tothe Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition and resolution of Select Capitol 
Lodge, No. 26, Ancient Order of United Workmen, and Little 
Rock Legion, No. 6, of Little Rock, Ark., in favor of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill, S. 1353, H. R.4897—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, WEADOCK: Petition of David Doonan and others, 
for the e of the bill relating to tage on fraternal jour- 
nals to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers to accompany claim 
of Asa F. Allen, of Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. i 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 21, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to accounts of the Treasury 
of the United States. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of an agreement. concluded December 14, 1893, by.and between 
Washington J. Houston, John A. Gorman, and Peter R. Brady, 
commissioners on the part of the United States, and the prin- 
cipal men and other adult males of the Yuma Indians in the 
State of California, and also the draft of a bill prepared by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the purpose of ratifying the 
agr-ement; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of an ment 
entered into on January 8, 1894, by and between John Lane, 
special United States Indian agent, and Lewis T. Erwin, United 
States Indian agent, commissioners on the part of the United 
States, and the several bands and tribes constituting the Yakima 
Nation of Indians in the State of Washington, and also the draft 
of a bill prepared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to 
ratify the agreement; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. a 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present an appeal of the Na- 
tional Wool Growers’ Association to the Senate of the United 
States not to put wool on the free list. I move that the appeal 
be referred to the Committee on Finance, and that it be printed 
as a miscellaneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAERMAN presented a petition of the Cleveland (Ohio) 
Auxiliary Dairy Union, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Hill oleomargarine bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of N. B. Thayer and sundry 
other citizens of Duluth, Minn.,remonstrating against the en- 
actment of . withdrawing certain lands for mineral 
purposes in Minnesota along Rainy Lake River, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Union of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prevent aliens from performing work within the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 128, C 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Cheboygan, Mich., 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table: 

He also presented the memorial of Peter White and 43 other 

citizens of Marquette, Mich., and the memorial of J. M. Wil- 
kinson and 15 other citizens of Marquette, Mich., remonstrat- 
ing instthe passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. - 
He also presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich.) Council of 
Trades and Labor Unions, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Allen bill, making it unlawful for any court of the United 
States to issue a writ of injunction, mandate, or restraining or- 
der against any labor organization, its officers, or members, in 
any way aflecting their freedom to peacefully or quietly quit 
the service of any person or corporation; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 38, National 
Union of the United Brewery Workers of the United States; of 
Local Union No. 20, Journeymen Bakers’ National Union of the 
United States: of Iron Molders’ Union No. 31; of Local Union 
No. 421, United Brotherhood of C ters and Joinersof Amer- 
ica; of Stone Cutters’ Association; of Machinery Molders’ Union 
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No. 244; of the German T. phical Union, No 21; of Coop- 
ers’ Union No. 54; of Lodge No. 82, Machinists Union, and of 
Local Union No. 17, Electrical Workers’ Union, all of Detroit, 
Mich., pra ing for the Governmenta! control of the Leos, Sp 
service; whic were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the trustees of the St. 
Johns River Improvement Company, of Florida, praying that an 
appropriation of $100,000 be ate for continuing and perfecting 

© work upon the improvement of the St. Johns River, Florida, 
until the maximum of depth has been obtained; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tampa, 
Fla., praying for the retention of the present duty on wrapper 
tobacco and cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of Wils. Williams, secretary, 
and other members of the faculty of Vanderbilt University, 
Nashyille; of Magnolia Council, No. 295, Royal Arcanum, of 
Nashville, and of W. P. Phillips and sundry other citizens of 
Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admit to the mails as second- 
class matter; Which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of L. W. Terry and 26 other 
citizens of Rush, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of 
substitutes for dairy 8 which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 77, Royal Tem- 
plars of Temperance, of Tionesta, Pa., praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the Is as second- 
class matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HILL presented sundry memorials of citizens of Schuy- 
lersville, Utica, Candor, Syracuse, Sardinia, Brandon, Saranac, 
Bainbridge, Newburg, Tompkinsville, Clarence Center, Albany, 
Willsboro, Fairport, Fredonia, Buffalo. aper; Parish, Lyons, 
Watkins, Wellsburg, Elmira, Fulton, Dobbs erry, Brooklyn, 
and New York City, all in the State of New York, remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Syracuse, 
Irvington on-Hudson, and New York City, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
the lottery trafic; which were referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of John Armstrong, W. F. Tiffany, 
P. S. Kinney, W. W. Karl, Moses Bull, R. C. Tice, and sundry 
other citizens of the State of New York, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hill oleomargarine bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of C. Barton, W. B. Butler, John 
Cunningham, Moses Grant, Walter Howell, W. H. Brampton, 
and sundry other citizens of the State of New York; of South- 
ern Tier Council, No. 585, Royal Arcanum, of Elmira; of D. E. 
Rice and sundry other citizens of Elmira; of P. V. Kavanaugh 
and sundry other citizens of Niagara Falls; of Martin Walter 
and sundry other citizens of Tremont; of A. B. Estey and sun- 
dry other citizens of Seneca Falls, and of James H. Savard and 
sundry other citizens of Rochester, all in the State of New 
York, praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Grafton, 
N. Dak.; Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn.; New York City, N. 
V.; and Salem, Iowa, remonstrating against the adoption of an 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States recog the Deity; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Cigar Manufacturers’ 
Association of Boston, Mass., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 28, of Westfield, Mass., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. ; 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Ip- 
swich, Mass., praying for the early completion of the breakwater 
and harbor of refuge at Cape Ann, Massachusetts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 52 farmers of Litchfield, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sule of substitutes for dairy 

roduets; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
mmerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nau 
tuck, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable 
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the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substi- 
tutes for products; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Haven 
and Meriden, in the State of Connecticut, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judic $ 

He also presented a petition of Silver City Lodge, No. 3, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Meriden, Conn., and a peti- 
tion of Pilgrims Harbor Council, No. 543, Royal Arcanum, of 
Meriđen, Conn., praying that fraternal society and college jour- 
nals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 4 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winsted, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the 
1 tratfic; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Samuel Isaacs and 104 
other employés of Allen C. Fisher, cigar manufacturer, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Whitney, Pousland & Co. 
and 11 other importers, brokers,and dealers in sugar, remon- 
strating against the proposed sugar schedule in the Wilson tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Keogh and 165 other 
members of Columbia Colony, No. 5, U. O. P. F., of Lawrence, 
Mass., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. Pasco in the chair) presented sundry peti- 
tions of citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the pill (S. 1066) to authorize the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury to audit certain quartermaster s vouch- 
ers belonging to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo., reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1803. 


Mr.GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House 
Representatives pro ing to print 12,000 copies of the Statisti- 
cal Abstract of the United States for the year 1893, to report it 
without amendment, and submit a report thereon. Iask for the 
present consideration of the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, und agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Ho of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 
the year 188, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, 
3,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use 
of the members of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the use 
ot the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1798) to correct the naval rec- 
ord of Philip Morris; whith was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1799) for the relief of L. S. 
Ensel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1800) to vide for 
the erection upon the grounds of the United States Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis, Md., of a bronze statue of the latë Hon. 
George Bancroft, formerly Secretary of the Navy, and founder 
of the Academy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1801) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Moore English; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
Se accompanying paper, referred to the Commnittss on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Ten- 
edor Ten Eyck, a retired 188 officer; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to ba proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. Z 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 

law Pret 


L. PRUDEN. one of his secretaries, announced that 
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dont had on the 19th instant approved and signed the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 62) to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, 


ESTATE OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being noconcurrent or 
other resolutions, the morning business is closed, and the Secre- 
tary will call the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII, at 
the point reached when last under consideration. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before the first bill on the Cal- 
end:r is taken up, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood, which was passed over some days since, 
be now considered. I will state that I propose to offer an amend- 
ment to meet the objection suggested the other day by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill has already been read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; let it be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Inline 9, after the word same,” 
I move to strike out the words upon the basis of justice and 
ejuity;” so as to make the bill read: 

Tunt the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to commence their suit in the Court of Claims of the 
United States for extra mail service on route numbered 16637, extending 
from Sait Lake City, Utah. to the Dalles, Oregon, and the Court of Claims 
shall have jurisdiction to adjudicate the same, and to render a final judg- 
ment therein for the value of such extra mail service performed as afore- 
said; and from any judgment that may be rendered in said cause either 


pariy thereto may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
he ber of the statute of limitations shall not avail in such cases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF ROYAL M. HUBBARD. 


The bill (S. 343) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard was announced as first in order on the Ca 
endar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It proposes to pay to the legal representa- 
tives of Royal M. Hubbard, 1 at Longmont, Colo., for 
rent of post-office from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1883, $600. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

X WILLIAM M. KEIGHTLEY. 


The bill (S. 344 for the relief of William M. Keightley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
tə William M. 1 postmaster at Durango, Colo., 81.350, 
being amount of clerk hire paid by him from January 4, 1881, to 
March 31, 1882, during which period the office was in the fourth 
class. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HORACE A. W. TABOR. 


The bill (S. 345) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor was con- 
sidered as Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Horace A. W. Tabor, of Colorado, $3,869.94, or so much thereof 
as shall appear to the 1 accounting officer of the Govern- 
ment to have been paid by Tabor for necessary expenses in the 
Leadville post-office over and above the allowances made for that 

urpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WORK ON MINING CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 878) to amend section No. 2324 of the Revised Stat- 
1 75 o the United States was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from 
the Committee on Mines anā Mining with amendments, which 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, after the word of“ in line 9, to 
strike out twelve months” and insert ‘‘ one year; and after the 
words “from the” in line 10 tostrike out time when such work 
and labor should be completed under the provisions of said sec- 
tion” and insert Ist day of November, 1893;” so as to read: 

That the provisions of section numbered 2524 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, which require that on each claim located after the 10th 


day of May, 1872, and until patent has been issued therefor, not less than 
€1;0 worth of labor shall be performed or improvements made during each 


ow be suspended for the term of one year from the Ist day of November, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 20, after the word “ the,” to 
strike out “‘tenth ” and insert “ first,” and in the same line, after 
the word (of,“ to strike out June ” and insert “November; ” 
so as to read: 

And that the further pror on that on all claims located prior to the 
10th day of May, 1872, $10 worth of labor shall be performed or improve- 
ments made by the 10th day of June, 1874, and each year thereafter, for each 
100 feet in length along the vein until a patent has been issued therefor, be, 


and the 3 is, suspended for the term of twelve months from and 
after the Ist day of November, 1893. 


Mr. STEWART. Let the bill go over. I think we have al- 
ready passed a bill that substantially answers the purpose. We 
passed a House bill after this bill was reported, and I think it 
answers the purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senator certain that a 
House bill has been passed accomplishing the same object? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; substantially the same object. It has 
become a law. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: I ask that the bill (S. 878) 
to amend section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which refers to the working of mines, may be indefinitely post- 
poned, as a House bill on the same subject has been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 


VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 


The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington, who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this is a bill of considerable importance 
and the Senator having it in charge is not here, I think it had 
better go over without being displaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 


SURVEYOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 444) 
making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried offi- 
cer, and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor's 
office be now considered. The bill was heretofore passed over on 
the objection of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TORPIE], which 
he now withdraws. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has already been 
read, and the amendments made in Committee of the Whole 
have been concurred in by the Senate. The bill is still open to 
amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. If the bill is not too long, I think it had better 
be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length 
as amended. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the surveyor 
of the District of Columbia shall receivea salary of $3,000 per annum in leu 
of fees, and shall be under the direction and control of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That the surveyor shall give bond to the United States in the pen- 
alty of $20,000. with two sureties, to be approved by the Commissioners, con- 
ditioned for the faithful discharge of the duties of his office, and shall take 
and subscribe an oath or affirmation before the Commissioners that he will 
faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of his office, which bond and 
oath shall be deposited with the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

SEC. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on the rec- 
ommendation of the surveyor, be, and mor are hereby, authorized to ap- 
point one assistant surveyor, at a salary of $1,800 per annum; one draftsman 
and computer, at a salary of 81.400 per annum; one clerk, at a salary of 
$1.200 per annum; two rodmen, at each per annum; two chainmen, at 
2650 each per annum; and such additional vg Se as may be, in the judg- 
ment of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, temporarily re- 
quired for the surveyor’s operations, at an aggregate expense of not exceed- 
ing 82,000 in any one year. 

Sec. 4. That the surveyor shall, as speedily as possible, execute any order 
of survey made by any court or private individual of any lot or square within 
the cities of Washington and Georgetown, or of any land within the District 
Columbia outside of said cities, and shall make due return of a true plat 
and certificate thereof. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the surveyor to execute any surveying 
work for the District of Columbia, without charge, on the order of the Con 
missioners; and all fees for surveys made by the surveyor or the assistant 
surveyor shall be paid over to the collector of taxes of the District of Colum- 
bia, under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, and be covered into the Treas of the United States as other 
revenues of the District are now; and the field notes of the surveyor 
assistant shall be preserved and shall bea part of the public property of the 
District of Columbia. 
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Sec. 6. That the assistant surveyor shall take the same oath his Spr 
is required to take, and may, during the continuance of his office, disch: 
and perform any of the official duties of his principal, and any default or mis- 
feasance in office by the assistant surveyor, or other assistant or helper of 
the surveyor, shall deemed a breach of the official bond of his principal. 

SEC. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
empowered and directed to prescribe a schedule of fees to becharged by the 
surveyor for his services, in lieu of the fees now charged, which schedule 
shall be printed and conspicuously displayed in the office of the surveyor. 

SEC. 8. That all laws and parts of laws in the District of Columbia relat- 
ing to the surveyor, now in existence, as far asthe same are applicable and 
not in conflict with this act, are hereby continued in full force and effect. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LAND NEAR JEFFERSON BARRACKS, MISSOURI. 


The bill (S. 190) for the benefit of F persons residing in 
the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release whatever title 
the United States may have in that part of the survey within 
the boundary lines described in the deed of the town of Caron- 
delet to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and now 
claimed asa portion of Jefferson Barracks military reservation, 
situated inthe county of St. Louis and State of Missouri, to the 
legal representatives and assignsof John B. Martigny, towhom 
the survey was confirmed by act of Congress. approved July 4, 
1836; and also to release whatever title the United States may 
have in so much of the land covered by the patent issued by the 
United States to William H. Jansen November 1, 1856, as lies 
within the boundary lines described in the deed of the town of 
Carondelet to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and 
now claimed as a portion of Jefferson Barracks military reser- 
vation, to the legal representatives and assigns of William H. 


Jansen. 
Mr. PLATT. Task that the last section of the bill be again 


read. 
The PRESIDENT peo tempore. The Secretary wiil read the 
last section of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sr. 3. That this act shall not affect or impair the title which any person 
other than the United States may have uired in aay of the lands de- 


acq 
bed herein, adverse to the title of either the aforesaid John B. Martigny 
or William H. Jansen, or of those claiming under either of them. 


Mr. PLATT, That seems to be a provision that the bill shall 
never take effect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. It does not take effect against 
anybody except the United States. All that is done by the bill 
is simply to quitclaim the interest of the United States, and if 
there be any adverse interests under these old claims they can 
be settled in court. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Secretary made a mistake in the 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S.573) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
pranie as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 5, after the words“ sum of,” to strike 
out 810.000“ and insert 80 a month;” and in line 9, after 
the date 1892,“ to insert ‘‘in quarterly payments, upon such 
vouchers as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 

and ted to pay. out of any moneys in the Treasury not ctherwise 
appropriated; the sum of $40 a month to Christopber Schmidt, of St. Paul, 
inn., for injuries received from accidental shot on the rite range at Fort 


Snelling, July 14, 1892, in quarterly payments, upon such vouchers as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Does the first amendment provide for the 
payment of $40 a month during the man’s life? 

r. WASHBURN. During his life. I will state that the bill 
originally provided for an appropriation of $10,000. The man is 
totally disabled. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion ison the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend by adding at the end of 


ee 118 $ payment to commence from the time of receiving such 
uries. 

r. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will notbe agreed 
to. I think we are doing very liberally if we do what the bill 
now provides. Congress never has granted arrears, and the 
amendment 12 Se practically to pay ar , 


rears. 

Mr. WAS RN. I will state to the Senator from Missouri 
that this person is totally and absolutely disabled from the wound 
he received, and there seems to me no good reason why the pay- 
ment should not commence from the time of the injury as muc. 
as from the peent time, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee did not consider that ques- 
tion. If that question isto be raised it will open the door to 
granting arrears by special act of Congress, and I shall have to 
insist on the bill being recommitted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 5 d like to have the clause read which 
fixes the duration of this pension at 810 a month. Is it to be 
during the life of the person? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
part of the bill referred to by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby anthorized and directed to 
pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 


of $10 a month to Christopher Schmidt, of St. Paul, Minn.. for injuries re- 
ceived from accidental shot on the rifie range at Fort Snelling. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to be $40 a month during his life. 
We do not want to establish a 2 annuity here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I supposed. that was in the bill. That was 
the intention of the committee. I move to insert the words 
„for and during the term of his natural life.“ Those words 
ought to have been in the bill. 

15 on PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
8 i 

The SECRETARY. Inline 6, after the“ month,” it is proposed 
to insert for and during the term of his natural life.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. P 

The bill was repor to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY O. AUGUSTA, 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4013] to release and turn over to 
Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain property in the District of Co- 
lumbia. It is a bill which has passed the House of Represent- 
atives and was unanimously reported favorably by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope cases on the Calendar will be allowed to 
= taken up in their turn. Was this case passed over hereto- 

‘ore? 

Mr. HUNTON. Iwill say to the Senator that the bill will 
only require a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TJeallfortheregularorder. We shall reach 
the bill referred to by the Senator from Virginia in a few mo- 
ments, and I must object to taking it up out of its order. 

Mr. HUNTON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR PENSACOLA, FLA, 


The bill (S. 407) making an appropriation for the improvement 
of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla., was 
announced as next in order, and the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for the purpose of shelling or otherwise im- 
proving the roadway from Pensacola, Fla., to the national cem- 
etery near that city, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. . 


SENATE PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS, 


The concurrent resolution to print 4,000 copies of the new edi- 
tion of the Senate election cases was announced as next in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the 
Senate and will be read at length. 5 
The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. GORMAN 
from the Committee on Printing, December 14, 1893, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House af Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed 4,000 copies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new edition of the 
Senate election cases; 1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of the 
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members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the same to be printed on the back as follows: 


Senate Privileges and Elections. 
Volume I. 


Senate and 2.500 copies for the use of the 


Taft. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments heretofore 
3 by the Senator from Nebraska Mr. MANDERSON] will 
stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word cloth,“ in line 3, it is pro- 
to insert in volume 1” and to strike out the words of 
the first volume of.” 
OCKRELL. I do not want that amendment agreed to 


Mr. C 
in that way. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it will bo well, before adopting the ver- 
bal amendments, as they are all substantially one, to let the 
Secretary read the concurrent resolution as it will read after the 
amendments have all been adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment was read to insert in 
volume 1,” instead of “in one volume.” 

Mr. HOAR. I think weshould understand the resolution bet- 
ter if the Secretary will read itasit will read if all the proposed 
amendments are agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as it will read if the amendments are agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolced, ete., That there be printed 4,000 copies, in cloth, in one volume, of 
the new edition of the Senate election cases, and of precedents relating to 
the privileges of the Senate: 1,500 copiesto be for the use of the members of 
the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the use of the membersofthe House of Rep- 
resentatives, the same to be printed on the back as follows: 

Senate Privileges and Elections. 


Election Cases, 
Taft. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. From what committee does the 


resolution come? 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. From the Committee on Print- 

fir, MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to inquire whether this 
pro: publication includes a history of the three cases re- 
cently disposed of from Washington, Wyoming, and Montana? 
I refer to the three cases of temporary appointment by the gov- 
ernors of those States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator reporting the 
resolution is not now in his seat. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it would not be convenient to insert 
those cases as part of the text of the volume without sending it 
back for the preparation of a new index. The volume isstereo- 

„and was in accord with the index some time ago. The 
volume was prepared before the cases referred to by the Senator 
from Oregon were decided. This resolution is merely to print 
an additional number of copies; but I think if might be well to 
add to the concurrent resolution a section requiring the print- 
ing of the cases referred to as an appendix, so that they may be 
in the new edition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think that would be quite satis- 
factory, and I think it should be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I think that should be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those cases ought to be included in the 
volume, and I shall oppose the resolution unless they are in- 
cluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. So shall I. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The edition should be brought up to date. 
I wish to call attention to the way in which the Secretary read 
the resolution, which I do not understand corresponds with the 
amendments which have been proposed. It should read“ Sen- 
ate Privile and Elections in one volume.” The way it was 
read it would be in volume 1,” which would indicate that there 
is to be a subsequent volume to come out. 

-~ Mr. HOAR. The origi publication, which I think was 
prepared very carefully, is very well done indeed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will allow the Chair to state to the Senator from Missouri 
that the resolution reads in one volume,” not in volume 1.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not so read the last time by the 
clerks, for I closely observed the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understood it to 
be read the last time,and the clerks now inform the Chair that 
it reads ‘‘in one volume,” and not in volume 1,” 

Mr. HOAR. This originally was a compilation containing 
solely contested-election cases, and was published eight or ten 
years ago. Then a new edition was prepared, and there was a 
new volume added containing the precedents and other historical 
matter relating to the ees of the Senate. The resolution 
as reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections 


roposed to have two volumes, one to be entitled Contested- 

tion Cases,” and the other Privileges,” but the Committee 

on Printing thought it would be better to have but one volume 

instead of two. So they propose this amendment. That is the 
history of it. That is way the phrase got in. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if the proposed publication includes all the contested-elec- 
tion cases up to date? 

Mr. HOAR. This is nota proposed publication in the ordi- 
nary sense in which those words are used. It is a document 
which was completed and reported to the Senate at the begin- 
ning of the extra session of Congress last summer, and then 
printed with indices, and so on. This is merely a resolve for 
additionalcopies. The volume was then printed and stereotyped, 
I understand. Now, the Committee on Printing propose to have 
certain additional copies printed. You can not incorporate in 
this volume in the ordinary way the eases in regard to appoint- 
ment by the governors, which were disposed of during the extra 
sessionin thespring, without repaging and reprinting the volume, 
putting them inin kreie proper laces under the matter of the ap- 
pointment by governors, and making a newindex. All the matter 
would have to be gone over again, and it would not correspond 
with the other copies which have been printed and distributed. 
So when the Senator from Oregon suggested including those 
eases I suggested that they had better ut in an appendix. 
Then, when a new edition comes hereafter, if there is one, they 
can be put in the body of the work. The Senator from Oregon 
agreed that that would be all that could b2 done. 

Mr. GEORGE. In a supplement or appendix. That will do. 
But I think it ought to be in one or the other. 

Mr. HOAR. I think so, too. I think the resolution should 
be amended so as to read that there shall be added to said vol- 
ume as an appendix all cases decided by the Senate up to date. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts this amendment, to come in at the proper place: 
1 Further, That the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elee- 


If that is the proper person— 
shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare a full statement of 
the proceedings in committee and Senate of all election cases up to date 

Mr. HOAR. All cases since? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; all election cases deter- 
mined since the preparation of that volume— s 
and that the same shall be printed in this volume as an appendix thereto. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well: that will do. Of course, the Senator 
will understand that that will delay the circulation of the volume 
for six months or some such time, but I presume there will be 
no great harm done. - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theseveral amendments that 
have been offered have not yet been acted upon. The Secretary 
will state the first amendment. 

The SECRETARY. After the word cloth,“ in line 3, insert 
the words in one volume.” 

The amendment was eed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, before the word new,“ strike 
out of the first volume of.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The word ‘‘of” at the end of the phrase 
proposed to be stricken out should remain. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the words“ of the first volume.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will do. Do not strike out the word 
t of;? if you do, you make it imperfect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. After the word“ cases,” in line 4, insert: 

And of precedents relating to the privileges of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, strike out the words, Volume I.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. After the name Taft,“ in line 11, insert: 


Precedents 
as to 
Privileges. 
Furber. 


The amendment was to. = 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to add at the end of the 
resolution the following proviso: 

Provided Jurther, That the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and 
tions shall, under the direction of such committee, pr pony a full statement 
of the proceedings in committee and Senate of all election cases since deter- 
aan the same shall be published as an appendix to the foregoing pub- 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Oregon if it is his perposs to have the clerk proceed in regard 
to those cases on a different theory from that in which the vol- 
ume is made up in regard to the others? The theory on which 
the volume is made up is to have the clerk make a statement of 
the case, putting in such specially important matter of the dis- 
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cussions.and proceedings as he sees fit, aud to refer to the pages 
of the RECORD where the rest is contained. I suppose. the 
speeches: on those cases, the full statement which the Senator 
poe for, would make a.volume larger than the other two 
er. 
v. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no intention to have all 
the speeches embodied.. 

Mr. HOAR. Idid not suppose so. The Senator is a member 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and it is to be 
done under their direction. I doubt if the clerk would fail to 
put in anything that any member of the committee might deem 
of teeters | importance to be added. Why not add ‘‘a report of 
the cases which have taken place since,” and let the committee 
or the clerk under their direction determine whatshall be done. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let it read: 

The clerk * + shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare 
a full statement. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to strike out the word “statement” 
and insert “ prepare a report of the cases.” A 3 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well; I have no objection 
to that modification. ‘“‘Preparea report of the proceedings in 
committee and Senate.” 

Mr. HOAR. I would simply say report of the cases.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest, Report of the cases 
and proceedings in committee and Senate.” . 

Mr. HOAR. Why does the Senator say“ in committee and 
Senate?” Why notsay‘‘ reportof the cases?“ Theclerk would 
undoubtedly carry out the scheme. : 

Mr MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let it read, Report of 
the cases since determined, the same to be published as an ap- 
pendix to the foregoing publication.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Oregon that there is no proviso to the concurrent 
resolution. Therefore he had better strike out the word fur- 
ther,” after the word“ Provided.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 


The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the resolution the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare a report of the cases 
since determined, and the same shall be published as an appendix to the 
foregoing publication. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In the amendment Maat ee to, I suggest that 
the last clause read ‘‘and the same shall be inserted as an ap- 
pendix in the foregoing publication,” so as to make it clear that 
itis to be in the same volume. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words will be inserted 
as suggested if there be no objection. The question is on agree- 
ing to the concurrent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


The bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and as- 
sistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] would like to have the bill go over for the present. In 
his absence I ask that it may go over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill 
goes over, holding its place on the Calendar. 


MRS. MARY O. AUGUSTA. 


The bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, with anamendment to strike outall after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That the actof Congress approved July 22, 1892, entitled “ An act to provide 
for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia," be, and thesame is here- 
by, amended so as toauthorize the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, under the terms and conditions of said act in regard to the opening, ex- 
tending, widening, or straightening of alleys, to open minor streets in said 
District of a width not less than 40 feet nor more than 60 feet, to run 

ugh a square from one street to another, whenever in the judgment of 
said Commissioners the public interests uire it. 

SEC. 2. That the words, “one copy of which (plat) shall be filed with the 
recorder of deeds and the other in the office of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia.“ in section 3 of said act, be, and the same are hereby, 
amended so as to read. one copy of said plat shall be filed and recorded in 


the office of the surveyor of the District ot Columbia, one in the office of the 
recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, and one in the officeof the 
Commissioners of said District.” 

Sac. 3. That the words “six dollars for the services of said. marshal,” in 
section 5 of said act. be. and the same are hereby, amended so as to read, 
‘eee per diem for the services of said marshal when actually em- 

oed.“ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what will be the 
effect of the bill. As I understand the amendment, it does not 
authorize the Commissioners to open all the alleys in the city; 
but only those that are known asstreet alleys. I suppose those 
are the narrower places, where houses have been built. I un- 
derstand there are a large number of alleys where the houses 
are built right up to the very edge of the alley, and there is no 
space except the existing space. If those alleys are to be 
widened are all the buildings to be torn down, and if so, at whose 
expense? Are there to be condemnation proceedings, and are 
the taxpayers of the District of Columbia and of the United 
States to be made to tear down all the fronts of those buildings? 
I should like to have some information on that 8 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator who reported the bill is pres - 


ent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I did not expect the bill to come up this 
morning, and I ask that it may go over, keeping its place on the 
Calendar, in order that I may answer the questions of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. [ am satisfied the amendment does not affect 
the question raised by him. It relates rather to the width and 
the recordation of plats than anything else. The former law to 
which this isan amendment makes all the provisions to which 
the Senator refers. However, I ask that the bill go over, so 
that I can examine the law on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over and holds 
its place on the Calendar. 


FORT JUPITER MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CALL. The bill (S. 653) to open certain parts of the Fort 
Jupiter military reservation, in the State of Florida, to entry 
under the homestead law, was passed over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. Tsee my colleague in the Chamber, and Lask 
that the bill be taken up and disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Was the bill passed over with- 
out prejudice? 

Mr. CALL. It was passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.CALL. There is an amendment pending to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
Ber Carr heretofore proposed by the Senator from Florida 

Mr. CALL], 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word Florida,“ strike 
out not heretofore patented by the United States under exist- 
ing laws; in line 10, after the word “ east,” strike out and also 
excepting the portions: thereof which have: been claimed by the 
State of Florida as swamp lands, but which have not been pat- 
ented, provided that upon examination it shall be proved to the 
satisfaction of the Land Department that the same are of the 
character alleged" and in line 16, after the word laws,“ strike 
out and not otherwise;” so as to make the first. section of the 
bill read: 

That all the lands within the Fort Jupiter bp anal roped ne pe in the 
State ot Florida, ä lot I of section 31, iu to ip 40 south. of range 
48 east, now reserved: for light-house 5 and excepting the portions 
thereof reserved by an order of the President f +) de- 
scribed as lots 4 and 8 of section 5, in township 41 south, of range 43 east, are 
hereby made subject to entry under the homestead laws. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the amendment is insisted on the bill can 
not be disposed of to-day. I therefore object to its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CALL. Ishall insist on the amendment, but I do not un- 
derstand this to be a call of unobjected eases on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill stands on the Calen- 
dar under Rule VIII, subject to all the conditions of every other 
bill on the Calendar under that rule. It will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould be very glad to have the bill considered 


at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ore- 
gon object? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Florida can not be acted upon without a yea-and-nay 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ore- 
gon desire to have the bill go over under Rule IX. 

Bate DOLPH. Iam willing that it shall go over under Rule 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice, holding its place on the Calendar. 
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Mr. PASCO. I should like to say one word. I wish very 
much that the Senator from Oregon would withdraw his objec- 
tion. Of course if there is to be a yea-and-nay vote on the 
amendmentit may be possible there is not a voting quorum 
present, but I should like very much to have the matter dis- 
pores of and the bill passed. The amendment to the bill of- 
ered by my colleague can not be consented to by the Committee 
on Public Lands for the reasons I stated the other day and 
that were stated by the Senator from Oregon. I do not think 
it would be advantageous to the settlers. I appeal to my col- 
league to allow the bill to be passed in the shape in which it 
came from the committee. It seems to be satisfactory to the 
actual settlers there, and I should like very much to have it 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr CALL. I regret very much that I can not yield to my 
colleague's request. I regard this as a bill to deprive every 
homestead settler of his right to the land, and I think I can 
demonstrate that fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, 
goes over, holding its place on the Calendar. 


LOUIS L. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to Louis L. Williams $395.70, due him as salary and for expenses 
incurred in the discharge of hisduties as Worlds Fair commis- 
sioner from Alaska. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BEAUFORT LIBRARY SOCIETY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of the books 
of the Beaufort Library Society. of Beaufort, S. C., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appro- 
priate and transfer, out of the duplicate volumes belonging to 
the Library of Congress, an equivalent in books. both in number 
and value, toreplace the loss of the library of the Beaufort Library 
Society, of Beaufort, S. C., which was taken by the orders of an 
officer of the United States in 1862, and subsequently destroyed 
by fire. The Joint Committee on the Library of Congress is 
authorized and required to select and convey the books herein 
| Sida for upon a list to be furnished by the Librarian of 

ress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL FRANCIS MARION, 


The bill (S. 266} providing for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Gen. Francis Marion was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library with 
an amendment, in line 3, before the word thousand,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 340,000, or as much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and is 5 f appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of an equestrian statue of Gen. 
Francis Marion, within the limits of the city of Columbia, S. C., and forthe 
oe ed preparation. grading, and inclosing of the lot and foundation upon 
which said statue shall be erected, which sum shall be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, or such officer as he may designate: Pro- 
vided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be drawn from time to time 
only as may be required-dur. the progress of the work. and upon the 
requisition of the Secret of War: d provided further, That no part of 
the money hereby appropr ated shall be so expended until a suitable lot of 
land in said city of Columbia, for the erection of said statue. shall be con- 
veyed, with all the right, title, and interest therein of the owner thereof, to 
the United States, and the deed duly recorded, and the city of Columbia 
shall have provided for public use an open highway or other satisfactory 
means of access thereto. 

SEC. 2. That this act shall be in force from its passago, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to strike out section 2, the provision 
that the proposed act shall be in force from and after its passage. 
It is wholly unnecessary. By the Constitution an act goes into 
oroni from and after its passage, without any provision on the 
subject. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Is 
there ob ection to the amendment proposed by the Senatorfrom 
Mississippi? 

Mr. BUTLER. No objection. 

Th PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and section 2 of the bill is stricken out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DWIGHT HALL. 


The bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 17, after the word “them,” to insert not 
to exceed the sum of $157.50;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to investigate the claim made against the United 
States by Dwight Hall, of Wallingford, Conn., for the amount paid by him 
to the collector of internal revenue for the second district of Connecticut as 
taxes and penalties upon 30,000 Kp bul! manufactured by him and previous to 
the payment of said tax or penalty claimed’ to have been destroyed by an 
accidental fire, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby anthorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the jury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to the said Dwight Hall. or his personal representatives, or the per- 
son or persons who may be lawfully entitled thereto, any sum of money 
found on such investigation to be equitably due on account of payment of 
said tax and penalty, or either of them, not to exceed the sum of $157 50, and 
the said sum when paid to be in full satisfaction and discharge of all claim 
as tax or penalty on said cigars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 

ny was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“three hundred,’ and at the end of the bill to insert said 
amount to be received by the said Potomac Steamboat Compan 
in full satisfaction of all claims and demands against the Unite 
ad at consequence of the said collision; so as to make the 

read: 


Le it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to the Potomac Steamboat Company the sum of $5,090. that being 
the amount paid by the said Potomac Steamboat Company under a decree 
of the circuit court of the United states for the eastern district cf Virginia, 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States. to the Baker Salvage 
Company for services rendered to the steamer Excelsior. belong ug to the 
said Potomac Steamboat Company, when she wassunk by the Unite | States 
steam tug Fortune in Hampion Roads, Virginia, on the 4th day of Dece n- 
ber, 1882, said amount to be received by the said Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pay in full satisfaction of all claims and demands against the United States 

consequence of the said collision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reportea to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PENITENTIARY IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 41) relative to the erection of a 
penitentiary in the State of North Dakota, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as the next business on the Calendar. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. [ask that the joint resolution may go 
over temporarily, retaining its place on the Calendar, as lam 
N a communjcation from the Attorney-General on the 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over without prejudice. 


PORTRAIT OF CAPT. SAMUEL CHESTER REID. 


The bill (S. 1349) authorizing the goron of a portrait of 
Capt. Samuel Chester Reid was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to . $2,500 for the purchase 
from the owner of the portrait painting by John Wesioy Jervis 
of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
aered tapo engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and 
PAYMENT FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES, 

The bill (S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for sup- 
plies furnished the Indian service, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the first part of the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be readat the 
request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Missouri prefer that the 
report should be read, or that I should make a statement? 

r. COCKRELL. I want to have the first part of the report 
go in the RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT. Allright. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PLATT Janu- 
ary 4, 1894, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1055 
to carry into effect the findings of the Courtof Claims in the cases of Edwa 
N. Fish and others for supplies furnished the Indian service, submit the 
following report: 


‘The four claims embraced in this bill are for flour, beef, and other supplies 
the Indian service in Arizona in the years i873 and 1874. The facts 


1894. 
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relating to each case are set forth in the findings of fact of the Court of 
Claims annexed hereto. 

In all the cases vouchers were furnished for the full amount claimed at the 
time when the property was furnished. These vouchers were presented to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but on account of a deficiency in the ap- 
propriations, were not at that time paid. ; 

In two of these cases partial payments on account were made in 1876 and 
1877, the balance being suspended for want ot further appropriation. 

A number of similar claims having accrued in the Indian service, a 
general act of Congress was passed on August 7, 1882 (22 Stat. L., 255), au- 
thorizing their adjudication. The claims embraced in this bill were allowed 
in full under this law by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and by the Sec- 
ond Auditor of the Treasury. The Second Comptroller of the 1 cut 
down the amount in each claim on the 75 that the supplies shed 
were not worth the amount charged. It was not alleged that the prices 
charged were in excess of the contract prices. Upon reconsideration the 
Second Comptroller allowed an additional amount in each case, less than 
the full claim. 

It is seen by the above statement that the full amount due in these cases 
had been conzeded by the officers who gave the vouchers and by the Indian 
Bureau when the claims accrued; thatafter the act of 1882 the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and the Auditor concurred in approving the claims in full, 
and that it was not until after they reached the Comptroller that any deduc 
tion was made The claimants then appealed to Congress for relief, and the 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, on July 22. 1885, referred the claims to 
the Court of Claims for a finding of facts in accordance with the actof March 
3. 1883 (22 Stat. L., 485). : 

The claimants then took new testimony upon depositions. subject to cross- 
examination, to show that the oo pot urnished the Indian service in Ari- 
zona was worth the full sum claimed, The Court of Claims finds that in 
each case the property was worth the full amount claimed, and that there 
Was an agreement between the officers of the Indian Bureau and the claim- 
ants to pay these amounts. 

Reports have been received from various departments in relation to the 
cases, and it appears clear to the committee that the findings of the Court 
of Claims, vpoa a fair trial of the cases, are correct and ought to stand as 
final, and that the claimants should be paid the amounts claimed by them 
respectively as set forth in the accompazying bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 


The bill (S. 1305) to amend “An act relating to the incorpora- 
tion of certain corporations within the District of Columbia,” 
approved October 1, 1890, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN. There is some controyersy about certain pro- 
visions in the bill, and I ask that it be passed over for the pres- 
ent and retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice, at the request of the Senator from Kansas. 


ADMINISTRATORS OF M. C. MORDECAI. 


The bill (S. 269} for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Ran- 
dolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jacob 
I. Cohen and J. Randolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. 
Mordecai, $6,400, in full compensation for the postage on mails 
transported by Mordecai in the steamer Isabel, or any other 
steamer, from Charleston, S. C., to Havana, Cuba, by way of 
Savannah, Ga.,and Key West, Fla., from the Ist of October, 1859, 
to the 20th of July, 1860. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CERTIFICATES OF TITLE TO VESSELS. 


The bill (S.507) providing for the collection of fees for fur- 
nishing certificates of title to vessels was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that collectors of customs 
shall collect and receive $1 for each certificate provided for in 
section 4194 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stites from 
persons or corporations requiring the same, and repeals section 
lof the act of June 19, 1888, entitled An act abolishing certain 
fees for official services,” so far as it authorizes the payment by 
the United States of any fee for furnishing such certificate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BOARDING OF VESSELS BEFORE MOORING. 


The bill (S. 587) to amend an act entitled An act to rerulate 
the carriage of passengers by sen,“ approved August 2, 1882, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to am nd 
the act of August 2, 1832, by the insertion of the following words 
in section 9, after the first sentence thereof: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall not be lawful for the master of any 
steamship or other vessel. not carrying immigrant passengers. and not in 
distress. after the arrival of the vessel within any coilection district of the 
United States, to allow any person or persons. except a pilot, oficer of the 
customs, or health oflicer, agents of the vessel, and consuls, to come on board 
of the vessel until she has been taken in charge by an oficer of the customs, 
nor without his permission after charge so taken and before the vessel has 
arrived at her destination and been completely moored. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


REGULATIONS FOR UNITED STATES CANALS. 


The bill (S. 511) providing for the establishment and enforce- 
ment of rulesand regulations for the use and navigationof United 
States canals and similar works of navigation, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARKING OF VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 509) to amend an act entitled An act to amend 
section 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of 
vessels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking 
the draft, approved February 21, 1891, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to bə engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


REGISTRY AND LICENSE OF VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and to amend sections 4146 and 4320, also 
section 1 of the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, approved March 3, 1883, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Com:nittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


SALARIES OF INSPECTORS OF STEAMSHIPS. 


The bill (S. 497) to amend “An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, con- 
cerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7 
1882; and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised 
Statutes, ‘Regulations of steam vessels,” was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, in section 2, line 54, after the word ‘ each,” to 
strike out ‘‘for the district of New Orleans, La.; Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; Boston, Mass., and San Francisco, Cal., at 
81.800 per year each;“ and in line 59, after the word each,“ to 
insert: . Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
may, in his discretion, increase the salaries of assistant inspect- 
ors to not exceed $1,800 per annum in districts where the num- 
ber of steamers inspected shall exceed three hundred and twen- 
ty-five per annum, so as to read: : 

The Supervising Inspector-General shall report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steamers 
in each local district in that year, which number shall be the basis upon 
which shall be determined the salaries to be paid to local inspectors for the 
following uscal year, in the ratio described in the preceding paragraphs of 
this section. And, in addition, the Secretary of the Treasury may appoint, 
upon the nomination of the supervising inspector of the district, in collec- 
tion districts where there are 225 steamers and upward to be inspected an- 
nually, assistant inspectors, at a salary, for the district of New York, of 
32.0% a year each; and for all other districts at a salary not exceeding $1,600 
a year each: Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in 
his discretion, increase the salaries of assistant inspectors to not exceed 
$1,409 per annum in districts where the number of steamers inspected shall 
excced 325 per annum, and he may appoint a clerk to any such board ata 
compensation not exceeding $1. u year to each person so appointed. 
Every inspector provided for in this or the preceding sections of title 
shall be paid for his actual and reasonable traveling expenses at the rate of 
8 cents per mile, incurred in the performance of his duty, together with his 
actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of truments, which 
Shull be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall be given by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I understand from the reading of the bill that it 
reduces the bat salary allowed to inspectors in the district 
of Florida. I ask the Senator from Maine if that is the case? 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that it does not do so in the 
district of Florida.- It decreases the salaries in places where 
the inspection of steamships has been reduced by reason of the 
disappearance of steamships. It adjusts the salaries of inspect- 
ors ccording to the amount of work done, which is the only fair 
way. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to have the bill maturely considered 
in that respect. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has been considered in the Senate at two 
former sessions of the Senate and passed. It has been passed 
twice. it has been unanimously reported three times from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I do not remember that my attention was called 
to it before. In the district of Florida there are great distances 
to travel. There are some places where there are very few 
steamers, but they are required to go over an extended coast 
of 1,400 miles, requiring a great deal of labor and constant at- 
tention, while the number of steamers to be inspected may hap- 
pen to be less than the number required for a very moderate 
compensation to the inspector. 


3166 


OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 21, 


Mr. FRYE. I think there is no inspector now in Florida who 
gets over $1,200 a year. ; 

Mr. CALL. ‘The bill reduces the compensation of some in- 
spectors, I understand. 

Mr. FRYE. The compensation does not go below $1,200 any- 
where. That matter was taken into account by the inspection 
department, which considered the bill carefully. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 8 


JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


The bill (S. 175) granting aright of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railway through the Devils Lake Indian Reservation, 
in the State ef North Dakota, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The bill (S. 1200) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill may retain its place on 
the Calendar and ba passed over. There are several Senators 
now absent who desire to be present when it is considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 


HEIRS OF CHARLES B. SMITH. 


The bill S. 1312) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. 
Smith, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It direots the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to‘re- 
adjust and close the subsistence and quartermaster’s accounts, 

upon the books of the Treasury, of Charles B. Smith, deceased, 

late a. first lieutenant in the Fifth Iowa Cavalry, and to pay Julia 
A. Smith, widow of Charles B. Smith, the pay and allowances 
due him at the date of his death, notwithstanding the fact that 
the pay and allowances have heretofore been applied in the ad- 
justment of his subsistence and quartermaster's accounts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered. to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. i 

The preamble was agreed to. 


PANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. STARK. 


“The bill (S. re for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
es to pay to Fanny B. Randolph, or her legal representative, 
„250: and to Dora L. Stark, or her legal representative, 88, 280, 
-making in alls 16,560, the same being in full for, and the receipts 
of the same to be taken and accepted in full and final discharge 
of, their claim examined, investigated, and reported favorably 
by the Court of Claims of the United States, under the provi- 
ps of the act of Murch 3, 1883, entitled An act to afford as- 
-sistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
‘in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern- 
ment,” and the act of March 3, 1887, entitled An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
“States.” 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and s 


FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is Senate bill 832, 

The Senate resumed tbe consideration of the bill (S. 832) to 
‘simplify the form of deeds of eonveyance, trusts, and releases of 
land in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. AL- 
LEN to add to section 4 the following proviso: 

Provided, ‘That the grantor in the trust deed, his heirs or assigns, may re- 
deem the trust property so sold, at any time within one year after the sale, 
by the payment of the principal and interest of the debt and all legal costs 
of such sale. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, since the bill was under consid- 
-eration on Monday of this week I have had some time to exam- 
ine it more carefully than I had examined it before, and I find 
it radically wrong in many respects. 

The first section provides for a short form of trust deed which 
is to operate as a mortgage. It is given as security for the in- 
debtedness of the grantor. The second section, as it appears in 
the bill reported by the committee, makes :no limitation what- 


ever as to the ete of the grantor or grantors upon the cov- 
enants of the deed. I will read the second section for the pur- 
pose of showing this fact: 

Sec. 2. That if in any instrument as aforesaid the words with general 
Warranty“ shall be after the word *‘conveys”' (or “conyey"’) the grantor 
or grantors shall be deemed and held to covenant for himself, herself, or 
themselves, his, her, or their heirs. and assigns. to forever warrant and de- 
fend the title to the premises conveyei unto the grantee or artery his, her, 


or their heirs and assigns, for aud against the lawful claims of all persons 
whomsoever. 


Now, there is not here the ordinary limitation that follows a 
deed of covenants. The liability of the grantor under a deed of 
this kind would reach every lawful e that could be made 
against the property, whether it originated through the grantor 
or not. Certainly this section ought to be amended so as to con- 
finethe liability arising on the deed toclaims growing up through 
or under the grantor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit 
me, he 2 f has not caught the meaning of the second see- 
tion. Ifhe will compare it with the third section he will see 
the distinction which is drawn in every statute of conveyance I 
have ever seen in the United States between what is a general 
warranty and a special 3 If a party desires to warrant 
the title of property against himself and all other persons, he 
uses the term general warranty,“ In the common law he has 
to do that by writing out the covenant in full. Statutory pro- 
visions in all the States have applied the words general war- 
ranty” to that covenant, and this proposed statute simply fol- 
lows the usual statutory form, designating and explaining by 
statutory declaration what theterm ‘ general warranty“ means. 
Special warranty is provided for in the third section of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think Lam mistaken in the meaning 
of the second section. Under the holdings of the courts of this 
country the word“ warranty,” unless it is limited by other lan- 

uage, is held to embrace the substance of all the five covenants 

na deed of full covenant at the common law. So the word 
“warranty,” without any limitation, under the holdings of our 
courts, embraces everything that was embraced in a common- 
law deed of full covenants. I think that this section ought to 
be amended so as to confine the liability of the grantor in a 
deed of this kind to the lawful claims against the property that 
ety arise by, through, or under him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Perhaps I did not correctly hear the first 
patr; of the Senator'sremarks. ‘To what character of deed does 

e suppose this section to refer? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand full well the difference between 
a deed of full covenant and a deed of limited covenants. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does the Senator refer to a deed of trust 
or a deed of bargain and sale? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am referring to the deed that is mentioned 
in section 2 of the bill, which purports to be a deed of full cove- 
nant.and without any limitation whatever. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That does not refer to the question of a 
trust deed, but to a deed of bargain and sale, referred to in the 
first section. 

Mr. ALLEN. In that respect this bill in my judgment is de- 
fective. Itis defective in the third section, in so far as the 
words in line 21, page 3, unless otherwise in the deed ex- 
pressed,” are concerned, which I think ought to be stricken out. 


‘I think also the words in line 23 ‘or substituted ‘trustee or 


trustees’ oughtito be stricken out. It is a dangerous power to 
grant to the trustee, or to the beneficiary of a trust, the right to 
select a substituted trustee, à person who was not agreed upon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not suppose the Senator is familiar 
with the practice under this system. & substituted trustee is a 
trustee appointed by the court. It is where the trustee has died 
or ſor any reason is unable to carry out the trust and there is a 
default. Then the party has to apply to the court of equity to 
substitute a trustee in the place of the one the parties them- 
selves agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. That power exists completely without a stat- 
ute. There is no court of equity in this country that will suffer 
a trust to fall for want of a trustee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And for that reason the bill does not pro- 
vide for an application to a court as to its general equity power, 
and only refers to it in case the court has to act. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the words are clearly superfluous. If 
these words are not designed to confer the power upon the ben- 
eficiary of the deed to select a trustee in consequence of the in- 
capacity or death of the trustee named, then they are useless in 
a deed of this kind, because a court of equity always has power, 
regardless of the terms of the deed, to appointa trustee to carr 
into execution the trust. But it strikes me that hidden beneat 
these words is this monstrous power of the right of the grantee 
in the deed of trust or the beneficiary of the mortgaged estate 
toselect some person of his own kind and his own choosing to 
carry into execution the power in the event the trustee dies or 


I think those words ought 
In line 24, page 4 of the bill, these words occur: 


In case of defaultin the payment of the debt or interest or any part thereof, 
` according to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond, or bonds described, 
etc. 


is incapacitnted from executing it. 
to go out. 


Then the power to sell the property is given. I think this 
bill is wrong in so far as it gives the grantee of the trust deed 
power to sell the property for the nonpayment of simply a small 

rtion of the interest. I will admit that it is perfectiy proper 

fa bond or note is given providing for the payment of interest 
at a stated period that the nonpayment of the interest should 
entitle the holder of the trust deed to foreclose and extinguish 
the title of the grantor, but the mere nonpayment of an insig- 
nificant portion of ths interest at a specified time should never 
give the beneficiary of the trust the power to sell the entire 
estate. 

Under this bill if a note for 8100 were given, accompanied by 
a deed such as is provided for in the bill and the payment of in- 
terest quarterly, the grantee in the trust deed could sell a man 
out for the nonpayment of $2.50 interest. The entire estate and 
everything that the purchaser of the property had originally 
put into it could be sold and whistled down the wind in a few 
minutes without any remedy on the part of the grantor. That 
is one of the purposes of the bill. 

As to the words which occur in lines 41, 42, and 43, on page 4 
of the bill, I am frank to say that I can not tell what they mean. 
I think I know what they mean, but I am not certain. Speaking 
of the discharge of the trust deed after the executionof the trust, 
this language occurs: 


An lot all ability on the part of the purchaser or purchasers to see to or 
account forthe application of the purchase money. 


l suppose that this means that the person purchasing at the 
trustees’ sale takes a title entirely regardless of the question of 
whether the money arising from the sale of the property is prop- 
erly applied or not. This makes him a purchaser ood faith 
without notice in a certain sense, aud he has no liability and 
no concern whatever in regard to the application of the funds 
arising from thesale of the property, and is not concerned in see- 
ing it applied in the discharge of the debt. It strikes me that 
that is wrong. Whenever a man invests money in trust prop- 
erty a moral if not a legal, obligation rests upon him to see that 
the powers conferred upon the trustee are executed in good 
faith and the money paid in the interest of the grantor. There 
is no reason why he should be exempted from liability by a pro- 
vision of this kind. Good faith would require on his part some 
attention in seeing that the money went into the proper legal 
channel, and he ought not to be permitted to escape from liabil- 
ity in consequence of the insertion in a statute of language of 
this character. I think those words ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator permit me to give the 
reason for that provision? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. When a grantor in a deed of trust and the 
beneficiary of that deed of trust are about to make a deed of 
trust to secure a loan from one tothe other, they mutually agree 
uponatrustee. Why do they agree upon that trustee? Be- 
cause each of them has confidence in the integrity of the man 
selected as the trustee. For that reason the purchaser should not 
be compelled to see to the application of the purchase money 
made by the man whom these two, the grantor and the grantee, 
have selected because of their personal confidence inhim. Itis 
a trust confided in him by tbe original parties tothe deed of 
trust, and therefore the purchaser should not be required to see 
to the application of the purchase money. 

Mr. ALLEN. The statement of the Senator from Virginia is 
all good enough in theory, but it does not workin practice. We 
are all familiar with the fact that in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred the trustee is the selection of the grantee of the trust 
deed rather than of the grantor. 

Mr. HUNTON, Nota bit of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the grantor by force of circumstances is 
compelled to assent to the selection made by the grantee. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] shakes his head 
as though that were not true. When a man is undertaking to 
purchase a home and has but little with which to purchase it, 
when he must depend in a great measure u the generosity of- 
the individual with whom he contracts, does not the Senator 
from Virginia know that the seller of that property and the 
holder of the security usually has his own way in the selection 
of a trustee? 

Mr. HUNTON. I know no such thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Usually he has his own way in incorporating 
in the trust deed every condition for his own benefit and against 
the interest of the grantor. If the Senator from Virginia does 
not know it, I desire to say that I know it. I know it from ob- 
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servation; I know it from meeting these things for the last 
twenty-five or thirty years. 

Beginning with the words “‘and to,” in line 17, on page 5, and 
including lines 18, 19, and 20, on e 6, I think that language 
ought to be stricken out of the bill 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator to read the passage to 
which he refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. After describing a release in section 4, on page 
5 of the bill, this language occurs: 


Shall be deemed sufficient— 
Speaking of the legal force of the form of release— 


aes be deemed sufficient in form to fully discharge the mortgage or 
ust 


This is the language which I desire stricken out 


and to vest in the releasee, or person or persons then claiming under such 
releasee, all the title and estate conveyed by the mortgage or trust deed. 

The purpose of this language evidently is to cut off all liability 
of the purchaser of the trust property to anaction by the grantor 
A redeem ais property or to establish some equity or rightin 

e property. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, he has mis- 
understood that section entirely- The section provides for are- 
lease of the deed of trust only in case the debt has been paid, and 
vests the property entirely in the original debtor. It is for his 
protection, and for the protection of nobody eise, that thisclause 
was inserted It was essential to use that language, because, 
under the common law form, it would have to be a regular con- 
veyance, a deed of bargain and sale from the trustee back to the 
original debtor, the debt having been paid, but this short re- 
lease form is given. Then the proposed statute goes on to de- 
clare that that short form of release shall have the same efect 
as a deed of bargain andsale from the trustee back tothe debtor, 
to reinvest him with the title to the property, the debt having 
been discharged and paid. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator from West Virginia un- 
derstand well enough that this short form of release is good in 
court, regardless of any statute? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not. It does not establish and does 
not vest any title whatever, except by virtue of the terms of the 
statute. R 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not a court of equity in this country, 
in case a trust deed were 2 of and 1 which 0 10 
ae hold the execution of this form of release as perfect and com- 
plete. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, a court of 
equity would hold this was evidence of the payment of the trust, 
and if the debtor would go intoa court of equity and present 
that evidence of paymeat, the court would appoint a commis- 
sioner to convey to the debtor the title of the property which 
had been conveyed by him to the trustee before the payment of 
the debt by the debtor. What I mean is the debtor would have 
to go into a court of equity, if it were not for this proposed stat- 
utory provision, to get the title back in himself. No court of 
records would record such a release without a statutory provi- 
sion, nor would it under the common law, where it is in op2ration, 
vest in the debtor the title which he had conveyed to the trus- 


tee. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from West Virginia is clearly 
wrong. It is not the release that revests title to the property; 
it is the payment and discharge of the trust deed that operates 
to revest the title in the grantor of the trust deed; it is the act 
of payment which puts the title back in the grantor of that 
deed, and any courtof record in this country having jurisdiction 
would hold this short form of release as admissable in evidence 
in a suit to quiet title to the property. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose the Senator is thoroughly fa- 
miliar with mortgages,if he is not with deeds of trust, and I ask 
him, as a lawyer, whether, after a mortgagor has conveyed his 
title to the mortgagee to secure a debt and the mortgagee has 
pan that debt, whether the title by virtue of the payment is re- 

vested in the mortgagee? Ladmit that the evidence of pay- 
ment is sufficient to enable a court of equity to appoint a com- 
missioner to reconvey that property. 

Mr. HOAR. After default? 

Mr. rest tenis No, after payment by tlie debtor of the 
amount. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator means after payment in strict pur- 
suance of the condition? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In strict pursuance of the condition. In 
the case of a mortgage.after default the chain of title would not 
be perfect on the records of the court, that is in the recorder's 
office and the deed books, until there had been a reconveyance. 
As the trustee has no legal title when the debt is paid, this short 
form of release simply reinvests the grantor with that title, and 


is allowed to be recorded, which shows the chain of title perfect 
in ths original grantor. That is the universal practice. 

Mr. ALLEN. It pains me very much to disagree with the 
Senator from West Virginia, but when he speaks of a mort- 

-gagee conveying a title to property to the mortgagee, he speaks 
of something impossible in this country. A mortgage does not 
convey title to property; it never did convey title to property in 
this country, excepting a chattel mortgage, which conveys a le- 

title; but according to the holdings of our courtsa mortgage 
s simply a lien upon the property, and the title never vests 
the mortgagee or in a purchaser under the mortgagee until the 
equity of redemption is extinguished by foreclosure. 

That brings me to a remark of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR] made on Monday in discussing this ques- 
tion. The Senator mentioned the definition of a mortgage as 
being & dead pledge. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that in the jurisprudence of this coun- 
try there is no such a thing as a dead pledge, and that the in- 
strument called a mortgage has changed greatly from its origi- 
nal meaning. At the time mentioned by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, something like three or four hundred years ago, 
it was essential for the mortgagor to redeem his property before 
the law day to preventa title vesting in the mortgagee, and if 
he failed to do so the property became a dead pledge, and title 

ed to the mortgages; but there never was a time in the his- 
tory of the common law, there never was a time in the history 
of the civil law when a mortgage before the law day conveyed a 
full title to the mortgagee. 

It was onlyafter the pledge had become dead, after the failure 
to redeem the p operty within the life of the mortgage that title 
was conveyed. Under the ho'dings, however, of our courts in 
this country, or of a great majority of them, a mortgage does 
not even convey a title; it sim ly conveys a lien upon the prop- 
erty, which must be perfected by foreclosure; and it makes no 
difference about the law day, it can come and pass, and yet the 
mortgage confers no title upon the mortgagee unless foreclosed. 
The equity of redemption stands there for all time until by 
some means pointed out by law it is extinguished. 

In another thing of which the Senator from Massachusetts 
spoke the other day, in my judgment he erred, which was that 

is condition is really for the benefit of the debtor. I have not 
heard the Senator from West Virginia or the Senator from 
Massachusetts say anything particularly about the benefitof the 
creditor in such a case, but they are looking after the benefit of 
the debtor, the man who executes this form of deed, and it has 
been argued that the sooner the property could be sacrificed and 
turned into money the better off the man who executed the deed 
will be. The Legislatures of a majority of the States of this 
Union do not look upon this question in that light. They have 
provided humane laws for the stay of execution, prescribing a 
reasonable length of time for the redemption of property after 
sale which is mortgaged, and in my judgment it is found in 
those communities where that rule is adopted tobe of very great 
benefit to the making and founding of homes and ample security 
for the man who invests his money in a mortgage. 

It is for the purpose of protecting the home builders of this 
country that laws of this kind are introduced, and at the same 
time for the purpose of giving to the lender of money his prin- 
cipal, his interest, his costs, and everything which he contracts 
for, everything which he is in equity entitled to, before the debtor 
is permitted to redeem his property. So nothing is to be sub- 
served, no useful end is to be accomplished, by selling a man out 
of his home within three or four or five or ten days after default. 

Section 10, lines 5, 6, and 7, in my judgment should be stricken 
out. I will read the whole section to show the force of the 
words I desire to have stricken out: 

Sec. 10. That no covenant or promise by a lessee that he will leave the 
mises in good repair shall have the effect, if the buildings are destroyed 


y fire or otherwise Without fault or negligence on his part, of binding him 
to erect such buildings again, or to pay for the same or any part thereof 


Then come the words to which I especially object— 
unless there be other words showing it to be the intent of the parties that 
he shall be so bound. 
This language is evidently meant to give the loaner of money 
.the power over his debtor of exacting a contract out of him 
which, when foreclosed, will deprive him of every dollar of 
money he has invested in the property and render him liable, 
in addition, to construct upon the property: if the buildings are 
burned, new buildings, or render him liable for damages for a 


failure to do so. It is one of those provisions the practical effect 
of which is that when the mortgage or the trust deed—and in 
this respect a trust deed is not different from a mortgage is 
foreclosed, to take every dollar the debtor has in the property 
and render him personally liable and his other property liable 
to be sacrificed for a failure to construct upon that property de- 
stroyed buildings. That is another of the secret provisions of 
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the bill, the hidden purposes of the bill, to cast the burden upon 
the debtor who executes a contract of this kind. 

Mr. President, I do not stand here to ask for unusual provi- 
sions for persons who execute these contracts. I wish to see the 
debtor and creditor put upon an equality; I wish to see the 
rights of both of those classesof persons protected; I wish tosee 
the man who loans his money get his money and interest and 
costs up to the very last moment, while I desire, upon the other 
hand, to see the man who has invested his little all ina home 
1 in the privilege of redeeming that home from a forced 
sale. 

It is a little singular that in the report accompanying this bill 
there is not a syllable or a sentence showing the necessity for a 
bill of this kind in this District. The committee in the report 
simply says: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 832) to simplify the forms of deeds of conveyance, trust, and releases of 


land in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, have considered 
the same and recommend that it do pass as amended. 


Then the report speaks of striking out a word here anda word 
there, and inserting different words in their places, but there 
is nota thing in the report which shows that any public pur- 
pose or any end of justice will be subserved by the passage of 
the bill. The bill is as silent as the grave upon that question. 
The committee have not seen fit to enlighten the Senate upon 
the necessity for the passage of a measure of this kind. If the 
interests of creditors in the District of Columbia are imperiled 
in consequence of the present method of doing business, cer- 
tainly the Committee on the District of Columbia should have 
enlightened us upon that subject; if the interests of the other 
class are improved by reason of the passage of the bill, we 
should have been told so, and told in whatrespect their condition 
would be improved by it. But there is nothing here to guide 
any Senator in this Chamber iu voting upon the bill. 

Mr. President, yesterday morning the Washington Post con- 
tained a supplement, which I hold in my hand [exhibiting], 
containing thirty columns of solid matter set in very small type, 
almost diamond type, of real estate in this city to be sold for the 
nonpayment of taxes. A hurried calculation shows that there 
are 8,400 pieces of property now being advertised in this city 
to be sold at tax sale for sums running from 50 cents to $1.50 u 
to 13, 14, 15, and more dollars, showing a singularly 2 
condition of a great portion of the people of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Who are the persons who are thus affected? Who are the 
persons whose homes are to be sold out for 50 cents or $1.50? 
They are persons who are undertaking to establish homes in 
this city; they are the poor people, the working people, the 
clerks, the industrial classes. So great is the stress of their 
circumstances, so great is the struggle for a bare existence upon 
their part and for their families, that they are unable to pay a 
tax of 50 cents or $1, or 81.50 to save their homes from the pur- 
chaser ata tax sale. Yet, Mr. President, in the face of this 
fact, which is astounding and appalling, we are urged here to 
pass a bill which is to add to the burdens of this class of peo- 

le, and not only give the tax-purchaser a chance at these hum- 

ie homes, but to give the loaner of money a speedy chance at 
those homes as well, so that the occupants of those homes, who 
have worked hard to build them, may be, with their families, 
literally thrown into the streets, with no protection and no 
means of subsistence, except as they receive it at the hands of 
charitably disposed persons. 7 

I submit that there is nothing wrong either to the debtor or 
the creditor to adopt the amendment giving a right to redeem 
the property within a reasonable time after itis sold. If the 
creditor receives his money—and that is all he contracts for 
his principal and interest and all costs to which he has been put, 
within one year after the sale of the property by the trustee, 
then, certainly, the purposes of justice have been answered in 
his c:se, and he has nothing of which to complain; he has re- 
ceived all he contracted for; he has received all which, in jus- 
tice and equity, he ought toreceive; and by that means the poor 
person, who was in default for parmons in consequence of sick- 
ness or, misfortune of some kind or lack of employment, has an 
opportunity within that year to get the money to pay off his 
debt and save the money which he has placed in this little home, 
He ought to have that right. It is but justice that he should 
have thatright; and anything which extinguishes his title sooner, 
anything which extinguishes his title before he is given an oppor- 
tunity to redeem, is unjust to him, unjust to society, and unjust 
even to the creditor himself. 

That tells the tale of the humble homes in this city [exhibit- 
ing the Washington Post]. Eight thousand four hundred pieces 
of property are now ready to be sold for the nonpayment of taxes, 
running from a few cents to a few dollars. 

There is another important question which ought to be con- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3169 


sidered in this measure, and I call the attention of the Senator 
from West Virginia to it, which is, whether a title to real estate 
can be 5 by a foreclosure of this character —by a 
mere sale? There is nothing better settled in the constitutional 
jurisprudence of this country than that every man is entitled to 
his ay in court before his rights of property can be extin- 
guished. He must have an opportunity to come into court and 

resent his case to the courtand havea judgment upon his rights 
before he can be concluded. 

I want to call theattention of the Senator from West Virginia 
to the fact that the great majority of the courtsof last resortin 
the States of this Union are holding to-day that a title can not 
be extinguished in this form. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HUNTON. Does the Senator mean to state to the Senate 
that any State in this Union has decided that a fair and bona 
fide sale under a deed of trust, in strict compliance with the 
terms of that deed, and the sale carried into effect by the exe- 
cution of a deed, does not convey a title to the purchaser? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is exactly what I mean to assert. 

Mr. HUNTON. I should like to see the authority for the 
Senator's assertion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall take great pleasure in showing it to the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTON. Let the Senate see it, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to assert not only that, but I mean to 
assert that there are States in this Union where there are 
statutes against a title of that kind. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is another thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. There are cases where already courts have de- 
cided against such titles and where State Legislatures have fol- 
lowed up the decision by enacting statutes against such titles. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ofcourse, the Legislature of a State can en- 
act such a law, but I am talking about a case where there has 
been a sale under a deed of trust in srtict compliance with its 
terms, and no statute in that State which sets aside that sale; 
that such a sale and sucha conveyance conveys a bona fide title, 
which can not be impugned in any court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to assert exactly that. I say there are 
States in this Union where this precise question has been set- 
tled by the court of last resort, where they held that a sale of 
this kind is not due process of law, and does the Senator from 
Virginia claim that this is due process of law? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is there any due process of law in thiscountry 
except where the party has his day in court? Is that not what 
the words“ due process of law” mean? They mean that the 
pey must be brought into court, that he must be given a trial 

y jury, if the case be a law action, or by the chancellor, if it be 
a chancery proceeding; and I assert to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that there are not only courts in one State, but there are 
courts in more than one State in this Union, which have held 
that a sale of property under the terms of a trust deed is not 
due process of law ” where a trust deed is given as security for 
money and where in equity it is a mortgage. 

Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia, 
because he is an excellent lawyer, one or two questions. Does 
the form of a conveyance determine the character of the convey- 
ance? If it is given as a security for money, is it not a mort- 
gage? II it is an absolute deed, if it is a trust deed in form, or 
Whatever the form of the contract may be, if that contract is 
given to secure the payment of money, is it not in equity a 
mor ? 

Nr UNTON. Of course it is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; the Senator from Virginia says it is. 
If it is a mortgage once, is it not a mortgage for all time until 
the equity of redemption of the anal ae is extinguished? 
How do you extinguish it? You extinguish it by a process of 
foreclosure; and I ask the Senator from Virginia how he is go- 
ing to extinguish the equity of Site ha of a mortgagor un- 
less he extin hes that equity of redemption in court? 

Mr. HUNTON. Iwill answer the question. We are not deal- 
ing with a mortgage in this bill; we are dealing with a deed of 
trust. While itis true that themor ee has to go into court to 
foreclose his mortgage, this bill provides for an entirely different 
thing, inthe shape of adeed of trust, which does not require the 
parties to go into court merely for the purpose of foreclosing, 
unless there be some other question involved, like the inva- 
lidity or illegality of the debt or its payment, or some fraud 
which will induce the parties to carry itinto court. Then a 
deed of trust may be executed as well and as effectually out of 
court as by a decree of a court. 

Mr. AL . The Senator from Virginia says this is a deed 
of trust,and not a mortgage. In the days of the war, when 
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horses were scarce, they used to call a mule“ a horse by brevet,” 
but it did not change the character of the animal at all. So when 
the Senator says this is a trust deed, he is simply sticking in the 
bark. It is a mortgage, toallintentsand purposes. Let me read 
for the benefit of the Senator: 

This deed of trust made this [date], between [the grantor or grantors] of 
the first par. s 

5 55 HUNTON, From what page of the bill does the Senator 
rea i 
i Mr ALLEN. Iread from section 4, on page 3, beginning in 
ine 4: 
and Ithe trustee or trustees] of the second part, witnesseth, that the said 
party (or poe of the first part, in consideration of the debt hereinafter 
specified oth (or do) convey unto the party (or parties) of the second part 
the following-dlescribed land in the [here insert location and description of 
the property| in trust to secure to [the party secured] payment of the sum 
of [amount] dollars, on account of [here state character of debt] and inter- 
est thereon, the said debt and interest being payable according to the tenor 
and effect of there insert the number and description of the note or notes, 
bond or bonds, ete. ]. 

That states the language of a mortgage. The purpose of this 
anomalous instrument’of conveyance is to secure a debt; it is to 
poise property to the payment of the debt, accompanied by 

nds or notes, and whenever it is given forthe payment of a 
debt, pledging property as security for the payment of that 
debt, the Senator from Virginia admits with me that whatever 
name it may have, it amounts inequity to nothing less thana mort- 
gage If it were a deed of full covenants and conveyed an abso- 

ute legal title to the estate, and yet the purpose was to secure 
the payment of a debt, in equity it isa mortgage. This deed, 
so called, is nothing more than a mor e, and [ assert that the 
equity of redemption can not be extinguished under that instru- 
ment until the grantor has his day in court and is cutoff by the 
decree of the court foreclosing the mortgage. 

This is all 1 desire to say at this time, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska will not be agreed to. All the members of the 
committee are opposed to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
a question, if he will permit me? 

r. FAULKNER. Of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will not the Senator fix some time in this bill 
for redemption—any reasonable time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The difference between the distinguished 
Senator from Nebraska and myself is simply this, that he has 
been in the habit of practicing under a system in which the idea 
of redemption came in. In the District of Columbia and in the 
States of Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia, which sur- 
round the District, this form of proceeding has always been pur- 
sued, and I am unwilling on a bill of this character to change 
the whole practice of this District in reference to this question. 
I believe it would be detrimental to the interests of the borrow- 
ers of this District to do so; I believe it would increase the diffi- 
culty of their obtaining proper and fair loans; I believe at the 
same time it would have a tendency to depreciate the price of 
property when it is sold under the terms of the deed if a year 
should be given for redemption. 

I believe the effect of such a provision as that would be to take 
from the property the opportunity of being bid for by legiti- 
mate bidders who desire to own it and transfer into the hands 
of simple speculators in real estateand in the distress of the peo- 
ple, the purchase of that property ata trustees’ sale. No one 
who wanted to live on the property and wanted to own it legiti- 
mately would think for one moment of buying such property and 
receiving a deed, to have it taken from him within six months 
or within twelve months. 

For these reasons, in addition to the fact that there is no sub- 
seguent provision to carry out the theory upon which the Sena- 
tor has offered his amendment, which could avoid the confusion 
necessarily attaching to the records of this District as to the 
chain of title to property, I am 8 aaa to say frankly that I 
do not think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Nebraska thinks that the 
practice in this District for years, with no complaint from the 
people of the District, should be changed and made to conform 
to that prevailing in certain States, let the Senator introduce 
a bill and have that bill referred to the appropriate committee, 
the Judiciary Committee, and let them bring in a bill which will 
in all of its provisions conform one to the other, and make such 
a bill as will notconfuse titles in the District of Columbia. That 
is all I ask. 

The purpose of this bill was really not to change the law, ex- 
cept as to the form of conveyance, That is all there is in this 


and sale, in reference to 


bill. In reference to deeds of 
deeds of trust, in reference to deeds of release, its object is only 
to simplify the forms and to give them the validity and author- 


ity of law without the common-law proceeding or forms whieh 
have heretofore been in existence in this District. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question in that connection? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course. 

Mr.CHANDLEK. Wasit the intention of the committee that 
conveyances ordinarily in the District of Columbia should not 
contain a covenant against incumbrances or a covenant that the 
grantor is seized and possessed of title? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The covenant of general warranty as con- 
strued by the courts covers that. The only difference is that 
where you make a covenant in presenti, you may be able in a 
special covenant of that character to sue upon it before there 
has been an ouster, which the general warranty and the general 
clause which is usually written in the deed in the same language 
that is used here would not permit you to do until after there 
had been a breach and ouster by the party. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, about the covenant against existing 
incumbrances, is it the intention of the committee to have that 
left out of the oydinary conveyance? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not at all, because any kind of a covenant 
can be put in which the parties choose, and if you put in the 

acial covenant to which the Senator refers it gives the pur- 
ps Ser at once aright to sue under that covenant, even before 
the debt becomes due between the debtor and his creditor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But unless the special covenant against 
incumbrances is contained in the deed that right would not 
exist. 

Mr. FAULKNER. For example, under the language of this 
bil), construing what is the meanag of general warranty,” in 
order to bring a suit, if there was a lien upon the property pur- 
chased by deed of trust, that deed of trust would have to be 
enforced and the land sold, and the purchaser from the grantor 
deprived of his 883 title. 3 3 

r. HOAR. Suppose the grantee assigned tosomebody? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the grantee had assigned, that would 
be all right; because, having given the general warranty, that 

neral warranty as to the title of the property follows with the 
fend in the hands of any subsequent purchaser who has such 
warranty from his vendor. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me a question, I ask 
if the general warranty runs with the land as a benefit whether 
the statute of limitations would apply and prevent an action 
thereon after a time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. A general warranty? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The statute of limitations could neverap- 
ply until after the breach of the warranty. 

Ar. ALLEN. But after a breach of the warranty it runs with 
the latid and inures to the benefit of the 1 purehaser, 
and the right of action upon it becomes limi by the statute 
of limitations, does it not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can not state to the Senator what have 
been the judicial decisions in this District with reference to that 

uestion. s 

z Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to put a question to the Senator 
from West Virginia, if the Chair will permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator whether in this 
District a man can convey @ title to real estate of which he is 
disseized at the time of the conveyance? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose by reason of the effect given to 
a deed of bargain and sale thut poem he could—I mean there 
would be no Hability upon him by reason of the conveyance, un- 
less he had a covenant similar to the one here of a general war- 


ranty. 

Ms, HOAR. It is a very different question whether there isa 
liability and whether anything passes. My question is whether 
anything passes. In husetts, if a party is disseized of land 
he can not convey anything; his conveyance is barren; and that 
is the case in many of the old States. I do not know how itisin 
the new States. 

Mr.FAULKNER. I think that there is no question that that 
is so in all of the States. 

Mr. HOAR. How is it in the District of Columbia? 

Mr.FAULKNER. I thinkit is so here unguestionably. 

Mr. HOAR. Verywell. Then [desire to make the criticism 
and I should like the attention of my friend, the Senater from 
“West Virginia—that this provision does not provide for two or 


three covenants which are upon what is known as a common 
covenant, and which are very important, a covenant that the 


man has a good right to sell, a covenant.of freedom from incum- 
branees, and a covenant of seizin, which is pretty nearly the 
same thing as the covenant that he has a right to sell. Itis an- 
other way of saying pretty much the same thing, because it says 
that the general warranty is to be construed to forever warrant 
and defend the title. Now, to forever warrant and defend the 
title is not broken until there is an actual ouster, which may not 
uppen for twenty years or fifty years. 

Then the third section provides that a special warranty shall 
be a warranty of the grantor to forever warrant and defend the 
title against the claims and demands of the grantor and those 
claiming under him, Now, if there be an existing mortgage on 
a piece of land which I undertake to convey to the Senator from 
West Virginia, or if I am disseized, or if I have not a good right 
to sell and convey those covenants and I have covenanted that I 
am seized and that I have a good right to sell, and covenanted 
against the incumbrance, they are covenants of present debts 
and they are broken as soon as they are made. 

Now, what is the effect of this bill if it passes? Certainly you 
ought to have aright to bring your suit the moment you dis- 
cover the incumbrance and not to wait twenty or thirty years, 
when the grantor may be insolvent, or dead, or the transaction 
may be gone. If a man sells to you with such an incumbrance 
you ought to be able to sue him to-morrow and get the amount 
of incumbrance or damages. If he sells to you, being disseized, 
so that nothing passes, you ought to be able tosue him to-mor- 
row and get damages. If he sells to you and has not any right 
to sell, you ought to be able to sue him to-morrow. 

Therefore, what is the result of this measure? You have 
either got to write into the deed those special covenants, in 
which you have shortened or simplified the conveyance only one 
word, beeause you ouly substitute for the words I will warrant 
and defend” the words “with general warranty.” It puts in 
two long words instead of three short ones; that is all. nd you 
have also misled the purchaser, especially if he is not a lawyer, 
into supposing that you have a form of conveyance with war- 
ranty which is adequate to all the ordinary exigencies and re- 
quirements of aconveyance. You will have hundreds of such 
conveyances in this District where the purchaser will find out 
that there is a 8 on the property. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I think I can e to the Senator that 
the purchaser has insured himself ag that situation. 

Mr. HOAR. He has insured himself by getting a contract 
under which the owner or holder of the mortgage may refrain 
from ousting him for fifty years, and can not get any remedy 
unless he goes into a court of equity. ou will not have your 
simple common law remedy under the contract for fifty years. 

. FAULKNER. Of course, under this bill 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to submit that it is very evident we 
shall not act upon the pending amendment and the passage of 
the bill withouta yea-and-nay vote. There is at least one reason 
why I hope we shall not come toa yea-and-nay vote this even- 
ing. That being true, if the Senator from West Virginia will 
yield to me, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to answer just one remark 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply make the suggestion to the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would allow 
me to say one word more on this part of the bill, because I do 
not wish to take the floor again if I can help it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; I do so with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator from Nebraska, I understand, pro- 
poses to require in all cases of sale under these mortgages or 
trust deeds, first, that the buyer shall see to the application of 
the purchase money and shall take upon himself all the risks of 
questions as to the proper amount of expenses to be charged, as 
to the validity of claims.or incumbrances that are set up, as to 
tax titles, all the other questions that shall arise. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state my point, and then I will yield to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Next, and what is most important, he pro that there shall 
bea right of redemption for at least twelve months from the 
time of sale. The result of the Senator's amendments, especi- 
ally the lust one, as I humbly conceive, will be that nobody can 
buy any property at a mortgage sale but a speculator ora k. 
A man mortgages his house; se buysa piece of land and puts a 
house on it, and borrows the money. Heisan honest, indus- 
trious workman, and he gives a mortgage. He gets into diffi- 
culty and can not pay it, and the has to be sold. No- 
body can buy it if he wants it for a house, because he can not 
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move into it without the danger of having to move out of it at 
any time, in twelve, six, or three months, when the redemption 
may take place. 
obody is going to buy it who is going to fit it up for his own 
convenience or comfort. Nobody can buy it who is going to let 
it to other people as a permanent investment, and who will be 
expected when a new tenant goes in to fit it up with water ap- 
liances, or ranges, or with the new necessities for comfortable 
ving, of which I dare say the fancy of Senators will suggest 
forty. So I will not say under a guise, but under a purpose, an 
honest, a humane pur to benefit these debtors, the Senator 
from Nebraska might just as well write into the legislation of 
the District of Columbia a provision that whenever a man gives 
a mortgage and his property is to be sold for the debt, the debtor 
having the interest to get all he can after the payment back to 
himself of the debt, nobody shall buy but a land shark or a spec- 
ulator. ILdonot myself think that is a good thing for poor house- 
holders. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— - 

Mr, ALLEN. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. How long will my friend from Nebraska 
take? 1 wish to allow the Senator from Tennessee to make the 
motion he has indicated. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I ought to say that the Senator from 
Massachusetts entirely misapprehends my position. I did not 

that the purchaser at the trust sale should take upon him- 
self all liability as to the correct disbursement o! the money. I 
made no remark of that kind, and did not intend that an infer- 
ence of that character should be drawn. I meant simply to say 
that his liability should remain exactly as it is to-day at common 
law, regardless of the language of the bill. 

One more remark. I wish to say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that in the great States of the Mississippi Valley where 
they have these stay laws, and where the right of redemption 
exists, the rule I mention does not have the effect the Senator 
from Mass chusetts says ithas. There are a great many mil- 
lions of people in this country who know that these stay laws, 
and laws for the redemption of property, are very humane and 
operate in furtherance of the ends of justice. Instead of being 
a means to encourage and fatten the moneysharks and the gam- 
bler in money, it has the effect of permitting thousands of people 
to sive their homes who could not do so otherwise. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I shall occupy only a mo- 
ment of the time of the Senate. I wish to explain my under- 
standing of these two covenants. The two covenants under the 
form of the deeds to day are written in the deeds in the language 
in which the bill construes the terms general warranty and 
‘special warranty:” and the object and purpose of giving the 
meaning to the words general and special warranty,as provided 
in the bill, is simply to save the ting of some forty words in- 
stead of three, as the Senator from Massachusetts suggests. 

I wish to state further that these covenants do not in any way 
prevent any additional covenants that are known to legal con- 
veyances for the protection of the rights of the parties to a con- 
tract, but that throughout this whole section of country, in 
the three States surrounding the District, it has generally been 
pon a certain construction by the courts, which is thoroughly 

amiliar to lawyers and to the parties residing in them. Any 
additional covenant as to seizin, as to prior incumbrance, so as 
to give the party the right of action immediately he ascertains 
the covenant has not been complied with by the grantor, may 
be added to the covenant as can be done to-day and as they are 
added to covenants very often to-day. 

The only difference between having that as a part of the gen- 
eral warranty and leaving it as it is to-day is because if there is 
an incumbrance upon the land when sold by the grantor the 
purchuser from the grantor can not bring suit against the 

rantor until the incumbrance has been in force and he has suf- 

ered damages by reason of the enforcement of an incumbrance 
existing upon the land at the time of his purchase, whereas, un- 
der the covenant suggested by the Senatorfrom Massachusetts, 
suit can be instituted at the very moment the purchaser ascer- 
tains that there has been a violation on the part of the grantor 
of the covenant he has made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it is not the intention of the committee 
in providing the forms to exclude other covenants, why should 
not the committee submit to have go into the proposed statute 
the forms of these covenants, so as to make the statute a com- 
plete conveyance? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from New Hampshire can 
suggest more abbreviated language for these different forms 


than that b used in deeds of conveyances, to cover the 
suggestions made by himself and the Senator from M u- 
setts, he will find the committee ready at any time to accept such 
an amendment, But the covenants to which the Senator refers 
are so brief in language that the committee did sot think it was 
necessary to proceed to embody them in the pro statute, as 
it would be almost impossible to abbreviate the language. 

I now yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to al- 
low me to offer an amendment to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to the pending bill 
and ask that it be read and printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of section 4, on page 5: 

All sales of land under powers of sale in deeds of trusts and mor! gages in 
the District of Columbia shall be made only by order of court upon fore- 
closure proceedings in equity. 

The-PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection the 
amendment will be printed and lie on the table. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. ~ 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeđed to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m. the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 

Thursday, March 22, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 3 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 21, 1894. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Americus V. Rice, of Ottawa, Ohio, to be pension agent at 
Columbus, Ohio, vice John G. Mitchell, whose term of office will 
expire April 27, 1894. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


William S. Green, of Colusa, Cal., to be surveyor-general of 
California, vice William H. Pratt, term expired. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Oney Carstarphen, of Denver, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Leadville, Colo., vice Willis L. Thompson, to S re- 
moved. 

Jeremiah P. Looney, of Fort Morgan, Colo., to be receiver of 
paoue moneys at Sterling, Colo., vice Norman H. Meldrum, re- 
moved. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Creed F. Middlecoff, to be postmaster at Akron, in the coun 
of Washington and State of Colorado, in the place of David W. 
Irwin, whose commission expired January 16, 1804. 

Julius Pinney, to be postmaster at Willimantic, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles 
N. Daniels, whose commission expired February 10, 1394. 

W. P. Anderson, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county of 
Putnam and Stite of Florida, in the place of Frederic A. Garri- 
son, whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

George Dyson, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the 3 of 
Schuyler and State of Illinois, in the place of Theodore J. Hut- 
ton, whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 

Mark G. Harris, to be postmaster at Joliet, in the county of 
Will and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry C. Cullom, re- 
signed. SR 

iliam S. Martin, to be postmaster at El Dorado Springs, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Missouri, in the place of N. K. 
Beardslee, resigned, 

Robert S. Jordan, to be aster at Jersey City, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of Sam- 
ue! D. Dickinson, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Frank H. Lalor, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county of 
Mercer and Stite of New Jersey, in the place of A. C. Yard, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893, 

W. T. Cheatham, jr., to be postmaster at Henderson, in the 
county of Vance and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
John R. Moss, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

William S. Parks, to bə postmaster at Delaware, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Ohio, in the place of John L. Wolfley, 
removed. 

William R. Turney, to be postmaster at Greensburg, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
W D. Welty, whose commission expired March 13, 
1894. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 19, 1894. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
James H. Mulligan, of Kentucky, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Apia, Samoa. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Montgomery M. Goodwin, a resident of Illinois, to be a chap- 
lain in the Navy. 
PENSION AGENT. 
George M. Adams, of Barboursville, Ky., to be pension agent 
at Louisville, Ky. 
POSTMASTER. 
James P. Chesney, to be postmaster at Dewitt, in the county 
of Saline and the State of Nebraska. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas J. Downey, to be postmaster at Pana, in the county 
of Christian and State of Illinois. 
s N. Walls, to be postmaster at Taylorville. in the county 
of Christian and State of Illinois. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1894. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Joseph W. Davis, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace within and for the District of Columbia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Isaac R. Stay ton, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

W. Fisk Conrad, to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 

Eugene C. Protzman, to be postmaster at Portland, in the 
county of Multnomah and State of Oregon. 5 

Albert Steinhart, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Butler and State of Alabama. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 22, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. R 

TheJournal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
155 R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 

e Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5530) to regulate the 
making of property returns by officers of the Government; and 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents for the ealendar year 1893, 
transmitted in compliance with section 494 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Silas A. Reederand 
148 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the pream- 
ble to the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to 
racons the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on 
the 75 7 5 8 

Mr. QUAY presented a puron of Victor Grange, No. 159, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Center County, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the antioption bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph D. Jones and 10 other 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Longshore- 
men’s Union of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental 


control of the telegraph service: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of the Grip, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the issuance of 5,000-milerailroad tickets; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Encampment No. 118, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying that pen- 
sions be granted based upon the length of service of soldiers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS. On behalf of the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL], who is necessarily absent, and at his request, 
I present a memorial of business men of New England remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill. I move 
that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the 
Manitowoc (Wis.) Building and Loan Association, praying for 
the passage of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to 
bot ing and loan associations; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
Milwaukee, Racine, Oshkosh, and Eau Claire, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Alpha Council, No. 43, Royal 
Arcanum, of Milwaukee, Wis., and sundry petitions of citizens 
of Sheboygan Falls and Elkhorn, in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter: which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Jewett & Sherman Com- 
pany, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against any change in 
the present duty on coffee and chicory, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. ` 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Milwaukee, 
Monroe, Lacrosse, Sheboygan, and Waupaca, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against an increase of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Clinton- 
ville, Wis., praying that an appropriation of $100,00) be made 
for the completion of the harbor at Oconto, Wis.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pfisterand Vogel Leather 
Company and sundry other leather manufacturers of Milwaukee, 
Wis., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on leather; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 182, of 
Madison, Wis., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, 
of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of sundry cork man- 
ufacturers of New Orleans, La., and a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Gouldsboro and Algiers, La., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of F. H. Fisk and sundry 
other citizensof Nashville, Tenn., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Central Labor 
Union of Bay City, Mich., and a memorial of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Jackson, Mich., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars: which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 33, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Jackson Division, No. 
149, Order of Railway Conductors, of Jackson, Tenn., praying 
for the passage of the antioption bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Lodge No. 74, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Sturgeon, Boone County. 
Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens of West Plains, Howell 
County. Mo., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of H. H. Virgin and sundry 
other citizens of Platteville, Wis., praying that fraternal college 
and society journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
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He also presented the memorial of George M. Breakey and E. 
S. Agnew, of Alma Center, Wis., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
182, of Madison, Wis., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Hugo L. Flohr and 
150 other employésof Wait & Bond, cigar manufacturers, of 
Boston, Mass.,remonstrating againstan increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Charles F. Perkins and 24 
other members of the Francis Higginson Colony, No. 100, United 
Order of Pilgrim Fathers, praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 450) for the relief 
of Bryan Tyson, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was tponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of California, praying for the 
passage of the bill toamend the Indian depredation act, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4858) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with 
amendments. I give notice that I shall endeavor to call up the 
bill for consideration on Tuesday. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1532) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying the same into effect, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself Febru- 
ary 28, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported it favorably without amendment, and 
moved that it, with the accompanying papers, be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations: which was agreed 
to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1803) author- 
izing the construction of a wagon road on the Hoopa Valley In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of California, and making appro- 
priation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill S. 1804) for the correction of 
the military record of Patrick Moss; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1805) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to examine cer- 
tain claims of persons who owned or occupied buildings on the 
Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, which had been condemned 
by the Hot Springs Commission and afterwards burned, and to 
fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the evi- 
dence now on file in the Interior Department; which was read 
twice-by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill S. 1806) for the relief of the 
Cape Fear Steamboat Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1807) for the relief of Thomas S. 
Lutterloh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1808) to amend the act 
of June 22, 1892, entitled An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton, S. 
Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 70) 
to authorize the subtreasury at New York to receive certain 
moneys for the Cherokee Indians: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILI. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. POWER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to Senate joint resolution No. 109, for 
the payment of an account to W. F. Niedringhaus, contractor for furnishing 
beef to the Indians, pending in the Fitty-second Congress, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on indian Affairs 
of the House of Representatives. 7 


DEATH OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolutions, which were 
considered by unanimous consent, and unanimously agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States has heard with N Pie a 
the death of Louis Kossuth, the illustrious patriot and lover of liberty, 
formerly the guest of the American people. 

dtesolved, That the Vice-President be requested to communicate the re- 
spectful condolence of the Senate to the family of the deceased. 


SIMULATION OF COINS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit a resolution and ask its adoption. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is instructed to examine 
and report whether the simulation of coins of the United States by coins of 
the same weight, metal, and fineness, except as authorized by law, is made 
criminal by the acts defining and punishing the counterfeiting of coins of 
the United States, or of other countries, and if not to report a bill to pre- 
vent and punish such simulation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My attention has been called to a possible 
defect in the law with respect to counterfeiting as to whether it 
would embrace the simulation of coins by putting in a counter- 
feited or simulated coin the exact weight, metal, and fineness re- 
quired for a genuinecoin. Doubts have beensuggested in news- 

apers as to whether the existing statutes cover such a case. 
My own opinion, hastily formed, is that the existing law con- 
tained in sections 5457 and 5461 of the crimes statute will cover 
the case. Still doubts have been expressed about it, and to show 
that the inguiry is imminent, I ask leave to have read a tele- 
gram which I cut from a newspaper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SEARCHING FOR A PRIVATE MINT—IT HAS COINED HALF A MILLION AND 
HAS MADE BIG PROFITS FROM SEIGNIORAGE. 


OMAHA, NEBR., March 19. 

Four cial Treasury secret-service men, in addition to the regular force 
employed at division headquarters and the forces of the United States mar- 
shal’s office, are working in Omaha and vicinity to unearth a private mint 
which is alleged to have turned out over a half million standard silver dol- 
lars, using the same amount of silver and alloy as the Government. The 
plant has been in operation some time. and, itis said, itis impossible to detect 
the difference between the ee ae by the counterfelters and the genu- 
ine turned out by the Federal ts. The profits of the are made from 
the seigniorage. which is said to give to the makers a rake-off of 51 cents on 
each dollar made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. There can be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Ohio is not audible on this 
side of the Chamber. I should like to know from what paper 
the extract which has been read was taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cut it from the Cincinnati Commercial. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is simply a press dispatch? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cut it from the Cincinnati Commercial of 

esterday or day before fog sed Ican not hear the Senator 
2 Nebraska very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. He simply clipped a press dispatch from some 
newspaper? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it is a press dispatch from 8 
stating what had been done by certain officers of the Uni 
States in the endeavor to detect and prevent this crime. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
he has any other evidence showing a violation of the law in this 
respect ane from that contained in the dispatch which has 

n read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I have seen the statement in other 
papers. The fact is well known that in France, Great Britain, 
and Germany the same thing is being done with their minor 
coins. Their laws no doubt punish it as counterfeiting. It is 
counterfeiting, and it ought to besopunished. I think myself, 
under the statute as it now stands it 15 sufficiently covered, but 
I can see that there are points, probably which no one con- 
templated at the time the law was passed. The law was passed 
in 1366, and it contemplated a disparity of metal in the two 
coins. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
he proposes to confine the ea i to subsidiary or token coin- 
age like the nickel coinage, or if the principal offense be in 
counterfeiting our legal-tender coins of silver. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that section 5462 is eon- 
fined to the minor coins, as they are called; that it does not em- 
brace the fractional coins which are parts of the silver dollar. 
As a matter of course in 1866 when the law was passed there was 
no difference in the intrinsic value of the different metals, and 
therefore there was no occasion for a specification in the law. 
The law was undoubtedly passed to protect the minor coins, 
cents, etc., but I am inclined to think that the language is broad 
enough to cover the dollar as well. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me itis a rather remarkable com- 
mentary upon our national system of coinage, having a little of 
the comic element in it, that we are obliged to introduce meas- 
ures to make it a crime to furnish the people of the United States 
with coined money of full weight and fineness. Perhaps, how- 
ever, it may be necessary. Idefer to my honorable friend in this 
as in all matters connected with finance, but it would seem that 
if most of the financial arguments which have been made in this 
body for the last two years on both sides of the question are 
sound it would be a good thing to multiply all the coins of full 
weight and fineness. Still I do not propose to interfere with the 
Senator's resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to the resolution. 
I simply desire to say that I have read, as I presume most Sena- 
tors have read, the rumor of the coinage of a vast number, per- 
haps half a million silver dollars imitating the silver dollar of 
the Government and perhaps of equal value with it except that 
it hus not the stamp of the Government. I do not believe it can 
be possible that under the law there is no way of reaching one 
who coins the money of the United States Government, and 
places upon it that which imitates the coinage of the Govern- 
ment but if there is any doubt on that question of course it 
should be investigated and a statute should quickly be passed to 
cure that defect. 

As far as the rumor is concerned I do not believe there is any- 
thing in it. My confidence in the community in which I live 
would lead me to suppose that no members of it could be guilty 
of an act of this character, although we are very anxious west of 
the Missouri River for an increase of the circulating medium of 
the 8 

Mr. STEWART. When coinage was suspended in India it 
was predicted that there would bea large amount of rupees 
coined on private account not only in India, but all over the 
East. I understand that there has been a mint established at 
Bombay to coin Mexican dollars. Undoubtedly this business 
will go on in some countries. In order to make it effective and 
destroy silver entirely it will be nec to have an interna- 
tional agreement and a universal criminal law before this evil 
can be reached. It has been discussed a great deal. The mat- 
ter is so important, and it is so necessary, if we are going to en- 
force such a law, to have an international agreement, that I 
think the resolution had better lie over until we can have time 
to consider it in all its branches and in its bearings every where, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objections to striking out the in- 
structions, although I think it is right to have the opinion of 
the Committee on the Judiciary on the subject. What is the 
ber, made? I did not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada objects 
to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I have no objection to letting it 
go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The résolution will go over under 
the rule. f 


SIOUX INDIAN FUNDS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


` Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform tne Senate what sums of money, if any, have been paid out by the 
United States, to what band of Indians paid, and when paid, under 
by virtue of the stipulations of the treaty of 1836 and 1851 with the Wahpay- 
kootay and Medaywakantoans bands of Sioux Indians; the former treaty 
having been mate at St. Peters, Minn., and proclaimed February 18, 1837, 
and the latter treaty having been made at Mendota, Minn., August 5, 1851, 
aimed February 24, 1453. Also, whatsums have been paid, to whom, 
paid, under a treaty with the same Indians made at the city of 
Washington June 19, 1858. and proclaimed March 31,1859; and also to inform 
the Senate what sums would now be due under such treaties, if the same 
were in force, and what sum or sums would be due to what was a portionof 
bands of Indians, but now known as the Santee Sioux Indians residing 
at this time on the Santee Agency, in the State of Nebraska, as near as the 
same can be ascertained. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved. That the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, or 
any subcommitteo thereof appointed by its chairman, is hereby instructed 
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to inquire into the present condition of the five civilized tribes of Indian 
and of the white citizens dwelling among them, and the legislation require 
and appropriate to meet the needs anu welfare of such Indians; and for that 
purpose to visit Indian 8 to take testimony, have power to send for 
persons and papers, and exa e witnesses under oath; and shall report 
the result of such inquiry, with recommendations for legislation; the actual 
expenses of such inquiry to be paid on approval of the chairman out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. $ 
The bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill to provide e 
commodations for the Government Print Office. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1462) to pro- 
3 additional accommodations for the Government Printing 

ce. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
rape proposed by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 

AREY}. 

Mr. LPH. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY, It is p d to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, nd he is here 
instructed to purchase for and in the name of the United eaten for the site 
of the Government Prin om 


North Capitol street. along the same from the in 
with to whatis called Pierce or Babcock street; thence east along the same, 
extending through the said square for 782} feet to First street; thencesouth 
! First street for 273} feet to L street; thence west along the same for 
782} feet to point of beginning; or, failing to secure such described property 
by ne ion with the owners or asa re title thereto, as may opted 
proved by the Attorney-General of the United States, he is hereby empow- 
ered and directed to secure the same by condemnation 8 as pro- 
vided in the act approved June 25. 1890, to authorize the it mpn on of cer- 
tain parcels of real estate embraced in square numbered of the city of 
Washington to provide an eligible site for a city t-oflice: Provided, That 
bee said south half 5 — shall be K p at a cost not exceedin; 
© money aupropria e sundry e a over 
August 30, 1800. to provide accommodations for 
made available for the object.of this act; and the Treasurer 
directed, upon the requisi- 
—— aoe the said 3 pay the purchase, or, into court, the condem- 
na pro $ 
Sro. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury, as soon as such site shall be 
acquired, will cause the Supervising Architect, with the advice of the Pub- 
lic Printer, to prepare the requisite plans for a Government printing estab- 
lishment, fireproof all the way, which shall be fully equal to the prompt 
and efficient performance of the work now aired by the Government, 
and such plans to be so arran, as to admit of progressive extensions, as 
the growing demand upon the establishment may, from time to time, come 
to acquire; and on account of the construction of such portion of the build- 
ings of such plant as shall be deemed necessary for the present, $250,000 is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


SEC. 3. This act shall be in force from its passage. 


Mr. QUAY. Tunderstand the amendment pending is one of- 
fered by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] some time 
ago in my behalf during my absence, which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase what in the discussion here- 
tofore on this floor has been known as the Mahone lot. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the amendment covers the Carroll 


* 
r. SHERMAN. Certainly the description as read covers 
the Mahone lot. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the amendment of the Senator 
from Wyoming, which has been read, was introduced on behalf 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. QUAY. I was not present when the question was here- 
tofore considered by the Senate—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Wyoming introduced an amend- 
ment on his own accouut, proposing to select the Carroll prop- 
erty, as it is known, southeast from the Capitol. 

Mr. DOLPH. Which amendment is pending? 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator from Wyoming, at the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, submitted an amendment, 
which embraces what is known as the Mahone lot. The pend- 
ing amendment, I understand, refers to the Carroll property. 

Kr. CAREY. I think I offered the first amendment on behalf 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, after having received a note 
from him. Then I offered an amendment on my own account 
for the purchase of what is known as the Carroll property. As 
I understand, the amendment which has just been read is the 
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amendment offered on behalf of the Senator from Pennsyl- 


vania. 

Mr: DOLPH.. For the purchase of the Mahone lot? 

Mr. CAREY. For the selection of the Mahone lot. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. QUAY. Is the question now being taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator fram Wyoming offered in my behalf or upon 
his own amendment? 

Mr. CAREY. On the amendment I offered on behalf of the 
Senator, 

Mr. DOLPH. One further inquiry. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Pennsylvania if the provisions of the amendment 
for condemnation aud the construction of a, building are similar 
to those of the bill itseli? 

Mr. QUAY. Ithinkse. My understanding is that thisamend- 
ment is offered as a substitute for the bill reported by the Com- 
mitiee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and is exactly the 
proposition which was so ably su ted in the last Congress by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], the present chairman. of 
that committee. If I am in error in this statement he will cor- 
rect me. The bill mupparna at the present time by the distin- 

ished chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds is the one which he so ably opposed. in that Congress. 


Mr. DOLPH, The amendment involves simply the question. 
of a site? i 
Mr: QUAY.. Of asite. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the amendment now proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY} on behalf of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] does not contain the pro- 
visions in the substitute reported by the Committee on Puolic 
Buildings and Grounds, The amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania leaves out entirely the provision in regard. to the 
construction of the building under the supervision of the Chief 
of Engineers, Gen. Casey. It simply provides: for the purchase 
of u site, and is the same as the bill which, as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is pleased to observe rather facetiously, was sup- 
portaa by me at a former session of Congress. If it.atfords the 

nator any pleasure to allude to that fact he is entirely wel- 
come to it. : 

[have given my reasons for making the report. of the commit- 
tes in favor of a different site. Thecireumstances haveentirely 
changed, as I had oceasion to remark before. We have been 
warned by a terrible disaster in an insufficient building, oceu- 

and owned by the Government in a different part of the 
city, that a recurrence of such a disaster must be avoided. It is 
of the essence of this discussion that we should as soon as possi- 
ble provide accommodations for the people in the Public Print- 
ing Office, who are to-day suffering not only discomfort, but 
who are threatened with actual danger. 

Mr. President, permit me to call the attention of the Senate 
to one single fact. The Senator from Wyoming told us several 
days ago that if we selected either the Mahone site or what is 
known as. the Carroll site, both of which are entirely vacant, a 
building sufficient to accommodate the Public Printing Oifice 
could be put up in afew months. Mr. President, unless we pos- 
sessed an Aladdin's lamp, our experience teaches us that noth- 
ing of the sort could be done. We commenced the construction 
ofthe city post-office here in June, 18:0, and we are now barely upto 
the second story. Wecommenced the construction of the build- 
ing for the Congressional Library over five years ago, and Sen- 
ators can look at it to-day and see what progress has been made, 
shouga the work has been pressed by Gen. Casey as rapidly as 

ssible. 
am warranted by my experience, and other Senators know 
that it is a fact, that to commence the construction of a building 
ab initio for the Public Printing Office will take from three to 
five years. If it were a privata undertaking of course it would 
be different; but under system adopted in regard to public 
buildings, where it is made the interest of every workman and 
contractor to protract the building as long as possible. it takes 
from two to three or five times as long to put up a building for 
the United States Government as for private parties. 

If Senators want to take the responsibility in the face of the 
recommendations of the Publie Printer, in the face of our past 
een of keeping 2,500 or 3,000 employ:s in a dangerous 
and insuificient building, when we can give them relief under 
the bill of the committee inside of six months, let them do it. 

Icare for no charge of inconsistency. I have done my duty 
honestly. After examining every site, after considering the con- 
dition of the Treasury, PERR more than all, considering the con- 
dition of the employés in the old Printing Office, I am entirely 
satisfied with what [ have done. 

Mr. STEWART. Lam very much impressed with the neces- 
sity for speedy action in securing a new Printing Office build- 
ing. That is the reason why I am in favor of the Mahone lot. 
The ground proposed to be purchased at the old site is covered 


with and it would take considerable time before work 
could be commenced on any new structure. It may be a ques- 
tion, teo, whether there will not be considerable time expended 
in getting a foundation in that low land. The Mahone lotis 
free from obstruction; a good foundation can be easily made 
there upon hard ground; while before the old débris can be 
taken from the land surrounding the present Printing Office 
and work started a new building might be well under way on 
the Mahone lot. One of my principal reasons for getting new 
gronna is that a good foundation may ba secured on land which 

as practically settled, where the biilding can be commenced 
immediately and prosecuted vigorously without any obstruction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there not another reason, if the Senator 
will allow me, and that is that the Government printing may go 
on in the old Printing Office until the new building can be com- 
pleted on the Mahone lot, so that there will be no delay in the 
public business. - 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly: the public printing can proceed 
ifany new site is selected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to make another ing I «s it 
not impossible on the ground adjacent to the present inting 
Office to secure the 40 feet required for a public building ere: 
for the use of the Government? I understand the policy of the 
Government is not. to erect à public building within 40 feet of 
any other building. If I understand the dimensions of ground 
around the old Printing Office, a building there would have to 
come almostin contact with other buildings and with the street, 
3 would be avoided, I understand, by adopting the Mahone. 

Ot. 

Mr. STEWART. If it is anecessity to have the Public Print 
ing Office at the old site, the Government oughtto buy the en- 
tire block. There is no doubt about that. To have the build- 
ing cramped in there will not answer for all future time. There 
is not land enough in the proposed purchase, and it will involve 
a greater purchase. Besides,on recurring to the question ofex- 
pedition, if laborers are employed in tearing down the old build- 
ings and preparing to erect new structures about the Printing 
Olmc2, it will interfere with the operations of the Printing Of- 
fice much more than would be the case at a short distance from 
there, where their work would not disturb the employs of the 
Government. It would make it exceedingly uncomfortable for 
the employés during the hot weather to have the buildings torn 
down, and it would interfere with the work of the Printing OF 
fice. The dust, ete., there would be a great nuisance while the 
building is being constructed. Ifa new building is constructed 
on the Mahone lot, when you get a portion of it constructed it 
on be made immediately available, as well as on the present 
site. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be kind enough to answer me a 
question, if he pleases? 

Mr. STEWART. I will answer it, if I can do so. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator give me his opinion as to how 
long it would take to put up a building for occupation on the 
Mahone lot, commencing from the foundation up? 

Mr. STEWART. I think that it could be done much more 
expeditiously there than at any other place. It seems to me if 
there was businessskill brought to bear upon it a sufficient build- 
ing might be erected very speedily to receive the heavy ma- 
chinery. That need not be delayed until the entire structure is 
erected. The trouble about the building down here is that the 
use of heavy machinery is liable to knock it all down at any time 
and probably create a great catastrophe. 

Now, in an emergency like this it seems to me the Govern- 
ment might construct a sufficient building, or a portion of the 
building, where the heavy machinery can be put with e =- 
tion, much quicker on the Mahone lot than at any other p. 
Besides, the Mahone lot is cheaper when you take into consid- 
eration the quantity of land and the accommodations there. It 
is more suitable. There is room there for all time. 

I believe it is the general opinion of those who have visited 
all these places, that the Mahone lot is the most desirable of all. 
I have been thoroughly convinced of that, not only by personal 
observation, but from observationof the debates that have taken 
place in the Senate, and I see no good reason to change my opin- 
ion. In point of cheapness, in point of sufficient land for ac- 
commodations for all time, and in point of expedition I believe 
the Mahone. lot has a decided advantage over any other place 
which has been suggested. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in reply to the suggestion of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] in regard to the oc- 
cupation of the old building while a building on the Mahone lot 
is being erected, I call the attention of the Senate to a letter of. 
the Public Printer, which was read in the preceding debate, 
dated August 11, 1893, and addressed to the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], who is chairman of the Printing Commit- 
tee. r. Palmer, the Public Printer, recommends the erection 
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of a building which can be finished inside of six months, and 
which will give absolute relief to the present Printing Office and 
remove all danger to be apprehended from its present condition. 
In concluding the letter he says: 


When a building shall be erected which will cover the whole of the pro- 
ed new site, the H street and North Capitol street wings (which are be- 
eved to be the only portions of the present structure which are unsafe) can 
then be torn down and rebuilt. The Government will then have a building 
which will be of sufficient capacity to meet its needs for many years tocome. 


The proposition we now make is to put up a building inside of 
six months which will give absolute security and remove the 
chance of disaster which is now threatening the employésin the 
present building. But if the Senate chooses to take the respon- 
sibility of keeping the employés there until a large structure 
can be put up elsewhere, then Senators must assume that respon- 
sibility for themselves. Here is a report of a public oficer that 
the public printing building is insecure and dangerous. We 
know what has happened in this city within the immediate past, 
when lives were sacrificed and employés of the Government 
maimed by the insecurity of a public building which was occu- 
pied against all the laws and rules that should govern the pres- 
ervation of human life. 

We are asked now under personal solicitations to take this 
risk as to the public printing building, and to disregard the 
question whether those 3,000 people are to be kept in that inse- 
cure building in order to purchase ground elsewhere. 

There is another consideration that I have never urged here, 
but which with me has some weight. Many of the employés of 
the Government Printing Office have their little homes around 
the present Printing Office site. They own them and oooupy 
them, and they would bə compelled to give them up or else 
pasa to the inconvenience andexpense of making their way 
each day to their work at a distance from where they live. 

Again, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] argued against 
the lot which has been selected by the House of Representa- 
tives, immediately contiguous to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road, because, he said, the locomotives running along thatroad 
would attract the attention of the a és, and the smoke and 
ashes and sparks would render the building not only uncomfort- 
able, but dangerous. The Mahone lot has a branch of the Met- 
ropolitan road running along its eastern line aeey as the 
main branch of the Baltimore and Ohio runs along the lot sub- 
mitted to us by the House of Representatives. The very same 
argument applies to one as to the other. If we adopt the pres- 
ent site, the expenditure is very inconsiderable; the relief isim- 
mediate; all the mains for gas and water purposes are already 
available, and I say deliberately that in my judgment under 
present exigencies it is all we can do. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Missouri aques- 
tion before he sits down? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not remember the figures which were 
brought into the Senate in some former discussion, but if Iam 
right in my recollection the present Public Printer stated, in 
connection with two other commissioners, that 150,000 square 
feet of ground would be required for this public building. 
Now he says in this letter that the amount of land which will be 
secured by the purchase he proposes, 54,000 square feet, will run 
it up to 115,246 square feet. 

Then he proposes to add 12,533 square feet, covered by two 
alleys, one 30 feet wide, running east and west, and the other 14 
feet wide, running from the 30-foot alley south to G street. That 
would make about 137,000 square feet. I have been under the 
impression that the reports heretofore have stated that not less 

than 150,000 square feet of ground would be enough for this pub- 

lic building. understand the Public Printer now comes in and 
recommends a smaller amount of ground. I do notquite under- 
stand that, if it is a fact. 

Mr. VEST. There was a statement of that sort, as I recollect, 
when the Public Printer, in connection with the Architect of 
the Capitol and the Secretary of the Treasury, made a report in 
favor of what is known as the baseball lot. But the Public 
Printer has since changed his opinion in regard to the matter, 
and he makes the recommendation contained in this letter, and 
is of the opinion that the quantity of land here stated is sufficient. 

I wish to state, in reply to another suggestion of the Senator 
from South Carolina which I neglected to notice, in regard to 
the 40 feet upon the western portion of this proposed site, if the 
recommendation of the committee be adopted the 40 feet, if 
necessary, can be obtained at a very inconsiderable expense. 
The property thereis notatall high priced, and $10,000, certainly 
notexceeding $12,000, would buy the additional 40 feet ifitshould 
be thought necessary to obtain it. 

Another argument in favor of the present site is that there is 
an immense area of very cheap ground, relatively cheap, which 
can be obtained by the Government at any time. 


I wish to state now, although I do not desire to violate any 
parliamentary rule at all, that, in my judgment, it is simply im- 
possible to secure the assent of the codrdinate branch of Con- 
gress to the purchase of the Mahone lot. They have deliber- 
ately put their judgment upon the lot which is immediately 
north of the Capitol and near the Baltimore and Ohio depot. 
The Mahone lot was fully discussed in the joint committee; it 
was visited twice by us; all the arguments were considered, and 
I will state frankly that with very great reluctance I gave up my 
opinion in favor of that lot as heretofore Si! sap nog But the 
necessity for immediate relief and the necessity for economy in 
expenditure, in the present condition of the Treasury of the 
United States, outweighed with me every other consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER, I understand the proposition of the Senator 
from Missouri is to patch up the old bui baw 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from South Carolina is entirely mis- 
taken. If he had done me the honor to read my report he would 
have seen there is nothing of that sort proposed. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Missouri what 
lot it is the Public Printer recommends? Nie Senator refers to 
a letter from the Public Printer, but I did not hear it. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Tennessee will listen to the 
letter from the Public Printer he will see to what I have re- 
ferred. Task the Secretary to read it, although it has been 
read before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1893, 


SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt ot your favor of the 3d 
ultimo, suggesting that I ascertain if it is possible to secure an option upon 
suficient 8 in the same block in which the present Government 
N fice is located to meet the requirements for additional rooms. 

y I have to state that options have been „covert ground 
facing North Capitol and G streets, which, added to that already owned by 
the United States on G street, will equal the area of the present Govern- 
ment Printing Omce site. This ground, comprising about 54,000 square feet, 
is shown by the blue tint on the accompanying drawing, and is offered, with 
all the improvements thereon, for the sum of $175,000, 

The Architect of the Capitol estimates thas to construct on this und, 
to meet immediate necessities, a five-story building, 60 by 175 feet, frontin; 
on North Capitol street, the floors to be of iron beams and brick arches, an 
the roofs supported by iron rafters, will cost $107,000; and for a six-story 
building, baving the same ground dimensions, $126,000. 

I rəspecttully recommend that this ground be purchased, and a six-story 
building, 60 by 175 feet, fronting on North Capitol street, be erected. Sucha 
building will afford floor space equal to seven-eighths of that of the H street 
wing of the present building. I. building, itis believed, will give imme- 
diate relief, and at a future time Congress can make an appropriation to 
erect a building on the remainder of the 1 thus purchased. 

Should this purchase be made, the total area ot the Government Printing 
Office site will then be 115,246 square feet. There should be added to this 
12,533 square feet, covered by two alleys, one 30 feet wide, running east and 
west, and the other i4 feet wide, running from the 30-foot alley south to G 
street, I would recommend that the latter alley be closed and added to the 
proposed tomer, site. The other should re open for a driveway and to 
supply necessary light and ventilation. 

o act of August 30, 1890, appropriated €250,000 for a site for the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. I respectfully recommend that this Fn Ae gan 
be made available, with an additiona ra pa ge rept of 851,000, to be made 
pagent coy Arauen for the purchase of the site and erection of the build- 

referred to. 

hena building shall be erected which will cover the whole of the pro- 

osed new site, the H street and North Capitol street wings (which are be- 

ieved to be the only portions of the present structure which are unsafe) 
can then be torn down and rebuilt. The Government will then have a build- 
ing which will be of sufficient capacity to meet its needs for many years to 
come. 
Very respectfully, 
F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. 
Hon. A. P. GORMAN, 


Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have understood that in the 
discussion of this measure it was alleged that the report of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds réflected the unan- 
imous judgment of the committee. I rise to correct that im- 
pression. Thereportcertainly is not in accordance with my judg- 
ment; it certainly is not in accordance with the judgment of the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], nor with that of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. Isupposeit represents the opinion 
of the majority of the committee, and the majority only. In 
other words, it is not a unanimous report, although there were 
no views of the minority submitted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, one of the few matters 
for personal congratulation in connection with the pending bill 
so far as I am concerned, is that I do not feel the grave sense o 
responsibility which was imposed upon me when this matter has 
been up in its different forms heretofore. Iam glad that so able 
an advocate of that which is best is now in charge of the bill; 
and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has not only m 
congratulations that the Committee on Public Buildings an 
Grounds have assumed control of this matter, but I feel like ex- 
tending to him at the same time a little of my sympathy, for 
he knows now how it is himself. 

For the last ten years the danger to the occupants of the Pub- 
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lic Printing Office building has been very great. The Com- 
mittee on Printing, having in charge to some degree that great 
office, have repeatedly visited the building. They have recog- 
nized the presence of great danger, with probable loss of life. 
They have done what they could to put the building in safer 
condition. It has been propped up and supported and strength- 
ened so that the great weight upon its floors might be main- 
tained without crushing the lives and limbs of those who are em- 
ployed in the building. These, however, have been but tem- 

orary makeshifts, and the building is, in my opinion, more 
3 than Ford’s Theater was even after the excavation 
was under way which at last brought it tumbling about the 
heads of those who were in it. The Committee on Printing 
have always recoznized this danger. In report after report 
from the Public Printer he has cried aloud for relief for those 
who were under his care. : 

I do not wish to delay action upon the bill by going into an- 
cient history, but still 1 think it due the subject that I should 
say that no better action has been taken by any committee of 
either House upon this subject than that which was adopted by 
the commission organized years ago to select a site for a new 

Publie Printing Office building. That commission was com- 

_ posed of the Public Printer, Mr. Palmer; the Secretary of the 
Froasury, then Mr. Windom, and the experienced Architect of 
the Capitol, Mr. Clark. It reported unanimously. One notable 
thing is that every report that has been made by other commit- 
tees which have had this subject in charge has been unanimous, 
and there has not been a divided committee, such as now pre- 
sents itself here upon this report. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I inquire of the Senator if he can explain, be- 
cause I am asking for information, what produces the causes of 
danger in the present public building? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is because the building was never 
constructed for the por of carrying the great weight that is 
now imposed upon it. Its walls are not sufficient; its floors are 
not sufficient. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask further whether that might not be 
obviated by removing the heavy weight to the ground floor? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; because there is not space enough 
on the ground floor to hold the different presses, and the vast 
accumulation of material, finished and partly finished, and the 
crude material that is there. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it would seem to be the part of wisdom 
to relieve the building of some of that enormous weight by rent- 
ing some adjacent building and putting the weight off this build- 
ing for the time being. I can see no earthly reason why the 
lives of the employés should be jeopardized when there is plenty 
of room in the neighborhood to relieve the building of that 
enormous pressure. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That has been done repeatedly. Build- 
ings outside have been rented, and rent has been paid for them, 
for the purpose of storing some of the material of the Public 
Printing Offce. 

Mr. President, the commission to which I have referred, en- 
tering upon the performance of its duty, selected from all the 
numerous sites that were offered that which stands to-day a 
vacant piece of property and the voy best that can be used for 
a Public Printing Office, and that is what is known as the baseball 
lot. The reportof the commission would undoubtedly have been 
acceptable to the Congress of the United States, and the public 
printing building would now be upon it had it not been for—I was 
about to say the indecent, and I do not know that the term is 
too severe—the almost disreputable fight that has been precipi- 
tated in the two Houses of Congress by the different real-estate 
speculators, who desire to make profit from this necessity of thé 
Government. 

The baseball lot is beyond question located better than any 
other for the purposes of the igs 3 Office. It is of proper 
form, being almost a square. I shall not go into the detail of 
the matter and show its dimensions, but it is ample as to area; 
it is near the Capitol; it is near the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
so that tracks could very easily be run into it. 

In the effort that the Government should be compelled to pur- 
chase some other site there came those who were very desirous 
that great care should be exercised in looking out for the foun- 
dations of the new structure; and an attack was made upon the 
baseball lot. It was said that Tiber Creek ran through it; that 
it is filled ground to such an extent that no building of great di- 
mensions and great weight can be placed upon it with safety. 
The Joint Committee on Printing took a great deal of testi- 
mony upon that question. It caused pits to be dug, to see just 
what is the character of the soil. The inspector of buildings of 
the District of Columbia, Mr. Entwisle; the Architect of the 


Capitol, Mr. Clark; the superintendent of construction of the 
new patie Library building, Mr. Green, and Gen. Meigs, an 
architect of renown and great reputation, all, after thorough 
and careful examination, declared that the baseball lot isample 
and sufficient to afford a solid and lasting foundation for t 
building. There were no two sides tothat question, and yet, 
under the attack which desired that some other piece of prop- 
erty might be purchased, Congress turned aside from it and re- 
fused to ratify or act upon the report of this able commission 
that so faithfully did its duty. a 

When the time shall come for such an amendment I shall pro- 
pose to amend the bill by substituting the baseball lot. I think 
perhaps I have given this subject as much, if not more, investi- 
gation and thought than any other man connected with it in 
any way, and in my opinion it stands beyond question, by reason 
of its location, its proximity to a railroad, and the character of 
the soil as the very best for the purposes of the Government. 

Now, what is the second best? I believe it to be the Johnson 
lot. It is almost a square; is situated on the main line of the 
Baltimore and Ohio road, and is ground that is high and dry 
and when you include the parking that can be used in part and 
the vacation of the alleys that run through it, it is ample, I 
think, for the purposes of a new Public Printing Office. 

Mr. President, I have lost very largely desire for particular 
locality in my still greater desire that imminent danger shall be 
averted from these people and that we shall have a new build- 


ing. 

Nir. McMILLAN. IL should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska a question there. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Does the Senator think that a building for 
the purpose of holding 3,000 employ<s should be made six stories 
high? Does he not think such a high building would endanger 
the lives of the employés? Would it not be better to buy land 
enough in which to spread the building over a great deal of 
ground, so that it would not of necessity be higher than three 
N Does not the Senator think that would be the safets 

an? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that with the improved meth- 
ods in the construction of buildings, with the employment of 
structural iron that has come so largely into use, a six or eight 
story building is just as good, justas firm, assolid, and as secure, 
even for the purpose of carrying upon it great machinery, as a 
three-story building of the old style of construction. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, I was alluding more to danger from fire. 
It is well known that all printing establishments, as indeed all 
manufacturing establishments, are very inflammable. From the 
fifth or sixth story of a printing establishment in case of a fire 
it is almost im ossible to get persons out, even in a small build- 
ing, let alone an immense establishment such as this. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand the proposition is that any 
building which is to be constructed is to be made fireproof ora 
slow-burning building. With the experience we have had in 
the erai conflagrations I do not know whether any building 
can bə said to be a fireproof building; but by the modern uses 
and appliances they are built of such a character that the com- 
bustion is soslow, that it is very easy by the necessary fire es- 
capes, stairw.ys, etc., to empty the employés from a six or even 
an eight stor l 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska pardon me for 
an interruption? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I was not in the Chamber when the Senator 
from Nebraska began his remarks; and I desire to ask him where 
the baseball lot is located and what are its dimensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The baseball iot is almost at the foot of 
the hill. It is on North Capitol street. It is known as lot 678, 
and it contains 170,648 s juare feet, being almost a perfect square. 
It is two blocks this side of the present Printing Office and on 
this side of North Capitol street. 

Mr. President, I was about to say that I have lost any pride of 
opinion as to where this public building shall be placed. If the 
Senate shall vote down the amendment that proposes the pur- 
chase of the baseball lot and shall vote down the amendment 
that proposes the purchase of the Johnson lot, then, believing 
that the third next best thing to do is to extend the Public 
Printing Office where it now stands, I shall vote for the proposi- 
tion submitted by the majority of the members of the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator inform me as to the differ- 
ence in cost between the three propositions to which he has just 
referred? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwill state my recollection on that point. 
I may not be entirely accurate in my statement, becauss it has 
been some time since I looked this matter up and I have had to 
glance very hurriedly over some information before me to reach 
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the result desired. Tho baseball lot, of cne hundred and seventy 
thousand and six hundred odd feet, was offered to the Govern- 
ment—a contract was made by the commission to which I have 
referred—for $240,009. The Mahone loi, consisting of 137,000. 
square feet, was offered to the Government at 8250, 000, and Lam 
not positive but that there was an additional $25,000 proposed to 
be appropriated for the purchase of this lot. If so, that would 
make it $27 5,000, 

Mr. QUAY. That is the Mahone lot? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Mahone lot. 

Mr. QUAY. It was offered I think at $1.17 a foot. I do not 
remember the exact figures. 

Mr. MANDERSON. At probably about that. The John- 
son lot that is proposed to be purchased contains 106, 000 square 
feet, and it wis ollered at a dollar a square foot, or $106,000, 
The parking that might well be used permitted such an increase 
that nearly 150.000 square feet wereavailable that could be pur- 
chased for the sum of $106,000. The additional land 8 by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds adjacent to 
the present Printing Omice can. I believe, be purchased for the 
sum of $175,000. So the prices for these different lots or locali- 
ties range from 8106, 000 for the Johnson lot up to 8250, 000, if not 
more, for the Mahone lot. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the relative ition of the Johnson 
lot to the present site of the Printing Office? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Johnson lot is farther removed than 
the baseball lot. It is PEADAR three squares to the north and 
east of the present public printing building site. 

Be CULLOM. On the east side of the Baltimore and Ohio 
road. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It adioinson the corner the Mahone lot. 
That is to say, the Metropolitan Branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio road runs along the east side of the Mahone lot and on the 
west side of the Johnson lot, the main line of the Baltimore and 
Ohio, which takes its course along Delaware avenue, being on 
the east side of the Johnson lot, 

As to the Mahone lot, which is the lot proposed to be pur- 
chased by the pending amendment, I realize that when the lot, 
whatever may be its number or designation, is mentioned as the 


Mahone lot it is given a term that commends it to many mem- 
bers of the Senate. I do not wonder that it does. There is no 
man upon this floor who would go further to help the distin- 


guished gentleman who is interested in that lot and who has 
ven it his name than I would; and if I could bring myself to 
lieve that it is for the best interests of the Government to buy 
that lot even at the price at which it is offered or more, I would 
be heartily glad to do it. 

But I think there are such grave ob‘ections to that lot as 
should rule it out of consideration. In the first place, it is not 
as near to the Capitol as it should be, which objection probably 
applies to the Johnson lot as well; but I do not think that it is 

e proper shape for the use to which it is proposed to be put. 
It is 213 feet in width by 782 feet in length. Most of it is 

und and would afford a fair foundation. Through the lot, 
8 starting in, as I now recall the figures, from 20 to 30 
feet from the corner on the one side and running across it and 
running out of the lot at a distance of nearly 200 feet from the 
corner on the opposite side is one of the main sewers of this city, 
and that part of the lot was filled. It may be that this lot has 
sufficient dimensions; that for present purposes it would not be 
necessary to utilize that part of the lot through which the sewer 
runs; but un juestionably as needs shall require, and as the coun- 
try and the Public Printing Office shall grow, the whole of that 
lot will be needed for public building purposes. 

Another objection that I have to the lot is that beyond a per- 
adventure in the immediate future and I am informed that if it 
had not been for the financial depression and trouble of the last 
year the fact already would have been accomplished), the Balti- 
moreand Ohio road will combine its two branches, the one known 
as the Metropolitan branch, running along B street, I think, 
and the other, the main branch, running out Delaware avenue, 
‘and have an elevated road running into a new depot, perhaps 
located where the present one stands. The Mahone lot would, 

that process. be cit off from its proximity to a railroad. 

I have felt, Mr. President, as I have frequently expressed my- 
self on this floor, that a true economy should require that the 
new Printing Office should be so situated that railroad tracks 
could run in and out of it, that the crude material should be 
earried in by rail, lessening the cost to the Government, and 
that the finished material which is to be distributed tnroughout 
the country by the medium of the mails should be placed upon 
the mail cars upon that ground, to a saving, as was estimated at 
one time by the Public Printer, as I recall it, of at least 8150, 000 
per annum. ` 

But to reach some conclusion here, to get some building se- 
cure, safe, and adequate for the purposes of the Government, I 
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am ready to meet the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, or the majority thereof; and if the baseball lot or the 
Johnson lot can not be purchased by the action of Congress, then 
lam ready to extend the present building. It is true that no 
railroad can be carried there, for I do not think Congress would 
submit for a moment to the crossing of North Capitol street by 
a railway track. It is not good economy; but the necessity is so 
great, and I think, too, that the proposition made a few days 
ago by the Senator from Missouri as to the present necessities 
and needs of the Government in a financial way are such, that 
we had better perhaps catch on to that which we have rather 
than embark upon any new enterprise. However, I shall cer- 
tainly vots persistently and always against any proposition that 
proponos to foist upon the Government what is known as the Ma- 
one lot for the abundant reasons I have suggested. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the necessity for making some 
provon for additional accommodations at the Government 

rinting Office has been perfectly well understood and recognized 
by this body. Eight years ago, I think, the matter was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, or brought to its attention, 
by the Committee on Printing, of which the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. 5 was chairman. After a 
thorough examination by the Co ttee on Appropriations, 
with the full consent at that time, I understand, of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, a provision was inserted in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill for the purchase of ground adjoining the pres- 
entsite. Then. as now, the ownersofsquares and lots elsewhere, 
having no other consideration except the advancement of their 
personal interests, had sufficient power elsewhere to prevent 
such an amendment from becoming a part of the law of theland, 
this body, however, always inserting a provision for the purchase 
of property adjoining the present site. 

Then came the contest which was so well described by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. Every 
owner of a square or lot who desired to sell it to the Government 
ata high price ora fair price came forward with a proposition. 
The result was the appointment of a commission, and finally the 
rejection of their report. Thencamearesubmissionof the ques- 
tion to the Committee on Printing, who finally recommended 
the Johnson lot, In thatreport, while concurring in the general 
view of the committee as between the different squares that were 
then presented, I stated that in my judgment -und I so stated to 
the Senate—the only business way to adjust the matter in the 
interest of the Government and in the interest of economy and 
with a view to the speedy relief of the people who are employed 
in the present old dilapidated building, is to acquire a sutticient 
quantity of ground adjoining itand put upa wing there, and then 
tear down the old H street side. 

After six or eight years of examination of this question, look- 
ing at it and coming to a conclusion as I would in my own case if 
the property belonged to me, I assert, without the fear of contra- 
diction, that there is not a business man in this body or out of 
it who, if he owned that property, equipped as it is now, would 
hesitate one moment as to the course he would pursue, and that 
would be to acquire a small slip of g.ound by the side of the 
present building, erect on it a structure of sufficient dimensions 
to transfer to it from the old building the operatives and the 
machinery, and the machinery would then be sees by the side 
of the present engine which drives it all. The plan is to simpl 
attach, that machinery and go on with the work. That woul 
be more economical and more speedy, and it is the only feasible 
way by which we can, within the next two years, relieve the 
people who are hived in that building at the peril of their lives. 
The acquirement of a new square the construction of a new 
building involve an expenditure of $2,000,000 and three and a 
half years of time. 

Mr. GEORGE. What would be the cost? 

Mr. GORMAN. One hundred and seventy-five thousand dol- 
lars, and tlie expenditures to be made for a wing. which would 
at once relieve the congestion, would not exceed three or four 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, I 
will state that the bill reported by the committee requires an 
appropriation of only $51,000 by utilizing or making available 
the $250,000 we have already appropriated fora site. One hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousand dollars of that $321,000 would be 
used for a site and the balance in the construction of a building 
which would relieve the present danger and discomfort. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much of the old building can be utilized? 

Mr. GORMAN. More than one half of it. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, quite one-half of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Permanently? 

Mr. GORMAN. Permanently. The parso of the building 
that fronts on H street. was constructed Mr. Cornelius Wen- 
dell, who had a contract for the public printing away back in 
the 508. It was afterwards bought by the Government. We 
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have added to it more than one-half of the present area of the 
building, which was constructed under the direction of the 
Architect of the Capitol. That portion of the building is good. 
A grent part of it is fireproof and can be utilized. 

ow, the Senate having three times, I remember, after mature 
deliberation, in the past eight years inserted in appropriation 
bills the provision for doing precisely what the bill now before 
us requires, the ac juisition of this additional property, and in 
view of the I. te disaster which occurred at Ford’s Theater, and 
having myself fre ;uently made personal examination of this 
building, feeling for the past eight years that it is an outrage to 
keep those people in a place which is liable to fall down and 
where in case of a fire theirlives would be absolutely in jeopardy, 
something should be doné and done speedily. 7 

I went again, after the Ford Theater disaster, to look at this 
matter, as it was my duty as chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, having succeeded the distinguished Senator from Nebraska. 
Ithon addressed a communication to the Public Printer, to ascer- 
tain what might be done to relieve those people; for the distress 
of mind was greater than Senators can imagine, compelled as 
they were for their daily support to go to work ina building 
where every man felt his life was in jeopardy and knew not 
whether he would reach his family at night. Every sensible 
man who examined it shared in that apprehension. _ 

I say I addressed a communication to the Public Printer to as- 
certain what might be done to relieve them; what temporary 
arrangement could be made even to transfer them from the build- 
ing and secure another, relying upon Congress to make an appro- 

ation to meet such an expenditure, and also to see what could 
be done in the way of permanent relief. The Public Printer 
had expressed heretofore views as to the desirability of a new 
Government Printing Office building, a grand establishment, of 
fine proportions and architectural beauty. He looked forward, 
as was natural at that time, to acquiring a square where all the 
conditions could be utilized and such a building could be erected; 
but as-a practical, sensible man, with a great responsibility upon 
him, with n perfect knowl of the insecurity of the present 
building, with a desire to relieve those people at once, he modi- 
fied his views, and said the only thing that can be done to give 
y relief is to acquire this property as proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. i 

Mr. GEORGE. How long would it take toerecta wing which 
wouid relieve the old building? s 

Mr. GORMAN. If you acquire the eee by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, within a year and 
a half we can have the wing erected and the relief furnished. 
Then the old part, that is about to fall down, on H street, can 
be abandoned and torn down and a new structure built at the 
convenience of Congress. 

Mr. President, I am thoroughly satisfied that no other pro- 
vision can be made, as was so well stated by the Senator from 
Missouri when he addressed the Senate on a previous occasion, 
in the present condition of our finances. We know perfectly 
well thit it will not be feasible to enter upon the construction 
ofa building that is to cost $2,000,000 at this time. But there is 
a condition which confronts us and has confronted us, that is 
greater and more serious even than this, and that is the un- 
seemly struggle of every man who has a lot for sale in the Dis- 
trict who has been pressing Congress and preventing favorable 
action upon a measure of this importance simply because his in- 
terests were not subserved, each striking at the other and all 
uniting to prevent this relief, which ought tocomespeedily with- 
out regard to the desire of any man, no matter how high or how 
low he may be, who wants to make money outof the transaction. 
Both Halls of Congress have been plied with these people. It 
is not unnatural prob ibly that they should do it; indeed I think 
it is the custom, and I do not object to it. They have been beg- 
ging momma of this body and the other to favor this project 
and that. 

Mr. President, the time has come now to act; and I hope the 
Senate. and I trust Congress, in the interest of humanity, in the 
interest of the people who are compelled to labor daily in this 
great office, who can not afford to surrender their little places, 
will for once say to the people who desire to sell property, This 
is no time to favor your interests.“ This isa measure agreed 
upon, after due consideration, by two great committees of this 
body, which rises above that consideration and becomes an act 
of humanity. Yes, sir; it is a public duty. In view of what 
has occurred and in view of what every Senator who has ex- 
amined the question officially has stated to the Senate, there is 
5 8 else to be done if you intend to give relief to these 
people. : : 

As I said a moment ago, I united with the Committee on Print- 
ing when it was thought that the sense of the Senate was thata 
new lot should be taken, and I at that time dissented from such 
u purchase. So I repeat to the Senate as a Senator, as a mem- 


ber of the Committee on Printing, whose duty it is to inquire 
into the affairs of the Government Printing Office, the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds to 
acquire this slipadjoining the present site and upon that to erect 
an addition is the only feasible thing that ean be done; and I as- 
sert again, and desire to impress upon the Senate the assertion, 
I venture that no man whoowns a printing establishmentin the 
United States, or who is engaged in apublicenterprise of any sort, 
who had the matteras his own private affair, would hesitate for. 
a moment about what should be done in the way of speedy relief 
and to afford facilities for the next twenty-five or fifty years, and 


in view of the cost of the work. 

All of those considerations point inevitably to the report made 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; and I there- 
fore appeal to Senators to dispose of this matter as they would 
dispose of any personal private business enterprise, to dispose 
of it in the interest of the people who are now compelled to go 
into an unsafe building, and at the same time to give the Gov- 
ernment an establishment which will answer its purposes for 
fifty years hence, and at a cost one-third only of that which is 
propon by the amendments which are presented to us. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, it is somewhat interesting to 
hear the reasons given tor buying a piece of land near the pres- 
ent site. The argument of economy may be very good unless 
you strip it of the surrounding circumstances. Now, itis pro- 

d to buy 52,000 feet at the present site of the Public Print- 
ing Office,and give how much for it? One hundred and seventy- 
five thousand dollars, You can buy the Mahone ground, fgur 
times as much, for $275,000; you can buy the baseball lot, 
nearly three times as much, for $240,000; you can buy the Dud- 
dington property for 8200, 000, or you can buy for $100,000 twice 
as much land as you get up at the old Printing Office. 

I was sorry that the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds did not state that the other House were 
just as much o d to the present site as they are opposed to 
these other sites. The plan seems to be to get the matter out 
of both Houses of Congress and into a conference committee, 
oe 3 the lot near the Baltimore and Ohio depot can be pur- 
chased. 

i think a question that was asked by tho Senator from Michi- 
gan Mr. MoM ILLAN] is a very important one, whether it is wise 
to build a manufacturing building high in the air; whether it is 
not. better to have alow building, or a number of low buildings, 
so far as the convenience and the comfort and the safety of the 
employés are concerned. 

We do not want a building to cost two or three million dollars. 


There is not a manufacturer in the United States who would not 


go to work and within nine or twelve months, at a cost of three 
or four hundred thousand dollars, erect a building well adapted 
to do such business as is to bedone in this building, and it 
n and build it in every way adapted to this kind of 
work. 

T can only repeat what I said a few days ago that before you 
can clear oif the buildings surrounding the ublie Printing Of- 
fice, by purchase and by condemnation, you can take any one of 
these three or four large blocks of land and erect a building 
upon it to accommodate the employés of the Printing Office, 
where they will be in absolute safety, and where the entire cost 
of ground and building will not exceed the cost of the proposed 
addition at the present site if you value the Government Print- 
ing Office site on the same basis, which is $3 a foot. 

If it is a question of economy, then buy one of these large 
lots; if it is a matter of convenience for the employés of this 
Government, take one of these large lots of ground; if you are 
looking forward to the future, then buy a large lot of ground 
where you will have an opportunity not only to erecta large 
buiiding for to-day, but to erect large buildings for the future. 

I acknowledge that there is a great deal of solicitation onthe 
part of the persons who have ground to sellin this city. It is 
but natural that those who have large holdings of real estate 
should desire to unloaditatfair prices, but it is not dishonorable 
at all for one who owns property to want to sell it; itis not dis- 
honorable for a person who has property to offer it to the Gov- 
ernment. The question for us to decide is what is best for the 
Government of the United States, which we are supposed to rep- 
res nt. 

I wish to call attention in brief to what figures we have. The 
baseball lot will cost $240,000, containing 170,000 feet, which is 
said to be well adapted for this purpose. The Mahone lot con- 
tains 213,815 feet, which can be purchased for $1.17 per foot, and 
will cost $275,000, The Duddington lot, which has 211,000 feet, 
can be purchased at 97 cents a foot, and will cost $200,000. The 
block near the Baltimore and Ohio station, where only 99,400 
feet can be obtained, will cost $300,000. A statement has al- 
ready been made with reference to the land adjoining the pres- 
ent site of the Government Printing Office. 
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This is all I have to say. The few facts which I have stated 
should, I think, govern in the disposition of the pending bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 


The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr.CAREY. I understand the question is first on the amend- 
ment in reference to the Mahone lot, which I offered on behalf 
of the Senator from Penusylvania [Mr. Quay]. Then my amend- 
ment will be next in order. 

Mr. VEST. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming on behalf of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to purchase the Mahone lot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CAREY and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). On this 
question my colleague |Mr CAMERON] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present, I should vote Figs 

Mr. McMILLAN (when name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. I should 
vote yea if I were not paired. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pe with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]; 

ut he told me when leaving the Chamber that he was in favor 
of the bill and against the pending amendment. I am also in 
favor of the bill, and a pair for the Senator from New Hamp- 
shirə has been arranged with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. I vote nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER]. If he wera here, I should vote “yea” and he would 
vote 7 5 55 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). On this vote lam 
paired with the Senator from Illinois Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present, I understand he would vote yea.“ I should vote 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know if the junior Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from West 
Virginia has not voted. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I am informed by 
his colleague [Mr. PERKINS] that if present he would vote 
“yea.” I therefore vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to announce a pair between the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] and the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. PROOTORI. The Senator from Vermont, if present, 
would vote ‘‘nay” on this proposition, and the Senator from 
Idaho would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. I transfer the pair I have with the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] to the Senator from Ohio 
Mr. BRICE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. BERRY. I have arranged a pair between my colleague 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas] and the Senator from Rhode Island 
. Dixon], which will enable the Senator from Mississippi 
. McLAURIN] to vote, and my colleague will stand paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island. If present, my colleague 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HUNTON (after having voted in the negative). When 
my name was called I voted ‘‘nay.” I have since noticed the 
absence of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], with 
whom I have a general pair, and who, I am informed, would 
vote yea,” if present. I therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. POWER. Has the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAF- 
FERY] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
has not voted, 

Mr. POWER. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 


Mr. WILSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT], but i will transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBors] and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President 

Mr. WILSON. I am informed that a pair with the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] had been announced before I made my 
announcement. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CALL. Lunderstood a pair was announced by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] of the Senator from Idaho 
1 r. DUBOIS] with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 

hat being so, I shall vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state that I announced, at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Vermont, a pair between himand the 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. CALL. Then Ishall vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. VEST. I have not given myself any trouble about the 
matter, but I understood that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
COLQUITT] was paired with the Senator from Idaho | Mr. DU- 
Bors}. The Senator from Georgia spoke to me about the matter 
and told me to pair him, but on inquiry of his colleague [Mr. 
GORDON], he told me that the Senator from Georgia was paired 
with the Senator from Idaho. I have not been around myself 
to see the Senator. 3 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. -I will state that the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] has a general pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. He did not leave any word when he 
went away as to his vote on this question. I was requested to 
pair paa in favor of the Mahone amendment, and it was so ar- 
ranged. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire very much that this matter may 
be understood, My action in announcing the pair between the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Fiato was simply 
at the request of the Senator from Vermont, who was taking be 
luncheon at the time, and who had been requested by some one 
on the floor, as he told me, to so pair him. 

Mr. Procror entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. I willsay to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] is now in the Cham- 
ber, and he may beable to solve the difficulty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to state in the hearing of the 
Senator from Vermont that I announced a pair, as requested b 
him, but it Appears that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS 
had already n paired. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from Idaho has a general 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So the Senator from Vermont is at lib- 
erty to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I desire 

pair with the Senator from 


to change my vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. POWER. I transfer my 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] to the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE], so that I may vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VEST. Has nota pair already been announced with the 
Senator from California? 

Mr. POWER. I understand not. 

Mr. VEST. I have paid no attention to the pairs on this 
matter, but I heard the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Soup] an- 
nounce that he was paired with the Senator from California 

r. WHITE]. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Idaho announced that 
he and the Senator from California were on the same side, and 
consequently he would vote. He had been paired, but there is 
no pair oa this vote. This leaves the Senator from California 
unpaired. 

Mr. VEST. Who is authorized to announce that the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] would vote in favor of the pending 
amendment? 

Mr. DOLPH and others. His colleague. 

Mr. VEST. There is something strange about this matter. 
Tho Senator from California, in conversation with me, stated 
that he was in favor of the bill. 

Mr DOLPH. I would suggest that if the pairs be stated be- 
fore the result is announced it may save trouble hereafter. 


The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Blackburn, Dolph, McMillan, Shoup, 
Butler, Frye, Perkins, Stewart, 
Call. ray, Power, Stockbridge, 
Carey. Hansbrough Pugh, Uer. 
Chandler, Harris, Quay, Washburn, 
Qullom Higgins, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
NAYS—22, 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Peffer, 
Bate, | Geo’ McLaurin, 
Berry, Gibson, Manderson, Ves 
Blanchard, Gor Mills, Vilas. 
Coc Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 
Coke, Irby, Morrill, 


Allison, 4 M. erson, A 
Brice, Gordon, h, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Camden, Bill, Morgan, Squire, 
Cam Hunton, urphy, Vance, 
Colquitt, Jones, Ark. Palmer, Voorhees, 
el, Jones, Ney. Pasco, White, 
Dixon, yle, Pettigrew, Wilson. 


So the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock havin 
arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinish 
business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 832) tosimplify the form of deeds 
of conveyances, trusts, and releases of land in the District of 
Columbia, and for other Pree 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will also state to 
the Senate that there was a unanimous agreement entered into 
at a prior legislative day by which the bill the title of which 
will now be stated was to come up for consideration at 2 o'clock. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of 
Private Land Claims, established by anactof Congressapproved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other pur- 


es. 

5 775 HARRIS. Of course I do not desire to interfere with 
the consent agreement, but I ask unanimous consent that I ma: 
now enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment to the Printing Office site bill was agreed to a few mo- 
ments since. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment to the Printing Office bill was adopted. 
The Chair hears no ob ection, and the motion is entered. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the McGarrahan bill is now the un- 
finished business. I do not, however, wish tointerfere with the 
motion made by the Senator from Tennessee, or any other mo- 


tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill to which my motion relates has gone 
over, the morning hour having expired, and the Senator from 
Colorado has the right of way under the unanimous-consent rule 
obtained by him. I have therefore asked unanimous consent to 
enter a motion to reconsider, which may go over. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private Land 
Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 
1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say that I expect to address the 
Senate for a very few minutes on the McGarrahan bill when it is 
considered, but I was told this morning that it was necessary to 
bring up tho bill reported from the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds in relation to the Public Printing House be- 
fore the Senate, and I consented to that arrangement, with the 
expectation that the McGarrahan bill would go over until Mon- 
day. I have sent away my papers and some books to which I 
wish to refer, and so I am not prepared at this time to speak. I 
hope, therefore, the bill may go over until Monday next. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill may be read. I presume 
the Senator will not object to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the bill be read, and we shall get so far 
along with it at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss this 
bill at length. It was considered by the Senate and discussed 
at length at the last session of Congress. Iapprehend that it 
is to pass the Senate, but in my judgment it will be a case like 
that of the woman we read of in the Scriptures, who was heard 
by reason of her constant importunities. - 

I object to this bill, in the first place, because I do not think 
it wise to reopen cases which have been litigated in the courts 
and where the decisions have stood for years. It is quite pos- 
sible that sometimes injustice is done to parties in litigation, 
but that can not be helped. 

If, every time a party supposed he had not received justice, 
a case could be reopened and retried, there would never be 
an end of litigation; and if this were a controversy between 
private parties, and Congress had the power to reopen it, it 
would not be reopened. In my judgment it is only because 
relief is ripe tak against the Government in this case that the 
ipl ae of the case, after the lapse of so many years, is 

avored. 

If, however, the judgments and deeisions which have heretofore 
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the claimant and entirely against the United States. 
second section of the bill it is provided— 

That upon the trial of questions or issues on the hearing of said 
Part of the petitioner or the United States the original expediente pre- 
. — by thes said Gomez to the said Governor Manuel Micheltorena, and 
tbe diseño or map accompanying the same, or a copy thereof— 

I do not know that there is any question about the authen- 
ticity of these documents, but it appears to me this lang 
precludes the court from determining the question as to the 
autbenticity of the papers presented. The section then pro- 
vides that the court shall receive also— 
the depositions and other evidence produced before said Board of Land 
Co: joners, or copies thereof. 

That, in my judgment, would admit depositions which were 
not legally taken, and to which there might have been objec- 
tions before the Board of Land Commissioners. The bill does 
not say depositions legaily taken” or!“ depositions admitted in 
evidence,” but it er that all the depositions taken or pro- 
duced before the Board of Land Commissioners are to be received, 
or copies thereof— 

Then, it is provided that there shall be admitted— 

All depositions, proofs. testimony, or affidavits taken before any circuit or 
district court of the United States in the State of California, or the clerks 
of such courts, or any commissioner appointed by said courts, or before 
any notary public, or before any committee of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Congress of the United States— 

Ex parte affidavits taken before a notary public, if such are 
now in existence, taken at any time, anywhere, are, in my judg- 
ment, to be received by the court under this section. Ido not 
think that is a just and proper means of determining ques- 
tions of fact between individuals or between the Government 
and an individual. I do not think ex parte affidavits should be 
admitted to establish questions of fact in so important a case. 

Then follows: 
or of any map or deed of record of any Department of the Government of 
the United states, or of any act of Congress through which the boundaries 
set forth insaid expediente and the title of said McGarrahan to the said 
lands can be shown, protected, and established, or of any oral or written 
testimony or deposition or copies taereof, concerning said record touc 
ene = from said Governor Manuel Micheltorena to said Vicente P. 

Mr. President, there are rules which govern the taking of 
evidence in,the Court of Private Land Claims as well as in other 
courts of justice, and if we are tosubmit a question of fact to the 
Court of Private Land Claims, the parties should be required to 
produce their testimony in accordance with the rules of the 
court. Here appears to be an attempt to legislate into the court 
certain things as testimony which otherwise would not be testi- 
mony. I object to that provision of the bill. 

Then, turning to the third section, there is another provision 
which I do not understand, which seems to be entirely in favor 
of the claimant and against the United States, where it is pro- 
vided that the Secretary of the Interior, on a judgment being 
rendered to the effect that there was a grant made to this man 
Gomez, and that MeGarrahan has succeeded to the grant, shall 
issue title— 

For the land embraced within the aforesaid boundaries, as set forth in said 
expediente— 

Now follows a provision which is very peculiar— 
and that the survey made by the United States surveyor-general of the State 
of California and approved by said surveyor-general on the lith day of Sep- 
tember, 1862, which survey was approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
December 29, 1862, and is now on tile in the General Land Oilice, shall be con- 
sidered as forming part of the lands embraced within sald boundaries. 

In the first place, it is a statement that the court is to deter- 
mine the land embraced within the boundaries. Here is an- 
other provision which legislates into this case a survey made 
thesurveyor-general of California at the time of fixing the bound- 
aries of the claim, and therefore that it shall constitute a part 
of the evidence, and the Government is precluded from disput- 
ing that survey and showing that it is erroneous or that it em- 
braces more land than is embraced in that, but the claimant is 
not precluded. Hemay goon andshow that the grant embraced 
other land not in that survey. That, in my judgment, is not a 
fair provision between the claimant and the United States, if 
this case is to be reopened and to be readjudicated. 

Then, I object to the fourth section. In the first place, if 
after many years this case is to be reopened and this claimant 
is to be relieved from the adverse decisions which have hereto- 
fore been made upon his claim, what the Government has done 
under the decisions of the courts since they were made to the 
present time ought to stand, and where the Government has 
proceeded to treat these lands as penile lands and to dispose of 
them under the laws of the United States, those titles ought to 
stand. If this claimant is relieved at all, it ought to be only in 
regard to the lands which have not been disposed of, as I say, 
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under the adjudication between the claimant and the United 
States by previous adjudications. But what is provided here? 

Sec. 4. That if the said court shall find and adjudge in favor of the said 
William McGarrahan as proven in section 3, the court shall proceed to 
find the value of such portion of lani and minsrals as may have been here- 
tofore disposed of by the United States within the aforesaid boundaries, less 
the improvements, if any, made on said land. 

Evidently this finding is to be had for the purpose of laying the 
foundation for an appropriation by Congress to reimburse this 
claimant for the value of the lands and minerals which have been 
disposed of. This inquiry is to be had between the claimant 
and the Government, und the parties who made the improve- 
ments and the parties to whom the land had been granted are 
not to be parties to and not to be bound by the adjudication. 
Then, apparently there is to be a double appraisement of the 
minerals, uniess the appraisement of the minerals in the first 
portion of this section applies to the minerals still in the ground 
at the date of the appraisement. 

And if the said court shall find and adjudge that the said William McGar- 
rahan as the assignes of Vicente P. mez is or was entitled in law or 
equity to the minerals or other valuable substances on, in, or under said 
lands. the said court shall proceel to ascertain the value of such minerals 
or other valuable substances which may have been extracted from said lands 
by any poraus persons, or corporations other than the said William McGar- 
rahan, less the costs of mining and extract: the same. And the said court 
shall report the same to the Congress of the United States. 


L object to this adjudication of the value of the minerals ex- 
tracted, less the cost of extracting them, when the parties who 
know about the mitter and who have extracted the minerals 
are not made parties to the litigation and when an inquiry is to 
be-made simply between the claimant and the Government. I 
do not think that will result in a fair ascertainment by the court 
of the value of the minerals which have been extracted, less the 
costof extracting them. 

I repeat, that if the Government now, after so many years, is 
going to relieve the bar of the previous adjudication and is go- 
8 give this claimant a right to go into court and litigate 
this matter, his rights ought to be confined to the lands which 
have not been disposed of by the Government, and what the 
Government has done in the regular course of business in ac- 
cordance with the adverse judgments against this claimant 
should stand and not be reopened, and the claimant should not 
be psrmitted to lay the foundation for a claim for d for 
lands which have been sold by the Governmentafter the adjudi- 
eation that they were public lands. 

As I said, I do not care to discuss this bill. I suppose it is 
going to pass. Iam not going to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate, but I am not going to vote for the bill. Ido not see how a 
bill could have been drawn which would be more in favor of 
the claimant and more against the Government than this bill. 
I voted against it when it was heretofore considered in the 
Senate, and [ shall vote against it now for the reasons stated. 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I regret very much that the 

nding bill can not be proceeded with, but inasmuch as the 

Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] says he was misled b 
supposing, as we all did, that the Public Printing Office site bi 
would continue all the afternoon, I can not, of course, insist upon 
his proceeding at this time. I only wish that the bill shall be 
retained as the unfinished business for Monday at 2 o'clock, at 
whica time the Senator from Vermont assures me he will be 
ready to proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer two amendments which I 
shall submit to the bill. Lask that they be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of ob ection. : 

Mr. TELLER. With the understanding that the considera- 
tion of the bill shall be resumed as the unfinished business at 2 
o'clock on Monday, I ask that it may be informally laid aside 
until that time, not losing any right it now has. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado that the pending bill be laid aside 
and be the unfinished business for Monday at 2 o’clock. The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money amounting to $5,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and to pluce the same tothe credit of the Cherokee Nation; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 


CHEROKEE FUNDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH obtained the ‘floor. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield to 
me to have a joint resolution, that has just come over from the 
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House of Representatives, laid before the Senate? It will take 
but a short time. > 

8 HANSBROUGH. I will yield if it does not lead to de- 
Mr. BERRY. It will take but a very short time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution H. Res. 14) authorizing and directing 
the geet) of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in 
the city of New York from R. T, Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY, Iwish to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
which passed the House of Representatives to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unanimously. 

Mr. BERRY. colleague, who is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, authorized we to state to the Senate 
that he desired to have it considered this afternoon, and that it 
is important that it shall be acted upon at once, 

I will explain the purpose of the joint resolution if the Sen- 
ate will permit me. We purchased the Cherokee Strip from 
the Cherokee Nation. We paid the Cherokees in certain bonds 
issued by the Nation, which were 8 by the Govern- 
ment. They were authorized to sell those bonds, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. They have made th 
sale,and have sold the bonds at a price which equals their full 
value. The Secretary of the Interior has approved the sale. 

The transfer has been made, In the contract which the 
Cherokees made with the parties who purchased the bonds, 
Messrs. Wilson & Co., it was agreed that the money should be 
deposited in the subtreasury of the United States, to be paid out 
upon the order of the Cherokee Nation. The Secretary of the 
Treasury holds that he has no authority to receive into the sub- 
treasury this money. Therefore, this joint resolution was pre- 
pared in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury with his 
full knowledge and consent. It simply authorizes him to re- 
ceive the money in the subtreasury jor the Cherokee Nation. 
Their contract is that it shall be paid into the subtreasury. 
That contract was made by the Nation. Of course they have no 
opportunity to go back and change the contract, because the 
Cherokee Council has ad ourned. Besides that, they do not wish 
to deposit that sum of money in any private bank. It is such a 
large amount of money that they would be unwilling to risk it, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to let 
me read the clause from the act of the Cherokee Council, Janu- 
ary 6, 1894, providing for the deposit of this money in the sub- 
treasury. 


Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Section 4 of that act provides: 

That the Cherokee delegation shall not re celve the money or any portion 
thereof on account of said sale, transfer, and assignment, but the entire 


amount shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States, or any sub- 
treasury. thereof, to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, subject to the action 
of the national council. 


Mr. BERRY. That is all there is of the joint resolution. It 
simply proposes to authorize the Treasury Department to re- 
ceive the money. There can be no objection in any way what- 
ever to the joint resolution, because the bonds are there, the 
Cherokee Nation were authorized to sell them, they have sold 
them, and they simply want to deposit the money in the sub- 
treasury. The matter has been hanging for quite a while, and 
I ask that the joint resolution be considered now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be obliged to object to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution at the present time and to ask 
to have it go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Iam afraid 
we would be ratifying a contract over which there is a contro- 
versy. I may be wrong about it, and I wish to be right. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to answer one proposition made by the 
Senator from South Dakota, if the Senate will allowme. There 
is no contract. There was another party who claimed to have 
a contract, but that has been disposed of in the courts. He 
brought it here ind asked for the 1 of a joint resolution, 
and it has been indefinitely postponed. There is nocontroversy 
about it, but of course, if the Senator from South Dakota ob- 
jects, the joint resolution will have to go to the Committee on 

dian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, There is objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I appeal to the Senator from South Dakota to 
let the measure go through. Iassure him there is no purpose 
whatever to take advantage of anybody by the joint resolution. 
The Cherokees have made the sale of the bonds, and they simply 
desire to have the money paid into the subtreasury of the 
United States. The Secretary of the Treasury says he can not 
receive the money without this authority. That is all there is 
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in it. The , I understand, will be divided among the 
Cherokees the yes in ten days; and I submit to the Senator 
that it is rather harsh to interpose an objection and prevent the 
passage of a joint resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall insist upon my objection; but I 
have no objection to the joint resolution lying upon the table, 
and not go to the committee, so that it may be taken up by unani- 
mous consent, after [ have looked into it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator will find that what has 
been stated is all there is in the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of the joint resolution, whenever it comes up again, or to 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if the joint res- 

“olution is referred to that committee. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the joint resolution the 
following proviso: 

Provides, however, That the United States shall in no event be liable to 
pay interest on the sum so received, or any part thereof. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no objection to that amendment, I 
understand. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no objection whatever to that amend- 
ment. Ido not tuink the joint resolution could be construed to 
mean that there is any such liability, but there is no objection 
to having the proviso added. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota insist upon his ob ection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I insist upon my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BERRY. Then TI shall have to ask that the joint resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think that is necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY subsequently said: The joint resolution in regard 


to the Cherokee funds that came over from the other House was- 


ordered to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I 
ask unanimons consent that that vote be reconsidered and that 
the joint resolution lie on the table until Monday. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill S. 1545) to pro- 
vide for the destruction and extermination of the noxious cient 
or weed known as Russian thistle or Russian cactus technically, 
Salsoia kali traque.) 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know how anxious the Senator from 
North Dakota is to have that bill considered. If he desires to 
submit any remarks upon it, I have no objection to its being 
taken up at this time, but the Senate is scarcely as full as it 
ought to be to consider such a bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, thatthe Senate is quite as full as it usually is when it con- 

Siders matters of this kind. I do not desire to offer any extended 
remarks on the bill, but my col eague on the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], I understand is desirous of offering some remarks. I 
shail ecntent myself simply with asking that the report of the 
committee be read, which, in my judgment, contains a complete 
argument in favor of the passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the report of the committee 


be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report 
of the committee. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
HANSBROUGH February 7, 1894: 

The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1237) entitled A bill for the extermination and destruction of the 
obnoxious plant or weed known as the saltwort or Kussian thistle or cac- 
tus,“ has had the same under consideration and begs leave to report a sub- 
stitute therefor. 

The majority of the committee agrees that the Russian thistle is a most 
dangerous menace to culture in this country; that the several States 
infested with it are unable to successfully cope with it alone, and that there- 
fore it has become necessary for Congress to take action. Our conclusions 
are based wholly upon offi reports now on file in the Department of Ag- 
riculture. These reports were the result of several official investigations 
made under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

in them we find that the Russian thistle was transplanted to the United 
States by Russian immigrants who came here under the provisions of our 
national 6 The seed was brought from Russia about 1878 
dn some black which was so and the plant was first discovered 

portion of South Da- 


to be upon our soll about 1580 in the souti 
kota. From it has spread, according to reports, over an area 
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of 79.000 square miles, covering two-thirds of the grain. agi regions of 
South Dakota, almost one-third of the arable land of North Dakota, and it 
is to be found in many parts of Minnesota, Wisconsin, lowa, Ne and 


W. g- 

The Department's reports show that the loss to agriculture on account of 
the ravages of Russian thistle during the ye ir 1892 reached the sum of 22.000, 
0, and in the following year of 1893 the reports state that the aggregate 
losses reached nearly $5,000,000. Your committee, or a majority of it atleast, 
agrees in the statement made to the honorable Secretary of iculture by 
Mr. Frederick V. Coville, chief of the division of botany, in wi he says: 

“The damage already done by the Russian thistle is without question slight 
in m with the damage which will be done by it if its progress is 
not soon checked. It is a weed peculiarly ada: to the great whearraising 
nortions of the United States, and its advent is ominous of an overwhelm- 
cog e to that region.” 

another part of this report Botanist Coville says: 

“ A study of this question for the tiwo years by the ent of Ag- 
ricniture shows conclusively that the progress of this weed can be sto 
only by concerted action during the same season or seasons over the le 
infected area. The facts at presentin show also that the progress of 
the Russian thistle is rapid. and that if any determined action is to be taken 
against it, it may be done far more economically in the unmedlate future 
than after the expiration of afew years. itis oubtedly true that it the 
progrees of the weed is not stop the damage caused by it in future years 
Wwillannually reach 25.000, 000.“ 

The above statements on the part of the Department of Agriculture are 
fully borne out by uno ictal information laid before the committee. 

The ques presented is as to the method of dealing with this 
terrible pest and thus exterminating a most formidable enemy to the great 
industry of agriculture. For a time the committee was hopeful that the 
several States whose lands are infested might find themselves to be equal 
to the emergency, and would be able to the Federal Government the 
expensive task of dealing with it, but after thorough investigation we 
reached the conclusion that the States are unable to meet the emergency. 

Furthermore, it would be necessary for the Legislatures of the several in- 
fested States to make neces: ovisions for the work, but as these bodies 
do not meet until January, 1 he danger of so great a delay, as pointed 
out by Department officials, must be readily apparent. 

Again, the enormous expense attending a successfulcampaign against the 
Russian thistie can not be borne by some of the States owing to constitu- 
tionallimitations uponextraordinaryexpenditures. Weare alsoconfronted 
Wilh the improbability of getting the States, even if financially able, to 
adopt.concerted measures, and act together, as would be absolutely neces- 
sary, in carrying on successful work to exterminate this pest. 

We therefore conclude that the case, o to its gravity and to the great 
expense eden ee the attention o 

‘he Russian le is like no other pest which in the past threatened 
the material interests of our institutions. The danger to agriculture from 
its ravages is now far greater than were the dangers to the live-stock in- 
terests of the country from 8 in 1884. In that year Con- 
gress enacted a law establish: a Bureau of Animal Industry, making it a 
part of the Department of Agriculture and empowering the Department, 
thro: the Bureau, to make a campaign against the malicnant disease 
then decimat: our cattle herds. Asa result Pj eyed has been 
completely pated in the United States. e expense of the work of 
extirpating pleuro-pneumonia has been twice as great as the amount now 
ask-d by your committee to exterminate the Russian thistle, but it is con- 
ceded by all that the expenditure was a most economical one. 

It proper and concerted effort is made at once to check the thistle pest at 
every point wherever found. itis the opinion of your committee that within 
two years at most the d ers from it will be confned to small areas, and 
ms hereaiter the authori of the respective States will be able to handle 


t. 

Congress has made ted a tions of large sums of money and 
appointed numerous officials to with cholera, yellow fever, and other 
infectious diseases threatening the lives of our pao le. Congress has like- 
wise gone to the relief of the unfortunate people the Lower Mississippi 
country where floods have from time to time swept away the homes of our 
citizens. Then there was the pleuro-pneumonia act, under the provisions of 
which Government officials visited the stables and cowpens of private indi- 
viduals independent of State law or State coöperation. And on ons occa- 
sion the strong armof the Federal power was invoked to deal with the seem- 
ingly harmless. yet dangerous, hoof-and mouth disease in the States of Mis- 


souri and Kansas. 
In view of the numerous precedents establishing it to be the duty of Con- 
sent great danger to 


gress to foster national interests, and in view of the pre: 
agriculture in several Western States, and the likelihood that the Russian 
thistie, if not stamped out, will ultimately spread to every part of the coun- 
try, your committee respectfully urges immediate action upon the bill re- 
ported herewith. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, being a member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, from which the pending 
bill comes, it is my duty to say that it does not receive the sup- 
port of all the members of the committee. It does not receive 
my support. It is avery extraordinary bill, proposing to donate 
out of the Treasury of the United States $1,000,000 for the pur- 
pose, as it is said, of exterminating a noxious weed or thistle 
which prevails, as I learn from the Senator from North Dakota, 
in five States of the Union. 

I also understand from him that this extraordinary applica- 
tion is made to Congress for $1,000,000 upon the ground that the 
five States in which the thistle is growing and spreading are 
unable financially to manage the question. In other words, 
Congress is asked to donate $1,000,000 because five States in the 
American Union are infested with a noxious weed which they 
= unable to exterminate, the cost being thesum of $200,000 per 

te. 

Mr. President, the bill, so far as I know, is wholly unprec- 
edented in the legislation of this country. It takes a step in the 
direction of paternalism longer thanany stepI eee kuin. 
It has been supposed up to now that noxious weeds which inter- 
lere with the operation of farming were to be subdued by the 
farmer himself. Certainly, if this pest has got beyond the reach 
of the individual farmer, then I th the matter ought to have 
gone next to the municipality, to the county, or the township, 
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or, if that were toosmall, to the State in which the pest exists. 
I know of no limit to appropriations from the Treasury of the 
United States, and I know of no subject which Congress can not 
draw within the jurisdiction of the taxing power if the bill can 


be d. 

Mr. HARRIS. What does the Senator from Mississippi say 
about the constitutionality of the proposed act? 

Mr. GEORGE. There is a very large discretion allowed to 
the Congress in the appropriation of money. The practice of 
the Government for forty or fifty years has been in opposition 
to what I regard as the true construction of the Constitution of 
the United States upon that subject. It is too late now, I will 
state to the Senator from Tennessee, to reverse that practice. 
So I prefer to put my opposition to the bill upon the ground that 
it isa dangerous precedent; and it seems to me to be an unneces- 
sary 8 It seems to me that the claim of a State upon 
the National Treasury for aid, because it is being injured or 
ruined by a noxious weed which can be exterminated in that 
State for the sum of $200,000, is a very small one. 

There might be, answering still further the question pro- 
pounded sotto voce by the Senator from Tennessee, a case ofsuch 
an overwhelmingcalamity, costing so much money, that it would 
be manifestly beyond the powers of a State to manage it, when 
possibly it would be proper for the Congress of the United States 
to interpose and disburse money out of the Treasury. 

I am not aware, and no precedent has been cited, that Congress 
has ever undertaken to deal with a pest of this sort, to cutdown 
weeds which are noxious to the farmer. It seems to me that if 
Congress goes into that sort of business we will find ourselves 
face to face with a very large and unlimited expenditure of 
money. Insome portions of the Union there is a grass, called 
the Johnson grass, which many people think to be very noxious. 
It is said to be beyona the power of extermination, even if you 
furnish the money, unless you dig it up and carry it away. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then you have to go 4 feet into the ground. 

Mr. GEORGE. And, as suggested by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, you have to go 4 feet into the ground. Then there is 
another grass, a great pest, which flourishes with very great 
vigor in the State of Louisiana and the State of Mississippi. I 
know of no pest which affects the farmer more than it does. It 
is called the cocoa grass. I know something aboutit. I have 
had a little of it on a farm which I myself own. I have made 
large expenditures of money for the purpose of eradicating it. I 
have put salt upon the ground for the purpose of killing the 
ground, so that it would not produce anything. That has been 
about the only successful method of dealing with it. So, if we 
are to go into the business of removing noxious weeds which 
may from time to time afflict our countrymen, Ido not know that 
there will be any limit to the draft upon the United States 
Treasury. 

One more thought, and I shall have said all I intend to say 
about this matter. I have alluded to the fact that the sum 
deemed 233 to effect this extermination, $1,000,000; and 
that is what is asked in the bill, divided among the five States, 
leaves only $200,000 as the necessary or the assumed necessary 
sum to be expended for the destruction of this pest in any par- 
ticular State. I do not think that small sum justifies an expen- 
diture on the partof the Congressof the United States from the 
general fund of the Union upon the ground of the inability of 
the local authorities to deal with it. 

Then, sir, right in connection with that thought, I wish to 
state that there has been no showing, so far as I have heard, 
that the States have taken any steps toward exterminating the 
pest within their borders. Or, in other words, it seems to be a 
case of this sort, where five of the great States of the American 
Union have sat down quietly and allowed this pest to get a foot- 
hold within their borders, and, so far as I have heard, have taken 
no public step to rid themselves of the pest. If there have been 
any such efforts on the part of any of these States I have not 
heard of it. I can not affirm negatively that it has not been 
done, but I only state that so far as I know no such effort has 
e hi d probably ought to 

suppose I might say something, and probably oug sa; 

. the detects in the bill if it is to bS considered. 
I will point out what I regard as a very serious defect in the 
bill as an efficient and economical expenditure of public money, 
The method of exterminating the thistle as fixed in the bill is 
that the Secretary of Agriculture shall appoint one superin- 
tendent at a salary of $3 per diom and necessary expenses for 
each of said forty districts. The whole five States in which the 
thistle prevails aro, I understand, to be divided into forty dis- 
tricts. Then there is to be a superintendent in each one of 
them at a salary of $3 a day, which means $120 a day for super- 
intendents. : 

It seems to me, sir, that that isa very large expenditure of 
public money, and a very uneconomical expenditure. But the 


principal objection I make to that part of the bill is this: The 
superintendents, when appointed, are to make written contracts 
with the residents of said districts. If the Government of the 
United States is to spend 81, 000, 000 for the benefit of these States 
for the purpose of exterminating this thistle, this pest, it does 
seem tome that the provision of law ought to be that you shall 

et the best contract you can, that you shall get as much work 

one for the money as possible. Therefore, the bidding on the 
contract should not be confined to the residents of the several 
sib It seems to me the world at large ought to be ad- 
mitted. 

But, then, there is another provision which really is incompre- 
hensible to me, and to which I desire to call the special atten- 
tion of the Senator from North Dakota. I do not know exactly 
what it means. It looks upon its face as if it were intended to 
secure, as a condition precedent to the expenditure of the money, 
the coöperation of the authorities of the States and Territories 
in which the money is to be expended. Iam not sure it means 
that. That appears on its face possible, as the most probable 
meaning, but here is a defect about that. It does not state the 
extent to which the coöperation shall go. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GEORGE. corey: 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. To what section of the bill does the 
Senator from Mississippi refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 2. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state that section 2 of the pend- 
ing measure isalmost identical with a section in the pleuro-pneu- 
monia act. It is in the identical language of a law now on the 
statute books passed in 1884. 

Mr. GEORGE. That may be true. I am not disposed to dis- 
pute what the Senator says upon that subject, but we are trying 
the value of this particular coöperation, Will the Senator say 
to what amount coöperation shall extend? Shall there be $1 or 
$500 or $1,000 or $500,000 contributed? That is all indefinite. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Surely the Senator 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to explain to the Senator the reason 
why the 8 is required of the State in the pleuro-pneu- 
monia act. By that act it was proposed to enter the stall and 
pen and upon the farm of farmers in the various States, to ex- 
amine their cattle and kill them. Now, there was property. 
These cattle were owned. There was a property right in the 
cattle. It was doubted by some and denied by many—among 
the latter by myself—that Congress had the power to enter into 
a State, and, without the assent of the State, without the per- 
mission of the State, or without the permission of the owners 
of the cattle, go into the cattle stalls and into the pens belong- 
ing to the owners, and take private property anh destroy it. 
That coöperation was put in the pleuro-pneumonia actin order to 
evade (I believe I would rather use that word instead of the word 
avoid) the constitutional objection that it was a State matter to 
take private property under the police powers of the State and 
destroy it for the public good. 

The thistle, I believe in the theory of the Senator from North 
Dakota at least, is not property. It is an incumbrance of prop- 
erty. Nobody wants it. Everybody wants it e tt 
that is to be the whole extent of the coöperation of the State, 
and I understand it to be to allow the United States to expend 
money in it, then I think it is a fatal objection tothe bill. I re- 
gard it as a fatal objection to the bill that we shall go into the 
States and expend all this money among their own citizens with- 
out Big yest the States to do one single thing to help it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am sufficiently old-fashioned 
in my habits and ideas to have heretofore believed, as I believe 
to-day, that the taxing power of Congress was given for but one 
single purpose, and that is to enable Congress to raise the reve- 
nues necessary to meet the wants and necessities of the Federal 
Government. I maintain to-day, as I have maintained through- 
out my whole political life, and shall maintain to the end of it, 
that you have no more power to levy and collect taxes and ap- 

ropriate the money to a purpose such as this than you have to 
9 55 and collect taxes and appropriate the money to build a 
shanty for John Jones or Sam Smith. I need not, however, 
waste time in arguing a constitutional question to this body, 
and Ido not propose todo so. But set this precedent, appro- 


riate $1,000, to exterminate a noxious weed in four or five 

tates —— 

Mr. GEORGE. Five States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Be it five, be it forty, Icarenot; the principle 
is the same—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Precisely. 

nah HARRIS. And it is very much more noxious than the 
weed. 


Now, set this precedent, appropriate $1,000,000 to this most 
absurd and unconstitutional purpose, and the next Congress will 


+ 
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be asked for $1,000,000 to exterminate the cocoa grass, and later 
the Johnson grass; then I think I shall bring ina bill to exter- 
minate the crab grass that infests the cotton fields of the South. 
Set the precedent, and where is it to end? We have a good 
many noxious weeds. The crab grassis a troublesome thing in 
the cotton fields of the South, and cotton is one of our greatest 
exports. I think I shall offer an amendment to the pending bill 
that at least one-half of the sum appropriated shall be expended 
in exterminating the crab grass in the cotton fields of the South. 
It is justas legitimate aud it is just as necessary; and it may, 
perhaps, be considered more to the general interest of the coun- 
try thin the extermination of the thistle. But I need not pro- 
long the debate. I merely wished to put on record briefly the 
views I entertain. ‘ 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, there is to my mind very little 
difference between the appropriation of money to build levees 
along the Mississippi River to protect the farming lands adja- 
cent and an appropriation to exterminate the Russian thistle. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me, I 
will state that I think that proposition just as unconstitutional 
und absurd as the one pending. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will stick 
to it and argue the matter from that standpoint hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee has stuck to it 
all his life up to this time, and the Senator from Oregon may 
rely upon it that he will do so in the future. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is this difference between the two prop- 
ositions. The Government is the owner of large tracts of public 
land. This thistle has overrun the Government land as well as 
the land of private individuals. The Government has a direct 
interest in exterminating the thistle to protect itsown landand 
to prevent its destruction. The Government can hardly expect 
that individuals will not only exterminate the thistle from their 
own land. but will go upon Government lands to get rid of it. 
Still it will be nece-sary, if the noxious weed is to be extermi- 
nated, that that shall be done. So, as far as I can see, the only 
practical way in which this weed can be exterminated in the 
States where there are public lands is for the Government to 
take hold of it. For the reasons stated, I think this is a very 
much stronger case than many cases in which the Government 
hasappropriated money for the protection of the public interest. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter 
into a controversy with the constitutional lawyers on the other 
side of the 8 upon a question which in my judgment has 
been definitely settled time and time again by Congress, 1 be- 
lieve the question of Congressional action in cases of this kind 
was definitely settled when the pleuro-pneumoniaact of 188! was 
passed. I have examined the debate that took place over that 
piece of legislation and have examined the act itself very thor- 
oughly; and I will state that the pending bill isdrawn along the 
RAEE of the pleuro-pneumonia act of 1884, and along the 
line of subsequent amendments to that act 
priations for carrying it out. 

Mr. President, I wish to state briefly to the Senate what the 
act of 1884 provides. It gave the Commissioner of Agriculture 
now the Secretary of Agriculture,the authority to send Federal 
officials into every stable, cow pasture, or into any other place 
where there were cattle, for the purpose of ascertaining the ex- 
istence of pleuro-pneumonia. When it was ascertained that 
pleuro-pneumonia existed it was made the duty of these Federal 
officials there, upon the private premises of the individuals, to 
exterminate it. I claim further that the principle has been re- 
peatedly settled by Congress in appropriations made to drive 
cholera and yellow fever from our shores. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is not a word of, or a line in, any one of 
the acts upon the subject to which the Senator now refers that 
goes further than to so regulate commerce with foreign nations 
und amongst the several States as to strip it of contagion. It is 
purely and wholly a regulation of foreign and interstate com- 
merce, and no more nor less. 

Mr. BUTLER. And a national question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Purely. 

125 HANSBROUGH. And so, Mr. President, I claim this 
to bo. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator claim it is a regulation of 
commerce? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. A regulation of agriculture, which is 
a part of the commerce of this country. If you eliminate agri- 
culture, commerce will not amount to much. 

As I have stated, I do not propose to enter into the fine points 
of discussion with respect to the constitutional features of the pro- 

dect. Iam verysorry, however, thatmy amiable friend from 
ississippi [Mr. GEORGE]: in his discussion of this question over- 
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providing appro- 


looked or forgot to refer to the repeated appropriations that 
have been made by Congress for the benefit of flood sufferers 


along the Mississippi River. It is unnecessary to enter into the 
— Gy that phase of the question. They have been fully dis- 
cussed here. 


Now, I wish to state concerning the Russian thistle that in my 
judgment it is a greater pest to agriculture than all of the other 
pon which we have had to deal with heretofore. It was brought 

ere by Russian immigrants, who came to this country under 
the immigration laws passed by Congress. It was sown in seed 
that they put into the ground, upon lands that they took under 
our land laws, and it has spread over a very large part of more 
than five States. It is found in many parts of six States west of 
the Mississippi River and in the State of Wisconsin. 

The report of the majority of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, which has been read at the desk by the Secretary 
is predicated upon the official reports made by the Department 
of Agriculture itself, upon reports to the Secretiry of Agricul- 
ture from agents sent out by the Department of Agriculture. 
In drawing the report I have not used any of the statements 
made in the newspapers or any unofficial reports, but have con- 
fined myself exclusively to the official reports now on file in the 
Dep wtment. 

he Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] seems to think 
that the sum of 81,000,000 is a very extravagant sum to appro- 
priate for the extermination of this pest. It is stated in the 
official reports, to which I have referred, that unless the work 
of extermination begins at a very early date the expense of kill- 
ing the thistle within a very few years from now will reach five 
or ten million dollars, because it is just as sure, if not dealt with 
summarily, to overrun every inch of the agricultural sections 
of this country where there are prairie lands as it is certain 
that the sun Is to rise to-morrow. In the Western States within 
the lust five years the thistle has been found to spread at the 
rate of 15 miles a year. It is driven by the winds from the 
north to the south and from the south back again, scatteri 
the seeds until the ground is as thoroughly sown as if you had 
drilled the earth with aseeder. In many places in the West 
hundreds and thousands of acres have been abandoned by the 
farmers, who for the last few years have tried to cope with it 
and have failed. 

Mr. President, the bill, it seems to me, is in the interest of 
the great institution of agriculture, and I hope and believe the 
Senate will reach the conclusion that in view of the very low 
pe now existing for the products of the farm and the ina- 

ility of the farmer to incur unusual expense, and with the 
great prairie region beset with such pests as this is known to be, 
it is the duty of Congress to protect the great national indust 
of agriculture and make the appropriation proposed in the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the bill presented by the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] presents some very in- 
teresting guestions, It seems to me that there is a great deal of 
splitting of hairs upon this subject without any real foundation. 

he Senator from Tennessee says you can notexercise the power 
of 3 for the extirpation of a great public evil that affects 
half a dozen States, unless itbe a regulationof commerce. You 
can appropriate money to extirpate yellow fever, or cholera, or 
any other epidemic disease. hy? What connection has this 
thing with commerce more than any other cause that affects 
commerce indirectly? 

Yellow fever is not commerce. Cholera is not commerce. If 
you are to be confined to the literal interpretation of the Con- 
stitution you can only touch yellow fever orcholera or any other 
epidemic disease, because they affect interstate commerce and 
because they touch interstate or foreigncommerce. Itis an in- 
direct connection. There is no kind of question aboutit. That 
is the reason of the proposition. It is only because they indi- 
rectly affect commerce that Congress has a right to regulate 
them. Congress has no right to regulate yellow fever or chol- 
era, abstractly, in themselves. Then where is the difference 
between tho; cases and this pest, affecting half a dozen States, 
destroying commerce directly, preventing commerce from hav- 
ing any kind of sustenance. 

Now, if you can go outside the direct language of the Consti- 
tution and legislate in respect of something that touches com- 
merce, international or State, that affects commerce injuriously 
or beneficiilly, and upon that ground can legislate in regard to 
it, where will you stop? The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] says that he will bring in an amendment here to prevent 
crab grass from growing. Would it not be 5 to 
the bills he has introduced so often here appropriating money 
for the suppression of epidemic and contagious diseases? Would 
it not be equally appropriate to bring in an amendment to pre- 
vent the whooping cough or the scarlet fever? It is in the de- 
gree of importance that these things aro to be considered logic- 
ally and not by reference to a literal interpretation. 
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Now, in respect to the objectand purposes of the Constitution, 
where will you find a di.erence between an invading army 
sweeping the whole country out of existence and a pestilence or 
a ruinous cause to agriculture beyond the means of individuals 
or States? I am informed by the Senator from North Dakota, 
who has considered the subject carefully, that here are seven 
States. They can not, by the Constitution, enter intoa treaty or 
confederation. The constitutional measure is, that this is an 
evil beyond the competency, not the constitutional competency 

alone, but the actual capacity of these States to deal with. 

Will it be said that it was never intended by the Constitution, 
it being admitted that a great public evil can arise which would 
destroy the entire agriculture of the country and which would 
require the cooperation by treaty or legislative means of all the 
States, that that was not within 5 of the Constitution, 
that that agent which was prescribed to legislatafor all the States 
and in reference to those things which a tict all the States, could 
not deal with this great public evil sweeping over the whole 
country and entirely beyond the competency of an individual 
State, with this provision in the Constitution saying to the dif- 
ferent States, you can not enter into a treaty or confederation 
with each other? 

Now, that is the way Linterpret that part of the Constitution, 
and it seems to me that we should now arrive at that ground 
where we interpret the Constitution according to its publie pur- 
poses, eccording to the necessity of action by acommonagent for 
all the States, and not by the literal language of the Constitu- 
tion. In that respect the precedents, it seems to me, are en- 
tirely with the Senator from North Dakota. 

As I said, I do not see the difference between the legislation 
for the appropriation of money to prevent the spread of Te 
demic and cont igious disease, because incidentally it affects in- 
directly commerce, and the necessity of action here as to a 
something which directly affects allthe States. 

Now. Mr. President. I think that this is an evil that will 
be ascertained to be destructive to commerce and agriculture; 
that here is an introduction of a thistle, a destructive plant, 
spreading over the whole country with a rapidity which is 
impossible to arrest, except by simultaneous action in seven 
States at a particular period ot the year. Is that true? Is it true 
that the agriculture of the great wheat-producing region of this 
country and the subsistence of the millions of American people 
who are dependent upon itis about to be destroyed, and the only 
remedy for it is simultaneous operation in all the different States 
of the means of destruction of it? 

If it be true. and if it be also true that the great production of 
wheat is about to be destroyed, and the subsistence of millions of 
people, unless this remedy can be applied. and that it can not be ap- 
plied by any one State, but that it must be done by some common 
authority extending over all of them, the States being prohibited 
by the Constitution from entering into treaties and confedera- 

ons with each other, it seems to me that this isa case which 
ought to require the attention and action of Congress. 

Phe Constitution is to be interpreted, in my opinion, by two 
greutand presminentconsiderations. viz: To preserve the powers 
and autonomy of the National or Federal Government, and to 

reserve the powers and autonomy of the State governments, 
atever is not inconsistent with this is constitutional, if re- 
quired by the pamo and general interest of the people. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to 
yield to me that I may make a request of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I will withdraw the motion for the present, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the consideration of the 

ding bill be made the special order immediately succeeding 
3 of the consideration of Senate bill 341, the Me- 
Garrahan claim, in the charge of the Senator from Colorado 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? N 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest to the Senator from North Dakota that 
it would also be well, probably, to give precedence to the bill in 
relation to the printing house site. That is certainly a question 
which we ought to dispose of. I have no objection to the pend- 
Sg Sarre ollowing upon the heels of that bill. 

r. HANSBROUGH. I do not understand that the Senator 
from Tennessee, who made the motion to reconsider the Print- 
ns Py bill, indicated when he desires to bring up that matter. 

r. QUAY. My understanding is that the printing house 
site bill will come up in regular order as the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My impression is that the unfinished 
business is the McGarrahan bill. That bill was not disposed of. 

Mr. QUAY. No: neither was the printing house site bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 3H, known as the Mo- 
Garrahan bill, is the unfinished bill at 20’clock on Monday next 
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Mr. FRYE. The Printing Office bill is then to be considered 
in the morning hour. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It has no rights whatever. 

Mr, HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that I have simply asked that the Russian thistle bill be 

ut down as a special order to succeed the consideration of the 

cGarrahan claim bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That may be done. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is right. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask that it be made the unfinished ` 


business after Senate bill 341 is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered, 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire what disposition was 
made of the bill which has been under discussion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asked unanimous consent that it be considered as the unfinished 
business after the disposition of the McGarrahun bill, the bill of 
which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. T#LLER]has charge, and 
it was agreed to. 

PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES, 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask that Order of Business 203, Senate bill 
67, may be considered next in order after the bill of the Senator 
from North Dakota, the thistle bill, is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MILLS. What is the soe eae 
ss ToS VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will state the bill 

y title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 67) to amend an act entitled “An 
act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to 
provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and 
commissions paid on void entries of public lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURPIE. I is 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I give notice that immediately after the 
consideration of Senate bill 341, the McGarrahan bill, and the 
bill which has just been under consideration—the thistle bill— 
I shall move to take up Senate bill 67. 


CAPT. JOHN W. PULLMAN, 


Mr. DAVIS. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the bill (S. 1637) for the relief of Capt. John W. Pull- 
man. 

Mr. BERRY. Lask the Senator from Minnesota if there is any 
particular reason why he desires to have the Senate consider 
that bill this evening? I had moved an executive session, and I 
simply yielded to the Senator from South Dakota. 

r. DAVIS.. I willstate to the Senator from Arkansas that 
it is a matter of some convenience to myself. It is a measure 
which I wish to have of. 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield to the Senator from Minnesota, but 
after that I will renew my motion. ; à 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas John W. Pullman, who was eommissioned a second lieutenant 
of the Eighth Ca „in the United States Army on the 15th day of June, 
1809, e e nag commissioned a captain in the Quartermaster’s De- 

artment; an 
: Whereas Hon. W. A. Day, on the 12th day of June, 1889, then the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury of the United States, prepared a revised statement 
of Capt. Pullman’s account, fin due the à John W. Pullman the 
sum of $1,396.31, and on the same day certified the result to the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury for payment, which was su uently re- 
turned to the Second Auditor without any decision, and without prej- 
udice by him, inasmuch as Attorney-General Miller had expressed an 
opinion that a previous receipt given by Capt. Pullman for an amount that 
the accounting officer had erroneously adjudged his due. pre's him from 
receiving the portion that had been erroneously and unlawfully previous! 
withheld, supporting such opinion by the declaration that had it happen 
through a mistake of law of the accounting o ncer of the United States the 
captain had been paid too much instead of too little, it wou d seem quite 
clear that the excess could not be recovered back: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are hereby, directed, on application being made by Capt. John W. Pullm: 
or his legal representatives, to adjust and pay his said claim as stated an 
certified to by the Second Auditor of the Treasury on the 12th day of June, 
1880, in accordance with such certificate and the law applicable thereto as 
construed by the Supreme Court of the United States, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
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consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock p. 
crt Mea Senate adjourned until Monday, March 26, at 12 
o’ m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate March 22, 1894. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Henry Bohl, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for 
the southern district of Ohio, vice John H. Simmons, whose term 
expired February 4, 1894. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Harlan Cleveland, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Ohio, vice John W. Herron, whose 
term expired January 27, 1804. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Michael Ryan, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Samuel 
Bailey, jr., whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Henry J. Schuite, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, to succeed James S. 
Burdsal, removed. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 7 

Albert J. Barr, of Pennsylvania, to bo surveyor of customs for 
the district of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, to suc- 
ceed John F. Dravo, whose term of office will expire by limita- 
tion April 1, 1894. 

Henry D. ‘Lemon, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the 

rt of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Amor Smith, 
i resigned. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William H. Dunphy, of Tekoa, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys, at Wallawalla, Wash., vice Joseph C. Painter, to be 
removed. 

Edward K. Hawkins, of Aberdeen, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys, at Olympia, Wash., vice Jacob R. Welty, to be 
removed. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

John G. Newbill, of Springfield, Mo., to be register of the land 

office at Springfield, Mo., vice Joseph W. McClurg, term ex- 
ired. 

3 Jesso F. Murphy, of Olympia, Wash., to be Soar of the 

land office at Olympia, Wash., vice George G. Mills, to be re- 


moved. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign Houston Eldredge, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in | 


the Navy, from the 23d of January, 1834 (subject to a physical 
reéxamination in four months), vice Lieut. (junior grade) Harry 
S. Knapp, promoted. 

Ensign Henry B, Wilson, to be lieutenant (junior grade) from 
the ith of 3 1894, vice Lieut, (junior grade) William L. 
Rodgers, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 

J. A. Ladd, to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of Tama 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Elmer E. Taylor, whose com- 
mission expired January 8, 1894. 

William T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry H. Reed, 
whose commisson expired January 8, 1894. 

Edward J. Brown, to be postmaster at Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place 
of George H. Waterman, whose commission expired March 7, 
1894. 

John D. Dennis, to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Augustus J. 
Hoitt, whose commission expired March 30, 1893. 

Patrick Kelly, to be postmaster at Devils Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota, in the place of William 
A. Hamilton, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

W. F. Daly, to be tmaster at Du Bois, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lewis Zeig- 
ler, whose commission ee pire January 27, feos. 

Alexander M. Dick, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of Adam T. Darr, whose commission expired February 27, 1894. 

John A. Fry, to be postmaster at Ephrata, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John F. 
Mentzer, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Oliver C. Jackson, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Edward H. Graves, whose commission expired e 1894. 


Willis W. Kitch, to be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Theodore 
M. Ford, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Patrick J. Langan, to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Pennsylvania, in the piace of George 
Amerman, whose commissioned expired December 21, 1893. 

Evan T. McGaw, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
John W. Foust, whose commission expired February 11, 1894, 

R. J. O'Donnell, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Theodore 
Pierce, whose commission expired february LH, 1844. 

Albert R. Saylor, to be postmaster at Royersford, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
s Meria R. Peterman, whose commission expired December 

, 1893. 

Charles Schmitt, to be postmasterat Homestead, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Robert 
MeWhinney, whose commission expired February 19, 1894, 

Frank H. Stratton, to be postmaster at Blossburg, in the 
county of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania, in ths place of 
15 D. Wilkinson, whose commission expired February 19, 

Solomon Uhl, to be postmaster at Somerset. in the count 
Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Josiah 
ler, whose commission expired Febraary 19, 1894. 


of 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 1894. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 


Marshall H. Williams, of Arizona Territory, to be associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFIORE. 


James Walter Smith, of Stockton, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Stockton, Cal. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward A. Pueschel, of Bakersfield, Cal., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Visalia, Cal. 
Samuel Lefer, of Stockton, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Stockton, Cal. 
Richard S. Sheridan, of Roseburg, Oregon, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Roseburg, Oregon. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Peter McRory, to be postmaster at Port Henry, in the county 
of Essex and State of New York. 

C. W. Ravlin, to bə postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 

John Whitfield, to ba postmaster at Stuart, in the county of 
Guthrie and State of Iowa. : 

Charles E. Stuck, to be postmaster at Otsego, in the county 
of Allegan and State of Michigan. 

Henry C. Dater, to be postmaster at Ballston Spa, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York. 

Albert E. Rice, to be 8 at Barre, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Edwin B. Horton, to be postmaster at Athol Center, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Orson G. Couch, to be postmaster at Amherst, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas H. Maynard, to be postmaster at Olare, in the county 
of Clare and State of Michigan. 

John Brodie, to be postmaster at Valparaiso, in the county of 
Porter and State of Indiana. 

John Rentz, to be eg at Blissfield, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan, 

Smith N. McCloud, to be 8 at Marysville, in the 
county of Union and State of Ohio. 

George W. Finney, to be postmaster at Dennison, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

George P. Bias igs: to be N at Painesville, in the 
county of Lake and State of Ohio. 

Wiiliam Evans, to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of Appanoose and State of Iowa. 

William Jay Shields, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Fulton and State of Indiana. $ 

Harvey R. Harris, to be postmaster at Michigan City, in the 
county of Laporte and St ite of Indiana. + 

John C. Dick, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan. 

James E, Lutz, to be postmaster at Yale, in the county of St. 
Clair and State of Michigan. 

Henry W. Chinn, to be postmaster at Velasco, in the county 
of Brazoria and State of Texas. > 
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Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1894. 


POSTMASTER. 


E. P. Thompson, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Mississippi. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 22, 1894. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
William S. Green, of Colusa, Cal., to be surveyor-general of 


California. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Edward G. Niklaus, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Indiana. 

W. T. Cheatham, jr., to be Ded ton at Henderson, in the 
county of Vance and State of North Carolina. 

George Dyson, to be tmaster at Rushville, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 22, 1894. 


The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, LOWER CEDAR POINT, POTOMAC RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ap- 
ropriation for rebuilding the light-house at Lower Cedar Point, 
otomae River, Maryland, which was destroyed by fire December 
25,1893; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
CONTINGENT EXPENSES, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriations submitted by the Secretary of War for contin- 
gent expenses, military information division, Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Oflice, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESS IN 1895. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Hous> a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting a communication from the Sec- 
retary of State, inclosing a letter from the ambassador of 
France at this capital relative to this Government taking part 
in the International Penitentiary Congress to be held in Paris, 
June, 1895: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AGREEMENT WITH YAKIMA AND YUMA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Yakima nation of Indians in the State of Washington; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Yuma Indians in the State of California; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. SHUMATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings in the case of 
James H. Shumate vs. The United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his annual report for the 
calendar year 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, and ordered to ba printed. 


BRIDGE OVEK MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1749) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge over the Monongahela 
River at Glenwood, Pa. 

Mr. DALZELL. This bill is almost identical in terms with 
a House bill which has been favorably reported. I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, eic., That the Glenwood Highway Bridge 8 @ cor - 

rganized under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
empowered to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the Mononga- 


hela River, from a point on the north shore of said Monongahela River at or 
near where Second avenue in the Twenty-third ward of the city of Pittsburg 
is crossed by the Pittsburg and Connellsville Railroad, toa point directly 
across said river, on the south shore thereof, about 400 feet, more or — 
below the mouth of Streets Run and above the foundation of the old coa 
tipple at Hays Station, all within the county of Allegheny and State of Penn- 
sylvania. That said Glenwood Highway Bridge mpany shall not com- 
mence the construction of its bri bri piers, abutments, causeway, 
and other works over or in said Monongahela River until the location an 
pins of thesameshall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary 
of War. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall 
be built and located under and subject to such tions for the securi 
ot the navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; an 
to secure that object the said company or corporation shall submit to the 
Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing 
of the bridge and a map of the location, giving for the space of one half mile 
above and one-half mile below the NA ede location the high and low water 
lines upon the banks of the river, the direction and strength of the currents 
at low and at high water, with the 56 showing the bed of 
the stream, and the location of any other reuse or bridges, such map to be 
suficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to Tadeo of the proper 
location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other information as may be 
required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject: and until 
the said plan and location of the briage are approved by the Secretary of 
War the rogo shall not be commenced or built; and should any change be 
madein the plans of said bridge during the progress of its construction. such 
changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That the channel span of said b go shall be not less than 500 feet in length 
in the clear, and the clear height of the superstructure shall not be less than 
53 feet above the level of the water at -full in said river. 

Sec. 3. That said bridge herein authorized to be constructed shall be so 
kept and managed at all times as to afford proper means and ways for the 
pasange of vessels, barges, or rafts, both by day and by night, and there 
shall be displayed on said bridge by the owners thereof. from sunset to sun- 
rise. such lights and other signals as the Light-House Board may prescribe; 
and such changes shall be made from time to time in the structure of said 
bridge as the Secretary of War may direct, at the expense of said bridge 
88 in order the more effectually to preserve the free navigation of 
sa ver. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced —.— one year and completed 
within three years from the date of the appro this act. 

Src, 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that it is in the regular form. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir; in the regular form, 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was read three times and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles, which were severally read twice and referred 
as stated: 

A bill (S. 445) supplementary to an actentitled ‘‘Anact to pro- 
vide a government for the District of Columbia,” approved Feb- 
ruary 21, 1871, and also an act entitled Au act for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 

roved June 20, 1874—to the Committee on the District of Co- 


umbia. 
A bill 8 755) granting the right of way to the Albany and 
Astoria Railroad Company through the Grande Ronde Indian 
Reservation in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1280) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


LESVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, indefinitely, on account of death in his 
family. 

To Mr. BELTZHOOVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. COMPTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WALKER, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. FITHIAN, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Lucas, for twenty days, on account of important busi- 
ness at term of court. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received by telegraph sev- 
eral requests for leave of absence on account of sickness. These 
requests will bə granted, if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, indefinite leave of absonce was 
granted in the following cases, on account of sickness: 

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

To Mr. MALLORY. 

To Mr. Moon. 

To Mr. WELLS. 

To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. A joint resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of the books of 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | the Beaufort Library Society, of Beaufort, S. O; and 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the , A bill (S. 497) to amend ! An act to amend section 4400 of 
bil (H. R. 55:0) toregulate the making of property returns by | Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, con- 
officers of the Government; when the Speaker signed the same. | cerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved Angu h 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 188_; and also to amend section 4414, Title , of the 
3 Statutes, ‘‘Regulation of steam vessels.” 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, | The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 

announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills | following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House 


or air (8K. 51370 ` the relief of Louis L. Willi a 3 
Ab R. 913) for the relief of Louis iams; an Resolved by the Senate (the Hi Representati ing), That there 
A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to M rs. Mary O. be inden 1,000 copies Ín 8 the new 2 — of the 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia. Senate election cases and of precedents relating to the privileges of the 


Senate: 1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate and 2,500 
ies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, the same 


ne message also announced that the Senate had passed with- | go 
> to be printed on the back as follows: 


out amendment the following resolutions: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concu. ), That there Senate Privileges and Elections. 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William Election Cases. 
Lilly. late a Representative from the State of 5585 8,000 copies; Taft. 
of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Repre- Precedents as to Privileges. 
sentatives of the State of Pennsylvania, which shall inc:ude 50 copies to be Furber. $ 


bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of Provided, The clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall, 
the Lee Kepres shall befor the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of | under the direction of such committee, prepare a 5 of the cases since 


the H resentatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
haves ved and printed a portrait of the said Wilii Lilly to BE — — and the same shall be inserted as an appendix in the foregoing 


pany the said eulogies, Aigo" 


Also: 
a Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
Resolved 18535 House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there | be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number 
ted 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for | already ordered by law, 7,000 copies of the Fourteenth Annual Report of the 
the year 1893, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; | Director of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preced- 
8,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000copies for the use | ing volumes of the series. of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the 
of the members of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the | Senate. 2,000 for the use of the Houss of Representatives, and 4,000 for dis- 
use of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. tribution by the Geological Survey. 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed | FUNDS—CHEROKEE NATION. 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


House was requested: 4 AR A 
A bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of C e e to TITO ok tee 


Chauncey M. Lockwood; . i A j 
“15 h | Sub:reasury in the city of New York, from R, T. Wilson & Co., 
ach lS iiy granting aig of way to th, Tamostown and | or amigas ts money amom ting to 83,300, to be padà tk 
tion, in the State of North Dakota; neers Nonon, and to place the same to the credit of the 
131 eroxee Nation. 
A bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after 


vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo.; j 8 k Shier 
5 ; : which the Chair will ask for objection. 
ieee 18 korn 8 for kus erection ot an equestrian statue i The joint resolution (H. Res. 144) was read, as follows: 
1 ` Whereas by an act of the National Council of the Cherokee Natior a 
doiph Moriocal satanistai of MG. Mordecai ß EAE A Sh 
3, 286) j Ov i | Co. and „the second, third, fourth, and fifth installments of th 
C relief of the owners and crew of the | 8 shen with the interest 8 prom the 4th day or March, 1803, 


mak to be paid by the United States to said Cherokee Nation for the Cherokee 
A bill (S. 343) for the relief of the legal representatives of | outlet as provided by a contract made pursuant to section 10 of An act 


Royal M. Hubbard; making appropriations for current and contingent Sxbenses. and fulfilling 
$ a ; s treaty stipulations wit! an tribes for tiscal year ending June 20. à 
A bill (S. 344) for the relief of William M. Keightley; approved March 3, 1893, and in accordance with the provisions of said act of 


A bill (S. 345) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; the National Council of the Cherokee Nation the consideration for said sale 
A bill (S. 407) making appropriation for the improvement of and assignment,amounting to $6,740,000, was to be Pyne in the subtreasury 


the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.; p Oe ee rr tne tino Coan ot ee ee 
A bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- | tion; and o © ‘ne Action of tae National Counell of sald Cherokee Na- 


pany; ou Saraan y 3 oo ary 4 order to Jef — said 5 ad 8 
1 conte receive 8 money a 9 subtreasur w a to 
A bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the Districtof Columbia | place tue same to the credit of said Cherokee Nation: Tmerefore. o S 
a salaried oneer and to provide for more efficient service in the 8 by the Senate and, Houte of kepresentatives of he United Sates 
surveyor s oce; of America Jongress assembled, That the secretary of the Treasury be an 
A 7 he hereby is authorized and directed to receive at t ubtreasury in the cit; 
A bill S. 507) Lai peer for ue collection of fees for furnish- of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co. or assigns, the said money 50 to be 
r r a R 
5 en amend sec- $ OF BA eroxee Nation. 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of ves-| There being no objection the joint resolution was considered, 
F arii phaid y iiet ry 1. 77 to provide for marking 3 to a third reading, and being read the third time, was 
e j ; ssed. 
A bill 8. 511) providing for the establishment and enforce- On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS a motion to reconsider the 
ment of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of | last vote was laid on the table. 
United States canals and similar works of navigation, and for CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


on bill (8.813) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt; | ‘The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the standing and select 
A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall: committees for reports. 
A bill (8. 587) to amend an act entitled An act to regulate the CONTESTED ELECTION, THIRD CALIFORNIA DIS TRIO r. 
earringe of passengers by sea,” approved August 2, 1882: | Mr. BROWN. from the Committee on Elections, submitted a 


A bill (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the vised Statutes of | report and resolutions in the contested election case of Warren 
the United States, and to amend sections 4146, 4320, also section | B. English against Samuel G. Hilborn, from the Third Congres- 
1 of the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, ap- sional district of the State of California: which was ordered to 
proved March 3, 1883, and for other purposes; be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

A bill S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of Mr. WAUGG, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies | the minority in said contest. 


furnished the Indian service; BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER AT CLIFTON, TENNESS 
A His. 9 he reli he heirs C B. Smitl 2 : 2 N, NESSEE, 
a e B: Smith; Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


eceased; à A ; 
0 St present consideration of the bill (H. R. 504) to extend the time 
Te e the purchase of a portrait of Capt. authorizing the St. Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a 


r bridge across Tennessee River at Clifton, Tenn. 
on preg 1412) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora The SPEAKER. The bill will } i subject to objection. 
A bill (S. 1683) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four The bill was read, as follows: 
condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of Be it enacted, etc., Relig prre act passed and approved June the sth. 


1 rising ham 
the Government lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, III.; n —.—.— River at Clifton, Tenn., be 8 „„ ts 


the work on said bridge shall be commenced within one year from June 6, 
1894, and completed by June 6, 1898. 
The committee recommend the adoption of the foll amendments: 


„0 8 including the 

wi we ge Mey se line and insert as follows: 

“SEC. 8. t the right to alter. amend, . this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved without any liability of the United States for damages on 
account of the alterations, amendments, or re of this act. That this act 

‘shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized 
be not commenced within one year and completed within three years from 


the date of the approval of the act.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to know if this bill is in the 
usual form? 

Mr. COX. Itis. The original bill was paneod in the usual 
form, and this is simply an extension for a short time to enable 
them to complete the work. 

There being no ob ection the bili was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to, and the 
bill ns amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and hong engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed, 
On motion of Mr. COX, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, I am instructed to ask unanimous consent of 
the House that the committee have leave to sit during the ses- 
sions o! the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request, 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R.1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company 1o bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; and 

. A bill |S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa. 
CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—O’NEILL VS. JOY. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. S r, I desire to call up the con- 
tested election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON| calls up the contested election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 
The Clerk will report the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charies F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
ssentatives to the Fifty-third C ress from the Eleventh Congressional 
districtof Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 
- Resolved. That Jonn J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I will have to raise the question 
of consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] 
raises the question of consideration against this report. The 


question is, Will the House proceed to consider the resolution? | 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr. WAUGH) there were—ayes 

109, noes 1, 8 
Mr. WAUGH. No quorum. 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. PATTERSON demanded the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 0, not 
voting 193; as follows: 


YEAS—159. 
Alexander, Campbe Dockery, Hendrix, 
Bailey, Cannon, Donovan, Hines, 
Baker, Caruth, Dunn, Holman, 
Baldwin, Catchings, Dunphy, Hooker, Miss. 
Bankhead, Clancy, Durborow, unter, 
Clark, Mo. Enloe, Hutcheson, 

Bartlett, Clarke, Ala. Epes, Jonnson, Ohio 
Barwig, Cobb, Ala. Erdman, Kem, 
Bell, Cobb. Mo. Everett, en 
Bery, Cockrell, Forman, Kri 
Black, Ga. Coffeen, Geary, Kyle 
Black, Conn, Gorman, Lane, 
od 8 — grey. paca 

per, Fla. wson, 
Bower, N. C. Cooper, Tex. Griffin, Layto 
Branch, Cox, 2 

Ark. Crawford. Hail, Minn. Lisle, 
Brickner, Culberson, Hall, Mo. Li 
Broo! Cummings, Hammond, Lockwood, 
Brown, Davis, Barth, 8 
Bunn, De Armond, addox, 
Burnes, De Forest, Hatch, Marshall, 
Bynum, Denson, Heard, Martin, 
Dinsmore, Henderson, N.C. McOreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, Outhwai Ro La. 
M — 4, Pa te, bertson, 
McDearmon, tterson, ermerhorn, 
McEttrick, Paynter, II. 
— — Sibley, 
MeN nt Pendleton, W. Va. 8 i 
ton, W. Va. 

Meredith. — —— 
Meyer, oo, S 
Money, Rayner, Stevens, 
Montgomery, Y, dale, 

gan, Ey. 
Moses, Richardson, Mich. Strait, 
8 SCC Poni: Straus, 
Onell, Robbins, Talbert, S.C. ~ 

NAYS—. 
NOT VOTING—19%. 

Abbott, 
Adams, Ky, Davey, Jvbnson, Ind. 
Adams, Pa. D . Johnson, N. Dak. 
Alten, Doilliver, Jones, 
Alderson, Doolittle, Joy, 
Aldrich, Draper, Kiefer, 
2 — Eus K Laph ‘ 

Y, y. am, 
Arnold, ‘ever, 
Avery, English, Linton, 

Bak N. u. Pinion, Londi ager, 

aker, t ens! 
Bartholdt, 5 Lu 4 
Belden. > 
Beil, Colo. Funston, Maguire, 
Beltzhoover, an, Mahon, 
Bingham, Gardner, Mallory, 
Blair. Gear, Marsh, 
Boatner, Geissenhainer, Marvin. N. v. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. McAleer, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. N. 
Brattan, Goldzier, McCle Minn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, McDowell, 
Bretz. G cG 
Broderick, Grosvenor, * rrer M 
Brosius, mt, cMillin, 
Bryan, Grow, Rae 
Bundy, Hager, Meiklejohn, 
Burrows, Hainer, ercer, 
Cadmus, Harmer, Milliken, 
Caldwell, Harter, Moon, 
Caminetti, Hartman, Morse, 
Cannon, III. Haugen, Murray, 
Capehart, Hayes, Newlands, 
Causey, er. Northway 
Chickering, Henderson, III. 
Childs. Iowa Paschal, 
Cockra: Hepburn, Pa 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pence, 
Compton, Hicks, Perkins, 

per, Ind. Hilborn, Phillips, 

Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Pickler, 
Cornish, Hooker, N. X. Post. 
Cousins, Hopkins, III Powers, 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. uigg. 
Crain, Houk, dall, 
Curtis, Kans. udson, Ray, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick. 5 
Dalzell. Hull. Rey burn, 


No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. CALDWELL: 

Mr. MoMILuIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. * 
Mr. BRETZ with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. CADMUS with Mr. WEVER. 


Mr. ARNOLD 


Mr. WELLS with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 


with Mr. HEPBURN. 


Tawney. : 
lor, ind. 
Taylor, Tenn. 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. SIPE with Mr. SMITE of Illinois. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 


Mr. POWERS 
For this day: 
Mr. FrrHIAN 
. MAGNER 


with Mr. OATES. 


with Mr. WHITE. 
with Mr. RANDALL. 


. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER. 

. EDMUNDS with Mr. PAYNE. 
. MCRAE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
. ALDERSON with Mr. FUNK. 
. GOLDZIER with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
. ALLEN with Mr. STORER. 


On this question: 
Mr. MALLORY with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 
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Mr. FYAN with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. APSLEY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Crain, e Oates, 
Aitken, Curtis, N. Y. Hicks, Robbins, 
Alderson, Davey, ouk, Russell, Ga. 
Allen, Dingley, Hull, Sickles, 
Arnold, E A Jones, Simpson, 
Babcock, Eilis. Ky. Kieter, Sipe. 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Barwig, Funk, meas, Snodgrass, 
Beltz hoover, Funston, Magner, Stone, W. A. 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, Maguire, Tarsney, 
Boatner, Goldzier, Mallory, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brattan, Goodnigat, arsh, Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Marvin, N. Y, Turpin, 
Bretz. Gresham, McAleer, Updegrag. 
Bro ius. Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Caldwell, Hager, Meo Wadsworth, 
Capehart, Hare, McLaurin, ker, 
Causey, Harter, McMi 
Cockran, Haugen, McRae. Wells, 
Compion, Hayes, Meiklejohn, Wever, 
Cooper, Ind. Heiner, Mercer, Whiting, 

A Henderson, III. Moon, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Henderson, Iowa Newlanda, Wright, Pa. 
Covert, Hepburn, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, the Clerk will 
call the names of those who failed to answer on the first call, 
and on this call excuses may be offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER (when the nameof Mr. GOLDZIER was called). 
Mr, Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. GOLDZIER] be ex- 
cused for this day. I have received a ram from him stat- 
ing that he is on his way to Washington and will be here to- 
morrow morning. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The call was resumed and concluded, 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and fifty-seven gentlemen 
have answered to their names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the resolutions 
called up by the gentleman from Tennessee. As many as favor 
proceeding with the consideration of those resolutions will when 
their names are called say yea, and those opposed no; and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays O, not 
yoting 185; as follows: 


J YEAS—167. 

1 — = re, Bichards; Ohio 

ey, yie, ichardson, Tenn. 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, e, Ritchie, 
Baldwin, De Forest, Latimer, Robbins, 
Bankhead, Denson, Robertson, La. 
Barnes. Dinsmore, Layton, Rusk, 
Bartlett, Dockery, Lester, Ryan, 
Barwig, Donovan, Lisle, Sayers, 
Bell, Dunn, Schermerhorn, 
Berry, Dunphy, Lockwood, Shell. 
Black, Ga. Durborow, Lynch, Sickles, 
Black, III. English, Maddox, Somers, 
Bland, Enloe, Marshall, Sperry, 
Boen, Epes, Martin, Ind. r > 
Branch, Erdman, McCreary, Ky. Stallings, 
Brickner, Everett, McCulloc Stevens, 
Brookshire, Fielder, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Brown, Forman, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, an, McEttrick, Strait, 
Bunn, Geary, McKaig. Straus, 
Burnes, Gorman, McKeighan, Swanso:; 
Bynum, Grady, Monagan, Talbert, S. C. 
Caba: Griffin, Meredith, Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Haines, Meyer, ate, 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. Money, Taylor, Ind 
Capenart, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, erry, 
Caruth, Hare, Morgan, Tracey, 
Causey, Harris, Moses, Tucker, 
Clancy, Hatch, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, eill, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, eard, O'Neil, Turpin, 
Cobb. Ala. Henderson, N. O. Outhwaite, Tyler, 
Cobb. Mo. Hendrix, age. arner, 

krell, Hines, Paschal, Washington, 
Coffeen, Ho N Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Conn. Hooker, Miss. Paynter. iting, 
Coombs. Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Ill. 

A Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va Williams, Miss. 

Cooper, Tex. Hu Pigott, Wise, 

x. . Price, Wolverton, 
Crawford, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, Woodard. 
Culberson, em i 

NAYS—0, 


NOT VOTING—15. 


Abbott, Curtis, N. Y. Hull. Ray, 
Adams, Ky. Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Adame, Pa. Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Aitken, paroi Jones, 
Alderson, Dingley, Joy, - Ro 
Aldrich, Doluver, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 

llen, Doolittle, Kribbs, Russell, Ga. 
Apsley, Draper, Lacey, Scran 
Arnold, Edm 3 Settle, 
Avery, Ellis, Ky. Lefever, Shaw, 
Babcock, Ellis, Oregon Linton, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Loud, Sibley, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Sim 
Be 11. 881 sees . — Sign. 

ell. Colo. ton, agner, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, M: Sn 

ingham, Gear, ? Mahon, Stephenso: 
Blair, Geissenhainer, Mallory, Stone, C. W. 
Boatner, Gillet, N. X. sh, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, llett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Bower, N.C. Goldzier, McAleer, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, McCall, Sweet, 
Brattan. Graham, McCleary, Minn. ‘Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gresham, MecDow; ‘Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, McGann, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bretz, Grout, McLaurin, homas, 
Broderick, Grow, 0 Und 
Brosius, Hager, M Van N.Y. 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Hamm ercer, W ‘orth, 
Cadmus, Harmer, Milliken, Walker, 
Caldwell, Harter, Moon, Wanger, 
Cannon, Cal. Hartman. Morse, Wau 
Cannon, Ul. Haugen, A Weadock, 
Catchings, Heiner, Newlands, Wells, è 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Northway, 3 

hiids, Henderson, Iowa Oates, Wheeler, III. 
Cockran Hepburn, Payne, te, 
Cogswell, Hermann, earson, Wilson, Ohio 
Compton, Pence, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ind. Hilbo: erkins, Wilson, W. Va. 

Der. W. Hitt, Phillips, Woomer, 

Cornish, Hooker, N. X. Pickler, Wright, 
Cousins, Hopkins, Post, Wright, Pa. 
Covert, Hopk Powers, 
Crain, Houk, Quigg, 
Curtis, Kans. Hulick, Randall, - 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
COOPER of Wisconsin, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 167; the nays 
arenone. No quorum. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. BURROWS. One moment. The gentleman behind me 
wishes to make a motion. 

Mr. WAUGH. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 42, noes 112. 

Mr. WAUGH. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
8 3 and Mr. PATTERSON. The yeas and nays, Mr. 

aker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 24, nays 158, not 
voting 170; as follows: 


that the 


YEAS—%. 

Gardner, Loud, Stone, W. A. 
Apsley, Hicks, McDowell, Strong, 
Avery, Hooker, N. ¥. Milliken, Sweet, 
Babcock, Hopas III. Robinson. Pa. whey, 
Blair, Hulick, Russell, Conn. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bundy, Lefever, Stone, C. W. Wilson, Ohio. 

NAYS—158. z 
Alexander, Clark, Mo. Forman, Lane, 
Bailey, Clarke, Ala. Latimer, 
Baker, Kans. Cobb, Geary, Lawson, 
Baldwin, Cobh, Mo. Gorman, Lester, 
Bankhead, Cockrell, Grady, Lisle 
Barnes, Coffeen, Gresham, Lynch, 
8 Conn, G audox, 
Bell. Tex. Cooper, Fla. Haines. Marshall, 
Berry, Cooper, Tex. all, Minn. Martin, Ind. 
Black, Ga. Cousins, Hall, Mo. McCreary, Ky. 
Bland, Cox. Hare, McCuill 
Boen, Crawford. Harris, McDannold, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Culberson, Hatch, McDearmon, 
Brickner, Daniels, Heard, McEttrick, 
Broo N Du vis. Henderson, N. C. McK: 
Brown, Armo Hines, McKeig 
Bryan, De Forest, Holman, McLa 
Bunn, nson, Hooker, Miss. Meredith, 
porcen tory rb rsa Meyer, 
ynum, ery, unter, ontgomery, 

Cabaniss, Donovan, rt, Morgan, 
Caminetti, Dunphy, Johnson, N. Dak. Moses, 
Campbell, ng ohnson, Mutchler, 

Enloe, Kem, — s 
Capehart, Kilgore, O'Neil, 
Caruth, Everett, Kribbs, Outhwaite, 
Clancy, Kyle, Page, 
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Paschal, 
Patterson, 

ter, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 

tt, 

ce, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Mich. 


Crain, 
Cummings, 


Henderson, II. 
Henderson, lowa 


McNagny, 
Mc. S 


Meiklejohn, 
M 


Ww 
Waitng, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 


Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Pickler, 


‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion for 
a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. BAILEY]. The question now 


recurs, Will the House 


proceed to consider the resolution sub- 


mitted by the gentleman from Tennessee? Upon that question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 


roll. 


lerk will call the 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 0, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


YEAS—162. 
——.— SS ae 

m yle, 

Davis, Lane, 
De Armond, Latimer, 
DeForest, Lawson, 
Denson, ton, 
Dinsmore, Lester, 
Do À Tivivesto 
novan, gston, 
Lockwood, 
Dunphy, Inch. 
E Maddox, 
Epes,” Marshall 
pes, arshall, 

0 Martin. Ind. 
Everett, McCreary, Ky. 
Forman, MeCulioe! 

an, MecDannold, 
goman McDearmo! 

— PAi Melzttrick, 
Gres. McKaig, 
Grifin, McKeighan, 
Haines, McLaurin, 
Hall, Minn. McNagny, 
Mo. Meredith, 
Hare, Meyer, 
H Montas 
atch, ontgomery, 
Heard, Morgan, 
Henderson, N.C. Moses, 
endrix, Mutehler, 
Hines, eill, 
Ho Outhwaite, 
Hooker, Miss. age, 
Hudson, 8 
Hunter, Patterson, 
Hutcheson, Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, Tex. 
em, Pendieton, W. Va. 
Kilgore, Pigott, 


Price, 

R nas, Ohio 

Richardson, Mich. 

rere ee Tenn. 
te 


NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Abbott, Dalze Hulick, 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Hull, 
Adams, Pa. Davey, Johnson, Ind. 
Aitken, ae ey. Johnson, N. Dak. 
Aldrich, Doolittle core 
r polittle, oy, 
Allen, T, Kister, 
Apsley, Durborow, Lacey, 
Arnold, Edmunds, Lapham, 
Avery, Ky. Lefever, 
abeock, Ellis. Oregon Linton, 
Baker, Kans. Fielder, Loud, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Loudenslager, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher. Lucas. 
Belden, ‘unk, Magner, 
Bell, Colo. Funston, Mahon, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Mallory, 
ingham, Gear, Marsh, 
Black, III. eary, Marvin, N. Y. 
Blair. Geissenhainer, McAleer, 
Boatner, Gillet, N. V. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Medi Minn. 
Bower, N. C. Idzier, Mebowe 
Bowers, Cal. hi McGann, 
Brattan, raham, MeMillin, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, cRae, 
tz. rout, Meiklejohn, 
Broderick, Grow, Mercer, 
Brosius, Hager, en, 
Bundy, Hainer, Moon, 
Burrows, ond, Morse, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Murray, 
Cannon, III. A Newlands, 
Causey, Hartman, Northway, 
Chick 5 Hangen, a 
Childs, Hayes, O'Nei 
Cockran, Heiner, Payne, 
ell, erson, III. Peuce, 
Compton, Henderson,Iowa Perk 
Cooper, Fla. Hepburn, Phillips, 
Cooper, Ind. Hermann, Pickler, 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, ost. 
rnish, Hilborn, Powers, 
Cousins, tt, nigg, 
Covert, Hooker, N. Y. ndall, 
Crain, Hopkins, III. A 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa Rayner, 
N. Houk, X 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
are 157 and the nays are none. 


Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 


Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
adsworth, 
3 
unger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
W reler, IL 
Whi 


Wright, Pa. 


Upon this question the yeas 


No quorum has 


voted. 


Mr PATTERSON, I move a call of the House. 


The question being taken, the S 
that the ayes seemed to prevail. 


Mr. BURROWS. L ask fora 


division. 


peaker pro tempore announced 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 47. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 


Mr. PATTERSON, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were— 


not voting 185; as follows: 


YEAS—156, 
Alexander, Culberson, Kilgore, 
Bailey, Davis, D 
Baldw! De Armond, Kyle, 
Bankhead, De sorest, Lane, 
Barnes, Denson, Lapham, 

arwig, Dinsmore, Latimer, 
Bell, Colo. Donovan, Lawson, 
Bell, Tex. Dunn. Layton, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Lester, 
Bland, English, Lisle, 
Boen, Enloe, Livingston, 
Bower, N. C. Epes, Lockwood, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Erdman, Lynch, 
Brickner, Fielder, Maddox, 
Brooks is Maguire, 
Bryan, Geary, Marshall, 
Bunn, Grady, McCreary, 
burnes, Gresham, McCulloch, 
Capaniss, Griffin, McDannold, 
Ca mus, Haines. McDearmon. 
Caminetti, Hall, Minn. MecEttrick, 
Campbell, all, Mo. cKaig, 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond Mckeighan, 
Capehart, are, McNagny, 
Caruth, Harris, Meredith, 
Catchings, Haten, Money, 
Clancy. Hayes, Montgomery, 
Clark, Mo. Heard, Morgan, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N. C. Moses, 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Mutchler, 
Cobb. Mo. Hines, O'Neil, 
Cockrell, Holman, Outhwaite, 
Coffeen, Hooxer, Miss. Paschal, 
Conn, Hudson, Patterson, 
Coombs, Hunter, Paynter, 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Pearson. 
Cooper, Tex. Pendieton, Tex. 
X, Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va. 

Crawford, Kem, Pigott, 

NAYS—I1. 
Avery. Morse, Sibley, 
Ellis, Reed, Stone, C. W. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Russell. Conn. Strong, 


I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 


yeas 156, nays 11, 


Rayner, 


Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio. 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rivciie. 

Robbins, 

Ryan, 

Sayers, 

Somers, 

Sperry, 

Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Wanger, 
Wilson, Ohio. 


all further proceedings under the vall. 
The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 

that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BURROWS. Task for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 49. 
Mr. BURROWS. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 


vote will be withdrawn. 


tion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. STORER (before the result of the vote was announced), 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], 
and voted inidvertently. I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY). 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Inowaskfor a vote on the pending ques- 


The question is, Will the House 


The gentleman’s 
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NOT VOTING—166. The question was tiken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 38, 
Abbott, Cammings, Hopkins, III. Price, not voting 153; as follows: 
is, Kans, Hopkins, Pa. Quigg, 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. V. Houk, Randall, YEAS—162. 
3 Danis, a pe burn, Alexander, Crawford, Kilgore, Price, 
Aldrich, Davey, Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. pater, Culberson, Kribbs, Rayner, 
en, Dingley, Jones, Robinson, Pa. aker, Kans, Cummings, Kyle, Reilly, 
Apsley, Dockery, ‘Oy, Rusk. Bald Davis, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
old, Dolliver, Kiefer, Russell, Ga. Bankhead, De Armond, Lap Richardson, Mich. 
Babcock, Doolittle, Lacey. Schermerhorn, Barnes, De Forest, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baker, Kans. T, Lefever, cranton, Bartiett, Denson, Lawson, Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. Durborow, Linton, Settle. Barwig, Dinsmore, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Bartholdt, Edmu: Loud, Shaw, Bell, Colo. Dockery, sester, Ryan, 
Bartlett, Ellis, Ky. Loudenslager, Shell, Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Lisle, Sayers, 
Belden, Everett, Lucas, Sherman, erry, Duroorow, Livingston, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Magner, Sickles, ae A Ga. English, Lynch, mers, 
Berry, Fletcher, Mahon, Simpson, B and, Epes, Maddox, Springer, 
Bingham, Forman, Mallory, Sipe, B Eraman, Maguire, Stallings, 
Black, III. Funk, Marsh, Smith, ranch, Everett, Marshall, Stevens, 
lair, Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, Breckinridge, Ark. Fielder, Martin, Ind. Stockdale, 
Boatner, Gardner, Marvin, N. V. Stephenson, Brickner, orman, McCreary, Ky. Stone, Ky. 
Boutelle, Gear, McAleer, tone, Brookshire, an, McCulloch, Strait, 
Bowers, Geiasenhainer, Call. Storer, Bryan, Geary, McDannold, Straus. 
Branch, Gillet, N. V. McCleary, Minu. Sweet, . — Grady. McDearmon, Swanson, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. McDowell, Tarsney, urnes, Gresham, McEttrick, Talbert, S.C. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goldzier, McGann, Tawney. ynum, Grimn, McKaig, Talbott, Md. 
Bretz, Goodnigh’ cLa Taylor, Tenn. Cabaniss, Haines, McKeighan, te. 
Broderick, Gorman, McMillin, Thomas, Cadmus, Hall. Minn. McN A Taylor, Ind. 
us, raham, McRae, Updegrag. Caminett Hall, Mo Meredith, Terry, 
Brown, Grosvenor, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 98 Hammona, Meyer, Tracey, 
Bundy, Grout, Mercer, Van Voorhis,Ohio | Cannon, are, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Burrows, Grow, Meyer, Wadsworth, Capehart, Harris, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, H 5 en, Walker. Caruth, Hatch, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Caldwell. Hainer, Moon, Waugh, Clancy, Hayes, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Cannon, Il. er, Murray, Wonk Clark, Mo. eard, Neill, ler, 
Causey, Harter, Neill, Wells, gae Ala. Hendrix, O'Neil, arner, 
Chickering, Hai 1 Newlands, Wever, bb, Ala. Holman, Outhwaite, ashingto: 
Childs, Haugen, Northway, Wheeler, III. Cobb, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockran, Heiner, Oates, hite, Cockrell, udson, Patterson, Williams, III. 
Cogswell, Henderson, Ill. Page, Wilson, Wash. Coffeen, Buys Tarner Williams, Miss, 
Compton, Henderson, Iowa Payne, m. W. Va. mn. utcheson, earson, wie, 
Cooper, Ind. Hepburn, . 8 ng E 55 t. eka Tenco Da Ne olverton. 
Cornish, ey Phillips Wright, am Cooper, Tex. ones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cousins, 1 Fick, X, em, Pigott, 
Cove tt, ost, 
* Hooker, N. v. Powers, NAYS—38. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 3 ies) N.Y. ie 8 
Pending the announcement of the result of the foregoing vote, Baker. N: H. Hainer, — 0 8 Stone, W. A. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. e. €nderso) Aline ong, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman within the | Beosing al Hicks, 8 Van Vöorhis, NY. 
Hall and did he fail to hear his name called? Burrows, Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Mr. DUNPHY. I was in the Hall shortly afterwards, but | Cousins are aaps, oomer. 
not at the time my name was called. Ellis, Or TAR? Russell Gonn. 
Oregon „ „ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman knows the rule. Nor vorm - 
Mr. DUNPHY. I came in very soon after my name was renee S se 1 
called. I was somewhat uncertain as to whether I could vote b T. opkins, 
è 1 Adams, Ky. Daizell, Hopkins, Pa. 
under the circumstances, but I accept the suggestion of the | Aitken, Davey, Houk, Robbins, 
Chair. = Alderson, Dingley, aoe = Husk, | 5 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are Apsle B Jenn on N, 3 
P 8 Dak. merhorn, 
156 and the nays are 11. The ayes have it, and the Clerk will ee Doolittle, oy, <3 Settle, 
call the roll. Avery, Draper, Kiefer, Shaw, 
ine 1 al unn. ever, ell, 
The roll was called, and the following-named members failed | Barcheldt, Edmuünäs, Tinton, * 
e pane nee) ere | eee 
zZhoover, nioe, ude! r, mpson, 
Aken. . — onan 5 Bingham,» Fithian, Lucas, Sipe. 
Alderson, Davey, Magner, Sibley, lack, III. 5 Magnet, Smith, 
Aldrich, Dingley. Mallory, Simpson, Blair, Fank, Mah on, Snodgrass, 
Allen, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Sipe, Boatner, unston, allory, Sperry, 
‘Arnold Ellis, Ky. Marvin, N. V. Smith, Bower, N.C. Gardner, sh, a Stephenson, 
Ba Fithian, McAleer, Snodgrass, Brattan, Gear, Marvin, N Storer, 
Bartholdt, nk, McGann, Straus, Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, McAleer, Sweet, 
Belden, Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Sweet, Brou 1 5 guu Mass. Moca; ‘Tarsney, 
Beltzhoover, Goldzier, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, — erick, 8 gmr or powan, TOET 
Bingħam, Goodnight, Mercer, Tawney, rown, Go ight, en ‘aylor, Tenn. 
Blair. Graham, Mever, Taylor, Tenn. Bundy, rman, Laurin, Thomas, 
Boatner, Grosvenor, Mili en, Thomas, Caldwell, Graham, MeMillin, Updegraf, 
Bower, N. C. Harter. oon. Van Voorhis, N. V. Cannon, IL. Grosvenor, McRae, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Brattan, Haugen, Newlands, Wadsworth, Catchings, ee Money, Wadsworth, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hayes, « Oates, Walker, Causey, Hann Moon, Walker, 
Bretz, Heiner, age, Weadock, Chickering, armer, Murray, Waugh. 
Caldwell, _ Henderson, Iowa Powers, Wells. Childs, 3 Newlands, Wen lock, 
Gannon, III. Hepburn, rice, Wever, Cockran, artman, Northway, Weils, 
Chil Hicks, Randall, Wheeler, III. Cogswell, Haugen, Oates, ‘ever, 
Cockran, tt, Ray. Whiting, Compton, Heiner, Page. Wheeler, III. 
Compton. Hopkins, Pa. Reed. Wilson, W. Va. Cooper, Ind. Henderson, Iowa Pickler, hite, 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Robinson, Pa. 858 n N. O. 8 8 
e a: someone ore 1 i 7 Govert, 1 ulgg, Wilson We Va. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. On this call 256 gentlemen have | Crain, rn. andali, right, 
answered to their 5 eS Curtis, Kans. Hines, Ray, Wright, Pa. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with | So further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 


Tha yeas and nays were ordered. r 


proceed to consider the resolution submitted by the gentleman 


3194 
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from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON]? Upon this question the yeas 
and . have been ordered. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Pending the question of 
consideration, I move an adjournment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooRHIS] that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I move that when we 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Saturday next, to-morrow being 
Good Friday. 


ELECTION CONTEST—O'NEILL VS. JOY. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I now ask for a vote on 
my motion, that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Saturday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the question, Will the 
House proceed to consider the resolution d up by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, the gentleman from New York moves 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Sat- 
urday next. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. Van Voorais of New York)—ayes 63, noes 113. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. T call for tellers. 

Mr: PATTERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was tuken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 132, 
not voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—59. 
usey, Hare, Richards, Ohio 
Adams, Pa. Chickering, Harmer, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Cobb, Mo. Hayes, Ryan, 
Apsley, Heard. Sherman, 
Avery, Curtis, Hendrix, Sickles, 
Baker, Kans Curtis, N. Y. Hicks, Somers, 
Baker. N. H. Dunphy, Hilborn, Stephenson, 
Bartlett, Duroorow, Lockwood, Stone, C. W. 
5 E Loud ’ N. 
Belay Fielder, McCall, Turner, Va. 
Boute Gardner, McEttrick, Wanger, 
Brickner, Gillet, N. Y. orse, White, 
Grifn, tt, Wilson, Wash. 
Burnes, T, O'Neil, Woomer. 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. Rey burn. 
NAYS—132. 
fea Grawtora, in Pendl W. V. 
ey ore, endleton. W. Va. 
Bald win. Culberson, bs, Price. 
Bankhead, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
Barnes, Lane, Richardson, Tenn 
Bell, Colo. Lapham, Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex. De A rmond, 2 8 
Berry, ‘or yton, schermerhorn, 
Black, Ga. Lester, perry, 
Bland, Lisle, Springer, 
Boen, Donovan, Li Stallings, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, Lynch, Stevens, 
Breckinridge, Ark. ER 1 Stone Be. 
man, aguire, tone, 
Brookshire, Everett, Marshall, Strait, 8 
Brown, Forman, Martin, Ind. Straus, 
Bryan, Geary, McCreary. Ky. Swanson, 
Bynum, Tresham, cDanno; tt, 
Cabaniss, Haines, cDearmon, Tate, 
Cadm McKaig, Taylor, Ind. 
Caminetti, Hammond, McLaurin, Terry, 
Cannon, Harris, Meredith, Tucker, 
Capehart, h, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Henderson, N. C. Montgomery, Turpin, 
Clancy, Holman, Morgan, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Hooker, Miss. oses, Updegraf, 
Cobb, Ala. u Mutchler, arner, 
Hunter, eili, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coffeen, Hutcheson, Outhwaite, 
Paschal, Wiliams, Miss. 
Cooper, Fia. Johnson, Ohio Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. ones, Pearson. Woodara. 
NOT VOTING—16L. 
Abbott, tehings, Ellis, Ky. Heiner, 
Aitken, Childs, Ellis, Oregon Henderson, III. 
Ald Clarke, Ala. Fithian, Henderson, Iowa 
Allen, Pletcher, Hepburn, 
Arn Cogswell, Funk, Hermann, 
B Compton, Funston, Hines, 
Bartholdt, Cooper, Ind. an, Hitt, 
. „ W: 2 Hooker, N. Y. 
Cornish, is Hopkins, i. 
Black. III. Consins, Gillett, Mass. Hopkins, 
Blair, vert, dzier, Houk, 
Boatner, Goodnight, Hulick, 
Bowers, Cal. Dalzell, Gorman, all, 
Brattan, avey, Graham, Johnson, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dingley, Grosvenor, Johnson. N. Dak. 
Bretz. Grout, Joy, 
Broderick, Dolliver, Grow, A 
Bundy, Doolittie, Hager, 
Burrows, Draper, Harter, Latimer, 
Dunn, Hartman, Lefever, 
Cannon, III. Edmunds, Haugen, 


Tans N, wianās, Robinson, Pa. va his, N. Y. 
mcas, e an door! > 
Magnet, Northway, Rusk, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Mahon, tes, Russell. Ga. Wadsw 
Mallory, Page, Scranton, Walker. 
Marsh, yne, Settle, ashin 
Marvin, N. Y. Paynter, Shaw, wee. 

cAleer, ence, Shell, Weadock, 
McC Minn. Per Sibley, Wells, 
McDowell, P illips, Simpson, Wever, 
McGann, Pickler, Sipe, Wheeler, II. 

E Post, Smith, hiting. 
MeMil Powers, Snod Wilson, Obio 
MeNagny, Quigg, Stone, W. A. Wilson, W. Va. 
McRae, Ran torer. 18e. 
Meiklejohn, Ray, Strong, Wright. Mass. 
Mercer, Rayner, Sweet, Wright, Pa. 
M yer, 5 Tarsney, 
Milliken, Reilly. Tawney, 
Moon, Robbins, Taylor, Tenn: 


So the motion of Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York was rejected. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, Lask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is, Will the 
House proceed to consider the resolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON], upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. As many as favor proceeding with the con- 
sideration of the resolution will, when their names are called, 
say aye, those op no, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 0, not 

voting 202; as follows: 
YEAS—150. 

Alexander, Crawford, Kyle, Pigott, 
Batley, Cummings, ©, 1c, 
Baldwin, Davis. Latimer, illy, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lawson, Richards, Ohio 
Barnes. De Forest, Layton, 0 son, 
Bartlett, Denson, k Richardson, Tenn. 

arwig, Dinsmore, Rob 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Livingston, Ryan, 

if Donovan, Lockw: Say: 
Bland, Dunphy, EO Sickles, 
Boen, Durborow, addox, Somers, 
Branch, Enloe, Magui A 
Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, M Stallings, 
Brickner, Erdman, McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Everett, eCulloch. Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Fielder, MeDannold, Strait, 
Bryan, Forman, Dearm: Straus, 
Bunn, Geary, McEttrick, S 
Burnes, Grady, MeKaig, Talbert, S. C. 
. Gresham, 2 8 Md. 

Laurin, te, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. Ly Suto. de ‘Taylor, Ind. 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. Me th, Terry, 
Cannon, Money, ‘Tracey, 
Ca t. Hare, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Caruth, Hayes, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Cianey, Henderson, N.C. Moses, ‘Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hendrix, z Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Neill N 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss O'Neil, arner, 
Cobb, Mo. son, Outh Washington, 
Cockrell, ter, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coffeen, Hutcheson, Paschal, Williams, III. 
Coom J Rover Wolverton, 
ones, s 
Cooper Pia Kem, Pearson, 2 
Cooper, Tex. Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cox, Kribbs, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—202. 

Abbott, Causey, Gillett, Mass. Joy. 
Adains, Ky. Chickering, Goldzier, Kiefer, 
Adams, Pa. ds, Goodnight, Lacey, 
Aitken, Cockr: Gorman, Lapham, 
Alderson, Graham, Lefever, 
Aldrich, Compton, Griffin, ton, 
Anpa, Cooper, ane 3 poni; 

psley, Cooper, rout, enslager. 
= oft, 8 Seat 3 

very, usins, ager. 8 
Babcock, Covert, Hainer, Mahon, 
Baker, Kans. Š Harmer, Mallory, 
Baker, N. H. Culberson, H: Marsh, 
Bartholdt, Curtis, Kans. Harter, Martin, Ind. 
Belden, Curtis, N. Y, Marvin, N. V. 
Bell, Colo. Dalzell, Hatch, McAleer, 
Beitzhoorer, Dani Haugen, McCall, 
By Davey, eard, McC) , Minn 
Bingham, Dingley, Heiner, cDow 
Black, III. Dolliver, Henderson, III. McGann, 
Blair, Doolittle, Henderson, Iowa McMillin, 
Pompa 5 3 — 2 

utelle, unn, ermann, eiklejohn, 

Bower, N. C. Edmunds, Hicks, Mercer, 
Bowers, Cal. Ellis, Ky. Hulborn, Meyer, 
Brattan, ’ Ellis, Hines, Mil 
Breckinridge, Ky. Poran; Hitt, Moon, 
Bretz, Fithian, Hooker, N. Y. Morse, 
Broderick Fletcher, H Murray, 
B Newlands, 
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Pickler, Schermerhorn, Stone, W.A. Weadock, 
Rover, e ieee, Wave 
' ever, 
i Shaw, Sweet, Wheeler, IN. 
all, Shell, 8 ve, 
Baye Sibley. Tayi denn Wen- Ohi 
er, ey. or, 2 
Reed, — Tho! Wilson, Wash. 
Reyburn, ipe, U A Wilson, W. Va. 
Ritchie, Smith, Van Voorhis, N. Y. Wise. 
Robertson, La. Snodgrass, Van Voorhis,Ohio Woomer, 
Robinson, Pa. Sperry, Wadsw Wright, Mass. 
Rusk, Stephenson, Walker, Wright, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. Stevens, Wanger, 
Russell, Ga, Stone, C. W. Wa 
No quorum voting. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a point 
ol order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY). 


from Georgia will state it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point of order is this, that under 
Rule VIII, unless a member is excused or necessarily prevented 
or personally interested, he must vote. [make the point of order 

that the gentleman from Maine [My. REED] was present and 
failed to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no rule of the House 
which prescribes a way of forcing him to do it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the point of order that it is his 
duty to vote, and I ask that he be brought before the bar of the 
House to state his reasons for not voting. 

7 — SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Under Rule IX, whenever the dignity of 
the House is involved, it is a question of the highest privilege. 
I make the point, sir, that the dignity of this House is at stake, 
and badly and seriously involved, from the fact that these gen- 
tlemen sitting on this floor are not voting. I therefore ask that 
sa be brought to the bar of the House and made to vote. 

he SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state that the 
dignity of the House is in the keeping of the House, and that 
the House has not prescribed any rule for preserving it other 
than that which the Chair is 5 to enforce. 

Mr. REED. And it is not a very large dignity, either. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I desire to say that this rule 
stands on the same footing as the rule with reference to disor- 
der on the floor of the House. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. The 
roll call can not be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one point of order 
pending already. 

: Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam speaking to the point of order that 


made. z 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Georgia |Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] was out of order on the floor of the House, and the Chair 
should order him to sit down and he should fail to do it, there is 
no rule of the House by which you could make him sit down; 
and yet you know you would do it, and it is often done and al- 
ways done. There is no necessity for any further rule to make 
a man vote than you have already in this code of rules adopted 
by the House. 

The language of the rule is that, unless a member is excused, 
or unless he is necessarily prevented, or unless he is personally 
interested, he shall vote. Now, Mr. Speaker, you do not want 
any other rule to enforce that rule. If you did, then it would be 
one rule after another, and we could never get to the end of it. 

The point was made the other day, and the Chair held that 
while the roll call was in progress it could not be interrupted 
for the purpose of making the point. Therefore I could not raise 
the point at the precise time when the gentleman’s name was 
called, under the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The permanent occupant of the 
chair alsoruled thatthe point now raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia was not well taken. 

Whatever might be the opinion of the present occupant of 
the chair as to the power of the House to prescribe a rule for 
ascertaining the presence of a member, or whatever might be 
his opinion as to the duty of the Chair if the House were pro- 
ceeding without rules, is entirely irrelevant, because. in this 
instance. the House has adopted a code of rules which are as 
binding upon the Chair as they are upon the members, and 
which it is simply the Chair's duty to administer. The Chair 
can not add to them nor take from them. It is true that 
they provide that each member shall be present in the House 
unless excused or necessarily prevented and shall vote on 
each question unless personally or pecuniarly interested in it; 


The gentleman 


but while therules impose this duty on every member they do not 
authorize the Chair to compel its performance, and the Chair 
has no power to do so, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 
Mr. WAUGH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. WAUGH. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 89. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Tellers. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 139, not 
voting 151; as follows: 


YEAS—f2, 
Apsley, Everett, Loud, 
Avery, Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Baker. Kans. Gillet, N. Y. Mahon. 
Belden, Grout, McCall, 
Brosius, Grow, McLaurin, 
Bundy, Harmer, Northway, 
Burnes, Harris, Perkins, 
Burrows, Hitt, Pickler, 
Causey, Hooker, N. X. Post. 
Chickering, Hopkins, Quigg, 
Coombs, Hucson, Keed, 
Curtis, Kans, Reyburn, 
Curtis, N. V. Kem, Ritchie, 
Daniels. Kilgore, Robinson, Pa. 
Doolittie, 10 II. 
Ellis. Oregon A Ryan, 
NAYS—139. 
Alexander, Cousins, Jones, 
Bailey, Cox, Kyle, 
Bankhead, Crawford, Lane, 
Barnes, iberson, Latimer, 
Barwig, Cummings, Lawson, 
Bell. Tex. Davis, Layton, 
Black, Ga. De Armond, Lester, 
Bland, De Forest, Lisle, 
Boen, Denson, Livingston, 
Bower, N. C. Dinsmore, Maddox, 
Branc ke Ma: 
Breckinridge, Ark. Donovan, Marshall, 
Brickner. unphy, McCreary, Ky 
Brookshire, Dur W, M 
Brown. —.— McDannol 
Bryan, pes, e on, 
Bunn, Erdman, McEttrick, 
Bynum, Fielder, McKaig, 
Cubaniss, Meredith, 
5 a: 2 
‘aminetti, resham, ontgomery, 
Campbell, Haines. Morgan, sa 
Capehart, Hall. Minn. Moses. 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Mutehler, 
Catchings, Hi Neill, 
Clancy. Hare, O'Neil, 
Clark, Mo, Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, à 
Cobb. Ala. Henderson, N. C. 
Cobb. Mo. Hendrix, Patterson, 
Cockrell, Holman, Payne. 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss Paynter, 
Conn, Hunter. Pearson, 
Cooper, Pla. Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Tkirt, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—151. 
Abbott, Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. 
Adams, Ky. Davey, Houk, 

Š Dingiey, Hull. 
Aitken, Dolliver, Jo i 
Alderson, Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Aldrich, Dann, Johnson, 0 
Allen. Edmunds, Joy, 

Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, 
Babcock English, La 

Baker. N. H. Fithian, Lefever, 
Baldwin, Fletcher, Linton. 
Bartholdt, Funk. Lockwood, 
Bartlett. Funston, Lucas, 
Bell. Colo. Fyan, Lynch, 
1 aa = r, 

Try, 8 > 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, Marsh, 
Black, III. Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ind. 
Blair. Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. 
Boatner, Goodnight, McAleer, 
Boutelle, orman, McCleary, Minn. 
Bowers, Cal Graham, McDowell, 
Brattan, - Griffin, McGann, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, McKeighan, 
Bretz, Hager, McMillin, 
Brodorick, ner, McNagny, 
Caldwell, Harter, McRae, 
Cannon, Cal. Hartman, Meiklejohn, 
Cannon, III. Haugen, ercer, 
Childs, Hayes, Meyer, 
Cockran, Heiner, Milliken, 
Cogswell, Henderson, III. oon, 
Compton, Henderson, lowa Morse, 
Cooper, Ind. Hepburn, 5 
Cooper, Hermann, Newlands, 
Cornish, Hicks, Oates, 
Covert, Hilborn, Pence, 

y Hines, Phillips, 


Woomer, 
Wright, Mass, 


S 
Talbert, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 
62, the nays are 139, The nays haveit,and the motion is dis- 
agreed to. The peshon now recurs, Will the House proceed 


to the considera 
man from Tennessee? 
ordered. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TRACEY. Upon that I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House this moment has re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next, on account 
of to-morrow being Good Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before submitting the motion, 
the Chair will submit a request for leave of absence on account 
of sickness. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BARNES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. BROWN. The question is on taking up the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The question is, Will the House 

to consider the resolutions suomitted by the gentleman 

m Tennessee? Pending that, the gentleman from New York 

moves that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noas seemed to have it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 76, 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, it seems apparent to me that 
we can make no further progress to-day, and as chairman of 
the Committee on Elections I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


on of the resolutions submitted by the gentle- 
Upon that the yeas and nays have been 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill H. R. 4328) 
for the relief of William B. Chapman, George W. Street, John 
W. Hoes, Emmett C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. Curtis; which, with 
the accompanying report No. 615), was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S.575) 
for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late Col. Na- 
thaniel H. McLean, and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6392) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6393) to increase the appropriation for the 
erection of a public building at Clarksville, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6394) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to carry out, in part, the provisions of An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
the relinquish ment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, and making appropri- 
ations for the same, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COLBERSON: A bill (H. R. 6395) to increase the limit 
of cost of construction of a public building at Paris, Tex., and 
for other purposes to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6496) to provide for purchase of 
law books for use of the circuit courts of appeals of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill(H. R. 6397) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Dunkirk, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 6410) to amend 
an act in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable 

oods, and for other purposes, approved June 10, 1880—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Fore Commerce. 


By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6411) in relation to issuance of 
writs of habeas corpus by Federal courts or judges thereof—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESTER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 145) requiring 
report to be made by the Secretary of War as to safe anchorage 
in Savannah Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6398) for the relief of Darius 
Adkinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6399) for the relief of John C. Reed to the - 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6400) for the relief of Frederick Boeden—to 
the Committee on l Affairs. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill H. R. 6401) granting an honorable 
discharge to William H. Hand, alias William Harris—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6402) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
8 known as the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6403) to increase the pension 
of Grace Harrington to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRESGAM: A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ludgate—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing st Patrick Kelleher, late private Com- 
pany C, Thirty-eighth Illinois Volunteer8—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6406) for 
the relief of Barclay M. Tillman, of Bradford County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6407) to pension 
Thomas T. Garrison—to the Comchittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 6408) for the relief of 
Samuel V. B. Strider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6409) granting a 

2 to William W. Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of Charles 
H. Fowler—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Bakers’ and Longshoremen’s 
Unions, of Detroit, Mich., for governmental control and owner- 
ship of telegraph and telephone lines—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of H. H. Virgin and 75 others, 
of Platteville, Wis., for the passage of House bill 4897—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the Bakers’ Union and Long- 
shoremen's Union, of Detroit, Mich., favoring govermental 
ownership and control of the telegraph—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany the claim of 
Dickerson Watts, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Charles F. Perkins and 
others of Salem, Mass., for legislation in favor of fraternal 
society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 23 citizens of Wyoming, Iowa, 
favoring the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolution of the transmissis- 
sippi congress, praying the admission of Utah, New Mexico, and 
Arizona—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request]: Resolution of the transmississippi con- 
gress, praying the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands—to the 
Committ e on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request: Resolution of the transmississippi con- 
gress, praying the passage of a bankruptcy law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of William McFar- 
land and others. of Flackville, St. Lawrence County, N. Y., in 
favor of a Christian amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of Herman Berg and others, 


1894. 
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of Chicago, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oifice and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of certain citizens of the United 
States st the God: in- the- Constitution amendment to the 
Committee on the 8 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of cigar-makers of New 
Brunswick, N. J., against increase of tax on cigars - to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maple Council, No. 1407, Royal Arcanum, of 

Spotswood, N. J., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 
By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Bakers’ and Longshoremen’s 
Unions, of Detroit, Mich., asking for a Government ownership 
and control of the telegraph system of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 2 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, pray- 
ing for Government ownership and control of telegraphs—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. A 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 82 members of Rockford Camp, No. 
51, Modern Workmen of America, of Rockford, III., in favor of 
the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, to admit fraternal 
society journals to the mails as second-class matter to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Two protests of delegates of the Trades’ 
Assembly and other residents of Bloomington, III., against the 
increase of tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition from 65 members of Crockery Tent, 
Knights of the Maccabees, of East Liverpool, Ohio; W. S. 
Thomas and David Thorp and 66 others, citizens and members 
of benevolent orders of Salem and Leetonia, Ohio, asking for 
the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 8 

Also, resolution passed at regular meeting of Encampment 
No. 64, Union Veteran Legion, at New Lisbon, Ohio, asking the 

e of the per diem service pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Two petitions of Mary R. Daytonand others 
of Ottumwa, Iowa, for additional legislation against lotteries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MODANNOLD: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of 
Quincy, III., and of Trades and Labor Assembly of Quincy, III., 
and of 80 citizens of same place, for lower tax on cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John C. Goodrich and 85 others of Grafton, 
III.; of H. G. Garrett and 67 others of Quincy, III.; of A. N. 
Spicer and 33 others of Loraine, and of George Bley, jr., and 40 
others of Beardstown, III., asking for passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers on the claim of William Sulli- 
van, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on WarClaims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition to accompany House bill 6386, for 
relief of Abraham Armstrong, late of the United States Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Rev. Payson W. Lyman, Fall 
River, and 10 other Congregational ministers of Massachusetts, 

raying that Congress will pass laws giving efliciency to the 
ws of the various States ugainst lottery enterprises—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Edward Eddy and 16 other citizens 
of Pascoag, R. I., for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Amos Ives, W. G. Gallager, and 
others, of Meriden, Conn., for lower postage rates on fraternal 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (for Mr. SNODGRASS): 
Evidence to accompany House bill 1493, for the relief of John J. 
Lowery—to the Committee or War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H. McLemore and 30 other citizens of 
Tullahoma, Tenn., for the passage of the Manderson-Huiner 
bill—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL vf Connecticut: Petition of Local Assem- 
bly, No. 5140, Knights of Labor, and from Cigar Makers’ Union, 
of New London, Conn., against any increase of internal-revenue 
OR on manufactured cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition from Uncas Lodge, No. 17, Ancient Order United 
Workmen, and citizens of Montville, Conn., in favor of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill, admitting to the mails as second-class m tt- 
ter publications of the benevolent fraternal societies—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of John Denglerand 138 others, citi- 
zens of Lacrosse, Wis., protesting against the increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars, as reported by Senate Subcom- 
mittee on Finance—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Bakers’ Union, of 
Detroit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership and control 
of the telegraph system of the country—to the Committee on 
the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition and resolution of Columbia Col- 
ony No. 5, United Order of Pilgrim Fathers, of Lawrence, Mass., 
favoring the eof the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the PostOffice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 14 citizens of Lowell, Mass., in favor of the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting to the mailsas 
second-class matter fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Three petitions of citizens of 
Butler County, Pa., and one of citizensof Allegheny, Pa., favor- 
ing the passage of resolution to amend the preamble to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Regular Army and Navy Union 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to the retirement of enlisted men 
of the Army and Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolution of Magnolia Council, 
No. 295, Royal Arcanum; of Nashville Council, No. 92, Royal 
Arcanum; of the Grand Lodge Ancient Order of United Work- 
men, of Tennessee; of South Nashville Lodge Ancient Order 
of United Workmen; of Tennessee Council, No. 642, National 
Union, together with petitions from the faculty of Vanderbilt 
University, the faculty of Nashville College for Young Ladies, 
and two additional petitions of citizens of Nashville, Tenn., 
asking for the passage of House bill 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois; Petition of William Garvin, 
of Macedonia, III., for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. = 
By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of George C. 
Maynard and 47 others, of Dalton, Mass., in favor of the passage 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 23, 1894. 


pase House met at12o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. WILLIAM J. 
OCKE. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, the Journal as read states that 
on my motion leave was granted yesterday to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to sit dur the sessions of the 
House; it should read to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

AUSTIN HOUGH VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Austin Hough vs. The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS FOR FISCAL YEARS 
1802, 1803, AND 1804. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, submitting an addi- 
tional list of amounts found due by the First Comptroller under 
the appropriations for expenses for United States courts for the 
fiscal years 1892, 1893, and 1394; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES FOR COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of 
expenditures made on account of the Coastand Geodetic Survey 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AGREEMENT WITH CŒUR D'ALENE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Cceur d’Alene Indians in Idaho for a change of the northern 
boundary line on their reservation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DWIGHT HALL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 574) for 
the relief of Dwight Hall. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. S er, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of that bill, the 
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House Committee on Claims having reported favorably a simi- 
lar bill, which is now on the House Calendar. 

Tho SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objecti ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasur. „and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to inves the claim made the United 
States by Dwight Hall, of Wallingford. Conn., for the amount paid by him 
to the collector of internal revenue for the second district of Connecticut as 
taxes and penalties upon 30, 000 cigars manufactured by him and 3 to 
the payment of said tax or penalty claimed to have been destroy: an acct- 
denial tire.andthesS ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
om aut ot any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the 

ad ht Hall. or his personal representatives, or the person or persons 
who may be lawfully entitled thereto. any sum of money found on uch in- 
vestigation to be equitably due on account of payment of said tax and penalty, 
or either of them, not to exceed the sum of $157.50, and the said sum when 
paid — in full satisfaction and discharge of all claim as tax or penalty 
on su gars. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
ERE from Connecticut for the present consideration of this 


? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman whether a bill simi- 
lar to this has been-referred to a House committee and reported 
favorably? : 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. A similar bill has been favor- 
ably reported by the House Committee on Claims and is now on 
the House Calendar. The refund of this assessment has the ap- 
proval of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Will not the gentleman allow this bill to lie 
over until to-morrow that L may have an opportunity to examine 
ite 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. It involves only $157.50. I 
ask that the report be read. 

The Senate report (by Mr. PASCO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.574) for the 
metor Dwight Hall, have examined the case, and submit the following re- 

ereon: 
Dis case was before the committee during the Fifty: second Congress, and 
was favorably reported; a substitute was then reported for the referred 
to the committee and the present bill is the same as the substitute. 

The merits of the case ap the following extract from the report of 
the committee, during the last Congress: 

“That the claimant, Dwight Hall, was a manufacturer of cigars on a 
small scale at Wallingford, State of Connecticut, in Jan . 1869; that he 
Was assessed by the assessor of internal revenue on the January list for that 
year for 30,000 cigars. On the 9th of March, 1859. he paid the internal-reve- 
nue tax thereon of $150, with the pees $7.50 added, making a total of 
$157.50; that between the date of the assessment and the payment aforesaid 

factory was burned and all his cigars were consumed in the fire. 

“The collector of internal revenue for the district insisted that notwith- 
stand.ng the destruciion he was required to collect the internal-revenue 
tax. Hallaccordingly made payment. He failed to makeapplication tothe 
Commissioner of Internal venue for relief. For many years Hall has 
deen seeking relief from Congress. The fact of the loss of the cigars in the 
fire estabiished to the satisfaction of the collector of internal rev- 
enue. who at the time expressed a favorable view of Hall's claim for relief. 

“The proof shows Hall to be an old man, without business habits or train- 
ing, nearly blind, and in great poverty; and while the committee do not 
find in the evidence Hall's reasons for failure to apply to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue for relief, yet the statement is given by responsible 
parties who at the time were familiar with the circumstances that fail- 
ure so to do was fully and satisfactorily accounted for.“ 

It appears that the exaction complained of amounted to 8157.50, and it is 
recommended that the amount to be recovered be within that limit, and the 
committee recommend that the bill be amended by inserting after them.“ 
in line 17, the following words, not to exceed the sum of $157.50," and when 
thus amonded the committee recommend that the bil! do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the amount involved is 
only $157. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. That is all. 

Mr. KILGORE, I would pretty near as soon pay that myself 
as give unanimous consent. [Laughter.] 

re being no objection, the bill was ordered toa third read- 

. ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, a motion to re- 
3 the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

The House bill (H. R. 3134) for the same purpose was laid on 
the table. 
HAWAIIAN BARK ARCTIC, 


The SPEAKER also laid tefore the House a bill (S. 286) for 
the relief of the owners and crew of the Hawaiian bark Arctic. 

Mr. O'NEIL. Mr.S er, Lask unanimous consent that that 
bill lie on the Speaker’s table for the present, as a similar bill 
has been reported favorably by the House committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred us indicated below: 

A bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 170) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 


Northern Railway through the Devils Lake Indian Reserva- 
ee the State of North Dakota—tothe Committee on Indian 


A bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the 

3 of Jefferson Barracks, Mo.—to the Committee on Mili- 
airs. 

A bill (S. 266) providing for the erection of an equestrian 

statue of Gen. Francis Marion—to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 

A tin (S. 269) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai—to the Committee 
on N 

A bill (S. 343) for the relief of the le representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard—to the Committee on rart 

A bill (S. 244) for the relief of William M. Keightley—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 345) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 407) making appropriation for the improvement of 
the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fia.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill S. 444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia 
a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in 
— 8 3 office to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

_ A bill (S. 507) providing for the collection of fees for furnish- 
ing certificates of title to vessels—to the Committee on Com- 
merece. 

_A bill (S. 509) to amend an act entitled An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of ves- 
sels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking 
ge draft,” approved February 21, 1891—to the Committee on 

mmerce 


A bill (S. 511) providing for the establishment and enforce- 
ment of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of 
United States canals and similar works of navigation, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 573) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 587) to amend an act entitled An act to regulate the 
carriage of passengers by sea,” approved August 2, 1882—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (S. 588) torepeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to amend sections 4146, 4320, also section 
‘1 of the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, ap- 
proved March 3, 18:3, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies 
furnished the Indian service—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1312) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
decessed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1349) authorizing the purchase of a portrait of Capt. 
Samuel Chester Reid—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1683) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four 
condemned iron and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Government lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, fi 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

A gn resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of the books of 
the ufort Library Society, of Beaufort, S. C.—to the Com- 
mittce on the Library. 

A bill S. 497) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and also 
to amend section 4414, Title LI, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regu- 
lation of steam vessels”—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 3 That there 
be printed 4,000 copies in cloth, in one volume, of the new edition of the Son- 
ate election cases and of ents relating to the privileges of the Senate; 
1.500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate and 2.500 copies 
for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, the same to be 

on the back as foliows: 


Senate Privileges and Elections. 
Election Cases, 
Precedents 8 Privileges. 

ents as to 
Furber. 


Frovided, The clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall, 
under the direction of such committee. prepare a report of the cases since 
ä shall be inserted as an appendix in the foregoing 
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REPORT OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution: 


. Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number al- 
ready ordered by law, 7,000 copies of tae Fourteenth Annual Report of the 
Director of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preced- 
ing volumes of the series: of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 2.000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for dis- 
tribution by the Geological Survey. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this resolu- 
tion provides for the printing of the regular report of the Geo- 
logical Survey. This report is printed every year, and its 
printing is already provided for by the public printing bill 
which passed the House; but as that bill has not yet become a 
law. I ask that this resolution be now considered and adopted. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the concurrent resolution. which was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

‘By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
7 De LEFEVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 

amily. 

To {ir. SHELL, for three days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. McLAURIN, for three days, on account of important 
business, 
To Mr. LINTON, for twelve days from the 24th instant, on ac- 
count of important business. 


BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER, 


TheSPEAKER. Yesterday morning the House by unanimous 
consent took up and passed the bill (S. 1747) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at Glen- 
wood,Pa. In the absence of objection the Chair will direct that 
House bill 4660, on the same subject, which has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
be laid on the table, as the matter has been disposed of by the 
passage of the Senate bill. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

EXECUTION OF CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT. 


Mr. SAYERS. Iam directed by the Committee on Appro- 
panone to ask the consideration of the joint resolution which 

send to the desk. 

The joint resolution (H. Res.146) providing for the paymentof 
salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act 
of May 5, 1822, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of . That there tf 


lectors of internal revenue as the of the Treasury may determine 
to be ni for the collectors in the several districts to appoint in order 
to the more thorough and effective execution of the act of May 5. 1802, as 


amended by the act of November 3, 1893, relating to the registration of, and 
the issuance of certificates of residence to, Chinese laborers who are entitled 
to remain in the United States under the provisionsof these laws. which ad- 
ditional deputy collectors shall be e paa ont ot the sum hereby appropriated, 
by such allowances as shall be made by theSecretary of the Treas u 
recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue: Frorided. That 
collectors of internal revenue shall not receive any fee or other compensa- 
tion for the registration, and issuance of certificates of residence to, Chi- 
nese laborers who are entitled to remain in the United States under the pro- 
visions of the said laws. 

ae report of the Committee on Appropriations was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred House Execu- 
tive Document No. 152. being a letter from the Secre 


ap oprlation for Chinese registra- 
tion, under the joint resolution approv ember 7, 1833, ha consid- 


wi 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be Bia Gast fora third reading, read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
MRS. COURTNEY ANN CLAIBORNE. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Lask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney Ann Claibornethe 
title to a certain tract of land in the State of Louisiana. 


Whereas under the act of Congress . June 22, 1860, An act for final 
in Florida, Louisiana, 


adjustment of 8 claims ane e oe: ee and 
Misso and for other purposes,” exten an act of Congress a 
proved 2, 1867 entitled “An act to extend the of an act en- 


con 520 acres, more or less. in the State ot Louisiana, in the 
West Feliciana, and described as follows, to wit: A certain tract of land sit- 
uated inthe Greensburg district, Louisiana, in the parien of West Felici ina, 


ay 
March, 1825; and — 
Whereas by act of petition on the 30th day of April, 1834, Madames Bon- 
neau and Maurain divided the tract between them, the former receiving as 
her portion 13 arpents front with all the depth from the upper or western 
side of the said section; and 
Whereas Madam Bonneau did, by and through her executor, W. Charles 
3 sell this tract to J. C. Van Winkle, on the 16th day of January, 1817; 


Whereas on the 11th day of December, 1855, the said Van Winkle did sell 
this said land to Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne: Therefore, > 

Be it enacted, etc., That the said tract of land, . nts. mors 
or less, situated in the parish of West Feliciana, on the Mississippi River, 
in the State of Louisiana. and as further described above. be, and the same 
is hereby, confirmed to the heirs, executors. or assigns of Mrs. Courtney Ann 
Claiborne; and that all the right, title, and the interest of the United States in 
and to the same be. and the same are hereby, granted and confirmed to said 
heirs, executors, or assigns. 


Mr. BURROWS. How does this bill come before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROB- 
ERTSON]| asks unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read, the right to object 


being reserved. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 


The report of the Committee on Private Land Claims (by Mr. 
Hopson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. KR. 2957) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the title 
to a S tract ot land in the State of Louisiana, having considered it, 
respectfully report as follows: 

committee has twice reported favorably on this matter, viz, Report 
No. 1.09, Fifty-first Congress, and Report No. 1498. Fifty-second Con; 

As the facts stated in these reports are entirely satisfactory to 

sos the report in the last Congress is adopted, as follows: 


com- 


e Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill 
(H. R. 2717) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the title 


to a certain tract of land in the State of Lonisiana, hg wk as follows: 

The origin of theclaim to which this bill relates is founded on a Spanish 
land nt to Julien Poydras, executed on the 234 day of January, 1798, by 
Don Guyoza de Lemos, brigadier of the royal armies, „ ete., 
acting under the authority conferred upon him by the King of Spain. 

“That the tract of land claimed is derived from complete S survey 
and patent, and has ever since been held in uninterrupted title by the heirs 
and executors, or their assi of said Poydras. It is shown that this land 
is situated in the parish of West Feliciana, in the State of Louisiana, f. 
on the Mississippi River, on the left bank F, and is the upper or 
western portion of section No. 39, T. 3 S., R. 3 W., and contains 13 arpents 
front on river by 40 arpents in 2 or such depth as said section 29 has, 
and that this section is situated the Greensburg district of Louisiana. 
The claimant holds under the following claim of titles, all of which seem to 
be clear, properly executed, and complete, and certified copies of each of 
which are on file in the committee room, in the report of the Secretary of 
the Interior, by whom they were transmitted for confirmation. 

As has been stated above, the origin of the title is founded on a cession of 
this tract to Julien Poydras by Don Guyoza de Lemos, on the Bd day ofJan- 
uary, 1798. It appears that on the 18th day of March, 1825, Joseph T. ore 
and Guy Richard. executors of said Poydras, 2 legal authority sold 
a said tract, which was the whole of section 39, to Mesdames Mourain and 

nneau. 

“On the 30th of April, 1834, by an act of partition, Mesiames Bonneau and 
Mourain divided the land between them, the former recet as her por- 
mts front, with all the depth of the section, from its upper or 
western side. 

“That on the 16th of Jan . 1847, W. Charles Poydras, executor of Mrs, 
Bonneau, sold her interest to J. C. Van Winkle, and that on the lith of De- 
cember, 1855, J. C. Van Winkle sold to Mrs. F. L. Claiborne, the heirs of whom 
are the present owners. ; 

“On the i4thof June, 1882, the Hon. H. M. TELLER, then Secretary of the 


Interior, acting under the authority of an act of Congress u ved June 
the ee transmitted this case to this House for confirmation, = the follow- 
etter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 14, 1882. 


Sır: Pursuant to the requirement of the act of Congress approved June 
22, 1860 (12 Stat., 85), I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consid- 
eration of Congress, the report of the register and receiver of the United 
States land office at New Orleans, La., on the private land claim of Mrs. F. 


L. Claiborne, No. 18 of class 1. 
They express ths opinion that the claim is well established and should be 
loner of the General 


contirmed. Their report is approved by the Com 
Land Office, whose letter of transmission is also submitted herewith. = 
Very respectfully, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Your committee, therefore, expressing the opinion that the claim is just 
and equitable, report the bill favorably and recommend that it pass. 

Mr.PICKLER. I shouldlike to know whether there are any 
conflicting claims in this case. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. None whatever. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much land is involved? 
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Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. About 500 arpents. 
Mr. PICKLER. How much is that? 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. A little less than 500 acres. 


Mr. PICKLER. How does it happen that the register and 
receiver of the land office obtained jurisdiction in this matter? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. They obtained jurisdiction 
under the act of June 22, 1860, making provision that land 
claims in Louisiana and Florida under grants of the sovereignty 
that formerly possessed them should be submitted to a commis- 
sion, which, so far as concerns the cases pending in Louisiana, 
was composed of the register and receiver of the land office at 
New Orleans. 

This commission was required after investigation to report to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who, after exam- 
ining the claims and becoming convinced of their justice, was 
to report them to the Secretary of the Interior, who under the 
law was required to transmit them to the House of Representa- 
tives for confirmation. 

Mr. PICKLER. And there are no conflicting claims? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. None whatever. This claim 
originated in 1793 by a well-established Spanish grant, properly 
drawn and properly recorded. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do you need this legislation? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. For this reason: When 
Louisiana was purchased under the treaty of Paris, in 1803, there 
had been a disposal of the domain purchased by three different 
sovereignties—France, Spain, and England. 

When Louisiana was acquired it became necessary, under the 
treaties with France, that something should be done by the 
United States looking to the confirmation or recognition of the 

titles to lands which had been transferred through grants by the 
nations I have mentioned. Congress passed several acts looking 
to that end, and in 1860—March 22 of that year—it sed this 
act, which provided a method of procedure in confirmation of 
these titles. 

This has been done properly in this case. The register and 
receiver of the land office in New Orleans have taken action as 
a commission upon the subject and recommend the confirmation 
of the title, the Commissioner of the General Land Ollice recom- 
mends its confirmation, and the Secretary of the Interior has 
also made a similar recommendation in a letter transmitting the 
case to Congress. 

A MEMBER. Who was the Secretary of the Interior at that 
time? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Itwas done when Mr. TEL- 
LER was Secretary of the Interior. 

Under the acts of Congress, and in pursuance of the treaties 
made at the time of the acquisition of this Territory of Louis- 
iana, these lands were withdrawn from the public domain wher- 
ever there was a claim which had any semblance of being 

roperly based on a grant from any one of the sovereignties 
fer g jurisdiction in the premises. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman if this matter has 
been reported by a committee and is placed upon the Calendar? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It isa properly reported bill 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LOUD. And is it on the Private Calendar? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It is. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, Mr. Speaker, as this is private-bill day,1 


think it had better take its course with other bills of that char- |’ 


acter. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon that objection. 

Mr. LOUD. I thinkit would be better if such measures should 
always take their regular course. We have been insession now 
about seven months and have not had a single day for the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would state further tothe 
gentleman that this land has been in the undisputed possession 
of the parties deriving title from the original grantees, or their 
assigns, since 1798. It has been reported favorably three times 
from the Private Land Claims Committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. There are no conflicting claims: and I believe that 
the House should now grant this act of jus ice so long deferred. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Are the present owners 
of this land the heirs or descendants of the original grantees? 

. Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. They are the vendeesof the 
original owners of the land. There is a complete chain of title 
from the original grantees down to the present time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have read the 
statute upon which this matter is founded, in order that we may 
see the vag #8 and object of this legislation. For the purpose of 
throwing light upon this matter | ask the Clerk to read from 
the United States Statutes at Large, volume 12, chapter 188, 


e 85. 
ehe SPEAKER. Without objection it will be read. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the statute. 

During the reading, 

The SPEAKER said: Does the gentleman desire to have all 
the statute read? 
8 BURROWS. Well, I would like to have a little more of 


7 5 Lask unanimous consent to have the balance 
pr 2 

Mr. BURROWS. I was having read the section under which 
this matter originated. There is onlyapage more, and perhaps 
it would be better to let the balance be printed. I have noo 
jection to that. 

The SPEAKER. One request for unanimous consent is al- 
ready pending. There can not be another at the same time. 

Mr. BURROWS. - Very well; let the Clerk go on with the 
sey 
; i ISE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the reading of that any 

urther. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WISE. I do not object to the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON], but I object to the reading of 
this long statute. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the further reading of 
the statute. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the gentleman can not object to that. 
I asked that it be read, and the Chair stated If there be no 
objection the Clerk will read.“ 

The SPEAKER. But certainly the House is not bound to 
hear a very long statute read if it does not want to. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the Chair stated“ If there be no objec- 
tion the provision to which the gentleman from Michigan al- 
ludes will be read.” : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair assumed and supposes that the 
House assumed also, that it was a short statute—— 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a short statute. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). 
book. 

Mr. BURROWS, It is only two pages. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the further reading of 
the book? 

Mr. WISE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] for. the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Unless that can be read I shall object to- 


And not several pages in a 


day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
ROWS] objects. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. BURROWS said: Mr. Speaker, I do not think that bill 
to which 1 objected ought to pass unless that statute is read to 
the House; but under the circumstances, I wiil withdraw the 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his objection. 
Is there further objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 

There was no objection. 

5 The Clerk will report the amendments to 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word "acres “ and insert the word “ arpents.’’ 
Also, strike out the word "petition " and insert the word “ partition.” 


The SPEAKER. These are two misprintsin the bill. With- 
out objection the amendments will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
3 T0 SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Should not the Reporters omit from the 
RECORD that long statute which was read, and should it not be 
referred to merely by the sections? 

The SPEAKER. But it was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent to omit the stat- 
ute. It is not necessary to encumber the RECORD. It can sim- 
ply be stated that it was read. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
omit the statute from the Recorp. It requires unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no obj 


tion to the request of the 
gentleman. I simply wished to 


attention to the statute. 


1894. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was nted to Mr. 
RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


INSIGNIA OF THE RED CROSS. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5580) to protect the 
insignia and the name of the Red Cross. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CoOGSWELL] asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas, on the 22d of August, 1864, at Geneva, Switzerland. plenipoten- 
tiaries repectively representing Italy, Baden, Belgium, Denmark, Spain, 
Portugal. ce, Prussia, Saxony, and Wurtemburg, and the federal coun- 
cil of Switzerland upon ten articles of a treaty or convention for the 
— of mitigating the evils inseparable from war; of suppressing the 

less severity, and ameliorating the condition of soldiers wounded on 
the fleld of battle; 5 providing, among other things in effect, 
that persons emplo; in hospitals, and in affording relief to the sick and 
wounded, and supplies for this purpose, shall be deemed neutral and en- 
titled to tection; and that a distinctive and uniform flag shall be adopted 
for hospitals and ambulances and convoys of sick and wounded, andanarm 
. or individuals neutralized; and 

ereas said treaty has been ratified by all of said nations, and by others 
subsequently, to the number of thirty: or more, including the United 
States of America; and ° 

Whereas article 7 of said treaty specifies the adoption and use of a special 
insignia, which shall be the distinctive sign of the Red Cross alone, under 
which insignia or the p of the treaty shall be carried into effect, 
the same be a red Greek cross on a white ground, and which shall con- 
stitute the itary hospital flag of all the nations within the treaty and 
designate all persons serving under it, and the same is adopted and used 
throughout the world; and 

‘Whereas the unauthorized use of said insignia in all countries within the 
treaty has become a source of embarrassment and serious injury to the mili- 
tary and naval sanitary service of the country in time of war; and 

Whereas intricate and perplexing complications arise by the indiscrimi- 
nate and unauthorized use of the Red Cross in calamities and catastrophies 
in time of peace; and 

‘Whereas all nations most interested in the development of this treaty and 
its humane and provident work have taken action to forbid the un- 
authorized use of its name and A 

Whereas, from the international character of the treaty, it becomes neces- 
sary that there be in every nation within the treaty one boay or organiza- 
tion in which the power to hy bmi the use and protect the rights of the 

and name of the Red Cross shall vest, and that power is established 

by custom in every nation under the name and known as the central com- 
mittee of that country, and through which body alone the international 
committee communicates with that government: Now, therefore, for the 
urpose of extending the same protection to this international and universal 
inthe United States of America that is extended to it by other 


from wearing, usin; 
parag the sign of the Red Cross, hereinbefore 


ing shall be deemed guilty 


lected be R a to 
tħe American National used by itas it shall consider the 


best interests of said organiza 


turned over to the American Na- 
tional Red Cross, to be used as it considers * riate. Any person or 

rsons not directly connected or authorized by the American National 
Rea Cross making or attempting to make collections of money or goods 
for or in the name of the Cross shall be liable to a fine of not less than 
five or more than one hundred dollars or imprisonment for a term not ex- 
55 year: Provided, however, That this section shall not be held to 
apply, first. to the officers or agents of the United States of America espe- 
chi; authorized by law to use the same and such officers and agents of 
the said or; tion as may be designated to aid in the work for which 
such organization was incorporated under the Government of the United 
States; second, to the agents of any Red Cross association of any foreign 
state acting with the knowledge and consent of the government thereof 
and of the ent of the United States first had and obtained: Provided, 
That this section shall not apply to secret 8 such as the Knights 
Templar, Masons, or the badge of the Sixth Corps of the Army, who adopted 
a cross insignia prior to the 22a day of August, 1864. 


The SPEAKER. Is there 7 to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] for the present 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. No. 

The bill was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. COGSWELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled pill 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams; and 

A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1637) for the 
relief of Capt. John W. Pullman; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


COMMANDER F. W. DICKINS. 


Mr. DE FOREST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickins, of the United 


States Navy, to ag the decoration of the cross of naval merit of the 
third class from the King of Spain. 


Be it enacted, etc., That Commander F. W. Dickins, of the United States 
Navy, be. and is hereby, authorized to accept from the King of wager through 
the Queen Regent, the decoration of the cross of naval merit of the third 
class, in recognition of his services in representing the President of the 
United States, in charge of the courtesies to the Duke of Veragua, Christo- 
— Columbus XIII. while he was the guest of the nation at the time of the 

te Columbian Exposition. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
paing engromod, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. DE FOREST, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
HAWAIIAN AFPAIRS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
present a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate to print for the use of Congress 6,000 copies of all 
papers and messages sent to Congress by the President since January 1, 

relating to the Hawaiian affairs," having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

WILLIAM M. McKAIG, 

CASE BRODERICK. 
Conferees on the part of ths House of Representatives. 


A. P. GORMAN, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
CHARLES N MANDERSON, 
` Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
committee of conference. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The Senate concurrent resolution provided that there be printed 6,000 cop- 
ies of all papers and messages sent to Congress by the President since January 
1, 1893, relating to Hawaiian affairs, the arranging and indexing to be done 
under direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations of Senate. The 
House amended said resolution by striking out Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs and inserting Secretary of State.“ The Senate disagreed to this 

The conferees have agreed, and recommend that the 


House amendment. 
House recede fromits amendment and a to the Senate resolution pro- 


viding that the work be done under directions of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report 
of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to have some 
explanation of the matter. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The statement which has 
just been read is as explicit as I could make it. The concurrent 
resolution of the Senate provided for the printing of these mes- 
sages and directed that it be done under the direction and con- 
trol of the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs. The House 
in considering the resolution struck out so much as provided 
that it should be done under the direction of that committec, 
and provided that itshould be done under the direction of the 
Secretary of State. 

The Senate would not 5 to that amendment of the House, 
and the conferees met aud learned that they already had the 
work done. It has been carefully prepared, as we are informed, 
by the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs, and is ready to be 
printed. They are content with the matter as it has been ar- 
ranged by that committee, and inasmuch asit was all ready for 
printing, the House conferees agreed that the House should re- 
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cede from its amendment and permit the work to be done under 
the direction of the Senate Committee on Foreign i 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How many copies are -to be 
printed? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Six thousand. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. How many for the use of the 
House? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Four thousand copies for 
the use of the House. The resolution will show for itself. Two 
_ thousand for the use of the Senate and 4,00) for the House. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the repert of the committee of 
conference was agreed to was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

use.] I will yield to the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield, but can with- 


draw the demand. 
Mr. PATTERSON, I withdraw the demand for the regular 


order. 5 
The SPEAKER. Then the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 


{After a 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce to report back and request 
the recommitment of two bills to othercommittees. They were 
erroneously referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
ë Commerce. z 

e Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.2092) to reimburse certain citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., 
for moneys pa d to prevent obstructions in the Ohio River. 

The SPEAKER. This is a private bill, and will go through 
the box to the Committee on Claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (E. R. 4178) to provide for a telegraph system under the control of the 
Government. 


Mr. WISE. This should go to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks that the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Without 
objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DEATH OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved. That the House of Representatives of the United States has heard 
with profouad regret of the death of Louis Kossuth, the eminent Hungarian 
patriot, once the guest of the American people. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be requested to communicate the 
respectful sympathy of the House to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

MANCHESTER AND VERNON AND ROCKVILLE, CONN. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 4452) adding the 
towns of Manchester and Vernon, in the State of Connecticut, to 
the customs district of Hartford, Conn., and making the city of 
Rockville, Conn., a port of delivery; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WAGON AND FOOT BRIDGE AT NOBLE, OKLA. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
- eign Commerce, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 5601) to au- 
thorize the construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the 
South or Main Canadian River at or near the town of Noble, in 
Oklahoma Territory; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THE MILITIA. 

Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on the Militia, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 5039) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the militia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SUPPRESSION OF GAMBLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. 
R. 6109) to amend an act approved January 31, 1883. entitled “An 
act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Co- 
lumbia;” which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ; 
WASHINGTON GASLIGHT COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted the report of that committee of its investiga- 
tion of the relations of the Washington Gaslight sp fa the 
Government und the people of the District of Columbia; which 
was ordered printed and laid on the table. 

SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia; 
which was refer to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to ba printed. 

NEW STREET RAILWAY TICKETS. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back, with amendments, the bill (S. 443) to pro 
vide for the sale of new tickets by the street railway com- 

nies of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 

ouse calendar, and, with the accompanying amendments, 
ordered to be printed. 
> ORDER OF BUSINESS. tn 

The call of the committees having beep completed, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the resolutions 


which were pending 8 in the case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee 2 Pin 
TERSON] calls up the contested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 


The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not clected a member of the House of 
Representatives to the Fifty-third from the Eleventh Congressional 
district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolced, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 


ar WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] 
raises the question of consideration, so that the question is, 
Will the House proceed to consider the resolutions just read? 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for a division. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 1, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


YEAS—161. 
Alexander, Cooper, Tex. Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex, 
Bailey, Cox, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Baker. Kaus. Crawford. Kem, tt, 
Baldwin, berson, Bilgore, 
Bankhead, 1 Reilly, 
Bartlett, Davis, le, Richards, Ohio 
De Armond, 8, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bell, Colo. De Forest, Lapham, Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex. nson, timer, Robbins, 
i Dinsmore, Lawson, Robertson, La. 
Biack, Ga, Dockery, Layton, Ryan, 
Black, III. Donovan, Lester, Sayers, 
Bland, . Lisle, Schermerhorn, 
D, phy, Livings Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Durborow, Lockwood, Springer, 
Bretz, Enloe, Lynch, S 
Brickner, Epes, Maddox, Stevens, 
Brooks ` Erdman, a Stockdale, 
wn, Everett, Marshall, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, Fielder, Martin, Ind. Strait, 
Bunn, ‘orman, McCreary, Ky. Honey 
Burnes, ‘an, McCulloc Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, ary, McDannol Talbott, Md. 
Cabaniss, Gorman, cDearmon, Tate, 
Cadmus, Grady, McEttrick, Taylor, Ind. 
Caminetti, Gresham, x Terry, 
Campbell ritn, McKeighan, Tracey, 
Cannon, Gal. es, eredith, Tucker, 
Ca Hall, Minn. Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Money. Turner, Va. 
Hare, Montgomery, Tu 
Clancy, Hatch, EF oni 
Clarke At Heard Mutchler. Washington, 
ke. Ala. , 3 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N. C. eill, Wheeler, Ala. 
Db, Mo. He : O'Neil, illiams, III. 
r Outhwaite, Williams, Misa 
Coffeen, Ho Page. ard. 
eee SOUS oroi Miss. Patterson, 
Coom unter, Paynter, 
Fla. Hutcheson, Pearson, 
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NAYS—L. 
McCleary, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Abbott, ley, Johnson, Ohio 
Adams, Ky. Dolliver, oy, Russell, Ga. 
Adams, Pa, Doolittle, Kiefer, uton, 
en, Draper, acey, Settle, 

Alderson, Edmunds, Lefever, Shaw, 
Aldrich, Ellis. Ky. Linton, Shell, 

lien, Ellis, Oregon Loud. h. 
Apsley, English, Loudenslager, Sibley, 
Arnold, Fithian, Lucas, ickles, 
Avery, Fletcher, Magner, Simpson, 
Babcock, Funk, Manon, pe, 
BakereN. H. Mallory, Smith, 

es, Gardner, h, Snodgrass, 

Bartholdt, Gear, . Marvin, N.Y. Somers, 
Belden, Geissenhainer, McAleer, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Gillet, N. McCall, Stone, C. W. 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. McDowell, Stone, W. A. 

lair, Goldzier, McGann, Storer, 
Boatner, Goodnight, MeLaurin, Straus, 
Boutelle, Graham, MeMillin, Strong, 
Bower, N. C. Grosvenor, Me Naguy. Sweet, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, McRae, Tarsney, 

ranch, Grow, Meiklejohn, Tawney. 
Brattan, Hager, ercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky eT, Milliken, 0 
Broderick, Hammond, Moon, pde “ 
Brosius, armer, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bundy, Harris, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Harter, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Cala aig Hartman, Northway, Walker, 
Cannon, OL Haugen, Oates, Wanger, 
Cauney, Heiner, Paschal, Waugh, 
Chickering, Henderson, II. Payne, Weadock. 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Pence, Wells, 
Cockran, Hepburn, Perkins, Wever, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Phillips, Wheeler, IN. 
Compton, cks, Pickler, White, 
Cooper, Ind. Hilborn, Post. iting. 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Cornish, Hooker, N. V. — Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins. Hopkins, III. all, Wilson, W. Va 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. N. 5 
Crain, ouk, Rayner, Wolverton, 
Curtis, Kans. Hudson, . oomer, 
Curtis, Hulick, Reyburn, Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell. w, Richardson, Mich. Wright, Pa. 
Dantels, Johnson, In Robinson, Pa. 
Davey, Johnson. N. Dak. Rusk. 


The following-named members were announced as paired until 
further notice: 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BoOATNER with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. LEFEVER. = 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr. LUCAS. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. CALDWELL, 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. MOON. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. POWERS with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. Witson of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

For this day: 

Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. HAINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. WHITE. 

On this question: 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. MALLORY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. SIMPSON, is detained from the House by ill- 
ness, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas are 160 and the 
nays ure 1. No quorum has voted. 

r. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 

members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Boatner, Cooper, Ind. Edmunds, 
Pate 8 = Cooper, Tex. oo Ky. 
erson, wer, Cooper, 
Allen, Cornish, Pitta 
Arnold, Breckinridge, Ark Covert, Geary, 
Barnes, 8 Ge a 
Bartholit, Brickner, Davey, Goidzier, 
Beltzhoover. Caldwell, Dolliver, Goodnight, 
— . — Doolittle Graham, 
Compton, . Grosvenor, 


Hall. Minn. Lefever, Oates, Stone, W. A. 
Lucas, Paynter, -i 
Harmer, er, Tawney, 
Heures Mall ras fers’ 
augen, ory, Y, er, 
Heiner, McAleer, Rayner, y 8 
Henderson, Iowa McDowell, Robi Pa. Weadock, 
Hermann, McGann, Rusk. ells, 
Hitt, McLaurin, Russell, Ga. Wever, 
Hopkins, Pa. McMillin, Shell, Wheeler, III. 
Houk, McNagny, Sickles, te, 
Hulick. McRae, Simpson, Whiting, 
Hull, Meiklejohn, Sipe, Wilson, Ohio 
Johnson, Ind. Mercer, Smith; Wilson; W. Va. 
Johnson, Ohio Moon, Snodgrass, 
Kiefer, Newlands, Somers, 


At the conclusion of the roll call the doors were closed, and. 
the roll of absentees was called for the presentation of excuses, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington | when the name of Mr. DOOLIT- 
TLE was called). My colleague [Mr. DOOLITTLE] has been called 
to one of the Departments on important business. Lask that he 
be excused. He will return in a very short time. 

There being no objection, Mr. DOOLITTLE was excused. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the name of Mr. HULL was called). 
Lask that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] beexcused. 
is at the bedside of a very sick friend. 

There being no objection, Mr. HULL was excused. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota (when the name of Mr. KIEFER 
was called). Iask that my collengue [Mr. KIEFER] be excused. 
He isabsent on important business. 

There being no objection, Mr. KIEFER was excused. 

The call of absentees being concluded— 

The SPEAKER. Twohundred and forty-eight members have 
answered to their names. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS] has submitted to me a telegram from the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] stating that he will be 
here on Monday next. He said to me before he left that he de- 
sired to argue this case on behalf of his colleague [Mr. Joy]; 
and in view of that fact, and in view of the fact that probably a 

uorum on our side could not be secured to-day, I give notice 
that this cass of O'Neill rs. Joy is postponed until Tuesda: 
morning next, when it will be called up by the committee ink 
will be prosecuted to a final determination. 
ELECTION CONTEST—WHATLEY VS. COBB. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to call up the contested-election case 
of Whatley vs. Cobb, from the Fi.th Congressional district of 
Alabama. The report of the committee this case is unani- 
mous. It was prepared by the gent!eman from Tennessee pan. 
TAYLOR]; and the Republican membership of the committee 
offer no objection whatever to the disposition of the case at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions re- 
ported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the contestant was not elected to the Fifty-third Congress 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That the contestee was oy, andi 
Fifty-third Congress from the Fifth 
entitled to his seat therein. 

Mr. BROWN. Imove the previous question on the adoption 
of these resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the resolutions were adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

until Wednesday next, on account of sickness in his family. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

_ Mr. WILSON of Washington. move that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington was rejected. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama, it was agreed to. = 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O'NEIL in the chair), and 

ed to the consideration of the bill (H. R 5804) making 
appropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
June 30, 1895. ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ly elected a member of the 
trict of the State of Alabama, and is 


— 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I now ask consent that the 
general debate may be considered as closed, and that the bill 
may be read by paragraphs for amendment and debate under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that before general debate is dis- 
pensed with the gentleman should make a general explanation 
of the bill. Possibly there may be no desire to discuss it; but 
the matter ought to be properly understood. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Notwithstanding the fact, Mr. 
Chairman, that the cadets at the Military Academy have been 
increased some 10 per cent on account of the increase in the 
membership of this House, the Committee on Military Affairs 
have been fortunats in reducing the appropriations for the sup- 

rt of that Academy, making the total amount less than any 
bill which has been reported arig the lasteightor nine years, 
while at the same time doing Sope justice to the essential re- 
quirements of that institution. The bill for 1890 carried an ap- 

ropriation of $902,766.69; for 1891, $135,296.11; for 1892, $402,- 

4.64; for 1893, $428,917.33; for 1894, $432,546.12; and the pres- 
ent bill carries an appropriation of $400,438.58. Notwithstand- 
ing this reduction the committes feel that they have placed 
enough in the bill to carry out the purpose for which the Acad- 
emy was established. 

It must be remembered that this bill provides for the repairs 
upon buildings and substantially for all that is required to sup- 
port a post which has 1,350 people connected with it. It pro- 
vides also for the payment of the salaries of the cadets, provides 
for the erection of public buildings, for the improvement of the 
sewerage, for the heating and lighting, and in fact all of the 
requisites for the maintenance of such an important and valua- 
bleinstitution asthe Military Academy. I think thatthe closest 
scrutiny of this bill will fail to find any omission of what is abso- 
lutely required, and when the bill is examined the House will 
find that it has been reduced down to the very lowest point pos- 
sible. 

The committee with great regret struck out of the billa great 
many items recommended by the Superintendent of the Acad- 
emy as well as by the War Department. The total estimates 
submitted by the officers of the Academy were about $600,000, 
and they have been reduced about 33 per cent. 

There are, Mr. Chairman, some people who contend that ina 
country like ours there is no necessity for a school of this char- 
acter. I donot think that these gentlemen realize the condi- 
tions of the civilized nations of this earth at the present time. 
The best talent of the most cultivated and powerful nations of 
the world is now devoted to the perfection of military 8 
and the development of military science. The object is to pro- 
tect the honor and the property as well as to add to the Flory 
of those nations. There is nothing that the people ofa civilized 
country value as much as the glory and the honor of the nation 
to which they owe allegiance. 

There is a class of people who contend that the days of 
war are over; that we are to have in the future an era of perpet- 
ual peace. But they are not sustained in that assertion by the 
history of the past. From 1815 to 1854, a period of forty yag 
of peace, the very same contentions were made in Englan and 
in other European countries, but when these many years of peace 
were impressing this idea mostforcibly upon the world the cloud 
of war burst on the horizon of Europe. 

The Crimean war involved England, France, Russia, and Tur- 
key. This was followed by the campaign in Italy of 1859, in 
which Napoleon III sought to win laurels in the same field that 
his illustrious ancestor won his great renown sixty-three years 
before. This was followed by the war in Denmark in 1864; then 
came the war between Prussia and Austria in 1866; then came 
the Franco-Prussian war of 1870, and this was followed by the 
invasion of Turkey by Russia in 1877. 

As Sir William Napier said, in closing the work upon the 
Peninsular war: 

War is the condition of this world. From man to the smailest insect all 
are atstrife, and the glory of arms, which can not be obtained without the 
exercise of honor, fortitude, courage, obedience, modesty, and temperance, 


excites the brave man's patriotism and is a chastening corrective for the 
rich man's pride. 


This same writer said: 


t 
ocean. 

That was stated eighty years ago; but during that period the 
art of war has become an exact science. Fortune has ceased to 
be the ruling element in the conduct of such efforts and under- 
takings. Now the successful nation will be the one that estab- 


lishes the highest order of military administration; and I con- 
tend, sir, that there is no money spent 2 7 Government that 
is so well spent as that which trains 


a yof men to devote 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


their lives, their intellects, and their powers to building up that 
system which alone can give a nation security in case of war. 
But it has been said, I repeat, that there can be no more war in 
this country. Mr. Chairman, people who make that assertion 
do not reflect upon the fact that nearly all wars have been 
brought about by circumstances by no means anticipated, oir- 
cumstances which one would hardly believe could possibly have 
resulted in the carnage which eventually followed. 

Again, nations are frequently compelled to engage in war in 
order to protect their commercial and their material interests. 
If wo succeed, as I trust we shall, in extending the commerce of 
our country so as to compete with the interests of other great 
nations, it will be almost a miracle if we avoid such a conflict of 
interests as to cause collisions which so often result in war. We 
must assume that this will be one of the inevitable results of the 
extension of our commerce, which we all desire. If, then, war 
must come, let us be at all times pre d for it. 

This should impress us with the importance of being always 
prepared for such emergencies,and the first important step in 
preparations of this character is to prepare a corps of thoroughly 
educated and accomplished officers. 

In his message to Congress in 1796, Washington said: 

Whatever arguments may be drawn from particular examples superficially 
viewed, a thorough examination of the subjects will evince that the art of 
war is both comprehensive and complicated, that it demands much previous 
study, and that the possession of it, in its most improved and perfect state, 
is always of great moment to the seourity of a nation. 

The great Napoleon also said: 

The knowledge of grand tactics is acquired only by experience and by the 
study of the history of the campaigns of all the great captains. Gustavus 
Adolphus, Turenne, Frederick, like Alexander, Hannibal, and Cesar, have 
all acted on the same principles of holding their forces united, being no- 
where vulnerable, and throwing their 5 important points: such 
are the principles which insure victory. again and again the cam- 

igns of Alexander, Hannibal, Gustavus, Turenne, Eugene, and of Freder- 
ck. Make them your models. This is the only way ot becoming a great 
captain and mastering the secrets of the artof war. Your genius, enlight- 
ened by this study, willinduce you toreject all maximsin conflict with those 
of these great commanders, 

These expressions from Washington, the greatest patriot, 
and Napoleon, the greatest warrior, should certainly receive 
the most careful consideration of the lawmakers of the great 
people we represent. 

I do not hesitate to assert that the Academic Board at West 
Point have brought the system of discipline, administration, 
and instruction to as near perfection as can possibly be done by 
human efforts. 

These eminent genilemen seem to have the one absorbing 
ambition to bring the Academy to a degree of excellence supe- 
rior to that of any like institution in the world, and I think 
they have accomplished it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman wishes informa- 
tion about some part of this bill, or unless some gentleman 
wishes to discuss it, I shall ask that general debate be closed, 
and that we proceed to read the bill by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, 
WHEELER] asks unanimous consent that general debate be con- 
sidered as closed, and that we now proceed to read the bill by 
paragraphs. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill by para- 
graphs, read as follows: 

For one commandant of cadets (llentenant-colonel), in addition to pay as 
captain, 31,200, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. I was 
ealled out fora moment. I intended to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], before he concluded his remarks, 
some . about the bill. I notice that the estimates for 
the Military Academy were $599,000; that the Secretary of War, 
after carefully scrutinizing the estimates, reduced them to 
$465,000, and that the bill carries only $400,000. I desire to 
know in what items the reduction of $65,000 from the estimates 
of the Secretary of War have been made? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We wrote to the officers of the 
Academy making very minute inguiries, and we finally asked 
to have the Superintendent appear before the committee. The 
bill was thoroughly gone over with him, and the information 
thus obtained enabled us to omit many items and also to make 
numerous reductions. The item for “repairs and improve- 
ments,” on page 4 of the bill, we reduced from $18,000 to 
816,000; the item for extra pay for twenty-eight enlisted men,” 
on page 6 of the bill, we reduced from 8840 to $280; the item in 
line 9, page 7, we reduced from $1,000 to $800, and in line 12 
we reduced from $450 to 3300. We struck out the estimate of 
$3,000 to purchase Driggs-Schroeder” gun. The item for re- 

rs to “chapel,” page 16, line 1, we reduced from $3,900 to $1,- 

00; the item on lines 12 and 13 we reduced from $500 to $250. 
The item for ‘‘repairing roads,” in lines 18 and 19, are re- 
duced from $1,000 to $500, On page 17, lines 18 and 19, we re- 
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duced the appropriation for “ broken stone and gravel ” for roads 
from $2,000 to $1,500, and the appropriation for improving the 
Post Cemetery,” lines 20, 21, and 22, we reduced from $1,500 to 
$1,000. We omitted altogether an estimate of $2,500 for ‘‘ build- 


ing a set of hospital stewards’ quarters.” On page 21, lines 11 
and 12, we reduced the appropriation from $400 to $200, and the 
items for painting quarters,” in lines 18, 19, and 20, we re- 
duced from $1,200 to $1,000. Weomitted anitem for ‘‘repairing 
boat house,” which amounted to $900; we also omitted an item 
of $1,000 for “' fittings for ordnance museum;” we also omitted 
an estimate of 81, 200 for a ‘‘porch to the new cavalry barracks.” 
On page 22, lines 5 and 6, for general repairs to cavalry sta- 
bles” we reduced from $2,460 to $1,000. Lines 8 and 9, same 
ge, for wall on east side of road from north gate” we re- 
uced from $1,800 to $1,000. The item for“ reflooring band bar- 
racks,” amounting to $2,400, we struck out altogether. The 
item for “ reflooring barracks,” lines 24 and 25, we reduced from 
81,2 to $1,000. Page 23, we reduced the item for gas pipes,” 
in lines 5 and 6, from $100 to $300. 

The estimate of $4,500 for steam road roller for repairing 
roads” we struck out altogether. We also found, as the Acad- 
emy was not full and could not be filled to the quota authorized 
by law, we made a reduction in the appropriation for the. pay 
oh cadets.” After the most careful investigation the committee 
found these reductions and omissions could be made without any 
serious injury to the Academy. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the reduction was chiefly made by the 
omission of permanent works connected with the Academy 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. By omissions and some slight 
reductions in a g t many different items. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Were there any permanent objects appro- 
priated for in the bill for the present fiscal year? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Most of the appropriations 
which come under the head of permanent works are repairs and 
improvements; also in increasing the water supply and in com- 
pleting the sewerage. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Four hundred and thirty-two thousand dol- 
lars is the bill for this yor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; we have $25,000 in this 
bill for the serovars of the waterworks. That is a perma- 
nent work. Then we have appropriated $3,000 for the continua- 
tion of a road to the south, which appropriation was made nec- 
essary from the fact that we purchased what is called the Kinsley 
estate. Prior tothe purchase that road was kept up by the 
county. After its purchise we were compelled to keep it up. 
We appropriated $3.000 to macadamize it. 

Mr. OULAWAITE. The difference between this bill and the 
bill of last year can be made up by one item alone. That is an 
appropriation which was made last year for a new gas plant. 

here is no want of sufficient funds for conducting the Academy 
properly, and the improvements that are absolutely necessary 
are well provided for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The reduction is made simply by the omis- 
sion of all a TOPEA NONA for permanent objects? 

r. OUT ITE. Not all, but many. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will say to the gentleman that 
the committee sought as far as possible to make no reductions 
in items that pertained particularly to the Academy. They took 
this view, that the barracks, the Academy building, and the 
mess hall constitute the Academy. Then we have soldiers, as 
I have stated, and their families, so that the total number of 
men with their families amounts to 1,350 persons, men, women, 
and children, and they all have to be provided for; but we felt 
that there were items recommended for appropriation to benefit 
their condition that could be properly omitted or go over for a 


year. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of eight assistant professors hee tpn in addition to pay as first 
lieutenants, $4,000, and hereafter no graduate of the Military Academy shall 
be assigned or detailed to serve at said Academy as a professor. instructor, 
or assistant to either within two years after his graduation, and so much of 
the ae of June 30, 1882, as is in conflict with this provision is hereby re- 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], 
a member of the committee, desires to make a point of order to 
this clause. He is not present, but expects to be here before 
the determination of the bill is reached, and I would suggest 
that with the point of order reserved that paragraph be passed 
over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing over the 

agraph without prejudice, as requested by the gentleman 
rom Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of one scavenger at $60 a month, $720. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I move to strike out lines 
10 and 11, on page 15, for the purpose of obtaining some expla- 


nation on the part of the committee of the creation of this new 


employé. 

Mr. HEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I will state to 
the gentleman from Louisiana that the estimates tell us this in 
a note. 

The 
ger ne the ea ata cence, tes Uy it nese i Bee 
for the families of married enlisted men. The eee of caring for 
these closets, that is by the detail of an enlisted man for the purpose, is un- 
satisfactory and objectionable, and it is deemed best for the interests of all 
concerned that the services of a civilian be secured, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a growing enag among army 
Officers that we ought to enlist the best class of men possible 
for the rank and file of the Army; and in order to succeed 
in that laudable purpose of elevating the rank and file the offi- 
cials are doing all they can to prevent the evil which hasexisted 
tosome extent for many years of requiring soldiers to do im- 
proper and unmilitary work. Ordinary laboring men can be 
employed for such menial labor ata less price than it would cost 
to maintain a soldier. We can not enlist the best class of men 
unless it is understood that such menial duties shall not be re- 
quired of them; and therefore this is done in the line of improv- 
ing the military administration of the arag. 

r. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For reflooring cadet mess hall, 9 feet long by 45 feet wide, substituting 
for the old and double-board floor therein a stone, slate, or tile floor, which- 
ever may be best attainable under this appropriation, $1,000, to be immedi- 
ately available. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill what is the sperm 4 for expending $4,000 in putting in 
a floor in this mess hall, which is only 96 feet long by 45 feet 
wide. Four thousand dollars seems to be an extravagant price 


| to pay for a floor of that size. 


Mr. WHEELER. of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that it is necessary to have the floor washed every day. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, That paragraph is on page 18, lines 11 
to 16, inclusive. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is deemed necessary to have 
an appropriation of $4,000 for putting a stone or tile floor in the 
mess hall, and the reason is that the wooden floor, being washed 
with soap, as it is being done daily, causes such a disagreeable 
odor that it is very desirable to have a stone or tile floor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is not necessary to clean it with soap. 
You can do it with a dry mop and wheat bran. 

Mr. WHEELER of bama. Let me inform the gentleman 
from Georgia that 3 it is muddy, snowy, and sloppy, and 
when thres hundred cadets have to be marched in ranks through 
this slop and mud and go into this hall three times a day, the 
floor will necessarily become soiled and require frequent clean- 


ing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is there not a gravel walk over which 
they walk to this hall? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The walk from the barracks to 
the mess hall is partly gravel, but a portion of the walk is of a 
character that becomes very muddy in wet weather, and in the 
spring, when the ground is thawing, the walk becomes very soft 
and muddy. During the summer the walk from the camp to the 
mess hall is always muddy after a heavy rain. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman the plain question, taking it for granted that it is 
sloppy there at times, why do you want $4, for flooring so 
small a hall? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Because an investigation shows 
that it can not be done for less. I will read from the estimates 
on this subject: 

Some years ago a new board floor was laid iu the hall on top of the then 
floor. The hall has, therefore, a double wooden floor, each of which is old 
and very inferlor. Owing to the use of the hall thrice Many, the scrubbing 
of the hail daily or oftene™ is absolutely necessary. This double floor ab- 
sorbs the soapy water, which afterwards evaporates, filling the hall con- 
stantly with a foul odor which is sickening, but which with the present floor 


can not be avoided, as it will be with a stone, slate, or tile floor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There are millions of the best families 
in this country living and sleeping on wooden floors. 

Mr. WHEELER. of Alabama. They do, sir; but in going into 
the house they mop their feet. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why can not these boys do that? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Because these boys could not 
spend the time in doing so. Suppose that these three hundred 
boys have each to wipe their shoes on mops at least three times a 
day, as they are being marched into this hall, it would take not 
less than half an hour each time. and that half hour can not be 
spared, because from 5 o’ciock in the morning until 10 o'clock at 
night these cadets areeither being drilled, studying, or engaged 
in recitation. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand that they have time to 
play football. ; 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. They do have a little time for 


exercise. I was going to say they have half an hour at break- 
fast, half an hour at dinner, and half an hour or possibly alittle 
longer in the evening, but all the rest of the time they are very 


busy. ` 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not propose to discuss the sanitary 
condition of that building. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am showing you that they 
can not hive time to stop at the mess hall door half an hour at 
breakfast time, half.an hour at dinner time, and half an hour at 
supper time to rub their shoes upon mats before they go into the 

Soldiers never do that. Soldiers are different from other 
people. The soldiers in the Federal army and the Confederate 
army during the war did not clean their feat three or four times 
a day. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not propose to make the boys clean 
their feet. If they can not be made to do it at the institution, I 
do not believe we here can make them do it; but I want to ask 
the gentleman whether it is absolutely necessary to have $4,000 
for this purpose. I will state to him that my own judgment is 
that half the money will put a floor there of slate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that an appropriation for this p has been recommended 
now for four or five years. We have put it off from time to 
time. We have had estimate after estimate made, and we be- 
lieve that it can not be done for less than this amount, and 
therefore the committee, who have scrutinized all these items 
with the greatest care, and with the aidof the Secretary of War 
have reduced the appropriations from $600,000 to $400,000, be- 
lieve that this is essential, and have recommended that it be ap- 
propriated by the House. 

r. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman, as a member of 
this House, mean to tell me that if the contract is let out to the 
int” at open bidding, this floor can not be laid for less than 

000 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that it will be let openly to the world, and if the work can be 
done for one cent less than $4,000 the balance of the money will 
go back into the onies 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, it is easy pet, to get the con- 
tract up to the amount of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I assure the gentleman that 
the officersthere are men who do not trifle with the Government. 
They try to get everything done as cheaply as possible. Noth- 
ing 4 done by them that is not in accordance with the strictest 
integrity and it would be a violation of integrity for them to 
pay more than is necessary to get this work done. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I did not refer in my remark to your 
officers, but to the people who would do the work. Itis verg 
easy for th m to find out that there is an appropriation of $4,000, 
2 combine to make a bid for not less than that amount. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, the whole of the people of 
this country can not combine. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, people do combine. The ice men 
in this city have combined and put up the price of ice on the 
Departments 49 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That may be done in a city, 
but it can not be done all over this country. The bidding will 
be open not only to the 70,000,000 psople of this country, but to 
the whole world. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Well, if it is to be prevented it must be 
prevented by God Almighty. You and I can not do it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For painting, and for general incidental repairs and improvements to the 
cadet quartecmaster’s department building, including storerooms, office, 
tallor saops. shos repairing, etc., the same to be expended as required with- 
out advertising, $300. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama whether he has given this committee any de- 
tailed information as to the omissions of which he speaks in his 
report. In the report he says: 

The committee have stricken out many items which were regarded as 
yery important, but oy careful investigation it was found that a delay of a 
year would not be attended with any serious results. 

Has the gentleman given any explanation as to those impor- 
tamt items? : 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One item was $4,500 for a steam 
roller; another was an itam of $3,00) for a new gun, which they 
want ay much for the purpose of . ease, the cadets, but 
on consulting with the Superintendent he said they could get 
along without it for another year withoutserious inconvenience. 
There are anumber of other items which I have already enumer- 
ated. There is also omitted an item of $35,000 which the Super- 
intendent asked to have appropriated for a tower to the new 
academic building. The reason we struck that out was this: I 
wrote to the Superintendent and asked him whether it would 
cost any more to do that work after the building was completed, 


and he investigated and found that it would not. There is also 
omitted 850,00 for repairing the . Plans were submit- 
ted by the Superintendent to make the library fireproof, and I 
think it is very essential that that snould be done at an early 


day. 

Mr. REED. But in the mean time, owing to the poverty of 
we gonne you propose to take the risk of having the books 

urne 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We have determined, with re- 
gret, to let the matter run for another year unless the gen- 
tleman from Maine chooses to move to add $50,000 for that pur- 
pose. If he ollers that amendment and the House votes it we 
will begin the work immediately. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Then, Mr. Chairman, at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Alabama, I will make that motion if he will be 
kind enough to word the amendment for me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That there be appropriated 
$50,000 for the purpose of making the library at West Point fire- 
proof, in accordance with the specifications submitted to the 
Secretary of War.” 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will reduce 
his amendment to writing. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

“For making the library Areproof according to the tions alread 

“F reproof acco: 
submitted by the Secretary of War, 850,000. us eee: * co 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that is new legislation; that it increases the amount of the 
appropriation carried by the bill instead of reducing it 
PEN y REED. That is precisely what this bill is for—new leg- 

tion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The appropriation is not in pursuance 
of any work already begun nor in pursuance of any legislation 
on the stitute book. 

Mr. REED. Almost every paragraph of this bill would be 
liable to that point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is very true, if anybody wanted to 
make the point. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. While I fully concur with the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. OUTHWAITE| that at this time 
itis not ex ent to make this appropriation, I can not agree 
with him that it is subject to the point of order. The law pro- 
vides for a Military Academy at West Point: and it has been the 
custom of the House, ever since we have had appropriation bills 
tosupport the Academy, to provide in such bills for all that is nec- 
essary to maintain this tary Academy. To repair a library 
and preserve the books is strictly in accordance with the pur- 
poses of the Academy; and this appropriation, therefore, A in 
continuation of work already established and authorized by law. 
I think the amendment is not subject to the point of order. Nev- 
3 I am opposed to making the appropriation of $50,000 at 
this time. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the pointof order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would like the 
gentleman in charge of this bill to point out the estimate for 
any such improvement as this. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did not say that the estimate 
for this hadcome to us. It went to the Secretary of War and 
was stricken out before it came to us. It was a matter which 
was carefully investigated by the Board of Visitors. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This improvement is absolutely unneces- 
sary at the present time. The library at West Point is sufti- 
ciently fireproof; there is no great danger of the burning of 
those books. The library is quite as safe as it has been for a 
long period of years. The estim tes as sent to us by the Secre- 
tary of War do not embrace this item—a tact which shows that 
the Secretary of War, who has investigated the subject, came to 
the conclusion that this would bs an unnecessary expense at the 
present time. And it isan unnecessary expense. The appro- 
priation was not even considered by the committee. I was sur- 
prised when I heard the gentleman frem Alabama mention it 
as one of the items which we had stricken out of the bill in order 
to reduce expenditures. It never was before the committee. 

Mr. REED. I ought to express my regret at having been 
misled; but my confidence was so great that I yielded to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama. I am ed to 
find myself in conflict with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE], whom also I have been in the habit of following. It 
really tears me asunder, as it were [laughter]; and I am halting 
between two opinions—waiting for the result of this discussion 
before declaring my final conclusion, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The report states that appro 
priations aggregating $559,000 were recommended to the Sec- 
retary of War for the Military Academy, including $50,000 for 
improving the library. Now, I happen to be very familiar with 
this matter, because the Speaker of the House me the honor 
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to send me to West Point last June. The Board of Visitors dis- 
cussed this matter in their report and recommended this ex- 
nditure: it was in the estimates as they came from the Super- 
tendent; and for the momentit did not occur to me to mention 
that it was stricken out before it reached the Military Com- 
mittee. 

But whether this item is embraced in the present estimates or 
not, it was estimated for by the Superintendent of the Academy 
and has been stricken out by the Secretary of War or the Mili- 
tary Committee. Whether the credit of this measure of econ- 
omy should be given to the Secretary of War or to our commit- 
tee is entirely imm terial. We are all Democrats—all seeking 
for one end—to run this Government in the most economical 
wa sible consistent with the greatness and glory of the Re- 
public. [Applause. K 

Mr. REED. Lhad rather got that impression already. What 
I really started in todo was to have the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (who is so competent to do such a thing) point out the ex- 
act items which the Secretary of War rezarded as so important 
and which amounted to 865,000, but which have been stricken 
out. In my hunt for that $35,009 I have come across another 
item for $20,000, which it seems ought to be in the bill; because 
I am quite sure the gentleman from Alabama, with his econom- 
ical habits and language, which have grown to bea part of his 
nature, would not suggest an appropriation of $50,000 unless he 
really meant it; and the fact that he did it in a sort of somuam- 
bulistic state shows how completely the matter has penetrated 
his conscience and thought and methods of life. Thus we have 
got at about $100,000. : 

What I wanted to do was to find out just what items would be 
thrust over upon a Republican Congress, in order that we might 
know toa certain extent what would be the size of the outery 
which will come when we make up the deficiencies that the 
poverty of this country, resulting from N has caused 
to be made in this particular b [Laughter applause on 
the Republican side.] 

This is a little bit of a bill; but you can always learn from one, 
if not all, at least.a great many things; and this shows what will 
be the foundation of some of the Democratic outeries in the 
future. LIsuppose these appropriation bills are all of them going 
to be full of such omissions; only I am afraid that other gentle- 
men will not exhibit that candor which the gentleman from 
Alabama always exhibits: for he wears his heart on his sleeve 
in such matters. I say these bills will be full of these omissions 
which will have tobe supplied by the next Republican Congress, 
or perhaps I had better say simply thenext Congress [laughter], 
and thant there will be the usual Democratic outery, which ma 
not take the form of “ billion-dollar Congress,” but which wi 
take some form suited to the capacity of those to whom the gen- 
tlemen on that side appeal. I thought that perhaps by laying 
an anchor to windward in this way I might, if I did not accom- 
plish anything else, prick the consciences of some gentlemen on 
the other side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I regret very much that the 
gentleman from Maine should seek this opportunity to criticise 
the efforts of those who are responsible for legislation in this 
body. Weare using commendable efforts at economy. 

The Democratic party always scrutinize estimates and omit 
all items which can properly be dispensed with or postponed. 
The Republican party on the contrary crowd in their appropria- 
tion bills everything which occurs to their fertile imaginations. 
By our system millions upon millions of dollars are saved; by 
their system millions upon millions of the people’s money are 
squandered. The distinguished gentleman need not entertain 
either hopes or apprehensions that this country will again be af- 
flicted with a Republican Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] has the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine isa little previous” in his suggestion that there is in 
this bill a postponementof certain items for the purpose of let- 
ting them go over to a Republican Congress. Before there is 
the possibility of a Republican Congress the gentleman should 
remember that there will be another meeting of this Congress 
and another bill reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs for the support of the Military Academy. And in this 
connection let me say that in the Committee on Military Affairs 
there is about as little politics, in the consideration of appro- 
priation bills, or of any other matters, as will be found in any 
other committee of this House or elsewhere. 

The items of this bill were carefully and conscientiously con- 
sidered by this committee. I do not know of any difference of 
‘opinion, or any dissensions whatever as to the amount of any of 
the items. It is true that as the matters were under consider- 
ation there were some gentlemen who thought that possibly a 


little larger appropriation should be made in some instances, 
while in other instances members of the committee thought 
smaller amounts would suffice. Butas to this item now under 
consideration which comes so suddenly upon us and which the 
committee have never had an opportunity to consider, I must 
2 to the members of the Committee of Military Affairs, 
and to the members of the Committee of the Whole, who are 
considering the matter. that they vote it down. 

Mr. Chairman, if this committee will take the bill and look 
through it, it will be found that in all instances a reasonable 
sum has been appropriated for the proposed works of improve- 
ment. There is no disposition on the part of the committee to 
throw anything over to. a succeeding Congress, or to a succeed- 
ing session of this Congress. We haveappropriated in this bill 
several large items already which have been portent by other 
committees. I will say that this very item, for instance, in re- 
gard to the flooring of that hall, being so essential to the health 
of the cadets there, was an item proposed as early as the Fifty- 
first Congress, a proposition of that kind having been offered at 
that time. 

We have attempted from that time to this to have the item 
become a part of the law. There are some other items here 
that also come over from a period as far back as that. We have 
made provision forthe construction of a reservoir, at an e 
of $25,000, that has been a matter of suggestion for four or five 
years past. We have also made a provision of $5,000 for com- 
pleting, modernizing, and improving the plumb and sewer- 
age of the post. The last Congress appropriated for this pur- 
pose the sum of $20,000, which was found to be insufficient. ` 

ere is another provision for completing the plumbing in the 
new sinks and bathrooms for cadets, $1,200, and so on, showin 
altogether, as I have said, a large sum of money appropria 
for parmanent improvements and necessary improvements, Cov- 
ering some four or five pages of this bill. G 

It is a fair bill; it is a generous bill, and it is a just disposition 
of the question. I trust the committee, therefore, will not hesi- 
tate to vote down the amendment, or rather I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. REED. I could not do that without the consent of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill, who suggested the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will consent to the withdrawal 
of the amendment, as I told the gentleman I did not agree as to 
the propriety of its adoption at this time. 

Mr. REED. I will withdraw it, for I shall not be found will- 
ing to interrupt the harmony of this occasion, [Laughtar.] 

I offered the amendment at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Alabama. I thought it a good amendment, a very sensible 
one; and I was struck with the propriety of his suggestion when 
he made it. But of course I would not stand up here against the 
appeal of the gentlemin from Ohio. Ihave accomplished my 
purpose in calling attention to the fact that so many items of ap- 
8 have been omitted from the bill to go over to some 

uture Congress, and that the reductions made in the total of the 
bill are om ae by such omissions, But [recognize the con- 
dition in which the country has been placed by the impoverish- 
ing ellectsof one year ol Democratic rule, and that it is absolutely 
unable to provide money to meet the expenditures necessary. 
[Laughter. | : 

Mr. OUTAW AITE (interruping). Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
enter a general denial of that part of the propositionof the gen- 
tleman from Maine wherein he states that necessary objects of 
appropriation have been deferred. Nothing of the kind was 
done in this bill. 

Mr. REED. I have no sort of doubt that the gentleman from 
Ohio entertains the 1 he seeks so impressively to enforce 
upon the committee; but the language of the committee in its 
report is this: 

The committee have stricken out many items which were 
important; but by careful investigation it was found thata 
would not be attended with any serious results. 

Now. of course. understand that the country is in straits, that 
it needs to be economicul, and consequently that important mat- 
ters ought to be put over and not cumber the appropriation bills 
of this Congress so as to pressrve the general 8 of the 
plan. [Laughter.] And, therefore, at the request of both gen- 
tlemen concerned, I withdraw the amendment and will allow 
the bill to proceed harmoniously as far as I am concerned. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine is withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I probably used a little stronger 
language than was necessary; my purpose was to point out the 
great care used by the committee to reduce the appropriation to 
the smallest amount possible, consistent with good administra- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that there is no amendment pending. 


rded as very 


ot a year 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Very well, then, let the Clerk 


proceed. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


For furnishing and erecting in the natatorlum of the 8 in com- 
plete working order, six slate-lined compartments with six combination 
shower, spray, and needle baths, one gas heater, and one hot-water storage 
tank, to be immediately available. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask for some explanation in regard to the appropriation which 
has just been read, on page 19, from line 3 to line 7. Is it nec- 
essary to complete this natatorium in the magnificent manner 
intended by this committee? I should like to know why it is 
necessary that inan institution of this kind there should be such 
expense uipping a natatorium, when the beautiful Hudson 
River runs right along at the foot of the cliff on which that in- 
stitution is built? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Hudson River is sometimes frozen 


up. 

Arr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. When it is frozen up they 
have their bath tubs to take the place of the river. 

Mr. HULL. The river is not a good place to swim in, right 


there. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I should like to know why 
it is necessary, in the construction of that natatorium, to be so 
lavish and expensive? I make the point of order also that this 
is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to explain to the 
gentleman the reason why it is necessary to have this appropria- 
tion. The natatorium has only been recently completed; it is 
situated in the gymnasium, and the medical officers speak of it 
as being highly beneficial to the health and comfort of the ca- 
dets. The cadets wash themselves in these bath tubs and then 
plunge into the swimming bath. 

I want to say to the gentleman that the officers of the Acad- 
emy discourage the boys from going to the river toswim. There 
have been several drowned, and we do not want to have young 
men sent to that Academy to incur such risk. It is certainly 
not wise or prudent to allow cadets to swim in the river at that 

int, where there are swift currents, and where it would be 
3 for the most skillful swimmer to bathe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Is that the case with the 
Hudson all the way along there? } 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The only appropriate place to 
bathe is at what is called Gees Point, The river there is very 
rapid and it has a rocky bottom. Twoor three cadets, to my 
knowledge, have been drowned by striking rocks in diving into 
the water or by being carried out by the current. 

Mr. CABANISS. If they were compelled to bathe in the 
river, what would they do in the winter time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It may be said that the young 
men ought to know where the rocks are; but when they go there 
for the Urst time to bathe, with nobody to warn them, they are 
liable to strike the rocks while diving into the water, and some 
have been injured and some drowned; and, as remarked by my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. CABANISS], bathing in the river could 
not extend beyond the summer months. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] yield? 

Mr. WHEELER of bama. I yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I offer an amendment to 
strike this out, and take the floor on that. I want toask if this 
natatorium has not been already constructed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It has. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. And if this appropriation is 
not for furnishing and erecting in the natatorium of the gym- 
nasium, in complete working order, six slate-lined compartments 
with six combination shower, spray, and needle baths? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is; but as I have explained 
to my friend, the appropriation in the previous bill being cut 
down, it was not sufficient to provide for these bath tubs. This 
appropriation is to finish this important work. The natatorium 
was constructed with money appropriated under the previous 


bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. As I understand, the nata- 
torium has nothing to do with bath tubs. It is a basin filled with 
water, is it not? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. A swimming place. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. fshoula think there was no 
necessity for bath tubs in the natatorium. Now, Mr. i 5 
I move to strike out all the words in line 4, beginning after the 
word “ gymnasium,” down to ané including the word ‘ baths,” 
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in line 6. I do that because I understand that the natatorium 
has already been constructed, and I am not in favor of fitting u 
at West Point a natatorium equal to that which may be foun 
in some of the greatest cities of the world. I think this is a use- 
less expenditure in the education of young men. They have 
plenty of water to keep them clean, and I can not see how or in 
what manner, under the circumstances, six slate-lined com- 
panene with six combination shower, spray, and needle 

ths,” can be in any way connected with the matter of educa- 
tion, or even with the matter of hygiene. 

I hope the committee will strike this out. There isa nata- 
torium there. It is complete, and I shall offer further an 
amendment to reduce the appropriation in this section to the 
amount required with thé matter stricken out which I have in- 


cated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I think any man who goes up to West Point and sees 
what these boys have to do, and how they are trained, and the 
strictness with which they are managed, and the intelligence 
with which that institution is run by the officers in charge, will 
not for a moment begrudge this little appropriation. 

Now, I have been there and have seen this bathing place; and 
it is certainly necessary for the cleanliness and the good health 
of these boys. The cadets at West Point get nothing of luxury. 
There is no class of boys in this country who work as hard, who 
have as much physical exercise, who have to train as much and 
to study as hard as these boys do. Even in winter they are u 
at a quarter to 6 o'clock in the morning. They have to drill, 
and they have to take their swim in the Bath: and notwithstand- 
ing the pas of my friend who has offered this amendment, 
even at West Point they believe that cleanliness is next to God- 
liness. They believe it is necessary to keep themselves clean; 
and whatever may be the sentiment in the district in which my 
friend lives, I k that one of the best things to train these 
boys up in is to be clean in body, for if a man be kept clean in 
body he will be very apt to keep clean in character at the same 
time. I believe that aman who has developed a character for 
cleanliness in that respect is liable to be clean in every other 


way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend talks about bathing in the 
Hudson River. I know something about that point. I went up 
against that current when I was before the mast of anold brig, 
and Lknow that running down the river the current is more 
than six knotsan hour. The Hudson comes down directly from 
the North and then makes a turn almost direct at a right angle 
and comes through avery narrow place and runs directly east 
and then runs south, and the current up the river runs at the 
rate of five or six knots an hour when the tide is running up, and 
when itis running down it runs about six or more knots. 
know, as my friend from Alabama has said, that several young 
men have been drowned there. 

It is a dangerous place for even a good swimmer. [think that 
giving this bath under a roof, and inside of a building is one of 
the best things in connection with that institute; and I hope the 
House will not be niggardly, because it would only be saving a 
little at the spigot. I understand that it costs the Government 
about $25,000 apiece for every student who graduates at West 
Point, taking into consideration all the cost connected with his 
education and training. Now, if we are going to lay out so much 
money as that to graduate each of these boys who may hereafter 
serve the Government in the Army, shall we bring them up dirty 
in order to save afew cents? I do not think that this House 
thinks so, and I do not believe this House will adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. HULL. The point of order has been withdrawn, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. SICKLES. It has been overruled. 

Mr. HULL. Isimply want to say that this question was up in 
the Fifty second Congress. An appropriation was made to build 
a natatorium, with the idea that it would be finished up when 
we reached the point that it should be necessary. The old bath 
tubs that they have there ars being abandoned. The old build- 
ing has outlived its usefulness, and it is absolutely necessary to 
have these bath tubs. We can save the expense of more than 
the amount by discontinuing the use of the old dilapidated bath- 
house they have had heretofore. Of course, the gentleman from 
Louisiana was only speaking in a jocular mood when he referred 
to these young men going to the river at the bend to bathe. He 
does not mean anything by that. He only means that in the 
summer they may go bathing or may go swimming there. 

The Government has constructed this building, and they have 
the new natatorium: but they need the bathtubs. There is not 
a member of this House who will not understand and appreciate 
the fact that these boys, with their violent exercise, as referred 
to by the gentieman from Maine, do need frequent baths; and 
there is not a member of this House, and the gentleman from 
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Louisiana, lam certain, would be as far from thinking so as any- 
one, that they ought not to have these improved baths. Agree- 
ing to the gentleman’s amendment would not save the item of 

, but probably might save $400, and there is nothing in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana and every- 
thing against it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 1 move to strike out the 
last word. In response to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN] in regard to his knowledge of the condition at West 
Point, I desire to state to him that Tam familiar with that mili- 
tary post. I wasamemberof the Board of Visitors in the Fiftieth 
Congress, I believe, and I was a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs when it made an appropriation of 5100, 000 to 
construct a gymnasium, and when it made that munificent ap- 
propriation of five hundred and_odd thousand dollars to con- 
struct the Academy building. I have watched the course of 
appropriations for this institution. My amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, does not intend to strike out the natatorium or swimming 
pool of that institution. ; 

I do not think we should do that. The argument which the 
entleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] has made with regard to my 
esire to prevent the cadets bathing is not substantiated when 

he looks at the amendment which I have proposed. I propose 
to strike out these words: six slate-lined compartments with 
six combination shower, spray, and needle baths.” 

Mr. HULL. Do not you believe that they need the bathtubs 
as much as they need the swimming pool? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Ves, sir; and the bath tubs 
are already there. They have been in existence in the basement 
of the academic building for I do not know how many years, 
and they are there still, bath tubs outside of this gymnasium. 
The baths proposed here will not accomplish the result which 
the gentleman refersto. These other bath tubs will still remain 
and be used by the cadets in their company apartments in the 
basement of the palling 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 
and propose to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert four! in line 6, 
making the amount $450; because I believe that this institution 
can get along well without these things, and in these times when 
there is a deficit in the Treasury, and in view of the fact that 
we have done more than any other nation has ever done for an 
institution of this kind, I believe we should restrict these appro- 
priations to the things that are e necessary for the 
proper conduct of this great military school. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill say to my friend from Louisiana 
that the committee have already cut down the estimates a great 
d 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 
Louisiana is evidently entirely mistaken as to the purpose of 
thisappropriation. There is alarge swimming bathroom. The 
cadets frequently come in from their drill covered withdust. In 
theartillery drills they exercise violently and perspire freely and 
are enveloped in a cloud of dust, and it is the same in the cavalry 
drill. It is not possible to replace the water in this great swim- 
mine bath as often as it should be done, and therefore these 
mont bath tubs are required, so that the cadets may bathe in 
them and clean their persons before they plunge into the swim- 
ming bath, and the regulations require that they shall do so. 
The cadets are not allowed to go into the swimming bath until 
they have previously bathed in these small bath tubs, where they 
wash off the dust and perspiration. Then they go into theswim- 
ming pool clean and do not contaminate it. Isay to the gentle- 
man that this is essential, and [am surprised to hear him say 
that it is not in the interest of hygiene. I trust the committee 
will not hesitate to appropriate this amount, and will vote down 
the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. What is the estimate for 
the construction of these six slate-lined compartments with the 
six combined shower, spray, and needle baths? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Eight hundred and fifty dol- 


lars. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Then what is the estimated 
cost of the gas meter and the hot storage tank? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. All these are estimated for as one item. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; they are all estimated to- 
gether at $850. Here is what is stated by the Department as to 
the necessity for these things: 


With regard to the item for furnishing and erecting In the natatorium of 
the nasium six slate-lined compartments for shower, spray, and needle 
baths, I would state that itis proposed to add these, firstly, on account of 
their hygienic importance, and, secondly, as a measure of economy. The 
water in the swimming tank at present becomes contaminated in a few days, 
necessitating frequent changes. The shower bath should be used before en- 
tering the tank. The capacity of the tank is so great that every time it is 
refilled it reduces the amount of water in storage noticeably. - 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would like to know where 
the economy comes in. 

Mr. SICKLES. It is in the bill. ughter.] 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. re 8 I can not be- 
lieve that this is an absolutely necessary appropriation in con- 
nection with the instruction of thestudents at West Point. The 
natatorium is there, the Hudson River is there, and there are 
bath rooms under the sleeping rooms in the cadet barracks. 
There is an abundant supply of water. I believe it is proper for 
these pons, gentlemen to have all the water that they require 
to bathe in, but Ido not believe in giving it to them in the man- 
ner proposed by this provision of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemanfrom Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and, in my own time, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama how much money is involved in this amendment? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. About $450. I understand the 
gentleman proposes to strike out $400 of this item. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would strike it all out. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman proposed 
awhile ago to strike out half, but now he proposes to strike it all 


out. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No, sir; the amendment I 
offered would strike out 8400, leaving about 8450 in the bill to 
provide for this gas heater and hot-water storage tank. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If that amendment should pre- 
vail, the result would be to compel the students to jump into the 
swimming tank without having previously washed themselves, 
and thus to contaminate it, and the gentleman’s cadet and every 
other cadet there would have to swim in contaminated water. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. How did the gentleman 
from Alabama get along when he was there fifty yearsago? Did 
re nara a “ spray ” and this “needle bath“ to keep him clean? 

ughter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I beg the gentleman not to an- 
nounce to this House that I was at West Point fifty years ago. 
T was a baby at that time, aud did not know there was such a 
place as West Point. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Louisiana 
has been at West Point, as he says he has, and as of course I do 
not doubt, he knows one thing, namely, that no luxuries are 
furnished to the cadets there. He knows that the whole idea 
u on which the institution is conducted is to bring them apa 
strong, rugged boys, without indulping them in delicacies, y, 
sir, you can not even carry any delicacies to a cadet of your own 
there. If your own boyis there you can not pete | him a pound 
of gingerbread or candy, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Thatisa aoe thing. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes,sir; and I would be glad if ail the gen- 
tleman’s ideas were as good as that. Now, it is not probable— 
it is hardly possible—that those who have the supervision of 
this Academy and are enforcing this strict discipline would rec- 
ommend for these boys anything in the form of luxury. This is 
a mere matter of cleanliness; and I do not believe that this House 
wants those boys at West Point to go dirty for the sake of saving 
this country a matter of 8400. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RoBERT- 
SON of Louisiana, to strike out in the pending paragraph the 
words ‘‘six slate-lined compartments with six combination 


shower, spray, and needle baths,” the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ROBERTSON] withdraw the other amendment? 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I do. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For repairs, new machines, and fixtures for gymnasium, $300, to be imme- 
diately available. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to consume 
time unnecessarily on this bill, but for the purpose of getting 
some information I move to strike out the pending paragraph. 

At the top of this page I find the following item: 

For completing the modernization and improvement of the plumbing and 
sewerage of the post, $5,000. 

Further down on the same page I find an item of $1,200 for 
completing the plumbing in the new sink and bathrooms for 
cadets,” 

Mr. SICKLES. One is the drainage; the other is in the 
building. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understand that. But I instance these 
two items for the purpose of bringing to view what I want to 
suggest. On these two or three pages of the bill are various 
items for repairs, in sums such as $100, $150, $300, ete. Now, as 
I understand, the Government has frequently saved money by 
putting improvements of this sort under the direction of asingle 
man and allowing him to hire the labor and have the work done. 
When the appropriations are made in this way, no doubt the ex- 
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penditure in each instance goes up to the limit of the appropria- 
tion, whereas if all these items (and I believe in having the items 
specifi d) were put under the control of one man to have the 
work done, money might be saved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think not, in this instance. These 
items have been submitted because it has been the custom to do 
so, und because Congress itself has preferred to have the items. 

3 The Committee on Military Affairs have been unusually care- 
ful in the preparation of this bill, scrutinizing even the smallest 
items carefully; and no item has been inserted unless its neces- 
sity was clearly made out. The Superintendent of the Academy 
came he e before the committee; he was questioned for some 
time as to each of these items, and thecommittee were satisfied 
in regard tosome; were not satisfied in regard to others. Only 
those items which were shown to be necessary have been inserted 
inthe bill. I can assure the gentleman that the committee 
exercised a proper spirit of economy in regard to these expendi- 
tures and cirefully considered in respect toevery proposed im- 
provement the necessity of making it at once. On this score 
there need be no hesitation in approving the items of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I withdraw the proforma amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, as one member 
of the Committee on Military Affairs I wish tosay that the com- 
mittee spent a great deal of time in preparing this bill. It was 
under consideration ! believe more than five weeks; the com- 
mittee had a great m ny meetings, and at nearly every meeting 
there was a full committee, with the exception of one or two. 
The bill has come into the House with the unanimous approval 
of the committee, including the Republican as well as the Dem- 
ocratic members. On one or two administrative provisions a 
point of order may be raised: but so far as the appropriations 
are concern d the bill comes here with a unanimous report. 
Every line of the bill has been scrutinized. Where the proof 
was not before the committee in connection with the estimates 
of the Secretary of War, we called upon the Superintendent or 
other officers of the institution. 

In the committee room is an immense pile of correspondence 
touching every item and every line of the bill. This is as care- 
fully considered a measure as has ever been presented to this Con- 
gress or any other. I hope the bill will pass as it came from the 
committee. If there has been any error at all it has been that 
appropriations have been made too small rather than too large; 

t the members of the committee concur in the belief that prac- 

cally the appropriations are sufficient to carry on this institu- 
tion respectably and suecessfully. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has now been disposed of except 
the pha So a on p 2, Which was passed over. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to r ise a point of order on that part of 
the bill commencing with the word and.“ in line 12 of page 2, 
down to and including the word “repealed” in line 18. 1 ask 
that the Clerk read the clause to which this point of order ap- 


plies. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


and hereafter no graduate of the Mili Academy shall be assigned or 
detai'ed to serve at said Academy as a professor, ctor, or assistant to 
either within two years after his graduation, and so much of the act of June 


~ 80, 1882, as is in conflict with this provision is hereby repealed. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, Rule XXI provides 
Nor shall any provision in any such bill— 

That is, a general appropriation bill— 
or amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, 
bem germans to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures 
by thereduction of thenumber and salary of the officers of the United States, 
by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered 
by the bill. 

My point of order is that in the first place the proposition is 
not germane, because it is a provision affecting the law by which 
the cadets may be detailed as instructors in the Military Acad- 
emy. This, Mr. Chairman, is an appropriation biil. By the law 
as it exists to-day the cadet must serve a certain period of time 
before he can be detiiled asaninstructorin the Academy. This 
is a proposition in an appropriation bill to change that law b 
making the term of service two years instead of four years. It 
does not reduce expenditures, but, on the contrary, it rather in- 
creases them if anything, in that ressect, for it increases the 
salary of the instructor. It does not increase, of course, the 
amount of the expenditure, because if the cadet is not detailed 
some one else isinstead The point is, however, that it changes 
the ced one if it be changed at all, should be changed by a 

ara 1 

do not understand that the question is at issue as to the ad- 
visability of the change. If it were. I should say I believe that 
one of the most important and effective parts of the education 
of the student is the four years’ service in the field. I believe 
that the four years’ active service in the field, after the cadet 


has left the Academy, is worth fully as much as the four years’ 
time spent in his studies at the Academy. But the point of 
ordon, as I understand it, can not go to the advisability of the 
change. 

To my mind the whole question of this provision is covered 
by the rule which provides that you shall not incorporate on an 
appropriation bill such er, which ch inge existing law, 
unless you can show at the same time that they diminish or re- 
duce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will not the 


from the other side? 
The Chair will withhold the 


The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
decision on the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I contend, Mr. Chairman, that 
the provision is not subject to the point of order. The gentle- 
man from Iowa who has just spoken alleges that it is, and he 
gives two reasons. First, he says it is not germane to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill; but I contend that it is germane because 
it provides for the pay of officers and then prescribes what 
character of officers can be detiiled for this work. That settles 
the point as toits being germane. It reduces expenditures—— 

Mr. HULL. What is in the bill about regulating the teach- 
ers? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). It reduces ex- 
penditures, because the officers who serve but two years in the 
Army have less pay than those who have served a longer period 
of time, and this fact relieves it from the point of order. 

As to the expediency of the change, I will state that this was 
recommended in the strongest terms by the Academic Board, 
and received the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, that is hardly to the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But the gentleman from Iowa 
made allusion to this matter, and I certainly have a right to re- 
ply to it. The oficials of the Academy experience great diffi- 
culty in securing the best officers of the Army as instructors— 
the best class of officers now—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield 
for a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman state wherein and 
when the Secretary of War ever recommended this? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. On re lection I recollect now, 
and Iwill submit to the correction, that this came more especially 
from the Superintendent of the Academy and the Academic 
Board. But it had the full sanction of the Secretary of War, 
and was transmitted by him to the Committee on tary Af- 
fairs. I do not pretend to say that the recommendation came 
with the original estimates. 

It has been a very serious matter to secure the best class of 
instructors at ths Academy after they have served for a period 
of four or five years. The best officers are then developed and 
seleeted for other duty: and to show the great difficulty in this 
respect I repeat that the Superintendent of the Academy had 
to apply for fifteen officers before he succeeded in securing 
an instructor for one of the departments of the Academy. This 
difficulty would be obviated in the measure by extending the field 
of selection as proposed by this paragraph. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? } 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. On that theory why not bring in a bill to change 
the law so they can do as they please? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Iowa 
knows very well the difficulty. 

Mr. MARSH (interrupting). Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
this question of order had better be disposed of, and then if 
nee > the merits of the proposition may be discussed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think when the gentleman 
from Iowa has discussed the point of order and also the question 
of expediency, it is very proper that there should be some reply 
to every point of the argument; and I am surprised that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Marsa] should wish to interrupt 
discussion on the proposition at this time, because if it is not 
explained now it will not be understood by the House. 

Mr. MARSH. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not want 
to prevent, but I want to open up the way for the discussion of 
the merits when the merits come properly before the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If the indication given by the 
Chair-correctly tells us his opinion I do not see how the merits 
can be discussed after the point of order has been upon. 
I repeat that in efforts to get one o'icer the Superintendent was 
compelled to send in some fifteen names. 

Onticers of only two years’ service have not as a rule been se- 


int of order, 
hair hear a word 
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lected for other duty, and the Secretary of War is therefore en- 
abled to detail these younger officers for duty at the Academy. 

That is a question of expediency; but I fee certain that the 
point of order should not be sustained. I insist that the para- 

raph is germane and that it reduces expenditures. Therefore 
e the Chair will rule that the paragraph is not subject to 
the point of order. It is certainly germane, because itissimply 
describing the kind of officers who shall be detailed. It is cer- 
tainly reducing expenditures, because the laws of our country 
fixing the pay of the Army are such that officers who are per- 
mitted by this raph to be detailed have less pay than offi- 
cers who have been in the Army at least four years. I hope the 
Chair will not sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Is there any increase of pay to officers before 
they have served five years: 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In many cases there would be. 
At the end of every five years the pay of officers is increased by 
what is called longevity, and such an officer would have 10 per 
cent more than an officer who had been in the Army a shorter 


riod. 
apres HULL. Would not the increase be the same, whether 
he is detailed or not, except for the professor s additional pay? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; the question of longevity 
comes in, and an officer of longer service receives more pay and 
frequently, after four years in the artillery, they become first 
lieutenants, which again increases the pay. Therefore, the pay 
of an ofticer of but two years’ service is less, and this paragraph 
3 does retrench expenditures and is not subject to 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready torule on the point of 
order. It is admitted by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] that this is new legislation, and on its face it does 
not reduce expenditures. Therefore the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Imove thatthe committee rise 
and report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. P 

The committee accordingly rose and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 1 that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5894) making 
appropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, and had directed him to report the same fa- 
vorably to the House, without amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move the previous question 
upon the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


FURNITURE FOR UNITED STATES COURTS, CHICAGO. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk's desk (H. Res. 147). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
ant to transfer to the rooms now occupied and used by the United 
States courts at Chicago. the furniture and carpets heretofore used by said 
courts and the officers thereof in the public building at said city, and the 
United States marsha! for the northern district of the State of Lilinoisshall 
execute a receipt to the custodian of the public bnil at Chicago for the 
articles so transferred. and such articles shall be returned when required 
by the Secretary ofthe Treasury. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] for the present con- 
sideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will explain the ob- 


ject of this. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to have read the letter of 


the Secretary of the Treasury, which explains this resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 23, 1891. 

DEAR SIR: I transmit herewith a form of a resolution authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transfer certain furniture from the public 
building at Chicago to the rooms now occupied by the United States courts 
in N can with =e Alaa ands that the same be considered and passed at as 
early a as 5 

The United States courts have been removed from the public building to 
rented premises, and unless some pronao is made by whi h this furniture 
can be used in the rented building, it will be necessary to expend from 
810.000 to 812.000 in the purchase of new furniture; and, asthe courts will 
meet at a very early day, prompt action is necessary in this case. 


Very t . Fours, PG are 
1 x G. LISLE, Secretary. 
House of Representatives. 
Tke SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? 


There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


3 ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering general 
appropriation bills. 

Mr, LOUD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker,I shall object to going into com- 
mittee, because it is obvious that a quorum, or half ofa quorum, 
is not present. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71; noes 3. 

Mr. REED. Just as I thought; there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Haine makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. HENDERSON, and 
the gentleman from Maine, Mr. REED. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is evidently not 
a quorum here, and I do not want to take up the time of the 
House for nothing. I will state to the gentleman from Maine 
that there are a great many uncontested items in this bill, and 
I shall be perfectly willing to agree, if we can take it up, to 
ee over for the present the items to which there are objec- - 

ons. f 

Mr. REED. We have had unexampled activity to-day, as w 
have passed one appropriation bill. You can a recess. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As there is no quorum 
here, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. REED. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. Both 
suggestions have been withdrawn, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The vote, however, been taken. 

Mr. REED. The pointof no quorum has been withdrawn, and 
the 9 withdraws the motion to go into committee. That 
can be done by unanimous consent. 2 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can, of course, be 
done. There being no objection, then, the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole and the point of no quorum will be 
withdrawn. The Chair will lay before the House requests of 
members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


i By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for one day, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. MCETTRICK, until Tuesday, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. GILLET’of New York, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. ALDRICH (on motion of Mr. MERCER), for to-day, on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the House take 
a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. p 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the House take a recess until 8 o elock this evening, 
the evening session to be devoted to business under the rule. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the 
duties of the Chair at the evening session; and the Chair now 
declares the House in recess until 3 o clock. 

Accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3 of 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. The House shall. on each Friday. at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 
8 o'clock, which evening session shall be devote to the consideration of 
private bilis reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
bil's removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend 
beyond 10 o clock and 30 minutes. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 
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The question was tuken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
noun that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have a count, Mr. Speaker, 
and I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes none. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think we have enough 
people here to do any work. I think I will make the point of 
no quorum upon this. [After a pause.| I do not make the point 
now, but will wait awhile and see how this thing works. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it, the motion is 
agreed to, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BkETZ] will 
take the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 
ADDISON M. COPEN. 

The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1868) 
for the relief of Addison M. Copen. - 

The biil was read at length. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not exactly understand the reading of 
that bill, but it appears to me to be obnoxious to a point of or- 
der ienas it is not within the jurisdiction of these Friday night 
sessions. j 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, as chairman of that committee 
I have been here several times, and have never found anyone in 
the committee to defend the bill: and I move that it be reported 
3 to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman makes the point of order? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will insist upon the point of order if there 
is anything init. I am not certain from the reading of the bill 
whether the point of order is well taken or not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is properly before the commit- 


tee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order; 
and the question is on ordering the bill to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. I understand that the 


gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MosES] made a motion that the 
bill be reported back with a recommendation that it lie on the 
table, where I think it ought to be. 
Mr. MOSES. I move that the bill be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
WASHINGTON HISLOP. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5020) granting a 
pension to Si Gato Seed Hislop. 
The bill was , as follows: 


Beit enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place on the pension roll, subject to the condi- 
tions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Washington Hislop, 
late of the Marengo Light Guards, Indiana Legion, the said Hislop having 
received injuries in the Morgan raid. 


Mr. BRETZ. L ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I move that that bill be 
reported back to the House with the recommendation that it be 

d on the table. 

The report (oy Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5020) 
granting a —_— to Washington Hislop, and submit the following report: 

Tne petitioner has filed no claim in the Pension Bureau for the reason that 
having been in the State militia he has no pensionable status under the gen- 
eral laws. He alleges that he was in a band of men organized to repel the 
raid of John Morgan’s men, and that in a battle about July 1, 1863, near 
Salem. Ind., he received a ot wound in the forehead at the hands of 
the enemy. He furnishes the testimony of David Denton, of Fargo, Ind., 
and John Agan, of Valeene, Ind., tending to show that he was wounded, as 
all ; also a certificate from Dr. John McDonald, of Valeene, Ind., to the 
effect that the petitioner is very deaf.and that he hasascar on the forehead, 
over the left eye, extending about 21 inches to the right, having the appear 
ance ofa ot wound. Fountain Burton and.James Grimes, of Fargo, 
Ind., testify that the petitioner owns 40 acres of land, worth #250, and per- 
sonal property not to exceed 3150. 

It has been the policy of Congress in recent years to pension men not reg- 
ularly in the military service of the United States only for wounds incurred 
in action with the enemy. This policy would suggest that the petitioner 
should be pensioned for such gunshot wound as he may have received as he 
alleges, and that he be required to prove the origin of such wound in the 
same manner as regular soldiers must do under the provisions of the gen- 
erallaw. To do more than this would be to place him on a better basis than 
are the soldiers of the war, which would clearly be unjust. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass after being 
amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the word Legion,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words, “at a rate proportionate to the degree of disability from such 

ot wound of the forehead as may be shown to the satisfaction of the 
tary of the Interior to have been incurred in an engagement with the 
enemy during the Morgan raid.” 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is a mo- 
tion pending to report the bill to the House with a recommen- 
dation that it be laid on the table. 1 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HARE). The Clerk will report the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 


i The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
OWS: 

Strike out all after the word Legion,” in line7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words at a rate proportionate to the degree of- disability from such 
gunshot wound of the forehead as may be shown to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Interior to have been incurred in an engagement with the 
enemy during the Morgan raid.” 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the bills we had 
up some time ago when the nature of this claim was fully stated 
to the House. There was some question as to whether there 
were any precedents for a special bill of this character. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not having been present when the re- 
port was read, Mr. Chairman, I wish to know how it was this 
soldier got wounded? >» 

Mr. BRETZ. I will state that to the gentleman from Georgia. 
In July, 1863, Gen. Morgan crossed the Ohio River on a raid 
through Indiana and Ohio. This man belonged to an organiza- 
tion in the State of Indiana known as the Indiana Legion, or 
Home Guard, and was regularly mustered into that service. I 
do not mean that he was mustered into the United States serv- 
ice; but he was regularly mustered in, and was subject to the 
order of thegovernor of the State. When Gen. Morgan crossed 
the river and went through Indiana into Ohio, these men were 
called out and pursued him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who called them out, the governor? 

Mr. BRETZ. The governor of the State—Governor Morton. 
Near Salem, Ind., there was an engagement between Gen. Mor- 
gan's forces and this organization, and in that engagement the 
man received a gunshot wound in the forehead, of the truth of 
which I know nothing, except that which is contained in the 
statement and the proof of those who were with him. There 
are quite a number of affidavits to that effect from those who 
were with him in that service. 

Now, this bill provides that he must prove to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Interior that he was wounded in an en- 
gagement in defense of the State, that he was wounded by the 
enemy. and unless he is able to make that proof he gets no pen- 
sion. In- other words, this bill simply gives him a day in court. 
It does not give him any specific sum at all, but simply allows 
him to make his proof. If he received a wound that entitles 
him toa pension and he can make satisfactory proof of it, he 
gets just as much pension as he can show he is entitled to. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Under the law of 1890? 

Mr. BRETZ. It only lets him go before the Interior Depart- 
ment to prove his case. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It simply gives him a status be- 
fore the Department to prove his claim. 

Mr. BRETZ. Exactly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Subject to the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws. 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly; subject to all the provisions of the 
existing pension laws. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Why did he not go in under the old law? 

Mr. BRETZ. He could not. He was nota Oy bere enlisted 
soldier. He belonged to what was knownas the Indiana Legion, 

Mr. COX. He was called out by the governor of the State. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes; by the governor. 

Mr. COX. He was a soldier of the State. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is what he was. 

Mr. COX. Now, has not the State in her legislation made 
any provision for such cases? 

Mr. BRETZ. No, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
any of the Northern States. 

Mr. COX. We have made such provision in the South, but 
that was the only thing we could do. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iwill state further, that the captain of this 
man’s company was pensioned for injuries received in that identi- 
cal raid. 

Mr. STALLINGS. May I ask the gentleman a question for 
information? 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly. 6 - 

Mr. STALLINGS. Was there not a statute passed—I think 
in 1866—allowing pensions to militia soldiers, men situated 
like this one, provided they could prove disability received in 
the line of duty? 

Mr. BRETZ. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. I think there was such a statute and that I can show it, 
but I believe that under that statute the claimant was required 
to make his proof by 1874 or 1875. 

Mr. BRETZ. I shall be very glad indeed if the gentleman 
can show such a statute as that. I have no knowledge of it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think there was a statute passed in 1865 
or 1866 that gave to this class of soldiers, militiamen, pensions 
provided they prove their disabilities within a certain time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I think the gentleman is wrong. 


There is none in our State, nor in 
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Ihave no knowledge of any such statute which would apply to 


this case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There wasaFederal statute of that kind, 
but application had to be made under it by 1876. 

Mr. STALLIN GS. If there was such a statute as that I want 
to know why this man did not come in under it? 

Mr. BRETZ. I willsay to the gentleman thatif there was an 
such statute as that, and I do not knowanything about any suc 
statute, it was never resorted to by anyone in Indiana or any- 
where else that I know of, because Congress has been passing 
just such bills as this for the relief of the militiamen of various 
States of the Union. To show this, I will ask the Clerk to read 
a portion of the report in another case in the first session, Fif- 
tieth Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Enoch Weathers enlisted ina volunteer militia oopan formed in Craw- 
ford County, Ind., in July, 1863, called the Marengo Light uards. organized 


N olaa for the purpose of suppressing the Mo: raid. 

are ization was in ee e the militia law of Indiana, ap- 
proved May 11, 1881, and it is 1 5 1 that said company elected its officers 
and was mustered into the Indiana Legion, and that each member thereof 
took the oath of allegiance. The said Enoch Weathers was elected captain 
of said com yn fey was duly commissioned by Governor Oliver P. Mor- 
ton. He — that Co: 


that while acting as ASE OI A eee tk tine ame on 
the 17th day of July, 1863, at New Albany, Ind., while assis in br: g a 
cannon on board of a boat he was ruptured in the right side by being se- 
verely struck with the tongue ofa gm carriage. He has made no application 
for pension for the reason that the Pension 888 do not consider 
claims arising from injuries received by persons belonging to State militia 
organizations, 

Mr. BRETZ. Now, Mr. Chairman, that there may be no 
question as to its being the policy of Congress to pass bills of this 
kind, I will call attention to another case reported in the Fifti- 
eth Congress, where a militiaman of West Virginia, acting in 
the same capacity as the man for whose benefit the pending bill 
is intended, received a pension. The same is true also of mem- 
bers of the militia of Kansas and of Illinois. So that there can be 
no question as to the precedents for a bill of this kind; the onl 
difference being that in each of the cases to which [refer the appli- 
cant was granon aspeciñe pero while this bill does not grant 
any specific sum, but simply, as [have already said, permits this 
man to make his proof, and then, if he is able to do that, he is 
to receive such pension as his proof entitles him to. If he is un- 
able to make the proof he gets no pension. Now, unless some 
1 77 8 desires to ask further questions, I will ask that the 

ill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that if do pass. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill 
being laid aside with a favorable recommendation. I think it is 
only fair and just that this man should be pensioned if he can 
make a satisfactory showing before the proper tribunal. The 
Congress of the United States did pass an enabling act to meet 
these cases, but I think the limitation ran against it in July, 1874, 
and evidently this man, if he was wounded as alleged in the bill 
and in the report, did not avail himself of that statute and prob- 
ably never heard of it, I do not think it 1 policy for us to 
make fish of one man and fleshof another. There are thousands 
and tensof thousands of men on the pension roll who did no more 
service and incurred no more disability than this man did. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Many of them not so much, for he 
was shot. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ves, this man was shot. He was shot, 
it is true, while in the service of the State, but while he wasre- 
sisting the enemies of the Federal authority, and the man who 
had the moral courage to enter the State militia and fight such 
a gang as John Morgan carried with him is entitled to some no- 
tice and some consideration from this House. [Laughter.] 

I hope there will not be a single vote on either side against 
laying this bill aside with a favorable report. 

{Cries of *‘ Vote!“ Vote!“ 

r. STALLINGS. Iwill not occupy more than a moment. 
But I have some pride of opinion when it comes to the question 
of a statute which I have undertaken to eite. Now, I call the 
attention of the gentlentan from Indiana to the statutory pro- 
vision bearing on this case, and to which I referred. It is in 
these words: 


Any person not an enlisted soldier inthe Army, serving for the time being 
as u in mber of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any reg- 
ularly organized military or naval force of the United States, or who other- 
wise volunteered and rendered service in any engagement with rebels or 
Indians, disabled in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line of 
duty in such temporary se „ But no claim of a State militiaman, or 
nonentisted person, on account of disability from wounds or injury received 
in battle with rebels or Indians, while ris denies f rendering service, shall 
ee unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 


Now, T asked the gentleman why it was, if this man was dis- 
abled in that battle, he did not make claim under this statute? 
He had, as I understand, from 184 till 1874 to make his claim. 
I wanted to know why that was not done. 


Mr. BRETZ. I will not take issue with the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS] as to the statute. I will simply say 
I bad no knowledge of the existence of any such statute. But 
5 ok this statutory provision shows that it expired in 
1874. à 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is exactly what I suggested to the 
gentleman, and I asked him why advantage was not taken of 
this statute while it was in force. - 

Mr. BRETZ. Why this man never applied for a pension dur- 
ing the existence of that law I am unable to say. I suppose he 
was in the same condition as all these other men who have been 
pensioned by special acts, the reports on whose cases I hold in 
my hand. T refer to these bills passed during the Fiftieth and 
Fifty-first Congresses. I do not know why these persons did 
not apply during the existence of the statute. I suppose they 
knew nothing about it, as [ presume was the case with this man. 

Mr. CABANISS. On looking at this statute, I find that it was 
not p:ssed until March, 1873; and as it expired in 1874, the sol- 
dier had only about one year in which to take advantage of it. 

Mr. BRETZ. I thank my friend for that information; it con- 
firms the suggestion I just made that these persons probably knew 
nothing about the statute. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lsuppose that under the circumstances it 
may reasonably be taken for granted that this man was not aware 
of the existence of such a statute. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is What I say. It appears that the statute 
ran only about one year. Mr. Chairman, I now ask for a vote. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] where he gets his authority for stating 
that the provision which I read was not passed until 1873. 

Mr. CABANiSS. That is the annotation which I find on the 
margin—March 3, 1873. 

St STALLINGS. That applies to section 1; but this is sec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. CABANISS. But section 3 is marked the same way. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not care particulary about that mat- 
ter. Lonly wanted to know why this man did not apply before 
the statute expired. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The answer is that presumably 
he did not know of the existence of tho statute. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in my viewit makes 
no difference whether this soldier knew of the existence of this 
statute or not. If he had known of it it would not have helped 
him. No soldier of this Indiana Legion could have been bene- 
12 at all by this statute. It will be observed that the wording 

this: 

Any person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving for the time being 
asa member of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any reg- 
ularly organized military or naval force of the United States— 

That is not this case at all. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Read just one line further. 

Mr. MARTINof Indiana. Well, I think even in that case 

Mr. STALLINGS (reading): 
or who otherwise yvoluntesrei and rendered service in any engagement 
with rebels or Indians. 

John Morgan was a rebel.“ 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think the provision 
referred to has no reference at all to services rendered by the In- 
diana Legion. It never has been urged, I believe, on the floor of 
this House that in acase of this kind the act referred to had any 
application. Hence I think the question asked by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS] is answered in this way—that 
the act cited does not cover this case. 

[Cries of Vote.“ “ Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments reported with this bill 
from the committee were, as the Chair understands, acted upon 
last Friday evening. The question is now, Shall the bill as 
amended be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2108) to 
perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to enter the name of Warren Alonzo Alden upon the 
roll of Company H of the Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, with a 
statement of the fact that he faithfully served the United States in said or- 
1 commencing August 15, 1882, and continuing until January 5, 


Sec.2 That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
uired to complete the record as to the services of Warren Alonzo Alden in 
moy C, Fourth Independent Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, in 
which he served from July 10, 1863, to October 10, 1853. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Task for the reading of the report in this 
case. 


The report as already published in the proceedings of last 
Friday night was again read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I should like to know who introduced the 
bill, and should like to have a statement from him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There is nothing in it, only to make 
this man eligible to join the Grand Army of the Republic. He 
can not draw a pension. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the bill was in- 
troduced by the gentlenian from Illinois [Mr. DuRBOROW]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I move that it be passed without 
prepne so that the gentleman from Illinois may explain it. 

r. STALLINGS. ‘That has been the custom, to let the man 
who introduced a bill explain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 


LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill [H. R. 1463) 
ge a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 

Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Lucinda 
C. Wheeler. widow of John H. Wheeler, late private in Company L, Seventh 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry. in the war of 1831, and grant hera pension. at 
or rate of 812 per month, subject, however, to the limitations of the pension 
The report, as published in the proceedings of Friday, March 
16, was read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is the case we had up here on last 
Friday night. Ihave examined the facts in that case as well as 
Icould, I was opposed to it last Sieve | night, and I am opposed 
to it to-night, for the identical reasons I gave before. 1 willask 
that that case be laid aside. There are other cases that ought 
to come up that are meritorious. I do not think it ought to be 
3 reported, and I ask that it be laid aside. 

Mr. P. CKLER. I object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I, of course, ye to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS] in all that he says about 
his notion that there is no merit in this case, but the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have examined this case carefully, have 
examined all the evidence, and they feel that the casa is merito- 


us. 

Mr. CABANISS. Who introduced it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SWITH]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If he is not here, let it be laid aside until 
he does come. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If there be no objection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I will ask that it be pissed over until the gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. 8 «rTH] can be here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice, until the author 
may have an opportunity to explain it. Is there objection? 

here was no objection. 


CELESTIA P. HARTT, 


Tho next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt, 
- The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ate., That the Secretafy of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Celestia P. 
Hartt, widow of Samuel T. Hartt, late naval constructor, and allow her a 
pension equal to that allowed omcers in the Navy of the grade of captain. 


“The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5351) 
granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Samuel T. Hartt, who at the time of his 
death. and for twelve years prior thereto, was a naval constructor in the 
United Staces Navy. The records of the Navy Department show that he 
Was appointed a naval construgtor July 5, 1847, served as such at the 
navy-yards at Norfolk, Va., and Pensacola, Fla., and that he died at Nor- 
folk, va, while still in the naval service, May 10, 1859. 

Ths claim of the widow has been rejected use of the fact that at that 
time naval constructors were civilian Mag) thee but it is shown that by 
Congressional legislation enacted July 25, 1 naval constructors and first 
and second assistant engineers were given rank and pay as officers of the 


Navy. 

17 16 shown by evidence satisfactory to your committee that the officer 
died from disease resulting from extraordinary exposure atten the 
burning to the water's edge of the steamer North Carolina in the waters of 
Chesapeake Bay in the early morning of January 29, 1859, compelling the 
crew and passengers to take to small boats at that inclement season of the 
year; that he was a 5 his 
Station at the Norfo ok Rn from W: 

on business with his official 

ve months after this ca astrophe, lea 
ever since remained his widow, and five o 
ago, to rear, with an embarrassed estate 

The facts presented show that had the officer survived a few years 
then died the title of his widow under the eral ion laws would have 
been indefeasible, and, as it is shown that death was due to disease con- 
tracted by him in performance of his duty, thus rendering the Government 


responsible for his premature death, your committee believe that she should 
have the benefit of the h lation su 
this class of officers and their widows. 
es, It is shown that the claimant is over 63 years of age, in impaired 
health. and with no adequate source of subsistence. 
The passage of the bill granting a pension as of the grade of naval con- 
structor, with rank of captain, United States Navy (80 per month), is roc- 


ommended. 

Mr. LANE. I want to raise a point of order on that bill. 

Mr. MOSES. I move to strike out thirty“ and insert 
twelve.“ 

Mr. LANE. What committee reported that bill? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Pension Committee. 

Mr. LANE. Had shoy any right to do that? Ido not think 
this man was ever a soldier, or that he was ever in the army 
service at all, or in the naval service. I raise the point of order 
that the Committee on Pensions have no jurisdiction of this 
class of claims. They have only jurisdiction of matters con- 
nected with the Army or the Navy. He was in neither. He was 
simply an employ‘of the Government. I wish to raise the point 
of order that the committee have no jurisdic:ion in the matter. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In answer tothe gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LANE], who raises the point of order, I desire to 
say that the rule relates not to the connection with the service, 
but to the performance of service in connection with the De- 
partment of the Army or Navy: and, therefore, either the Com- 
mittee on Pensions or the Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
ample jurisdiction to consider a bill in relation to a person who 
served in a capacity connected with the Army or Navy, whether 
he was mustered in or not. If the service he rendered of that 
character justifies the committee in giving consideration to it, 
it comes, as a matter of equity, properly before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order: 

Mr. MOSES. I move to strike out thirty“ and insert 
twelve.“ 

Mr. STALLINGS. Before that amendment is put I wish to 
know who introduced the bill? 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill, and intro- 
duced if not simply for the purpose of getting anything that the 
committee might choose to grant this widow, but to have her 
placed on the roll where she is entitled to be placed. By read- 
ing the report of the committee and the facts stated, it will 
clearly appear to the committee that she is entitled to be placed 
on the pension rolls, and that she is entitled to all the rights 
that such action may give her. 
ine KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

m? 

Mr. TYLER. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding is that the husband of this 
lady died in 1859, and that at that time constructors in the Navy 
were civilians? . 

Mr. TYLER. Thatis true. 

Mr. KILGORE. In 1866, however, Congress enacted a law 
putting constructors of the Navy on the same footing with sol- 
diers. 

Mr. TYLER, On the same footing with officers of the Navy. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes: with officers of the Navy. Now, I un- 
derstand that the gentleman from Virginia seeks to make that 
law ap ly to this case. 

Mr. $ LER. Just as it would apply to this case. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand if this party had lived through 
the war, had undergone the peril incident to the war, and had 
died after 1865, his widow would have been entitled tothe bene- 
fits of that act. That is precisely the point on which the act of 
1866 was passed, because these constructors during the war en- 
dured just as much hardship and peril as any offleer in the Navy, 
and therefore they were entitled to the samo privileges. 

Mr. TYLER. I am free to admit, Mr. Chairman, that I un- 
derstand that that is the reason of the passage of the law of 1866 

lacing these civilian employés, as they had not been up to that 

ay, on an equality with the officers of the Navy; but I say to 

the gentleman that as far as any peril these officers might have 

d through because of the war, it diq not exceed thatendured 

y this constructor, who died by reason of exposure during an 
accident in line of duty. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatismerely the opinion of the committee, 
and they are liable to be mistaken about that. 

Mr. TYLER. There is no opinion about it. That is the 
fact. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you mean thatifaconstructor was drowned 
before the act of 1886 that he had undergone the same exposure 
as a naval constructor during the war? 

Mr. TYLER. He wis not drowned, but he contracted a dis- 
ease by reason of exposure. He lived four or five months after 
that ure; and I do not suppose that the gentleman from 
Texas denies the fact as stated in the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the report of the committee is not com 
clusive with me. 


uently enacted for the benefit of - 
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Mr. TYLER. Ican understand that; but L think those circum- | were merely civilians, and could quit the service of their own 


stances are conclusive to the committee here, 

Mr. KILGORE. That is hardly prima facie. 

Mr. TYLER. I will say that the prima facie statement made 
by the committee must be accepted unless the gentleman from 

‘exas can deny it. ; 

Mr. TATE. He can deny anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TYLER. I know; but he would not deny it. Icall the 
attention of the committee to the facts stated in the report. I 
fissume that the committee in reporting this case was very care- 
ful in examining all the evidence before them. It is evidence 
of record, and there can be no question about the facts as stated; 
and from those facts the committee has decided that this party 
is entitled to receive a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. Assuming all the facts to be true, my con- 
clusion is that his widow would have been entitled to be placed 
on the pension roll under the act of 1866 if he had lived during 
the war and participated in the dangers and hardships of the 
war. 

Mr. TYLER. Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas that 
this oficer would very gladly have lived through the war. 
[Laughter.] It was not the fault of the officer that he did not. 
It was the fault of the United States Government, in whose 
employment he was at the time he died and in whose servicehe 
was when the exposure occurred which caused his death. It 
seems to me that it is only au act of justice that the Govern- 
ment should give to his widow the same right that she would 
have had and which would have been an indefeasible right had 
he lived six years longer in the service of the country. N 

Mr. KILGORE. On the same theorx, if you carried it to its 
logical conclusion that it is the fault of the Government, then 
Lam entitled to a pension, although I was on the wrong side in 


that little performance. [Laughter.] The Government is not 


to blame for it, but I am to blame. have relented. 

Mr. TYLER. L hope that the gentleman—— 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing). I am willing to forgive these 
gentlemen. [Laughter.| 8 A 

Mr. TYLER. I hope the gentleman will get on the right 
side to night and vote for this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ioan not do that. 

Mr. TYLER. f I think it appeals to the sense of justice and 
it appeals to thg kindly feeling of humanity. 

This lady has now reached the age of 63 years, She is an in- 


valid herself, and in very dependentcircumstances; and I think 


this bill appeals especially to thiscommittee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, the 

observations just made are altogether on the charity side of the 
uestion. 
s Mr. TYLER. I did not understand what the gentleman said. 

Mr. KILGORE. Isaid yourobservations in behalf of this lady 
are altogether upon the charity side. Of course, that appeals 
to everybody. But itis not the business of this Government 
to dispense charity unless there is some other condition. I say 
that this would be a wide departure from any rule that has 
ever existed on which this House has been granting pensions 
ever since I have been connected with it; and if we should make 
a departure of this kind we would throw the doors open toa 
great number of such ciaims. 

Mr. TYLER. I can not see how that could bs true, that it will 
throw open the door to similar claims. How can it be? Do you 
know of any other naval constructor z 

Mr. KILGORE. Ifyou had been here as long as I have, you 
would have known that there have been plenty of them. 

Mr. TYLER. Do you know of any other naval constructor 
who died anterior to the war from exposure in the service? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; but they will come here promptly if 
this is done. 

Mr. TYLER. “Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.“ 
Iam not frightened by shadows or deterred from doing an act 
of justice because I apprehend somebody will claim and take ad- 
vantage of myact. But I donot appeal to this committee on the 

und of charity. Iwas appealing to thegentleman from Texas 
on that ground, because I thi 


ink he is more easily approachable 
when we appeal to his charitable nature than when we appeal to 
his simple sense of justice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TYLER. T hope the committee-will report the bill favor- 
ably. 

Mr. MADDOX. Can the gentleman from Virginia tell us 


when this act was passed? 
on the 25th of July, 1856, 


Mr. TYLER. This act was 
and this officer died on May 10, 1859. 

Mr. MADDOX. Since the passage of that act these naval 
constructors have become regular officers; they are appointed 
for a certain specified time, during which they have to serve 
like any other officers or soldiers, but prior to that time they 


free will at any time. Is not that true? 

Mr. TYLER. That is true, with certain limitations. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, right there, 1 think the report of the 
committee is wrong. The committee base their report in favor 
of this lady s claim to a pension upon the ground that since the 
passage of the act of 1868 these naval constructors having be- 
come officers their widows would be entitled to pensions in case 
of their death. But it should be remembered that anterior to 
the passage of that act they were not officers, and, therefore, 
they were not nor were their widows entitled to pensions. This 
man could have quit the service any time he pleased. 

Mr. TYLER. But the fact is that he did not quit the service. 
He died in the service and in the line of duty. consider that 
he died as much in the line of duty as if he had been shot by an 
enemy, as if he had lived four years longer and had been kiled 
in the civil war: Anterior to the e of the act of 1836 his 
widow, if he had died, would not have been entitled toa pension, 
and in order to give her one it would have been necessary to 
have had a special act, as it is now. 

Mr. MADDOX. Suppose a postmaster had been drowned on 
that occasion? 

Mr. TYLER. Well, if an act of Congress six years afterwards 
had placed postmasters upon the same footing with the officers 
of the Army or of the Navy, I think that the widow of a post- 
master who died in the performance of his duty anterior to the 
passage of that act would have been entitled to a pension, as I 
claim this lady is. 

Mr. MADDOX. In other words, you say that this law ought 
to ba retroactive. 

Mr. TYLER. The object of thisis thatitshall be retroactive, 
except that the person who is to be the recipient of the pension 
is slive now and that she is the widow of one who was in the em- 

loy of the Government in the United States Navy, and who, if 

e had lived, would have been an officer of the Navy with the 
rank of captain. 

If this man had lived until 1865, had served the United States 
Government through the war, and had returned from thatserv- 
ice covered with wounds, asa civil employé he would not have 
been, nor, in case of his death, would his widow have been, en- 
titled to a pension prior to the act of 1866; yet I have no doubt 
that if a special bill had been presented in this House to grant 
her a pension, it would have passed without a dissenting voice 
if her husband had shared in any of the battles of the war. It 
seems to me that the reason objection is made to this is because 
it happens to be an antebellum pension, but surely you have 
enough pensions arising out of the civil war, and why is it you 
object now to giving a pension to the widow of a man who, if he 
were alive to-day, would be a naval officer? 

Mr. MADDOX. My objection is the precedent you are about 
to set. How many people are there engaged in the navy-yards, 
or employed in connection with the Navy, but who are not en- 
listed in the service, to whom we might be required to give pen- 
sions on the same principle? There might thousands and 
tens of thousands Ay them. Every person who worked in aship ` 
or in a navy-yard might claim a pensionif the doors were thrown 
open in this manner. 

Mr. TYLER. The gentleman is allowing his imagination, or 
his desire for argument, to get ahead of the facts in this case. 
This bill applies only to a particular grade, that of naval con- 
structor. These naval constructors are not numerous; they are 
not as thick as blackberries; you do not find them everywhere, 
You find only one in a yard. 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam aware of that fact. 

Mr. TYLER. This man, if he were alive now, would be hard 
upon 70 years of age. He died in the service in 1859. I can not 
conceive that any other such case is likely to arise. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me tell the gentleman that if we pass 
8 will probably find that they are more numerous than 

et 8. 

3 TYLER. Possibly; but sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, do I understand 
that there is an amendment before the committee, or is the ques- 
tion on the bill as origin lly presented? 

Mr, MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment, as 
I understand the introducer of the bill is op d to it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then, Mr. Chairman, lam opposed 
to this bill, radically opposed toit, for several reasons. I think 
the reason assigned by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MADDOX 
is a very substantial one indeed, and a good reason why this 
should be rejected by this committee. 

But, apart from that fact, this bill is reported to this House to 
grant this widow a pension of 830 a month. Naval constructors 
who served during the entire war are not granted at this time 
pensions of that amount unless they rank equal to captainz. I 


CONGRESSIONAL 


3216 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 23, 


do not understand that even the naval constructors who served 
during the war, or their widows, are entitled toa pension of $30. 
There are some, it is true, who attain a high position as naval 
constructors—some who rank as captains and others as lieuten- 
ants. In such cases, where the men served during the war and 
were injured or incurred disabilities, the man or his widow is 
entitled to but $20. 

A MEMBER. Twenty-five dollars. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. As low as $20 in some cases from 
$20 to $30. Where the naval constructor ranked as a commander, 
which is a rank below captain, the pension is 825; where he 
ranked as lieutenant the pension is $20. But that law with ref- 
erence to naval constructors was enacted for the very reason as- 
signed by the onnenn from Texas: that those men were nec- 
essarily compelled during the war to go along with the naval 
forces in order to superintend the repairs of vessels while in 
active engagement. fore that time naval constructors were 
simply ship carpenters—mere civilians, as much so as postmas- 
ters. For that reason Fam opposed to this bill. 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no dispute about the 
fact that this person was a civil employé of thə Government at 
the time of his death. But I assume, and I think I havearight 
to assume, that the naval constructor of a decade or three de- 
cades ago was as necessary to the service of the United States 
as such an officer is to-day; that it was as great an honor then 
to be a good naval constructor, performing faithful duty in that 
line, as it is to-day. I conceive that if this man had lived up to 
the time of the war, had served through the war, and had died 
in 1865, his widow would have been entitled to a pension, even 
though he had not served in the naval forces of the United 
States. But in 1866 this law was passed placing naval construc- 
tors upon the same level with naval officers; and the only rea- 
son, as I understand 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, That was done only on the theory 
assigned by the gentloman from Texas. 

Mr. TYLER. In reference to the proposed amount of the pen- 
sion—$30 per month—I will say that the committee have re- 
ported this amount because they recognized the claim of this 
widow to stand in the same position in which she would have 
stood had her husband survived the year 1866. He was a full 
naval constructor; he would have ranked as a captain in the 
Navy; and would have been entitled, as I understand, under the 
act of 1866 to a pension of 830 per month. If the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] objects to this bill on the ground that the 
amount allowed is excessive, I should be very glad if he would 
tell me what would be a proper amount. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I would be in favor of allowing 
this lady, from considerations of charity simply, the amount desig- 
nated in the amendment of the chairman of the committee—the 
same amount allowed other widows—38 or 812 per month. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I have not said anything thus 
far in this debate, because this report was adopted at a com- 
mittee meeting when I was not present. I asked my friend on 
the committee to say something about it, because I understood 
he was there. But I believe this bill isa just one. Here is an 
old woman 63 years of age whose husband died in the line of 
duty, 3 the same obligations to the Government that 
the husbands of younger widows performed -widows who are 
now receiving $30 per month. 

As to the suggestion in regard to the law passed in 1866, I 
will say that it was amended in 1871, and to-day if a naval con- 
structor attains the age of 35 years, and if he meets his death 
in the line of duty, though he may never have been engaged in 
war, the United States Government gives his widow a pension 
of $30 a month. 

What are the facts here? The husbandof this old woman per- 
formed forty years ago the identical duty that has since then 
been performed by younger men whose widows are receiving 
pensions. For many years she has fought the battles of life 
alone. The testimony is that she was left with eight little chil- 
dren to support and withouta single dollar. Gentlemen here 
are willing to give younger widows $30 a month; would they 
deny a small pittance to this old woman whose husband per- 
formed equally faithful duty? 

Mr. STALLINGS. If her husband died in 1859, has she eight 
small children now? 

Mr. MOSES. I said she was left with eight little children. 

Mr. STALLINGS. They are grown now. 

Mr. MOSES. Of course they are. And it is an honor to her 
that she has never come here before asking apension. I am not 
here especially to defend this bill. When it was first read I 
was Leone to it; but on looking into the facts I believe it isa 


just bill and ought WP greeny 

Tam wil yield for any question that any member wishes 
to ask me about it. We are now giving 830 per month to young 
widows whose husbands have performed mil or naval serv- 


ice, and who have died since the war; and yet we can not give 


this old woman, who was left in penury and want in 1859, even 
eight, ten, or twelve dollars per month. I proposed an amend- 
ment of $12 per month, because I thought she ought to have 
something; and rather than see the bill fall entirely, I was will- 

g to strike out “thirty” andinsert “twelve.” If the gentleman 
will allow me, I believe I will offer that amendment now. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Let it go at thirty. The others get that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion or two. Were the wives of officers of the regular Arm 
drawing on then? Were Mexican soldiers pensioned then 

Mr. MOSES. They are drawing pensions now. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is not the question. Was anybody 
8 pensions in 1859? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; when they died in the service. 

Mr. MOSES. Not these naval constructors. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mexican soldiers themselves could not 
draw pensions in 1859. 

Mr. MOSES. What has that got to do with granting this 
old woman a pension now? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. From a charitable standpoint it has 
nothing to do with it; but the gentleman says this would be an 
act of justice. He must make a discrimination between justice 
and charity. 

Mr. MOSES. Did not her husband hold the same rank? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He held no rank at all then. 

Mr. MOSES. As a matter of fact, as to the service performed, 
did he not perform the same service, and did he not die in the 
line of duty, while in the service of his Government? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is not the question. The question 
Task my colleague is, did he have any rank anywhere at that 
time? Why of course he had not. Was he entitled to anything 
under the law? Of course he was not. 

Mr. MOSES. That is the reason why we bring in a special 
bill. It is the equity in these cases that we consider, and the 
equity in this case is all upon the side of the woman. 

r. NORTHWAY. li the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Bip a this naval constructor had been 
an officer of the Navy at the time he died, would he have been 
entitled toany pension? I understand that Mexican soldiers were 
not granted any pension then. $ 

Mr. MOSES. Pensions were granted in 1866. 

Mr. TYLER. The widow ofa captain dying before the war 
would have been entitled to a pension now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Would she at that time? 

Mr. TYLER. Not at that time; but she would now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If we open the door to pension this widow, 
ought we not to pension every widow of every soldier in the 
regular Army who died between 1846 and 1860? 

Mr. MOSES. Iam ready to pension any widow of any soldier 
who died for his country in any war of the United States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. So am . 

Mr. SWANSON. Are not all these private bills introduced 
for the purpose of doing equity where & person can not come in 
under the general law? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; but—— 

Mr. SWANSON. I have never seen one private bill intro- 
duced yet which was not introduced for the purpose of doing 
equity. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Very well—— 

Mr. SWANSON. What difference does it make whether a 
man died since 1866 or before, provided he died in the service of 
this Government? Is not one entitled to a pension as well as the 
other? These private bills are introduced here to equalize such 
matters. Here is a bill to give the same right to this woman, 
whose husband died before 1366, as you give under the general law 
tothe widows of men who died since 18086. Every private pension 
bill introduced here is introduced with the view of giving some 
person who could not come in under the general law the same 
right that others enjoy under the general law. I say this is a 
case of the same kind and character. If you have a general 
statute to allow pensions to widows of men who died since 1866 
and there are one or two cases of persons who died before 1866 
under precisely similar circumstances—I say if you are going to 
n things of that kind, this is a case where it should, be 

one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the 
question, I want to say that I agree with everyone here who 
would pension in the largest degree possible the widows of sol- 
diers who died in the service. would equalize all cases. If 
there is any general law applying to a class of individuals, and 
there is an exception which applies to one person, I would re- 


move that exception and bring it into that class. 


Mr.SWANSON. Why is not this just such a case? 
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Mr. NORTH WAT. If there had been any law pensioning 
soldiers or sailors in the regular Army from 1846 down to 1862, 
if there had been any bar to this widow, anything that would 
take her out of the class, I would be willing to remove that and 
put her into the general class. 

But you pension her and you do by her what we are not doing 
by any other officer who died at that time and left a widow. If 
her husband had been in the Navy at that time and had died 
she would not be entitled to any pension at all at that time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Suppose her husband had lived until 1867, 
as a naval constructor, would she not have been entitled to a 
pension? He would have been very glad to have lived. : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If you give this widow a pension, it 
would compel you to pension all the widows of soldiers and offi- 
cers of the Army during those periods; and unless we do that I 
do not see why we should make the exception. 

Mr. SWANSON. Is not the difficulty this: The present law 
specifies that if he died and had not performed services his 
widow should not receive pension; but if he had performed serv- 
ices that we pension for the services performed, and not for the 
date of them? This man performed the same services that would 
apply to the general service. Do you not pension for the serv- 
ices performed; and if you do why should you be so technical as 
to apply it to the date of the death? 3 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If we pension this widow, let us pass a 
general law to pension all widows prior to the war. 

Mr. SWANSON. To pension the widows of all naval con- 
structors? - 

Mr. NORTHWAY. To pension the widows of all officers of 
the regular Army. 

Mr. SWANSON. Thatobjection would apply to every special 
nsion case you have here every Fridaynight. You pass those 
ills because of some special cause; and then when we reach a 
ease of that kind, you gentlemen say that we ought to have a 
general statute. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I had the floor, and I did not yield to the 
gentleman to make a speech. This is my idea: If we take this 
widow and pension her because her husband died in the service, 
not in battle, but in time of peace, then why should we not pen- 
sion the widows of all officers and soldiers who died at that time, 
on the same ground? 

Mr. SWANSON. You do provide for all who died since 1866, 
regardless of what service was rendered. 

ir. NORTHWAY. Why should we pension all who died be- 
fore that time? Now, I say this: If we should pension this 
widow, and I am not saying we should not do it, we should pass 
a general statute pensioning the widows of all the officers and 
lers who died during any of those years. We should have 
a general statute, so that that could be applied to all who were 
applicants for pension under such conditions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana, chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, his 
view of this bill coming from his committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this bill does not 
come from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is your view, is what he 


asked. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It comes from the Committee on 
Pensions, of which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MOSES] 
is chairman. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ah! 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is one point which I think has hardly 
been sufficiently stated. Itis this: If thisnavalconstructor had 
died in 1866, his widow would have been entitled to a pension. 
Tam not expressing any opinion upon this case. We do not leg- 
islate anybody into the service in order to give their widows a 
pension. You see how difficult it is for militiamen to obtain 
pensions; men who fought. You see how difficult it is to get 

nsions for them unless the militiamen were injured or killed 
br tattle: I simply wish to call attention to that fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Another pointin this case 
is this: If this widow is allowed to receive a pension it seems to 
me that it will open the doors very wide, and then we will have 
to go back and pension the widows of all the postmasters and 
ana widows of men engaged in any kind of work for the United 

tates. 

A MEMBER. And of Congressmen. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And the widows of Con- 
gressmen, and everything of that sort. It would open the door 
very wide; and a bill of this kind ought not to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. Division. P 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 30. 
So the motion was rejected. 


JOHN I. PATMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5111) for the relief of John I. Patman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secre IW: dheishi , authorized 
and directed to place apon the el oe William 8 Maj. 
James Woods's Battalion of Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war of A 
the name of John L Patman as a private, and recognize his service in 
organization from the 10th day of June, 1836, when mustered into service, 
* tlie | —— day of August, 1836, when mustered out and honorably dis- 

rged. 5 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BRETZ). The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

Go SORR: Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
at bill. 

Mr. CABANISS. Thope the gentleman will wait till he hears 
the amendment and the report read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
1 5 amendment was read as set forth in the report printed 

ow. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make a point of order 
against the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. My impression is, that the amendment cures 
the defect that I undertook to reach by the pointof order. I 
understood from the reading of the bill that it provided that 
this man should be put upon the pension roll by the Secretar 
of the Interior and have a pension at the rate of $8 a month. 
that . is not in the bill as amended, the point of order 
would not be well taken, and therefore I do not make it. 

Mr. CABANISS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Moses) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5111) 
for the relief of John J. Patman, having had the same under consideration, 
ri age re submit the following report: 

. Patman alleges that he served in the Creek war of 1836 in Capt. W. 
N. Anderson's company. Third Battalion Georgia Volunteers, and his alle- 
gations are borns out by the testimony of Capt. Anderson and several com- 
rades. The period of service is shown by these witnesses to have been from 
June 7 to August 18, 1836. 

Asearch of t e records of the War Department fails, however, to show the 
service, and because of this fact the application for penson under the In- 
dian war act of July 27, 1892, filed by Mr. Patman at the Pension Bureau, was 
disallowed. There can not, however, be any doubt that the claimant ren- 
dered the service, as the testimony of the witnesses above referred to is very 
direct and positive on this point. 

The proof also shows that Mr. Patman is very old, about 80 years, and 
needy, and in the natural order of things he can not long remain a charge 
upon the bounty of the Government if the relief prayed for is granted. 

‘The passage of the bill is recommended. with an amendment stri out 
all after the enacting clause and substituting in lieu thereof the follo g: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Jobn J. Patman, late a 
private in Capt. William M. Anderson's company, Maj. James Wood's bat- 
talion, Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, and allow him a pen- 
sion rated at &8 per month. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, the facts in favor of this 
claim are simply these: By the testimony of a comrade who is 
now drawing a pension, this man served from the date men- 
tioned in the report until he was mustered out at the time men- 
tioned in the report. That fact is established by the testimony 
of the captain of his company, who is now dead. It appears, 
however, that when this claimant made application for a pen- 
sion his name was not found upon the muster roll. That has 
been explained by the fact that the original roll was destroyed 
and the copy of it now in the Department omits his name, but 
there are ailidavits to the effect that Capt. Anderson, who, as I 
have stated, is now dead, made out a roll of his company and 
had it published, giving a history of the company and its mem- 
bers who went from the county where he lived and where this 
claimant lived, and that this man’s name was upon that roll. 
There is the testimony of aman named Benson that this man was 
mustered in at the same time that he, Benson, was mustered in, 
and was mustered out at the same time. There is nodoubt, from 
the proof, thatthis man performed the service, and the fact that 
his name is not upon the muster roll is explained as I have 
stated, but, his name not being upon the roll, he failed to geta 
pension when he applied for it. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding from the report is that 
there isno record in the War Department, or in any Department 
of the Government, showing that this man served in that Indian 
war. 

Mr.CABANISS. That is true. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I understand that they propose to ac- 
count for that by showing that the original muster roll was de- 
stroyed and another substituted. 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes: and his name is not upon that latter 


roll. 
Mr. KILGORE. The trouble that I apprehend in the matter 


is that if there is no record, while it may not be the fault of the 
soldier at all, the absence of such a record has generally been 
considered conclusive in such cases. 

Mr. CABANISS. I have stated that we have the affidavits of 
his comrades, and also the testimony of his captain. 

Mr. KT RE. I understand that, and I understand also 
that he enlisted from the county in which I was born, which is 
in his favor. |Laughter.] 

Mr. MOSES. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that we 
have the testimony of his own uncle, who is now drawing a pen- 
sion, that this man was in the service with him. 

Mr. KILGORE. That ought to be mighty good testimony. 
[Laughter.] I do not dispute the testimony of any of these gen- 
tlemen, Capt. Anderson, or Capt. Long, or my unvle, but the 
trouble is that the absence of a record has been considered con- 
clusiye. 

Mr.CABANISS. Let mesuggest to the gentleman from Texas 
that if the name was on the roll there would be no necessity for 
this bill, because the pension would have been granted long ago. 
We passed a bill similar to this last Friday evening. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no doubt that the proof is sufficient 
to satisfy a court of equity; but whether it ought to satisfy this 
House or not I do not know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill, 
from what has been stated here. I believe it is fully estab- 

‘lished that this man was in the Army and ought to have a pen- 
sion; but I desire to draw the attention of the committee to the 
fact that this is precisely parallel witb a case which the gent.e- 
man from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS} objected to awhile ago 
the case of a man who served in the last war, but whose name, 
by reason of a technicality, failed to appear on the muster roll. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iwill ask the gentleman from South Da- 
kota what the case is he refers to? 

Mr. PICKLER. The case you objected to a while ago and 
which went over. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentlemen are not discussing the bill that is before the com- 
mittes. 

Mr. PICKLER. My point is that in that other case it was 
shown beyond all doubt that the soldier had been in the service 

and had died in the service. 

Mx. SWANSON. Well, the gentleman from Alabama simply 
asked to have it go over until a gentleman should be present who 
could tell us all about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am in favor of ‘this bill, but I simply call 
attention to the fact that it is precisely similar to a case which 
the gentleman from Alabama refused a while ago to permit to 
go through. - 

Mr. STALLINGS. I-would like to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] a question or two in regard to this case. 

Mr. CABANISS. Iam ready to answer. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The report states: 

Asearch of the records of the War Department falls, however, to show 
the service, and because of this fact the ap, m for pension under the 
Indian war act of July 27, 1892, filed by Mr. Patman at the Pension Bureau 
was disallowed. 

Mr,CABANISS. His name was not on the muster roll. 

Mr. SCALLINGS. Is the name on any roll at the War De- 
partment? 

Mr.CABANISS. None, so farasIknow. Ihave stated here 
that the original muster roll was destroyed, and that in making 
out the copy the name of this man was omitted. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the proof show that the original 
muster roll was destroved? 

Mr. CABANISS. That is my information. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the gentleman know that to be a 
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Mr. CABA NISS. I-do not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I think a manought tobe 
consistent about these matters 

Mr. CABANISS. I know this, that the captain of this man’s 
— aen stites that he was in his company and performed this 
service. I kno that one of hiscomrades now drawing a pension 
swears (we have his affidavit) thatthis man was mustered in the 
identical day that he was, and that he served with him until he 
was mustered out. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iwill ask the gentleman to withdraw this 
case until I can have the opportunity to look into it. 

Mr. PiCKLER. Let me suggest to the gentleman that he 
should be consistent in the other direction; let him withdraw 
his objection to the other bill, and let us pass both. That will 
‘be consistent. 

— 95 STALLINGS. No, sir; I am stating my objection to this 


Mr. CABANISS. If the gentleman wants to defeat the bill, 
now is as good a time as any other. I decline to withdraw it. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not desire to make any captious ob- 
ection to the bill; nor have I stated that I wanted to defeat it. 

ut I do say that before I vote money out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers of the country I want to know the facts, and I am en- 
titled to know them. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. STALLINGS] think it entirely proper, when the House is 
considering legislation, to ask an entire Congress to wait until 
he has personally given attention to a particular bill? If so, it 
ought to be known and understood. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CortTis], that many times I have sat here day 
after day and hour after hour while he made a whole Congress 
wait on his motioas. 

A MEMBER. That has nothing to do with the case. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But that is an answer to the question of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis]. 

Mr. CABANISS, Will the gentleman allow me to read a por- 
tion of this report? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. CABANISS (reading): 


A search of the records of the War 
service, and because of this fact the s cation for on under the Indian 
war act of July 27, 1892, filled by Mr. tman atthe Pension Bureau was dis- 
allowed. There can not. however, be any doubt that the claimant rendered 
the service, as the testimony of the witnesses above referred to is very direct 
and positive on this poart. 


Now, if the gentleman from Alabama thinks that by going 
through the records and making a search he can find the name 
of this man, I shall be very glad to have him do so. But such a 
search has already been made. The application for thispension 
was filed. The name of this man was not found on the muster 
roll and therefore the claim was disallowed. Now, the only way 
to do him justice is in the way here pro to allow him to 
make proof that he performed the service, and explain the 
reason why his name is not on the muster roll. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Where are the proofs to which the gentle- 
man refers—the affidavits? 

Mr. MOSES. We have just sent to the committee room for 
some of the affidavits. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I think 
I can clear up this matter in his mind. 

Mr. STALLINGS. One moment. I will ask the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] whether he knows either of the 
parties who make affidavit here. 

Mr. CABANISS. Ido not. But I think the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions [Mr. Moss] does. The claim comes 
from a different part of the State from that where I reside; and 
Ido not know any of the parties. 

Now I will yield for your 


Mr. STALLINGS (to Mr. Moss). 
question. 

Mr MOSES. Ithought you wanted me to make some expla- 
nation. 
Mr. STALLINGS. I thought you wanted to ask me a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CABANISS. I will say, upon reflection, to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. SrALIANGS] that I know one or two of 
the men who make affidavit; they state they had heard Capt. 
Anderson say that this man had rendered service, and also that 
‘Capt. Anderson, in publishing a history of the county of Coweta, 
gave the muster roll of this company, and in that muster roll, as 
published by Capt. Anderson, was included this man’s name. 
at know Capt. Anderson to have been a gallant and truthful 

entleman. 
£ Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman is too good a lawyer to 
bring hearsay proof before this House and ask us upon it to take 
money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. CABANISS. I understand that a court of law would not 
receive these affidavits; but Capt. Anderson being dead, the best 
evidence we can get is the evidence of those who knew what he 
said and what were his acts in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MOSES. If our committee can ever report properly a 
bill for a case not covered by the general law, this is such a case. 
As to the suggestion in regard to reporting bills upon hearsay 
evidence, I will state we make no reportsexeept upon testimony 
which would be accepted in a court of justice. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Idid not make the statement that the 
committee made their report on hearsay evidence. I said the 
gentleman’s present statement was hearsay. 

Mr.CABANISS. Upon redection, I think it would be admis- 
sible in a court of law, Capt. Anderson being dead. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I find we differ on the question of the ad- 
missibility of the evidence. 

Mr. MOSES. We have the sworn affidavits of the captain of 
the company, Capt. William U. Anderson, who has been dead for 
three years; but before he died this gentleman was making an 
application for additional land warrants, and we have on file the 


tfails, however, to show the 
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sworn affidavits of Capt. Anderson that this soldier was in his 
company. We have the affidavits of four of the soldiers who 
served in that same company, who are now living in my town, 
all gentlemen whose word no one could success ully question. 
They all swear that Mr. Patman served throughout that war 
with them in the same company. Let his name does not ap- 
pear upon the records. We know that these old records are 
very imperfect. Just a few days ago we passed a bill—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lunderstood the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CABANISS] to say that the record was destroyed. I under- 
stand my friend [Mr. MOSES] to say that the records are there, 
but that this man’s name does not appear upon them. 

Mr. MOSES, Copies of the record are there, but the son of 
Capt. Anderson testifies that his father lost the original record. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You mean the muster roll. 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Are these other soldiers, 
whose affi la vits you have, drawing pensions? 

Mr. MOSES. They themselves are drawing pensions, and 
they are all wealthy men compared with this man. He is a poor 


man. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Were they in the same 


company with him? 

Mr, MOSES. In the same company with him. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Caro And they are drawing 
pensions? 

Mr. MOSES. 


Yes. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And they swear that he was with them in 
the war all the time. 

Mr. MOSES. Just the other day there came up the case of a 
man who distinguished himself as a general in the Revolution- 
ary war, and in whose honor they have just completed a monu- 
ment up in Massachusetts, and yet his name can not be found 
upon the muster roll. It is not conclusive evidence that a sol- 

er did not render service simply because his name does not ap- 

upon those rolls. 

Mr.STALLINGS. That is not the reason they built the 
monument, though. 

Mr. MOSES. But in a case of this kind, where we have the 
direct proof from soldiers who served in the same company and 
knew of the service. our committee meughs it nothing but just 
that the bill should be favorably reported. 

Mr. MEREDITH. verg man’s testimony is supposed to be 
true until itis contradicted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say tomy friend from Alabama 
eds STALLINGS] that this case is simply this: The name has 

n for some cause omitted from the records of the War Depart- 
ment, but I hold in my hand the testimony—an affidavit by his 
captain, an atlidavit by Robert L. Long, and other affidavits— 
and I want to say that these men are to-day known to be truth- 
ful honest men in Georgia. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Will the gentleman read those affidavits? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are long. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Just enough of them to show the facts. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say that these men swear he 
a in Sneis company, and served there, and was honorably dis- 
charged. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is their testimony? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, and that ought to be enough. 
~ Mr. Chairman, we have had cases of soldiers who served in the 
war of the rebellion, the Mexican war, and in the Indian wars, 
and once ina while you will find a man who served, but whose 
name is not on the records of the War Department. When they 
come before this House and make such proof as this, they are 
always pensioned. I hope no objection will be made. This man 
is as clearly entitled to a pension as Gen. Grant, or anybody else 
who served the United States Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be re- 

rted to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection the bill will be amended 
to comply with the suggestion of the committee. 

There was no objection. 


THANKFUL ROBBINS. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4780) 
for the relief of Thankful Robbins. s 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, name of Robbins, and to 


. $12 month. as the foster mother of Geo E. Squires, 
private Company C, One hundred and twelfth New York Volunteers. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 4789) 

to pension Thankful Robbins, and suomit the following report: 

he petitioner alleges that she is the foster mother of George E. Squires, 
Who is shown by the records of the War Department to have enlisted in 
Company C. Twelfth New York Volunteers, on July 3, 1882, and to have died 
in service, of dysentery, February 24, 1803. 

The petitioner testifies that her first husband was Nathan C. Smith, who 
died February 2, 1871; she married her present husband, Ralph Robbins, on 
3 5, 1874: he is a cripple. having lost the use of one arm, and is 78 
years old; thatthey have no propies from which to derive a support and 
are Loa pepe on charity; that 1 she and her then husband adopted 
the soldier, then a boy 2 years of age, who was the illegitimate son of 
Amanda Smith and Leander Squires, both of whom are dead; that the boy 
Was treated in all respects as their child until his enlistment. and after 
death was sent home and buried by them; that he was never married and 
at no rh en The truth of this statement is certified to by five witnesses 
under oath, 

It thus appears that the petitioner remarried some years after the soldier's 
death, but since the a ove was written her husband, Ralph Robbins, has 
died, as certified to by Mr. Hooker of New York, a member of this House, 
who pees 3 to the extreme destitution of the petitioner and her per- 
sonal worth. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass, and that the 
title be amended so as to read. A bill to pension Thankful Robbins.“ 


y an: STALLINGS. I would like to know who introduced the 
5 Mr- HOOKER of New York. Mr. Chairman, I introduced the 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understood the gentleman from New 
York was goin to make a statement. 

Mr. HO KER of New Vork. I did not understand that the 
gentleman cared to have astatement. y 

Mr. STALLINGS. We can not hear the report very well, 
and I should like to hear a statement. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Then I will make a short stite- 
ment. The soldier was George E. Squires, and he was the ille- 
gitimate son of Amanda and Leander Squires. The boy was 
adopted by this claimant, Thankful Robbins, and her then hus- 
band, Nathan Smith, when he was 2 years of age. They treated 
him in all respects as their own child until he enlisted. He en- 
listed and died in the service, and they brought him home and 
gave him a decent and respectable burial. After that time this 
claimant's husband, who was Nathan H. C. Smith, died, and she 
remained a widow for some years. Subsequently she remarried 
Ralph Robbins, who has since died, and this is the foster mother 
of this boy. She is in dependent circumstinces, has no ee 
erty, and the father and mother of the soldier are both dead. 
I think that this is really a meritorious case. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Is it the widow that the pension is sought 
for here? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No; the foster mother. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. The foster mother. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Has she got a husband? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. No; she is a widow. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. ‘ 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
3156) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Black, late colonel of United States Army, deceased. 

The bill was read at length, 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I agreed with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] not to have this 
bill called up for the present. I do not think he is here, and I 
ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

‘CALEB HUSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éte., That, two-thirds of the Senate and the Hous of Repres 
sentatives concurring therein, all political disabilities im: upon and 
incurred by Caleb Huse, formerly of the State of Alabama and now of the 
State of New York, by virtue of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, be, and are hereby, removed. 


Mr. LANE. Let us have the report read. 
The report(by Mr. WHEELEROf Alabama) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on 3 Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5735) to remove the political disabilities incurred by Caleb Huse, formerly of 
the State of Alabama and now of the State of New York, by virtue of the 


fourteenth amendment of the Constitution, submit the follo report: 
The committee find that Caleb Huse was a distinguished uate of the 
Military Academy at West Point, and was for many years assistant profes- 


sor of chemistry, mineralogy. and geology at that titution. He after- 
wards was solicited to accept a position as professor of chemistry and com- 
mandant of cadets at the University of Alabama, and was elected to that 
office without application on his part. To accept the pro’essorship he re- 
resigned his co: on in the Army at a time when secession had not 
considered. Prof. Huse occupied the position in the University of Alabama 
oe sog sme in a manner very acceptable to the people very credit- 
able i 

While engaged in this peaceful duty of educator Prof. Huse was appointed, 
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without any application on his part, a captain of artillery in the Confeder- 
ate army, and again, without application or knowl that such a thing 
Was contemplated, he received orders to to Europe to purchase 
arms and ammunition, but after reaching his destination his former orders 
were revoked and he was instructed to do whatever might seem proper and 
et er, gt to the Confederate government, in mind the magni- 
tude of the struggle and the im bility of communicating with the war 
department directly. Under these instructions Capt. Huse bought and 

nos; pure arms and batteries of artillery, procured 
„boots, and shoes, blankets, medical supplies, surgical instruments, 
— on, and the almost innu- 


tegrity, good judgment, skill, and diplomacy shown by Capt. Huse 
won for him the very fest commendation. After d 
millions of dollars, without check or supervision, he was com 
the close of the war, to borrow money to pay his passage back to 


tates. 

In all the work of Capt. Huse he was 5 contact with men who 
were engaged in speculations, and the fact that t aduate of West Point 
devoted all his talents and energies to his duties, and did not allow himself 
to be influenced in the least by his surroundings is a characteristic which 
has almost always been found ad uates of the Academy. 

The committee report back the bill and recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. LANE. I raise the point of order upon the bill. Ido 
not think we have jurisdiction of this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The House shall, on each Lees A at 5o0’clock p. m., tak a recess until 8 
o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate pension bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to bills for the remoyal of political disabilities, 
and bills removing charges of desertion only. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that this is a proposition to 
pension a Confederate captain? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. It is to forgive one. 

Mr. HULICK. Would you vote for it if it was? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think I would. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to inquire if 
there is anything in the bill or report to show that this gentle- 
man has asked to have his political disabilities removed. I be- 
lieve it is a condition-precedent that he shall; and it does not 
show that he has asked for it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands there is nothing 
in the bill to show that that is the fact. The question ison lay- 
ing aside the bill. À 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, as itis not 
shown that the gentleman has asked to have his political disa- 
bilities removed, I move that this bill be laid aside without 

rejudice until somebody can show that. The gentleman who 
ee the bill [Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] does not seem to 
be present. I do not wish to do the gentleman any injustice, but 
that is a condition-precedent in these cases under the law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He certainly ought to be required 
to ask for it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That should be shown, and 
I therefore move that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, this committee can only re- 
port it to the House, if the committee has jurisdiction of it at 
all. It does not involve any expenditure of money, and I think 
the only way it could be done is to take it up in the House on a 
eB a session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear that the commit- 
tee has jurisdiction of the bill. 

Mr. RE. The House in its Friday-night sessions has 

jurisdiction of the bill, but the Committee of the Whole only 

jurisdiction of those bills which carry appropriations of 
money, and this bill does not carry any appropriation. I think 
the question as to whether it should be considered in Committee 
of the Whole is open toa point of order. I think we can only 
reach it after the committee rises. Then it would be in the 
power of the House to take it up and consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Texas will permit, 
the Chair will state that this bill is in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, are we through with this 
pill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the bill be 
laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LUCINDA 0. WHEELER. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to House bill 1463. That is the case where the report 
says: 

The records of the A Office do, however, show that J. 
Wheeler, of Company E. Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, died September 16, 
1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 

Numerous affidavits on tile in the Pension Bureau show that John H. 


Wheeler was enrolled and sworn in by Capt. T. P. Gray for Com 
that these men were all captured before the company was filled so as to be 
mustered in. together with the record of death at Tndersonville, leave 
no doubt that the petitioner's husband met his death as claimed, und as a 
result of his connection with the military service of the United States. It 
is clear that the deceased-was not a member of ee, E, and it is reason- 
ably clear that he enlisted for Company L. as sta in the bill. 


Since the passage of the bill of the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. CABANISS], I understand that the gentleman from A 

ma [Mr. STALLINGS] will not further insist on his objection 
to this bill, and I ask unanimous consent that we return to it 
and take it up. 

Mr. TATE. Is that your bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

110 TATE. Well, I must object if it is not the gentleman's 
Mr. PICKLER. I do not know why there should be any dis- 
crimination made between soldiers of these two wars. More- 
over, this case comes from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and I do not see why there should be any discrimination made 
between the two pension committees. 

The CHAIRMAN. 8 is made to the request of the 
gentleman from South ota. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will say to the gentleman that there is 
this difference. Before I gave my consent awhile ago to the 
passage of the bill of the gentleman from Georgia, he sent down 
and got the sworn testimony of witnesses that they knew the 
man, claimant, and knew the facts. Now, let the gentleman do 
the same in this case—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, there are numerous affidavits on file in 
this case. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The 
Clerk will report the next bill. 


LOUISA M. SIPPELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
=) A repeal the special act granting a pension to Louisa M. 
ippell. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act granting a pension to Lou- 
isa M. Sippell. widow of William E. Sippell, of Company H, Thirteenth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry,” approved September 29, 1890, be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Me BAKER of New Hampshire. 
read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were referred certain papers 
and documents in relation to the special act e September 29, 1890, 
granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell, have had the same under consider- 
ada Ana submit the following report to accompany the bill herewith pre- 
sented: 

The papers in this case were submitted to this committee during the 
Fifty-second Congress, and a bill to repeal the act by which pension was al- 
lowed to Mrs. Sippell was reported by that co ttee, but no action was 
had by the House. Payment of pension was suspended November 16, 1892, 
pending action by Co: , and the papers have been again submitted by 
the Department for consideration. z 

The then Commissioner of Pensions, Hon. Green B. Raum, stated on De- 
cember 9, 1892: 

The fact having been developed that the claim was fraudulent, and that 
Louisa M. was never the lawful wife or widow of the soldier, the case is sub- 
mitted for your consideration, under the provisions of section 4720 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. The full facts relative to the matter 
will be found in the accompanying letter of the chief of the law division." 

The facts as set forth by the chief of the law division of the Pension Bu- 
reau are as follows: 

“The claimant, Louisa M., has been pensioned by special act of Congress, 
No. 757. The evidence conclusively shows that on the 7th of February, 1873, 
soldier had been previously and properly married to Mary C. Milburn, in 
Jersey City, N. J. Both claimants are now living. The pensioner, Lo 
was married to the soldier in New York City on the 29th of January, 1880. 
It further appears that the second wife, Mary C., has remarried, at least at 
me on law, in all probability several times since she separated from the 
soldier. 

The evidence further shows that the pensioner, Louisa M., isnotamenable 
to the provisions of section 4720, Revised Statutes of the United States, so 
far as any actual prosecution for the of a false and fraudulent claim is 
concerned, because she was not sufficiently cognizant of the soldier's previ- 
ous matrimonial experience. On il 0t Special Examiner Brown's re- 

rt, Mary C. states that she believed that the soldier was dead in 1885, and 

hat she had aright to remarry. It appears, of course, that the soldier did 
not die until October of the same year, but this statement will be a subject 
for further consideration. 

On the 23d of March, 1885, Mary C. remarried. She left the soldier in De- 
cember, 1876, and never saw him again after that date. It is gathered from 
the evidence secured on s examination subject to the reference of De- 
cember 1, 1891, of this case to the board of review, that the pensioner, Louisa, 
had every opportunity of knowing, and without doubt did know, that the 
soldier had a living, undivorced wife; and, further, that her remarriage to 
him was a result of illizit intercourse previous to the date of actual mar- 
riage. It does not Appear that the soldier was unaware of the whereabouts 
of his former wife, Mary C., and therefore no justification for remarriage 
under the laws of the State of New York ever arose. 
statement, and for the reason therein 
cited, that soldier was never justified in contracting a third 1 yh 1. 6. 
with the pensioner. The soldier's first wife, Alice Decker, had been vorced 
trom the soldier. and the soldier's marriage to Mary C. was unquestionably 
lawful at its inception; and his rè to Louisa M. was unlawful, be- 
cause he had never been divorced from Mary C., and no reason arose, under 
the laws of either the State of New Jersey or the State of New York, by 


Let us have the report 


“It is apparent from the foregoin 
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which remarriage without divorce from Mary C., the second wife, would be 
see. Feo ade ot New Jersey do not permit a re: upon pre- 
sumption of deai 

“Tt may, therefore, be accepted that Louisa M. was never thelawful wife, 
and co uently never the lawful widow, of the soldier, and of course she 
never should have been pensioned as the soldier's widow.” 

The Assistant Secretary of the Interior, Hon. Cyrus Bussey, on January 
5, 1893, gave the following opinion: 

“Itis clear from theforegoing that pensioner’s marriage to the soldier was 
void, as he had a former é living from whom he was never divorced, and 
you (the Commissioner of Pensions) properly 1 payment of her 
pons on and reported the case to Con for consideration under said sec- 

ion 4720, Revised Statutes, and noth further remains for this Depart- 
ment to consider until Con shall have acted in the matter. Iam of the 
opinion that neither your Bureau nor this Department has power to drop 
pensioner’s name from the rolls until so authorized by Congress in the re- 
peal of the act granting the pension.“ 

In view of the facts above set forth, your committee report the accom- 
panying bill and recommend that it do pass. 

For the further information of the House the report of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, on which the special act was originally psssed, and sho that the 

uestion of the legality of the marriage was not before the committee, and 
the so-called widow admitted her 1 to prove 7 that the sol- 
dier’s death was a result of his Army service, is here appended. 
House Report No. 1541, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7338) „ to Louisa M. Sippell, submit the following report: 

That the ant is the widow of W. m H. Sippell, late a private in 
8 H. Tenth New 3 Volunteer Infantry; that he was severely 
wounded in action in July, 1864, be struck by a rifle ball in the thigh. the 
ball splinte the bone and rema g in the leg; that he was in hospital 
fourteen months and thereafter was ever disabled; that in 1879 he submitted 
to an operation by which the 


ball was removed from his leg, and, the wound 
healing, there was no further 1 that thereafter 
e 


s lungs were af- 
fected and general health impaired. grew worse until 1885, when he was 


admitted to hospital in Jersey AN where, in that year, he died from lung 
ge a affection of the brain, induced by blood-poisoning, the result of 

The deceased was a pensioner, and his continuance of disability is shown 
by the testimony of Edward Hofner and John W. Rieber. The claimant ad- 
mits she is unable to furnish medical testimony as to cause of death owing 
to death of 9 physician, but swears said physician said her hus- 
band died from ty and blood-poisoning, caused by wound, and Edward 
Le Court, a competent witness, testifies to similar statement of physician. 

In view of the foregoing your committee are of the opinion that claimant's 
5 death was a result of his army service, and recommend the bill 

0 . 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I believe this woman was 
pensioned by a 8 act of Congress, was she not? 

A MEMBER. Yes. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, I just want to suggest to the com- 
mittee that we ought to be more careful about these matters 
when we see how such bills get through here. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the committee reporting this bill whether this woman 
knows of the contemplated action of the House, or whether she 
has had an o poran ty to be heard? 

Mr. MARTIN of Tad eN Yes, sir. This is the result of a 
special investigation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Didshe know of the special investigation? 

Pood MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir; I think she had notice 
of it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Has she ever appeared to defend herself 
in any way? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Never. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS], who speaks of the neces- 
ay of being careful, that the question of marriage was not 
raised in these cases in the Fifty-first Gongress when that bill 
was passed, and this repeal bill is recommended upon the ground 
that this woman is not really the soldier’s widow. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state thata similar report to 
this was made in the Fifty-second b but was not reached. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman know who introduced the 
bill in the Fifty-first Congress pensioning this woman, or whether 
any statement was made as to the merits of the case at that time? 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not know. 

Mr, STALLINGS. Who was chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid pensions at that time? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

gentleman. 
. The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


HANNAH WELCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 5 
sions and limitations of the act of June 27, 1890, the name of Hannah Welch, 
3 of William Welch, late musician of Third Rhode Island Heavy Artil- 

ery. 

The report (by Mr. MCETTRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1214) 
granting a ion to Hannah Welch, and submit the following report: 


The petitioner is, as she believes, the widow of William Welch, who served 
in the band of Third Regiment Rhode Island Heavy Artillery from August 


Maj. Morrill, a very honorable 


15, 1861, to August 31,1862. She a) 
1890, on August 20, 1890, and her claim was rejected March 15, 1892, on the 
ground that special examination fails to prove conclusively the fact that 
the soldier is dead. 

The evidence shows that the soldier left home, Valley Falls, R. I., in 1871. 
Two letters from him were received by his wife soon after. No further news 
was received until 1873 or 1874, when a letter was received by the postmaster 
at Central Falls stating that a William Welch, believed to have friends at 
Central Falls, had died, and asked that his friends be notified. The name of 
the city where he was believed to have died has been forgotten, but itis be- 
lieved to have been Detroit, Mich. Soldier was of consumptive diathesis, 
and no one of his friends doubts that he is dead. 

No 93 for pension has ever been filed by the soldier. The decision 
of the Pension Bureau is to the effect that presumption of death would arise 
after seven years if there was no obstacle to prevent his return, and that 
two reasons are intimated in this case—one that the soldier was in debt, the 
other that he was addicted to drink. That the postmaster's letter referred 
tois not in evidence and is too uncertain as to identity to be accepted as 
conclusive proof of death. 

These are the facts, briefly stated, for and against the presumption of 
death in this case. 

Your committee feel that the absence of twenty-three years, the failure to 
file a claim for pension, and the cumulative evidence of the alleged let er 
roporting his death are of such force as to compel the conviction that the 
79. — —— fact dead, and your committee therefore recommend that the 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask whether the committee are in possession of any in- 
formation as to whether this soldier was a deserter or not? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He never was. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, why did he not ap- 
Diy pee for a pension? 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. He was dead. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As I understand, there is 
no evidence that he is dead except that lost letter. Is there any 
better or other evidence than that to show his death? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Nothing but the lapse of twenty- 
three years, during which he has not been heard of. Grdi- 
narily an absence of seven years raises a presumption of death, 
but this man has not been heard of for twenty-three years. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Had he not a chance to 
apply for a pension before the time when it is supposed that he 
died? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Why did he not apply 
within that time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The presumption is that the soldier 
could not have obtained a pension if he had applied. He had 
no disease contracted in the service, and no wound. This is 
for his widow. He served over the required time, and had an 
honorable discharge, and he ieee e and now, after the 
lapse of twenty-three years, his widow, who has remained his 
widow, comes and asks Congress to pass a special bill granting 
her a 9 65 on the presumption that her husband is dead. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. She asks it under the law of 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
say that the soldier himself would not be entitled to a pension if 
he were alive? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not that I know of. 

Mr. PICKLER. He might be under the act of 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE, Now, the theory upon which the Pension 
Committee has reported this bill is that the soldier is dead. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long has he been away? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Twenty-three years. 

Mr. KILGORE. That would furnish at common law a suffi- 


cient presumption of death. 
Yes; but the Pension Office will 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
not accept that evidence. 
Mr. KILGORE. Assuming that this man is dead at common 
law, will not the Pension Department give his widow a pension? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; it will not. 
Mr. KILGORE. Has the claim been rejected there? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is his record clear as a soldier in the late 
war? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


ELIZA HOLMES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1717) 
granting a pension to Eliza Holmes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Holmes, widow 
of John Holmes, deceased, late of Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and whose pension claim is numbered 13513. 


The report [by Mr. HAINES] was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1717) 
granting a pension to Eliza Holmes, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner, whose address is No. 343 West Seventeenth street, New 
York City, is the widow of John Holmes, deceased, late a member of Com- 
pany A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, to whom she was married 


lied for pension under the act of June 27, 


ber 22, 1 as shown the affidavit of the officiai 98 
other fo Bonet the fact that she has remained a wie dee e sol- 
dier's death is also established by satisfactory testimony. 

The records of the War De: ent show that John Holmes enlisted in 
Com A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, May 13, 1881, and was 
“found dead in age eres town, D. C., on the morning of July 2, 
1861; deceased had stabbed by some person or persons unknown.” 

In an audavit dated July 20, 1864. William Manson (since deceased), who 
Was captain of soldier's company, testifies that when the regiment left 

Lown, about July 1, 1861, a portion of the regiment was left behind to 

the regiment property: thatsaid Holmes was one of such guard and 

Was on the following day found dead, ha been stabbed during the night 

by some person un cnown, and that he was the performance of his duty 
the time of his death. 

John H. Sheppard. in afidavit executed September 24, 1885, testifies that 
he was a — of John Holmes, and that they together were e on 

duty at the Observatory in Georgetown on the morning ot July 2, 1861 
pat a meaning. however. July 1), and continued on that duty until 8:30 
P. m., When they returned to the 5 aud found that the regim ut had 
moved. lea a guard consisting of Lieut. McNee and about twelve men; 
the officer told them there was no food for them and gave them permission 
to go ani get something: they went to a grocery store anil got some cheese 
and crackers; while there three men. apparently civilians, some abu- 
sive guage toward them, which thsy did not resent, but left. Holmes, 
however. decided to go back alone to get som3th more, ani was never 
seen again alive; next morning afiant learned that Holmes was murdered ; 
he was perfectly sober when he left afflant. 

The Georgetown Bvening Star of July 2, 1861, contained the following ac- 
count ofthe murder: 

“John Holmes, a private in Company A, Seventy-ninth New York Regl- 
ment, was murde this morning at an early hour near the corner of High 
and Water strests. He received two stabs in the left breast. + * The 
coroner's inquest is now in progress, and theevi lence of those in the neizh- 
borhood shows that deceased was, in an altercation with one or two other 
men, habited in the uniform of his regiment, and from them received the 
wound that caused his death. * * + Several members of the regiment 
were arrested, and one is strongly suspected.“ 

The War Department records do not, however, show that any member of 
ee SD. was under arrest for this murder or anything further in the 
matter. 

The widow's claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier's death did 
not occur in line of duty and she can not be pensioned under the act of June 
in Spee aoe the reason that the soldier was not honorably discharged from 

rvice. 

Walle the action of the Pension Bureau is doubtless proper, this seems to 
be just such a case as ial acts of Congress are d ed to relieve. 
While it can not be provgd that the soldier mat his death in tine of duty. it 
is equally true*that he died in service and that there is no sufficient reason 
to assume that it was through any fault of his owa that he was murdered. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. As I understand from the reading of the re- 
port, this soldier was in the service only a few days. 

A MEMBER. Sixty days. 

Mr. KILGORE. And he was found dead on the street over 
here in Georgetown. He seems to have died from a wound in- 
flicted with a knife, as the report says, by some parties un- 
known.” Now, there is no evidence that he was assassinated. 
There is no evidence that he was not engaged in an altercation 
which he might have provoked himself; there is no evidence 
that the party who killed him may not have killed him in 
self-defense. ere isa stand of” on all these questions. I 
can not exactly see how the committee reporting this bill could 
arrive at the conclusion that this man was assassinated or was 
killed without fault of his own. That is the only difficulty that 
occurs to me in this matter. If there can be any satisfactor 
explanation given by the gentleman who has charge of the bill, 
I will make no objection to it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman who introduced 
this bill, the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER], does 
not appear to be present this evening. But the simple facts in 
this case are these: This soldier enlisted May 13, 1861. He was 
found dead on High street, Georgetown, on the morning of July 
2, 1861. There does not seem to be a particle of evidence in- 
criminating the soldier himself in any breach of duty. Now, 
his widow has lived as his widow all these years—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you authorized to assume that this sol- 
dier was entirely without fault in this matter, and that he was 
killed in the line of his duty? Are you authorized to assume 
that from the facts and circumstances attending the discovery 
of the min after his death? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, I am inclined to think so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mightyou not justas well assume that there 
was something wrong about the matter? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not. I think he is entitled to 
the benefit of the presumption in his favor. There is nothing that 
seems to be proved against him at all. There he is—a dead sol- 
dier. Now, what presumption shall we adopt in regard to his 
case? He is found dead, and there is not a particle of proof 
against him. The committee felt that under the circumstances 
they ought to report the bill favorably. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I understand further that in a 
Georgetown paper, which is quoted in the report, there is an ac- 
count of the ing, and it is stated that there was no quarrel, 
so far as anyone heard, and it was supposed he had been assassi- 
nated by some one who crept upon him stealthily. That is the 
way in which the papers reported it. . 

Mr. KILGORE. But there is no proof of any motive for such 
assassination? 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. About that time there was con- 
panene motive existing om the part of a good many. [Laugh- 

r. 

Nr. STALLINGS. But those who may be supposed to have 
had such a motive were on the other side of the river. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, They may have been on both sides. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire whether there has ever been 
an unfavorable report in any Congress on this claim? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Notto my knowledge. It was re- 
ported favorably last year. 

Mr. JONES. L had an intimation that probably there was an 
adverse ropar in this case. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If there was, I never knew of it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
to let this case go over until tue gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WARNER] is here. If he has any interest in this bill he will 
come here and state the facts to the House. There is no use in 
hurrying these matters. In a case brought to our attention this 
evening we saw the trouble that sometimes arises from hasty 
action in these cases. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WARNER] bas been a very faithful attendant—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. On these night sessions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. On these night sessions. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, let him come here another night. I 
suggest that the bill be passed over. 

ar being of Indiana. The gentleman ought not to insist 
upon i 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not think the bill ought to be passed 
unless there is a quorum present, to put it plainly. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Does the gentleman remember the affidavit 
of the comrade of the man who was murdered? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I heard the reading of it in the report. 
I think we ought to have more evidence. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would suggest to the chairman of the 
committee to lay it aside until the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WARNER] comes. It would be much better. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I donot wantany one bill to stand 
in the road of others, and while I believe this bill ought to be 
passed to-night, still I will make the request that it be laid aside 
without te 7 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is a custom that we have here at 
these night sessions. k 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MAR- 
TIN| asks un mimous consent that the bill be laid aside without 
prejudice. If there objection? 

There was no objection. 


CALEB HUSE. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I understand that where a bill 
is passed without prejudice, we may return toit. The bill (H. 
R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse was 
passed over without prejudice, and I ask that the committee re- 
turn to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] asks unanimous consent that the committee return 
to the bill that was passed over a few moments ago without 
prejudice. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is simply a bill to remove a 
disability. It will not take a minute. 

Mr. JON ES. Is it in order that the party may apply fora 
pension? 

oe WHEELER of Alabama. No; he will never get a pen- 
sion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I make no objection to that 
bill, for I take it under the law a man would be entitled to have 
his disabilities removed if he has beena loyal citizen long enough; 
but I think I will submit a point of order that a bill of that kind 
can not be considered in the Committee of the Whole, for the 
reason that it does not appropriate any money or property and 
does not provide for the expenditure of any money or property. 
My idea would be that it could only be considered in the House 
ata Friday night session, Therefore I submit the proposition 
to the Chair that the committee would have to rise and go back 
into the House before a bill of that kind can be considered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am not willing to detain the 
House, and therefore I will withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not objecting to its passage. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If is will cause any delay, I 
will withdraw it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
“man from Alabama to withdraw the bill? i 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, if it can be passed over 
without prejudice. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection it will be so 
ordered. ; 
There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TRACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which [ hold in my hand. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Regular order! : 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 7 

Mr. TRACEY; The gentleman from Indiana informs me that 
he withdraws his objection. This bill was recognized by the 
Speaker, but objection was made because it was said that the 
bill should be considered in the Committee of the Whole. I 
wish to go out of the city, and I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


MARY E. TRICKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of Hartwell M. 
Trickey to the pension roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to restore Mary E. Trickey, widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, late of Company I. One hundred and sixth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and their children, to the pension rolls as of the Cate of December 

1, 1891. 


Mr. KILGORE. I can not understand what the Secretary of 
War has to do with these pension matters. 

The CAAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


g: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro ons and limitations 
of the act 8 June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as widow of 
Hartwell M. Trickey. late of Company I, One hundred and sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey." 


Mr. KILGORE. Lat the report be read, Mr. Chairman, 
The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey, have carefully considered the same and 
submit the following report: 

A similar bill was favorably reported in the Fifty-second Congress but 
failea of passage. The facts shown are as follows: 

Hartweil M. Trickey served as a private in Company I, One hundred and 
sixth New York Infantry, from July 22, 1862, until June 22, 1865. He was 

o eg $i per month for gunshot wound of left forearm, and died 

une 11, . 

Mary E. Trickey applied for pension as bis widow, and proved to the sat- 
isfaction of the Pension Bureau that she was to the soldier July 2, 
1872, and pension was allowed her under act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month, 
plus #2 for each of four children from July 2, 1890. Payment of pension was 

suspended August 15, 1801, on information tending to show that she was not 
the legal widow of the soldier, and a special examination was had to deter- 
mine the facts, which are as follows, as is fully shown by evidence now on 
file in the Pension Bureau: 

The soldier, while at home on furlough, was married November 12, 1863, 
at Ogdensburg, N. V., to one Jane Ritchey, and remainei with her one or two 
weeks at that time. A after his discharge, he lived with her as his wife 
for about one and a half years, when he went to Pennsylvania and she did 
not accompiny him. and never afterward did they live together. The rea- 
sons for this separation do not appear. This separation seems to have been 
about 1867. In 18d the present claimant, Mary E. (Montgomery), met the 
soldier at Pottsville, Pa., and on July 2, 1872, they were married at Wilkes- 

Pa., and lived together continuously as man and wife from that time 
until his death, and they had five children. It appears, however, that the 
soldier was never divorced from Jane, his first wile and hence thisso-called 
marriage to Mary E. was not legal. Some two or three years after the sep- 
aration above referred to Jane commenced to live with one William rs, 

and they had lived and cohaoited as man and wife. openly and pu y. 
since that time, and have a family of four children, one of whom is 20 years 
of age. and s eis commonly known as Jane Rogers. All this is shown by 
her ownadmissions and by other evidence. 

On November 2. 1800. Jane filed a claim for the accrned pension due the 
soldier at the date of his death, and although this had already been d to 
Mary E., it was determined in the light of all the facts that it must be p id 
to Jane. as the former payment to Mary E. Was legal: this was accordingly 
done, and the name of Mary E. was permanently dropped from the rolis. 
The amount of accrued pension which was thus twice d seems to have 
been not more than #13, and possibly not more than #1, if thesoldier himself 
lived to draw the pension forthe quarter ending June 4, 1849. 

Although it bas been determined that Jane was legally entitled to the ac- 
erued pension. it does not follow that she is entitled to a continuous pension 
as widow. It is evident that she has lived as wife with Rogers both before 
and since the soldier's death. and, even if a common-law marri does not 
arise on the death of the former husband. her relations with rs are 
clearly such as todefeat a claim by reason of the act of August 7, 1 as to 
o; and notorious adulterous cohabitation. 

much as the object of this bill is to pension the beneficiary as an act 

of justice rather than of strict legal right, and inasmuch as a considerable 
sum of money has already been paid her illegally, though, perhaps, through 


no conscious fault of her own, pension, if allowed, should date from the ap- 
proval of the act. 

Your committee therefore return the bill and recommend that the bill do 
pass, after being amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


g: 

“ Tnat the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subjectto the provis.ons and limitations 
of the act a ved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as widow of 
Hartwell M. ckey, late of Company I. One hundred and sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

Also amend the title so as to read, “A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.“ 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. There is evidently not time for the dis- 
cussion of this bill to-night. In the same connec ion, I desire to 
ask unanimous consent that all bills ordered to be favorably re- 

orted last Friday night be reported by the chairman of the 
mmittee of the Who e to the House to night. 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MAR- 
TIN] asks unanimous consent that the bills ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable report last Friday night also be reported 
to the House to-night with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion that the committee rise was then to. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state that the reason why 
that was not done last Friday night was because the committee 
then rose under a callof the House. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hay- 
ing resumed the Char as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BRET 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported that tha 
committee, having had under consideration sundry bills on the 
Private Calendar, had directed him to report the sime to the 
House with various recommendations. The committee had also 
directed him to report sundry bills which were considered at the 
last Friday evening session with various recommendatious, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered on the 
amendments, the engrossment, and third reading, and the final 
passage of all the bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on this and previous Friday night sessions. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wou d suggest to the gentieman from Indi- 
ana that the difficulty about that is, if that order were to be 
made and any gentleman in the House to-morrow, or any other 
day until they were dis of, were to demand the regular or- 
der, those bills would displace everything, appropriation bills 
as well as any other busine-s. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will make an exception in favor 
of the appropriation bills. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. We have no power to make exceptions, be- 
cause if any gentleman demanded the regular order. these bills 
would have to be called up. There will be ampleopportunity, 
I am sure, for the House to dispose o these bills which the com- 
mittee have reported: and in view of that objection, I suggest 
to the gent.eman from Indiana that he withdraw that request. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, let me 
make this suggestion. I think that after so long a time has 
elapsed, it is only right to make that request; and I make it 
with the condition that in no case shall this interfere with the 
regular appropriation bills, R 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the previo is question be ordered 
or the amendments, the engrossment, and third reading and final 
passage of bills reported from the Committee of the Whole at 
Friday night sessions. Is there objection? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
29 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. , 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims. the bill (H. R. 3347)for the relief of James Price. (Re- 
port No. 616.) 

By Mr. McETTRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, the bill (H. R. 5697) granting a pension to Ellen Connor, 
widow of Patrick Connor, deceased. (Report No. 620.) 

By LACEY, from the same committee, the bill (H. R. 5097) to 
increase the pension of Mary Stahl. (Report No. 621.) 

Also, the bill E. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy. 
(Report No. 622. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill (H. R. 5182) for the relief of S. H. Hill, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 625.) 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. McDANNOLD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, the bill (H. R. 4965) to increase the pension of James W. 
Me an. {Report No. 623.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Larison. (Report No. 624.) 


1 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 ọf Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the resolution of Sub- 
ordinate ge No. 133, Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron 
Shipbuilders, of Waterloo, Iowa, opposing House bill No. 2655, 
known as the free ship bill, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Ar. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 6413) for the punishment of se- 
duction in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCKRELL 4 {by request): A bill (H. R. 6414) to amend 
section 1 of the act of May 14, 1890, so as to harmonize the town- 
site acts and settle the question of jurisdiction—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an 
immediate revision and equalization of real-estate valuesin the 
District of Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real es- 
tate in said District in the year 1896 and every third year there- 
after—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 148) desig- 
nating Grand Army Place, in the city of Washington—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TURPIN (by request): A resolution directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to advertise certain lands in the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Indian Reservations in Oklahoma for 
lease for grazing purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A resolution setting apart time 
for the consideration of Senate bills—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6416) granting a pension to 
Henry Sisson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R.6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, 
widow of David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818—to the 
Committee on Pensions. a 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6418) to in- 
crease the pensionof Myron T. Spencer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 7 

By Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6419) for the 
relief of Richard M. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: A bill (H. R. 6420) for the re- 
lief of James Bigler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6421) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Lovettsville, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pontons and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Petition in the interest of Hon. 
Frank L. Wolford, of Kentucky, to accompany House bill 6254— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Everett J. Avery and many other 
citizens of Wolfsboro, N. H., praying for the passage of the bill 
admitting to the mails as second-class matter the organs of fra- 
ternal societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Standard Lodge, No. 158, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Detroit, Mich., for Gov- 
ernment ownership and control of the telegraph and telephone; 
and another for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, CLANCY: Petition in the interest of William Hand, 


of Brooklyn, N. V., to have the charge of desertion removed 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 30 honorably discharged Union 
soldiers of West Liberty, Iowa, for the enactment of a law pre- 
venting the suspension of pensions without notice and proof of 
fraud and to immediately restore pensions so suspended to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, another petition from the same parties for the enact- 
ment of a just and equitable service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of 55 citizensof Putnam County, 
Ohio, requesting the establishment of a Government telegraph 
and telephone service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of West Dedham, 
Mass., in favor of the bill in the interest of benevolent and fra- 
Lilie societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Remonstrance of Joseph Rich 
and 41 others of Columbia County, Oregon, against the God-in- 
„ amendment—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GRESHAM: Resolution of Gulf City Council, No. 41, 
Order of Chosen Friends, of Galveston, Tex., in favor of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Udall and Silver- 
dale, Cowley County, Kans., of Pittsburg and Weir City, Kans., 
for Government ownership of telegraph and telephone 3 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of A. C. Van Dyke and 29 other res- 
idents of Wellsville, Ohio, favoring more stringent emigration 
laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. M. Earnest and 35 other residents of North 
Georgetown, Ohio, asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William F. Caswell and 21 other 
citizens of Jamestown, R. I., for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 

By Mr. PAXNTER: Petition of Fred. Beckers and others, ask- 

ing that Congress take pope to confine the Ohio River in its 
roper channel at Russell, Ky.—to the Committee on Riversand 
rbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of Beer 
Drivers and Stablemen’s and Bakers Unions, of Detroit, in favor 
of governmental control of telegraph lines—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Petitionof residents of Amster- 
dam, N. V., in the interest of the fraternal society and college 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of Elliot Loeffler Co. and other 
wholesale liquor dealers and druggists of Lacrosse, Wis., against 
increase of internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits from 9) cents 
to $1.10 per gallon, and against extension of the bonded period 
from three to eight years—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Labor Council of Lacrosse, to- 
gether with protest of Charles Groth, C. A. Padesky, and 26 
others of Lacrosse, Wis., against an increase Of internal-revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; Resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, favoring the passage of House bill 36 - to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oitice and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
favoring the Maguire letter-carrier bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 44 citizens of War- 
ren County, Pa.,in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEVER: Petition of 153 citizens of Glens Falls, N. Y., 
in relation to regulating the sale of oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers to accompany and 
support claim of Tilman England, of Lauderdale County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. y 

Also, papers in support of the claim of Andrew J.Scrimscher, 
of Madison County, Ala., to accompany bill—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Illinois: Petition of C. M. Wright and 
59 others of Gilman, III., for the passage of the Manderson- Hai- 
ner bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Three petitions of citizens 
of Tenino, Thurston County, Spokane, and the State of Wash- 
ington, for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 24, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
. of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
f SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred as below: 

A bill (S. 1637) for the relief of Capt. John W. Pullman—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Fannie B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark—to the Committee on War Claims. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION NEAR GREEN HILL, R. I. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 218) to provide a life-say- 

g station at or near Green Hill, on the coast of South King- 
ston, in the State of Rhode Island. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island for the present consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object, Mr. Speaker, to the consid- 
eration of that bill at the present time. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize 
the West Braddock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over 
the Monongahela River, from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin 
Township. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether this bill has been reported from the 
committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir; it has been reported favorably. 

Mr. SAYERS. And it is in the regular form? 

Mr. DALZELL. Iso understand. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ssed. 
On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NAVAL CADET FOR SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF 
GEORGIA. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a joint resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Navy to declare a vacancy 
in the Naval ep yearns f at Annapolis for the Seventh Congressional district 
of Georgia, and requiring the said Secretary to give notice to the Repre- 
sentative of said district ot said vacancy, as now provided by law. 
Whereas the law being plain and explicit in itsrequirements that each and 

every cadet 1 5 y those appointed by the President shall be a resident in 

the district which he represents in the Naval Academy at Annapolis; and 

Whereas it appears from the report of the Secretary of the Navy that one 
George L. P. Stone, of the District of Columbia, has been appointed to rep- 
resent the Seventh Congressional district of Georgia; and 
whee said appointment is contrary to law and void by reason thereof: 

erefore, 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assem- 
dled, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to declare a vacancy 
in said Seventh Congressional district of Georgia, and that he give the Rep- 
resentative of said district the nsual notice of said vacancy, and that he be 
allowed until the Ist day of July next to recommend a candidate, as now 
provided by law, and if said Representative fails or refuses to make a rec- 
ommendation, that the said Secretary of the Navy be and is hereby directed 
to appoint a cadet from said district, as now required by law, and that all 
ere noa parts of laws in confiict herewith be and the same are hereby re- 
pealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iwill ask the gentleman from 
Georgia whether the joint resolution has been reported by a 
committee? 

Mr. MADDOX. No,sir. The House has already passed upon 
the question involved by a simple Heuse resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I remember that some state- 
ment was made on this subject the other day. I will ask the 
gentleman from Georgia whether the passage of this joint res- 
Olution will increase the number of cadets at the Naval Academy? 

Mr. MADDOX. It will not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It simply declares a vacancy where an ap- 
pointment has already been made by the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the 


re please state the effect 
fully, in order that we may un 


erstand it? 


—B— — — —ö. g — — — e — — — 


Mr. MADDOX. I will have a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy read, which will explain the matter. 
The letter wus read, as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 17, 1894, 


DEAR Sin: Referring to my conversation this morning, in relation to 
Nava! Cadet George L. P. Stone, who now represents the Seventh district 
of Georgia, I find from an examination which has been made of the records 
that the Hon. J. C. Clements, who represented the Seventh district of Geor- 

ia on March 5, 1890, was duly notified of a vacancy exist: in that district. 

r. Clements on March 31, 1890, nominated Mr. ey Dobbs, who was per- 
mitted April 1, 1890,and presented himself at the Naval Academy May 15, 
1890, but falled to pass the required examination for admission. 

On May 28, 1890, Mr. Clements. in accordance with the requirements of 
section 1516 of the Revised Statutes, was informed of Mr. Dobbs's failure and 
rin tenn to nominate a candidate. Mr. Clements failed to make the re- 

nired nomination, and the Hon. Benjamin F. Tracey, Secretary of the 

avy, appointed Mr. Stone August 29, 1839, whose residence was in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Secretary Tracey acted in this matter as his predecessors 
had done, and as the present Secretary of the Navy did in s r cases last 


summer. 
It the construction which the House would seem to po upon the law by its 
these cases are void, 


recent resolution be correct, the appointments made 
and if void, it would seem that the courts would have jurisdiction to declare 
vacancies under proper proceedings. My construction of the law agreed 
seles that of my predecessors, and I therefore followed the precedent set by 
them. 

It is exceedingly important that this disputed question be set at rest, and 
this can be done in one of two ways, either by the enactment of a law or 
joint resolution of Congress or by proceed in courts. 

I should be very glad to see the matter ly settled, and if Congress does 
not act it would seem to me that possibly the courts would have jurisdiction. 


Very respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, 
“Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. JOHN W. MADDOX, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DINGLEY. It appears that that cadet was appointed in 
1890, and will have been in the institution about four years at 
the close of this academic year. 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir; about three years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And itis proposed to dismiss him after he 
has been in the Academy three years? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other cases 
similar to this, some of which were alluded to here the other 
day. The passage of this joint resolution would be a peculiar 
hardship to this young man, who has been in the institution 
three years, and it seems to me that, under the circumstances, 
there ought to be some other method devised of remedying the 
injustice done to the district concerned, 

r. LIVINGSTON. I suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that it is a very great favor for this young man to have received 
three years’ education when he was not entitled to any at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That may be; but the young man is not to 
blame. I agree entirely that the 8 ought not to have 
been made, but it appears that the Representative from the dis- 
trict did not do his duty under the law. hal: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the law required the Secretary of 
the Navy in that case to appoint a man from the district. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly that is the spirit of the law. 

Mr.MADDOX. The Representative of the district, Mr. Clem- 
ents, did make two recommendations. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not know that. 

Mr. COOMBS. In time? 

Mr. MADDOX. IfI may be allowed, I will make a statement 
in relation to this matter, and in connection with it will have 
read a letter which I have received from Mr, Clements. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would appear then that the recommenda- 
tion made by Mr. Clements did not reach the Secretary in time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Task tohave Mr. Clements’s letter read, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the 
time of the House ought to be taken up with the reading of that 

aper. This is a matter which affects so many districts in the 

nited States that it can only be reuched by a general bill. So 
long as we go on with this special legislation on the subject we 
shall never get a general bill. I therefore object to the consid- 
eration of this matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. U trust I may be allowed to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
allowed to make a statement. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, the facts in this case, as I un- 
derstand, are that Mr. Clements made two nominations, both of 
which were rejected, the last one about the Ist of July, when his 
time was ont. He went tothe Department and pleaded that his 
time must be extended. The Secretary of the Navy was absent; 
but Commodore Ramsay, who was there in charge of the Depart- 
ment, told him that his time would be extended until the follow- 
ing March; that is, that he would have till that time to make 
the appointment. But in August Secretary Tracy appointed 
Mr. Stone from this District, to represent the district I have now 
the honor to represent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this House has already declared itself by 
resolution on this subject. The law is plain; there can be no 
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doubt, it seems to me, in the mind of anyone that this appoint- 
ment was illegal. More than that, the statute provides that no 
money aporopriated for this institution shall expended ex- 
cept in strict 3 the law. 

The gentleman from ine [Mr. DINGLEY] says that the ac- 
tion now proposed would be a hardship upon the aanas gentle- 
man, Mr. Stone, who has been appointed from this District to rop- 
resent my district. I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Maine. I think that this young man has already enjoyed three 

rs, education at this institution which he ought not to have 
Bad. If I understand the facts correctly, there are a number of 
others there in the sime condition. I have yet to find a single 
lawyer who after examining the statute for even a few minutes 
has hid any doubt what the law is in tùis case. Therefore Lask 
unanimous consent that this resolution may now pass and that 
my district may bə allowed the right to which it was entitled. 
In addition to righting the wrong in this case, such a resolution 
sets a precedent by which the Secretary of the Navy will be 
guided in the futare. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution does not propose to increase 
the aggregate number of cadets? 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir, it does not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ulinois. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
MaAppox|is in no worse situation than many other members on 
this floor. As I hive already said, I believe that the system 
which has ben adopted by the Sscretary of the Navy should be 
stopped: but it can only be done effectually by enacting, through 
the action of the two Houses and the approval of the President, 
ageneral bill. So long as we go on relieving individual in- 
stances in the manner now pro we shall never adopt such 
general le zislation as ought to be adopted to put a stop to the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy. I therefore object to the 
consideration of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the resolution, it 
is not before the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. lL ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Naval A Tairs. 

Tae SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the resolution 
will be so referred. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SICKLES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for three days, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


aye HENDERSON of North Carolina. I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 


BRIDGE AT KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back the bill (S. 260) to amend an act en- 
titled. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the 
ay of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the countv of Jackson 
and State of Missouri,” approved March 3, 1887; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. í 

ouse bill No. 1971 (similar in its provisions to Senate bill 
No. 260) was by unanimous consent laid on the table. 


BRIDGE AT RED WING, MINN. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. revorte 1 back with amendment the bill H. R. 
6110) to authorize the c nstruction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at Red Wing, Minn.; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up for con- 
sideration at this time a bill which has been reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands and is now on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order now. This is the call 
of committees for a pan 

Mr. HULICK. e have a report with it. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill has been previously reported 

Mr. HULICKX. It has been — 

TheSPEAKER. Then there can be noaction taken respecting 
it during this call, which is simply to enable the committees to 
make their reports, to be placed on the appropriate Calendars. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The call of committees for reports having been concluded— 
Mr. HENDERSON of North I move that the House 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Harca in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6016) making 
appropriation for the services of the Post-Ollice Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30; 1895. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Lask unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. Chairman, that the first formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam willing to agree to that provided sufficient 
time is given to discuss the proposition embodied in the bill 
from which a minority of the committee dissent. It must ba re- 
membered that there is a disseating report here, and I do not 
want any action taken to deprive the minority of the opportunity 
of debate on that proposition. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will allow me, the gentleman from North Carolina pro- 
poses, as I understand it (as [ had a conversation with him in 
regard to the matter), that as soon as this was disposed of, 
whether we read the bill or not, an agreement would be entered 
into along the line that the gentleman from Mississippisuggests. 

Mr. REED. I think we had better go on in the regular way. 

Mr. KYLE. If I understand the rules, if this proposition were 
assented to now, the bill could only be discussed under the five- 
minute rule, and that would probably cut of debate so far as 
this proposition of difference is concerned. It is that condition 
of a fairs that induces me to oppose the suggestion. 

Mr. BURROWS. But this unanimous consent would not affect 
the general debate. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It would not cut off any of 
the rights the gentleman possesses. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is only seven pages long, and it 
gong have beeu read by this time. The Clerx will read the 

The bill was read at length. $ 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I will 
make a brief statement as to this bill. 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on pages 
201 and 202 of the Book of Estimates, amounting to 890, 399, 485.33, 
not taking into consideration any estimates for necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines.” Tae amount required for this 
item for the current year is $193,614.22. If this item had been 
eee in the estimates for 1894, the total sum would be 890, 
593,099. Sr 

This bill recommends an appropriation of $37,470,599.55, or 
$3,125,509 less than the estimates, with the item for“ special 
facilities” included. If that item is not considered, there will 
still bea netreduction from the official estimates of $2,928,835.78. 

The sum recommended by the committee is $3,466,285.33 more 
than the appropriation for the current fiscal year, which 
amounted to $34,004,314.22. The estimated postal revenue for 
the fiscal year 1895, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, 
will be $34,427,748.44, or $5,142,851.11 less than the appropriation 
recommended by the committee. 

Now, I will ask unanimous consent that general debate be con- 
sidered as closed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before agreeing to the unanimous 
consent asked by the gentleman, I would like to make one or 
two inquiries of him. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I find on the first page of the report, 
from which I believe the gentleman has quoted, that the 
amounts recommended by the bill now under consideration are 
$3,125,500 less than the estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I find when I turn over fur- 
ther in the report that you recommend for the salaries of 
postmasters 31,250,000 less than the estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I also find that you recommend for 
the railroad mail transportation $1,400,000 less than the esti- 
mates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Also, that you recommend $94,000 
for postal-car service less than the estimates? 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. These added together make $2,794,- 


000, leaving 881, 000, in round numbers, of a cut on the other es- 
timates than the three I have mentioned? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That, I presume, is 


correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I will ask the gentleman if 
it is not true that, as to the salaries of postmasters, and as to the 
railroad mail transportation, and as to the postal-car service, 


— 


1894. 


the law calls for the service, and that it will be rendered in ac- 
cordance with the law and under the law either with or without 
an appropriation? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And is it not further true that it 
is as absolutely assured as anything can be in the future that 
there will be a deficiency to the extent of $2,744,000 for the serv- 
ice on these three items? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I willsay in re- 
ply to the gentleman [rom Illinois that I suppose there will be 
some deficiencies; but the deficiency in these several items, in 
my opinion, will not be near so much as is estimated, and the rea- 
son is on account of the general depression of business prevail- 
ing throughout the country and the fact that railroads are doing 
much less business this year than last year and previous years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman is aware, of course, 
of the fact that this is an appropriation fora future year, to take 
effect for the twelve months commencing on the Ist day of July 
next? Does the gentleman still apprehend that the business 
depression to which he has alluded will continue and affect the 
fiscal year for which this bill is prepared in the same way as he 
has just suggested? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I will state to 
the gentleman that so far as the railroads are concerned we have 
weighings every four years at different periods of time in difer- 
ent parts of the country. The weighings of the mail for last 
year will not be changed probably for four years, and for the 
year before for four years from that time; and one reason for the 
proposed reduction here is on account of the fact that the rail- 

s have carried very much less freight this year than usual, 
and the weighings will in all probability be much less than the 
estimates for next year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; but have not your postage 
receipts kept up for this present year? Is there not to be as 
ipet revenue from postage this year as there was last—as much 

come? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Ido not know what 
materiality there is in that question; but I am very much afraid 
that the receipts for postage this year will be much less than 
for the last year, on account of the business depression in the 
country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is that the reason the gentle- 
man makes that statement, on account of the, business depres- 
sion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am just answering 
` the question as it is asked; but there is another reason why I 
am not in favor of this House making the full appropriation as 
required by these different items, and that is that I think it is a 

eat deal better, when we are uncertain about how much money 

t wiil take, to make it up in a deticiency at the end of the year 
than to appropriate it at the beginning of the year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why better, when the compensation is fixed 
by law? What advantage is to be gained? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will state that the 
balances between the postmasters are settled without money. 
The postmasters retain the amounts that are due them for their 
services, and there has never been a post-office bill yet that did 
not appropriate enough money to meet all the demands of the 
Post-Ofhee Department in this respect. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But my friend will recollect, and 
correct me if I am mistaken, that when the estimates were trans- 
mitted at the beginning of this session we were rightin the 
midst of the depression. Is it not true that the Postmaster- 
General and the Secretary of the Treasury, in transmitting the 
estimates, took all that into consideration, and does not my friend 
know not only that they took that into consideration, but that 
they cut th» estimate for the payment for railroad transporta- 
tion and postmasters salaries to the lowest point that they be- 
lieved would be sufficient? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not know about 
that, but I think it makes no difference. I do not think any 
business man in the country, if he was running the Post-Office 
Department, would advance the money at the beginning of the 
year in matters of this sort. where he could settle with the post- 
masters, and where he could settle thess other things in the way 
that they can be settled. 

Mr. CANNON of Iliinois. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
shou'd like to say I have looked through this bill ani find that 
on most of the items, like rent for post-offices, for clerk hire, for 
payment of mail messengers and postal clerks, that the bill car- 
ries every dollar recommended, every dollar estimated for: but 
I find upon three items. numely, the payment for transportation 
of the mails upon the railways, postmasters’ salaries, and postal- 
car service, that the gentleman has made the cuts which are in- 
dicated. of $2,774,000 less than the estimate. r 

I want to say to my friend that it is true that the law author- 
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izes those services, although the bill did not carry one cent of ap- 
propriation; that the postmasters retain their money out of the 
postage as collected; that the railways can, if they choose, per- 
form the service, and have a claimagainst the Government; but 
it is farther true that the decrease in the recommendations of 
this bill below the estimates are upon these three items, where 
the service will be performed anyhow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What vhree items? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For mail transportation, postmas- 
ters’ salaries, and postal-car service; and I am satisfied that just 
so sure as the world stands and the Government stands, this 
time next 2 not the gentle mans committee, but the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations having charge of the deficiency bill, 
will have to recommend appropriations for this deficiency; so 
that if the gentleman had given in these three instinces the 
estimates, as he has given them substantially in all other in- 
st neces, why then the close estimate of the Department would 
be answered by the close appropriation recommended by the. 
committes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, with 
regard to the amount that is recommended here for railway 
transportation, for instance, it will be impossible for the Gov- 
ernment to use all of that money during the next fiscal year, and 
I do not see why it should be necessary for us pa Sperone the 
entire amount of the estimates in advance. I will state to the 

entleman frankly that I have not made cuts on the other items, 
I was unwilling to make a cut anywhere th it would 
cripple the e'liciency of the postal service of the United States, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to be frank with my friend, 
and say that in my judgment the failure to appropriate this 
amount of $2,744,000 in bill will not interfere with the serv- 
ice in theslightest. In other words, the postmasters will re- 
tain the $1,250,000 that is not appropriated, under the law, out 
of the tage received by them: but when you come to square 
the books, you will have to make adeficiency appropriation next 
year for $1,250,0.0 for 5 salaries. ow, in former 
years, when the wicked Republicans, with a growing country 
and a growing service, once in a while, even ina billion dollar 
Congress, did not make quite as liberal appropriations as our 
friends upon the other side thought were desirable, you gave 
notice that when you got into power you were going to be hon- 
est and turn over a new leaf, and that in your annual bill pro- 
viding for the service of the coming year you were going to 
give what the service reauired. 

Well, now, that was a good promise, but it seems to me that 
the performance is not perfect; and when my genial friend from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], backed up my friend from North Car- 
olina [Mr. HENDERSON], comes alittle later on to sum up the ap- 

ropriation bills and the amount they carry for comparison with 

ormer years, why he has about $3,030,000 that is absolutely sure 
under the law will be expended, but not appropriated for; and I 
expect that my friend from Missouri, whom a see be ore me, 
will absolutely thunder in the index touching the great savings 
that have been eifected. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will say, in reply to 
my friend, that when the Republican party has had power and 
had charge of the Post-Office appropriation bill, that it has 
done pretty much what our committee has done. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, Ithink notpurposely. With 
a great and growing country we had great increases in the pub- 
lic service. It piled up month after month. Now, you say you 
are not to have an increase; that we are to have a continuation 
of the hard times; that, therefore, you plead thatas a justifica- 
tion for cutting these 5 e had increases right 
along, and however much we might appropriate, and especially 
in the postal service, there was liable to be a deficiency. But 
even if it were true that we had been naughty. and had failed 
to perform our duty, I would suggest to the gentleman he should 
copy our virtues and not our faults. 

r. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman give us our expendi- 
tures—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Caroljna. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). Can you say what are the ex- 
penditures under the items of this bill for the first six months 
of the present fiscal year? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No: Ican not do that. 

TheCHA!RMAN, What was the motionof the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that general debate be now considered as closed. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object. 

Mr. KYLE. I object. ; 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object until some agreement 
has been made. 
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Mr. REED. There is general objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill is un- 
der general debate, the gentleman from North Carolina has the 
floor, and has occupied twenty minutes of his time. 

3 EN DERSON of North Carolina. How much timə 
ve 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty minutes remain- 


ing. 

Kr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman sits down, I desire to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. K . Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maine that the gentleman from North Carolina has yielded 
the floor, and the Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
re 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I willanswer the gen- 
tleman from Maine, if the Chair will permit. 

Mr. DINGLEY, If the Chair will pardon me a moment, be- 
fore he hurries on, I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to the reduction of the estimates for 
the t rtation of foreign mail. The estimates, which are 
close, are $1,678,000 and the appropriation is only $1,400,000. On 
what basis is that reduction made? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, sir, some of the 
foreign mail contracts have been canceled. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Since the estimates were submitted? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Since the estimates 
were made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What ones since the estimates were made? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iremembertwo. One 
from New York to Colon, and another from San Francisco to 
Hongkong, reducing the estimated cost on these two items of 


„263. 
Mr. DIN GLEV. You have made a reduction of $430,000. . 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The reduction in the 

bill is from $1,678,000 to $1,400,000, but I really believe that 

$1,400,000 will be more than is needed. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think there are any revised estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. here are no revised 
estimates; but since we began to consider the bill there have 
been these cancellations of contracts, and perhaps others. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, who is somewhat familiar with this subject, if there have 
been any estimates submitted that would furnish any reduction? 

Mr. LOUD. No estimates have been submitted carrying that 

roposition. 

. r. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I send up an amendment which I 

ask to have read for information. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 4 of the bill, and lines 
1, 2. 3. 4, and 5, on page 5. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk to have read 
an amendment which I propose to offer when the paragraph to 
which it applies is reached. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will give me attention 
I desire to read the portion of the bill that will be stricken out 
if this amendment is adopted, and I say with all candor and 
earnestness that I believe that when this proposition is fully 
understood the members of this committee are not going to vote 
to permit the provision which L propose to strike out to remain 
in this bill. The provision reads as follows: 

For mail messenger service, $1,285,000, 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New Yorkand Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: Pro- 
vided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be ex- 
pended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure neces- 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Now, I want to assure gentlemen that it is not any captious 
0 ition to this provision which prompts me to take the po- 

tion Ido in reference toit. I believe that it is wrong to ap- 

propriate this money for this purpose, and I believe that if I 

could get members to understand the proposinon as it really is 

they would agree with me in reference to it, and the only fear I 

have of failure in this case is because of my inability to get the 

matter properly before the committee. 

The grounds upon which this provision is opposed are briefly 
stated in the views of the minority. I will read them, and will 
ask the attention of members while I do so: 

We, the undersigned, members of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, respectfully dissent from the report made by the majority of 
said committee on the Post-Office appropriation bill.“ wherein it proposes 
to bef Pa $196,614.22, as said bill indicates, for necessary and special 
mall facilities on trunk lines.“ 

First. Because we think the principle that recognizes the right of the 

ts to discriminate in 


Government maga any ofits departments or a: 
favor of one individual or enterprise, anf not all alike, as indefensible 


upon any line of fairness or justice, and demoralizing to the whole system. 

Now, gentlemen, take that proposition and revolve it in your 
minds, consider it carefully and make up your own verdict, and 
then I will ask you if you do not agree with me and my asso- 


ciates who have made this minority report. If you do not agree 
with me, I want the reason why, and the country will want to 
know, too, when the result of your action is understood. 

Let me now call your attention to another portion of the 
views of the minority. There is nothing contained in this that 
is not susceptible of demonstration by the record, and when I 
say that, I know what I am talking about. 

Second. The Postmaster-General, whose duty it is to give attention to 
postal matters, after a careful consideration of the subject, does not recom- 
mend the continuance of ä for this purpose; but on the con- 
trary, shows by his report that the railroad lines which have heretefore 
been the beneficiaries of this fund, and are not now receiving any part of it, 
are to-day rende equally as good if not better service than was rendered 
by them during the time they participated in the distribution of this appro- 
priation. We desire also to call attention to the many railroad lines, par- 
ticularly in the western portion of thiscountry, which pass through sparsely 
settled sections, and do not receive any extra compensation. 

Gentlemen, bear that in mind, for it is true that the railroad 
lines which have heretofore participated in the distribution of 
this fund, according to the Postmaster-General's report, al- 
although they are not receiving one penny of it now, are to-day 
rendering equally as good service, if not better, than they ren- 
dered when they did receive a part of it. Now, if that is true, 
what excuse have you got for making this appropriation? Ask 
yourselves the » ried Sa If that proposition is true, whatexcuse 
can be rendered to the country for this appropriation? Gentle- 
men, you can not excuse it. You may vote to ar it in the bill, 
but if you do you can not give any reason that will stand the test 
of reason and good common sense. 

Now, I want to call your attention to some other statements 
contained in the minority report. We further say here: 

Postmaster-General Dickinson, during his administration, condemned the 


pocos involved in this appropriation as demoralizing to the service. No 


ostmaster-General, so far as we are advised. has ever recommended an a 


ropriation of this character, and Postmaster-General Wanamaker, in 
ast annual report made in 1892in relation to this subject, uses the follow- 


ing language: 

“She 5 facility allowance has for some years past been the source of 
much annoyance to the Department, and has hampered the best interests of 
the mail service.” 

Gentlemen, do you suppan the Postmaster-General is telling 
the truth about that? you say he is not, you ought to beable 
to e some reason why he is not. When the Postmaster -Gen- 
eral, whose duty it is to give attention to these matters, tells 
vou that this 5 is not only unnecessary, but is det- 
rimental to the best interests of the postal service, what excuse 
are you going tosgive to the people for making it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? . 

r. KX LE. Yes, sir; though I would rather get a little fur- 
ther along first. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, be- 
fore this debate progresses further, I would like to have some 
agreement as to when general debate shall terminate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take the gentleman 
from Mississippi off the floor at this time for that e 

Mr. KYLE. We will agree later on. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the views of the minority, as set out in this report, briefly state 
the reasons why we oppose this appropriation, and all I ask of 
the members of this committee is to take those reasons and put 
by the side of them the facts as they exist, and then, if they find 
that this minority report does not state the truth, I am willing 
that they shall vote against the proposition to strike this ap- 
propriation out of the bill. But, on the other hand, if, after 
they have taken these views and placed them by the side of the 
facts, they find that they are right, then I say they ought to 
vote to strike out this appropriation. Why? In the first place, 
because it will appear that it isa useless appropriation. It ac- 
complishes no good. On the contrary, if the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is to be believed, it is not only useless but it is injurious to 
oe service, and therefore it ought to be stricken out of the 

ill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to a matter of 
history with which some gentlemen on this floor are familiar. 
At the last session of Congress, when Mr. Blount, Mr. WILSON, 
Mr. Loup, myself, and others attempted in this House to pre- 
vent the perpetration of this wrong, as we regarded it, we were 
met with a statement that on the Coast Line, which carries the 
mail between New York and Florida, there has been secured by 
reason of this appropriation an expedition of the mails. Now, 
as a matter of fact that railroad to-day does not receive one cent 
of this appropriation, and it has not received a cent of it since 
the last Congress. Yet, taking the Postmaster-General's re- 
port, it will be found that that line is rendering as good service 
to-day as it rendered when it received a part of this appropria- 
tion. This is no idle statement of mine; it is not a statement 
made without reason. I state the fact as it exists. I say this 
road is carrying the mail as rapidly as it did before. 

When it became manifest at the last session of Congress that 
this road would not participate any longer in this distribution, 
the Richmond and Danville system came here with the determi- 
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nation to participate in this fund; emd that company went to 
work in every way they could to secure the putting into this ap- 
propriation bill of a clause which would enable it to do so. And 
the same provision is in this bill. è 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the facts in 
regard to the Richmond and Danville Railroad. Bear in mind, 
gentlemen (for it is a fact that can not be controverted), that 
this railroad company never F in this fund at all un- 
til Congress fixed the law as I have stated and since the appro- 

riation was fixed as itis to-day. There is not a man on this 
Joor who will deny that proposition. The Richmond and Dan- 
ville road never got any part of this appropriation until it got 
it after the adjournment of the last Congress. 

Now, let me call attention in this connection to the fact that 
before this fund was given to the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road, which is a partof the system carrying the mails from New 
York to New Orleans, the mail left New York at 4:30 p. m.; it 
passed Atlanta at 4:10, and it arrived at New Orleans at 7:35— 
precisely the same schedule that it is running upon to-day. 

Mr. LOUD. They are making ten minutes slower time now 
than they made before they received any part of this fund. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly manifest that 
so far as this line is concerned, this fund has not had the effect 
of expediting the mail—if my figures are correct—one second; 
and if my colleague on the committee [Mr. Loup] is right, the 
service is ten minutes slower than it was before the company re- 
ceived this fund. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that the gentleman may be 
mistaken. He is making a comparison with the time made by 
the vestibule train before the company received this money. 

Mr. KYLE. I am speaking of the mail schedules as I get 
them from the Postmaster-General. There is no vestibule train 
concerned in this matter. I have taken the schedule which 
was in operation before the company received this fund and 
the schedule in operation now sines this fund is paid to this rail- 
road. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say to the gentleman that the 
time on the fast mail train has been shortened six hours and 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, we will see about that. Iwill fur- 
nish the time tables and the report of the Postmaster-General 
covering every point. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been appealed to not 
to oppose the expenditure of this money because it goes to the 
South; I have been taken to task by many newspapers for op- 

ing it, because that section of country which they know I 
ove so well is to be the beneficiary, It makes no difference 
with me, however, as to what part of our great country this 
money may go. In my humble judgment, this expenditure is 
a wrong and one which ought to be prevented if possible, and I 
will show later on who really does get the money, when it will 
appear that the South is not the beneficiary. 

ow, I will call attention to what the late Postmaster-General 
says on thissubject; and I trust gentlemen will listen to it, because 
it states this case better than [ can put it. And this statement 
comes from a man who has had an opportunity to know the facts 
better than any of us. I read from the report of Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker, made to the last Congress. It will be re- 
membered that he declined to make any recommendation for 
the continuation of this appropriation, and gave as his reason, 
as I stated a while ago, that this expenditure was detrimental 
to the service, that it did not expedite the mails, but merely 
created a feeling of jealousy and discontent among the railroad 
companies who were not the beneficiaries of this fund. Mr. 
Wanamaker says: 


The amount estimated as necessary for the current fiscal year is $196,614.16, 

In the report of a year ago I stated my reasons for declining to recommend 
further . for so-called spegial facilities,” and I feel it to be a 
duty both to the Government and as well to the service to again decline 
making such a recommendation. I believe that the Sranting to a few and 
refusing to extend like compensation to the many who are 5 
good or better mail schedules is a source of injury to the mail service. The 
preferential method should cease or all who expedite the mails should be 

ted the same bonefit. 

The impression that the special facility compensation allowed the lines 

extending to Port Tampa, Fla.— 


This is the coast line about which I spoke a while ago 


advances the Cuba mails isincorrect. It pratically retards those mails be- 
cause it prevents the enforcement by the Department of the twenty-five 
hour schedule provided for in the contract for the ocean service between 
Port Tampa and Havana. 


Now, I invite the attentionof the committee especially to the 
Richmond and Danville system, and to what the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral said of that system before it began to put its arm into the 
public Treasury and get part of this $200,000: 


The Richmond and Danville Railroad, operating south and southwest by 
Atlanta: the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Railroad system, operat- 
ing south and southwest from Cincinnati; the Norfolk and Western Rail - 


road in conjunction with the East Ten: 
erating west and south from Was . C., and Norfolk via Bristol 
and Chattanooga, Tenn., and the Ilinois Central Railroad, operating south 
from Chicago Cairo, III., have each created an extent of expedited mail 
schedules within the past year thatis much superior to those termed “special 
facility ” trains by Jacksonville, Fla., to Port Tampa. 

Now mind you, Mr. Chairman, the Richmond and Danville 
system is to-day getting $81,286.25 of this fund, according to the 
report of the Postmaster-General, and here in his report of a 
year ago he said that the same road was one of those that were 
rendering better service to the Government than those roads 
which were receiving the special-facilitiesfund. I suppose that 
is true. II it is not true how are you going to prove that it is 
not? Here is the Postmaster-General, whose duty it is to look 
into these matters and inform the public on this question, who 
says that the Richmond and Danville Railroad Company was 
rendering better service when it got none of the special facili- 
ties fund than those roads rendered which were getting it. 

What did you do in the last Congress when you voted this ap- 
propriation? Did you do the mail service any good? Did you 
advance the interests of the country to any extent? 

No, not at all; but according to the report of the Postmaster- 
General you gave away $81,000 of the money of the nation to a 
railroad company to expedite the mails, as you say, that is run- 
ning upon exactly the same schedule now that it ran upon before 
it got it, and making the same time,as far as the mail serviceis 
concerned, that it made before. If that is true, are ee not per- 
petrating a wrong when you take the money from the Treasury 
and give it to these companies for such a purpose? 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask this 
question: Whether there was any 3 the committee 
of the necessity of the appropriation of this fund? 

Mr. KYLE. None earthly. There has been no man, Mr. 
Chairman, connected with the Post-Office Department that has 
had the hardihood to come before the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads to advocate the continuance of thisappro- 
priation. 

Mr. COX. Who does advocate it, and how does it get here? 

Mr. KYLE. Nobody. There were eight membersof the com- 
mittee altogether present when it was decided to report the bill 
in its present shape; six were in favor of the proposition and voted 
for it, and two dissented. That is as much information as I 
have in my possession as to who advocates it and how it gets 


ere. 

Mr. COOMBS. From what source comes the demand for 
special facilities? 

Mr. KYLE. Ican not say unless from the railroads, for no- 
body else demands it. This Richmond and Danville system was 
very anxious for it last session, and I suppose they are yet. 

Mr. COX. Did the railroads appear before the committee and 
make a demand for it? 

Mr. KYLE. Not that I know of this session. ` 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the Postmaster-General disap- 
proves of this appropriation. 

Mr. KYLE. He does not recommend it. He does not say any- 
thing; but his report shows thatthe Coast Line, which formerly 
received this benefit, is nowrendering possibly better service 
thanitever did. As a matter of fact it does not participate in 
this fund. 

Mr. COX. I understand my friend to say that the railroads 
that get no part of this fund are rendering equally as good serv- 
ice or better service than those which do get it. 

Mr. KYLE. Ido; and the Postmaster-General names some 
roads that rendered as good service before they got the fund as 
aay railroads in the country. 

Ti COX, Then what in the world do they want with the 
money? 

Mr. KYLE. I certainly do not know. I contended all the 
time and contend now that if this proposition is understood by 
the House they would vote the proposition out. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is very much more that I wanted 
to call the attention of the committee to, but I do not want to 
weary the members present with these recitals. I only want to 
go far enough to enlist the interest of gentlemen on this floor to 
the extent that it will make them investigate this question, and 
when they doI have no doubt of the result, because I believe 
you wish to do what is right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ill the gentleman permit me now to 
present a schedule of the mail time on this road? He does not 
want to bs wrong, I am sure, on such a question. 

Mr. KYLE. T have no time to submit to interruptions. I 
have stated my proposition, and if the gentleman can deny it let 
him reply to me in his own time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. All right; I shall certainly do it. 

Mr. KYLE. I have my information from the Post-Office De- 
partment. I have not been attempting to give anything that is 
not authentic, and I do not intend to. 


irginia and Georgia line, op- 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, I have the schedule of time here. 


to state that this sum was expended by the late Postmaster- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi declines | General. Mr. Wanamaker? 


to yield, and the gentleman from Georgia is not in order to in- 
terrupt without his consent. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, in this report he says fur- 
ther: - 

No recommendation has been made for the customary special mall facility 
allowance— 


A MEMBER. Whose report is that? 

Mr. KYLE. Ex-Postmaster-General Wanamaker’s— 
because I do not beliere there exists any occasion for perpetuating the pref- 
erential methods whereby a limited number of railroads would be paid both 
ordiaary and extraordinary compensation, while other railroads perform- 
ing precisely the same character of service can be allowed noshing more 
than the compeusation which we are by statute permitted to pay for ordi- 
nary transportation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that is a fair statement. 
All of theser ul road companies ought to be treated alike. These 

ple receive as much under this statute as any other railroad, 
in proportion to the amount of mail matter they carry. And 
mind you, this bill is so constructed, it is fixed in such a way, 
that no railroid can participate in the distribution of this fund 
except such as are indicated in this provision in this appropria- 
tion bi 

A MEMBER. What provision are you referring to now? 

Mr. KYLE. The provis on on pages 4 and 5. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I should like to ask my col- 
league how long has this appropriation for expediting the mail 
service been in existence, and what were the reasons given for 
its original enact nent? 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, it was put into the bill first in 
1879; ex-Postmaster-General Wanamaker states that he is un- 


able to give the regson that existed especially for the inaugura- 
tion of pee Further than that I have no information 
upon the subject. Isought information alone that line, and that 


is all I was ble to obtain. It is not what the reason was for it 
when it had its inception, but it is the reason which exists to- 
day that we are looking for. The reason might have been good 
in the boglaning, but if the reason has failed the appropriation 
itself should fail. If the reason for the appropriation that ex- 
isted in days gone by is gone. then it ought not to be voted unless 
some other new reason is presented for it. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir. a 

Mr. WISE. I should like to call the gentleman's attention to 
this paragraph in the clause which he is now discussing: 

‘ovided, r. ade by this 
TTC 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Now, the question I want to ask is, if the Postmaster-General 
does not think it necessary, why has he been expending this 
sum, because it is within his diseretion to discontinue it when- 
ever he thinks it does not promote the postal service? 

Mr. KYLE. Are you through? 

Mr. WISE. That is all. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to 
that, that in the first place Congress itself ought to appropriate 
the money for the necessary expenses of the Government, and 
not leave it to a Department any more than can be avoided. 

Mr. WISE. That is not a satisfactory answer. 

Mr. KYLE. And in the next place, when this money is ap- 
propriated in this way the Postmaster-General believes that it 
is an expression on the part of Congress that something is nee- 
essary along this line, and he lets the money go in that direc- 
tion. And now I want to say furthermore, these Postmasters- 
General, Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Wanamaker, both inveighed 
against this idea. They said that it was wrong; that it was in- 
jurious to the service: that it was detrimental to every interest 
so far as the mail service of this country was concerned. And 
55 they went on and expended the money in this way. Mr. 

has refused to recommend a continuation of this appro- 
priation, and yet he has expended this same amount of money 
and given it to these railroads, thereby showing what I said 
awhile ago, that these gentlemen feel that when this appropria- 
tion is made in this way it anexpression on the part of Congress 
and the country at large that this money ought to be used in 
this direction. So it is no answer to this question to meet me 
with the proposition that it is left to the diseretion of the Post- 
master General as to whether this money shall be used or not. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 


Mr. KYLE. Certainly, sir. 
ton. I understood the gentleman 


Mr. WILSON of Was 


Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is that the fact? 

Mr. KYLE. I think so, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understood that he was 
against it and did not use it after it was appropriated. If Iam 
misinformed I desire to be corrected. 

Mr. KYLE. My understanding is that he used it. 

Mr. LOUD. This proviso was not in the appropriation bill at 
that time. 

Mr. MALLORY. It was in the last bill, however. It is in the 
existing law. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the present Postmaster- 
General recommend this? 

Mr. KYLE. No: he does not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman state if 
he had not declined to make any recommendation? 

1 KYLE. He declined to make any recommendation about 
i 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Pro or con? 

Mr. KYLE. Pro or con. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ought he not to have made 
some expression of his judgment? 

Mr. KYLE. That isa matter of opinion. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes. 

Mr. WISE. Was the proviso I have just read in the former 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. KYLE. In which law? 

Mr. WISE. In the one the gentleman was then s ing of. 

Mr. KYLE. It was in the bill passed by the Fifty-second 
Congress. 

Mr. WISE. But not in the bill prior thereto. 

Mr. KYLE. It was not in the one prior thereto. 

Mr. WISE. So Mr. Wanamaker did not have the diseretion 
given to the Postmaster subsequently; and Wanamaker said he 
regarded it as mandatory. 

Mr. KYLE, That, I suppose, is true. 

Mr. WISE. Iwill say to the gentleman from Mississippi that 
this paragraph I read was a direct expression by Congress that 
the Postmaster-General should not expend it unless he deemed 
it 3 

Mr. KYLE. I do not want my amiable friend to consume all 
my timo. 

Mr. WISE. I beg pardon; you gave me liberty. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. rman, I want to call attention to some 
other matters. Now, I have been quoting from Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker report. That is a Republican authority. 
I want to quo.e some Democratic authority to these gentlemen. 
Lread an extract from the report of Mr. Dickinson when he was 
Postmaster-General. It reads as follows: 

Ido not venture an opinion as to whether or not the rate of compensation 
allowed by law is cufficlentiy liberal tosecure for the Government adequate 
and the best service. It is certain, however 

There is the point about it— 
that the dissatisfaction caused by extra 5 to some and not to 
others has prevented, in some instances, cordial coöperation with the De- 
partment to secure much-needed improvement. 

Now, then, Mr. Wanamaker goes on to say: 


In order that you may appreciate the extent to which the ordinary com- 

pensation of the railroads interested in the transportation of the West India 

mails has ore Teall your attention to the following tanle, showing their 
y 


payments justment periods. 

Now, I will not go through these. This is in connection with 
the Coast Line that he was especially combatting when this re- 
port wasmade. He did not believe in a continuation of the ap- 
propriation to that. He goes on to say of the increase of the 
compensation for alate J the mails since the system was put 
in practice that the mail has increased in some instances 20 per 
cent, some 25 per cent, some 29 per cent, some 36 per cent, and 
all over the country, Mr. Chairman, this increase has gone on 
until the Postmaster-General states to-day of these railroads, 
many of them are receiving, when they get the regular pay, 
more than double as much as they did when this system was in- 
augurated. They are receiving more to-day without this extra 
compensation than they received formerly with it. 

Now, there is another reason why this practice is bad. and I 
want to call attention to it; and T think it is our duty to legislate 
for all sections of the country alike, without reference to any 
particular section. . 

The principal railroads— 

Says Mr. Wanamaker— 


have learned to value the liberality of the . tor mail 
transportation, and praiseworthy consideration is being given to the adjust- 
ment of schedules that shall expedite, primarily, the most important of 
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commercial matis. The distance between Washington and New Orleans, 


via Atlanta, is i,:43 miles. The time for the most important mail train aver- 
ages 35 miles per hour. Between Cincinnati and Jacksonville, via Chatta- 
nooza, the mostimportant mail service requires less than twenty-nine hours, 
the distance being close to 800 miles. Between Chicago and New Orleans 
the fast mail occupies less than twenty-nine hours; the distance is 915 miles. 
These and many other expedited schedules have been the result of confer- 
ence with the Deparcment, and the railroads will be content to continue 
them for the ordinary compansation if they have the assurance of the De- 
partment that they are being paid upon as favorable a basis as is allowed 


other | 
The fast-mail system over the Iron Mountain system between St. Louis. 


via Little Rock and Texarkana, and thence throughout Texas, from the Tex- 
arkana standpoint, is not what it ougnt to be; nor is the continuous fast- 
mail service detiecting at Sedalia, Mo., through Missouri, Kansas. Arkansas, 
the Indian Nation, and Texas, via the Missouri, Kansas, and Texas system, 
what it should be. Again, the fast-maii service from a Louisville. Ky., 
standpoint, into Kentucky, Tennessee, Georgia, and Alabama, is not as 
complete as the Department aims to have it; but we can not look for hearty 
coöperation from all the raitroads operating north and south, so long as they 
can point to the special sot e made to a few roads; and to many of our 
applications for expedi schedules the reply comes back that upon the 
promise of the Government that they shall be paid in like manner as the 
most 5 they will cheerfully respond to requests for improved 
sched 

Now you see, Mr. Chairman, how this fund is used; andas this 

ragraph provides for necessary special facilities on trunk 

es from Springtield, Mass., via New York and Washington to 
Atlanta and New Orleans, etc., $190,000,” it confines the Post- 
master-General to the use of this money in one particular local- 
ity. Suppose my friend here [Mr. CLARK of Missouri] wants the 
mail expedited to St. Louis; suppose our friends out in Califor- 
nia want an expedited mail; suppose some other sections of this 
country want expedited mails, can they get them under the pro- 
visions of this bill? Most assuredly not. This fund has got to 
in one direction and in one direction alone. The sparsely 
settled sections through the western portions of our country, 
where it may be said there is not business enough to justify the 
running of fast trains,can they get any part of this appropria- 
tion? Not a dollar. It goes to these railroads, which before 
this allowance was made were rendering as good service as they 
render 8 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I understand my colleague to 
say that Postmaster-General Wanamaker was opposed to this 
appropriation; I will ask him whether Mr. Wanamaker used an 
portion of the money thus appropriated for expediting the Rail- 
way Mail Service? 

Mr. KYLE. He used it all, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. KYLE] whether the fact that this money is at the disposal 
of the Postmaster-General does not subject him to a pressure to 

nd it? 
“PM. KYLE. I think so. I do not think there can be any a 
tion about that, and the pressure is pretty successful, as has been 
suggested to me. 
ow, I want to call attention to the railroad companies that 
are receiving this money; and, mind you, they are all compen- 
sated under the law just as other s in other parts of the 
country are compensated. The mails are weighed and they re- 
ceive so much pay for carrying so much weight of mail. The 
first railroad that participates in this allowance is the Pennsyl- 
vania road: the Pennsylvania, Wilmington and Baltimore Rail- 
road receives a part, and the Richmond and Danville Company 
ts abo at hal of it. The other roads are the Atlanta and West 
oint, the Western and Alabama, and the Louisville and Nash- 
ville. In discussing this question with a gentleman the other 
day he made the point that by this means we could get our dail 
papar from New York down to Atlanta and New Orleans an 

emphis, and other places, more expediiously than if we did 
not have this expedited mail service. 

Suppose that is true, what are you doing in the meantime with 
a papers published at St. Louis and at New Orleans and at 

emphis aid at other points? You are not providing for those 
papers to be transported expeditiously. The whole idea with this 
gentleman who was talking with mə was to get the New York daily 
3 ignoring the fact that there were daily papers in 

he capital of his own State, and that they were being crowded out 
by this legislation. Mr. Chairman, take this proposition in any 
Way you please, turn it over and contemplate it in any light you 
please, from any conceivable standpoint, and it presents no face 
that is not a bad one. < 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not a fact that the trains which carry 

this last mail also carry passengers and baggage and express 
matter? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr: KILGORE. Now, isnot the competition for the passenger 
traffic a sufficient inspiration to secure swift trains, and in fact 
is not that the main inspiration generally? 

Mr. KYLE. I think so ‘ut there is no occasion to predicate 
this case upon that ground for it stands upon a higher plane 
than that. In the first place, according to all the proof that we 
can get upon the subject, there is no use for this appropriation. 


T know that gentlemen are going to reply to me and are going 
to advocate this appropriation, but I want you gentlemen to 
hold them down and rejuire them to give you good reasons for 
it when they advocate it, and toshow you wherein Postmasters- 
General Wanamaker and Dickinson were mistaken on this sub- 
ject. 

4 Mr. COX. Can the gentleman tell me what 
fund the Louisville and Nashville system gets 

Mr. KYLE. The Louisville and Nashvillesystem gets 839.840. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, considering the depressed condition of this 
country generally and the present condition of our exchequer, 
when the Secretary of the Treasury is called upon to issue bonds 
and create a debt for future generations to meet, in order to 
meet the current liabilities of the Government, I think it would 
come with very bad grace from this House to let these railroads 
which are without it, compensated as others are, come inand put 
their hands into the Treasury and take out about 3200, 000; and 
I submit in all candor that when gentlemen who are the friends 
and advocates of this m2asure propose to argue for it they ought 
to be called upon to gizo good and satisfactory reasons why the 
appropriation should be made. When a g-ntleman says that 
this appropriation ought to be made, make him give his re sons 
for saying so. he givesareason,seeifitisagoodone. Weigh 
this question, consider it carefully, and, Mr. Chairman, as I said 
in the outset, when the facts are fairly considered, when the 
proposition is well digested, I do not believe the members of 
this House will vote to let this provision remain in this bill. The 
granting of subsidies is contrary to the traditions of the fathers 
and the teachings of good pliin Democracy. I thank the gentle- 
es or: 5 committee for the attention they have given me. 
Applause. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen by the report of 
the committee that this bill carries $3,125,500 less than the esti- 
mates. This, of course, upon its face demonstrates to the coun- 
try that the great Democratic party is still in pursuit of “ econ- 
omy and reform.” But when you come to scrutinize the bill 
BE ascertain the items which have been reduced, I think you 
can come to no other conclusion than that the economy“ here 
is simply what might be termed buncombe economy—simply 
playing to the galleries for effect—because the reduction has 

m made upon items as to which the service must necessaril 
continue at the rate of expenditure now provided by law. If 
this bill did not carry a single dollar, the mail would still con- 
tinue to be carried upon the railroads; your postmasters through- 
out the country would continue to receive their salaries, or at 
least receive the promise of the Government to pay, which in 
mae end would have to be made good by means of a deficiency 
bill. 
Now it is not sufficient for this Congress to say that some pre- 
vious Congresses have made reductions upon two or three 
items mentioned. What this Congress should contemplate is, 
first, do the needs of the service demand the appropriation rec- 
ommended by the Postmaster-General? I do not believe that 
the majority of the committee can claim orcan successfully show 
to this House that the amount called for inthe Postmaster-Gen- 
eral's estimates will not in the main be demanded, and not alone 
demanded but received in a deficiency bill after the next elec- 
tion shall have passed. 

Now, if your committee had been in pursuit of economy, it 
seems to me the reduction should have been made in items where 
a reduction could have had some effect. As an illustration, we 
might have taken off 8100, 000 from that item for post-office in- 
sp-ctors. And, by the way, I will add that this year under a 
full Democratic administration your committee recommends the 
appropriation for this item of the full amount called for by the 

ostmaster-General, which isa larger amount than was ever 
appropriated before. 

Now. it looks to my mind like folly to take $1,250,000 out of 
the appropriations for compensation of postmasters when the 
committee know full well that this money will be required aad 
5 I have said, after the elections shall have taken 
place. The chairman of the committee and the members of the 
committee know well that there has always been a deficiency in 
this appropriation,and the committee well know that there will 
be a delicieney in this appropriation which will be made up; but 
Isuppose the committee, in pursuit of that line of econom 
thought it best to make a reduction upon those itemsin the b 
which would not be affected by the action of the committee. 
They have taken, as I have said, $1,250,000 from the compsnsa- 
tion of postmasters: they have taken $1,403,000 from pay of trans- 
portation on railroads; they have taken $278,000 from ocean mail 
service, and $34,000 from the car service. Now, all of this sery- 
ice is contractservice, and outside of these items there is a reduc- 
tion of $103,000 upon other items of the bill. Iam free to admit 
that ponya portion of the ređuction on ocean mail service 
was reasonably made. There have been one or two contracts 


proportion of that 


` 
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anuod since this appropriation was submitted to the com- 
ttee. 

I had at first intended to allow this report to poos without 
saying a word upon it; for having been a member of the commit- 
tee in the Fifty-second Congress, when a Democratic House was 
making appropriations to be expended by a Republican Post- 
master-General, and remembering how in the work of this com- 
mittee at that time the slaughter continued from the first para- 
graph in the bill to the last, I thought on looking at this bill 
prepared for the purpose of expending money under a Demo- 
cratic Postmaster-General that the committee had presented a 
pretty good bill to this House. 

In the Fifty-second Congress the committee proceeded in this 
manner: In the Postmaster-General’s Office $1,000 was called for 
on account of miscellaneous items; the committee reduced that 
to $500. On the item of compensation of postmasters there was 
a reduction of $115,000; compensation of clerks, a reduction of 
$300,000; rent, light, and fuel, $15,500; expenses of third-class 
offices, $110,000; free delivery, $304,943. Running on in this 
way (I will not weary the committee with details) the committee 
made a reduction upon every item in the bill from the begin- 
ning to the end. 

The report of the committee will show the deficiencies that 
have developed in the items upon which such reduction was 
made. The chairman of the committee can truthfully tell you 
th it for transportation there is a deficiency appropriation now 
before this House, or will be in a very short time, of $1,200,000; 
that is for the transportation of the mails last year. And in 
deciding upon this reduction this year, the question is simply 
whether you will meet this appropriation fairly and squarely 
now, or whether you will cut off $1,250,000, to be put on after the 
election shall have taken place. 

Mr. Chairman, I prefer at this time not to discuss this bill 
further, There is one item—the item discussed by the gentle- 
man from E [Mr. KYLE]—which I should like to dis- 
cuss when it is reached. If that agreement can not be reached, 
of course I should be compelled to discuss it before the general 
debate is closed. I wish also to correct one possible misappre- 
hension that might arise because of the answer by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. 3 he occupied the floor, to 
a question propounded by his colleague [Mr. HOOKER], “ If the 
Postmaster-General preceding Gen. Bissell had not used this 
money for necessary special facilities?” He replied that he had. 

I desire therefore to correct a possible misconstruction of the 
ome of that answer in order to exonerate both Postmasters- 
General Dickinson and Wanamaker, in this, that they found 
Congress making an appropriation of a stipulated sum year by 
year without naming aservice or withoutany qualification what- 
ever, and both these officers found that the money had been used 
for a certain 8 by their predecessors and consequently 
they felt that they had no discretion in the matter. I am free to 
confess that in my opinion the present Postmaster-General, un- 
der the provision in the last appropriation bill where it gave 
him discretion that the money should not be used unless it could 
be shown that it would be for the benefit of the service, I hold 
that he should not have used that money this year, because the 
Postmaster-General himself I do not think will claim, at least 
there can not be one line presented to show that he so held, that 
it is for the benefit of the general service. 

I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, if no- 
body else wishes to address the committee now, I will ask unan- 
imous consent that-general debate be considered as closed. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I will agree to that, if it can be 
now understood, by unanimous consent, that when the item of 
necessary and special facilities is reached in the bill we may 
have unlimited time to debate it or such time as we can then 


agree ies 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Can not we agree 
upon the time now? How much time would you suggest? 

Mr. LOUD. I desire to say to the chairman that there is no 
desire on my part to take any more time than is actually neces- 
sary. I shall 3 want not more than a half or three- 
quarters of an hour ba ese but it is impossible to determine 
who may desire to be heard upon the question. I can only as- 
sure him that there is no wish to prolong the debate for the 
ree merely of consuming time. 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then lask unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed, leaving that matter, to 
which the gentleman refers, open. 

Mr. LOUD. It is understood when that item is reached that 
the debate may proceed without limit? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary of Kentucky). But the 
Chairman can not make an agreement that will bind the House. 

Mr. LOUD. It can go into the RECORD as a matter of record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, x 


Mr. LOUD. Mr.Chairman,it seems to me that an agreement 


can be reached now which will be binding on the House if it be 
made a matter of record, that the general debate on this item of 
ial facilities, as embodied in this bill, may continue without 
limit; in other words, leaving that matter open, so that the time 
for debate upon it may be settled when itis reached. Ican not 
agree to closing general debate unless there is such an under- 
standing or agreement. 
_ Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am perfectly will- 
ing to agree that there shall be time for debate on that propo- 
sition. But Ido not think there is any reason why we should 
not close general debate on the rest of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, it seems to ma 
that this is about the only item in the Post-Office appropriation 
bill that is going to be debated —— 

Mr. DUNPH That may not be the case. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, there may be one or two 
other items which will lead to some discussion; but as I under- 
stand it, from a partial agreement with the chairman of the 
committee, there will be ample time to debate these other items. 
I ask consent, then, that general debate be closed. 

Mr. LOUD. I can not ee to that unless time be given for 
discussion of the item to which I have referred. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hardly expected my friend 
from California, after his statement, to agree; and therefore 
unless the gentleman from North Carolina will agree, when we 
reach the item of specia! mail facilities, to give additional time 
we will have to go on with the debate now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is perfectly sat- 
isfactory tome. I ask that general debate ba closed on the en- 
tire bill except the paragraph named by the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I would like to ask a question 
of the chairman before this agreement is made. I would like 
to hear from him, as pep ponents the majority of the committee 
that reported the clause in the biil that my colleague [Mr. KYLE] 
has offered a motion to strike out, why this clause was inserted, 
and why the act was originally passed in 1879? 

Mr. LOUD. We propose to discuss that item when we reach it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Weare arranging for unlim- 
ited debate upon that now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. When we reach that 
paragraph I will opon it fully. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be closed, ex- 
cept on the paragraph on page 4, beginning with line 23. : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. e had better include also 
the item relative to the printing of postage stamps. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Caroline. We will have time 
enough under the five-minute debate for that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, so far as that is con- 
cerned, we have plenty of time now. We are far in advance of 
the other body. What is the hurry, let me ask, on this Post-Of- 
fice appropriation bill, all of a sudden? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman asks that as a conundrum IL 
giveitup. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from New 
York says if I ask that asa conundrum he gives it up. Now, 
here is a change in the bill from the old rule of lawas to the 
printing of postage 3 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not at all; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. All right: if I am mistaken I 
will sit down. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the proposition is that general debate be considered as closed 
except on this paragraph in relation to necessary and special 
facilities on trunk lines. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to also include the paragraph in relation to rural free de- 
livery. We want to say something about that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We can do that under the five-minute 


rule. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I want to speak on the star-route 


cases. 

Mr. DUNPHY. You can get all the time you want under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose some amendments of a 
radical nature are offered to this bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will raise the point 
of order against them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose they are in order? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If they are in order 
they will be debated under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They might be of a nature that 
would require general debate. I suppose, if general debate is 
apt, there is no intention to cut it off; 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, no; there will be 
plenty of time on any item that is contested. . 

Mr. PICKLER. Is there any provision in this bill for postal 
telegraphing? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. None. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] a ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. Is there anything in this bill that 
gives special mail facilities to the West? 

A MEMBER. The whole bill does that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask for this reason: We are 
running a postal car from Mandan soa debe fr into Montana, with- 
out any pay whatever, in order to get a little extra mail service 
for our section of country, while we are going forward to appro- 
priate for extra mail facilities for these Southern trunk lines. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman remember what the 
postal deficit is for that part of the country? 8 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not forget anything. I 
know what the deficit is in that section of the country, and I know 
that the excess of expenditures over receipts from the sale of 
postage stamps, etc., in the Southern States is $5,053,760. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can tell you the reason why. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will tell you why; itis be- 
cause you do not write. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the proposition of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is that general de- 
bate on this bill be considered as closed, except with regard to 
the one item of special facilities on trunk lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from North Carolina that it will be difficult for the Chair tode- 
termine, when a gentleman is recognized for 8 debate, 
whether he is speaking to the one paragraph of the bill. The 
Chair thinks it would be impossible for the Chair to execute 
such an order if it was made by consent of the House. The 
Chair would have to give every gentleman latitude in debate un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman,if you will permit me forone mo- 
ment. The suggestion is that general debate be now closed 
upon all propositions except that paragraph, and that general 
debate shall proceed when we reach that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the 
object is to have the bill read by paragraphs, and let us agree 
to such items as are uncontested. There does not seem to be 
more than one item contested; and as gentlemen seem to be un- 
willing to name the time for general debate on that one item, I 
am perfectly willing to leave the matter open, so that when we 
reach it there may be a fair and reasonable amount of debate. 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] asks unanimous consent that all general debate 
upon the pending bill be closed, except as to the paragraph in- 

cated by him. The Clerk will report that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appro tion made by this paragraph shail 


be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Pe oe When that paragraph is reached, what will 
one 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be open to general debate. 

Mr. PICKLER. On the whole bill, or on that piragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the exact proposition that the 
Chair has already made. There will be difficulty in executin, 
any such order; but if the committee makes it, the Chair wi 
do his best to execute it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam inquiring of the Chair, as a parliamen- 
tary inquiry, what the Chair will hold? 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not undertake to decide 
any question of that kind until the question arises. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is quite material whether we will be con- 
fined to that single 5 ition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already pointed out the 
difficulty. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unanimous 
consent that all general debate upon the bill except this para- 
graph shall be considered as closed. Is there objection? 

t Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to a section which I think is equally important, and I ask that 
it be read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires this matter to be de- 
termined first. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
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te ee it isso ordered. The Clerk will read the bill by para- 
graphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation of postmasters, $16,000,000. 

— LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
there. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2. line 2, strike out the words“ sixteen million dollars and insert 
Seventeen million two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.““ 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I'stated in my prelimi- 
nary remarks on the bill, I do not think that there isany person 
upon this floor who can successfully contend that the amount 
specified in my amendment will not be needed for the payment 
of salaries of postmasters during the year 1894-95. 

And further, as I said before, the only object that can be ob- 
tained by cutting this appropriation down $1,250,000 is that the 
aggregate or lump sum of our appropriations bills shall bs just so 
muchsmaller, and it will become necessary for this Congress at its 
next session, after the election shall have passed, to appropriate 
substantially $1,250,000 asa deficiency on this item. I believe 
that the time has arrived, if it ever is to arrive, when Congress 
should honestly meet the cost of the postal service. Now, then, 
the chairman of the committee will not contend but what this 
amount of $17,000,000 is required to pay the salaries of postmas- 
ters. I believe the time has arrived for us to act honestly and 
sincerely and to appropriate to-day what the appropriation bill 
ought to carry. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
this amendment will be voted down. It is impossible to carry 
on this Government by making appropriations exactly equal to 
the amount that will be needed in any one year. Thisis an 
itom on which there have always been deficiencies, and it is an 

tem 

Mr. LOUD. Because you cut it down there is a deficiency. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina (continuing). And itis 
an item that can afford to wait. The 816,000, 000 that we propose 
to appropriate here is many millions of dollars more in money 
Har the postmasters will need to settle their accounts during 
the year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It will carry usbeyond the 4th of March 


next. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Why should we ap- 
propriate more money than will be necessary to settle all the 
accounts? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not appropriate $5,000,000 
less then? We could go on the same. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I understand that, 
and our committee do not think that we ought to depart from 
the precedents so far as to cut it down beyond the amount pro- 


posed. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a larger cut than has ever been made. 

Mr. REED. Is not this a larger cut than ever? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is somewhat larger. 
The deficiency on the item in 1888 was $908,521.20; in 1889 there 
was a deficiency of $600,000; in 1891 there was a deficiency of 
$593,538.66; in 1892 there was a deficiency of $389,074.73. The 
deficiency for 1893 has not 1 been presented to Congress, and 
we do not know what it will be. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion 

Mr. COOMBS. What was the amount appropriated for 1893? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. teen million two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, = 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. I would suggest that even the economical Fifty- 
5 5 only cut it $115,000, while you propose to cutit 

1,250,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, we learn by ex- 
perience, and we find that the Post-Oflice Department does not 
need the money, and why should we give it advance, while 
the Treasury is nearly bankrupt? 

Mr. LOUD. You have not to pay in advance. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, it will not be 
expended and can not be used. There is no need why the money 
should lie idle in the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not think the gentleman is 
entirely candid with the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am entirely candid. 
That is exactly what I desire to be. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). In this. He says 
why expend the money when the Treasury is nearly bankrupt? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I say why appropriate 
the money? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, my friend certainly 
knows this, that of the postage collected the law with reference 
to this allows the postmasters to retain their salaries, whether it 
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is $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 or $30,000,000; and yet this reduction 
of this appropriation does not affect them getting their pay in 
the slightest. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, It does not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And that the postmasters would 
get their pay if we did not appropriate one cent, and that the 
cutting of this appropriation is merely to have an opportunity 
to say that the appropriation is so much less and to square the 
books; the appropriation can be made in the deficiency bill a 

r from now; hence it was that I asked my friend, why be sat- 

ed with cutting this appropriation $1,200,000 when he might 
as well, as long as he was going into the cutting business, cut it 
twelve millions or leave it out altogether? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Notatall. I do not 
understand why the gentleman should say that. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Would it not reduce the salaries of the post- 
masters to that extent? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not in the ah, ee I will pat 
the question to my friend from North Carolina again: Is it not 
true that under the general law, without reference to appropri- 
ation, if you did not appropriate one cent for postmasters’ sal- 
aries, they would retain the amount of their salaries from the 
postage collected? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I willstate, Mr. Chair- 
man, that would be exactly true, provided there was always suf- 
ficient funds in the hands of every postmaster to pay his entire 

, but there are a great many postmasters that have to be 
paid out of the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to see that law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Is not that so? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think not. : 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Doyou say that every 
post-office in the country is self supporting? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; so far as the postmaster’s sal- 
ary is concerned. The salary is based upon the amount of post- 

e collected. Up toa certain amount the postmaster retains 

l the postage; up to a certain other amount he retains a cer- 
tain percentage, and the salary is made exclusively from the 
revenues of the office. That is true as far as the salaries are 
concerned, and the postmasters get their pay because, up to 
what the law allows, they never send the money to the Govern- 
ment, but simply render an account and retain so much under 
the general law. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then, according to the gentleman, we need 
not make an . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If we did not make any appropri 
tion in this bill for postmasters’ salaries the result would be that 
the postmasters would get their pay precisely as they do now, 
but when they sent in their accounts for settlemen’ the accounts 
would be suspended and there could be no settlement until an 
8 was made. In other words. it is a matter of book- 

eeping. 

ence, Lask the gentleman, as long as he is going to cut this 
appropriation so as to be able to say that we have not appro- 
pristed within $1,200,000 of the estimates, or within $1,200,000 of 
what the salaries may be, and thereby to claim credit for econ- 
omy, why stop at $1,209,000? Why not cut it ten millions? 

Mr. COOMBS. Bo understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to suggest that we cut it still further? 

Mr CANNON of Illinois. You might just as well cut it further 
as cut it this much. 


Mr7COOMBS. I will ask the chairman of the committee | 


whether this is not an approximation to the estimate of the 
amount required? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is $125,000less than 
the amount asked for, but the amount appropriated is a great 
deal more money than will be needed during the year. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and he knows that when they make this 
pack at whe for adefici ane? it is notanappropriation of money 
but is simply to cover the difference in the accounts. It is, as 
the gentleman himself says, a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. + 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, [Isay that in my 
opinion we hive been doing wrong heretofore in appropriating 

entire amount asked for, but [ do not say that there ought 
to bs a ror great reduction. The appropriation proposed is 
t. 
Mr. REED. Has it not all been used heretofore? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is all used when all 
the accounts are settled, but it takes longer than a year to set- 
tle the accounts of the postmasters. 

Mr. REED. Can any more of it be used whether itis appro- 
priated or not? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; no more ean be 
used than is contracted for under the law. 


-MAROR 24, 

Mr. REED. Consequently there is no harm in manng ana 
propriation which exceeds the amount actually neede . 8 
there is harm in appropriating less than is needed, because it 
obliges Soe to bring in a deficiency bill and causes a stoppage of 
accounts. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, no: it does not 
cause any stoppage of accounts; nobody is injured by it; I never 
heard any complaint in regard to the matter. 

Mr. REED. Then it is a little harmless device for reducing 
app wently the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; I will state 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REED. It is a part of the next Domocratic stump speech 
plan; is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from California. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class post-offices, $845,000. 

Mr, BOWERS of California. I offer tho amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “eight,” in line d, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
tour,“ so as to read: 


“For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class post-offices, 8445, 000. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
show this committee in the five minutes allowed me how the 
Government can make a very large saving on this item—at least 
$100,000. In the city in California in which I reside—a city of 
about 20,000 inhabitants—the post office was fitted up by the cit- 
izens there at an expense of $3,000. The rent of the building 
was given free to the Government, upon the condition that it 
would simply heat and light the building. Everything else 
was furnished by the property owners. The receipts of that of- 
fice were about $44,000, the expenses about 816,000; so that the 
net profit to the United States was about $28,090. When that 
lease expired, the Department, in the interest of“ economy,” 
sent its post-office inspectors to that town and asked for bids for 
the rent of a building for another term. 

It was known that this was a growing town, and a great many 
people were interested in building up certain portions of it. 

arious persons made their offers to the Government to furnish 
the post-office rent free. One gentleman who had some prop- 
erty idle made the proposition that he would fit up a fine room 
at his own expense (and it is an excellent room); t he would 
light it and heat it and furnish everything at the extremely low 
price of $1 per year. That is the total rent which the Post- 
Office Department pays in the city of San Diego for the fine 
post-office thatit uses to-day, and the fitting up of which cost 
the proprietor of the building $3,000. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that this skin game (because 
it is “a skin Mok the Department can not be worked in 
the effete and dead cities of the East. [Laughter.] But it can 
be worked in the great booming towns of the West. It has 
been worked. I think the business is comtemptible; but since 
the Government of the United States has sturted in upon that 
kind of business, I think it should work it for all that it is 

| worth. It should work it wherever it is possible; for it is no 
more contemptible and no meaner in one place than inanother. 


| Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does thegentleman blame the 
| Department 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Not at all. 


| Mr. WILSON cf Washington. Or the citizens? 

Mr. BOWERS of California, Not at all. Iam not blaming 
anybody: Iam simply blaming the Department for not working 
this game whenever it can be worked. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I understand, it was the 
poopie of your city who worked the game. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I understand all about that. 
Now, Iam finding no fault. But ‘“‘ economy” is what we are after; 
and a little farthor on I am going to show another specimen of 
economy on the part of the Department. Lonly wanttoshow this 
Committee of the Whole how this Administration, which is car- 
| rying the study of economy to afine point, can reduce its expend- 
| itures still further. The game which I have described can be 
| played all over the West—in every growing community. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does not the gentleman think the Government 

| might make still more by letting the location of the post-office 

in each city to the highest bidder? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is precisely. what your De- 

artment does. And I say it can be done everywhere in the 

| West. Our towns there are young and growing—not like some 
of your old towns in the East, where you have no speculative 
enterprise—no interest in building up a particular part of the 


city. 
Bat I say this business, contemptible as itis, can be extended, 
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The same system which enables the Government in our town to 
carry on its postal business at a profit of $25,000 a year, because 
it expends only $1 a year for rent of i-oflice,.can be applied 
elsewhere, if you can get the right kind of inspectors, and I un- 
derstand the bill makes a larger appropriation for post-office in- 


AT FEE than any previous bill. In view of what can be accom- | 
pli 


shed iù this way. my amendment proposes to strike out from 
this appropriation $100,000. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERS 
of California, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rectly connected with 
777... ͤ Miao Proven 
That the Postmaster-General, in his discretion, under such ations as 
he shall prescribe, may authorize any of the postmasters of said offices to 
expend the fund he may allow them for such purposes, without the written 
consent of the Postmasier-General. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I move to amend by striking 
out in line 15, on page 2, the words one hundred and,” so as to 
appropriate only $40,000 for ‘necessary miscellaneous and inci- 
dental items directly connected with first and second class post- 
offices, including furniture.“ This amendment in effect makes 
a reduction of 800,000 in this appropriation. 

Now, this is for miscellaneous and incidental items directly 
connected with the first and second class pee for repairs 
and things of that kind, and I havea couple of letters here which 
I wish to read to the committee, showing how money is saved, 
and that this proposition which I have submitted, to save the 
hundred thousand dollars, is exactly in line with the broad prin- 
7 of Democratic economy that we hear so much about on this 
floor. 


Mr. LOUD. If my colleague will allow me, he might have 
said also that the committee in all of these miscellaneous items 
recommend the full amounts of the estimates asked for by the 
Department where there is a discretion in the expenditure of 
the fund and cut it off in all other cases. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes, and I thank my colleague 
for the suggestion. They have reduced the salaries of post- 
masters about a million of dollars. Now, Lam only proposing to 
reduce this item a hundred thousand dollars for the purpose of 
aiding our friends in their own efforts. : 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me toask hima 
question? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oertainly. 

Mr. COOMBS. Are you not afraid that you are injuring the 
senate of the Republican party for generosity by these sug- 

estions? 
8 Mr. BOWERS of California. Not at all, sir; not the slightest 
danger of it. The Republican party is not afraid. It has a rec- 
ord, and it can stand on it. Its reputation is entirely safe. But 
here isa letter I wish to read from one of my constituents to 
show exactly how this thing works. 
POSTMA: 
. OW, OF ̃⁵˙— Col., March 15, 1896, 


DEAR BOWERS; The inclosed letter is a sample of Democratic economy 
that beats anything which has ever come to my attention. 

The safe that was repaired, mind pon be to the Department; it 18 
the only place where I can keep the funds often several thousand dollars 
and it was liable to close up on me and lock me outat any time: the regula- 
tions specifically provide for expenditures without special authority in any 
such emergency. And yet the great Government of the United States 
coolly repudiates this just claim, and proposes to make me pay for theneces- 
sary repairs on its own property, which had to be made to protect its own 
interests. More than that, it does not affect any appropriation, large or 
small. The sum is only 82.50, but the principle is just the same as though it 
were thousands. 

Yours, truly, 
H. M. KUTCHIN. 


Now, I send a letter from the Department on this question to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask to have that read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., March 6. 1894. 


Sin: Referring to your request for an allowance for repairing safe, you 
are informed that on account of the limited appropriation available for the 
purpose it is not deemed advisable to allow the same. 

FON 5 8 declined. 

re * E. C. FOWLER, 
Acting First Assistant Postmaster- General. 

POSTMASTER, San Diego, Cal. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, I desire to submit to the 
committee that in this view of these appropriations, as taken 
by the Department, and as shown by the letter I have just had 
read, it is certainly competent to save at least a hundred thou- 
sand dollars on this other item. 

Here is an itemappropriated for in the general appropriation 
bill, and provision made that the postmasters generally shall 
be allowed for certain expenditures in this direction. But it is 


refused. No attention is paid to it. Now, when we are consid- 
ering a provision for expenditures of that sort on the part of 
the Government, and when the Democratic party is pursuing 
the same line of policy, the same old spirit of Democratic econ- 
omy in all other Departments, J wish to come in and lend them 
a helping hand by this amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Do you want them to accept it? 
[Laughter.] $ 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly. Itis in the line of 
economy. Thatis the reason I offer it. 

I ask a vote upon it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For free-delivery service, including existing experimental fre2-delivery 


| Offices, 812. 327, 685.3. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 28, on page, add the words of which the sum of $20.009 shall be 
applied under the direction of the Postmaster-General to experimental free 
delivery in rural communities, other than towns and villages.” 

Mr. MOSES, Mr. Chairman, in the last appropriation bill 
for the Post-Office Department provision was made, setting 
aside 810,000 for this purpose. I understand that part of the 
law bas been nullified, and that no such experiment has been 
made. 

The bill as reported in the last Congress had this amendment 
added to this section: 

Of which the sum of $10,000shaillbe applied under the direction of the Post- 
master-General to experimental free delivery in rural communities other 
than towns and villages. 

The law said it “shall be applied.” I notice that the Post- 
master-General in his report says that this 810,000 should be 
devoted, at the discretion of the Postmaster-General, to tes 
the feasibility of establishing a system of free delivery in rur 
districts.” 

If Congress can not make a law mandatory by saying that a 
certain amount shall“ be expended for a specific purpose, how 
can we take it out of the discretion of the Postmaster-General? 
It was not left to the discretion of the executive department. 


The reason given for not continuing this experiment is that 


they had not the time to do it, that the time of the Department 
was taken up in the consideration of“ more important ques- 
tions.” There are thousands of people in this ed ye} who 
think this an important question,” and Congress said that 


$10,000 shall be applied“ to the solution of it. What execu- - 


tive authority was there to nullify the law? 

You appropriate eleven millions for free delivery in the cities 
and towns. Itisexpended. But they can not find time to ex- 
pend $10,000 to test the feasibility of rural delivery. What 
are we to say to those farmers who are demanding that the ex- 
periment inaugurated by Mr. Wanamaker shall continued 
until it is determined whether it is practicable or not? 

I make no captious attack upon the administration of the Post- 
office Department; Lhave urged them toexecutethis law. Those 
of us representing rural districts will not be put off with the 
excuse that it is impossible to give this question study and con- 
sideration. The Postmaster-General in the report previous to 
the one before us to-day stated that the $10,000 appropriated by 
the Fifty-first Congress yielded net proceeds of over $3,600, due 
to the increase of business that was caused.” Does not that re- 
port authorize at least a continuation of the experiment? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for a question? > 

Mr. MOSES. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I did not hear the first part 
of the gentleman’s remarks; but if I understand him, he wishes 
to extend this free-delivery system to the rural districts? 

Mr. MOSES. I wish the Department to continue the experi- 
ment inaugurated in 1890. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How many post-offices are 


there in the United States? I believe there are about 68,000. 


Now, of course, if we establish this free-delivery system in one 
section of the country we must establish it all over the country, 
and give free 1 | at each one of these 68,000 post-offices, 
which at a rough culation would cost $2,000 apiece, or in 
round numbers $113,090,000 to $115,000,000. Now, it seems tome 
it is impracticable. 

Mr. MOSES. In reply to the gentleman from 3 
I will say that Mr. Wanamaker's report shows that the 810, 
expended in these forty-six post-offices yielded net proceeds of 
$3,600—a far better return than we get from the star-route sery- 
ice in his section of the country. : 

Mr. LOUD. Lhope the gentleman will present the report of 
the Postmaster-General, to substantiate that fully. 
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Mr. MOSES. I will read from the report, on page 11. 

The $10,000 Ban pi plop ylelded net proceeds of over 83,600, due to the 
increase of b ess that Was caused, and the salaries of the postmasters 
of the offices experimented with were raised in the aggregate to over $1,900. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman will find if he reads that report 
fully that those offices did not meet the expenditure, notwith- 
stinding the statement which has been read. He will find that 
the 810,000 never came back to the Government in increased 
postal 57555 ang 

Mr. MOSES. I have read the report, and it says that the net 
procseds were $3,600. 

[The time of Mr. Moses having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent, on motion of Mr. MORSE, it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. MOSES. I know the objection to this is, that in partially 
settled sections of the country it isnot practicable; but I say we 
can extend it gradually with reference to the population; and 
that is what we want to find out, what the population must be 

r square mile to make the increased service pay for itself. 
That is the object of this appropriaton and experiment; and 
when these new States acquire sufficient population, they can 
come in just as the cities are now accorded free delivery when 
they reach a population of 10,000 inhabitants. 

Let us not leave the question unsettled. The millions who live 
in the rural districts will be satisfied with nothing less than a 
fair test as to its feasibility. i 

Mr. Wanamaker said that it was practicable, and that the ap- 
propriation ought to be continued. We appropriated the money 
to continue it under the present Administration, but it has not 
been done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will agree to give us 
$20,000 out of the eleven millions proposed for the cities, we will 
not pap oe even if the large cities do get fourteen or sixteen 
daily deliveries. I know the Department has been busy during 
the past year. They had to ‘‘turntherascalsout.” As good Dem- 
ocrats, this was the Sic duty. So far as my district is con- 
cerned, that duty has n well performed. Out of this large 
sum let us again madi ene $20,000, that this question may be 
settled to the satisfaction of the people. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. r. Chairman, on this matter 
of free rural delivery I do not see, owing to the condition of the 
country, that it can ever be established successfully. It would 
cost such an enormous amount of money, and the population is 
scattered over such a wide area of country, that it seems to me 
to be an iridescent dream. 

What we do want, and what we should have, and what seems 
to be entirely practical, is to extend the star-route service in 
every direction ible, giving to the farmers of the country 
mail facilities six times a week if necessary, and three times 
where it is not so urgent. We want to extend these star routes 
all over the far districts. Establish post-offices in every 
section, and you will give to the farmer that mail facility that 
he now desires and now demands. It is not possible to establish 
free rural delivery in the section I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent. Why, think of a man going over the Okanogan Moun- 
tains, 30 miles, to deliver one letter! What we do want is daily 
mail service six times a week under the star-route system. 

Mr. PICKLER. To one fellow? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. To one fellow. If there is one 
fellow in your section who wants his mail, I claim he ought to 
have it, and I expect you do. What we want Is to establish new 

offices. All through my section there isa ö 
or new offices, and it is impossible to get this Administration, 
for some cause or reason, to establish these offices. I went to 
the Department the other day as to the establishment of a new 
office, and they said there are only fifteen or twenty people there. 
I said I do not care if there was only one American citizen who 
wants his mail he has aright to have it as much as the citizen 
of New York or Brooklyn. 

Mr. COOMBS. You might make him postmaster himself. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, we might make him 
postmaster. What we want, and what we should have, is an ex- 
tension of this star-route system. 

Mr. PICKLER. Isthereany propositionin this bill by which 
it can be done? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is not. In the Fifty- 
second Congress we increased the amount of appropriation rec- 
ommended by the committee $200,000 in order to establish a 
large number of new star routes and toincrease the service from 
one to three times a week and from three to six times a week, 
and gave the farmer the benefit of increased mail facilities by 
that increased N which seems to me is along the 
practical line. Continue in the same direction and you will give 
the farmer an opportunity to obtain better mail facilities. 

Mr. PIC . Mr. Chairman, I think in giving proper 

tal facilities it is little difference whether you it rural 
livery or star route. I do not care whether it comes through 


rural delivery or through postal route. But I am in favor of 
the suggestions of both the gentleman from Georgia and the 
82 from Washington. Here is the most remarkable 


anguage in this report that I have ever seen submitted to Con- 
gra 5 I beg to call attention to the language in regard to this 

atter: 5 

Although it was vided b 

scal year ending June 30, eo, that 10,000 should bs devoted, 8 8 
tion of the Postmaster-General, to test the feasibility of establishing a 
system of free delivery in rural districts, it has been found impossible. b 
reason of the pressure of more important questions, for the officers havi 
that subject in charge to give the subject the study and consideration that 
it demands, much less to establish such rural free dalivary, 

And then this proposition winds up by abandoning the enter- 
prise altogether. ow, Mr. Chairman, that seems to me to be 
a little less than an insult to the Congress of the United States 
and the people living in the rural districts. What business has 
the Administration and the Postmaster-General to say, after 
Congress has enacted a law and said to them, you shall try this 
experiment and ascertain whether there isanything in it or not, 
to tell the Congress of the United States and the people, who 
are interested, that they have not taken the time to consider 
that part of the business because there is something more press- 
ing on their hands? What object is there in Congress passing 
laws if that is the way it is to be treated? It is worth the 
experiment. It was advocated by the last Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, who thought there was much in it. The people of the 
country would like to see a demonstration; at least, we would 
like to ascertain whether it shall be by star route or by free ru- 
ral delivery. 

We want something of the kind. Why, I suppose they have 
been engaged in the disposition of the $192,000, the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] told us about, to the railroads, and 
so they have not had time to attend to the country. A great 
crying question of the American Union, through all the public 
press, is that the people living in the country are coming to the 
cities. Is it little wonder, Mr. Chairman, that they are leaving 
the country and going to the cities when all the expenditures of 
the Government for the benefit of the people are being bestowed 
upon the cities and the thickly settled districts and not given to 
the rural ulation? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I can tell the gentleman what 
they were occupied in doing, so that they could not consider 
this. They were chopping off the heads of Republican post- 
masters, and had no time for any other business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOMBS, We on this side of the House are glad to hear 
that complaint. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I contend that after Congress has passed a 
law it ought to be executed by the Department, and I contend 
that thisexperimentis worthy of atrial. Ifit isnot practicable, 
we will find it out by demonstration, and the experiment will 
not costagreatdealofmoney. The gentleman from Washington 

Mr. WILSON] estimates that to extend this system all over the 
nited States would cost $100,000,000, but I see that the rial eed 
estimates the cost at $20,000,000. We do not need to spend so 
much as that now, but let us have a demonstration made ona 
small scale, and let the Department carry out in good faith the 
law which Congress has passed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Tall the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that this bill says that it shall be continued. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
strike out the last word. 

Iam ory to see so little interest taken in this question, I 
admit that itis impossible to inaugurate any permanent system 
of free delivery throughout the length andbreadth of this coun- 
try right now, but at the same time it is undoubtedly true that 
it is posi to make an experiment with a view of determinin, 
just how far the 5 system may be extended throug 
the rural districts. Free delivery in rural districts is not a new 
thing. It exists in many parts of the world, and there are many 
ways in which it can be attained in a very economical manner. 
I notice that the Postmaster-General calls attention to the fact, 
which isa fact, that a system which would do for one part of this 
country would not do for another, owing to differences in the 
manner in which the country is settled, density of population, 
and other such considerations. 

At the outset of what I have to say in reply to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], I wish to remark that no par- 
tisan advantage can be obtained by adiscussion of this question. 
Congress made an appropriation, mandatory in its nature, re- 

uiring that the Post-Office Department, with $10,000 put at its 
dienom. should make an experiment in the matter of free de- 
livery in the rural districts. Under the preceding Administra- 
tion no effort was made to experiment inthatdirection. Under 
the present Administration no effort has been made, and I think 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 


1894. 
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it is well enough that an effort should be made, if for no other 
purpose than, if it is F to satisfy the people of the 
country of its impracticability. 

Mr. PICKLER. This appropriation was not made until last 
year, I think. The report says that it was for the fiscal year 1894. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think the gentleman from 
Mississippi is mistaken. I think that Postmaster-General Wan- 
amaker expended $10,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof yy lo Notfor this purpose. There 
were two appropriations for free delivery, one for village free 
delivery and one for experimental free delivery in the country 
outside of towns and villages. Mr. Wanamaker made anexperi- 
ment in village free delivery, but he made no effort to extend 
the system to the rural districts. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I may be wrong about it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentlemanis wrong. I 
have inquired at the Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the village and small town delivery ap- 
propriation preceded this for the rural districts. The appro- 
priation for the rural districts was made only during the last 


ear. 
j Mr. WILLIAMS of igre fe Iunderstand that; but there 
was about six months of itunder one Administration and about 
the same time under the other, and no effort was made under 
either Administration to carry out the experiment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one view that I wish to present 
very briefly. I think that on the star routes of the country the 
free-delivery system is practicable by simply putting up boxes 
such as you haye in the cities, and if necessary requiring the 
repeating Sa to pay the cost of them, and I am quite sure that 
every farmer in my part of the country would be willing to do 
that. 

Mr. PICKLER. They do not have to do that in the city. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, but Iam 
not askin 2 6 55 terms with other people. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. But 1 5 ought to ask equal terms. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would not dare to ask equal 
terms with the cities. n e ee experiment, I say, 
could be carried out by parang up boxes and giving the box- 
holder a key, and also giving the mail-rider a key and letting 
him take out the mail that he finds in the box and put in the 
mail that he has brought for the box-holder. I suggested that 
plan at the Department and even went so far as to suggest that 
the people on a given route in my district would be willing to 
pzy for the boxes, and that, if necessary, I myself would pay for 
twenty of them in order that the experiment might be fairly 
tried at as little expense as possible. I do not think it is right 
that people who live out in the country and who receive their 
mails twice a week or three times a week should have to go so 
far for their mail matter. 

I suppose that half the people outside of the villages in my 
country have to ride at least: 6 miles for the purpose of getting 
their mails. I do not think it is dealing fairly with those peo- 
pie to treat a mandatory appropriation of Congress for this pur- 
pose as a trifle which can be nullified by the Department by 
simply refusing to act in the matter. The old appropriation 
will soon be covered back into the Treasury by the lapse of 
time, but 1 am in favor of replacing it with the appropriation 
embodied in the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, so 
that the Department may understand that it is the will and 
command of Congress that this experiment shall be made. 

Mr. MOSES. e said shall“ before. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, it will be un- 
derstood that the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I renew the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. The gentlemanfrom Washington 
mar. WELSON] has already spoken once on this question; and the 

hair can not recognize him again so long as any other gentle- 
man desires to speak. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to strike out 
the last word. In regard to this amendment proposing to pro- 
vide for free delivery in rural districts, | have not been able to 
satisfy myself that it could be operated to an extent which would 
be at all satisfactory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow 
an interruption? The proposition issimply to appropriate $20,- 
000 out of this amount for the purpose of experimenting with 
the view to determining whether this plan of rural delivery is 
practicable or not. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, without discussing that mat- 
ter, there is something which I think we can do and do with 
justice, to help these communities which do not enjoy the ben- 
efits of the free-delivery system. In the smaller towns it is nec- 
essary now for persons wanting a box at the post-office to pay a 


certain sum per year for that box. The person having sucha 
box not only goes to the office for his mail, but he pays for the 
place in which his mail is deposited. Now, while we nay differ 
as to the expediency of attempting to carry the mails to all parts 
of a rural district, there can certainly be no objection to giving 
toa man residing in the country or ina small town and who goes 
to the post-office for his mail the right to have his mail depos- 
ited in a box, wi hout being compelled to pay for that privilege. 

In the cities every persons mail is carried to his house with- 
out charge: now, why canwe not allow free boxes in the smaller 
towns? It seems to me that a movement in this direction would 
be in the line of justice and would not be open to such objections 
as apply to the attempt to extend free delivery into our country 
districts. 

I have been hoping for a year or two that the Post-Office Com- 
mittee would see its way clear to recommend such a change in 
our law as would allow persons or families in the rural districts 
one in the smaller towns to have post-office boxes without any 
charge. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Suppose such a provision 
should become a law, the rent of post-office boxes would no longer 
help to swell the emoluments of the postmusters. Now, we do 
not want 68,000 postmasters down“ on us, and would it not be 
necessary for us to adopt some provision yapay the amount 
thus lost to the postmasters would be made up to them? In the 
smaller offices the emolument of the postmaster is largely con- 
trolled by the rent of boxes. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the box rent goes toward the salary of the 
postmaster or is a part of the income of the office by which his 


salary is regulated, so tmavy free boxes the compensation of the - 


stmaster would be redu the Government would certainl 

ave to provide some other form of compensation for the wor 
done by him; but that matter could be arranged. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The box rents do not go to the post- 
master. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They do not; but indirectly 
they help to swell the emoluments of the office. Of course, all 
the revenues of the office—box rents and everything else—be- 
ei primeri to the Government. 

. BRYAN. Whether the postmaster gets the box rent or 
not, the patron of the office has to pay it; and if by such a 
proposition asthis a part of the compensation of the postmaster 
would be cut off, of course we would have to provide some way 


of making up the difference. But [submit that while we are - 


giving free delivery toour cities, we should as å matter of jus- 
tice give to the pzople in the rural districts and the smaller 
towns the privilege of having free a place for the deposit of the 
mails which they themselves go to the office to receive. 

Mr. HAYES. Under the free-delivery system do not those 
localities that enjoy the system pay for it themselyes? 

Mr. BRYAN. They pay an extra cent on local postage, but 
they. do not pay any more on other letters or papers. 

r. HAYES. But the free-delivery system as applied to the 
cities is self-supporting? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAYES. If we should provide free boxes, would it not 
be necessary to have a multiplicity of boxes, with an enlar; 
space in the post-offices, and woald there not be thus entailed a 
great expense without sufficient justification? Such a system 
would require larger post-oflice accommodations, and would en- 
tail increased expense for rent. In short, would the system be 
practicable? 

Mr. BRYAN. Ido not know that any more boxes would be 
necessary than are now provided. 

Mr. HAYES. Under the present system many persons re- 
ceiving but little mail matter care nothing for a box because it 
is very little trouble for them to ask for their mail. But if a 
free box were provided for everyone who might ask for it the 
number of boxes would be largely increased. the office space 
would be necessarily enlarged, and great additional expense 
would be incurred, which would accomplish nothing. 

Mr. BRYAN, I think the gentleman magnifies the expense. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If these boxes were provided 
free, would not every person receiving mail at one of these town 
or village offices want a box? 

Mr. HAYES. That would be the result of it. 

ae WILSON of Washington. And every family would want 
a box. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Whether they got any mail or not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes; it would not make any 
difference about that. 

Mr. HAYES. That is the point that struck meas being most 
likely to arise; that it would involve an enormous expenditure 
where there is no demand for it. ` 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. MCMILLIN. Iwill take the floor, Mr. Chairman, for the 


purpose of asking the gentleman a question. I wish to ask if 
there has been any estimate as to the cost of this plan that he 
suggests, or the approximate cost of delivering the mails in such 
a manner? 

Mr. BRYAN. None that I have seen. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there any estimate as to the cost of the 
free rural delivery? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I can only say that I went to the Post-Office Department 

during the last session of Congress and had an estimate as to the 
exponse if this was carried out all over the country, as we would 
naturally want it if we commenced the service at all. That 
estimate places the expenditure at about 3113,000,000 for the 
sixty-eight thousand 79 or about $2,000 on the average. 
Some, of course, would be less and some more, but in all parts of 
the United States the estimated expenditure was $113,000,000. 

Mr. BRYAN. In addition to the present cost? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. More than double. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. About that amount. 

Mr. PICKLER. This report to which I have been referring 
puts the amount at $20,090,000. j 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes; soit does. 

me MCMILLIN. Well, that is a very wide divergence of 
opinion. 

Pir. WILSON of Washington. Nevertheless that is the fact. 
Mr. MMILLIN. Somebody's arithmetic is evidently wrong. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 

tee a question: Whether it is the judgment of the committee 
that this question of experimenting on the rural free delivery 
is the opinion of the Department? Does the committee believe 
that it should be abandoned without any further attempts in 
that direction? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The committee thought 
thatinasmuch as the 310,000 appropriated last year for the use 
of the current year has not been applied to the current year, 
having yet some time to run, that money still being available 
by the Department, it would be unnecessary to recommend kur- 

er appropriations until some satisfactory result had been ob- 
tained from the $10,000 heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. PICKLER. But this fiscal year expires on the 30th day 
of June, and not suffleient time would be given to make any such 
9 with that fund. 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If they commenced 

riments that fund would last more than one year. 

r. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina 
will accept the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, and 
try this for another year. 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The money on hand 
would last for a year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Leeming pph Not only is the gentleman 
from South Dakota correct in his suggestion, but the Postmas- 
ter-General announces that he will not use it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. ; 

Mr. MOSES. Under the statement of the chairman of the 
committee, that $10,000 is still available for this purpose, I de- 
sire to modify my amendment and change the twenty thousand 
to ten thousand. f 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, [ move to strike out the last word. 
I think the committes ought to be heard in this matter, as all of 
the rest of the House have been, and the chairman does not de- 
sire to speak. I suggested to him, therefore, that I would say 
a word on the subject now pending before the committee. 

I desi e to state that the experimental free delivery in rural 
districts is no new proposition. A resolution was adopted on 
October 1, 1890, by which $10,009 was set aside for experimental 
free delivery in rural districts. This service was tried thor- 
oughly at that time. The last Postmaster-General substantially 
admitted that the amount of money that was provided could not 
thoroughly test the practicability of the proposition. He rec- 
ommended that this 5 if Congress in its wisdom de- 
sired to continue it, and that an increased fund for that purpose 
be provided each year. 

ow, the present Postmaster-General, after thoroughly in- 
vestigating the subject, after seeing what has been done, and 
finding that nothing had been accomplished in the past, in the 
exercise of his discretion refused a further experiment that had 
been as thoroughly tried as possible, because the Postmaster- 
General says th it to properly execute the free rural delivery 
would involve an expenditure of $20,000,000. 

Now, the gentleman f om Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] said that 
there was a wide discrepancy between the estimates submitted 
by the Post-Office Department on this account and the statement 
mads by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. I do 
not think that the Postmaster-General ever contemplated in his 
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teport any extension to all of the post-offices in the United States, 
but only to those that would demand it—say in towns of 500 to 
1,000 inhabitants. 

Now, if this Congress proposes to extend this system of rural 
free delivery it must face the question fairly and squarely, after 
three years of a thorough test of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has not been tested at all, if the gentle- 
man will ullow me to say so. 

Mr. LOUD. It has been thoroughly tested for three years. 

Mr. PICKLER. In towns and villages. 

Mr. LOUD. And to continue this ten or even twenty thousand 
dollars for another year, or for a term of years, is a perfect fal- 
lacy. There is no doubt but what rural free delivery is of benefit 
to towns and villages; but if you are going to extend it you have 
got to meet the question here and appropriate a sufficient amount 
of money to extend it into a reasonable number of towns; and 
you would be required to appropriate in this bill at least 25, 000, 
000 for this year, and to continue to increase it year by year until 
it would amount to from $20,000,000 to $25,000,000. If you want 
to do that you should meet the question fairly, but do not let us 
keep dribbling out a little $10, to re ixperiment upon a ques- 
tion that has been experimented to death. 

Mr. PICKLER. ill the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question before he sits down? 

Mr. LOUD. I will if I have any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 
(Mr. Loup] has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a great 
misunderstanding here. Hither I am much mistaken or the 
gentleman from California [Mr. LouD] is. He says this has been 
thoroughly tested. This amendment is for free rural delivery, 
not in towns and villages. It is the delivery in towns and vil- 
lages which has been tested for the last three years, and rural 
delivery has not been tested at all, the gentleman from California 
There has been 
no test of rural delivery at all. This appropriation of $10,000 
was made, but the Post-Office Department say that they have 
not had time, owing to the press of other business, to extend it. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] is setting up a man 
of straw to knock him down. We are not contending for an 
further experiments in towns and villages, so the gentleman’s 
argument against this pro ition does not meet the amendment 
that is now pending, which is to test this matter or to try these 
experiments in the country districts. 

submit, Mr. Chairman, that the people living in the countr 

are entitled to have this experiment tried. They are entitled 
at least to have the Post-Oilice Department carry out the act of 
Congress in making tests. No difference what it may cost, let 
us find out whether it is practicable. You never can find out 
whether it is practicable until you try. Congress has said it is 
so far practicable at least as to ba worth the experiment. The 
Post-Office Department seems to repeal the actof Congress or to 
ignore it, and the committee seem to be following the same lead 
and ignoring this altogether. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Why do not you try to get daily mails for 
the people all over the country before you try to get this? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it makes very little difference how 
this rural deliveryis made. Itmay be by additional star routes. 
It may be by sending it out in different ways. This appropria- 
tion is to test that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does not the gentleman know that the 
communities in the back country can not get mail routes estab- 
lished unless they pay the carrier themselves, except two-thirds 
of the cancellation? 

Mr. PICKLER. Indeed I do know that. My constituents 
have suffered for those reasons right along, and it is for that 
matter I am contending here, that the people living in the coun- 
try are worthy at least the consideration of the Department, to 
the extent of expending the money that Congress has appropri- 
ated, to ascertain in some way or other how to reach the rural 
districts with the mail they are entitled to receive. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a question as to star-route service. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
has not touched the question. He has talked about experiments 
in towns and villages, and has not talked about experiments in 
free delivery in rural communities at all. j 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to make this 
suggestion. There were two saparate appropriations; one for 
$30,000, for making experiments in free delivery in villages and 
towns, and another later and different act of Congress, appro- 
printing $10,000, for making experiments in rural communities. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the last Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is entirely 
right in saying that the money appropriated in the first bill was 
used for the purpose for which it was appro riated, namely, for 
the making of experiments in towns an ; but not one 
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single experiment was made by goy y with the $10,000 appro- 
riated for experiments in rural free delivery, nor has any ef- 
Tort been made toward using that appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, I 
understand, withdraws his amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I renew it, and do so to say that I 
am old enough, along with many others in the House, to have 
seen this postal service built up or evoluted from an inferior serv- 
ice to a very good one; and the end is not yet. It is within my 
recollection when the mail came once a week, in many instances 
once in two weeks, and the postage upon the letter to be col- 
lected in the main from the receiver, was 25 cents. I have seen 
it reduced to 5 cents, then to 3; and bore a part iu the Forty- 
seventh Congress, a Republican Congress, it may be recollected, 
in which the reduction was made from 3 to 2 cents for letter 


e, 

Pe gellect also very well that in the Forty-third Congress the 
system of collecting postage upon newspapers was changed. 

he law had been to collect of the receiver of the paper, but the 
rule was that the postage was not collected; and by that Con- 
gress the pound rate and prepiyment was adopted. that Con- 
gress the package post, practically, had its birth. That also 
was a Republican Congress. It was of very great advantage to 
the people, creating competition through the lengthand breadth 
of the country of some sixty thousand post-ollices with the ex- 
press companies, which resulted in a reduction of the express 
rate upon packages of at least two-thirds, and also built up what 
is known a; the package-post system that we have. 

Both of these reforms were valuable, far-reaching, and profita- 
ble in the main to the Government, but more profitable to the 
individuals composing the Government. I hayeseen the reduc- 
tion of postage upon letters after fair trial bring increased reve- 
nues. ə haveseen the franking privilege practically extended 
to the newspapers and periodicals, the benefit in fact resulting 
to those who receive the publications. 

I have always been heartily in sympathy with each postal re- 
form that has bean made. It is substantially within my recol- 
lection, almost within my te begets life, that we have had the 
free-delivery system established. It commenced right. It was 
first tried with great success in populouscities. New York was 
the pioneer city for this service. 

It was found topay, and then the systemspread. It extended 

radually to the other large cities, and they in a short time 
came self-sustaining, and most of them yield a profit. It has 
been extended from year to year and from city to city until it 
now takes in all cities of 10,000 population, or cities which yield 
810,000 a year of po postal revenues. I believe it can bə fur- 
ther extended. I think that the time would be now, under or- 
dinary circumstances, that it should be further extended and 
take in some of the smaller cities and towns. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to have another- 


minute or two. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be recognized. 

Mr: PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS, I thought the gentleman was through. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not quite. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
entleman from South Dakota? [After a pause.] The Chair 
ears none. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized for five 

minutes further. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman I will try not to 
weary the committee; but still I am not sure I can make as 
much noise as other members of the committee who are talking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has appealed to the committee 
to preserve order; and unless the Chair recognizes some gentle- 
man by name it seems impossible to stop loud conversation on 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, necessarily all of these 
improvements in the postal service must be gradual. One al- 
most in sight, and one that I think the country expects, is a fur- 
ther reduction of the postage on letters to one-half the present 
rate. I think within this century, before the year 1900 comes, 
will see that reduction made; and in a short time thereafter the 
receipts from postage increased over and above what they are 
under the 2-cent rate. As to the free-delivery system, which 
the gentleman talks about, that growth is to come from the cit- 
ies of 10,000 inhabitants or those that yield $10,000 revenue, to 
the smaller cities, villages and thickly settled agricultural com- 
munities. And graduiliy,at the end of this century, or early in 
the next, I belie e that the free-delivery system is to be ex- 
tended substantially throughout the length and breadth of the 
country, and ought to be. 

Now, then, the Republican party has never halted in these re- 
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forms. It has never halted in promoting the postal ger vice, or 
the public service generally, for the benefit of all the people. 
As 1 have indicated, I think the party takes pride, and the 
country takes pride, in the various reductions of postage, the 
various increases of mail facilities and the enlargement of the 


free-delivery system; and it expects, under the lead of this party, 


a little later on. to have the reduction of the postage and the 
extensions of these various systems I have referred to. But 1 
will say to my friend from South Dakota [Mr. PICKER] thgt it 
is perfectly evident that his amendment is not to be adopted. I 
am rather inclined to believe that if I wera a Democrat, and re- 
sponsible for thesa appropriations, and wanted to pursue the 
policy that that party has set out to pursue, I would oppose the 
amendment. ° 

I have great sympathy with the amendment. 1 am willing 
that it should be adopted. I stand ready to vote for it. It is an 
experiment that might well be tried and might give valuable 
results: but everybody understands, now that the revenues are 
away short of the expenditures, and our Democratic friends arise 
in their places and tell us that the hard times are still to con- 
tinue; that they are making appropriations from the standpoint 
of small revenues and hard times. 

They are borrowing money to carry on the Government, and 
they have got to do one of two things, they have got to change 
their policy and adopt a different one, under which this Govern- 
ment cın prosper and in its prosperity obtain abundance of reve- 
nue without oppressing its citizens, or they have got to keep on 
cutting the service. So that, froma Democratic standpoint, I 
feel quite sure that my friend's amendment will bs voted down. 


I counsel him to have patience. I know that he, along with 


other good Republicans, has goodness already, but now we want 
to have patience. 
Mr. MOSES. I will siy to the gentleman that this was intro- 
duced by a Democrat. F 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ido not know whether a Democrat 


introduced it or not, but I know that individual Democrats are 


in the habit of advocating here all manner of good things for 
their ‘“‘ districts,” but in the nick of time, when their votes would 
give us good legislation, they are always found wanting. (Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a few rem irks 
in relation to the postal service. There is nothing to me more 
wonderful than the precision and the regularity of the postal 
service of the United States, and for that matter of the world. 
A letter is dropped into the mail in a 
backwoods and it finds its way quickly and safely to its propar 
destination at the most distant part of the Union. A letter is 
dropped into the mail in the city of Washington, and it finds its 
way all around the world to a quick and sure delivery. During 
my experience of thirty-five years asa merchant I have seen 
the postal systems of the world improve and fall into co 5peration 
with one another until now there is nothing more certain 
the safe and sure delivery of correspondence. We always send 
duplicates, but that has come to be almost unnecessary. : 

t make these remarks, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of bring- 
ing out one fact, and that is that society organized into. Govern- 
ment is able to doa great many things better than private in- 
dividuals can do them. There are a great many things that so- 
cisty organized into government ought to doand there area great 
many things that it ought not to attempt to do. Now, I think 
that in our postal service we have attempted a little too much 
in the transportation of merchandise. I think that isa great 
expense to the service for which no adequate compensation is 
received. Private enterprise is able todo that work safely and 

uickly, and I believe that if we should cut off these suckers 

rom the Post-Office Department, not only would it be self-sus- 

taining but we should be able to reduce the rate of our letter 
postage. I do not believe that we shall ever be able to do that 
until we stop some of these expensive experiments. 

In relation to this particular amendment I have not been in 
the way of knowing that there is any extensive demand for it 
from the rural districts. I think that is a sentimental idea on 
the pant of gentlemen on this floor. I think, as my friend at m 
left has said, that the farmers would laugh at it. Let us t 
and perfect what we have already tried, and by and by, when 
the country becomes more thickly settled, we can go into these 
exp2riments in rural delivery. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. As the introducer of this proposition I want to say just 
afew words more. It was stated by a member of the commit- 
tee that the Postmaster-General had given this question thor- 
ough consideration. Here is what the Postmaster-General says 
on the subject: 

It has been found impossible, by reason of the pressure of more impor» 


post office away in the 


3240 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 24, 


tant 3 for the officers having that subject in charge to give the sub- 
ject the study and consideration thatit demands, much less to establish 
such rural free delivery. 


So, Mr. Chairman, the subject has not been studied by the 

Department; it has not received consideration. 
ow, one more point. I appeal to this Democratic House. It 
is a small thing that we are asking here, and you know, gentle- 
men, that the farmers are not in the habit of having their wants 
considered to any great extent. There is a sufficiently large 
number of people in this country who are interested in this ex- 
periment and who desire to have it tried, to deserve some con- 
sideration at the hands of Congress, and in view of the fact that 
all our legislation tends to drive the men from the farms into 
the cities, in the name of God let us try this experiment to see 
if we can not do something to make life in the country more 
lensant, in order that our people a | be induced to stay there. 
hy can not this be tried? I appeal to a Democratic House in 
the name of thousands of Democratic voters in the South and 
West not to cut off this appropriation, but to let it run on until 
the Post-Office Department can take up this expsriment and put 

it into operation. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the last appropriation 
bill carried $10,000 for this experimental purpose. Withalldue 
respect to the Postmaster-General, he admits that he made no 
attempt to try the experiment, and that the subject has not re- 
ceived consideration at his hands. Now, the fact went abroad 
all over this land that the Fifty-second Congress had appropri- 
ateq $10,00) for the purpose of an experiment in this line. The 
farmers, the people who live in the sparse and waste places of 
the country, know all about it; they have been expecting some- 
thing to be done, and I want to suggest to the gentleman on my 
left [Mr. Coomss], who said that the farmers would laugh at 
this, that he lives too much in the heart of the great cities to 
know what the farmers really want. ~ 

Mr. COOMBS. No; I have been there.” I have been a 
farmer boy myself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, our rural districts are 
being depopulated for two reasons. In the first place, for the 
want of proper educational facilities, and in the second place, 
for the want of mail facilities, It certainly is to the interest of 
zu Povoromont to keep the people on their homes in the rural 
districts. 

I do not think it will damage this bill or materially affect the 
administration of this arm of the service, if $10,000—a pitiful 
sum compared with this whole appropriation—be taken out of 
this amount of nearly thirteen millions and applied in another 
effort to demonstrate if possible whether this free-delivery sys- 
tem in the rural districts is practicable or impracticable. That 
is all it means; and I think both sides of this House without ref- 
erence to political affiliations can afford to do this thing—can 
afford to say to Mr. Bissell, ‘‘ You must make this experiment; 
when Congress issues its mandate it is no ‘sounding brass or 
tinkling cymbal;’ when such a provision is put upon the statute 
book you have no right to ignore it.” 

Mr. LOUD. Is that the only way you can get a Democratic 
official to enforce the law? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 am not discussing political partisan- 
ship now. If the gentleman wants to raise any issue of that 
kind, I will at some time when I feel in the humor give him 
enough of it. But J am not on that line now. I repeat that a 

rovision of this kind will not damage the mail service nor will 

t hamper Mr. Bissell in the administration of his Department 
to make one more attempt to carry out this experiment. It is 
due to the people that he should make it. Why? Because the 
Fifty-second Congress proclaimed from one end of the land to the 
other that the experiment would be made; the people are ex- 
pecting and looking for it; it is not right to disappoint them 
without some good reason. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word 
or two on this amendment. As L understand it.all mail delivery 
is free delivery to the people who receive the mail matter. Now 
it seems to me that the first thing which ought to be done for 
the people living in the country, if I know anything about their 
wishes ana needs, is to give them a daily mail, and to establish 
post-offices in all out-of-the-way places where new communities 
are growing up, and also establish new routes and give the people 
good service, daily mails, and pay for it. They are intelligent, 
reading people and want to get their mails promptly. I think 
the best thing for us to do is to put it in the power of the Post- 
master-General to establish new mail routes by increasing the 
appropriation for this pur 

Mr. PICKLER. Even 


thing. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes. The object of our postal system is 
not to make money at the expense of the people; it is to give 


it does cost the Government some- 


every citizen a fair and free chance in the race of life, for 
business, intelligence, and all the blessings which result from 
civilization. They have to bear their share of the burdens of 
Government; why not give them an equal chance in its advan- 


if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Moss] who is so much 
interested in this free-delivery system will undertake to get an 
increased appropriation for the establishmentof new mail routes 
and for better service on existing routes, he will do his people 
a great deal better service than by following up this new idea. 

y, sir, according to the present rate at which daily mail fa- 
cilities are increased this delivery system can not reach many 
of our communities in fifty years, especially in the South. 

Mr. MOSES. If 8 propose to change that, I will help you. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am championing that proposition now. 
I want Congress to make an increased appropriation every year 
to extend mail facilities into the country. hen anew route is 
established the people who are to be benefited must pay for car- 
rying the mail one year, 3 15 two-thirds of the stamps can- 
celed, which amounts to nothing, as an experiment. You ex- 
oe the people to be well informed; youexpect them to be good, 
aw-abiding citizens; you expect them to discharge their polit- 
ical and civil duties intelligently, then why not give them all 
prompt access to the great sources of intelligence through the 
mail facilities of the Government? I am opposed to extending 
this free-delivery system into the country until every commun- 
iy has a daily mail and every out-of-the-way community-a post- 
office where it can receive its mail daily, paid for by this Gov- 
ernment. That is my position. This idea of free delivery in 
the country seems to me impracticable. 

Mr. BOEN. What is to hinder us from establishing daily 
mails and also free delivery? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. We have not money enough to pay for it 
at this time. 

Mr. BOEN. Who pays the expense? Is it not the farmers 
who pay? Why not appropriate enough of the money which 
they pay to render them such service as they need? 

Mr.CRAWFORD. That is my contention now. I want to do 
first what can be done now and what ought to be done now in 
mabik the star routes what they should be, and it is the indis- 
pensable duty of Congress to do it by appropriating sufficient 
money to extend and develop the system fully. 

Mr. BOEN. Iama farmer, and I would like to see the free- 
delivery system inaugurated in the rural districts. 

Mr. MOSES. Let it be tried at least. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, I do not care to see this experi- 
ment tried until the people in every section can receive their 
mail daily. This is the first step toward a perfect system. 

Mr. BOEN. Iam in favor of that also. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us accomplish this practical result 
now, and talk about the other later. 

Mr. BOEN. Daily mails have been tried in many parts of the 


country: now let free delivery be tried. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to see all the people in my district 
receiving their mails daily before voting farther privileges to 
other sections which already have so much. = 

Mr. PICKLER. This does not affect the question how fre- 
quently there shall be mail service; it applies only to the method 
of delivery. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There is no practical plan presented for 
carrying out this idea of free delivery in the rural districts. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what we want to ascertain by means 
of this appropriation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. When you get a letter with a free-de- 
livery stamp upon it, do you mean to send a messenger ten or 
fifteen miles into the country for the purpose of delivering it? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, it does not mean that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then, if it does not mean that it does not 
mean anything. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

r. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I want to 

say a word in the interest of the farmers of this great country 

on the proposition that is now pending, and also to emphasize 

what has been so well and so eloquently said by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. MOSES] a few moments ago. 

It seems to me that in all cases that arise in this body the Con- 
gress of the United States is ready and willing at all times to go 
with the speed of a greyhound to appropriate money in any 
amount that is asked for, provided the beneficiary is a manu- 
facturer, a banker, a corporation, or anyone except an humble 
farmer, who may ask for it. But whenever the least pittance is 
asked for at the doors of Congress which would inure to the bene- 
fit of the farmers of this land, you find members here rising al- 
most with one accord and opposing it or interposing various ob- 
jections tothe proposition. Among other objections to this little 
pittance for the farmers and which would be applied in the rural 
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districts, and do a little good for the ple who have to toil 
from sun to sun, I say, among other objections, [am surprised that 
some gentleman has not gotten up and stated that it was uncon- 
stitutional. We have heard every other 9 urged that 
could be suggested; they certainly must have forgotten that one. 

Why. Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen are quibbling at noth- 
ing. The people of this great country who bear the burden of 
the heat of the day, the people who pay 80 per cent of every dol- 
lar of taxation that is collected and paid out in this great coun- 
try should certainly have some little consideration at the hands 
of this body. The farmers of this country on whose success de- 
pends its greatness, who are the foundation stone of all of the 
prosperity and all of its greatness, will be interested in the ap- 

ropriation of this insignificant amount that is asked for here. 
Ihe men who make that which feeds and clothes the world; the 
men who make that which ministers to the wants of all mankind 
in all parts of the world; the men who, under the burdens of waste- 
ful legislation, find themselves with every sun that hides its 
head behind the western hills growing poorer and poorer saly 
these are the men who now come here and ask that some little 
shall be done for their comfort or their convenience. 

In justice to them, then, I hope this little appropriation will 
be passed, and that without further objection it will be recog- 
nized at least in this little pittance, and that that recognition 
will continue to grow from day to day and Congress to Congress 
until it will bə recognized in the greater proportion that their 

masses bear to the other people of this country. Millions upon 

the top of millions are appropriated for the protection of other 

industries. to build navies to rot upon the seas, to increase the 

Army, mobilize the militia, for expositions and world’s fairs, to 

` educate Indians and negroes, but not one dollar is wont to be 
given for the lessening of the burden of the farmer. 

And I want to say here, Mr. Chairman, and warn this Con- 
gress that if the voice of this ple is not heard and heeded 
there will come a day when the preas body of the people of 
this land will argoat in person at the courts of justice, as it is al- 
ready threatened that they will appear now, and demand their 
rights in a mood that will be incapable of very much reasoning 
or delay. Let us heed the yaring, 

Mr. HAYES. They are the only ones making this objection 
now. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the towns 
and`cities have their mail delivered free, and why not allow an 
appropriation to be made for the purposeof determining whether 
or not the same privilege may be extended to the great mass of 
the people who live in the country in the rural districts. Let 
justice be done to all. Ta ppiause] 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, when the amendment includ- 
ing this appropriation was before the House during the last Con- 
gress I had the honor to urge its adoption upon this floor, be- 
cause I believed, as a matter of mere justice, when so large a 
proportion of the total expense for mail service is taken up in 
the aapon asion of the newspaper mail, nine-tenths or more 
of which is practically inaccessible so far as its benefits are con- 
cerned to the masses of the people of the country, it seemed to 
me whatever might be the opinion of those who live in cities 
and towns, that about as little as we could do was to accede to 
the request of the Postmaster-General to give $20,000 for the 
pripo of experimenting in reſerence to the comparative feasi- 

ility or nonfeasibility of attempting to give advantages to those 
who live outside of incorporated towns and cities. 

I appreciate fully the feeling of my colleague [Mr. COOMBS], 
that this may be to a large extentimpracticable. But, sir, that 
is no reason why we should not expend this small amount in 
demonstrating how far it is practicable, or at least in showing 
our good will to those so placed that they can not get the full 
advantages of the postal system as it exists to-day. 

In my opinion it is a more practicable scheme than gentlemen 
are willing to admit. Not only, sir, would the postal service 
itself be stimulated and improved by the delivery of the mail in 
rural communities in the manner suggested, but there would 
arise a local passenger and express service, a local telegraph 
message service, which would be carried on in connection with 
the mail service by the party who undertook to distribute the 
mails, and which would be a very great convenience to the 
people; and I believe in the end it would prove to be sucha profit 
to the man who carried it on that the bids for the mail service 
within each district would be made at almost nominal rates in 
order to obtain the privilege of delivering the mails soas to pro- 
mote this carrying on the other business that would be devel- 
oped in these communities in this connection. 

Now, sir, to a certain extent that is unquestioned. As tohow 
far the result would be what I have suggested, of course no man 
can tell; but it does seem to me that after this Congress has ap- 
propriated $20,000 for the purpose of an experiment, we ought 


to assume that the Postmaster-General did not try the experi- 
ment simply because he came into office too late to attempt it; 
and therefore that it is our duty, in case we were not wrong be- 
fore, to repeat the appropriation in order that he may, uader 
fair chances of success, try the experiment which heretofore ap- 
pears to have been neglected. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman know that this experi- 
ment has been tried for three years? 2 

Mr. WARNER. I know that it has not had any fair test. I 
went to the Post-Office Department and offered to pick out a sec- 
tion in Central New York which would come fully within the 
circumstances most appropriate for this kind of a test, and to 
have free mail delivery carried on for a year at less than one- 
half the amount which had been estimated as the probable cost, 
stating to him that I believed the increase in the local express 
business, in the local parcel-delivery business, in the little emolu- 
ments which would come from carrying passengers to and from 
the stations, and in taking and delivering telegrams would be 
such that for the succeeding year the bids for this service would 
be at nominal rates. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, as I think it 
is apprehended by one or two who have spoken upon this ques- 
tion that I am opposed to this item of appropriation of $10,000 
for ozparimening upon this free rural delivery, I may say that 
Iam not particularly opposed to the item, but I have thought 
that it was more in the interest of the rural inhabitants, more 
in the interest of the farmers, that we should devise some 
means by which we could extend the delivery of mails more fre- 
quently during the week than at present. If you attempt this 
free rural delivery, it will be just as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WARNER] has said. The only places where the ex- 
periment will be successful will be in and around the great 
cities. It can not be otherwise. 

In the Fifty second Congress, in the first session, as I said a 
moment ago, I gave some figures in regard to this matter, which 
I wish to read and have go into the RECORD again. 

There are in the United States— 

There were at that time— 


sixty-six thousand three hundred and eighty-four post-offices, of which 
8,500 are within the limits of incorporated cities, villages, and boroughs; 568 
of these offices have the free-delivery service at a present annual rate of ex- 


(an average of about $19,000 each) $10,510,531.05. 


nditure t. 
Phe dena Hing (on avers? cities and it is estimated, could 


be supplied with free-delivery service under the present law fixing letter- 
carriers’ salaries at a cost of $1,000 each, 87,932,000. 

To collect the mail even once a day from and deliver it at the doors of the 
patrons of the remaining 57,884 post-offices at unincorporated villages and to 
rural dwellers, owing to the great distance som of them reside from the 
post-oflice, would cost an immense (unascertainable) sum. probably an ay- 
er: of $2,000 per office. Instances would occur where ad reside 20 
or 30 miles from the post-office, requiring an expenditure of several dollars 
to deliver one letter. 


Now, what we ought to do is to try to extend the star- route 
service, and wherever a new post-office is established, give the 
power to the Postmaster-General to establish a star route to that 
office if he may deem it expedient. Under the present law he 
can only establish it at the next annual letting. Consequently, 
in our country, where new communities spring up suddenly, 
when we have a new office established, we have to pay for the 
carrying of the mail for six months, nine months, and some- 
times a full year before the Postmaster-General can, under the 
present law, let a contract for carrying that mail. The system 
ought to be revised and corrected, to give him the power, wher- 
ever the necessities require it, to let the contract, and not com- 
pel patrons to pay the mail carrier for performing this service 
in remote and sparsely settled communities. 

Now, we want to do the farmer all the benefit we can. We 
want to aid those who live in the rural districts. We want to 
give them increased mail facilities. Wewantto give them more 
promptly their letters and newspapers. Why not, therefore, go 
forward and adopt some 8 1 remedy which will be of bene- 
fit to this generation, and which will benetit other communities 
besides those where the population is numerous. I admit that 
around Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and those places where 
the populations are dense, you might have success with free 
rural delivery. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, I want to suggest that 
this money is proposed to be appropriated for experimental pur- 
poses in order to open up the way for just the kind of plan which 
the gentleman is so eloguently advocating. If you are in favor 
of that plan, why are you opposed to this appropriation, which 
will open up the way by which this can be adopted? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The child is not yet born that 
can have any benefitfrom this experiment. I want to give some- 
thing that will be of practical utility, that will give the farmer 
his mail. I am willing to go as far as anyone in that direction. 
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Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, it is well enough to talk about 
appropriations for special services and for rural delivery. 
t the pare of my Territory are demanding is the esta 

lishm >nt o offices. For the past six months cities have ex- 
isted in the Territory of Oklahoma having a population of from 
1,000 to 2,000 people and the Post-Office Department have been 
refusing flatly to establish post-offices at those places. The 
question was asked upon the floor of this House, upon the dis- 
cussion of another bill, What has the post-office business to do 
with that bill? The explanation given by the Post-Oilice De- 

rtment for the nonestablishment of post-offices in those towns 

Cklahoma is that the Secretary of the Interior had asked the 
Department to withhold the establishment of the post-offices at 
those towns, although they have a railroad station there and 
from one to two thousand people. 

In the city of Langston, solely a negro town, where colored 
men own $200,000 worth of property, the Post-Office Department 
not only refused toappoint a colored man as postmaster, but they 
went not only outside of the town but outsidoof the county to get 
a postmaster; and in the Osage country they went down to the 
State of Georgia to get a man to fill the post-office there. Now, 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, with due deference to the Post- 
Office Department, that what the people residing in my Terri- 
tory demand is the establishment uf the post-olfices, and they 
will consent that all the post-oifices shall be filled up by the a 
pointment of citizens from Georgia, or from any other State, 
they can oaly get the post-offices established. 

Me. MOSES. Speaking about tbe importationof postmasters, 
I will state to the gentleman that one was imported from Indi- 
ana in the town of La Grange, Ga., and in about two years he 
stole the post-office. 

Mr. FLYNN. There is just this difference between the man 
from Indiana who went down to Georgia and stole the post- 
office, and the man who comes to Oklahoma. The latter will tind 
nothing to steal. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to reply to 
the gentleman who has made the criticism of the Administra- 
tion here further than to say his poopie are now feeling some- 
thing of what we have felt for years through these importations 
of foreign officeholders. Iam not here to discuss that ques- 
tion. The proposition here is simply to make an experiment, 
amounting to $10,000, for this Congress to ascertain to what ex- 
tent it can make the venture in having rural delivery in the 
country districts. There was an appropriation last year, But 
there was a change in the Administration, and our Repub- 
lican friends hold to office so tenaciously that it has taken all 
the time of the Post-Office Department in trying to get them 
out, and we have not had an opportunity to have that experi- 
ment tried. =f 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
not you turn them out? 

Mr. SWANSON. You Republicans hold sə tenaciously to 
office that we have not been able to turn them out. It is your 
tenacity in holding. and not our disposition to retain you, that 
has kept the oltices tilled with Republicans. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are not proposing by this vote to say 
whether we should establish or disestablish free delivery in the 
rural districts. It is only a question as to whether this Congress 
shall vote that $10,000 is a useless expenditure to get informa- 
tion and experiment upon it sufficiently to know how to act in 
the future. Thereare gentlemen here who are disposed tocon- 
demn this system before they have given it a fair trial. I sa; 
it is a question which is very far reaching in its importance. It 
is a matter which is very essential to the country districts if 
successful, and it is worth this amount of money to ascertain 
whather it is successful or not. í 

Now, I know there are different ways in which the experiment 
canbe made. I amamember of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads,.and I know from conversations I have had with 
gentlemen in that Department that there are a great many of 

them who think that it can be made successful. Here isaman 
who goes from two different points 10 miles a day. That is on 
astar route. They propose to make the experimenton 10, 20, or 
30 miles. Let him ascertain what it will cost for him to deliver 
the mail to everybody who will put a box on that star route, 
This free delivery can be extended in places where it can be suc- 
cessful and where it is desired, and where the people will on 
these star routes place their boxes. Isay it is a question of much 
importance. There is such need to make the country life pleas- 
ant and agreeable and to gain information, that itisas ex- 
penditure for the people of the country districts toask Congress 
tomake the oe nt, and gentlemen should not condemnit be- 
fore they get the information and have an opportunity to make 
the experiment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Mich‘ . Mr. Chairman, I have 
lived in the country a good deal of my life, and I know some of 


You have the power, why do 


the difficulties with which farmers have to contend. I would 
like to call the attention of some gentlemen who live in cities, 
as well as the members who represent the rural districts, to a 
few facts. 

I have in mind a township which bas a population of about 
2.000 persons. There isin that township about 80 miles of high- 
way. There are six post-offices.. There is a star route which 
serves those post-offices daily. It costs a good deal to keep up 
the star route at these various offices. The mail-carrier travels 
pres the doors of one quarter of all the people in the township; 

ut under the present system he can not deliver a letter ora 
paper to any person, nor cın he take up a letter or a paper from 
the people whose doors he pastes. 

N. ow, I believe that it would be proper and wise to make the ex- 
periment of expending $10,000, or even 320, 000 in order to ascer- 
tain with whateconomy a daily delivery could be given to those 
people. Four boys upon ponies could travel all over that town- 
ship in a single day, going to every house in it, and the amount 
of money that would be necessary to pay for their employment 
wouid, in my e be well expended. You could do away 
with five of the offices in the township and have one central 
officefrom which you could make the entire delivery of the town- 
ship with four boys, who would be very glad of the employment. 
When you have offered the people an opportunity of a daily door 
delivery they will find reasons and opportunities for increasing 
their correspondence and the extra sale of stamps resulting from 
that increase will in large part compensate for the extra ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. WARNER. And would not they find that same service of 
such Lepore in regard to other matters, local express, de- 
livery of telegrams, and things of that kind, as, on the one hand, 
to make it a great conveniences to them, and, on the other hand, 
a great uniary benefit to the service? 1 

r. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Iam inclined to think they 
would. You do not noed to try this experiment, as the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. WILSON] has suggested, where you 
have got to go 30 miles to find a person, but you can try it where 
you can find 30 persons in going a single mile. Let the experi- 
ment be made and at the next session of Congress let the Post- 
master-Genoral report the result. I believe you will find that 
there is a great field here for improving the mail service and 
benefiting the people of the rural portions of thiscountry, The 
farmers of the country will thus have increased opportunities 
for taking the daily papers and for increasing their intelligence ` 
upon general subjects and upon business in which they are in- 
terested, and I believe they will very highly appreciates that ad- 
vantage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to this 
appro riation, provided it is not to be expended in my district. 
[Laughter.] Iam perfectly willing that the money shall be ex- 
pended in the districts of some of these gentlemen who feel that 
they will be benefited by it; but the adoption of the system 
contemplated by this amendment would destroy, to a very great 
extent, a large proportion of the pleasure enjoyed by the people 
of my district. [Laughter.] There are eighty counties in that 
district and our t-offices are located from ten to thirty miles 
apart, and we seldom have an opportunity to meat each other 
except on Saturday evenings at the post-office.” Now, to be 
deprived of the privilege of calling at the office for our mail 
matter and meeting our neighbors and discuss politics and 
telling each other the newsof the day and the gossip of the com- 
munity would be a very great hardship. Bessy dager 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, as I have dy said, I am op- 
posed to any part of this appropriation being expended in ay 
district. e have a great many third-party people there, an 
they meet universally on Saturday at the post-offices in the rural 
districts, and I repeat that to be deprived of the opportunity of 
giving the excuse to our wives and families of going to the 

st-cffice,” when we go out to make these pleasant calls and 

ave these interesting discussions of the great questions of the 
day. would be to lose an inestimable privilege which we will not 
lightly surrender. [Laughter and spplause.j 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 24, page 2, add the words, “of which the sum of $10,000 shall be 
applied, under the direction of the Postmaster-General, to experimental 
free delivery in rural communities, other than towns and villages.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
amend the amendment by striking out ten“ and inserting 
„ twenty.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to have aword to say about 
the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will please 
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suspend for a moment until the Chair gets these two amend- | under the rental system each machine is paid for as often as 
ments on record. every three months. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But the Chair thereby cuts off ten 


minutes of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the 
gentleman under the rule of debate. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] moves to strike out ten,“ where it oc- 
curs in the amendment, and insert twenty,“ and the gentle- 


man from South Dakota submits an amendment to the amend- 


ment 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I rise for the purpose of op- 
posing the amendment olfered by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, or of advocating it—either one. [Laughter.] I i EM I 
can get the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CoomBs] for a minute. He stated, when he had the floor a few 
minutes ago, that the postal service had gone further than was 
profitable in the direction of carrying parcels, that that abuse 
ought to be cut up by the roots, or at least ought to be modified, 
d that the revenues would be strengthened thereby. The 
gentleman, in my judgment, is not correctly informed, and I do 
not want to let his statement go without correction. Packages 
of merchandise up to the weight of 4 pounds can go through 
the mails at the rate of 1 cent for each ounte or fraction thereof. 
That is 16 cents a pound. Now, that is really a matter of 
profit instead of loss. The loss comes in what is, substantially, 
the franking privilege given to newspapers and periodicals, 
which go free within the boundaries of the counties where they 
are published, and go at 1 cent a pound anywhere from New 
York to San Francisco. I am not complaining of this at all. I 
am not proposing to take it away. And in my judgment you 
ought not to take it away, because it isa means of disseminat- 
ing intelligence among the people. It is their privilege more than 
it is the privilege of the newspaper or the periodical. Because 
we let 60 per cent of the mail matter go through the mails sub- 
stantially free—and I am not objecting to it—this loss arises, 
not on account of carrying packages; that is a matter of profit, 
and not only a matter of profit to the Department, but a great 
saving to the people. - 

As I said awhile ago, I recollect when this post-packet system 
was born. It was in the Forty-third Congress. At that time I 
had the honor to have charge of the bill on behalf of the Com- 
mittes on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I have watched this 
system as it has grown ever since. Not only has it grown into 
agreat and profitable business for the Government, affording 
also great accommodation to all the people, but it has brought 
down the charges of the express companies at least two-thirds, 
thus saving the people from that standpoint alone a great many 
million do . And the express companies have not been sub- 
stantially harmed, because their business has increased and is 
greatly profitable. I thought it peepee at this point not to let 
the statement of the gentleman from New York—made, I pre- 
sume, in error—go without contradiction. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi{Mr. WILLIAMS] tostrike out ten“ 
and insert twenty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. T riage gaara ison the amendment 
of the gentleman from South ota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rental of canceling machines, 860,000. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to amend by striking out rental“ 
and inserting purchase.“ Mr. Chairman, I am not informed 
whother 8. 0,000 will be a sufficient appropriation if the word 
„rental“ be stricken out and the word. it purchase inserted. 
On that point, perhaps the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HENDERSON of North Carolina] can enlighten us. 

Mr. LOUD. These machines are not for sale. 

Mr. LACEY. It is suggested to me that these machines are 
not forsale. That is exactly the point I want to make. A great 
abuse of our patent laws has recently grown up in patenting 
articles and then refusing to sell them to the public at any 

rice, but putting an arbitrary rental value upon them, For 
stance, a telephone instrument which costs $4 is not sold, but 
is rented to the public at $200 a year. 

Now here is a machine for canceling stamps. It costs proba- 
bly a few dollars. A number of these machines are rented by 
the Government for 8400 a year for eich machine. Now. it 
seems tome the Government ought to set its face against this 
abuse, and should refuse absolutely to rent any one of these pat- 
ented articles—should insist that it will purchase at some rea- 
sonable price, but will decline altogether to rent. Here is a prop- 
osition wry $60,000 a year for the rental of 150 machines at +4 
each, t these machines cost I do not know; but probably 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is not the real question to be de- 
termined whether, by the rental of these machines, the Govern- 
ment saves a large expense which would be incurred in other 
directions? 

Mr. LACEY. I think not. There is no question, I think, 
that if the Government should decline to rent the machines they 
could be purchased. An absolute refusal on the part of Con- 
gress to appropriate for the rental would result in their pur- 
chase, because if they were not rented by the Government their 
caer could not get anything from them, except by selling 
them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is not that a pure assumption on 
the part of the gentleman? Has the gentleman any information 
on that subject which will justify that belief? 

Mr. LACEY. Why, nobody else wants them. ; 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If the Government will not pa; 
for the use of them, what are these parties to do with the 
machines? 

Mr. LACEY. Why, they must sell them. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is just what it amounts to. 

Mr. REED. You might confiscate them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But, Mr. Chairman, if some per- 
son by his skill and ingenuity has devised amachine that largely 
reduces the expenditures of the Government, would that justify 
you in going a step farther and robbing him of his invention? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. But this thing has become an abuse 
upon the patent law. These men are protected in their patents 
for a certain time, but they go further and puta price upon them 
which prohibits the public practically from using them without 
submitting to extortionate demands. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But how is it an abuse if the Gov- 
ernment makes money by using the machine? : 

Mr. LACEY. It is a complaint that has arisen with reference 
to patented articles in many parts of the country. Itisarecent 
device to extort money from the users—from the people—more 
than a fair price for the owner of the patent on the article itself 
by demanding large sums of money for its use and refusing to 
part with the title. The gentleman will ađmit that such a con- 

ition of affairs may exist, that a party may put an arbitrary 
price upon his invention which the public could not afford to 
pay, and have either to do without the article at all or 1 87 the 
extortionate rental price that he chooses to ask them. I claim 
that it is an abuse of the patent law, and we encourage it by go 
ing on as we have been doing since this law went into force by 
providing for renting these machines and paying a big price for 
them instead of buying them outright. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How would you remedy it? 

Mr. LACEY. By purchasing them. 

Mr. REED. ` But suppose they will not sell? 

A Na You might confiscate them by compelling them 
to sell. 

Mr. REED. That would be only a sort of half confiscation. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My proposition is that the Post- 
master-General has said that the rental of these machines had 
afforded a great saving to the Government. Now. how can it 
be an abuse when the Government says that it is making money 
by the use of the machine? And what right have you to under- 
take to compel these parties to sell their machines? 

Mr. LACEY. This amendment if adopted can do no injury to 
the owners of the patents, but simply enables the Government to 
control that for which it is now paying a large price. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But you assume that the Govern- 
ment is being injured. Now, Istate that the Postmaster-General 
in the last Congre’s recommended the rental of these machines 
on the ground that it was a great saving on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. a z 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If they are of great use to the Govern- 
ment we had better buy them if we can. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the Government is being 
injured I would like the gentleman from Iowa to present some 
facts which would substantiate that statement. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, Where is the company being in- 
jured if they have an opportunity to sell their property? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General in his last annual report, on 
page 24, states: 

By an act a ved March 3, 1893, the Congress authorized an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 for rental of canceling machines for use in the larger post- 
Offices. Acontract has been sre for the rental of 100 improved e 


machines at an annual rental of 8400 each. The average capacity of these 
machines has been shown to be about 18,000 to 20,000 letters postmarked and 
canceled per hour. < 
Another machine, which has proved satisfactory after practioal tests, has 
been rented at #200 per annum. The canceling capacity of this machine will 
average from 5,000 to 6,000 pieces per hour. 
For rental of cauceling machines for the ensuing fiscal year Irecommend 


an appropriation of $50,000, being an increase of $10,000, as compared with 
the appropriation for this purpose for the current fiscal * 

I therefore recommend that an appropriation of $50, for rental of post- 
ae and canceling machines be made for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895. 


He then goes on to show that there are now in use 128 of these 
canceling machines, distributed among 53 of the larger offices in 
proportion to their needs, and says: 


letters po and canceled per hour, and rent for $00 per annum each; 
while the remaining 75 machines show an average capacity of 5,000 to 6,000 
cancellations per hour, and rent for $200 per annum each. I have recom- 
mended an appropriation of $60,000. an increase of £10,000 over last year’s 
appropriation, for the rental of canceling machines. 


I will state that in my opinion it would not be right to strike 


know that we can purchase these machines at any price. 

The machines I understand are in demand and may be in use 
by other parties than the United States. 

Mr. i NON of Illinois. Why not insert “rental or pur- 
chase 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would have no ob- 
jection to that. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I think my friend the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] labors under a mistake in regard to this 
matter. There is a certain class of patents which require the 
supervision of the patentees, and it would be very unwise to 
trust them to the general public, who are not machinists, and 
who are not able to keep them in proper order. The example 
that the gentleman gives of the telephone is probably one of the 
best to be found. Unless the telephone was managed by a com- 
pany interested in it, by having the final ownership of it, it 
never would have reached even the imperfect condition it is in 
now, and the whole thing would have fallen into discredit. As 
it is, it is some comfort to civilization, although there are a 
great many discomforts connected with it. So these canceling 
machines, I judge—because I examined one of them in our own 
post-office at Portland—are liable to get out of order and need 
the supervision of their owners. 

I must say, too, that I have very little sympathy with that 
feeling which declares that the moment the United States has 
for good reasons granted a monopoly in a thing for a certain pe- 
riod of years that thereupon it becomes the duty of every citi- 
zen to geta from the owner the temporary advantage of that 
thing, of which the country is finally to have the benefit in the 
free and open use of the invention after the patent has expired. 
Going back of the Constitution, the Government is under no ob- 
ligation to t patents, but by the Constitution it determined 
to do it, did it for a good, wholesome, selfish reason, for the 
| 6d ee of getting some benefit out of it by encouraging invent- 

ve talent. Itisa sey 4 encouragement to inventive talent 
to tell a man that he s have a monopoly of a thing, and then, 
the moment he gets the monopoly, when he invents it, to de- 
vise all manner of methods to take it away from him, by refus- 
ing to purchase, or anything of that sort. 
he test of the whole matter is this: It costs the Government 
a certain amount of money to stamp the envelopes of letters. 
These machines enable the Government tostamp twice the num- 
ber for half the price, or something even more extraordinary 
than that, and the question is, shall the Government pay these 
people the price? You say R they will demand an exor- 
itant price, but that was a thing to have been contemplated be- 
fore you granted them the monopoly, and there are laws of na- 
ture which are more valuable than any others which protect the 
public. Because it so happens in the nature of things that there 
are many ways of doing things, and if a man has invented a 
method of doing things and holds the price of that invention too 
high, he runs the risk of having it inventedfrom under himand 
of being deprived of his entire property. 

Therefore, the Constitutioh and the laws of the land intend 
to leave to the operation of these natural laws this monopoly 
after it has been once granted. Itseems to me that the House 
would make avery great mistake in undértaking to limit the 
methods of using a patent of which a man under the laws, 
backed up by the Constitution, has a monopoly. I think men 
sometimes deceive themselvesabout this, being impressed solely 
with the idea of a bay gia advantage to the Government, 
when in the end it would be a great lasting disadvantage to the 
Government. 

nee the hammer fell.] 

. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I was about to propound a ques- 
tion to the gentleman which would have covered about the only 
point I desire tomake. These canceling machines have been in 
the process of improvement fora numberof years; and you will 
see from the report read by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HENDERSON of North Carolina] that no longer than two years 
ago this very machine that the Government is renting was only 
capable of canceling 5,000 letters per hour. It has now been 
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improved until it will cancel 18,000 per hour, and this very same 
oompany that patented this canceling machine are putting the 
machines in, looking after them themselves, and constantly im- 
proving this system and method of cancellation. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. | 

Mr. GEAR. The new machines about to be put in operation | 
will make the process even cheaper, by canceling 40,000 an hour. | 

Mr. LOUD. The system is being constantly improved all the 
time, and so far as canceling machines are concerned, there is 
nothing in the world to prevent any person from inventing a 
canceling machine. There is nothing patented in this machine 
which will prevent any other person from inventing a machine 
to accomplish the same purpose; but here are parties who have 
expended a greatamount of money; and as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] has said, they have had the object and hope 
in view of being protected by law. Now, is it right for the 
United States Government, simply because it has the power, to 
confiscate the property of these individuals? I do not believe 
the United States Government has any greater right than an in- 
dividual has. 

Mr. LACEY. Nothing of that kind is proposed. 

Mr. REED. If you refuse to let these men manage theirown 
property in their own way, when they prefer to rent these ma- 
chines instead of selling them, you are to a certain extent con- 
fiscating their property. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to answer the gentleman when I 
get an opportunity. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr.Chairman, sofarasthe amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa Mr. LACEyY| is concerned, it is a 
proposition to force the purchase of these muchines. That 
would necessarily take the machines in operation out of the 
post- offices throughout the United States. The only way to ac- 
complish the object sought, I will say to the gentleman from 
Iowa, is to present a bill to this House; or if he can get an 
amendment upon this 1 bill covering the matter, 
that some commission shall be appointed to investigate this sub- 
ject, to take into consideration the value of the property here 
attempted to be confiscated by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa, and to pay these parties a reasonable compensation, 
then, perhaps, you can get at this proposition; but to say to 
these people that they must sell to the United States for 360,000 
the machines that we require would necessarily result in this 
Government refusing to use them. They will not have the power 
or the money to use them: and the people, therefore, will be de- 
nied the privilege they now have. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman va paroni me. 
A refusal on the part of the Government of the United States 
to rent these machines or to buy them is not a confiscation of 
the property. 

Mr. LOUD. That is very true. 


It is not a confiscation of the 
roperty. I understand that, but it is seeking to confiscate it; 

5 — the Government is the only party in the United States 

that can use this patent. Individuals do not propose to use it. 

Mr. LACEY. It is the patentee who is confiscating the Gov- 
ernment's money. 

Mr. LOUD. The patentee is exercising a right which has 
been guaranteed to him by Constitution, and which has been 
granted to thousands of people throughout the country since 
the inception of the patent laws. If you propose to change the 
patent laws of this country, I have nothing to say; but so long 
as we use these canceling machines the Government is saving 
thousands and thousands of dollars. If you adopt the amend- 
ment you are going to take the machines out of the post-offices, 
and thereby entail upon the Government additional expense at 
least for a time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Iowa to substitute the word pur- 
chase for the word rent.“ 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to be recognized for five minutes, 
notwithstanding I have already spoken upon the subject. 

There was no objection. 5 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, J would like to state in answer 
to the gentleman from Maine, that I have looked into this sub- 
ject, and I have offered some amendments to the patent laws, 
which I think ought to be considered by the House: but of course 
we can not getintoa general discussion of the patent laws here. 
Up to within a very few years every patentee who received his 
patent through the patent laws of the United States was content 
to put his patented article upon the market, and to add to that 
patented article such a price as was satisfactory to him and re- 
munerated him for his invention. That was the original pur- 
pose of the patent law. It did not contemplate anything like 
the idea of the patentee retaining the absolute title to the pat- 
ented article, and not putting it upon sale. It was not the p 
pose to grant a patent merely as a means by which he could fix 
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his own rental, and thus confiscate, to borrow the phrase from my 
friend from California, such a sum as he sees fit to impose from 
those persons who must use that article. 

That is a new invention and one that was never intended to be 
covered by the original patent laws; and it is an abuse of the 
patent laws so far as the United States is concerned. When an 
attempt is made to make a rental contract of that kind, I say it 
seems to me that the Government ought to legislate against it. 
We can not protect the ple so far as the telephone is con- 
cerned; but time has worked that out and the patents have ex- 

ired. The gentleman says that this invention would not have 
heen made, and that they would not have accomplished what 
they have done if it had not been an absolute monopoly, giving 
the retention of the title of the machines to the patentee. But 
they went further than that. Takea private individual owning 
a house at one point anda coal mine at another. He wanted to 
put in a telephone between the coal mine aud his home. He 
could not buy the telephone, nor could he have the use of itata 
reasonable royalty, nor purchase it at an increased price, but 
he was compelled to pay suon a rental for the machines—two 
trivial little boxes, costing 36 or $3 each—as the patentee or as- 

signee saw fit to impose. 
r. STALLINGS. Whatrent do we pay for these machines? 

Mr. LACEY. Four hundred dollars a year. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What do they cost? 

Mr. LACEY. I donot know. J hoped that some gentleman on 
thecommittee upholding this bill, and who think that my amend- 
ment is confiscating the property of this patentee when they are 
receiving $400 a year, would give us some idea of the costof the 
machine. It is probably $20 or $25; I donot know, but it may be 
as much as $50. 

Mr. LOUD. The cost of the machine can not be estimated, 
because of the amount of money these people have expended to 

rfectit. It has amounted to thousands and thousands of dol- 


ars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Did the gentleman have 
in mind any amount so as to know whether this sum of $60,000 
would be sufficient to purchase the machines? 

Mr. LACEY. I suggestedin making the amendment to strike 
out the word “rental,” and these gentlemen in charge of the 
bill can change the $60,000 to such a sum as may be necessary. 
The purpose was to get the Government to discontinue this sys- 
tem of renting a patented article. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. My opposition to the idea of the gentleman from 
Iowa is grounded upon the plain provision of the Constitution 
of the United States which 8 that Congress may make a 
law in regard to patents and inventions. Congress has made a 
law, and the courts have confirmed it, that when any man makes 
an invention such as is patentable he shall have the exclusive 
use of it fora certain period of time. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa says itisa hardship thata 
coal owner can not have communication between his oifice and 
his coal mine without paying a rental. That hardship existed 
before the telephone instrument was invented. He could not 
use the invention before it was invented, and consequently he is 
no worse off for the invention. On the contrary, the advantage 
he has is that for a certain sum a year he can acquire something 
which he could not have had if this man had not been stimu- 
lated to make the invention. Now, then, this man having orig- 
inal and exclusive power over this canceling machine, you pro- 
pose to interfere with his porer to dispose of it. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. REED. Excuse me, but you do. You say that he shall 
sell it outright. 

Mr. LACEY. No, I propose to say that if we use it he shail 
sell it to us. 

Mr. REED. Yes, and we being in this particular case the 
only customer, that is practically saying that he shall not con- 
trol his own property, which eu: for a consideration, have 
given him, in the way that he thinks will bring him most out 
ofit. During the life of the patent you have given him the ex- 
clusive right to control that machine, just as much as a deed of 
real estate gives a man an exclusive right to control that real 
estate. Now, he having this right, you propose to modify his 
method of exercising it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. How does the proposition of the gentleman 
from Towa interfere with the right which the patent gives this 
patentee: 

Mr. REED. Iwas about to remark that it either interferes 
with it or it does not. II it does not, of course this provision is 
unnecessary. A man has an exclusive right to a machine, and 
he says, ‘‘I will rent this, and not sell it: for very obvious reasons 
Jam continually improving this machine. It requires my con- 
stant care and supervision. It is not a thing to be put into 


everybody’s hands. I preter, for my own profit and the im- 
provement of my invention, to keep it in my own control.” You 
come in and say. Is this soulless creature to be allowed to go on 
and take whatever profit he can?” The answer is that the profit 
is limited, in the extreme case, by the saving that he makes, a 
saving which would not exist but for the machine. 

In other words, he has created the profit that comes to the 
Government users, if they manage to havea profit at all, and they 
certainly do or they would not use the machines. So the ques- 
tion is between two persons, just as much as in a transiction 
about real estate or any other property. One man owns it and 
another man wants it. The man who owns it says, It is worth 
so much.” The man who wants it says, It is worth to me 
so much.” If mey, can not agree they keep apirt, but if the 
man who wants it is willing to take it on the terms prescribed 
by the man who owns it, he has the privilege of doing so. Now, 
if the Government hires this machine it does so because it makes 
a profit out of it, and in this case the profit is so obvious that it 
sdems entirely reasonable. This mın prefers to lease his ma- 
chine. You propose to say to him, Youshallnotdothat. We 
will buy your machine, but we will not leaso it.” He says, I 
am continually improving the machine, and therefore I prefer 
to keep itunder my control. Besides, if I rent it [ shall proba- 
bly get more out of it than if I sell it,and therefore I adopt that 
method.” 

As I have already said, when you give a man an exclusive right 
to a thing you give him aright to uss it as his judgment dic- 
tates, and you give hima right to use it not only according to 
his judgment, but according to his misjudgment. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But we have never given this man an ex- 
clusive r ght to sell this machine to us. e have given him an 
exclusive right to control the machine, but nota right to sell 
it or to lease it to us. 

Mr. REED. That is perfectly true, and it is entirely within 
our option to decline to either buy or lease his machine. What 
Iam talking about is the absurdity of refusing the Post-Olee 
Department the privilege of leasing this machine if it desires 
to do so. 

It is a great mistake to suppose that it is a disadvantage to the 
community that pitenteés should make money out of their pat- 
ents. On the contrary, itis of the greatest advantage to the 
community that aman should be able to get out of his patent all 
that it is worth, because that encourages other inventors, and 
the sole purpose of giving monopoly at all is to encourage in- 
vention. Now, an inventor is a creature who acts from incen- 
tives, and he acts not only from the incentive in his own indi- 
vidual case, but also from the incentive in the thousands of other 
cases which surround him. 3 

Mr. LACEY. Until within a very few years, has not the in- 
creased price of the invented article proved an ample incen- 
tive? i 

Mr. REED. In some cases it has, and in others it has not. I 
recollect interesting myself in a patent once where the result 
did not prove satisfactory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Thegentleman from Maine has stated one side 
of the proposition. Certainly a man has the right to sell or to 
rent his machine, whichever he prefers; but is there any objec- 
tion to giving the Government the right to buy or rent, which- 
ever it chooses? 

Mr. REED. The Government is peculiarly situated toward 
individuals. It has entered into a contract with this individual 
and given him certain rights, and it seems to me that it ought 
not to“ go back” on that contract. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the Government has made a contract beyond 
this time, then of course we can not interfere with it; but if the 
contract is only to this time, then the Government certainly has 
the right hereafter to either lease or buy, as it desires. 

Mr. REED. The right isnot inquestion. Iam talking about 
the propriety and the suitableness of it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ifthe gentleman assumes that because a patent 
has been granted, the Government is bound to do just what the 
patentee desires done, then I must take issue with him. The 
proposition that is made is to give the Government the right to 
either buy or lease,as may be thought best. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to that. 

Mr.BRYAN. Thenweagreeonthatpoint. The provision as 
it now reads makes an appropriation only for rental,“ and, as 
I understand, the Government under such a provision would not 
have the right to buy if it desired todoso. Butif we put the 

roposition in the alternative form, the Government can do what 
qs best for it: and certainly no one can object to that proposition. 

Mr. REED. To that I have no objection whatever. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the practical dif- 
ficulty in the way of carrying out the idea suggested by the gen- 
tleman írom Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] is this: It has been deter- 


mined that $50,030 isa reasonable rental for these machines for 
the coming year. Now, if the alternative of buying or renting 
is incorporated in this provision by amendment, it will simp! 
result in the renting of the michines, because as will be read- 
ily understood, if machines will command a rental of $60,000 for 
twelve months, the owner of the patent will not part with them 
for the amount which he can obtain as rental for one year. 

if the Government desires to pee these machines, then 
the amount appropriated should be made large enough to enable 
the. Postmaster-General to approach the owners of the patent 
with some proposition which they would be likely to accept. I 
oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. 
Lacey} for the reason that it would result in this: The owners 
of these patents would refuse to sell the machines for $60,000, 
and the Government, having no authority to purchase, would be 
deprived of the uss of the machines. 

Gentlemen talk as if the loss in such a case would be entirely 
on the side of the owner of the patents. Thatis not the whole 
story. It has been shown by the report of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General that the use of these machines is a great 
saving to the Government; and unless some provision is made 
for the continuance of their use for the coming year, either by 
réntal or by purchase, the Government, as well as the owner of 
the patent, will be a loser. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is it in order to move an amendment to insert before the 
word rental“ the words *‘ purchase or?” 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move that amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, If that amendment be adopted 
without increasing the amount of the appropriation. can any 
practical result follow? The bill now makes an appropriation 
of $50,000 to pay the rental of these machines. If that clause be 
amended so as to provide ‘*for purchase or rental of canceling 
machines, $60,000,” does the gentleman think that these machines 
could be purchased for $60,090? j 

Mr. BRYAN. There is noinformation before the House that 
gives us any knowledge as to how much money would be re- 
quired to consummate this purchase. Butby giving the Depart- 
ment tke option to either purchase or fent, the question which 
will be most advantageous will be decided according to the dis- 
cretion of the Department. I understand that there are more 
kinds of machines than one. It has been stated there are at 
least two kinds in use. The Department might be able to buy 
mie machines of one kind cheaper than they could rent the 
others. 

Mr. LACEY. If this provision should read purchase or 
rental,” the result would be that the patentee could compel the 
Government to purchase or rentas he might see fit; which means, 
of course, that the machines would bs rented, for he would de- 
cline to sell. 

Mr.BRYAN. Ido not think we ought to compel the patentees 
to sell if they do not wish to. If the Government has the right 
either to rent or purchase, it can dowhichever it thinks best. 

Mr. REED. Let the Government and the individual be put 
upon an equal footing. 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. The gentleman from Maine and I 
agree, I believe, for once. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] says there are two patented machines for this pur- 
pose. The bill as prepared by the Committee on the Post- Olhice 
and Post-Roads, does not limit the Government to renting one 
kind of michine or to using one patent. If there are two or 
three machines, we meet the same difficulty that we would if 
there were but one. If the Government now pays $60,000 as an- 
nual rental for any of.these patented machines, the owners are 
not going to part with the title to their property for any such 
amount as is named in the bill. For that reason, it seems to me, 
the amendment ought not to be adopted. If we desire to reach 
something practical, we should not only insert the words sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Nebraska|Mr. BRYAN], butstrike 
out ‘' 360,000” and insert $500,000, or so much thereof as the 
Postmaster-General may find necessary.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois at the proper time to offer such an amendment as 
he indicates. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] to insert before the 
word rental“ the words“ purchase or.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, we have a very small House, 
and we ought not to take a vote on this until Monday, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not able to say, of course, 
aon many members are present and will vote on this propo- 
sition, 

The question was taken on the substitute of Mr. BRYAN, and 
ona aos (demanded by Mr. HAINES) there were—ayes 71, 
noes 3. 
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Mr.STALLINGS. No quorum. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- 
mittee do no rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know who made 
the point of no quorum? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I did; but I withdraw it, as the gentle- 
man makes a motion that the committee now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of no 
quorum; so the amendment is agreed to. 5 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina was then 
agreed to. , 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATOH YET that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the Post-Office appropriation bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 4 o’clock and 51 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors was discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of masters and pilots of steam vessels at port of New York, ask- 
ing for a law inspecting vessels propelled by naptha, vapor, gas, 
etc., and the same was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Harbor No. 1, A. A. of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels of New York, for restrictive laws appliable to 
steam vessels—the Committee on Rivers and Harbors discharged 
and thesame referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 6422) directing allotments 
of land to the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado in their present 
5 and for other purposes to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6423) providing for the removal of the Un- 
compahgre Indians from the present reservation in Utah to the 
State of Colorado, and authorizing the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to said Indians out of the agricultural landsin said State— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: A bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize 
Rear-Admiral John G. Walker and Surgeon-General J. Rufus 
Tryon, of the United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the 
‘t Busto del Libertador” of the third class from the President of 
Venezuela—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE: A bill (H. R. 6425) relating to 
the compensation and duties of United States attorneys, clerks, 
marshals, and other court officials, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MADDOX: Joint resolution (H. Res. 149) directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to declare a vacancy in the Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis for the Seventh district of Georgia, and re- 
quiring said Secretary to give notice to the Representative of 
said district of said vacancy as now provided by law—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pareo bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6426) granting a pension to Anna 
M. Wehe, of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Sey- 
mor Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6428) gransing 6 pen- 
sion to Maria Tripp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6429) to au- 
thorize the President to perfect the military record of Edward C, 
Seguin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 6450) granting an increase of 
pension to J. C. Pinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief. of Benjamin 
Davis—to the Conimittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6432) granting a ee to 
James D. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. B. 6433) granting a pension to Julia Weeks 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6434) to correct 
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the muster rolls of Company K, Second Arkansas Cavalry, as 
concerns Isaac Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6435) to remove the charge of 
reo from David A. Nichols—to the Committee on Military 
rs. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6436) to increase 
ed pension of John Margroves—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama; A bill (H. R. 6437) for the 
relief of J. P. Shook—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of 29 citizens of Sudbury, Mass., 
in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRANCH: Petition of citizens of Washington and 
Tyrrell Counties, for survey of Scupernong River from Spenells 
Bridge to Woodleys Canal, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Memorial of E. C. Johnson Post, No. 
336, Grand Army of the Republic, of Atchison, Kans., in favor 
of the speedy ge of House bill 5486, to prohibit the mali- 
cious intermeddling with pensions and in claims for pensions and 
prescribing the punishment therefor—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of John T. Corcan and 25 other 
citizens of Indianapolis, for the passage of House bill 4478—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Protest of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 32, of 
Louisville, Ky., against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on oigan —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitionof 60 citizens of Gladsbrook, Iowa, 
and vicinity, favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Protest of the Choctaw Nation, 

t certain legislation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Diagram showing location of reunion 
tents on White Lot, Grand Army Place—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of citizensof Charlestown, Mass., 
in favor of national legislation on the subject of lotteries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of W. Cable and others, of Decatur, 
III., in the interest of fraternal societies—to the Committee on 
the Post-Oifice and Post-Roads 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the members 
of Nis Col. J. G. Benton Garrison, No. 74, Regular Army and 
Navy Union, relative to the retirement of enlisted men in the 
United States Army and Marine Corps—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, five petitions of William P. Draper, C. E. Brown, C. L. 
Burr, William C. Lawton, and many other citizens of Spring- 
eae on behalf of the Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Arthur E. Fitch and a number of other resi- 
dents of Palmer, with 37 citizens of Bprtngiola, asking the pas- 
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of J. W. Gunn and 41 others, 
in favor of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of Subordinate 
Lodge, No. 133, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship 
Builders, Waterloo, Iowa, opposing House bill 2655, known as 
the free-ship bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 29 residents of 
Ischun, N. X., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 4897— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 61 citizens 
of Fo ter County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Mander- 
ag bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of J.C. Taggart and 80 others, citizens 
of East Liverpool, Ohio. asking that the proposition to amend 
the preamble to the Constitution of the United States so as to 
recognize the Divine authority and power therein be submitted 
to the people—to the Com mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. E. Treat and 53 other citizens of Hazelton, 
- Ohio, asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Offiee and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MALLORY: Petition of citizens of Dunedin, Fla., for 


national legislation prohibiting the carrying on of any lottery 


business in the United States—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Henry C. Hitchcock and 17 
others of Cambridge, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Knights of Labor and Cigar- 
makers’ Union of New London, Conn., against an increase of the 
1 tax on cigars to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Rev. Newman Smyth, and of Watson L. 
Phillips and others, of New Haven, Conn., in aid of legislation 
for the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. D. McDougald and others, of Ansonia, 
Conn., for lower postage rates on fraternal journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Long- 
shoremen's Union, of Detroit, in favor of Government control 
of telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

Also, resolution of Standard Lodge, No. 158, B. of L., of De- 
troit, in favor of Government control of telegraph lines - to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Knights of the Grip, in favor of Ray- 
nor's bill to remove restrictions imposed on issuance of 5,000- 
mile tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of R. Rudloff, president, and 23 other 
members of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 85, and citizens of Eau 
Claire, Wis., protesting against an increase of internal-revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of E. Vanderberg, E. Nykert, and 
51 other citizens of Hamilton: one of H. Delong, C. E. Rhine- 
hard, and 37 other citizens of Penn, and one of W. A. le, J. 
J. Booker, and 7 other citizens of Leonidas, all of Michigan, 
asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting 
to the mails printed matter of benevolent and fraternal socie- 
ties—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELERof Alabama: Petition of Telman England, 
of Lauderdale County, Ala., asking reference of claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. WISE: Two petitions in favor of legislation to prevent 
ervelty to animals in transit—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. à 
MONDAY, March 26, 1894. 


Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, pastor of the Mount Vernon Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church (South), of Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 

O! Lord, we thank Thee for having preserved the lives of 
these Thy servants, and for the measure of health and strength 
with which they are permitted to enter upon the duties of 
day. And we thank Thee for all the mercy and penos Thou hast 
shown unto them in Christ Jesus our Lord. Wilt Thou be very 
close to them this day, and give them that wisdom which comes 
down from above, that in every thought and word and act they 
may glorify Thee; that all things begun, continued, and ended 
in Thee may be to Thy praise and to the magnifying of Th 
name in the earth. And we pray Thee, Father, that Thou wilt 
continue to preserve them. 

Wilt Thou bless especially the family of Thy servant who was 
so recently a member of this body and who now lies in the cold 
embrace of death. We thank Thee for all that he was to his 
State and to his country and to this Senate. Wilt Thou grant, 
O Lord, that the lesson which Thy Providence would teach us 
by this death may not be lost, and may we learn that death comes 
alike to all, to those in high places as well as in low. And do 
Thou grant, O Lord, to preserve the families of these Thy sery- 
ants, whether they be present or distant; and may nothing sad 
or untoward therein cause any of these Thy servants to be called 
from this place of trust and responsibility. 

Bless the President of the United States and his Cabinet, and 
all men everywhere in public office. Hear us in these our re- 
quests, pardon all ovr sins, and graciously accept us now and 
evermore in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read 
and approved. 
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HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet at 9 o'clock to-morrow morning. 
The reason for this action will be explained later. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF SENATOR COLQUITT. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, it falls to my lot this morning 
to make the inexpressibly sad announcement of the death of m 
colleague and long-loved and cherished friend Alfred H. Col- 
quitt, late Senator from Georgia. 

Even if the circumstances around us permitted, I have no 
heart this morning to speak of his long and illustrious services 
to his State and the country. In the presence of this grief, so 
poignant to me, my thoughts turn to him this morning rather 
as the long-loved friend than as the brave soldier, exhibiting a 
high order of courage and of patriotism in two wars, or of the 
civilian holding for long series of Tee high political stations, 
every one of which he honored and adorned. 

It may not be amiss, however, to say of him now that I have 
known him from my bayhood; that we were companions in arms; 
we were associates in business; we were neighbors and friends: 
we were political allies. In all these relations, for more than a 
third of a century, there has never been one word of discord be- 
tween us, never a veil that separated us, never a thought of dis- 
trust—nothing save the most trusting loyalty and deep, devoted, 
and brotherly attachment. 

It may not be untimely to say further of him now, that in every 
relation of life, whether as husband or father or son or friend 
or 8 0 or citizen, he has been able and earnest and faithful 
and true. S 

The three dread monosyllables, ‘‘ He is dead,” will soon be 
written of others in thisChamber, and of mostof us before many 
long years shall as If it shall be added of us, as it can be of 
him, that in all the relations of life he was true; that above all 
and through all he kept his armor as a Christian man, bright 
and burnished, there will have been spoken over our dead bodies 
all that eulogy can pronounce. 

Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: x 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That a committee of ten Senators be appointed by the Vice-Pres- 
ident to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased, which 
willtake place in the Senate Chamber to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 a. m., and 
that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 
his maway his remains be removed from Washington to Macon, Ga., in 
charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, who shall 
have full power to carry this resolution into effect. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these pr to the House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, ‘tuesday, at the hour named, and to appoint a commit- 
tee to act with the committee of the Senate. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
ous) d to. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee under 
the second resolution Mr. GORDON, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. RANSOM, 
Mr. BUTLER, Mr. GRAY, Mr. Hoar, Mr. PROCTOR, Mr, CAREY, 
Mr. PERKINS, and Mr, ALLEN. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the 
following resolution; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred by the select committee eel comet to 


take order for the funeral of the late Senator A. H. Colquitt be from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I ask for the consideration of 
the resolutions I now send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resol That invitations be extended to the President of the United 
States and the members of his Cabinet, the Chief Justice and associate jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the diplomatic corps, the 
major-general commanding the Army, and the senior al of the Navy, 
to attend the funeral of the Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from 
bend Diasa of Georgia, in the Senate Chamber, to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 
o'clock a. m. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate do now adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, March 27, 1894, at 9 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 26, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of the procedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


ALLEGED VIOLATION OF CONTRACT FOR NAVAL SUPPLIES, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, with accompanying es wig in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the House of . ves calling 
for information concerning recent alleged violations by Carne- 
gie, Phipps & Co. of the contract between the United States 
Government and said firm; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness, 

To Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts, for ten days, on account of 
important business. 


SPECIAL AGENTS MOORE AND WOODSON, 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 8, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to cause the settlement 
of the accounts of Special Agents Moore and Woodson, under 
the treaty of 1854, with the Deleware Indians, and so forth. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read subject to 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the accounts of Ely Moore, deceased, as special ster and 
superintendent, and of Daniel Woodson, as receiver and superin- 
tendent, for the 8 of the sale of the Iowa, and of the eastern and 
western portions of the Delaware, and of the Wea, and so forth, Indian 
trust lands in Kansas, under the several treaties of May, 1854. with said 
Indians, require further adjustment and final settlement: erefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to cause administrative action to be taken upon the 
accounts of said Moore and W. n. and to allow to the said Moore the 
sum of £3,658, and to the said Woodson the sum of 58.607. 84. in full settlement 
and satisfaction of their respective claims for services under the treaties 
aforesaid, and pass the said accounts to the proper account officers of 
the Treasury for final settlement; and the acceptance of the said sums by 
said claimants, or their legal representives, shall be taken asa full and com- 

mena a boot and satisfaction of their claims for services under the 

paties afor i 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presentconsidera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
woan like to have some explanation as to the effectof this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. HUDSON. Let us have the report read, Mr. Speaker, 
which will fully explain the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. TURPIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secre of the Interlor to cause settlement 
of the accounts of Special Agents E oore and of Daniel Woodson, under 
the treaties of May, 1854, with the Delaware and with the united tribe of 
Wea, etc., Indians, be 5 

That the report of the Co: mer of Indian Affairs of June 19, 1885, to 
the Secretary of the Interior, relative tothe accounts of these special agents, 
and to the construction put the 8 Court of the United States on 
the treaties with said Indians on March 3, 1884 (110 United States, page 688), 
shows the following facts: 

1. That in October, 1856, Ely Moore, deceased, was appointed a nf pea reg- 
ister and superintendent to sell at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas 
the eastern portion of the Delaware trust lands, under the treat, 
1854 (10 Stats., 1048); and that on May 15. 1857, he was ws inted a es 

ster and superintendent to sell at Paoli, Kansas Terr: in the Indian 
reservation, the trust lands of the united tribe of Wea, etc., Indians, under 
the treaty of May 30, 1854 (10 Stats., 1082); and that on May 15, 1857, Daniel 
Woodson was appointed a special ver and superintendent to sell at 
Osawkee, Kansas Territory, the western portion of the Delaware Indlan 
trust lands, under the 5 of May 6, 1854. 

2. That on January 19, 1861, Daniel Woodson, special receiver and superin- 
tendent of the sale of the western portion of the Delaware trust lands, ren- 
dered to the honorable Acting Secre of the Interior” an account for the 
expenses of the sale of the trust lands, in which he charged 1 per cent com- 

ions on allof the moneys derived from the sale thereof. On the same 
day his account was refe to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for re- 


rt. 

Fon January 28, 1861, the Hon. A. B. Greenwood, Commissioner of Indian 

ravines reported to the Acting Secretary of the Interior on these claims as 
‘ollows: 

“In reference to this class of claimsI will state that the impartial judg- 
ment of the Office of Indian Affairs has ever been that they are just and 
should be paid. * The authority for compensating these agents was 
found in the treaties and not elsewhere.” — 

3. That the Commissioner recommended 1 per cent commissions on all of 
the Indian trust moneys be allowed and paid. 

4. That on May 8, 1861, the honorable Secretary of the Interior decided 
and directed the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to allow each of the special 
registers and 5 in all. who superintended the sales of the Dela- 
wäre and Wea, etc., In trust lands | per cent commissions” on a part of 
the moneys received by them from the sales of these trust lands. è 


1894. 
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5. Thatthe Supreme Court of the United States in e ere treaties, 
in case No. 216 of the United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The S; 1 Re- 
delver and Superintendent of the Sale of the Eastern Portion of the Dela- 
ware Trust Lands, at Fort Levenworth, Kans., and of the Indian Trust 
aoon oe the united tribe of Wea, etc., Indians at Paoli, Kans., in its opin- 

m said: 

+ + è “By express provision in the treaties the expenses incurred by the 
United States in making the sales were to be paid from the proceeds. This 
clearly implied the payment of a reasonable compensation for the services 
of those 5 to carry the trust into effect.“ 

And that it was not part of the duties of these special agents, as officers of 
the Land Department, to sell the lands or receive payment therefor. The 
moneys paid for the Indian lands were trust moneys, not public moneys. 
The employment was for a special service in connection with aspecial trust 
assumed by the United States for the benefit of certain Indian tribes, in 
which express vision was made for the payment of expenses. In legal 
effect the appointment was an agency for the sale of lands for the Indians. 
The duties to be performed were to be of a different character and at a dif- 
ferent place from those of the Land Office. 

6. That the court ordered judgment to be entered for this special receiver 
and superintendent for the sale of the eastern portionof the Delaware trust 
lands at Fort Leavenworth, and of the Wea, etc., trust lands, under the 
finding marked G of the special verdict; that is to say, for $14,541.78, as of 
aana 3. 1879, the date of the verdict, the judgment to draw interest from 

at date.“ 

7. That paragraphs 14 and 15 in the special verdict in the case of said spe- 
cial ane defendant in error in said suit, fully quoted in said report, shows 
that the court did allow him i per cent co: ons on all of the moneys 
received by him as a reasonable and fair compensation,” and that only four 
special agents were employed to sell the trust lands. One of them has been 
muy paid principal and interest due to him as found by the Supreme Court 
of the United States on March 3, 1884. 

8. That the laws 8 the Indian Bureau, in the settlement of this 
class of claims, are the act of August 7, 1882 (22 Statutes, page 345), and the 

act of January 9, 1837 (Revised Statutes, section 2093 and 2094)."" The ques- 
tion was submitted to the Attorney-General for his opinion, which was given 
on July 7, 1885, that itrequired legislation by Congress to authorize afurther 
and tinal settlement of these accounts. In addition to the Report No. 819 of 
the Fiftieth Congress, referred to by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
in October, 1889, the Fifty-second Congress favorably reported House bill 
3323, by Report No. 880. on March 28, 1893, for the set lement of the accounts 
of Moore and Woodson, but said bills were not reached on the Calendar, 
hence the delay in the settlement of the accounts of these special agents. 

9. That the act of June 9, 1892 (27 Stat., 768), shows that provision has been 
made for the final settlement of the accounts of one or the other of the four 
8 al agents, and that the accounts of Ely Moore, deceased, and of Daniel 
A — 7 om 3 to be finally settled as provided for by Senate joint reso- 

ution No. 

10. The Acting Secretary of the Interior, in letter dated October 17, 1889, 
relative to the accounts of Moore and Woodson before your committee, 
states that “in view of the opinion of the honorable Attorney-General that 
no valid ground exists for reopening the accounts of the claimants,”’ no ac- 
tion whatever should be taken by the Executive Departments, without legis- 
lation providing therefor, and as it is understood thata measure for the reilef 
of the Claimants was presented to the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
and that a bill (H. R. 2263) was referred to a committee, which committee 
rendered a report No. 819, that the claimants should look to the legislavive 
branch of the Government for the relief they seek, and not to the Depart- 
ment. 

Senate joint resolution No. 8 was fully 838 by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and the result of that investigation is shown b; 
the amendment made by said committee to said joint resolution and pas: 
by the Senate, authorizing the settlement of the aecounts of these two 
special agents, in which they are to be allowed on settlement the principal 
sum found by said committee to be due to each of them. exclusive of inter- 
est. The resolution carries no appropriation, but simply directs the settle- 
ment of the accounts of Moore and Woodson and limits the auditing officers 
to the allowance of the principal amount due them. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, in letter of January 30, 1894, states that there Is no objection 
to the passage of a law authorizing payment of the principal and accrued 
interest due these people, and that he would be pleased to have these long- 
standing accounts settled. 

Your committee therefore favorably report Senate joint resolution No. 8 
as a substitute for H. R. joint resolution No. 33 and recommend its passage. 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like first to ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. HUDSON. I will answer the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. SAYERS. If this provision should be enacted into law, 
the moneys that are specified therein will be paid out of the 
fund belonging to the Indians, as I understand it. Is that cor- 


rect? 

Mr. HUDSON. That is what the Secretary of the Interior 
says in his report. 

Mr. SAYERS. And not from the Treasury? 

Mr. HUDSON. No, not at all. This is the money of the In- 
dians, which is held for their benefit in the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is an Indian fund, and this payment will 
come out of that fund. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered toa 
third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUDSON,a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 


PARTIAL PAYMENTS ON REVENUE CUTTERS. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimoifs consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial payments for work 
done in the construction of vessels for the Revenue-Marine Service. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to make partial payments from time to time upon all contracts 
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for the construction of vessels for the Revenue-Marine Service, but not in 


excess of the amount of the value of the work already done; and that the 
contracts shall provide for a lien upon such vessels for alladvances so e. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Has that resolution ever been reported by a 
committee? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It has not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. If the gentleman will excuse me for a 
moment, an exigency has arisen which has resulted in the sub- 
mission of this resolution, which comes from the Treasury De- 
partment. It does not add anything or take anything one way 
or the other. It is simply to remedy an existing defect in the 
law in regard to partial payments upon revenue-marine cutters 
and light-house tenders that are being constructed. The fact 
is that at the present time the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I insist that that resolution be referred toa 
committee. It is too important to consider in this hasty man- 


ner, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
objects. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, a bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the town 
of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
Senate bill. which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point be- 
tween the city of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the county of Jackson 
and State of Missouri,“ approved March 3. 1837, be, and the same hereby is, 
amended by striking out the following words contained in the first section 
of said act, to wit: “And free passage shall be accorded to wagons and ve- 
hicles of all kinds, and for the transit of animals and for foot passe | 

Sec. 2. That the word corporations,“ in the first section of the act here- 
inbefore named, shall be changed to “corporation.” 

SEC. 3. The construction of the bridge authorized to be constructed by the 
act ADOVAT March 3, 1887, hereinbefore named. and of which this actis 
amendatory. shall begin within three years and be completed within ten 
years from the date of the approving this act, and unless these conditions be 
complied with, this act and the act of which it is amendatory shall be null 
and void. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the im- 
mediate consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and sed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MACE CLEMENTS’S SURVEY, OHIO, 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
e consideration of the bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the 

ominissioner of the General Land Office to issue a patent to 
Mace Clements’s survey, numbered 386, in the Virginia military 
district of Ohio. 8 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner ot the General Land Office of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue the pat- 
ent of the United States ting the lands embraced and described in Mace 
Clements’s survey, numbered . in the Virginia military district, in the 
State of Ohio. as the same is bounded in the report of said survey returned 
to the Lele go surveyor of said district at Chillicothe, Ohio. upon the ap- 

lication and proofof the persons now in the possession of said lands, claim- 
Jun aoe A reg under the deeds for the same from Nathaniel Massie, dated 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for imme- 
diate consideration of this bill? 

Mr.SAYERS. I should like to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. HULICK. I will state that a bill similar to this was in- 
troduced in the Fifty-second Congress and unanimously reported 
by the same committee which has reported this bill. t is to 
complete the paper title to a survey in the Virginia military 
district of Ohio. There is no objection to it. It affects about 
1,000 acres of land. The survey was made and recorded at Chil- 
licothe, Ohio, but the patent was never issued. 

On the 4th day of June, 1783,aland warrant (No. 938) for 7,000 
acres was issued by the State of Virginia to Mace Clements for 
services by him rendered as a surgeon of the Virginia Line on 
Continental establishment in the war of the Revolution. After- 
wards, in August, 1787, apart of this warrant, to wit, 1,000 acres, 
was located by, and subsequently, on the 17th day of November, 


1787, surveyed for said Mace Clements in the Virginia military 
district, on or near Eagle Creek, now in Brown County, in the 
State of Ohio. This survey was duly returned to the office of 
the principal surveyor of the Virginia military district at Chil- 
licothe, Obio, and was recorded in the proper book of surveys 
of said district in said office, but was never returned to the Gen- 
eral Land Office, nor was any patent ever issued therefor. This 

resent bill authorizes the Commissioner of the Land Office to 
las a patent, upon the application and proof of the persons 
now in possession of said lands, claiming the title thereto under 
the deeds for the same from Nathaniel Massie, dated June 2, 
1804. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In what county is this land? 

Mr. HULICK. In the county of Brown. in Ohio. There is 
no objection to this. It is merely to perfect the paper title to the 
survey and have a patent issue therefor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How long have the lands been held ad- 
8 

* Mr. HULICK. The lands have been held adversely since June 
2, 1801, by Nathaniel Massie and those claiming title through or 
under him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and ang engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


UNIVERSITY OF UTAH. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R.3135) granting to the Uni- 
versity of Utah a site off the public domain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That thero is hereby granted to the Territory of Utah, 
and to any State formed from the same, the following tract of land: Com- 

ing on the west boundary line of the Fort Do military reserva- 
tion ata point where it is intersected by the north 1 ot Fourth South 
in and thence north on 


beginning; thence 
containing 60 acres, 
the condition that such tract sha 
within five yearsafter the passage of this act, and perpe’ 
and in case it is not so occupied and used it shall revert to the 


The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Utah? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have something 
in the way of a statement about this matter in order that we 
may understand it. 

r. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and is strongly 
recommended by the military authorities and the War Depart- 
ment. I have the report here, which can be read for informa- 


n. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it an abandoned military reservation? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It is part of the reservation. I will ask for 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the land within the city of Salt Lake? 
a RAWLINS. It is in the Fort Douglas military reserva- 

on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not that within the city limits? . 
E r. RAWLINS. It is within the corporate limits, but near 
the post. 
Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Utah whether this conveys the fee in that to the univer- 
sity or 5 

Mr. RAWLINS. Itgrants the land for the purposes of the 
State university, and it is conditioned upon the university be- 
ing constructed there within the period of five years and per- 
el maintained, and if not so maintained it reverts to the 

nit d States. It is a sage-brush tract of land, 60 acres in ex- 
ae and the military authorities are strongly in favor of the 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be en ed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


be occupied by the said university 
lly thereafter; 
nited States. 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


On motion of Mr. OUTHW AITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. S „I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4954) réla- 
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tive to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, und 
to allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon. 

The bill was read at jong. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STALLINGS. think that bill is of too much impor- 
tance to come up under a request for unanimous consent, and I 
therefore object. $ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 


DOLLIE E. VEDDER. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4320) for the relief 
of Dollie E. Vedder. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Dollie E. Vedder, widow of the 
late Capt. Simon C. Vedder, of the Nineteenth Regiment, United States 
Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of $30 per month, inlien of the amount 
she now receives. 

Theamendmentrecommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ twenty-five ™ and insert “twenty.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. S r, I would like to know if that bill 
has been considered at u Friday evening session. à 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir; and reported with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the name of the beneficiary? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Dollie E. Vedder. The bill was reported. 
with an amendment, reducing the amount to $20 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did the committee pares as to the amount? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir; reducing it to $20 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, there is a proposition to make it $25. 
Mr. MEREDITH. The bill was amended by the Committee 
of the Whole House, and the amount placed at $20 per month. . 
The SPEAKER. Is there ob,ection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by the 

Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed,it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. MEREDITH, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Alabama, I understand, withdraws his objection to the bill for 
the consideration of which I asked unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
from Alabama withdraws his objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. Is there further objection? The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill again, so that the House 
may understand its nature. 

he title was again reported. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I only withdrew my objec- 
tion to that bill for the Perper of allowing the gentleman to 
make an explanation of it. If the explanation is notsatisfactory 
to me I will not withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, then, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be permitted to make a short explanation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this 
bill is simply to authorize corporations which are formed under 
the lawsof the States for the purpose of going upon bonds to be- 
come sureties in cases where sureties are required under the 
laws of the United States. These surety companies have been 
incorporated under the laws of the States in nearly all the States 
of the Union. They go upon bonds of State officials; they go 
upon bonds where appeals are taken to the higher courts; they 
go upon bonds and upon recognizances, and they have given 
universal satisfaction. 

Now, it not infrequently happens that when a man is ap- 
pointed to a Federal office he has to put himself under obliga- 
tion to his bondsmen to such an extent that they control all the 
patronage which he has. Under this bill the puray company. 
for a small gonsideration, could become surety on his bond an 
thus leave him independent. The bill is reported unanimously 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, and there is no reasonable 
ee to it. It does not compel anybody to employ a surety 
company, but simply permits him to do so if he desires. 

Mr. COX. Your proposition. then, is that these surety compa- 
nies can go security on the bonds of officials. á 

Mr. .STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Doyou not think that will operate toput the officer 
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under the influence of the company as much as he would be un- 
der the influence of an individual bondsman? 

We er ouplepihe: STONE. No, ore Te be is ere 
0 to employ the surety company. ə bill simply permi 
the 5 the surety company instead of individual 
bondsmen. He who prefers can still get private individuals to 
go upon his bond, but in case u man can not do so, or in case he 
does not wish to do so, then he may employ this surety com- 


any. 
3 Mr. HEARD. The gentleman has stated that this applies to 
official bonds. I want to ask him whether it does not go further 
and apply also to bonds of the employés of railroad companies, 
express companies, and other bonds of like character? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the gentleman think that it ought to? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They can do that now. 

Mr. HEARD. I know they can under the laws of several of 
the States, and Iam very glad that it is so, because the system 
is a good one; but I want toask the gentleman whether he does 
not think this bill ought to be as broad as those State laws gen- 

y are? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, this bill does authorize 
these companies to go on the bond wherever the law requires 
ang poen to give a bond. 

r. COOMBS. Itis merely permissive. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is permissive only. It also 
authorizes the Attorney General, at any time when he is satis- 
fied that the security is not sufficient, to require additional se- 
curity. 

Mr. COX. Your idea is simply to put these security com- 

ies on the same footing under the law as private individuals? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all. 

Mr. HEARD. Does it apply exclusively to cases where United 
States courts require 5 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Les, sir. It is simply a matter 
of es and I do not see that there can be any objection 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for the present consideration of this 

2 


Mr. STALLINGS. Irenew the objection, Mr. Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regular order, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Theregularorder isdemanded. The regu- 
lar order is the call of committees for reports. 

The committees were called, but no reports were prened 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this, being the fourth Monday in 
the month, is District day, and I ask that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the business reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that in a few min- 
utes resolutions will be received from the Senate upon which 
the House will desire to take action. 

Mr. HEARD. I am so advised, Mr. Speaker, and I do not 
call up the District business for the purpose of antagonizing 
that; but, the resolutions not having yet come. and there being 
nothing before the House, I have feltit my duty to present our 
claim for the consideration of District business, expecting to 
give way when the Senate resolutions are received. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the de- 
lay is owing to some slight change in the committee of the Sen- 
ate, and that the resolutions referred to will be here in a mo- 


ment. - 

Mr. HEARD. All I desire is that no other business shall in- 
tervene. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, [move that the House take a 
recess for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point that 
the nextorder of business is not District business; that that busi- 
ness is not in order until after the second morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The purpose is not to go on with any busi- 
ness this morning after the receipt of the Senate resolutions. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move t the House take a recess for 
ten minutes. v 

Mr. COOMBS. That motion is already made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the res- 
olutions to which the Chair has referred are expected almost 
immediately, I withdraw the demand for the consideration of 
District business. 


HISTORY OF INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATIONS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask a 
ouse assemble informally in the Senate Chamber at the hour 


unanimous consent—— = 
The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Isimply wanted to ask con- 
Poron of a resolution to provide for some printing. It is 
privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 37) to provide for the printing of a history and digest ` 
of the inter national arbitrations to which the United States 
and for other purposes. 


Resolved, ete., That there be 


together with a digest of the decislous rendered in such arbitrations. 
in sheep 


ury not otherwise ml pape on the direction of the Secre of State, 
at a price not to exceed „ Which sum is hereby appropriate I. and is to 

s in full payment for said work, except the cost of printing and binding 
the same. 


The report of the House Committee on Printing, recommend- 
ing the age of the joint resolution, and stating that the 
estimated cost of the printing proposed would be 86,901, was 


read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I did not at 
first observe the clause in this resolution providing for pacing 
1,000 copies of this publication at the disposal of the Depart- 
ment of State. That provision, of course, takes away tho 
privileged character of the resolution. But I ask unanimous 
consent that it be considered. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many copies will there be for the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Two thousand. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this joint 
resolution at the present time? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The resolution should be 
adopted. I hope there will be no objection to its passage. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and regan 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


DEATH OF SENATOR COLQUITT. 


A message from the Senate, communicated to the House by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, was laid before the House by the 
Speaker, and read by the Cierk, as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 26, 1894. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, Tuat a committee of ten Senators be appointed by the Vics- 
President to take order for su) tending the A of the deceased, which 
will take place in the Senate Chamver to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 a. m., and 
that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That, as afurther mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 
his memory, his remains be removed from Washington to Macon. Ga.. in 
charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, who shall 
have full power to carry this resolution into effect. 

&esolved, That the Secretary communicate these tothe House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, Tuesday, at the hour named, and to appoint a commit- 
tee to act with the committee of the Senate. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate do now 

In compliance with the foregoing the Vice-President appoin as said 
committee Mr. GORDON, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. GRAY, 
Mr. Hoar. Mr. PROCTOR, Mr. Carey. Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. ALLEN. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolu; 
tions which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the 


State of Georgia. 
Resolved, That the Speaker of the House ap t a committee of nine 
ttee appointed by the Sen- 


members to act in unction with the co 
a we a ne necessary arrangements and accompany the remains to the 
a Resolved, That the Housa accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 o'clock a. m., and that the Clerk of the 
House communicate these proceedings to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as a further tribute and mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, without detaining 
the House with any remarks on this sad occasion, I desire to 
give notice that at some time in the future the House will be 
asked to appoint a day on which the friends of the deceased may 

y fitting tribute to his long and distinguished public services, 

ask now the adoption of the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chiir will ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER] whether he has any suggestion to make 
as to the hour of meeting of the House to-morrow? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I bave conferred 
with gentlemen of our d2legation and with the Speaker as to the 
| propriety of the House ad ourning to meet to morrow morning 
|at9oclock. It has been suggested that perhaps as 3 

roceeding as could be had would be that the members of the 


ourn. 


l 


named by the Senate for the funeral ceremoniés. 
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The question being taken on agreeing to the resolutions sub- 
mitted by Mr. TURNER of Georgia, they were unanimously 


agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following- 
named members as the committee provided for by the resolu- 
tions: Mr LIVINGSTON of Georgia, Mr. HOLMAN of Indiana, Mr. 
Bunn of North Carolina, Mr. CABANISS of Georgia, Mr. MAD- 
pox of Georgia, Mr. MCDANNOLD of Illinois, Mr. COGSWELL of 
Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. POWERS of Vermont. 

And then, in accordance with the resolution just adopted, the 
House (at l o'clock p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. MERCER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6438) toamend the 
national-bank act—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6441) to authorize 
the registration of trade-marks and labels and to protect the 
same—to the Committee on Patents. 5 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and ani- 
mals in Yellowstone National Park and to punish crime in said 
ark, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 


nds, 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 150 peor 
ing for partial payments for work, etc., for the Revenue-Marine 
Service—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A resolution for distribution of s 
cial memoirs and reports of Geological Survey as now provided 
by law—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CABANISS: A resolution to pay the representative 
of A. W. Gibson, late an employé of the House, six months’ sal- 
ary and funeral expenses—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill H. R. 6439) for the relief 
2 rs. Martha Noe, nee Blanton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6440) to 
correct the military record of Samuel E. Cooper—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6443) for the relief of 
Stout, Hall & Bangs—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of Michigan Knights of the Grip, 
in favor of the passage of the Rayner bill, removing all restrie- 
tion on the issuing of 1,000-mile mileage books, good over all rail- 
roads—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., 
in favor of Government ownership and control of the telegraph 
and telephone lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of Denver Division, 
No. 44, Order of Railway Conductors, relative to sale of trans- 
portation tickets to brokers, agents. or scalpers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition granting a pension to Anna M. 
Wehe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of Col. E. C. Townsend and 
others, of Forth Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of the retirement 
of enlisted men of the United States Army and Marine Corps— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. F. Mellenbruch and others, of Carson, 
Kans., in favor of increase of silaries of country postmasters— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of Operative Plasterers and 
Cigar Makers’ Unions, for the establishment of a governmental 
control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Letter of Dr. W. Carroll Chapman, of 
Louisville, Ky., in behalf of the establishment of a national 
board of health in the Treasury Department—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Plumbers, Gas and Steam Fitters’ Local Union, 
No. 107, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of the establishment of tele- 
peepi anes under the control of the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 30 citizens of Walkins and 75 


more of State Center, Iowa, favoring the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Joseph Willett, for removal 
of disabilities and to place him on the rolls of honorably dis- 
charged soldiers of the United States—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Green W. Smith, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Manning, in favor 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Resolution of Division 149, of the Order of 
Railway Conductors, Jackson, Tenn., in favor of the passage of 
the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. s 

Also, resolution of Subordinate Lodge, No. 60, of the Broth- 
erhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of America, in 
onposition to the free-ship bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of certain citizens of Minneap- 
olis. Minn.,favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Resolutions from citizens of Indian Terri- 

tory, praying for ratification of Kiowa and Comanche Indian 
7 in Oklahoma Territory to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Wood- 
bridge, N. J., in favor of the passage of a bill prohibiting lottery 
dealings in the United States—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, against the passage of the in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. H. W. Goddard, of South Royalton, Vt., 
and of E. W. Clark and others, of Norwich, Vt., t the use 
of the United States mail for carrying lottery tickets—to the 
Commit ee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, in 
favor of Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of C. H. Brann and 27 other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, together with resolutions of Council No. 
43, Northwestern Legion of Honor, of Des Moines, asking the 

assige of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

ost-Officeand Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of John W. Walsh, L. C. Schweiger, 
and other citizens of Stillwater, Minn., in the interest of fra- 
ternal society and other college journals—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Resolutions of Victor Grange, No. 159, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Center County, Pa., in favor of the 
passage of the antioption bill—tothe Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany House bill 6443— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Protest of G. B. Cole and 34 others, against 
allacts of Congress by which the banks and 5 few shall 
be given more money and the people less—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: Petition of David N. Christie 
and 33 other citizens of Nyack, N. Y., for increased tal facil- 
ities, ete.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Potter Lodge, No. 173, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Omaha, Nebr., in favor of the progo of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PENCE: Resolutions of the Grand Division of the 
Order of Railway Conductors, against the sale of transportation 
tickets by brokers or scalpers—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 

A so, petition demanding an inquiry into the acts of certain 
United States circuit judges—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


Also, petition of citizens for the exclusion of lottery tickets 
from the United States mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and PostgRoads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Rev. W. J. Mutch and others, 
of Ne ew Haven, Conn., in favor of legislation for the suppression 
of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions of Binghamton Labor and Trades 
Union and of Cigar Makers Union No. 16, of Binghamton, N. 
Y., against increase of tax on cigars and for abolition of duty 
on Sumatra tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Delaware and Kortright, N. Y., 
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for amendment to the Constitution recognizing God—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Assembly No. 237, of Maine, and of citi- 
zens of Tioga County, N. Y., relative to postage on publications 
of fraternal societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. A 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Detroit 
Lodge, No. 82, Machinists’ Union, and of Electrical Workers’ 
Union of Detroit, Mich., in favor of Governmental control of tele- 

raph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post- 


ads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the Grocers and Import- 
ers’ Exchange of Philadelphia, favoring protection to growers 
and refiners of sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Eldorado Assembly, No. 432, I. F. A., Seran- 
ton, Pa., in the interestof fraternal society and college journals 
to the Committee on tue Post-Oilice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Standard Lodge, No. 158, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Detroit, Mich., in favo of Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph systemsof the counfry—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Manistique, Mich., praying for 
the passage of the bill for the suppression of the lottery traffic 
through national and interstate commerce and the postal serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Charles Loynes and others, 
for the passage of House bill 487, relating to fraternal journals 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEVER: Petition of 42 citizens of Moline, N. V., in 
favor of the bill against lotteries —to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, March 27, 1894. 


The Senate met at 9 o’clock a. m. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had yester- 
day passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
yo — — death ot Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the State 
0 eor e 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House a int a committee of nine 
members to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by the Senate 
eee Bacal 8 arrangements and accompany the remains to the 

ace of buria . 
85 Resolved, That the House accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 o'clock a. m., and that the Clerk of the 
House communicate these proceedings to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as a further tribute and mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the House do now adjourn. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. LIVINGSTON of Georgia, Mr. HOLMAN of In- 
diana, Mr. BUNN of North Carolina, Mr, CABANISS of Georgia, 
Mr. MADDOX of Georgia, Mr. MCDANNOLD of Illinois, Mr. Coas- 
WELL of Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE of Pennsylva- 
nia, and Mr. Powers of Vermont, as the committee to act in 
conjunction with the Senate committee to make the necessary 
arrangements and accompany the remains of the dece ised Sena- 


tor to the place of burial. 
FUNERAL OF SENATOR COLQUITT. 


The casket containing the remains of the deceased Senator 
was brought into the Senate Chamber, having been preceded by 
the family and friends of the deceased, and escorted by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate and the committee of arrangements 
o the two Houses and pallbearers selected from the Capitol po- 

ce. 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives was given a seat 
at the right of the Vice-President, and the members of the House 
occupied the seats on the floor provided for them. 

Te Chief Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, the members of the Cabinet, and the di 
lomatie corps entered the Senate Chamber and were N 
escorted to the seats assigned them on the floor. 

The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. P., recited sundry 

sages from the Scriptures appropriate to the burial of the 
ead, followed by the fifteenth chapter of First Corinthians, be- 
ginning at the twentieth verse. e then delivered the follow- 
sermon: 
hen a good man dies it seems as if a corner of the curtain 
which hides the invisible and eternal world from our eyes were 
lifted and there streamed in upon us celestial light, which en- 
ables us to understand more clearly and wisely than we do ordi- 


narily the purpose and meaning of this mortal life of ours—these 
years that we spend in preparation for that lofty, that eternal 
state to which we are all so fast pressing. And so as we come this 
morning into this Chamber to meditate upon the life and the 
passage hence of our beloved friend and brother, whose coffin is 
bere before us and whose seat is draped in black, we may see 
that the end of life is character—not position in the 8 


fortune, what is called happiness, but the conquest of self, vic- 
tory over temptation, mastery of the lower nature, and à grasp 
by conduct, by life, upon the things which are invisible, im- 
mortal, of God. 

Our life at the longest is but short. Three score years and 
ten, looking back, finds the time brief. Four score years after 
labor and sorrow, on casting the retrospective eye, it sees only a 
narrow track. Pleasure, the possession of vast resources or of 
high position—these do not and can not satisfy the highest and 
best part of our nature. That which gives contentment in age, 
in sickness, and upon the border of the other world, is the sense 
of righteousness, of having done right in so far as we knew, in 
so far as we could—the sense of generosity acquired, of magna- 
nimity,of daring to do the thing which the conscience or Lap 
and which God’s Word taught: the daring to leave undone the 
thing that might be popular and call forth acclaim and admira- 
tion, but which the conscience and the Word of God forbade; 
the acquiring faith in the invisible, walking by another light 
than that of this world and by another eye than that of sense. 
so that the invisible world comes clearly into one’s ken. God 
Himself beholden by the pure in heart; a life full of kindliness, 
sweet thoughts, gentle feelings, forgiveness of injuries, daring 
to seem to the world even cowardly, misunders , and misrep- 
resented at times: with the diviner qualities in one’s heart, ca- 
lumniated and vilified because of their possession and our fol- 
lowing their bent. 

Misunderstood, therefore, yet daring to do the thing that is 
sweet and good and to forgive: cherishing no resentment, put- 
ting all bitterness, malignity, and unkindness away against 
those that wrong us, pitying those that do wrong, and a heart 
full of charity, of the milk of human kindness -a heart that ex- 

resses itself in the face, in the voice, and in the whole bear- 
ie in the geniality, in the warmth of the cordial ting, the 
sunshine of the life as it streams out in public affairs, in the 
social circle, and in the family, so that men take knowledgé of 
one that he has learned of Jesus Christ, that his life is hid 
with him in God. Whether a man be rich or poor, learned or 
ignorant, whether his position be high or low, if he has ac- 
quired these qualities and this experience, if he has this fiber 
and texture of character, he is the man by whose grave we can 
stand with composure; and the sense of sorrow is overmastered 
by the sense of his great eternal gain. and of our wealth in the 
possession of his influence and in the bequest which he has made 
us of character. 

So, my brethren, as we stand in front of this coffined form to- 
day, we feel that such a man has left us. We are paying the 
last offices. We call them sad offices. They are sad for our- 
selves, but triumphant offices forhim. We are standing by the 
bier of a man to whom the remarks which I have m we apply, a 
man who has gained the conquest of the world by victory over 
himself, a simple hearted, reverent, humble-minded Christian 
man, walking in obedience to Christ, having communion and 
fellowship with the Father and with His Son, and enjoying in 
his experience and innermost life the fellowship of the Holy 
Ghost. And now, when his three score years and ten are almost 
accomplished, his Father and our father, his God and our God, 
has called him to come higher. This body of the flesh, from 
which he suffered through these latter months and years, we 
are about to deposit in the grave; but the man himself, the outer 
covering laid aside, the spiritual man, the man that gave that 
bodily form its dignity, its strength, its pose, its grace, its 
charm —the man himself is not dead. 

Old superstitions linger; traditional thoughts and ideas con- 
cerning death still haunt the world. We sp-akof burying him. 
We are not burying him; we are burying the external covering 
of the man, the garment of the soul. Gods Son can not be 
buried. His only begotten Son entered the tomb and rose there- 
from to give us token and assurance that thenceforth all His 
servants and disciples living in His faith and in the communion 
of His sacraments and of His church should rise immortal with 
Him. So as He is at the right hand of God He gathers His sery- 
ants—His b-ethren, as He deigns to call us—around and near 
Him; and thus, with the eye of our untroubled faith to-day we 
behold our brother, the man whom we called Senator Colquitt, 
God’s redeemed son, going up into the glory of the Lord, with 
his opened eyes and ears and spiritual faculties enlarged, stand- 
ing there in the company of the blood-washed, the redeemed, 
they that are clotned in White. They shall hunger no more, 
neither thirst any more; neither shall the sun light on them, 
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nor any heat. For the Lamb which isin the midst of the throne 
shall feed them, and shall lead them unto living fountains of 
waters; and God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes.” 

So, brethren, our sorrow is for ourselves. What seems the 
sev of the tie that bound us to our beloved friend is not sev- 
ered. It holds; the bond which nature gave still lasts. Wife, 
children, friends are all as dear to him at this moment and 
shall be through his endless being as they ever were on earth 
ony. dearer, sweeter. 

t is sorrow for ourselves; and yet what unspeakable comfort, 
with the benediction of Almighty God, the assurance of His 
Word, the comfort of His Spirit, our souls penetrated with His 
truth, and we strong in the faith, with confidence and trust in 
God: Shall we sorrow as those that have no hope? The un- 
speakable blessing of God is for every one of us; for the wife, 
for the children. Oh, the loss is unutterable, and yet how 
great the gain! Let us think not of the dark side to-day, 
the grief and the pain. Let us thinkof the triumphant entry of 
our beloved brother into the Kingdom of God—no longer of his 
feni put of his victory and joy, crowned now with the Father's 
lessing, entering into the fellowship of that great company 
that no man can number; and we, with our eyes purged from 
tears and from the dust of the world, beholding him, shall not 
our hearts w calm and strong and sweet for the offices and 
duties of daily life? Sad, sorrowful—yes; but still with joy and 
and comfort, consolation inexpressible for every one that 

will receive it, through Jesus Christ our Lord. 

So my beloved sister: sochildren—almost like my own kith and 
kin, for he that has gone from us I have known since he was a 
college boy; we have been friends for nigh fifty years—my be- 
loved sister, children. so dear and precious, think of the release 
from physical infirmity and pain and distress. Think of the 
rapture which he feels to-day, gone to the presence of the Lord, 
with the open eye, which reads as we can not read the meaning 
and poe of life. You are dear to him as you ever were, and 
as I have hinted, dearer yet, and shall be through the years that 
remain to you on earth, and then will be the happy meeting after 
the time here when it comes your turn and mine to pass hence 
the happy meeting. We are going home, going to those we have 

wn and loved, to the hearthside, as we say, of our Father in 
that blessed clime and that blessed company. Not strangers. 
No: he will be there, and those whom we have known and loved 
with him, to welcome us to the other shore of the river. 

So let us take heart of grace to-day, thanking God for His un- 

kable gift in the redemption of the world by his Son Jesus 
Christ, bowing reverently to the behest of God, with resigna- 
tion and submission accepting His will, and feeling that He will 
_eare for and guide usand bring us at last to the Kingdom of ever- 


e. 

Oh, that the peace of God eg Sine into every heart here 
present, and that we may have higher and better views of life 
and clearer and better views of the heavenly kingdom so near at 
hand! Oh, that this may come to us to make us wiser and better 
and humbler and kindlier and sweeter men and women for the 
remainder of our time here! ~ 

Let us pray. Almighty and Eternal God, notwithstanding the 
tokens of darkness, the shadow of grief, the sense of pain and 
loss, we would come into Thy presence with thanksgiving and 

praise for the great things which Thou hast bestowed upon us 
ht even in the darkness, comfort, peace, and benediction even 
in loss and sorrow and pain. 

Oh, Father, we pray Thee to let Thy heavenly grace come into 
the heart of the woman who hath stood by the side of our 
brother through all these checkered years, and to whom he was 
sọ sacred and so precious. Let Thy loving kindness come to 
cheer and comfort her and these children. Be Thou their father. 
Lord God, grant that Thy Word may be fulfilled, that Thou 
wilt give Thine angels charge over them to keep them in all 
their ways. Let the home that seems desolate besentineled and 
guarded by Thine angels. 

Oh, Christ, who didst shed tears of sympathy with those that 
sorrowed with brokenness of heart, come Thou as the comforter 
and consolation of this widow and her children, and may they 
find strength for their needs in Thy grace and comfort. Bless 
them, Oh Father, with all good things which Thou hast prom- 
ise: 


à. 

And let Thy heavenly benediction come upon the associates 
ot our brother, his fellow Sena ors, and all connected with the 
‘Government, who knew him so well ronen thesə years. Lord 
‘God, incline their hearts unto Thy ways, that they may walk in 
the path of righteousness and duty aig fy ct by Thee, and at 
the end of this life of trial may they, like our brother,come to 
the land of everlusting life. 

Let Thy blessing be upon all who are here preset, and may 
this solemn reminder of our mortality and this glorious token 


del our immortality come home to us with personal weight. And 


from this day forth may our lives be more sinple true, kind- 
lier, nobler, and may our steps be in the path of hrist s eburch, 
in the communion and fellowship of the Father and the Son. 

And now we commend us, with all for whom we should pray, 
to Thine all-wise and all-merciful Providence. Oh, Lord Gor. 
guide us by Thy counsel, and afterwards receive us to Thyself, 
through Jesus Christ our Saviour. 

Receive the benediction. The peace of God, which passeth all 
understanding, keep your hearts and minds in the knowledge 
and love of God and of his Son Jesus Christ, our Lord. And the 
aig Be God Almighty, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghost, be amongst you and remain with you always. Amen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee of arrangements 
will escort the remains of the deceased Senator from the 
Chamber, accompanying the body to the Pennsylvania Rail- 
mes depot and from thence to the place of burial in the State 
0 orgia. 5 

The casket was borne from the Chamber, attended by the 
8 of arrangements and the family of the deceased 

nator. 

The invited guests having retired from the Chamber, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o'clock and 45 minutes 
a. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 
28, 1894, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 27, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Hon. WILLIAM 
EVERETT, of Massachusetts. 

The el ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


DEFICIENCY ESTIMATE, FORT HALL RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretury of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of deficiency 
in appropriution made February 23, 1889, for surveying a por- 
tion of Fort Hall reservation, together with letters from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and Acting Secretary of the In- 
terior; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ASPHALT WALKS, MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, relative to asphalt walks atthe Mili- 
tary Academy, West Point; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


INDIAN SCHOOL, PHCENIX, ARIZ. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of appropriation for the Indian school at 
Phoenix, Ariz., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF GREEK CHURCH, ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that the sum of $3,325 
be appropriated to reimburse the bishop of the Greek Church 
of Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

CUSTOMS AFFAIRS AT COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting report of the collector 
of customs at Chicago, III., relating to the administration of 
customs affairs at the World's Columbian Exposition; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FORMAN, for ten days, on account of death in his family. 
To Mr. STRONG, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


W. B. MORROW. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous 
consent to take 1 85 50 present consideration the bill (H. R. 1309) 
for the relief of W. B. Morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would inquire if this is on the Private 
Calendar? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. It is. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I think these cases ought to be taken up in Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, there wasan ment be- 


their order. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, I hope the 
entleman from Tennessee will withdraw that call for a moment. 
have a report on a resolution referred to the Committee on 
Printing to print the regular annual report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, which the committee ought to have had passed 
some time ago. I hope the gentleman will allow it to pass now 
without further delay. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw the demand for the present. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
report from the Committee on Printing on the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural Report for 1893. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed 400,000 copies of the Annual Report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 1833; 90,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate, 230.000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 30,000 
copies for the use ot the Department of Agriculture, the ilustrations for 
the same to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, in ac- 
cordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustra- 
tions to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Sb. 2. That the sum of 285.000 or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby a: priated. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
— to detray the cost of printing said report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is an amendment 
recommended by the committee. 
The SPE . The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing have considered the House joint resolution 
to print the Agricuitural Report for 1893, and have directed me to report 
the same with the recommendation that it do pass with an amendment, as 
follows: Strike out in line 3the word four“ and insert ‘five;"’ also strike 
out “ninety” here it occurs the second time in line 5 and insert one hun- 
dred and ten,” and strike out in line 6 two hundred and eighty” and insert 
“three hundred and sixty.“ 

e er ci cost of publishing 500,000 copies of said report is about 


Mr. PICKLER. What is the purport of the amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The resolution as first 
presented calls for the printing of 400,000 copies, but the House, 
after full consideration of the printing bill, decided to print 
500,000 copies, and the amendment of the committee simply 
changes the text of the original resolution to conform to that 
action of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. And this makes the House quota 360,000 in- 
stead of 280,00U? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tion as we had last year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 


Yes; the same distribu- 


USE OF PIER IN CHICAGO RIVER. 


By Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce: A bill (H. R. 6038) to repeal House 
resolution No. 10}, first session Fifty-first Congress, granting 
to the Secretary of Wara pormi to license the use of a pier at 
the mouth of the Chicago River—to the House Calendar. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


By Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary: A bill 
(H. R. 4415) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—O’NEILL VS. JOY. 


Mr. PATTERSON. arity soe I desire to call up the con- 
tested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON] calls up the contested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 
The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ee = egg ian Jo; 88 not ne a greece ot cy Konse of 
epresentatives ty- ongress from Lievent ngres- 
sional district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON |—— 


tween the majority and the minority of the Com 


tions that six hours should be occupied 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of considers- 


tion. 


ttee on Elec- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
raises the question of consideration. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. PATTERSON. That is too late, Mr, Speaker. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My colleague has entered 


He called it up, and at the 


upon the debate. 


Mr. REED. Not in the least. 
nioment I had the opportunity I raised the question, intending 


to do it at first. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he intended to | 


raise the question. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But ought not the gen- 
tleman to state that he was on his feet for that purpose? \ 

Mr. REED. I was on my feet for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed 


to consider the resolution just read? 


The queens being taken, Mr. REED demanded a division. 
ATTERSON. Yeas and nays. 


Mr. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there we 


voting 194; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind. Kribbs, 
len. Cooper, Tex. Kyle, 
Bailey. Cornish, e, 
Baker, Kans, Cox, Latimer, 
Baldwin, Crawford, Lawson, 
ead, Cul n, Layton, 
Barwig, Cum Lester. 
Bell, Colo. Daniels, Lockwood, 
Bell. Tex. Davis, 2 
Black, Ga. De Armond, agner, 
Black, III. Mallory, 
Bland, Dinsmore, Marshall 
Boatner, Dockery, MeAleer, 
en, n McCreary. Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Durborow, cCulloch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, McDvarmon, 
Bretz, Epes, McGann, 
Brickner, Erdman, McKaig, 
Brookshire, Everett, McLaurin, 
Brown, Geary, MeNagny, 
Bryan, Geissenhainer, McRae, 
Burnes, Goldzier, Meredith, 
Bynum, Gorman, Meyer, 
Cadmus, Grady, Money, 
Caminetti, Gresham, Montgomery, 
Campbell, Griffin. Moses, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. Neill, 
Capeh: d, Oates, 
Garin Hare, 88 
atchings, i thw 
Causey, Hatch, 
Clancy. Hayes, Paschal, 
Clark, Mo. Heard, Patterson, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N. C. Paynter, 
Cobb, Mo. Hines, Peatson, 
Cockrell, Hooker, Miss. Pence, 
Coffeen, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cona, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Coombs b, Pigott, 
Cooper, Fla. Jones, Rayner, 
NAYS—1. 
Hermann. 
NOT VOTING—IM. 
Abbott, Caldwell, Forman, 
Adams, Ky. Cannon, III. A 
Adams, Pa. Chickering, Funston, 
Aitken, ds, ‘yan, 
Alderson, Clarke, Ala. Gardner, 
Aldrich, Cockran, Gear, 
Apsley. Cogswell, Gillet, N. Y. 
Arnold Compton, Gillett, Mass. 
Avery, Cooper, Wis. Goodnight, 
Babcock Cousins, Graham, 
Baker, N. H. Covert, Grosvenor, 
B mes, ain, Grout, 
Bartholdt, Curtis, Kans. Grow, 
Bartlett, Curtis, N. Y. Hager, 
Beiden, Dalzell, Hainer, 
Beltzhoover, Davey, Haines, 
Berry, De Forest, Hall, Minn. 
Bin 3 Dingley, Harmer, 
ae 5 Be iver, ieee: 
outelle, onovan, artman, 
Bowers, Cal. Doolittle, Haugen, 
ranch, Draper, Heiner, 
Brattan, Dunphy, Henderson, Il. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, Henderson, Iowa 
Broderick, Ellis, Ky. Hendrix, 
Brosius, Ellis. Oregon Hepburn, 
Bundy, Enloe, Hic 
unn, Fielder, Hilborn, 
WS, Hitt, 
Cabaniss, A Holman, 


re—yeas 157, nays 1, not 


Is not that too late? 


Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Te 


Williams, II 
ae Miss, 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Hooker, N. Y. 
III. 


— Ho E 
nier, — right, Pa. X 
in, Johnson. Ind. Robertson, La. ig Mr. CANNON of Illinois 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and thirty-two gentlemen 
have answered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion, Will 
the House consider the resolutions which have been read? 


and will return to-night. 


Towa, Mr. HENDERSON, is sick, an 
cused. He has been sick for some days. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. RYAN, be excused for the day, 
The SPEAKER. On what ground? 
Mr. HAINES. He wassuddenly called home on Sunday night 


YEAS—170. 
Alexander, Crawfoa Kyl 
Ai de, Etag 
Baker, Kans, Daniels, Daven: 
Baidwin, Davis. Lawson, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Layton, 
Barwig. Denson, Lester, 
Bell, Colo, Dinsmore, Lockwood, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lynch, 
Black, Ga. Donovan, er, 
Black, III. Dun Mallory, 
Biand, Dunphy, Marshall, 
—.— Thomas, W Bond N. C. Engin Mech 2 5 
€ N. C. s rear; = 
Phillips, Shaw, Tucker, Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, pe e ee 
No quorum voting Brickner. aes eg 
b 4 ‘eb McEtt 
The Olerk announced the following pairs: rooksh Fielier® e 
Until further notice: 55 5 
Nr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. Burias Goan E oie 
b mee 2 with Mr. CALDWELL. Bynum, Gorman, MoMiliin, 
r. MADDOX with Mr. Grout. mus, y, cNagny, 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas. See oa oot o 
ane 8 with Mr. HERMANN. 8 Haines. Meyer, 
85 8 ‘apehart, all, Mo oney. 
Mr. Wars with Mr, LAERVER on Senne, e , Montgomery, 
Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Moon. Clancy. Harris Nelll. 
7 Mo. ate! tes, 
Mr. CABANISS with Mr. NORTHWAY: Cobb Ala. Hayes, O'Neil, 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. LINTON. Cobb, Mo. Heard, Outhwaite, 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MoC CLEAR of Minnesota. GOEZO Henderson, N.C. Page, n. 
i oleen, nes, ase. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. n F 
Mr. TARSNE with Mr. GEAR. Coombs, Hudson, Paynter, 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Pearson, 
Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, . — — i aed Pondiston, 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUE. Cornish, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL, Covert, Pigott, 
7 Mr. MCDANNOLD with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. Cox; n Rayner, 
For this day: NAYS—1 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. COGSWELL. McCleary, Minn. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. POWERS. NOT VOTING—i81. 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. BINGHAM. A 
bbott, Davey, Hulick, 
Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Adams, Ky. De Forest, Hull, 
Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 1 Pa. ee ley, Johnson, Tad i 
o 777777 
8 ric raper, oy, 
Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. Apsley, Edmuni Kem, 
8 Mr. RYAN with Mr. APSLEY. 1 Ellis’ Oregon ney. 
On this vote: Bapcock nioe, Lefever, 
Mr. MCETTRICK with Mr. STRONG. 8 eee 2 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. Bartholdt, Forman, Livingston, 
i SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. Bartlett, F k, Lond, i 
"Mr. N. Belden, unston, udenslager, 
FV ee, eee, Haass 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- Bingham, Gear, 1 
bers failed to answer to their names: 8 Auen ey tal — peep 
282 Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. Boutelle, Goodnight, Martin, Ind. 
tken, Davey, J Bowers, Cal. Graham, arvin, 
Branch, Grosvenor, McCall, 
Brattan, Grout, McDannold, 
7 n —.— ee Ky. 5 — Moteletont 
s e, ck, ager, eikle 
Bartlett, Durborow, Livingston, Sn w ae a ner, Mercer, 5 
P Beltzhoover, Edmunds, Loudenslager, Sherman, Bundy, Hall, Minn. Milliken, 
Berry, Ellis, Ky. Lucas, Sickles, Bunn, Harmer, oon, 
Bing Enloe, Maddox, Simpson, Burro Harter, Morgan, 
Boutelle, Fielder, M ipe, Cavaniss, Hartman, Morse, 
Bower, N. C. Fithian, Mahon, Snodgrass, Caldwell. Haugen, Murray, 
Branch, Forman, Martin, Ind. Somers, Cannon, III. Heiner, Mutchler, 
Brattau. Funston, McDannold, Stevens, Causey, Henderson, III. Newlands, 
ke rer Ky. S 9. 2 12 Speco; 5 e Iowa Northway, 
ardner, oon, trong, Ads. endrix, Aue. 
Bryan, Gillet, N. V. Morgan, Swanson: Clarke, Ala. Hepburn, er 
Bundy, Goldzier, Murray. Tarsney, kran, ø Hermann, Phillips, 
Bunn, Good Mutchier, Tawney. Cogswell, Hicks, Pickler, 
Ca G Newlands, Taylor, Tenn. Compton, Hilborn, ost. 
Caldwell, Hainer, Northway, cker, Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Powers, 
Cannon, III. Hall, M Pence, Updegraff, ` Holman, Price, 
Clarke, T, Phillips, Van Voorhis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Quigg, 
Coc! Henderson,Iowa Powers, Van Voorhis, Ohio | Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. all, 
Coffee: Hendrix, Walker, Curtis. N. Y. opkins, Pa. Ray, 
ks, Dalzell, Houk, : 


asked me 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 1, not 
voting 181; as follows: 


Richards, Ohio 


Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 


U an, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 


Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. BUNN with Mr. STRONG, until further notice. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 


to have him ex- 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that his colleague 
excused for the day. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAILE. Mr. Speaker, I was in the Hall when 
the first roll was called, and do not know whether I heard my 


name. I ask if I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that the gentleman an- 
swered on the first call. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not recollect having heard my 
name on the first call, but I was in the House. I did not recol- 
lect that I had responded. 

Lee oe rae The Clerk states that the gentleman re- 
sponded. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, Lask that my colleague, 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 171, the nays 
1. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


yeas seemed to have it. 


Mr. REED. 


Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 41. 


Mr. REED. Tellers, Mr. Speak 


er. 


Mr. PATTERSON. The yeas and nays, Mr. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. A 


Theguestion was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 4, not 


voting 188; as follows: 


Speaker. 


YEAS—160. 
Abbott, Crawford, Ikirt. Pigott, 
Alexander, Culberson, Jones, Rayner, 
Allen, Cummings, Kilgore, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, aniels, Kribbs, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. vis, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bald De Armond, 0. Ritchie, 
De Forest, p Robbins, 
Barwig, Denson, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, Lawson, Rusk, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Lester, Sayers, 
Biand, Donovan, Loud, Schermerhorn, 
Boatner, Dum Lynch, hell, 
Bower, N.C, Dunphy, dox, Sibley, 
Bretz. Durborow, Mallory, Sipe, 
Brickner, Mars 1 Somers. 
Brookshire, McAleer, Sperry, 
Brown, Erd. McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Bryan, Everett, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Burnes Fielder, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Bynur, ary, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Cadmus, Gelssenhainer, MeGann, Strait, 
Caminetti, Goldzier, McKaig, Straus, 
Cannon, Cal. rman, McKeighan, Swanson, 
Caruth. Grady, McLaurin, Talbert, S. C. 
Catchings, Gresham, McMillin, ate. 
Causey, 5 Rae. Taylor, Ind. 
Clancy, Hall. Meredith, ‘erry, 
Clark, Mo. Hall. Mo. Meyer, Tracey, 
Cobb, Hammond, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo, are, Montgomery, Turner, Va. 
9 13 — 5 an, Tarun 
een, yes, OSes, as. n, 
Conn, Heard, Neill, Weadoc 
Coombs, Henderson, N. C. Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Fla. Hendrix, O'Neil, Whiting, 
Cooper, Ind. Hines, Page, Williams, III. 
Cooper, T. Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
rnish, Hudson, Pearson, Wise, 
Covert, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cox, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
NAYS—4. 
Lacey, McCleary, Minn. Morse, Stone, C. W. 
NOT VOTING—188. 
Adams, Ky. Bunn, Forman, Hooker, N. Y. 
Adams, Pa. Burrows, Funk, Hopkins. III. 
Aitken, Cabaniss, Funston, Hopkins, Pa. 
d Caldwell an, ouk, 
Aldrich, ampbell, Gardner, Hulicix, 
Apsley, Cannon, III. z ull, 
Arnold, 8 Gillet, N. X. Johnson, Ind. 
Avery. ckering, ot Mass. Johnson, N. 
Ba k, Childs, Goodnight, Johnson, Ohio 
Baker, N. H. Clarke, Ala. Graham, Joy, 
arnes. an, Griffin, em, 
Bartholdt, Cogswell, Grosvenor, Kiefer, 
Bartlett, Compton Grout, Layton, 
Belden. Cooper, Wis. Grow, Lefever, 
Bell, Colo. usins, Hager, Linton, 
Beltzhoover, in, Hainer, Lisle, 
Dny Curtis, Kans. Harmer, Livingston, 
Biigham, N. Y. Harris, K wood, 
Black, III. $ Harter, Loudenslager, 
Blair, Davey, Har cas, 
Boen, ley, Haugen, Magner, 
Boutelle, Dolliver, Heiner, aguire, 
Bowers, Cal. Doolittle, Henderson, III. Mahon, 
ch, Draper, Henderson, lowa h, 
Brattan, Edmunds, Hepburn, Martin, Ind. 
Breckinrid; k. Ellis, Ky. Hermann, Marvin, N. V. 
Breckinridge,Ky. Ellis, Oregon Hicks, Call. 
Broderick. 00. Hilborn, McVannold, 
Brost thi; Hitt, McDowell, 
Bundy, Fletcher, Holman, ~ agny, 


Meiklejohn, Powers, Simpson, pd * 
Mercer, „ Smith, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Milliken, Quigg, nodgrass. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Moon, andall, Stephenson, Wadsworth, 
Murray, Ray. tevens, Walker, 
Mutchler, Reed, Stone, W, A. Wanger, 
Newlands, Reilly, Storer, Waugh, 
Northway, Reyd š Strong, ells, 
Outhwaite, Robinson, Pa. Sweet, s 
Paschal, Russell. Conn. Talbott, Md. Wheeler, Il. 
Payne, Russell, Tarsney, te, 
Paynter, Ryan. Tawney, / Wilson, Ohio 
Pence, Scran Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, Wash. 
Perkins, Settle, Thomas, Wilson, W. Va. 
Piekla Shern Turpin: Wesens M 

er, erman, t, Mass. 
Post, Sickles, Tyler, Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). On this question 
the yeas are 160, the nays 4. A call of the House is ordered. 
The roll was called, and the following-named members failed 


to respond: 
Aitken, Crain, Hicks, Powers, 
Alderson, Crawt Hilborn, Price, 
Apsley, Culberson, tt, Randall, 
Arnold, Curtis, Kans, Holman, Reilly, 
Baldwin, Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Reyburn, 
Barnes, Daizell, Houk, Robertson, La. 
Bartlett, Davey, Hulick, binson, 
Belden, Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Ga, = 
Beltzhoover, Dinsmore, Johnson, Ohio Ryan, 
Berry, Dolliver, oy, Settle, 
Bingham Edmunds, em, Shaw, 
Black, III Ellis, ky. Lane, Sherman, 
Blair, Enloe, Layton, Sibley, 
Boatner, Fithian, Lefever, Sickles, 
Boen. Forman, Linton, Simpson, 
eren e, ee, ee 

lowers, an, ings 
Branch, Gardner, Lucas, Sperry, 
Brat tan, Geary, 1 Stevens, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y. dox, weet, 
Broderick, Gillett, M; M ý Talbott, Md. 
Brown, Goldzier, Mahon, ney, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Marsh, y. 
Burro Graham, Martin, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Cabaniss, Gresham, MeDannold, ucker, 
Caldwell. Hager. McDowell, rpin, 

th. Hall, Minn. McGann, pangran 

Catchings, Harmer, McNagny, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Childs, Harris, Meyer, Walker, 
Clark, Mo. Harter, Milliken, Wanger, 
Clarke, Ala. Hartman, oon. Wells, 
Cockran, Heiner, Mutchler, Wever, 
Cogswell, Henderson, NI. Newlands, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Tex. Hendrix, Oates, Wright, 
Cooper, Wis Hepburn, Paynter, 
Cornish Hermann, Post, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). On this call 155 
members have answered to their names. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. FYAN, is ab- 
sent on account of sickness in his family, and desires to obtain 
leave of absence for ten days for that reason. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

The question being taken on the motion, the Speaker pro tem- 
pore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. T ask for a division. ` 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas are 
82 and the noes 50. The ayes have it; and further proceedings 
under the call are dispensed with, 

Mr. REED. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Too late; the result hasbeen announced. 

Mr. REED. Iwason my fest to ask for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That makes no difference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the 
request of the gentleman from Maine, who states that he rose 
for the purpose of asking for tellers. The question is on the 
demand for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The 3 was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 10, 


not voting 191; as follows: 
YEAS—I51. 

Abbott, Bretz, Cobb, Ala. De Forest, 
Alexander, Brickner, Cobb, Mo. Denson, 
Allen, Brookshire, Cockrell, Dinsmore, 
Bailey, Bryan, feen, Dockery, 
Baker, Kans. Burnes, Coombs, Donovan. 

ald Bynum, Cooper, Fla. D N 
Bankhead, Cadmus, Cooper, Ind. Dunphy, 
B: wig, Caminet Cooper, Tex. Durborow, 
Bell, Colo. Campbell, Cornish, English, 
Bell, Tex. Cannon, Cal. Covert, Epes, 
Black, Ga. Capehart, ox. Erdm: 
Bland, Caruth, Crawford, Everett, 
Boutner, Catchings, Culberson, ary, 

oen, Causey, Daniels, Geissenhainer, 
Bower, N. C. Clancy, avis, Goldzier, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, Mo, De Armond, , orman, 


ms, III. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 


Th 
Updegtat 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 


Rayner, e, Rae. 
Hayes, McKaig, Richards, Ohio Turner, Ga. Lapham, Meređith, Robbins, 
H McKeighan, Richardson, Mich. Turner, Va. Latimer, Meyer, Robertson, La. 
Lawson, Money, vers. 
Layton, Montgomery. Schermerhorn, 
ter, Morgan, hell, 
: Lockwood, oses, pson, 
Hu n, Meyer, Sayers, Wheeler, Ala. Lynch, Neill, 
kirt, Money, Schermerhorn, Whiting. Magner, Outes, Somers, 
ones, Montgomery, Shell, Williams, III. Maguire, O'Neil, Sperry, 
ore, Morgan, Sibley, Williams, Miss. Mallory, Outhwaite, Springer, 
Moses, Springer, Wise, Marshall, e, Stallings, 
Latimer, Neil, Stallings, Woodard. McAleer, Da Stockdale, 
Lawson, Oates, Stockdale, McCreary, Ky. Patterson, Stone, Ky 
NAYS—10. och. Paynter, Strait, 
Bowers, Cal. Lacey, Meiklejohn, Woomer. NAYS—1. 
= us, Loud, Morse, McCleary, Minn. 
ull, McCleary, Minn. Walker, NOT VOTING—180. 
NOT VOTING 191. Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Honk. 
Doolittle, Joy. Rey tara, Adams, Pa. Davey, Hulick, 
Adams, Pa, Draper, Kem, Robinson, Pa. Aitken Tag ’ Hull. 
tken, Kiefer, Rusk, Alderso: Dolliver, J 
1 Aldrich, Dooli Johnson. N. 
Allen. Draper, Johnson, Ohio 
Apsley, Edmunds, oy, 
Arnold, llis, Ky. em, 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, 
Babcock, 08, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Lefever, 
arnes, Fletcher, Linton. 
pee Porman 0 2 
Fya artlet! un vingston, 
D „ ate ea e 2 
tzhoover, ear, a A nodgrass, oover, ‘an, udens * 
Be Gillet, N. Y. — Berry, Gardner, cas, 
Bingham, Gear, Maddox, 
B ; Geary, Mahon, 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, 
Boen, Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ina. 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Marvin, 
Brattan, Grow, McCall, torer, Bowers, Cal. Graham, Medal. 
Breckinridge, Ky. — McCreary, Ky. Strong, Branch, Grosvenor, MeDannold 
Broderick, Hainer, McDannold, Swanson, Brattan, Grout, McDowell, 
Bro Harmer, McDowell, Sweet, Breckinridge, Ky Grow, Meiklejohn, 
Broderick, Hager, Mercer, 
Brosius, Ha 5 Milliken, 
Bundy, Harnier, Moon, 
Bunn, Harter, Morse, 
Burnes, Hartman, area fi 
pde; N Burrows, Haugen, Mu J 
e Henderson, Iowa Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. | Cabaniss, Heiner, Newlands, 
endrix, Northway, Van Voorhis, Ohio. | Caldwell Henderson, Ul. Northway, 
Clarke, Ala, Hepburn, th’ Wadsworth, Cannon. III. Henderson, Iowa Payne, 
Hermann, Page. Wanger. Chickering, Hendrix, Perkins, 
Cogswe Hicks, Payne W Childs, Hepburn, Phiistps, 
ilborn, Cockran, ermann, Pickler, 
Conn ines, Cogswell, Hicks, Post, 
Compton, gi Powers, 
5 tt. ice, 
feng Gousind, Holman, s 
kins, n. Hooker, N. X. dall, 
zurtis, Hopkins. III Ray. 
mk, Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, 
Davey, Johnson, Ind. Ray. Wright, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas are 
Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, Wright, Pa. 171. and the nays are 1. No quorum has voted. 
paige SRD, ONG SERA, Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. 
The question being taken, 


-So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
resolutions called up by the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. PAT- 
TERSON], against which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
raises the question of consideration. The question is: Will the 
House proceed to consider the resolutions? Upon this question 
the bey and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call 
the ro 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 1, not 
voting 180; as follows: 


Mr. REED. 


Abbott. Cadmus, Cornish, Everett, Baker, Kans 
, Alexander, ~ Caminet' Covert, Fielder, Baldwin, 
Bailey, Campbell, Cox, Geissenhainer, Bankhead, 
Baker, Kans. on, Crawford, Goldzier, Bartlett, 
Baldwin, Capehart, Culberson, Gorman, Barwig. 
th. Cummings, Grady. Bell, Colo. 
z Catchings, Daniels, res Bell. Tex. 
Bell. Colo. Causey, Davis, Grimn, Black, Ga. 
Bell, Tex. cy De Armond, Haines, Bland, 
Black. Ga. Clarn, Mo. De Forest, Hall. Minn. Boatner, 
d. Clarke, Ala. Denson. Hal. Mo. n, 
Cobb, Ala. Dinsmore, Hammond, Bower, N. C. 
— E 85 enor Donon Arria; Beockinridg Ark 
je movun, rec. e. 
Bretz. Coffeen, Dunn, Hatch, Bretz, 
Brickner, Conn, Dunphy, Hayes, Brickner, 
Brookshire, Coombs, Durbo: 3 eard, Brookshire, 
Brown, Cooper, Fla. English, Henderson, N. C. Brown, 
Bryan, Cooper, Epes, Hines, Bryan, 
Bynum, Cooper, £rdman, Hooker, Miss. um, 


that the ayes seem: 
Mr. REED. Iask for a division. 
Tho House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 44, 


to have it. 


I demand tellers. 


Caminetti, 
Camp 
Cannon. 


YEAS—168. 
Culberson, 


Geisse' 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines, 


peg 1 move a call of the House. 
the Speaker pro tempore announced 


Mr. PATTERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 6, not 
voting 178; asfollows: 


seas Ritchie, 
A Robbing, 
ef Mi Robertson, La. Taylor, Ind. 
Marshal Oates Scher 5 
Marshall, Oates, rmerhorn, Tracey, 
Meorear’ Ky Sach alte, Sibley Turner, Ga. 
ath w: v. er, 
McCulloch, 0. Sim 8 
e Paschal, Sipe, Tu 
McEttrick, Patterson, Somers, Tyler, 
McGann, Paynter, Springer, Washington, 
McKaig, carson, S Weadock, 
McKeighan, Pence, Stevens, Wells, 
McLaurin, Pendleton, Tex. Stockdale, ‘Wheeler, Ala. 
McMillin, Pendleton, W. Va. Stone, W. A. Whiting. 
McNagny, Pigott. Strait, Williams, III. 
McRae, Richards, Ohio Straus. Williams, Miss. 
Meredith, Richardson. Mich Swanson, Wolverton, 
Meyer, Richardson, Tenn. Talbert, S. C. Woodard. 
NAYS—4. 
Chickering, McCleary, Minn. Wanger, Woomer. 
Lacey, Stone, C. W. 
NOT VOTING—178, 
Adams, Ky. Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Ray, 
Adams, Pa. Doolittie, Houk Rayner, 
Aitken, Draper, 
Alderson, Edmuu: Hull, Reilly, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. _ Johnson, Ind. yburn, 
llis, Oregon Johnson. N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, oe, Johnson, Ohio Rusk, 
Fielder, Joy, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Fithian, Kem. Russell, Ga. 
Fletcher. Kiefer, R. 
Baker, N. H. Forman, 223 Scranton, 
Funk, Lefever, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Funston, Linton, Shaw, 
Fyan, e, Sh 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Livingston, Sickles, 
> ar, a l 
Bing eary, Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Black, II Gillet, N. X. Lucas. S 
Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Mahon, Stone, Ky. 
h, Graham, Marsh, torer, 
Brattan, n, Martin, Strong, 
, Ky Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Sw 
Broderick, Grout, McCall, Tarsney, 
us, row, MeDannold, Tawney. 
Bundy, A McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
B Hafner, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Burn Mercer, Upde; 
Burrows, Harmer, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Harris, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cadm Harter, Moon, Wadsw 
Caldwell, Har Morse, Walker, 
non, Haugen, Murray, Warner, 
Heiner, Mu er, 
Henderson, II. Newlands, ~ Wever, 
Cogswell, Henderson. Iowa Northway, Wheeler, III. 
Compton. Hendrix, Payne. N 
ps 4 3 — —— ins, 9 anae Ohio 
usins, ermann, ips. 
n. Hicks, Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, Kans. Hilborn, Post, 
Curtis. N. V. Hitt, Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Daizell, Holman, Price, t. 
Davey, Hooker, N. X. Quigg. 
Dingley, Hopkins, III. all, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded tocall the roll; when the following-named 
members f. to answer: 


Aitken, Curtis, N. V. Hermann. Powers, 
Alderson, Dalzell, Hicks, Price, 
Apsley, Davey, Holman, Randall, 
Arnold, Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, 
Babcock, Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Reilly, 
Barnes, Draper, Houk, Richardson, Mich. 
Beitzhoover, Edmunds, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, 
Try, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Russell,Ga. 
n Enloe, em. yan, 
Black, III. Fielder, Lapham. Settle. 
thian, Layton, Sherman, 
Boutelle, Fletcher, Lefever, Sickles, 
Bower, N. C. Forman, % Si 
Brattan, Funston, Lisle, Snoigrass, 
äge, Ky. 5 Livingston, Storer, 
Bunn. Lucas, Strong, 
Burrow — Manon.” — 
Ws, 7 . wney, 
baniss, Graham, Martin. Ind. Taylor Tenn. 
Cadmus, Griffin, McDannold, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Mec Dowell, Wadsworth, 
com etti, Hen — SOND. hie op 
ancy, i en, ashington, 
Cockran, Haugen, Moon. Wever, 
Heiner, Mutchler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Gooner, Wis. Henderson, 3 3 Wright 25 
T, 0 . right, Pa. 
Grain, Hendrix, Pickler, i 


The first call of the roll being concluded— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DockERY). The doors will 
now be closed, and the Clerk will call the names of those who 
failed to answer on the first call. On this second call excuses 
may be offered. 

a oe panies of the absentees being called, no excuses were 
ered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this call 230 members have 
responded to their names. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER protempure. The question now recurs on the 
resolutions called up by the gentleman from Tennessee, upon 
which the question of consideration has been raised by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. On this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and will be again taken. 

Tue question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 0, not 
voting 190: as follows: 


YEAS—i@&. 

Abbott, Crawford, Latimer, Richardson. Mich. 
Alexander, Culberson, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Allen, Davis, Layton, Ritchie, e 
Balley. De Armond, Lester, Robbins, 7 
Baker. Kans. De Forest, Lockwood, Robertson, La. 
Baldwin, Denson, Lynch, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Magner, Schermerhorn, 
Bartlett, Dockery, Maguire, Shell, 
Barwig, Donovan, Mallory, Sibley, 
Beil, Colo. Dunn, Marshall, Simpson, 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, McAleer, Sipe. 
Black. Ga. Durborow, McCreary, Ky. Somers, 
Bland, McCulloch, S A 
Boatner, Epes, McDearmon, 
Boen, Erdman, McEttrick, Stevens, 
Branch, Everett, Mi Stockdale, 
Bretz, Fielder, McKaig, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, McMil Strait, 
Brookshire, Goldzier, McNagny, Straus, 
Brown, Gorman, McRae, S 
Bynum, Grady, Meredith, Talbert, S. C. 
Cadmus. Gresham, Meyer, ‘Talbott, Md. 

tti, Haines, Money, 
Camp! Hall, Minn. M > Tayior, Ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. Morgan, YYY, 
Capehart, Hammond, Moses, Tracey, 
Caru 3 Neill, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hatch, Q: Turner, Ga. 
Clark M Henderson, N. G 852 hwaite, Turpin, * 

. Mo. enderson, N. t 
Clarke, Ala. Hines. ler, 

Cobb, Hooker, Miss. arner, 
Cobb, Mo. n. Patterson. Weadock, 
898 tnan, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 

een, utcheson, ting, 
Conn. Pence, Williams, Miss. 
Coombs, Jones. Pendleton, Tex. Wise, 
Cooper, Fla. Kilgore, Pendieton, W.Va. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Ind. Kribbs, 1 Woodard. 
Cornish, Kyle, Y 
Covert, . Richards, Ohio 

NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—190. 

Adams, Ky. Daizell, Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, 
Adams, Houk, Reed, 
A a o S : 

erson, u urn, 
Aldri Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. inson, Pa. 
Apsley, Doolittle, Johnson, N. 

Draper, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 

Avery, Edmunds, Joy, Russell, Ga. 
Babcock, Ellis. Ky. Kem, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis. Oregon Kiefer, 
Barn: Enloe, Lacey. Settle, 
Bartholdt, Fi 3 Shaw, 
Belden, Fletcher, ‘ever, S 
Beltzhoover, Forman, Linton, Sickles, 

A Lisie, 

Bingham, Funston, Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Blair os Gardner, Loudenslager, 8 henson, 

. „ 5 p 
Boutelle, Gear. Lucas, Stone, G. W. 
Bower, N. C. A Maddox, Stone, W. 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. V. Mahon, Storer, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Marvin, N. V. Tarsney 
Broderick, Griffin, McCall, Tawney, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, McCleary.Minn. Taylor, 

ut, McDannold, 
Bundy, Grow, McDowell, egram 
unn, ger, McKeighan, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 

Burnes, Hainer, MeLaurin, Van Voorhis, 
Burro’ Hare, Meiklejohn, 
Cabuniss, Harmer, > Walker, 

well, Harter, Milliken Wanger. 
Chickering, Hauger — Waugh, 

ckerlug, augen, a 

Chil Heard, Murray, ells 
Clancy, Heiner, Mutchler, Wever, 
Cockran, Henderson, III. Newlands. w er, 

we Henderson, Iowa Northway, 
Compton. Hendrix. Payne. 

5 Hepburn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Philiips, W Wash. 
Cousins, Hicks, Pickler, Wilson, W.Va. 
Cox, Hilborn, Post, Woomer, 
Crain, Hitt, Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Cummin Holman, Quigg, W. 

Curtis, Kans. Hooker, N. Y. Randall, 
Curtis. N. Y. Hopkins, II. Ray, 
No quorum voting. 


The result of the vote was then announeed as above recorded. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that we will 
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not be able to secure a quorum of the House this afternoon. I 
desire to give notice, however, that to-morrow morning, when 
the House convenes, we will continue to press this case until it 

is finally determined: and with that statement I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 9 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII., Mr. MOSES, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Levans; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 636), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were referred 
as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. 
Walker and Surg. Gen. I. Rufus Tryon, of the United States 
Navy, to accept the decorations of the Busto del Libertador of 
the third class from the President of Venezuela—the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The bill H. R. 6419)for the relief of Richard M. Johnson—the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 

lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 6444) providing for the reduciion 

of compensations of persons in public service and for other pur- 
—to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6440) to amend section 10 of 
the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 6446) to incorporate 
the American College of Musicians—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a 
term of the Federal district court of the southern judicial district 
of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., toinclude the coun- 
ties named—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNPAY: A bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize the New 
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York City 
and the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. s 

By Mr. HALNER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6449) to establish 
and maintain agricultural experiment stations in Alaska—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H.R. 6450) to provide for the descent 
and distribution of real and personal property of intestatesin the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the J uaea. 

By Mr. TURPIN (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 151) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to lease certain lands 
in Oklahoma Territory for grazing purposes, ete., belonging to 
certain Indian tribes, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution to print the eulogies 
upon the Hon. William H. Enochs—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refer as follows: 

By Mr. BRANCA: A bill (H. R. 6451) for the relief of O. F. 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6452) for the 
relief of James H. MeGee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.CAPEHART: A bill (H R. 6453) for the relief of Joseph 
S. Henson to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6454) granting a pension to Cynthia Powell 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6155) for the relief of Tapley Beckwith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of William Seicks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENSON: A bill (H. R. 6457) for the relief of Mrs. 


Martha Stiff, of Cherokee County, Ala., for property taken for 
use of United States tt oe the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6458) to pay for certain paving in 
the city of Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY (by request): A bill (H.R. 6459) for the relief of 
John Reilly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill H. R. 6460) for the re- 
lief of Pleasant G. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill H. R. 6161) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Button, of Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 6462) for the relief of John 
Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRAUS (by request): A bill (H.R. 6463) for the relief 
of Henry Sibo—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6464) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth M. Brickell, late widow of John P. Law, a spe- 
cial agent of the thirteenth district of Illinois, provost-marshal- 
general s office, United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6465) for the relief of 
Rowland Ward, Company E, Fourth New York Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolution of Court Victory, No. 136, I. 
O. F., Chicago, together with petition of M. J. Quinn and 28 
others, urging the 85 of the Manderson- Hainer bill -to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Court Englewood, No. 47, and Kenwood 
Council, No. 1444, Royal Arcanum, of Chicago, together with 
petition of A. G. Lipsey and 62 others, of Calumet Council, No. 
6, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of citizens of the Sixth Ala- 
bama District, in favor of the passage of House bill 3188, for the 
punishment of train-wreckers—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON of California: Petition of citizens of Ven- 
tura, Cal., for Government telegraph and telephone service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of the members of the trades 
unions of the city of Watertown, Jefferson County, N. Y., in fa- 
vor of Government control of telegraph lines—to the Committee 
on the Post-Otfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the members of Root Camp, 
No. 282, Modern Woodmen of America, of Monticello, Iowa, 
favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE FOREST Petition of citizens of Litchfield County, 
Conn., for Feleral legislation in aid of State laws regulating 
the sale of imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petition of Charles A. Savage and others, 
of the Orange Valley Congregational Church, praying for legis- 
lation against the Honduras lottery—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oitice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN; Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union of De- 
troit, Mich., asking for Government ownership and control of 
the telegraph systems of the country—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Amalgamated 
Clothing Cutters’ Union, No. 4, of New York City, and other 
citizens, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Koads. 

Also, memorial of York Camp, No. 455, Modern Woodmen, of 
York, and a petition of Joe Greenwood and other citizens of 
Fairbury, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of citizens of Greenfield, Iowa, for 
a Federal act to enable the States to enforce State laws regulat- 
ing the sale of substitutes for dairy produce—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of St. Louis Branch, National Asso- 
ciation of Post-Office Clerks, for the passage of House bill 55, 
classifying clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Memorial of the 
North Carolina Press Association, for a national park in the 
State of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of members of Edward Walsh 
Garrison, No. 95, Regular Army and Nery Union of the United 
States of America, and citizens of the Third Congressional dis- 
trict of California, asking for the passage of an act to amend an 
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act of February 14, 1865, relative to the retirement of enlisted 
men of the United States Army and Marine Corps—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of Jay Buchwalter and other citizens 
of North Jackson and Tiger, Ohio, asking that the proposition 
to amend the preamble to the Constitution so as to recognize 
the Divine 425 and authority therein be submitted to the 
people- to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, pstition and resolution of Joseph A. Baur and 28 other 
residents of Canton, Ohio, and members of Canton Tent, No. 11, 
of Knights of the Macca , asking the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union of the 
city of St. Paul, Minn., protesting against increase of tax on 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. LOUD: Petition of the Pastors’ Union of San Jose and 
citizens of Saratoga, Cal., favoring such legislation as will pre- 
vent lotteries in the United States—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of R. B. Plotts 
and other citizens of Worthington, together with resolutions of 
Worthington Lodge, No. 65, American Order of United Work- 
men, favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Elbert L. Majors, of Arkadelphia, 
Ark., for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Pleasant G. 
Dicker and others, to have his military record corrected—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCKEIGHAN: Petition of 50 citizens of Dundy County, 
Nebr., and 13 citizens of Clay Center, Nebr., in the interest of 
fraternal society and college journals—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAGE: Resolutions of the Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, the Board of Trade of the City of Prov- 
idence, R. I., and the General Assembly of Rhode Island, ask- 
tagdor improvement of the channel through Conanicut Island, 
in Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, 8 8 of I. E. Conner and 66 others, citizens of Block 
Island, R. I., for further improvement of the Harbor of Refuge 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition of citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

oy REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of Cigar 
Makers’ Union and Plasterers’ Union, No. 16, of Detroit, Mich., 
in favor of Government control of the telegraph system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of J. H. Morgan 
and 40 other citizens of Sparrows Point, Md., praying Congress 
to pass the Manderson- er bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

= Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of Mrs. L. E. Larson and others, 
of Winona, Minn., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post Office and Fost-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of M. J. Cook, W. E. Rowe, and 22 
others, citizens of Allegan, Mich., asking for the passage of the 
Mande son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Mr. R. J. Ackly and 10 
other citizens of Marble Rock, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: ReSolution of Encampment 
No. 110, Union Veteran Legion, of Fausville, Ohio, praying for 
the amendment of the pension laws to permit the payment of 
service pensions and suggesting other modifications of pension 
laws, and recommending what is known as the Pensylvania serv- 
ice-pension system—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Castile, Wy- 
oming County, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition to Congress for a Christian amendment to the 
5 of the United States to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

ByMr. WASHINGTON; Petition of tobacco dealers of Clarks- 
ville, Tenn., asking that no tax be placed on the sale of leaf to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of George Howell, 
of Lauderdale, Ala., asking that his claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, petition of Mrs. M. E. Hall, administratrix of estate of 
John W. Hall, of Lauderdale, deceased, asking that his claim be 
referred tothe Court of Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. J. Barns, heir of Robert Wilkinson, de- 
ceased, of Lauderdale, asking that his claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Streeter, of Colbert, Ala., asking 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Ann E. Steenson, heir of Arthur J. Turner, 
N ol Colbert, Ala., asking that his claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James H. Bulls, heir of D. D. Bulls, deceased, 
of Lexington, Ala., asking that his claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Louis Hyde, of Tuscumbia, Ala., asking that 
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of the bar of 
Meridian, Miss., Clark and Kemper Counties, Miss., together 
with petition of citizens of Lauderdale, Noxubee, Winston, 
Leake, Neshoba, Newton, Scott. Jasper, Jones, Clarke, Wayne, 
Percy, Smith, and Covington Counties, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, to fix a term of Federal district court to be held at the 
city of Meridian, Miss., to include the counties herein named— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of George H. Mellen and 
14 others, of Springfield, Ohio, for the passage of House bill 
56, concerning salaries of post-office clerks—to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John Reising and 45 others, cigar-makers, of 
Springfield. Ohio, against increase of tax on cigars—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, March 28, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday and Tuesday was 
read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of February 19, 1894, the report of the in- 
vestigation recently made in regard to the appraiser's office at 
Boston, Mass.; which was „and, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 20th instant, the last report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon 
the introduction of domesticated reindeer into the District of 
Alaska; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Coeur d’Alene Indians in Idaho, providing for a change in the 
northern boundary line of their reservation so as to exclude 
therefrom a strip of land on which the town of Harrison and nu- 
merous settlers are located, accompanied by the draft of a bill 
to carry the ment into effect; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF THE FIVE NATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the secretary of the Choctaw Nation, forwarding a 
copy of an act passed by thatnation relative to the appointment 
of commissioners on its part to an international council of the 
five nations of the Indian Territory, and to meet the United 
States commissioners; which was read, and, with the accom- 
pany ing paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies of all 

apers and messages sent to Congress by the President since 
PEACY, 1, 1893, relating to Hawaiian affairs. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 7,000 extra copies 
of the fourteenth annual report of the Director of the United 
States Geological Survey. 


‘The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the town 
of Sunter. in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” ap- 

ved March 3, 1887; 

A bill S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; 

joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the settlement of the accounts of Special 

nts Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the 
Delaware Indians, ete.; and 

A joint resolution S. R. 37) to provide forthe printing of the 
History and Digest of International Arbitrations to which the 
United States was a party, and for other 5 

Tho message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill H. R. 2457) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney 
Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land in the State of 
Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utaha site off 
the ae domain; 

A bill (H. R. 4320) for the relief of Dollie E. Vedder; 

A bill (H R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clements's survey, 
numbered 336,in the Virginia military district of Ohio; 

A bill H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickins, of 
the United States Navy, to accept a decoration of the cross of 
naval merit of the third class from the King of Spain; 

A bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company to construct a bridgeover the Monongahela River from 
the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township; 

A bill (H. R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of the 
Red Cross: : 

A bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural Re- 
port for 1893; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for payment of sala- 
ries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal rev- 
enue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act of 
May 5, 1892, as amended by the act ef November 3, 1893; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 

the Mon hela River at Glenwood, Pa.; 

A bill H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams; 

A bill (H. R.1918) aut zorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; and 

A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented aresolution adopted by the 
Transmississippi Commercial Congress, held in San Francisco 
February 13 to 16, inclusive, 1894, favoring the settlement of the 
3 Hawaiian question by the annexation to the United 
States of the Hawaiian Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of George C. Maynard and 49 
citizens of Massachusetts; of E. A. Phinney and lọ other citi- 
zens of Cambridge; of W. L. Greene and 25 other citizens of 
Massachusetts: of Willard O. Ruggles and 29 other citizens of 
Boston, and of S. C. French and 23 other citizens of West Ded- 
ham, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. = 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of 11 citizens of Marble 
Rock, Iowa, praying thit fraternal society and ——— journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Union, of Lincoln, Nebr., pray for the enactment of legi 
tion for the better protection of American labor, the enforce- 
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ment of the law of domicile, and the restriction of immigration; 


which was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 66, Ancient Order of 
United Workm n, of South Omaha; of Lodge No. 250, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Gretna; of Capital City Lodge, 
No. 80, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Lincoln; of Lou 
Valley Lodge, No. 255, of North Loup; of Pawnee Camp No. 184 
Modern Woodmen of America, of South Bend; of 34 citi ens o 
South Omaha: of 144 citizens of Gretna: of 36 citizens of Lin- 
coln: of 69 citizens of Nebraska; of 74 citizens of Steele City; of 
50 citizens of Imperial; of 27 citizens of Lanham: of 34 citizens 
of North Loup, and of 50 citizens of South Bend, all in the State 
of Nebraska, praying that fraternal college and society journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, HALE presented the memorial of Fenderson & Cole and 
sundry other cigar manufacturers of Biddeford, Me., ani a 
memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No. 40, of Portland, Me., 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on cigars: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying that an appropriation of 810,000 
be made for the 2 of surveying routes for a ship canal to 
connect Lake Superior with the Mississippi River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented u memorial of Lodge No. 3, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders. of St. Paul, Minn., re- 
monstrating against the passage of House bill No. 2655, provid- 


ing for the free registry of foreign-built ships; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Eo also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 56, 
providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices, and fixing their salaries on a consistent and har- 
mouious plan; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Ro ids. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
St. Cloud, Minn., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
seat perenne tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the 

able. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry cigar manu- 
facturers of Aurora, Ll., remonstrating against an increase of 
ns „ tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. = 

He also presented a petition of United Council, No. 401, Na- 
tional Union, of Chicago, III., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
— was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a petition numerously 
signed by Indian war veterans, citizens and residents of the 
States of Oregon, Wushington, and Idaho, respectfully praying 
Congress to consider and enact a law granting to each one who 
served in Indian wars from 1845 to 1860 a pension, such as has 
been granted to the Mexican war veterans, and also a land war- 
rant for 160 acres of land. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Astoria, Oregon, praying thatan appropria- 
tion be m de to enable the Secretary of War tomake an exami- 
nation of the harbor of Astoria, Oregon, with a view of itd 
means for its protection and improvement; which was refer 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Flor- 
ence, Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $60,000 be made 
for the extension and protection of the work at the mouth of 
the Siuslaw Kiver, in Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Plasterers’ Operative Union; 
of Standard Lodge, No. 158, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men; of Cigar Makers’ Union; of Local Union No. 63, Journey- 
men Bakers and Confectioners’ International Union; of Lod 
No. &, Steam Fitters’ Union, and of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial 
Association, all of Detriot, in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the Governmental control of the telegraph service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Waterford: of 
Tent No. 63, Knights of the Maccabees, of an; of Tent No. 
676, Knights of the Maccabees, of Rollin; and of sundry citizens 
of Allegan and of Windom, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing that fraternal college and society journals be admitted tothe 
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mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittes on Post-Oitices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the A. G. Peters Salt and 
Lumber Company, of Eastlake; of William B. Rouse, of Bay 
City: of McEwan Bros. & Co., of Bay City: of Filer & Son, of 
Filer City; of the Union Lumber and Salt Company. of Stronach; 
of the Canfield Salt and Lumber Company, of Manistee; of the 
Midland Salt and Lumber Company of Mic: ; of George Lyon 
& Co., of Saginaw; of Metcher & Newter, of Saginaw: of the 
Ayers Lumber and Salt Company, of Saginaw, of the Fitch Salt 
Company, of Bay City; of the Walton Salt Association (limited), 
of pens of N. Holland, of Saginaw: of Dohen, Chapin & Co., 
of Bay City; of the Josco Brune Supply and Salt Company (lim- 
ited’, of Bay City: of Gebhart & Esterbrook, of Saginaw; of 
Wylie Bros. of Michigan; of the Gratwick, Smith & Fryer Lum- 
ber Company, of Oscoda: of the A. W. Wright Lumber Com- 
pany, of Saginaw, and of the Pere Marquette Lumber Company, 
of Ludington, all intheState of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented 853 petitions of orange and lemon grow- 
ers of Florida, praying for the enactment of such tariff legisla- 
tion as will enable them to overcome the differences between the 
value of labor in foreign countries and the United States; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of sundry warehousemen 
of Clarksville, Tenn., remonstrating against the imposition of 
a duty on leaf tobacco; which was ordered to liv on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Banner Tent, Na 5, Knights of 
the Maccabees, of Memphis, Tenn., and a petition of sundry citi- 
zensof Memphis, Tenn., praying that fraternal college and so- 
ciety journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Camp No. 1760, Modern 
Woodmen of America, of Clay Center, and the petition of D. B. 
Marlow and sundry other citizens of Bartlett, Nebr., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter: which were referred to the Com- 
mitice on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 143; 
of Journeymen Barbers Union, No. 141; of Union No. 373, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America; of Lincoln 
Typographical Union, No. 209, and of Capital City Lodge, No. 
810, Independent Order of American Mechanics, all of Lincoln, 
Nebr.; and the memorial of Prank Wagner, of Tremont, and 
William F. Meyer and 3 other cigar manufacturers of Omaha, 
Nebr., remonstrating against an increase of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also e ien a petition of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order of American Mechanics, of Omaha, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the 
inspection of immigrants by United States consuls; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of sundry owners and mas- 
tors of steam vessels of Pensacola, Fla., remonstrating against 
the passage of the propose: ten-hour law, relating to marine en- 
gineers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hillsboro 
County, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committze 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of St. Lucie River Assem- 
bly, No. 430, International Fraternal Alliance of Potsdam. Fla., 

raying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the m ils as second class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pensacola, Fla., and of sundry owners and masters of steam yes- 
sels of Pensacola, Fla., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No. 411, providing for the employmentof two engineers 
on all vessels navigating under steam for more than ten hours 
daily; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTON presented the petition of Mamie E. D. Quigg 
and sundry other citizens of Clifton Station, Va. praying that 
the preamble to the Constitution of the United States be so 
amended as to recognize the Deity; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a memorial of Gate City Lodge, No. 
32, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of 
Kansas City, Kans., „5 the passage of the 
so-called Fithian free-ship bill; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of T. T. Morehead, J. J. Ma- 
loney, Otto Talk, Paul Hauffman, and sundry other citizens of 
Leavenworth, Kans., and the memorial of W. D. Mills, A. F. 


Sheetz, H. P. Miller, and sundry other citizens of Shawnee 
County, Kans., remonstrating against an increase of the inter- 
nal-revenue tax oncigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 56, of Leavenworth, Kans., and a memorial of Cigar 
Makers’ Union and 10 others unions of Topska, Kans., remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

r. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Trinidad, Colo., remonstrating against the 2 of the Wil- 
son tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Astoria, Oregon, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the survey and improvement of the r at that 
point: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of Maccabses of 
Woodburn, Oregon, and a petition of sundry citizens of Oregon 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Olfices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Florence, 
Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $60,000 be mide for 
the extension and protection of the jetty at the mouth of the 
Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Dr. W. S. Nay and sun- 
dry other citizens of Underhill; the petition of George H. Brown 
and sundry other citizens of Riverside, and the petition of F. A. 
Lincoln and sundry other citizens of Riverside, all in the State 
of Vermont, praying for the enactment of legislation to enable 
the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substi- 
tutes for dairy products; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Pilgrims Harbor Council, 
No. 543, Royal Arcanum, of Meriden, Conn., praying that fra- 
ternal society and college journals bs admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of Frederick Becker 
and sundry other citizens of Russell, Ky., praying that action be 
taken by Congress to confine the Ohio River in its proper chan- 
nel at that point; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of B. W. Hardy and 42 other 
citizens of Maine, aud a petition of ¥ citizens of Vassalboro, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery 
traic; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 23, Ancient Order 
of United Workmen, ol Saco, Me., and the petition of James D. 
Bradbury and 30 other citizens of Saco, Me., praying that fra- 
ternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of A. S. Covel and 
sundry other citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against 
an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Con- 

ress of Dubuque, Iowa; and a memorial of sundry cigar manu- 
acturers of Davenport, Iowa, remonstrating againstan increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which wereordered tolie 
on the table, 

He also 8 petitions of W. R. Knight and sundry other 
citizens of Waverly; of Thomas Wolf and sundry other citi- 
zens of Watkins; of D. MeErlain and sundry other citizens 
of Dyersville; of C. H. Brann and sundry other citizens of Des 
Moines; of G. W. Laflor and sundry other citizens of Manning; 
of Noel Brazelton and sundry other citizens of Monticelio; of 
Fidelity Lodge, No. 12, of Independence; of Council No. 43, 
Northwestern Legion of Honor, of Des Moines; of Lodge No. 
72, of Dyersville; and of Root Camp, No. 282, Modern Woodmen of 
America, of Monticello, all in the State of Iowa, praying that 
fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-cluss matter; whisk were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Advance Council, No. 
76, National Pressmen’s Union, of Bridgeport, Conn., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental control 
of the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Ottces and Post Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
215; of Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter: 


mal Union No. 5194, 
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American Federation of Labor, and of Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union No. 15, American Federation of Labor, all 
of Lo rt, Ind., praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraphic service; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Presbytery 
of Pembina, the Methodist Episco Church of Grand Forks, 
and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Pembina 
County, all in the State of North Dakota, praying that the pre- 
amb:e to the Constitution of the United States be soamended as 
to recognize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also dens a petition of Typographical Union No. 186, 
of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for the governmental control of the 
telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the North Dakota Cattlemen’s 
Association, praying for the retention of the present duty upon 
live cattle, horses, and dressed meats imported into the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the tubie. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
4182, providing or an international conference to secure the bet- 
ter protection and care of animalsin transit; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for an exact record of the commerce on the Great Lakes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating inst the imposition of an in- 
come tax; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 85 citizens of East Liverpool, 
Ohio, praying that the preamble to the Constitution of the United 
States be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also 338 a memorial of sundry manufacturers of tin 
plate, of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against a change from 
specific to ad valorem duty on tin and terne plates; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Miami Valley Lodge, No. 138, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Day- 
ton, Ohio, remonstrating against the p eof House bill 2655, 
granting American registry to forecign-built ships; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also pronon a memorial of 38 cigar manufacturers 
of Springfield, Ohio, and a memorial of 20 journeymen cigar- 
makers of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of Wilmington Division, 
No. 224, Order of Railway Conductors, of Wilmington, Del., 
praying for the passage of an amendment to the interstate-com- 
merce act so as to prohibit the sale of transportation tickets by 
brokers, scalpers, or any unauthorized agent; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the imposition 

- ofan income tax; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Protected Home Circle, of 
Cleveland; of Philos Council, No. 390, Royal Arcanum, of New 
Philadelphia; of 44 citizens of Haselton; of 16 citizens of Cleve- 
land; of 17 citizens of Toledo, and of 29 citizens of Cleveland, all 
in the State of Ohio, praying that fraternal society and college 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of 13 citizens of Painesville, 
Ohio, and a memorial of 10 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, remon- 

_ Strating against an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 491 citizens of Mahoning 
County, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill, the reduction in the tariff on iron, the placing of cot- 
ton ties, coal, and iron ore on the free list, and against the sub- 
stitution of ad valorem for spears duties on iron, ete.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 4, 
of Cincinnati; of 47 cigar manufacturers of ak Fe of 43 

ar manufacturers of Zanesville; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
115, of Ohio: of 10 cigar manufacturers of Belmont; of Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 96, of Akron; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
43, of Urbana; of the Central Labor Union, of Zanesville; of 
Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 35,of Dayton; of 63 citizens of Hamil- 
ton, and of 54 cigar manufacturers of Newark, all in the State of 
Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue 
tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 4182, pro- 
viding for an international conference to secure the better care 
and protection of animals in transit; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 118, Union 
Veteran iE: of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Pennsylvania pension bill, regulating the pay- 
1 of pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a posen of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for a comprehensive and exact method of compiling sta- 
tistics relative to the commerce on the Great Lakes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Division No. 299, Order of 
ee of Lima, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of transportation tickets by 
brokers, scalpers, or any unauthorized agents; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
19th instant, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and con- 
sular F bill, reported it with an amendment and 
moved that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, with the accompanying letter from the Acting 
Secretary of State to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for 
completion of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of 
Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory 
and supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the Dona- 
tion act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on 
said lands, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed aad re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, with the accompa- 
nying letter from the Engineer Commissioner of the District of 
Columbia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the letter of the Secretary of the Nav answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of January 24, 1894, with respect to 
Paymaster Robert B. Rodney, United States Navy, asked to be 
discharged from its furtber consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 744) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and 
wife, of Oregon, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN. from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
Wo tcort February 21, 1894, intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, providing for the erection of a building 
and the purchase of a site thorefor for the use of the Western 
High School, reported it favorably, submitted a report thereon, 
and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1717 to authorize the appointment of women as public 
school trustees in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1649) l for the survey of the land 
described in the grant to the Willamette Valley and Cascade 
Mountain Wagon Road Company, in the State of Oregon, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 599) for the relief of the residuary legatees 
of Mark Davis, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1289) for the relief of Sophia Miller, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1680) to more effec- 
tually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia, reported it 
with amendments, 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 829) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Cyrus Payne, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, ” 


1894. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (H. R. 4858) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1809) to correct the mili- 
tary record of and grant an honorable discharge to Michael 
Mahar; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1810) for the transfer to the 
Department of Agriculture of the Bureau of the United States 
Geological Survey; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1811) requiring elevations and ad- 
ditional topography to be taken in all public surveys in arid or 
mountainous country; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 1812) for the relief of 
Walter S. McLeod: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. MITCHELL o! Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1813) provid- 
ing an additional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART. Lintroduce a bill and ask that it be twice 
read, and that it lie on the table for the present. 

The bill (S. 1814; to provide for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver, was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1815) to confirm 
the John H. McIntosh grant in the State of Florida; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to state in reference to the bill I have 
just introduced by request, that I have no connection with the 
measure beyond its introduction by request. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1816) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Meigs; which was read by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. “ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1817) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to enforce the production in court of certain papers 
and accounts kept in the Post-Office e and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1818) for the relief of Isaac A. 
Meyer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1819) to establish in the 
Department of Justice a bureau of identification of criminals; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1820) granting a pension 
to T. R. Le Tellier; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1821) granting a pension to 
Matilda Witt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr ALE introduced a bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to 
Archelaus Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1823) to amend section num- 
bered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relatin 
to mining claims; which was read twice by its title, and refer 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1824) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims and for the relief of Samuel Fitz- 
hugh, administrator of Henry Fitzhugh; which was read twice 
by ite title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 8 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to 
Emily Minerva Van Der Veer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. DOLPH. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may 
be read twice and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. It consists of only a half dozen lines and I ask that it be 
read once in full, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 71) declaring the Clayton-Bulwer 
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treaty to be no longer in force was read the first time 2 
title and the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in ade fod assembled, That the convention concluded April 19, 1850, 
and protlaimed July 5, 1850, between the United States and Great Britain, 
relative toaship canal by way of Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito 
coast, or any part of Central America, commonly known as the “ Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty," is no longer in force. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
zorre to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. : 
* Mr. SHERMAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil 1 N bill; which was 
iene to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr, ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundrycivil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil r bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re- 
screen the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

p Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed b 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was refer 
to the Committee on . and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
orreen the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 3 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the pension appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE, 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruction and ex- 
termination of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian this- 
tle or Russian cactus, technically Salsola kali tragus; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 


FLAGS OF MARITIME NATIONS. 


Mr. MCPHERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed from the plates now in the possession of the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion, Navy Department, 5,000 copies of the Flags of Maritime Nations, of 
which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy De- 
partment, to be used on board of vessels of the Navy, and for sale at the cost 
of paper and printing, in accordance with section 432 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. d 

REMOVAL OF SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which 


was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 500 additional copies of Report No. 279, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session, relating to the removal of the Southern Ute Indians, be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


CONDITION OF TRADE IN INDIA, RUSSIA, ETO. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Isubmita resolution and ask for its im- 


mediate consideration. I will state that the Senate adopted a - 


similar resolution on the 9th instant, except that the inquiry was 
directed to the Secretary of State, while this is addressed to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. : 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution which I ask be read and 
ordered printed, and that it lie over under the rule. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Financa be. and it is yet A instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or 3 the secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such — in future without express authority by act ot Congress first had 
and obtained. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 4 


Resolved, That the Secretary ot the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate, at his earliest possible convenience, answers to the 
following inquiries according to the best information now in his Depart- 

t: 


ment: 
First. Whether any — has been made in the weight, fineness, or other- 
wise, in the legal - tender value ot the coined silver money used by the 

of India, Russia, or the Argentine Republic, for the transaction of their do- 
mestic business, and if so, when and to what extent, and by what authority 
of law during the past twenty years. 

Second. ther okay for the chief products of said countries, like 
wheat, cotton, etc., have advanced or declined in their prices when ex- 
changed in their home markets for the le tender silver or paper money 
— common use among their people, and ifso, how much during the past 

wenty years. 

Think Whether the production, export, or the manufacture of the prod- 
ucts of said countries have increased or decreased, and if so, how much in 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills and joint resolutions were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney 
Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land in the State of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utah a site 
off the public domain—to the Committee on Public Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 420) for the relief of Dollie E. Vedder—to the 


for the four years between 1872 and 1877, as compared with like averages be- 
tween 1888 and 1893, as a basis on which to answer these inquiries. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO SUGAR. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was 85 by unanimous consent, and agreed to: f Committee on Pensions. 


The bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the 
ved, Tha Secretary Interi x he is hereby, directed : 
Fearne the —.— at his 8 ee Wheeler she S General Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Olements s sur- 
refineries, or persons, or corporations, or of them, en refining vey, numbered 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio—to 


8 in the United. States, have complied with the provision of sections 15 | the Committee on Public Lands. 
f act ot March 1, 1889, entitled An act to vide for the 5 “3 
FFV 3 ot | The bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. 


the Interior Department in relation thereto, or have made answer to the | Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the 
Tennessee River at Clifton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

The bill (H. R. 5276 to authorize Commander F. W. Dickins, 
of the United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the Cross 
of Naval Merit of the third class from the King of Spain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. e, 

The bill H. R. 5326) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of 
the Red Cross—to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural 
Report for 1893—to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 145) providing for the payment 
of salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of inter- 
nal revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion 
act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


COST OF PRODUCTION OF GOLD AND SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. STEWART. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

Tue resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10.000 copies of 
Senate Report No. 1310, second sesson, Fifty-second Congress, being the 
report of the Committee on Mines and Mining on the cost of the production 
of gold and silver bullion. A 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave hadan estimate made of the cost of 
printing this report, and I find that 15,000 copies could be printed 
within the limit of 3500 allowed bythe rule. Lask for the print- 
ing of 10,000 copies. I am receiving frequent requests for copies. 

fir. COCKRELL. The resolution will have to go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ian in accord with the desire of the 
Senator from Nevada to have this decument printed. I think 
it is a report of great value. But under the rule the resolution 
must go to the Committee on Printing. I have no question but 
that it will be favorably reported, but it must be referred under 
the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


LABOR UPON PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Reaolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence between the Stan of 
Wer and the Chief of Engineers and engineers in charge of works of public 
improvement being prosecuted ty the General Government relating to the 
dischzrge or employment of Individuals upon such works where such dis- 
charge or employment has been ordered against the recommendation of the 
local engineerin charge, and that the Secretary of War aud the Chief of Engi- 
neers be directed to report whether in their opinions the discharge and em- 
ployment of subordinate officers and laborers upon works of public im- 
provement should be mado for political reasons. 


INDIAN AGENCIES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I submit a resolution and ask that it 
may be now considered. I will state, before it is read for infor- 
mation, that the resolution, while not reported by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, has the approval of all the members of 
that committee, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Se f the In directed 
Senate ie names of ail indian agents, giving me msation af each, his | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

n £ us at Mey. 1 
show whother said Indians at cach agency are supported in whole or in part 9 5 joint resolution was considered 
moneys are paii to them, and whether any of the Indians have aran lands m Ornate a 2 Whole. a Asaa ES 
y sr report ə joint resolutian was rəpor to the nate ut 
t à a 
Servis af aatia sents 84e wiles of eam, and ane | amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
reasons therefor, passed. 


TRANSFER OF FURNITURE. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of 
furniture and ts to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
at length for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr.PLATT. LIshould like to have the resolving clause read. 

Mr. BERRY. I object to the joint resolution for the present. 
Let it go over. I have been waiting here for some time to call 
up another measure, and I ask that the joint resolution may 

o over. 
g Mr. CULLOM. May I Soppor to the Senator from Arkansas 
to withdraw his objection? I think there will bə no discussion 
on the matter. 

Mr. BERRY. If there will be no discussion upon it, I shall 
not object. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a very important matter, relating to a 
question of removal on account of the danger in the old build- 


"Kine VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the re- 
solving clause of the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read as requested. 

Mr. PLATT. It is all right. 


1894. 


CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following report, which was 
read: 


The committee of conference on the dis: votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate to print for the use of Co 6,000 copies of all 


by the President since 


rs and messages sent to Congress by ‘anuary 1, 
Tous. rela to Hawaiian affairs, having met, after full and free conference, 
have torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 


as follows: 
That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment. 
A, P. GORMAN, 


k M. W. RANSOM, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
ConJerees on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
WILLIAM M. McCKAIG, 
CASE BRODERICK, 
Conf erees on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. GORMAN. No action by the Senate is necessary on the 
report. 

2 SIMULATION OF COINS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over froma previous day, which will be 
read 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHER- 
MAN on the 22d instant, as follows: 

Resoived, That the Committee on the Judiciary is instructed to examine 
and Led seer whether the simulation of coins of the United States by coins of 
the weight, metal, and fineness. except as authorized by law, is made 
criminal by the acts de and pi ng the counterfeiting of coins of 
the United States, or of other countries, and if not to report a bill to pre- 
vent and punish such simulation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. A 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the law on thissubject is as 
ery ae specific as human ingenuity can devise. Section 5457 
of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

Suc. 5157. Every 1 Tao falsely Prac forges, or 8 = 
causes or to be falsely made, forged, or counterfe: or Willing! 
aids or assists in falsel 0 5 
in resemblance or s tude of the gold 
been. or hereafter may be, coined or stamped at the mints and assay offices 
of the United States, or in resemblance or similitude of any Ero id or 
silver coin which by law is. or hereafter may be made, current in the United 
States, or are in actual use and circulation as money within the United 
States, or who passes. utters, publishes, or sells, or attempts to pass, utter, 

blish. or sell, or bring into the United States from any foreign place, or 
in his possession any such false, forged, or counterfeited coin or bars, 
knowing the same to be false, 2 or counterfelte., shall be punished by 
a fine of not more than . 0%, and by imprisonment as hard labor no} more 
than ten years. 


Mr. VILAS. Before the Senator from Nevada sits down I 
shona like to haye him read a later section, which is still 
iner. 
“a Mr. STEWART. The section I have read is plain. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Suppose it is plain, it can not hurt any- 
thing to let the resolution goto the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. VILAS. Task the Senator from Nevada to read section 


5461. 
Mr. STEWART. I will read section 5461. It is as follows: 


SEO, 5461. Every person who, except as authorized by law. makes or causes 
to be made, or utters or passes, or attem to utter or pass, any coins of 
gold or silver or other metal, or alloys of metals, intended for the use and 
Btateso of currentmoney. whether in the resemblance of coins of the United 

tates or of fore countries, or of original design, shall be punished by a 
„ than $3,000, or 5 
or „ 

This question has been carefully studied, and the language of 

the statute was made very exact. There can be no doubt about 
the law in regard to the whole subject, that it is a criminal 
offense to make these silver dollars; but the introduction of the 
resolution calls to mind the fact that the Government of the 
United States has abdicated the power conferred by the States 
upon the General Government to coin money of gold and silver. 
ecrimeis not looked upon with the same horror, and is not con- 
demned by the pane sense of the world as it would have been 
if the other crime had not been committed which proposes to 
destroy one half of the world's money. 

In proof of this, to show that it does not strike the people as 
a crime, I will read a letter from a late distinguished member of 
ee how this proceeding struck his sense of moral 
r t: 

EDITOR Post: I see by the that > tl — 
at Omana kare recent ͤ mute of alee Aan ovat Gane 
‘000. ‘They are exactly coined in Philadelphia, New 
2 5 no N They contain preckesly t th — erected aah Caters 
3735 ͤ TTT 

0 Tve t oft overnment to t 
a tlemen.” and send them io the penitentiary for coining these Gollare: 
asanare the parties at Philadelphia, Gan Pansies aod Noe Onna 
an 
doing exactly the same thing, and greatly oblige, a rao 
C. B. FARWELL. 


OHICAGO, March 21. 
Ihave noticed in the public press sentiments similar to those 


mment not more than five years, 
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from every part ot the country. Is it not time for Congress, that 
has created the temptation to make thes> dollars, to resume its 
prerogative and perform its functions under the Constitution 
and furnish the coins of the Constitution to the people? 

This matter has frequently been discussed in relation to India, 
The counterfeiting of rupees is carried on there with the knowl- 
edge of the English Government. The rupee is so sacred among 
the inhabitants of India that the English Government hesitates 
to interfere with its coinage. In fact some of the nobles or 
princes of India have been in the habit of coining on their own 
account. They have had that privilege, and it has not been 
taken from them. 

The striking down of the silver money, which is the money of 
the people, is contrary to the moral sense of the civilized world, 
and although we have ample law upon our statute books it can 
not be enforced against the public sentiment of nations; and 
such counterfeiting will go on. 

There was no motive previous to the demonetization of silver 
to make dollars the exact equivalent of the standard dollar, 
There was no profit in making them unless a cheaper metal was 
put into the dollar, and then it could be detected by the weight 
or assay, and the persons who passed it would be guilty because 
they would have guilty knowledge. - But whenever dollars with 
the exact weight and fineness of the standard dollars and the 
exact conformation of the standard dollars are in the hands of 
the people they are unable to distinguish them, and it is a her- 
culean task that is attempted to enforce the law. We have 
plenty of law, but the enforcement of it is going to be very ditti- 
cult, and itis a strong argument in favor of the United States 
resuming its function and doing its duty, because the peers 
need this money. The country is suffering. There is universal 
distress not only here but 8 the world for lack of 
money, and taking from the people the money which they have 
had from time immemorial is a gross outrage upon the rights of 
the human race. It is not to be wondered that it is not looked 
upon as an act of moral turpitude when pee parties are doin 
what the Government ought to do, and undertook to do, an 
now refuses to do at the bidding of a known combination. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am inclined to think that under the ssc- 
ond section read by the SenAtor from Nevada, and which I also 
referred to the other day, probably the law already does punish 
as counterfeiting the simulation of our coins, but there has been 
doubtexpressed onthe subject. No doubtsuch coinage is going 
on, more or less—I hope to a small extent; but I think it woul 
be well enough for the Committee on the Judiciary to examine 
into the matter and report whether in their 5 any further 
legislation is necessary. In my judgment will probably 
find that the existing law is sufficient. The law of 1886 was 
passed many e 1 and before thesilver dollar had come into 
circulation, altho Ido not think that would e the appli- 
cation of the law; Í think the law applies to the silver dollar 
now as well as it ever did. Still, I think it would be very proper 
to have the matter inquired into, I hope, therefore, that the 
resolution will either be adopted or that it will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the resolution will be adopted 
and that the subject will referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary to make theinguiry. Notwithstanding what the Sen- 
ator from Nevada has said, it is exceedingly appropriate at any 
time to investigate the coinage act of 1873, or any of its provi- 
sions, which was passed while the Senator from Nevada was in 
the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. While the Senator from Nevada was. in 
the Senate!” I think I have sufficiently explained that matter, 
and the persons who were in the Senate with me at the time 
have sufficiently explained it. Ithink that when Judge Thur- 
man, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Conkling, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. VOORHEES, 
and all were ignorant of it, I can not be charged with the omis- 
sion of duty for not knowing what they did not know. I wasnot 
on the committee that prepared and brought forth the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not here then. : 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Iowa was not then in 
either House? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not. 

Mr.STEWART. Then his ignorance on the subject is ex- 
cusable. The American people were not taken inta the confi- 
dence of the parties who secured. that legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CHEROKEE FUNDS. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House jointresolution 144, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to receive the money arising from the sale 
of the Cherokee bonds. 


Mr. ALLISON. Let the joint resolution be read for informa- 


on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
at length for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (H. Res, 144) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to receive at 
the subtreasury in the city of New York from R. T. Wilson & 
Co., or assigns, the money, amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to 
the Cherokee Nation, and to place the same to the credit of the 
Cherokee Nation, as follows: 


Whereas, by an act of the National Council of the Cherokee Nation a) 
proved January 6, 1894, said Cherokee, Nation accepted an offer of R. T. WII- 
son & Co. to purchase, and agreed to sell and assign to said R. T. Wilson & 
Co., and assigns, the second, third, fourth, and fifth installments of the 
money, together with the interest thereon, from the 4th day of March, 1893, 
to be pald by the United States to said Cherokee Nation for the Cherokee 
Outlet, as provided by a contract made pursuant to section 10 of An act 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,” 
approved March 3, 1893, and in accordance with the provisions of said act of 

National Council of the Cherokee Nation the consideration for said sale 
and assignment, amounting to $6,740,000, was to be placed in the subtreasury 
of the United States in the city of New York to the credit of the Cherokee 
Nation, subject to the action of the National Council of said Cherokee Nation; 


an 

Whereas it is necessary in order to carry out said contract that authority 
be conferred to receive said money at the subtreasury in New York and to 
place the same to the credit of said Cherokee Nation: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, aud he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to receive at the subtreasury in the city of New York 
from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the said money so to be paid to said 
Cherokee Nation in consideration of sald assignment and to place the same 
to the credit of said Cherokee Nation. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senatorfrom Arkansas to take up the joint resolution which 
has been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, | copes to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire of the Senator from Arkansas 
whether the effect of the joint resolution will not be to require 
the Government of the United States to pay interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent upon this deposit? $ 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
has a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury on that subject, 
which he proposes to have read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we changed the rate of interest. I 
should be ga to know what is the effect of the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I gave noticə when the joint resolution 
was up the other day that I should offer an amendment reliev- 
ing the Government from all liability for any interest whatever 
on this deposit under any contingencies, because I am not willing 
that the Government shall be responsible in any manner for any 
interest upon this fund. Thereupon a letter was addressed to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and I hold in my hand the reply 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD], which fully explains the situation. In view 
of the contents of that letter, showing clearly that the Govern- 
ment will not in any manner be responsible for any interest on 
that fund, no matter how long it stays in the Treasury, I shall 
not offer the amendment I proposed. I ask that the letter may 


be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read the letter referred to by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washinglon, D. C., March 24, 1894. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23d 
instant asking for an expression of opinion as to whether any law exists 
which makes or would make the Government liable in any way for interest 
upon the deposit of money in the subtreasury at New York as contemplated 
in the joint resolution (H. Res. 144), a copy of which you inclosed. 

In reply you are informed that the object of the resolution as understood 
by this Department is to authorize the Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States at New York to open and keep an account with the Cherokee Nation, 
the same as the assistant treasurer at St. Louis has kept for many years 
under provisions of the act of March 3, 1875 (Statutes at Large, volume 18, 
part 448), which could not be done without further legislation, asthe 
act of March 3, 1875, authorized the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at St. Louis only to open such an account. 

No interest has been paid or claimed on the money deposited at St. Louis 
to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, and I know of no law which makes or 
would make the Government liable in any way for interest upon the deposit 
of money in the subtreasury at New York as contemplated inthe resolution. 


Respectfully yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon, N. C. BLANCHARD, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, this isa very important mat- 
ter, too important, I think, to be pushed through sorapidly; and 
therefore move that the bill, with the letter which has been 
read, with whatever accompanying papers there may be, if any, 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. : 
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Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not insist 
on that motion. If he does, I hope the Senate will not agree to it. 

This matter has been pending for a long time. The Chero- 
kee Indians, by one cause of delay and another, have been kept 
out of money to which they are entitled. They have sold the 
bonds referred to in the joint resolution, and the sale has been 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. The Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States has decided that it was a legal and 
proper sale, and that the bonds could be transferred. 

The only thing thatis in this joint resolution—and there is 
nothing in it but that—is that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may receive these funds in the Treasury or in any subtreasury 
of the United States until the Cherokee council can order them 
to be distributed amongst the Indians. The reason why this 
joint resolution becomes necessary—otherwise the money might 
be deposited in an ordinary bank is that in the contract made 
by the Cherokee Nation with Wilson & Co. it was provided that 
the Indian delegates should not receive the money, but that it 
should be received in the Treasury or some subtreasury of the 
United States. The Secretary of the Treasury does not think 
he has the authority to receive it, and he approves of this joint 
resolution. He simply wants the authority to authorize the 
funds to be so deposited, rather than to have them deposited in 
a private bank. 

As I stated before, the Indians ought to have had the money 
months ago. They have been waiting anxiously for it. There 
is nothing in the joint resolution but what I have stated. A 
large number of the Senator's constituents as well as mine are 
anxious that this transfershould be made. Thereis nothing be- 
hind it, as I before stated, save and except to give the Secretary 
o! the Treasury the authority to keep ths money for ten, twenty, 
ee ae days, until it can be distributed amongst those to whom 

t belongs. 
í I nore the Senate will dispose of the joint resolution and pass 
t to-day. 8 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not assert that there is 
anything behind the joint resolution that is improper; that isnot 
in my mind at all; but it seems to me that the . of 
the joint resolution is of sufficient importance to justify the 
scrutiny of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and from the sug- 

estions made by the Senator from Arkansas himself, [ am still 
urther confirmed in the belief that alittle further time ought 
to be taken in the consideration of this matter. [am not pre- 
pared to vote uponitatpresent. I do not understand—and that 
is the only thing in my way—why there is vis supplementary 
legislation 3 to protect the rights of the Indians or of 
any other oa hat being true—— 

Mr. BE Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator had paid attention to the read- 
ing of the joint resolution, he would have seen that it is nota 
proposition to protect the rights of the Indians. It simply pro- 

oses to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to receive and 
hola this money for the Indians until it can be distributed 
amongst those to whom it belongs. 

Mr. COCKRELL, By the nation. 

Mr. BERRY. By the nation. The contract that the Indians 
made with the parties to whom they sold the bonds, was that 
the proceeds should be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States. Therefore, there is no authority to deposit the money 
in a private bank. But for that contract, the money could be 
taken and deposited in any bank in the United States. That 
contract, however, exists, and the pending joint resolution is 
simply a permission to the Secretary of the Treasury to take 
that money and hold it until the council at Tahlequah distrib- 
utes it amongst those to whom it belongs. 

That is all there is in the joint resolution, and there has al- 
ready been too much delay about it. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs is thoroughly familiar with the ques- 
tion, and there is no reason why the joint resolution shoul go 
to the committee, and why it should not pass. It passed the 
House of Representatives without a dissenting voice. It has 
been thoroughly examined by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PEFFER. Still, Mr. President, I do not understand why 
it is that this joint resolution is necessary. There was an act 
passed appropriating a cərtain sum of money for the purchase 
of the possessor ae of the Cherokee Indians in the Outlet 

Mr. MANDE N. If the Senator will permit an interrup- 
tion, I should like to acquaint him with the fact, which I think 
it proper that he should know and that the Senate should know, 
that this joint resolution was brought to the attention of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs at its last session, when there were 
nearly all of the members present; I remember very well the 
chairman of that committee was in his place and there was con- 
siderable discussion as to the propriety of the joint resolution. 
m as to the act of the Indians 


Whilst there was a little criti 


1894. 
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themselves in making this haste to obtain their money, the com- 
mittee felt that was a matter with which we had nothing to do; 
that it was their money, and they could make such disposition 
of it in that regard as they saw fit; but I do not think there was 
any adverse criticism upon this andere method. So the 
joint resolution has received, certainly to that extent, the criti- 
cism and observance of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
think my statement will be carried out by the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. Has there been any action of the committee 
reported to the Senate on the question? 

Ir. MANDERSON. None whatever. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I insist on my motion. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, we purchased tlie Cherokee Out- 
let of the Cherokees and we agreed to give them for it some- 
thing over $8,000,000. Sometime prior to that purchase they 
had n leasing the Outlet and receiving $200,000 a year for it, 
but the Government cut off that lease, and now for three or four 

ears the Cherokee Nation has been deprived of any income 
fom the Cherokee Outlet; which has very much embarrassed 
them. A year ago we purchased the Outlet, and on the 3d of 
March, 1893, the Senate passed a bill paying for it at the time 
it was purchased. If the action of the Senate had been carried 
out, the Indians would have been paid this money in full a year 
ago; but the funds of the Government were quite limited, and 
the House of Representatives thought that the Government 
could not afford to make a present payment, and therefore di- 
vided the payments up into five or sixinstallments; that is, it 
de‘erred the payments for this land, and in conference between 
the Senate and the House of Representatives that was agreed 
to. But this provision was inserted in the appropriation bill: 

Provided, That it the legislative council of the Cherokee Nation shall deem 
it more SATIN ys ae pe to their people they may issue a loan for the principal 
anu interest of the deferred gn over ag ede said amounts of interest and 
principal to secure payment of such debt. 

Of course they wanted this money, and really, as it seemed to 
me, we ought to have paid it to them when we made the pur- 
chase, took the land, and opened it tosettlement, but we deferred 
the payments, and then we said the Cherokee Nation may issue 
a loan for this, and if it does it may pledge the amount of prin- 
cipal and interest to secure the payment of such loan, That is 
just what they have done. In their National Council in the law 
which provided for the issuance of the bonds to secure this 
money, they adopted this section: 

Sud. 4. That the Chorokee delegation shall not receive the money or any 
portion thereof on account of sail sa'o, trausfer, and assignment, but the 
entire amount shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States, or any 
subtreasury thereof, Lo tha crelit of the Cherokee Nation, subject to the ac- 
tion of the National Council. 

I think it was a very wise precautionary thing for them to 

rovide that when this money was paid upon this loan it should 
ba put into the Treasury of the United States. Such an amount 
of it as is not required for the payment of the already accrued 
expenses of their government has to be distributed among the 

eople, and there may be vosy mmi questions arising as to the 
distribution, who is entitled to it, ete., and it seems to me it was 
a very wise and pradent thing for them to an actin the 
Cherokee Council that the money raised upon these bonds should 
not be paid over to the delegation to do what they pleased with, 
and to be put where they pleased, but that it should be placed 
in the custody of the United States. There is no law which au- 
thorizes the United States to receive it, as I understand, and 
the object of the joint resolution is to enable the Treasurer of 
the United States to receive the funds and keep them until the 
Cherokee National Council shall direct what is to be done with 
them. This isa very simpie matter, and it seems to me a very 
proper matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to refer the pending 
joint resolution to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, to be added to the joint resolution as a proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution 
the following: 

Provided, however, That said assigned obligation shall not be exempt from 
the payment of taxes. 

Mr. BERRY. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Before that motion is considered, Ishould 
like to make a brief statement in regard to the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator desires to discuss the amend- 
ment, I shall withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the table is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the people who have purchased 
these bonds have managed to secure an obligation which exempts 


them from local taxation under the law of the United States, if 
this joint resolution passes. They have therefore secured prac- 
tically bonds of the United States bearing 4 per cent interest at 
$165,000 less than par. I think the amendment I have offered 
should be adopted, and that the purchasers of these bonds ought 
to pay local taxes upon these obligations the same as they would 
pay upon mortgages upon real estate. The reason that we are 
able to sell bonds of the United States bearing 3 per cent inter- 
est above par is because of their exemption from taxation; and 
these bonds would have sold ata premium which would be equiva- 
lent to 3 per cent interest if it had been understood when 
they were advertised for sale. It was not so understood, but by 
e unquestionably they are securing an obligation 
which is exempt from taxation, an obligation of the Government 
bearing 4 per cent interest at $165,000 less than par, because, 
though they paid $100,000 more than the face of these obliga- 
tions, the purchase carries with it accrued interest for one year, 
which amounts to 8265, 000. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, after full eonsider- 
ation and mature deliberation, the Senate passed alaw by which 
we agreed to pay the Cherokee Indians $8,000,000 for the country 
we bought from them a year ago. There not being money 
enough in the Treasury to pay for this land in cash, there was 
an agreement made, not in strictconformity with the agreement 
made between the Commissioners of the Government and the 
Cherokee Nation, that instead of paying the wholeof the money 
in cash, certain amounts of it should be paid in deferred pay- 
ments, in installments; but we provided at thesame time, know- 
ing the necessities of the Cherokees to realize on the money that 
was due them, that they should have the privilege of turning 
these obligations of the Government into cash. The proviso of 
the act of March 3, 1893, is as follows: 

Provided, That if the Legislative Council of the Cherokee Nation shall deem 
it more advantageous to their people they may issue a loan for the principal 
and interest of the deferred payments pledging said amounts ofinterestand 
principal to secure payment of such debt. 

These people are simply exercising an authority conferred 
upon them by Congress. They have made their arrangements 
for the raising of this money. They do not want, as was sige 
gested by my colleague, to have the money deposited in a pri- 
vate bank. ey have made an agreement with the men with 
whom they have made the arrangement to deposit this mone; 
in the subtreasury as affording greater security than a deposit 
anywhere else. 

No part of the agreement between the Cherokee Indians and 
these people comes under the supervision of Congress. It is 
simply a question to determine whether or not we shall allow 
these people to have their money deposited in the subtreasury 
where it will be safe until such time as the Cherokee Council takes 
action in regard to it. That is all there is of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

All other questions are irrelevant and have nothing whatever 
to do with this arrangement. We passed a law, and whatever 
rights these people have have been standing now for more than 
twelve months, and I can see no reason why the question should 
be complicated with any of these outside issues. Weare to pay 
this money with interest, and it is a matter of no concern to us 
whether we pay it to the Indians themselves or to other people 
who advanced the Indians the money, if it is satisfactory to 
them. 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota will 
be voted down and that the joint resolution will pass without 
amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I renew my motion to lay the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


The preamble was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1813) providing an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 


_ was referred the bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit 
judge in the eighth judicial circuit, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill S. 1478) providing for an additional cir- 
cuit judge in the seventh judicial circuit, and for other pur- 
poses, reporied it with an amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 4858) making ap- 

priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
earmam nt thereof, for the N of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with 
amendments. z 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
when he e ts to call up the bill for consideration? 

Mr. C I do not think it can be taken up this week, but 
Ishall call it up some time next week. There are some Sena- 
tors now absent who desire to be present when certain amend- 
ments are considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. Tunern in the chair). The 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 260) to amend an act sn- 
titled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the city 
of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and 
State of Missouri,” approved March 3, 1887. 

WILLIAM WGARRAHAN. 


Mr. TELLER. Task that the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business, being 
Senate bill 341, will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private. 


Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1891, the title of William MeGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not expect to occupy 
much time on the present occasion, having heretofore discussed 
the bill at length, but I wish merely to call attention to the al- 
most absolute 3 that the bill covers a fraud from the 
beginning to the very end. Mr. Gomez, a clerk in the commis- 
sary department, applied to the governor of the Territory for a 
pt of 3 leagues square. That request was referred tò the 

ocal officer, who reported that the land was vacant, and there- 
fore that there was no objection to the grant. That comprises 
absolutely the whole of any legal evidence that this claim ever 
existed —the min asked forit. When he presented the case to 
the commissioners who were appointed by the Government of 
the United States in 1871, and it was not presented by Gomez 
until newly two years thereafter, that commission, better quali- 
fied to decide the merits of this question than any other tribunal 
in the world, decided that he had no legal titlewhatever. From 
that he had the right to take an appeal. 

But, Mr. President, let us go back for just a moment. This 

t purports to have been made fifty years ago. In 1845 Gomes, 
a clerk in the commissary department, left that place and joined 
the Mexican Army to fight against the United States. If the 
Mexican Government ever gave him any valid title, would they 
not be likely to furnish him with the evidence that they had 
done so? Of course they would. Yet this man pretends that 
while he was gone to fight against the United States, owing to 
the disturbance at Monterey by the American Army, he had 
somehow mislaid and lost his grant. But one of the neighbors 
of this same Gomez, who had lived by him for twenty years, tes- 
tified that he had never heard of the Gomez claim. Is it likely 
that this man should have this stupendous grant of 4 square 
leagues, which the Mexican Government never would make un- 
less they hid some consideration, unless there was some distin- 
guished service performed? It is utterly incredible. 

We hve had this case before the Supreme Court five times, 
and every time when it has been considered upon the merits or 
up n any collateral issue it has been decided against Gomez or 
against McGarrahan, either one or the other. Yet it is pro- 
posed that this claim shall now be referred to a young and junior 
court, having far less exp2rienc> than the Supreme Court of the 
United States or the districtcourts, to decide upon the question. 
Evidently the eommissioners who were appointed by the United 
States, and who first heard the case, were better qualified to 
consider and investigate the merits of it than anybody else. 


But here again comes up another fraud. After Mr. Gomez 
had taken an appeal of the case to the district court he gave 
away one-half of it to the district attorney, one Mr. Ord. 
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W GEORGE. Who was attending to the ease for the other 
e? 

Mr. MORRILL. Who was attending to the case? He was 
the district attorney of the United States. ~ 

Mr. GEORGE. He was attending to the suit against Gomez? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. There is dly any spot in this case 
that is not fairly pock-marked with fraud. The first that I will 
read is an extract from the opinion of the Supreme Court: 

The claim of Gomez to this land has been decided in this court to be sig- 
nally fraudulent and void. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that from a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is from a decision of the United States 
Supreme Court, found in 9 Wallace. 

I read now from the report of a case in 3 Wallace. 

The person who had been the counsel of Gomez, one Ord, having become 
the representative at law of the United States as the district attorney for 
that part of California, entered into a bargain with Gomez to allow a re- 
versal, by the district court, of the decree of the board, and a consequent 
confirmation of the claim, on condition of receiving himself a portionof the 
land; which afterwards he did receive. By such an abuse and betrayal of 
his official trust, as the reporter understood the case, the decree above-men- 
tioned was obtained. 

By such an abuse.” 

So far as Gomez was concerned, therefore, whatever title he had derived 
no validity from the decree. 

The decree of the district court which had been so imposed 
spon by Ord. When the case came before the Supreme Court 
of the United States they indignantly rejected the decree of the 
districtcourt. They proceeded to consider it and then decided 
the case against McGarrahan. 

The next thing to which I call attention is the discrepancy in 
the boundary. In the expediente it is described by one term, and 
under the petition to which we are now to give legal validity it 
is described by another, and the two descriptions are very far 
apart. The land, according to one description, is in one county, 
and according to the other it is in another county. If any Sen- 
ator desires to see the map of it I will give him a chance to look 
atit. [Exhibiting a ron Itshowsa wide difference. It never 
was considered favorably by any Secretary of the Interior, 
whether it was Browning or Schurz or Chandler. By lookin 
at the map Senators will see that Schurz was right when he said 
that the New Idria Mining Company was at least 10 miles away 
from the claim of MeGarrahan. The map I have here is certi- 
fied to be correct, and it shows the precise boundaries of these 
twoclaims. And yet we are to be forced into a consideration of 
a bill where the descriptions fairly swear at each other. 

I desire to call attention to the terms in which evidence was 
admitted in this case. Of course, the United States can hardly 
produce any evidence in relation to the claim; but all of the ex 

Arte evidence on the part of this claimant under the pending 

ill receives an indorsement that will entitle it to be considered; 
that is, even a map is to be received which he never has 
proved to any court in the world was presented atthe time. He 
presented something at the time with his first application and 
then said he would provide another, But there is no proof that 
he ever exhibited the other map to anybody. It is provided in 
the bill that— 

The depositions and other . before said Board of Land 
Commissioners, or copies thereof, all depositions, proofs, testimony, or 
affidavits taken before any circuit or district court of the United States in 
the State of California. or the clerks of such courts, or any commissioner 
appointed by said courts, or before any notary public, or before any com- 
mittee of the Senate and House of 5 vos ot the of the 
United States, or of any map ord of record of any department of the 
Government of the United States, or of any act of Congress through which 
the boundaries set forth in said te and the title of said M rrahan 
to the said lands can be showa, protected, and established, or of any oral or 
written testimony or deposition or copies thereof, co said record 
touching said grant fromsaid Governor Manuel Micheltorena to said Vicente 
P. Gomez, or any patent or record of a patent for any portion of said lands 
in any of the departments of the Government signed by the President of the 
United States or by his private secretary authorized to sign land patents, 
etc. 

All this, whatever it may be, is made legal evidence to be 
introduced before the Court of Private Land Claims, to which 
this claim is to be referred. 

Mr. President, this claim seems to mea stupendous fraud. If 
anybody will read the four or five hundred letters which were 
written between McGarrahan and a lobbyist who was here for 

ears, by the name of Franck, he will see the reprehensible and 

mmoral means which were taken in order to lobby this claim 
through Congress, sometimes before one committee and some- 
times before another. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are those letters printed? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, they are ges They will be found 
in a report made by Mr. McDonald, then a member of the Sen- 
ate, and in another report made by Randolph Tucker in the 
House of Representatives—two lawyers whom nobody who has 
ever considered this case will regard as inferior to themselves. 

In that miscellaneous heap of matter it will be found that Mo- 


1894. 
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Garrahan has twice made an incorporated company under the 
laws of the United States, and there have been deeds made by 
him as the chief officer of that incorporated company to indi- 
viduals. Now he represents that that was a mere famil 
affair, but if he really has any title to be conveyed under this 
bill, how is it that the parties who have derived title from such 
companies can be divested of it by act of Congress? 

I omitted to read the testimony of Pacificus Ord in relation to 
his own guilt in connection with this case. I read from How- 
ard's Reports, volume 23, page 328. 

Afiant further says, that shortly thereafter, the court being then in ses- 
sion, the said Hartman, acting as counsel for said claimant, presented the 
sald case to the court by reading the petition for review, and the other papers 
and transcript in the case to the court for the appellant. That after so doing 
this aMfiant, acting for the United States, admitted in open court that in his 
opinion the claim was a valid one, and that in‘accordance with the rulings 
of the courtin previous cases the case should be confirmed. That there- 
upon the court ordered that the decision of the land commissioners should 
be reversed, and a decree of confirmatioa entered therein for clalmant. 

That is aboutas good as the story of the man who thought 
himself the biggest man in his State, and when he was ap- 
pro ched about it admitted it. 

Ol course I do not intend to consume much more time. I ask 
that the amendments which I offered on Thursday last be now 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments intended to 
be oered by the Senator from Vermont will be now read. 

The Secretary read the first amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by Mr. MORRILL, which was in section 3, line 32, after the 
vee ‘*forthwith,” to strike out the remainder of the section, as 

ollows: 


Ascertain in such manner as may seem to him the most certain and ex- 
peditious what tracts of land have n conveyed or Kaporo of by the Goy- 
ernmentto other persons than the said William McGarrahan, and for theres 
due of said land embraced within said boundaries shall issuo.a patent to the 
said William MeGarrahan, as hereinbefore provided. 


And insert: 


Cause a surve 
cor lunce with the 
tlement of titles to 


to be made of the tract of land aforesaid, under and in ac- 
rovisions of the act entitled An act to expedite the set- 
Us in the State of California," approved July 1, 1864, 


and upon the return and approval of such survey by him it shall be his duty 
to ascertain, in such manner as may seem the most certain and ex itious, 
what tracts of land, if any, within the boundaries so ascertained, have been 


conveyed and disposed of by the Government to other persons than the said 
‘William McGarrahan, and for the residue of said land embraced within said 
eS aha shall issue to the said William McGarrahan, as hereinbefore pro- 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I shall now read the state- 
ment made by a special examiner sent out to California to in- 
vestigate this matter, from which it appears that the records of 
Monterey County show the transfer by several of the original 
locators through divers parties to William McGarrahan; and 
there appears also a transfer to him from the Panoche Grande 
Quicksilver Mining Company, of New York, of a tract of land 
of 3,000 acres in a square form containing the Picacho quicksil- 
ver mine as near the center of this square as possible; and, 
finally, there is a transfer from William McGarrahan, dated 
July 26, 1866, of this same tract of 3,000 acres, including the 
mines, to sundry persons, for whom and for whose assigns & cus- 
todian was appointed. 

From the report made by Mr. McDonald it appears that on 
several occasions one party instructed the other to give a certain 
amount of anything he might receive for the stock in such com- 
pany to parties whom he designed to corrupt here in Washing- 
ton 


In relation tothe amendments which have been proposed by me, 
I ask that the letter I have received froma former Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, Mr. Burdett, of the firm of Burdett, 
Thompson & Law, may be read by the Secretary, showing that 
while McGarrahan undertook by ejectment to get rid of the New 
Idria Mining Company and failed in court, the title of the New 
Idria Mining Company has beenconfirmed by law. Mr. Burdett 
and his partners are now the attorneys of the New Idria Min- 
ing Company. They ob ect to having this large claim made a 
ju gment against the United States, and state that if it be well 

ounded they ought to pay for it. Of course they do not believe 

there is anv equity in it, and the courts have so decided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objectlon, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
(Burdett, Thompson & Law, attorneys and counsellors at law. Offices, 925 

F street. Post-office box %.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 21, 1594, 
DEAR SIR: 
2 0 * . R = * 


We are and for many years have been the attorneysof the New Idrfa Min- 
ing Company. The provisions of the panding bill (Senate 341) areso framed 
as to protect the property and interests of that company from any harm 
whatever should it become law. Nevertheless the proposals of the bill are 
such that its passage may resuit in taking out of the Treasury a great sum 
of money which, if due at all, should be paid by the company and not by the 
public at large. 


The company objects against being thus put in the wrong and desires us 
to voice its protest. Through all the years during which, at gesar cost, the 
ne. has successfully combatted the claims of William McGarrahan. it 
was iy fact defending the title of the United States toa tract of the public 
lands. The company was simply a locator of mineral lands, and 
eventually obtaining title thereto, under the laws of the United States. in 
precisely the same manner as all other locators have obtained their title. 

x y were hindered and delayed in securing their patents by the assertion 
of the claimant (McGarrahan) that the lands on which their location was 
made were a part of.a Mexican grant, and therefore not public and not sub- 
ject to disposal under the mineral laws, 

The controversies in the courts and in the Department of the Interior in 
which this contention was met and overthrown, were mainly fought out on 
the question of the validity of the alleged Mexican 1 

There was and is another question involved which the — anes 4 most 
strenuously insists would, if rightly solved, relieve it and the 1 or 
the United States from any So patie) of . even samaa be 
finally held that there was à valid grant from Mexico to Gomez, from whom 
theclaimant became the purchaser of an undivided one-half interest. 

When the claimant procesded to have the survey made which, by the 
pendingbill, heseeks to have declared final und valid, the act of June 14, 1860, 
(12 Stats., page 33) was im full force. 

it provided for the making of surveys of private land claims in California 
under the supervision of the court wherein coniirmation was had; for due 
publication of the fact that such survey had been made, and gave opportu- 
nity forobjectors to be heard. This was the appropriate act. 

But the claimant knew that there had been no fual judgment ot confirma- 

tion case, and that the court must therefore have rejected as invalid 
any survey he presented as not made of a confirmed claim, 

e therefore resorted to the act of June 2, 1862 (12 Stats., 410), which, as 
shown to a former committee of the Senate, he had aided to pass. That act, 
special and private in character, expressly provided that begs f survey made 
under it should be prima facis evidence only of the true location of the land 
claimed or granted. Under thatact the interested party selected the loca- 
tion to be surveyed; he furnished such dataashe pleased, and withheld such 
as it was not to his interest tofurnish. The evidence is also absolutely con- 
clusive that the deputy surveyor who performed the field work in this case, 
was furnished with a Mexican sketch map as belonging to the papersin the 
5 Grande or Gomez claim, which never had any 3 there- 


The survey thus made for the claimant has been twice bro t to trial. 
Once in California, where the supreme court of that State hela it to be in- 
valid (McGarrahan vs, Maxwell, 28 Cal.,75); and before the Secretary of the 
Interior in 1879, when it was found that the company’s mines never were 
mu the ae ot the alleged grant to Gomez. (Copp’s Land Owner, vol- 
ume 6, page 71. 

The ‘Gnivea States has never had its day in court on this question of the 
true locality of the Gomez claim. Surely the Treasury ought not to be held 
to payment until such trial has been had. The printed memorandum here- 
with suggests an amendment which if adopted will give such trial. It will 
Hele pet the claimant to such conditions only as every other like clainiant of 
lands under a foreign grant, without a single exception, has been compelle1 
to observe. 

Very respectfally, 


Hon. JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the second amendment I in 
tend to propose may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 3 by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘expediente,” in line 14, down to the 
word ‘ Provided,” in line 22, as follows: 

And that the survey made by the United States surveyor-general for the 
State of California and approved by said surveyor-general on the iich day 
of September, 1862, which survey was SES D; e Secre! of the In- 


terlor December 20, 1862, and is now on in the Genera! Land Office, shall 
be considered as forming partof the lands embraced within said boundaries 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, as I have stated, I regard 
this claim as a stupendous fraud, and I object that a bill should 
be brought in here which I think every lawyer in the Senate 
will say is steel-clad in favor of the claimant. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
by a full argument of the McGarrahan case. It is a question 
which hasbeen argued over and overagain before the Senate, and 
in the last twelve months has been passed upon twice by a fa- 
vorable vote of the Senate by quite a large majority; but I can 
not agree that the venerable and distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] shall make the charges he has madein 
the remarks which he has submitted without saying something 
in reply thereto. 

I suppose if there be one obligation more sacred than an- 
other, it is that arising under a treaty between two nations. 
By the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, made between the United 
States and the Kingdom of Mexico, for the empire derived 
the United States under that treaty the United States ente 
into certain treaty obligations, : 

Among those obligations was one to protect and defend all 
the property rights which the Mexicans had acquired under the 
Mexican Government before the treaty and cession were made. 
So, if the Senate becomes satisfied that Gomez, the assignor of 
McGarrahan, had a property right in the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, I take it for granted that there is not a Senator within 
the sound of my voice who would not hasten the action of the 
Government of the United States to carry out that 3 obli- 

tion and to repair the wrong which has been inflicted upon 

eGarrahan for the last thirty years. The initial step, there- 
fore. is, did Gomez have a grant from Governor Micheltorena, of 
UpperCalifornia? Ifhedid, then the treaty between the United 
States and Mexico binds this Government to stand by that prop- 
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erty rightof Gomez and to se that he enjoys it. The fact that he 
has been kept out of the enjoyment of that right for thirty years 
makes it all the more incumbent upon the Congress ot the United 
States to ses that the wrong which has been dona shall be 
righted, and that speedily. 

he initial question, I repeat, is, did Gomez have a grant? 
The distinguished Senator from Vermont says that the United 
Stites passed a law to carry out the treaty obligations and ap- 
pointed a land commission to go to California and to pass upon 
questions arising under the grants made by Mexico to her citi- 
zens before the cession of that territory to the United States. 
The distinguished Senator says that the land commission de- 
cided that Gomez had no title to this property; but the Senator 
did not, as he ought to have done, if he will excuse the remark, 
tell the Senate why that commission did not find a title in Go- 
mez to this land. He knows better than I can tell him that that 
land commission decided upon evidence before it that Gomez did 
have this grant; but they decided further that there was no evi- 
dence going to show that Gomez had ever taken possession of 
the land embraced in the grant. For that reason, and that rea- 
son alone, the land commission decided against the right of Go- 
mez to that grant. 

That action of the land commission established one thing cer- 
tainly, which has never since been successfully contradicted, to 
wit, that Micheltorena, who had the right to make the grant, 
did make the grant to Gomez of the Rancho Panoche Grande. 
That was established by that commission, and it never has been 
successfully assailed from that day tothis. They decided, how- 
ever, that not having taken possession under the Mexican grant, 
therefore the grant was invalid. 

About that time the celebrated Frémont case came to the Su- 
preme Courtof the United States, involving identically the same 
questions, in which Frémont proved that his assignor had ob- 
tained a grant, but had not obtained possession under the grant. 
The land commission decided against him as it did against Go- 
mez. Frémont had in the mean time taken the case to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court in that 
case, followed by a aumber of other cases of similar character, de- 
cided that possession wasa conditionsubsequent, and, therefore, 
did not invalidate the grant. They gave Frémontthe magnificent 
domain embraced in the grant, and the Frémontcase went back 
to California before the Gomez case came up on appeal to the 
district court in California. When that case camo up in the dis- 
trict court the land commissioners upon evidence had decided 
thata grant was given, the Supreme Court had decided that 
possession was not necessary, and so there was nothing to do on 
the part of the district court of California but to confirm the 
grant made to Gomez. I state now that the testimony before 
that commission was the testimony of several witnesses and of a 
aea many documents which bore upon the grant made to 

mez. í 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the distinguished Senator from Vir- 
ginia say that there was any grant before the commission? 

Mr. HUNTON. I mean to lay bəfore the Senate exactly what 
the evidence was. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lask whether there was literally the grant 
9 to be from the governor? 

r. HUNTON. I will answer the Senator with a great deal 
of pleasure and, I trust, with entire candor. 

hen the American forces under Frémont invaded Upper Cali- 
fornia and took possession, they took possession of the archives 
of the government in the custody of Governor Micheltorena, and 
it was for that reason that all the original papers under which 
Coma claimed could not be produced before the land commis- 
sion. 

Mr. MORRILL. But will the Senator, if he will allow me to 
again interrupt him, say that Gomez was a man at all likely to 
leave his private papers where they could not be obtained? 
Would he not take care of them when he went back into Mex- 
ico, or when he returned would he be likely to have left his pa- 
pers in the hands of others? 

Mr. HUNTON. The distinguished Senator said that Gomez 
was an officer of the government, and that this was a govern- 
ment Lane 

0 ORRILL. He was a clerk in the commissary depart- 
ment. - 

Mr. HUNTON. And it was upon that ground mainly that 
Gomez got his grant of the land. He was an officer of the gov- 
ernment of Governor Micheltorena; he was there asa part of 
that government, and his private papers were there with him, 
and the proof of it is that a large portion of the private papers 
of Gomez relating to this grant was afterwards found among the 
mass of papers taken possession of by the American forces on 
that occasion. 

Mr. MORRILL. Gomez was merely a clerk and not an officer 
of a military character, as I understand: 
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Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I state again that no lawyer 
has boldness enough, in my judgment, to undertake before a 
court or a jury to assail successfully the evidence upon which 
the land commissioners found that there was a grant of the 
Panoche Grande to Gomez. This case was reported favorably 
by a committee of the Senate in the last Congress, and has been 
reported again by a committee at this session, and I beg leave 
to call the attention of the Senats to the evidence l this 
grant: 


I. Tue deposition of Joss Castro, who filled the office of political chief of 
California, and was also prefect and commanding general, which states that 
Gomez, with whom he was well uainted, desired him (Castro) to inform 
him (Gomez) of a suitable place to petition for or secure, and that he recom- 
mended the Panoche Grande. 


There is the origin of the desire of Gomez to have the Panoche 
Grande. 


II. The petitjon of Gomez to Governor Micheltorena, March 13, 1844, re- 
questinga grant of the rancho. 


_ The recommendation of Castro was followed up by the peti- 
tion, which was found amongst the papers captured by Frémont 
from Micheltorena. 


III. A marginal entry made by the governor. March 14, 1844, on the petition 
of Gomez, that the proper secretary should cause the necessary investiga- 
tions to be made and make report. 

IV. A declaration of the same date, Manuel Jimino, the secretary, that 
the petition of Gomez had been transmitted to the first justice of San Juan, 
in order that he should report what would be just in the matter. 

V. The report of the justice, dated March 20, 1844, stating that the land 
was 5 and that there was no reason why the same should not be 
granted. 


All that is record evidence found after Gomez had filed the 
petition before the land commission. 


VI. A map of the land, fled in pursnance of the justice's repone 

VII. The atidavit of Valentine Gajiola, employed in the Presidial Com- 
pany of Monterey in 1848, showing that msz applied to him to make a 
Inap of the ranche; exhibited to him the title paper duly executed, and that 
he made the map as desired. 

VIII. The deposition of Joss Abrigo, the head of the commissary depart- 
ment, and resident in Monterey, proving that Gomez was a clerk in of- 
fice, and that, in 1845, he (Gomez) showed him a title to the land named, to- 
gether with a map of the property; that the papers were signed by the gov- 
ernor and secretary, and that he was well acquainted with the signatures of 
these officers, having often seen them write; that the archives in which 
1 5 papers were passed into the possesslon ot the American Army July 7. 


846. 

IX. The testimony of Abrigo, Dr. James L. Ord, a surgeon in the United 
States Army, and others, proving the destruction of the archives in Monte- 
rey, and the fact that suck destruction is generaliy admitted. 

X. The deposition of Oscar De Grandé Barque, stating that Gomez, in 
a showed him title papers for the rancho, and proposed a sale of the land 

o him. 

XI. The aMidavit of J. Marno Bonilla, secretary of the superior tribunal of 
justice in Monterey, stating that Gomez, in 1841, applied to him for stamped 
paper, to be used in procuring a title to lands; and that in 1845 he saw 
5 of grants of land, among which was that of Panoche Grande to 

omez. 


I beg the Senator from Vermont to note the fact that this wit- 
ness swore before the land commission that he had gone to the 
records of Micheltorena, and there among the land grants re- 
corded in the proper book he found the grant of the Rancho 
Panoche Grande made to Gomez. 


XII. The affidavit of Matias Moreno, secretary of state of Upper Califor- 
nia, stating that in 1846 he knew Gomez had obtained a grant for Panoche 
Grande, and that he saw the grant. 

XIII. The affidavits of Maricio Gonzales, José Fernandez, Gabriel de la 
Torma songum S. Escamilla, and others, tending to prove the existence of 
the nt. 

XIV. The statement of E. L. Goold, esq., before the Judiciary Committee, 
that he believed the petition of Gomez was a genuine document, and that 
he based his opinion on his knowledge of the ts and circumstances con- 
nected with the case of said Gomez against the United States, which in- 
volved the validity of the grant upon which this cased is based. Mr. Goold 
was of counsel in said case in opposition to the grant, and appeared asa 
witness before the committee on behalf of the opponini parties. 

XV. The grant by Governor Micheltorena, in the year 1844, to Don Julian 
Ursua, of the tract known as the rancho La Panoche de San Juan and Los 
Carrisalitos,” wherein the tract is described as being bounded on the south 
by the mine of “ Los las? and“ La Panoche Grande.“ 

XVI. Statement of Henry D. Cooke, esq.. that when he was in California, 
in the years 1847-48-"49, it was common report that Gomez had received a 
grant of a rancho near San Juan from the Mexican Government. 

XVII. In isis the board of land commissioners, at the hearing on the evi- 
dence, as required by the lawsof the United States, decided that Gomez had 
given satisfactory proof of the existence and loss of the grant. 


With that accumulated testimony before the Senate of the 
United States, I ask is there a Senator within the sound of my 
voice who doubts for one moment that Gomez had a grant from 
Micheltorena for the Rancho Panoche Grande? I say the man 
who doubts it is very hard to convince indeed. 

Mr. President, starting out with the assumption that Gomez 
had this grant, which has been recognized in a hundred cases 
by the Supreme Court of the United States to be a property 
right and to come under thé protecting privileges of the treaty 
between Mexico and the United States, I ask, no matter what 
delay has happened, is it not the duty of this Government to 
hasten the time when justice shall be done to Gomez and his as- 
signee? 

r. President, if it be so (and it looks to me like it was un- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3273 


questionable and could not really be questioned) that the Mexi- 
can Government did give to Gomez a grant of the Panoche 
Grande, is it not the duty of the Onited States to hasten to re- 
pe the wrong which has beendone him and his assignee in the 

t thirty years? Nay, more; no matter what decisions have 
been made, no matter how many adverse decisions of the Su- 
preme Court have been made, if the Senate is satisfied thata 

nt was made protected by the treaty, it is the duty of the 
fozislative department of this Government to override every- 
thing of that sortand do justice to these parties under the treaty 
obligations of the United States. 

But the distinguished Senator from Vermont says the Su- 

reme Court have decided that this case isnot right. I believe 
he went so far as to say they had called it a stupendous fraud. 
I have not time, in the limit which I have set upon the remarks 
I shall submit, to go into a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in Esso cases, but I desire to say one thing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely said it was so given in the state- 
ment of the case in the Supreme Court. I did not say the Su- 
preme Court had so decided. 

Mr. HUNTON. As L said a while ago, if we have started in 
this case aright by the establishment of a grant to Gomez, then 
no matter what the Supreme Court have said, no matter what 
anybody has said, there is a duty resting upon the United States 
Government under its treaty stipulations to carry out the obli- 
gation of that treaty and give to Gomez and his assignee the 
right acquired by the grant from Mexico. 

Taero that the Supreme Court of the United States did de- 
cide this case against Gomez. I beg tostate here, without going 
into any criticism of the Supreme Court, because that would 
hardly be tolerated in this case, that if the Supreme Court de- 
cided the various questions that came before it in this case right 
then they have decided the same questions wrong in a hun ved 
other cases. I think I can pledge inyself, sir, to demonstrate 
that to any fair audience inthe land. But has nobody else de- 
cided this case except the Supreme Court? Has no other tri- 
bunal having equal jurisdiction, and, when it takes jurisdiction, 
exclusive jurisdiction—aye, exclusive of the Supreme Court of 
the United States—decided this case, and decided it in favor of 
Gomez, the grantee? 

Sir, after this case had passed through the district court in 
California by an appeal, which is always taken in such cases, it 
went to the Supreme Court of the United States. At thattime 
Hon. Jeremiah Black was Attorney-General under Mr. Buchan- 
un's Administration. It was customary in such eases that the 
Attorney-General should examine them to see whether he would 

rosecute the appeal. On a certain occasion, the date of which 
P can not now give, Gomez and his counsel, or McGarrahan, who 
had then become the assignee of Gomez, and his counsel on the 
one side, and the United States and its counsel on the other, ap- 
peared before Attorney-General Black and argued this case in 
all its features. Upon solemn argument before the Attorney- 
General of the United States he made a decision in the case, de- 
ciding that there was nothing in it upon which an appeal could 
be prosecuted. He entered in the minutes of his book that he 
kept in the Attorney-General's office a tate nent to the effect 
that there was nothing in the case, and ordered it dismissed. 
Thereupon the counsel for McGarrahan, wita the approbation 
of the Attorney-General, went into the Supreme Court of the 
United States and entered a dismissal of the appeal, and a man- 
date was sent down to the court below, ordering that court to 
carry out its original decree confirming the grant-to Gomez. 

Mr. President, there is no lawyer in the land who, if consulted 
upon the title of MeGarrahan to the Panoche Grande, after it 
had gone through the district court to the Supreme Court of 
the United States and thers the appeal had been dismissed and 
a mandate sent down directing the original decree to be carried 
into execution, would not have told William McGarrahan that 
he hadas good a title to that 1 as he had to the coat 
upon his back. Just before that time the New Idria Mining 
Company had come in—a parcel of squatters who had no more 
right or interest in the property than has the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont, or any other Senator on the floor of the 
Senate. They came in there, and from that day to this it has been 
a fight, not between the Government of the United States and 
McGarrahan on the one side or the other, but it has been a fight 
between McGarrahan, the claimant of the property, and tae 
New Idria Mining Company as squatters upon property which 
one of their leading men said in an affldavit in the book which the 
Senator has before him thoy knew belonged to MeGarrahan. 

Sir, there is a limit to all things in law, and among the rest 
there is a limit to the time in which a man can take an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. That time is five 
years. Tho five years elapsed, and it was then that McGarrahan 
asked that his survey should be made according to the boun- 
daries of the property he had acquired by grant. But the Land 


Sopraan always the enemy of McGarrahan, and from which 
and the Attorney-General's office together thirty-five different 
men have departed to enter the service of the New Idria Mining 
Company as their counsel—— 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the Senator's statement? 

Mr. HUNTON. Isay McGarrahan could get no survey in the 
ordinary mode, and about that time the Congress of the United 
States passed a law authorizing each claimant of a grant to 
make a survey for himself, provided he would deposit the money 
with the Government in order to pay the expenses. McGarra- 
han has been charged (I do not think the Senator from Vermont 
made the charge to-day; I believe he did on a previous occasion, 
although I am not sure of it) with lobbying that bill through 
in order to cover his case; and the proof in that book on your 
desk shows that McGarrahan was in California at the time the 
law was passt: 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not say anything about that matter. 

Mr. HUNTON. The law was passed at the instigation and 
suggestion of a man by the name of McGuire, and McGarrahan 
was in what was then the Territory of California, But the bill was 

assed, It becamealaw. The surveyors were instructed under 

t, and under the instructions issued from the Land Department 
here Gen. Beale, the surveyor-general of that country, at the 
request of McGarrahan, had this landsurveyed. Isany Senator 
here bold enough to attack the good faith and integrity of Gen. 
Beale, a man who in the matter of integrity stant as high as 
any Senator on this floor? He made the survey. It was for- 
warded to this city and filedin the Land Department. The Land 
Department, filled with the enemiesof McGarrahan and the paid 
empioyés of the New Idria Mining Company, refused to issue a 
patent to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Virginia made a statement 
just now about some thirty employés in the Land Department 
afterwards becoming employés of the New Idria Mining Com- 


pany. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear the Senator make a little 
fuller statement on that point than he has made. Will he tell 
us where and when it occurred and give the details? 

4155 PINTON: We have the evidence in that book. [Indi- 
cating. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator give us his statement? 

Mr. HUNTON. There were thirty-five men belonging to the 
Land Department and the Attorney-General's Office (I am in- 
cluding both of them) who left their positions in their respec- 
tive Departments and entered the service of the New Idria Min- 
i Compa 

r. GEORGE. In what year? 

Mr. HUNTON. Ihave a ver, poor recollection as to dates, 
but I will ask the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] when it 
was that those men left the Land Department and the Attor- 
ney-General’s Office to enter the service of the New Idria Min- 
ing Company. 

Me ered On> right after the other as the cases pro- 
ceeded. 

Poe HUNTON. Certainly. It was between 1855 and 1861 or 

62. 

Mr. TELLER. Eighteen hundred and fifty-eight. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was that during the time the claim of Mc- 
Garrahan was N before the Department? 

Mr.HUNTON. Les, sir; it was during that very time. When 
it became apparent that the Land Department was playing false 
to McGarrahan he carried the case before the Secretary of the 
Interior. I beg leave to say to the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont that where a Secretary of the Interior has a right to 
take hold of a case, he has as much right to take it up to the ex- 
clusion of anybody else as the Supreme Court of the United 
States hasa right to take it up to the exclusion of all other courts. 
Secretary Smith took jurisdiction of this case. It was argued 
mostelaborately by counsel both for and against MeGarrahan— 
I was about to say for the Government and for McGarrahan—but 
it was argued for McGarrahan and for the New Idria Mining 
Company. It was thoroughly and elaborately argued before 
Caleb Smith, who was himself one of the fine lawyers of the 
country, and upon elaborate argument he decided that the time 
had expired in which an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States could again be taken. He took hold of the case, 
took jurisdiction of it, passed upon the survey, confirmed the 
survey made by Gen. Beale, and ordered à patent to be issued. 

McGarrahan had not only obtained a confirmation of his title 
by a dismissal of the case from the Supreme Court of the United 
States, but he had secured a confirmation as potent from the 
Secretary of the Interior as that from the Supreme Court ot the 
United States. 

The Land Department still would not issue the patent under 
the conspiracy which existed in the Land Department. Mr. 
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Secretary Smith about that time went out of office and was suc- 


ceeded by Secretary Usher, and his request to Usher 
was to dace particular care of that case which he had decided. 
Mr. Usher took the case up and heard it reargued, and upon a 
reargument as elaborate as the first, he confirmed the opinion 
of his predecessor and ordered a patent to issue. 

But it did not issue. It did not issue because the Land De- 

tment was filled with men in the pay of the New Idria Min- 
as Company. At last as the dernier ressort the counsel of Mo- 
Garrahan, who was then Gen. Daniel E. Sickles, carried it be- 
fore the President of the United States, Mr. Abraham Lincoln, 
and he heard elaborate argument from both sides. After the 
President had heard the argument he was a deal bothered 
about it, and he met Thad. Stevens. Iam talking now from the 
evidence as it appears here before me. He said, Mr. Stevens, 
I am very mich bothered about this McGarrahan case. One 
party says McGarrrahan ought to have a patent for his land and 
the other says he ought not. What am I todo?’ Why,“ says 
Thad. Stevens, mike up your mind and sign the damned thing, 
if you think it is right.” short time afterwards the relative 
and private secretary of Mr. Stevens met the President, and Mr. 
Lincoln said. Tell Mr. Stevens the damned thing is signed.” 

I rat oe stop there and rest the case upon that single particle 
of testimony to show that the President of the United States 
actually signed the patent securing to Mr. McGarrahan as the 
assignee of Gomez the full title to the Panoche Grande. But 
that is not all. 

Mr. Stoddard, the private secretary of the President to sign 
land patents, wasexamined. He swore positively that hesigned 
@ patent gran to Gomez, the assignor of McGarrahan, this 
very property; that he recollected the transaction distinctly; 
that he signed it and forwarded it back to the Land Office. 

Now, what became of it there? It was never more heard of 
from that time, which was 1883, until 1870. The Land Department 
suppressed it. In 1870 Mr. MeGarrahan heard it was sup- 

ressed. Mr. McGarrahan’s counsel, Gen. SICKLES, was at the 
Front in the war and Mr. McGarrahan was in California, and 
therefore he did hear of it before. 

But as soon as he heard of it he went and hunted it up, and he 
found the skeleton of a patent on the record book, without the 
signature of the President, without the seal of the Land De- 

rtment, and without the counter signature of the recorder. 
They took testimony, and they demonstrated, I will say even to 
the satisfaction of the distinguished Senatorfrom Vermont, that 
in the Land Department, filled with the banditsof the New Idria 
Mining Company, those persons had deliberately taken away the 
two last leaves of the patent and substituted two others in their 
stead. Thus the signature of Lincoln did not appear and the 
seal of the Land Department did notappear. But the testimony 
taken shows that when the patent was first put upon that record 
it was acomplete patent, examined, made to conform to the orig- 
inal patent signed by the President, and it had been changed 
and the signatures of the President and the recorder were gone. 
All this had occurred. 

MecGarrahan in the meantime was fighting his case before the 
two branches of Congress, with a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in hisfavor,witha decision of two Secretaries 
of the Interior in his favor, with a decision of the President of the 
United States in his favor, all of whom had as ye as juris- 
diction over the case and whose decision was as final as the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. President, this is the way Mr. MeGarrahan has been 
treated. I shall not stop to go into the details. 

In the meantime a man by the name of Ozier was judge of the 
district court in California, and he became a violent partisan of 
the New Idria Mining Company, I suppose for reasons sufficient 
unto himself. He set aside the order confirming the grant, 
after he had made it more than five years preceding. When 
the case had gone to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and had there been affirmed by dismissal of the decree and the 
issuing of a mandate, Judge Ozier undertook to set aside his 
own decree. I need not tell the lawyers of the Senate that no 
j on earth, no court under the canopy of heaven, has the 
15 to interfere even with his own orders after the term in 
which the order was made is ended. But Judge Ozier, more 
than five years after the rendition of the decree, set it aside and 
ordered a new trial. 

About that time the good Lord took a liking to the judge, and 
his successor was appointed. who, I undertake to say here, was 
not only a fine judge but a man of the highest character. The 


matter was brought to his attention, and he without the siightest 
hesitation set aside the order of his predecessor giving a new 
trial, bec mse it was no more than a void order upon its face. 
from that order of Judge Haight, the successor of Judge 
Ozie~, the New Idria Mining Company, through the attorney 
for the United States, took an appeal to the Supreme Court of 


the United States. That is the way it got into that court the 
second time. I said awhile ago, that if the Supreme Court of 
the United States has decided the questions arising in that case 
rightly, it has decided a hundred others wrongly. I donot care 
which dilemma you take. If it has decided one 8 others 
wrongly, it is not entitled to the confidence of a respectable 
court. II it has decided the others rightly, and this wrongly, 
the wrong ought to be corrected all the more speedily. 

But the case went up to the Supreme Court not upon the rec- 
ord obtained in the ordinary way, but the record upon which the 
appeal was taken was made out here in Washington and sent to 
California, It did not go to the district court of the district in 
which the court sat, which decided the case, but to another dis- 
trict court, and there was certified by thedistrict attorney with- 
out any examination and it came to the Supreme Court on that 
order. A motion was made to dismiss the case because there 
had been no notice given when the law required it, and the 
Supreme Court had decided it in like cases a hundred times. 
Another motion was that the case had not been put upon the 
docket at the first term after the app2al was taken, which the 
law required, but the court overruled these motions. 

When the Senator from Vermont suys the court pronounced 
the case a fraud, I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that it pronounced it a fraud upon the written affida- 
vit of Pacificus Ord. We may stop a moment to consider that 
phase of the question. In the first place, there isno lawyer who 
hears me who does not know that a caso in an appellate court 
must be decided upon the evidence in the court Fe rg The af- 
fidavit of Pacificus Ord was not in the case in the court below. 
Now, what was in the affidavit of Pacificus Ord? 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Virginia mean to say 
that the Supreme Courtof the United States decided acase upon 
an ex parte affidavit made after the decision in the court below 
and which was never before that court? 

Mr. HUNTON, The Supreme Court makes that the principal 
ground for pronouncing this case a fraud. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator wish to be understood as 
saying that the Supreme Court of the United States took juris- 
diction of a case upon a record coming from a different court 
than the one in which the judgment was rendered? 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no; I did not say that. I say the record 
gorbenion to come from the same court, but it was made up in 

ashington and certitied to by a district attorney who was the 
district attorney in another district than that in which the court 
sat which tried the case. Now, as to the affidavit. 

Mr. DOLPH. No certificate of the district attorney authen- 
ticated the record, I su e? 

Mr. HUNTON. He is bound to do it under the law. He did 
certify it, but it was not a correct title. À 

Mr. DOLPH. And that was the record which came into the 
Supreme Court? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. I never before heard of such a thing. 

Mr. HUNTON. We have the proof of it here. 

Mr. DOLPH., I never before heard of such a thing. 

Mr. HUNTON. Now,I wish to say a few words as to the 
affid vit of Pacificus Ord. Who was he? From the remarks of 
the Senator from Vermont it would be supposed that Pacificus 
Ord was a scoundrel and a cheat. Such is not the fact. He was 
a brother of Gen. E. O. C. Ord, than whom no man in the Fed- 
eral Army stood much higher. When he went into the case for 
Gomez before the land commission he did it upon a contingent 
fee of a part of the recovery. He lost the case before he land 
commission for want of proof of possession, and took the case to 
the district court of the United States. Before it was reached 
upon the docket of the district court the decision in the Fremont 
case took place, and there was no longer any reason why the 
district court should not reverse the opinion of the land com- 
mission and confirm the grant to Gomez. 

Pacificus Ord did not conceal the fact that he was interested 
in the case. If he had concealed the fact that he was interested 
in the case and had surreptitiously obtained the confirmation 
through, the decision of the land commission reversed, then he 
would have been open to all the charges made by the distin- 
guished Senator from Vermont. Butu the contrary he rose 
in his place in the court and said: I have an interest in this 
ease. Ihave informed the Department of Justice in Washing- 
ton that Iam interested in this case and have asked them to p- 
point a man to attend to this identical case, which they have 
not done. Therefore I must ask the court to let somebody else 
take my place as district attorney here for this particular case.” 

It was done, sir, upon the decision. and in the Fremont case 
there could be but one result, and that was a confirmation of the 
grant of the Government of Mexico to Gomez. Was there any- 
thing wrong there? Whodare rise in his seat here and pronounce 
the conduct of Pacifieus Ord fraudulent and dishonest? He did 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE. 


3275 


all he could to relieve himself of the position in which he found 
himself by reporting it to the court in person and to the Gov- 
ernment in Washington by letter, and asking to be relieved of 
it, and it was not dose. As the last thing that was left to him 
he turned the case over to somebody else to represent the United 
States. It was done; but of course, under the circumstances the 
result must have been a confirmation of the grant. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ord did not in fact undertake to represent the 
Unit d States in the case? k 

Mr. HUNTON. He did not represent the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. He declined to do it? 

Mr. HUNTON. He declined to do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. And another man was appointed? 

Mr. HUNTON. Another man did represent the United States. 
The other man was numed Hartman, and he afterward became a 
violent partisan of the New Indria Mining Company and under- 
took to swear he did not; but the testimony is perfectly over- 
whelming that not only did he represent it, but he received pay 
for it. s receipt is published in the book in the Senator’s 
desk, another copy of which I have in the cloakroom. 

In that condition of affairs the case was in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and Mr. Justice Clifford than whom I will 
say here with all the pleasure in life [have scarcely ever known 
a — . — man). became, I was almost about to say insane with 
prejudice against the McGarrahan claim. But whether so or 
not, he seemed to hive set out with a determination to crush 
the rights of this grantee of the Mexican Government per fas 
aut nerus. I do not mean to say he did it maliciously and malig- 
na tly, but that was the result. He seized hold of the affidavit 
of Pacificus Ord and said: ‘‘There is corruption between the 

rantee and his counsel by which a corrupt and fraudulent com- 
Bination is made to carry the thing through the courts and get 
a confirmation of this grant.” k 

Suppose that was true. Suppose Judge Clifford had a right 
to say so, Lask you, sir, as a lawyer, and you, and you, when a 
case is decided and there is a suggestion of fraud, especially in 
an affidavit that was not before the court below, what is the 
duty of the court under such circumstances? Beyond all porad- 
venture to send the vase back. that the charge of fraud may be in- 
vestigated properly in the court below, and notdecide it upon an 
ex parte afiidavit. But no; the court hastened to seize hold of 
the affidavit of Pacificus Ord; it pronounced the combination 
between him and Gomez fraudulent, and instead of sending the 
case back for inquiry, it pronounced the grant fraudulent and 
forever decided, so far as that court could go, against the valid- 
ity of the Mexican grant to Gomez. 

Mr. President, if I have told the truth, and I have tried to 
tell it, or if I have Spprorimatia the truth, should the two 
Houses of Congress hesitate to give this old man a new trial, 

ially when the Supreme Court has decided one way and 
two Secretaries of the Interior, equally omnipotent in the prem- 
ises, and the Prosident of the United States have decided an- 
other way? Ought there to be any hesitation on the part of the 
Congress of the United States to give this relief to a claimant 
who has spent the years of his life in advocacy of a claim he not 
only be.ieves but knows to be right? 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senator from Virginia concludes 
I should like to call his attention to a very important question 
in the case, and I shall be glad tohave himexplainit. The bill 

rovides that as to that part of the grant, if it shall be found to 

a good grant, which the United States has alienated—sold to 
8 else—the United States shall pay for the value of the 
minerals taken from the land thus alienated, less the expense of 
taking them. I should like to know the equity of placing that 
porcen apon the United States, instead of upon the grantee who 

t the > 
6 r. HUNTON. The Senator means the trespasser who got 
the land The grantee did not get it. The Senator means the 
trespasser: 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean the trespasser or the third party. I 
should like to know the equity of making the United States re- 
sponsible for the minerals extracted. 

Nr. HUNTON. I will answer my friend now. Who enabled 
the trespasser to get the minerals? Why was the New Idria 
Mining Company allowed year after year, before a patent was 
obtiined for a portion of the property by the New Idria Mining 
Company. to put McGarrahan at defiance and coin the very blood 
of McGarrahan into money to fight his claim? It was because 
the United States Government did not stand by its treaty obli- 
gations. Why was Frémont enabled to put at defiance trespass- 
ers of a like character upon his grant? Because in the Frémont 
case the Government stood by its pledged obligation and en- 
abled him, by making a tit e to his land, to defy squatters and 
trespassers and to assert hisown right to the property which he 
had thus acquired. 

I do not say and I may just as well come to that now—that 


MeGarrahan is entitled to those minerals. If he is not he will 
not get them. But I dosay that he has a right to have that 
question tried and determined, and if he was entitled to the min- 
erals, and bacause the Government of the United States did not 
stand by its treaty obligations he has lost those rights, the Fed- 
eral Government is bound to make it good, or else violate the 
treaty obligations it entered into. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Will theSenatorfrom Virginia permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator says he does not claim that 
the quicksilver mine is within the grant of McGarrahan, but he 
is in favor of allowing that question to be tried. Lask him 
whether by the very terms of the pending bill 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend has not stated my position rightly. 
If he wants me to forut what I said, I shall bs glad to have him 
state what I did say. Ihave not coms to the question of the 
survey. Ihave not even hinted at it. Iam now talking about 
the abstract right of a grantee of land under the Mexican Gor- 
ernment to be entitled to the minerals upon the land. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That question Iam not going to discuss. 

re HUNTON. I am coming to my friend's question pres- 

ently. . 
Mr. FAULKNER. I understood the Senator to say that he 
wanted the question as to the right of these parties decided. I 
wish to sak hiss whether by the terms of Eo bill he does not 
withdraw from the decision of the court the question as to the 
boundaries of the grant, if the grant itself is found by the court, 
and make this esas survey conclusive on the court? 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend is a little impatient. I believe 
the rule is a very good one not to attempt to crossa bridge until 
you get to it. I have not come to that point yet. Lam coming 
to it. Iam now on the question as to whether, granting that 
these mines are within the grant, MeGarrahan is entitled tothe 
minerals extracted from what is unquestionably within the 
boundaries of his grant. As I said a while ago, [ do not posi- 
tively aver that the minerals with the grant. I have a 
very decided opinion, but the whole question as to whether the 
minerals did pass with the grant is left to the decision of the 
court with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. If they did pass, and MeGarrahan has lost his 
minerals by reason of the neglect of the United States to carry 
out its treaty obligations, ought not the United States Govern- 
ment to indemnify him to some extent? If MeGarrahan is not 
entitled to them there will be no claim for them on his part. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
ask hima 8 

Mr. HUNTON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know whether the Senator thinks 
the United States ought to pay for the minerals which these 
trespassers, as he calls them, took from the land of McGarra- 
han? Suppose McGarrahan establishes his title. The Senator 
says in that case the Government ought to pay for the miner- 
als. I should like to know upon what ground he thinks the 
United States ought to guarantee any man who has dealin 
with the United States against the fraud or neglect of the offi- 
cers of the United States. Is that the Senator's idea? 

Mr. HUNTON. I shall endeavor to explain it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam having trouble on that point. Ishould 
like to have it explained and > 

Mr. HUNTON. As I said a while ago, if the failure of the 
United States Government to stand by the treaty enabled the 
New Idria Mining Company to keep McUarrahan atarm'slength 
while they were extracting the treasure from underneath 
land, then I ask the Senator from Mississippi if it would not be 
right for the Government, having failed to stand up to its treaty 
obligations, to make some indemnity? 

Now, I beg to say another thing. McGarrahan has time and 
again notified the Federal Government to bring suit against the 
New Idria Mining Company, one of the richest companieson 
this continent, to recover the value of the quicksilver taken out 
of the mine. He gave notice not only in that form, but in the 
bills which he has had pending before both Houses of Congress 
he has elaimed the minerals, and he notified the Government to 
mike the New Idria Mining Company pay for them. He could 
not sue because he had no title by patent and the Govern- 
ment withheld it. But the Federal Government could sue. 
MeGarrahan notified the Government to sue. The Federal 
Government can sue to-morrow, and I beg my friend from Mis- 
sissippi to bear the fact in mind that the Federal Government 
can sue the New Idria Mining Company, a wealthy coresration, 
having in it in some shape or form a vice-presidential candidate. 
It can still sue the New Idria Mining Company because the stat- 
ute of limitations can not be pleaded against the Government. 
The statute can be pleaded against McGarrahan, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does not the Government protect them? 
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Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; it protects them so far as the com- 
pany got a patent to the land from the date of the patent; but 
this was all done before that time. 
` Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. HUNTON.. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER, I wish to say to the Senator from Mississippi 
that there is no assumption in the bill that the Government is 
liable in any degree or in any manner for any amount. On the 
question first submitted, having found that the grant isa valid 
and legal grant and that it was properly transferred, the ques- 
tion is then submitted under the patent, if the patent had issued 
to McGarrahan would he have been entitled to the mineral? 

That is a mooted question. If the court should decide that in 
favor of McGarrahan then the court is directed to inquire what 
has been the value of the mineral taken out. There is no judg- 
ment rendered. There is no assertion that the Government wi 
then bə liable to pay. That is a matter leftentirely to the ques- 
tion of law which the Senator has propounded, which will come 
in play if there should be an attempt at any time then to collect 
from the Government, which, of course, could only be done by a 
. Pine Br 4 5 on the part of the Government. 

Mr. GEORGE. The court will find the facts and certify those 
facts to Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. Les, that is all there is of it. They are to 
certify both the law and the fact. I was coming to that point. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam a little curious to know how the right of 
the mining oompany to minerals mined before the patent issued 
differs from the right to those mined afterwards, I suppose the 
fact is that a mining company can work a mine for years and be 
entitled to the mineral before a patent may be issued. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say there 
is no question about the right of the New Idria involved here in 
any shape or manner. Without this proposed act or with it 
their rights remain precisely as they are. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Virginia was saying that the 
Government has a right to sue for the minerals, and a distinc- 
tion was drawn between minerals mined after the patent and 
those mined before. I say the law is, I understand, that a min- 
ing claim may be properly worked and the claimant is entitled 
to minerals long before the patent is issued. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think there is any distinction, and 
the question whether the Government may collect or not is not 
involved in the bill in any shape or form. 

Mr. HUNTON. I may as well state here what my friend, the 
Senator from Colorado, has partly stated. Those of us who have 
examined the bill, reported after deliberation by the Judiciary 
Committee, understand, and we are obliged to understand, that 
there is not a dollar appropriated out of the Treasury of the 
United States to pay MeGarrahan or anybody else, but the ques- 
tions are referred to the court to determine what his rights are 
in the premises. The court reports its decision to the two Houses 
of Congress, and the power of Congress to give a discharge to 
the Government in whole orin pr is retained according to the 
terms of the bill. So all the bill does is to refer the matter to 
court with a direction that the court shall report the facts and 
the law of the case to the two Houses of Congress. 

I have consumed more time than I intended, and I beg to say 
that I shall add but little more, and that will be upon the two 
A proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
RILL]. 8 

The first is to strike out the survey; and there is where the 

uestion of my distinguished friend from West Virginia [Mr. 
PAULENER] applies. Hewantsa new survey made. Now, why, 
Mr. President? The survey was made by Gen. Beale. It came 
to the Department of the Interior and was passed upon as a 

roper legal survey by Mr. Caleb P. Smith and Mr. Usher; and 
i was passed upon by the President of the United States as a 
proper survey after full ar, 
the President of the United States having confirmed the survey 
made in this case, I ask why in the name of common sense sub- 
ject this claimant to the delay and expense of going to the Pa- 
cific coast and engaging in a survey again? 

Aye, more, Mr. President. Thatis not all. When this ques- 
tion of survey was up before either one House or the other, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the [Interior (and that Commissioner was Mr. 
Burdett, who soon afterwards became the counsel of the New 
Idria Mining Company), sent a commission to California with 
full instructions and full information on the subject to ascertain 
whether the survey was properly made or not: and that commis- 
sion reported that the survey was correct. I ask why,in the 
name of common sense, subject this claimant of thirty years to 
theexpense ofa new survey when the old survey has been passed 
upon by two Secretaries, the President of the United States, 
and a commission sent out from the Land Office? 


ment. 


Each of the Secretaries and | 


Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Virginia will permit 
me, I will answer the question why I think it ought to be passed 
upon. One of the disputed questions between these litigants, 
and always has been, is as to the boundaries of the land. The 
evidence shows, according to my recollection, that there isa 
difference of 40 miles between them as to the proper boundary. 
If this survey is taken as conclusive by the court it brings the 
quicksilver mines within the limits of the supposed grant. If, 
on the other hand, the contention is sustained as correct by a 
resurveꝝ it leaves the quicksilver mine entirely outside of the 
e grant. Therefore the question of a new survey in- 
volves the entire question as to what would be the liability or 
the equitable rights of this party as between himself and the 
United States Government arising from the taking of the min- 
erals from the land. 

I want to say further, as to any litigation in the State of Cali- 
fornia in which Mr. McGarrahan himself was a party, the su- 
preme court of that State has held in two decisions that this 
very survey was not binding upon the Government; that it was 
not binding upon any third party; that it was a mere private 
survey of Mr. McGarrahan himself, and therefore should not 
bind anyone but himself. 

Mr. HUNTON. The two Secretaries and the President de- 
cided that it was binding and was a survey by the Government. 
LJagree to what my friend says, that there is some confusion 
about the testimony in 175 to the boundary, but I can ex- 
pete wa it is so, and if he will listen to me he will under- 
stand it. 

Now,we will take thatsquare [indicating] rightover the Chair. 
Governor Micheltorena granted to Gomez 4 square leagues to 
be taken out of that square. That square contains some 40 or 50 
square leagues. According to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, especially in the Frémont case, a man can go anywhere 
upon that naar and get his 4 leagues. Frémont first located 
his 4 square leagues by the seashore. Then he became dissatis- 
fied and pulled up stakes and selected 4 square leagues on the 
mountain, where he found his mines. So with this grant to 
Gomez, he had 4 leagues out of that larger square. The square 
was the matter bounded in the grant. If you locate the 4 square 
leagues up in the left-hand corner, there at the top, you put it 
very near the next general division of that country; but if you 
pee it near the square below, on the right-hand side, it is proba- 

ly 50 miles from the other. That is the reason why this appar- 
ent confusion occurs; but when a person becomes familiar with 
the facts of the cas2 it is all reconciled and it is clear enough. 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Virginia, when he comes to Congress and asks that the rights 
of the United States and of these parties shall be settled by 
opening up a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
which was rendered in favor of the Government, is it not fair 
and just that all the facts which are material in the caseshould 
be honestly and fairly submitted for the adjudication of this tri- 
bunal, and not select a very material fact in the dispute and 
make that fact conclusive upon the court? 

Mr. HUNTON. The Supreme Court had nothing to do with 
the survey in this case. Opening up the decision of the Su- 
preme Court does not open up the survey. It is a wholly differ- 
ent and independent question. I say after that survey hasbeen 
made by the surveyor-general of ifornia, confirmed by two 
Secretaries of the Interior and the President, it would bea hard- 
ship upon this old man to require him to have another survey 
made. 

Another objection made by the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont and embodied in one of his amendments is to strike 
out all that portion of the bill which admits as evidence affida- 
vits, depositions, surveys, etc. Now, why was it ‘jyecessary to 

ut that provision in? Because the United States Government 

as failed in its treaty stipulations until the witnessesare dead. 
Will the United States Government take advantage of its owa 
laches and its own wrong to deprive this man of his rights be- 
cause by the delay occasioned by the United States Government 
his witnesses have died? 

But, Mr. President, there is another question to be considered. 
When you come to see what evidence will be admitted under that 
provision of the bill you will find (and the Senatorfrom Vermont 
no doubt has already found) thatit admits two affidavits and two 
depositions on behalf of the United States where it admits one 
for MeGarrahan. 

I say, therefore, it would be not only unjust but a very great 
hardship to confine McGarrahan to the testimony of living wit- 
nesses who would be obliged to speak to transactions forty years 
old, when nearly all of the witnesses have died in the meantime. 
So I say that this provision of the bill is not only just but indispen- 
sable to get at the true rights not only of n but of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, I am done. I have detained the Senate much 
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longer than I expected; but I beg to say inconclusion that I be- 
lieve McGarrahan has as good a right to the Panoche Grande as 
any man has to any given pom of property he owns, and I trust 
the Senate will pass the bill. 

Mr. VILAS obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire to 
go on to-night? 

Mr. VILAS. I would rather not. 

Mr. MORRILL. There are so few in the Senate that if no 
one objects I will move that the Senate adjourn so as to allow 
the Senator from Wisconsin to take the floor to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 

Mr. PUGH. With the consentof the Senator from Vermont, 
I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CALL in the chair). The 
Senator from Alabama moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 40 clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, March 29, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 
George R. Nixon, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Hanover and State of Virginia. 
Norman A. Seymour, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the 
3 of Livingston and State of New York. 
F. R. McCarthy, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county 
of Greene and State of Iowa. 
Frank R. Scott, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of 
Cecil and State of Maryland. 
James W. Moore, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county 
of Henderson and State of Kentucky. 
John Mason, to be eee at Morganfield, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky. 
Norman W. Rose, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 22, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Duane W. Adams, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
A. J. Aubrey, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Oswego and State of New York. 
Wilia m H. Cotter, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York. 
Mason S. Moreno, to be postmaster at Key West, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Florida. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 28, 1894. 
MARSHAL. 
Henry Bohl, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for 
the southern district of Ohio. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Harlan Cleveland, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Ohio. 
POSTMASTER. 
John A. Flattery, to be postmaster at Oklahoma, Oklahoma 
County, Oklahoma Territory. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 28, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

SECRET SERVICE DIVISION, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid befere the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of communication from 
the chief of the Secret Service Division, asking additional ap- 


propriation to continue that service to the close of the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1894; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


EXPENSES UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the. 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General in relation to the immediate ne- 
cessity of providing additional appropriation for expenses of the 
United States courts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


: By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 
To Mr. SETTLE, indefinitely, because of sickness; and 
To Mr. HEARD, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
MOSES W. CARPENTER. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of 

oses W. Carpenter, of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war 
veteran. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses W. Carpenter, 
of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran, at $15 a month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommend the adoption of the 
following amendment: 


Strike out in the twelfth line the word “fifteen ” and insert twelve.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question, reserving the right to object. 

What is the necessity for this bill if this man is a Mexican war 
veteran, who under the general law would get $12 a month any- 
way: 

Mr. TERRY. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
5 a month is not a suflicient sum under the circumstances of 
the case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the amount proposed by the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. That is the amendment to the bill recom- 
mended by the committee; but it was introduced for $15, and 
was reported for $15 at the last session of Congress, and would 
have been so reported this session by the committee if they had 
had time to consider it. The chairman of the committee, who 
is present, is aware of the fact that the motion to strike out fif- 
teen and insert twelve was made just as the committee was on 
the point of rising, and was adopted without any examination 

f the papers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you wish to reject the amendment 
pro d by the committee? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes; I want to leave it at $15 a month. 

Mr. MOSES. I will state for the information of the House 
that it was the desire of the committee to make all of these bills 
uniform at $12 a month, but after reporting this bill, and upon 
an examination of the papers, the committee are willing to re- 
cede from that amendment. y 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask if this is one of the bills 
which has been considered in Committee of the Whole and re- 


ported back to the House? 
Mr. TERRY. Iwill state the circumstancesof the case to the 
gentleman. 


Mr.BURROWS. That is not necessary. I only wish to know 
if this bill has been considered by the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. TERRY. It has been; and let me say that owing to my 
unavoidable absence that night, having been detained from the 
House, the committee acted upon it and accepted the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committes on Pensions, which would have 
been corrected subsequently but for the fact that I could not 
make a motion to reconsider in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS. The reason I inquire is that there are a 
number of cases which have been considered in Committee of 
the Whole at Friday night sessions, but the previous question 
has not been ordered upon them, and [ was wondering if we 
could not by unanimous consent consider all of them at this 


time. : 
ae TAYLOR of Indiana. I think that is a good sugges- 
on. 
Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will not interpose objec- 
tion to this bill. 
Mr. BURROWS.. I do not intend to. 
Mr. TERRY. For this man is in great need. 
Mr. BURROWS. Ido not object. — 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
n from Arkansas for the present consideration of this 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Pensions was rejected, 
and the bill ordered to bo engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


THANKFUL ROBBINS. 


Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4780) for 
the relief of Thankful Robbins. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has this bill been considered in Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. It was, and was laid aside favor- 
ably by the committee at its last meeting. = 

he SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 3 the provi- 
sions and limitations of the on laws, the name of fil Robbins. 
and to pay her a pension of #12 per month, as the foster mother of George 
E. Squires; late private Company C. One hundred and twelfth New York 
Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed, and read a third time; and being engrossed, was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. £ 

Tho title of the bill, as recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was amended to read: A bill to pension 
Thankful Robbins.” 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LUCY BROWN. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4720) to pen- 
sion Luey Brown, dependent foster mother. 

The bill was read, as follows; 

Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the penslon laws. the name of Lucy Brown, depend- 
ent foster mother of Aaron B. Divinny, late of Company B, Ninety-tirst Regi- 
ment Indiana Infantry, in the war of the rebellion. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been considered by 
the Committees of the Whole? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment to it? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. There is no amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR], for unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of this bill? 


There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
gly read the third time, and 


and boing engrossed, was 
ed. 

Pon motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 

the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed withoutamendment joint 
resolutions of. the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York from R. T. Wilson & Co., orassigns, the money, 
amounting to $0,704,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Nation, and 
to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, and; 

oint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied: by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 
for the use of Congress 6,000 copies of all papers and messages 

sent to Congress by the President since January 1, 1893, relat- 
ing to Hawaiian affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 

ed the same: 
oint resolution (S. R. 37) to provide for the printing of a 
history and digest of the international arbitrations to which 
the United States was a party and for other purposes; 
Joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 


terior to cause the settlement of the accounts of special agents 
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Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Dela- 
ware Indians, etc.; 

A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; and 

A bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the town 
of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4954) rel- 
ative to recognizances, etc. This bill was read at length the 
other morning, and I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of it be dispensed with at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4954) reiative to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and un- 
8 and to allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety 
ereon. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] if that bill comes before the House 
with the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Les; itis unanimously reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was read at length on the day be- 
fore yesterday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let us have it read again, in 
order that the House may understand what it is acting upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele. That whenever poe Eg arcane ae eee bond, or 
8 8 —— fait eee of any duty, ord for 
doing or refra m anything in such ce, stipula: 
bond, or undertai specified, is by the laws of the United States 

or permitted to be given with one surety or with twoor more sureties, the ex- 
ecution of the same or the guaranteeingof the performance of the condition 
thereof shall be sufficient wnen executed or guaranteed solely by a corpora- 
tion incorporated under the laws of the United States, or of any State hay- 
ing power to guarantee the fidelity of persons vone positions of publicor 
private trust, and to execute and guarantee bonds and undertakings in juđi- 
cial pr ings: Provided, That such recognizance, stipulation, bond, or 
undertaking be approved by the head of department, court, judge, officer, 
food a body executive, legislative, or judicial required to approve or ac- 

t the same, 

SEC. 2. That no such Wael good shall do business under the provisions of 
this act beyond the limits of the State or Territory under whose laws it was 
incorporated and in which its principal office is located, nor beyond the limits 
of the District of Columbia, when such company wasincorporated under its 
laws or the laws of the United States and its principal office is located in 
said District, until it shall by a written power of attorney appoint some per- 
son residing within the jurisdiction of the court for the judicial district 
wherein such suretyship is to be undertaken, who shall be a citizen of the 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, wherein such court is held, as its 
agent, upon whom may be served all lawful process t such company, 
and who shall be authorized to enter an appearance in its behalf. Acopy of 
such power of attorney, duly certitied authenticated, shall be filed with 
the clerk of the district court of the United States for such district at each 
place where a term of such court is or may be held, which copy, or a certi- 
tied copy thereof, shall be legal evidence in all controversies arising under 

me 


this act. If any such agent shall be removed, resign, or die, become insane, 
or otherwise incapable of acting, it shall be the duty of such com: toa 
point another agent in his as hereinbefore p: bed, and until suc 


appointment shall have been made, or during the absence of any agent of 
such company from such district, service of process may be upon the clerk 
of the court wherein such suit is brought, with like effect as upon an agent 
appointed by the 8 The officer execut such process upon such 
clerk shall immediately transmit a copy thereof by mall to the company, 
and state such fact in bis return. A 8 decree, or order of a court 
entered or made after service of process as aforesaid shall be as valid and 
Mating on such company as if served with process in trict. 

SEC. 3. That every company before transact! any business under this 
act shall deposit with the Attorney-General of United States a copy of 
its charter or articles of incorporation, and a statement signed and sworn 
to by its president and secretary sho its assets and liabilities. If the 
said Attorney-General shall be satisfied that such company has authority 
under its charter to do the business provided for in this act, and that it has 
a paid-up capital of not less than $250,000 and is able to keep and perform its 
contracts, he shall grant authority in writing to such company to do busi- 
ness under this act. 

Src, 4. That every such company shall, in the months of January, April, 
duly, and October of each year, file with the said Attorney-General a state- 
ment, signed and sworn to by its president and secretary, showing its assets 
and liabilities, as is req by section 3 of this act. And the said Attor- 
ney-General shall have the power, and it shall be his duty, to revoke the 
authority of any such 3 to transact any new business under this act 
whenever in his judgment such company is not solvent or is conduc its 
business in violation of this act. He may institute inquiry at any time into 
the solvency of said ooro pany Sa may require that additional security be 
given at any time by any principal when he deems such company no longer 
sufficient security. 

Sec. 5. That any surety company doing business under the 
this act may be sued in respect thereof 
which has now or hereafter may have J 


rovisions of 
nited States 


is filled. or 
in the district in which the principalin such nce, stipulation, bond, 
or underta! resided when it was made or guaranteed. 
SEC. 6. That if any such company shall negiect or refuse to pay any final 
t or decree rendered pon such recognissnce. sti 


herr ag against it u 
tion, bond, or undertaking made or guarantees by itunder the provisions 


of this act, from which no Aj writ of error, or supersedeas has been 
taken, for thirty days after the tion of such judgmentor decree, it shall 
forfeit all right to do business under this act. 

SEC. 7. That any company which shall execute or guarantee any recogni- 
zance, stipulation, bond, or undertaking under the ecm of this act 
shall be es in any proceeding to enforce the ility which it shall 
have assumed to incur, to deny its cor te power to execute or guarantee 
such instrument or assume such liability. 

Sr. S. That any company doing business under the provisions of this act 
which shall fail to comply with any of its provisions shall forfeit to the 
United States for every such failure not less than 8500 nor more than $5,000, 
to be recovered by suit in the name of the United States in the same courts 
in which suit may be brought against such company under the provisions of 
this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
entleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] for the 
ediite consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 2 ‘ 
The Committse on the Judiciary recommended the following 
amendments: . ; : 
On after line 18 of section 1, add the following: 
OBE öder or person having the approval of any bond shall exact that 
gat be furnished by a guarantee company or by any particular guaran- 
company.“ 
; a page Pin line 9 ofsection 3, after the word “dollars,” insert the words 
‘in cash.“ 
On page 6, after line 7 of section 8; insert the following: 
“And such failure shall not affect the validity of any contract entered into 


by such company.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I offer another 
amendment, which is merely formal, in order tocorrect an over- 
sight in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, section 8. line 9, after the word “cash,” add the words or its 
equivalent.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be e sed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


COURT OF APPEALS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R.5860) to amend 
sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act of February 9, 1893, entitled An 
act to establish a court of appeals for the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON| asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled An act to establish a 


court of a is for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,“ ap- 
proved February 9, 1893, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows: 


“Sc. 4. That there shall bea clerk of said court of appeals, to be appointed 
by the court, who shall receive as compensation for his services. in the dis- 
cretion of the court, an annual song not to exceed the sum of $3,000, paya- 
ble quarterly at the Treasury of the United States, and who shall give bond, 
such as the court may determine to besatisfactory, for the faithful perform- 
ance of his duties, and his dutlessnall be such asthe court may from time to 
time prescribe. at the said clerk of the court of appeals shall, with the 
a val of the court. appoint one assistant or deputy clerk, who shall re- 
— as compensation for his services, in the discretion of the court, an au- 
nual salary not to exceed the sum of 2,000, payable quarterly at the Treas- 

of the United States, and who may sign the name of the clerk to any of- 
ficial act required by law, or by the Mt ee of the court, to be performed 
by the clerk, and may authenticate said signature by affixing the seal of the 
court thereto, when the impress of the seal is necessary to its authentica- 
tion. In such cases the signature shall be A 5 5 
—, Cler 


“By — istant Clerk. 

“The court shall — from time to time the fees to be charged by the 
said clerk, which shall be accounted for at least once in each quarter. and 
paid into the Treasury of the United States, and said clerk shall receive 
such allowance for clerical assistance and necessary nditures in the 
conduct of his office as the court may determine by or general order 
in the premises, but not to exceed the sum of $2.00) in any one year, payable 
as aforesaid at the Treasury of the United States.” 

- Sec. 2. That section 6 of the act aforesaid be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so to road as follows: 

Suc. 6. That said court of shall establish by rule of court such 
terms of the court in each year as to it may Seem necessary: Provided, how- 
ever, That there shall be at least three terms in each year, and it shall make 
such rules and regulations as may be necessary and proper for transac- 
peals to said court. And said court 


ghe season thereof, or shall be disqualified from hearing and determining 
use by having been 


vacan: 


court of the District of Columbia to temporarily fill the ney or = 
justices sit in said court 


cies socreated,and the justice or so designated sh: 
of appeals and perform the duties of amember thereof while such vacancy or 
vacancies shall exist: Provided, That no justice of the supreme court of the 
Districs of Columbia shall, while on the bench of said court of appeals, sit in 
review of any judgment, decree, or order which he shall himself have en- 


tered or made: 
late in writing by their attorneys and 


and determined by two justices of the court without 
ustices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia: pro also, 
‘hat all motions to dismiss appeals and other motions may be heard by two 
justices in the event of the absence or ualification of any one of the 


uustices as aforesaid: And provided further, Thatif in any cause heard be- 


‘ore two justices as aforesaid the court shall be divided in its opinion, then 
the ju ent or decree of the lower court shall stand affirmed. 

SEC. 3. That section 10 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
as to read as follows: 

-SEc. 10. That the opinion of the said court of appeals in ev case shall 
be rendered in writing. and shall be filed in such case as a part of the record 
thereof, and that the said court of appeals is hereby authorized to — 
a reporter, Who shall serve dur the pleasure of the court and without 
compensation, and whose d shall be to report, edit, and publish, in form 
to be prescribed by the court, its opinions.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This is a very important matter, 
and I think it ought to be examined a little. 

Mr, CULBERSON. If the gentleman will hear mystatement, 
he will not consider the bill objectionable. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly I have no objection to 
the gentleman's making a statement. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to say that although this 
bill is a very long one, the amendments proposed to the original 
act are very few andsimple. The bill is long because the sec- 
tions have beenre@nacted. Theonly amendments to the original 
act are, first, to give the court the power to appoint a deputy 
clerk upon the nomination of the clerk. The original act fails 
to allow the clerk, or the court, to appoint adeputycierk. The 
result is that whenever the clerk is away, the court has to sus- 

na ae Shee is no one authorized to sign papers officially for 

e clerk. K 

The original bill provided that in all cases where one of the 
judges was sick or absent, that a judge from the supreme court 

low should be designated to sit in the court of appeals above, 
and hear the case with the judges of the court of appeals who 
might be present. The second amendment provides that upon 
the sti tion of the poia to the record, or upon the agree- 
ment of counsel, two judges of this court may decide a case; and 
if there is a failure to agree on the part of the two judges, that 
then the judgment of the court below shall be affirmed. 

Another amendment is that in all motions to dismiss appeals, 
interlocutory motions, etc., that any two judges of the court of 
appeals may hear the motion and decide it. If they fail to agree, 

en the action of the court belowis affirmed. Thereisanother 
amendment that provides—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Right on that point will the gen- 
tleman explain that a little further. You say that any motion 
in the court of appeals 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, not any motion on appeal, but inter- 
locutory motions. Section 10 provided in the original act that 
this court shall be required to hold a term each month in the 
year. They have found it inconvenient to do so. The bar of 
this District have indorsed the bill unanimously, and in fact the 
bar association of this District is the author of this bill, and, as I 
understand, they insist that this court ought to have authority 
to hold its terms three times during the year instead of once in 
each month, and that is provided for. 

Now, the only other amendment of the bill is that the opinions 
of the court shall be in writing, and the court shail appoint a 
reporter, and the reporter must serve without compensation. 
Surely there is no objection to that. He will have to depend 
upon the sale of his books for his pompansakion: 

Now, as to the salary to be paid the deputy clerk. He is tobe 

id not exceeding $2,000 a year, upon the certificate of the 
judges, and paid out of the Treasury. The fees of the clerk's 
office are all turned into the Treasury of the United States, and 
this court is aself-sustaining court. The judicial establishment 
of this District is now not aay self-sustaining but a contributor 
to the Treasury of the United States by many thousand dollars. 
I hope gentlemen will allow this bill to pass. 

Mr. REED. Am I right in understanding from the gentle- 
man from Texas that at present the court of appeals sit every 


month? 

. . They have to hold the court open every 
month? 

Mr. REED. Why do you desire to destroy that? Does not 
that facilitate justice? 
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Mr. CULBERSON, They think not. They think that three 
terms of the court a year is sufficient. The bar association 
are unanimously in favor of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I think the great curse of our legal practice lies 
in the fact that the strong are able to puo cases over. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think myself it would facilitate justice 
to have this change made. 

Mr. REED. ill it facilitate speedy justice? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what I mean. 

Mr. REED. It is quite as much consequence that a case shall 
be disposed of speedily, as that it shall be disposed of rightafter 
a lapse of time. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman in charge of this 
bill will remember that when this original bill passed there was 
a good deal of discussion as to the number of terms of this court. 

r. CULBERSON. I understand that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And some contended that there 
should only be three terms of the court a year. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And I think after full discussion 
the conclusion was almost unanimously reached that a court sit- 
ting every month would facilitate business and promote justice; 
and thatthat was the reason why the bill was passed in the origi- 
nal form. 

Mr.CULBERSON. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
Tllinois that that matter was referred to on the floor and dis- 
cussed in the committee room, and it was believed then that it 
would facilitate speedy justice to have this court sit each month; 
but the experience of the court is tothe contrary. Now, I want 
to call your attention to the language of the amendment, which 
is: 


Provided, That said court of appeals shall establish by rule of court such 
terms and the number in each year as to it may seem necessary. Provided, 
however, That there shall be at least three terms in each year. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to r 

Mr. BRETZ. That gives them the right to have more. 

Mr. REED. But it does not compel them to have more; and 
the result will be to lessen speedy justice, which is a most im- 

ortant question. That seems to me to be one objection to the 


ill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Texas will 
remember that when this bill was up for consideration it was 
thought better to fix two or three terms, and that provision was 
inserted. It was discussed that, these men occupying life posi- 
tions, as do these appellate judges, it would be to their interest 
to have as few terms of the court in one year as possible; and in 
order to avoid that influence, which would operate upon the 
judges themselves, the law required that there should be a term 
every month, except the months of July and August, in each 


ear. 
4 Mr. CULBERSON. That is the fact; but experience has 
shown that that provision was wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would suggest one ad- 
ditional matter to the gentleman from Texas, and that is, that 
the courts of the District sit every month in the year except the 
month of August, and very little business is done in the month 
of July, and those two months are the only exceptions to the 


rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is no appellate court held 
in August. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. -I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none; and the question is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Waitone moment. Are the Judiciary Commit- 
tee unanimous on the subject of having only three terms of this 
court a year? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Entirely so; and I will state to the gen- 
tleman from Maine that it is also favored unanimously by the 
members of the Bar Association of the District, composed of 
over two hundred lawyers, without reference to politics. 

Mr. REED. Well, Thare sometimes known the profession to 
which I belong to be willing that cases should be postponed 

Mr. CULBERSON. Not both sides. 

Mr. REED. I have sometimes known lawyers to be willing 
to have cases postponed, and I think the great struggle of legis- 
lative bodies ought to be to force the speedy decision of cases. 

Mr. CULBERSON. So do J. 

Mr. REED. As it stands now, in a case of any 3 
every sensible man settles, simply because some bod him 


by the throat and he can not get an adjudication of his rights 
within a reasonable time. I think there is something absurd in 
the way in which our courts of justice are managed that re- 


* 


spect, especially as to suits involving great corporations. Ev- 
erybody knows to-day that a first mortgage on a railroad is sim- 
ply a means of negotiation. It simply gives you material to ne- 
gotiate with the 8 whose securities are inferior to your 
own; and men give up part of their rights on first mortgages 
and scale down their rights on second mortgages, all because our 
system of law administration is such that indeflnite prolonga- 

on and consequent destruction of property are the usual con- 
comitants; so that whatever is proposed as a compromise to a 
superior security is generally accepted. I think that is a dis- 
credit to our system of justice, and it looks to me as if we had a 
good system now in this District, and as if this bill was going to 
make it worse. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let me say to the gentleman that if the 
sessions of this court are held three times a year the judges will 
decide just as many cases as they would under the present sys- 


tem. A 

Mr. REED. Iam sorry to say that I do not think that will be 
the effect. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The whole object of requiring these 
courts to be held now in each month is to facilitate the filing 
of on 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. Not to dispose of them in the court of 
appeals, because the judges do now all that they can do any- 
way, and this will give the lawyers every three months an op- 
portunity to prepare their appeals and haye them filed in the 
court ready to be heard whenever they can be reached. 

Mr. REED. In the one case the postponement is for a month, 
in the other case it may be for four months, and in each case it 
is only a postponement. When a lawyer obtains a postponment 
in one qans he gains four months, whilein the other he gets only 
a month. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But if his case can not be reached in less 
than three or four months, what is the difference? 

Mr. REED. The difference is that if cases are liable to be 
called up every month, you will have speedier decisions. We 
have tried it in my own State and in my own county. We have 
monthly sessions of court in all but three months of the year, 
and the result is that we have a speedy administration of 1 
and that is what I think you are abandoning by this bill. I do 
not know that I care to do anything more than make a protest, 
for I can not hope to have the House strike out that provision 
against the unanimous reportof the Committee om the Judiciary, 
but I do not want to be implicated in this transaction. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. CULBERSON, Oh, we will exculpate you. [Laughver.] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit for immediate consideration the re- 
port which f send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The report was read, as follows; 

Resolved, That immediately upon adoption of this order the House proceed 
to consider the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy from Mis- 
souri; that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections 
and on any substitute that may be pending therefor; that thon, without in- 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. 

That immediately after said case is disposed of the House shall proceed to 
consider the contested-election case of English vs. Hilborn from California; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Electlons and 
on any substitute that may then be pending therefor; that then, without in- 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day 
to day until both cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 

“ade OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 161, noes 0. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call for the yeas and nays, * 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 1, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS —179. 
Abbott. Bankhead, Black, III. Breckinridge, Ark. 
Alexander, Bartlett, Bland, Bretz, 
Allen, Barwig, Boatner, Brickner, 
Bailey, Bell, Colo. Brookshire, 
Baker, Kans. Bell, Tex. Bower, N.C. Brown, 
Baldwin, Biack,Ga. Branch, ryan, 
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um, Epes, Ritchie, 
or magare st, 
Caminet Everett, Marshall, Robertson, La. 
Campbell, elder, McCreary, Ky. 
Cannon, A eCulloch, oer 
Capehart, er, McDearm: Schermerhorn, 
Caru Goldzier, McEttrick, hell 
Ca rman, McGann, Sibley, 
Causey, Grady, cKaig, Somers, 
Clancy. Gresham, McKe' Sperry, 
Clark, Mo. Griffin, McLaurin, Springer, 
Clarke, Ala. Haines, McMillin, Stallings, 
Cobb, Ala. Hall, Minn. McNagny, Stockdale, 
Cobb, Mo. Hall, Mo. cRae, Stone, Ky. 

kre Hammond, Meredith, Strait, 
Coffeen, re, Meyer, Straus, 
Conn. rote 8 dee ©. 
Coombs, ate! lontgomery, 
Cooper, Fla. Hayes, bott, Md. 
Cooper, Henderson, N. C. Moses, te, 
Cooper, Tex. Hines, Mutchler, Taylor, Ind. 

h, Holman, Neill, TTY, 
Covert, Hooker, Miss. Oates, Tracey, 

Cox, Hudson, O'Neil, Tucker, 
Crain, Hunter, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Crawford, Hutcheson, Page, Turner, Va. 
Culberson, Ikirt, Paschal, ler, 

avis, Jones, Patterson, arner, 
De Armond, Kem, Paynter, Washington, 
De Forest, Kribbs, Pearson, Weadock, 
Denson, Kyle, Pence, Wheeler, Ala. 
Dinsmore, Lane, Pendleton,Tex. Whiting, 
Dockery, Latimer, Pen lleton, W.Va Williams, DL 
Donovan, Lawson, Pigott, Williams, Miss. 
Dunphy, Layton, Price, Wise, 
Durborow, Lester, Reilly, Wolverton, 
Edmunds, Lockwood, Richards, Ohio Woodard. 
English, Lynch, Richardson, Mich. The Speaker. 
Enloe, er, Richardson, Tenn, 

NAYS—1. 
Kilgore. 
NOT VOTING—iI73. 

Adams, Ky. Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Rusk, 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Aitken, Draper, Joy, Russell, Ga. 
Alderson, Dunn, Kiefer, Scranton, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. y. ttle, 
Apsley, Ellis, Oregon 1 Shaw. 
Arnold. ‘ithian, Lefever, Sherman, 
Avery, Fletcher, Linton, Slekles, 
Babcock, Forman, . Simpson, 
Baker, N. H. Livingston, Sipe. 
Barnes, Funston, Loud, Smith, 
Bartholdt, an, Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Belden, Gardner, Lucas, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, Maddox, Stevens, 
Berry, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Stone. C. W. 
B Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stone, W. A. 
Blair, Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Storer, 
Boutelle, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Grosvenor, McAleer, Sweet, 
Brattan, Grout, McCall, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow, McCleary, Minn. Tawney, 
Broderick, i McDannold, ‘Taylor, Tenn. 

rosius, Hainer, McDowell, Thomas, 
Bundy, Harmer, Meiklejohn, Todri 
Bunn, Harter, Mercer, Updegraf, 
Burnes, Hartman, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Burrows, Ha Moon, Van Voorhis,Ohio 

baniss, Heard, Morse, Wadsworth, 

Caldwell, Heiner, Murray, Walker, 
Cannon, III. Henderson, III. Newlands, Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Waugh, 
Childs, Hendrix, ayne. ells, 
Cockran Hepburn, Perkins, Wever, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Philli Wheeler, IIL 
Compton, Hicks, Pickler, White, 
Cooper, Hilborn, Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Cousins. itt, Powers, Wilson, Wash. 
Cummin Hooker, N. Y. Quigg, Wilson. W. Va. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. dall, Woomer, 

N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Ray, Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell, onk, Rayner, Wright, Pa. 
Daniels, Hulick, 5 

vey, Hull, . hb 
Dingley. Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 


The SPEAKER (when the roll call was concluded) directed 
that his name be called, and he voted in the affirmative. 

So the 5 question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MCDANNOLD with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 
_ Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
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Mr. BERRY with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

For this day: 

Mr. HENDRIX with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. RUSK with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. > 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

On this question: 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 

The result of the vote was announced aslabove stated. [Ap- 


peata 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, may a motion to recommit be now 
made or does it come after the debate? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make a point of order against the 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. REED. That motion has already been permitted by the 
Speaker in one case. 

Mr. BROWN. Perhaps under a different rule. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
recollect whether this question has been raised on a report from 
the Committee on Rules? ; 

Mr. REED. My impression is that this motion was permitted 
in one case. I do not think it will be found in the Digest; I be- 
lieve it was this session. I have no objection to permitting the 
discussion to go on,so that the Speaker may have an opportunity 
to examine the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The discussion, then, will be permitted to 
go on, and the Chair will look into the question. The gentle- 
man from Maine is recognized to control the fifteen minutes in 
opposition to the resolution, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] to control the time in favor. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
Wares) 125 be kind enough to explain the reasons for this pro- 
posed rule. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, a brief explanation of the 
rule proposed by the committee is all that is necessary at this 
time. 

The purpose of the rule is to dispose of the two contested 
election cases mentioned in it, in an orderly and business-like 
manner, so that the attention of the House may then be devoted 
to the public business. The rule submitted provides fora dis- 
cussion of two hours upon the contested election cise of O’Neill 
vs. Joy, from Missouri, first, and then that any substitute which 
may be offered to the resolution that is reported by the Committee 
on Elections shall be voted upon, after which the original reso- 
lution of the committee shall be before the House for final action 
if the substitute fail. In conversation with the member of the 
Committee on Elections who has thiscase in his special charge, 
we learn that the facts and the law, too, embraced in this case 
are such as will require no very extended discussion, and that 
one hour upon a side will be ample time for a fulland fair pre- 
sentation of both the law and the facts applicable to it. 

The second branch of the rule provides that the contested elec- 
tion case of English rs. Hilborn, from California, shall be taken 
up and considered for two hours and Lan apse of in the same 
manner as the former case. That case is also one in which there 
is no demand for extended discussion. The testimony is brief, 
and the law applicable to the case does not embrace many cita- 
tions. 

That is all there is in this rule,and unless there shall be some- 
thing said on the other side against the adoption of this rule, - 
which is in the interest of the expedition of the public business 
of the House, I no not care to consume further time. I will re- 
serve the remainder of the time to make such response as may 
bs necessary. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is 
whether the rule presented by the Committee on Rules shall be 
adopted or not. It is a rule involving two distinct questions on 
which the House. is to act judicially. 1 presume that the reso- 
lution of the Committee on Rules must meet the approval of the 
individual members of the House, or else they will be found 
voting against it. I do not wonder that the gentlemen on the 
other side are desirous of having these cases dis of in a 
corner. Lean very easily understand how they should take this 
opportunity to abridge discussion, and why they should desire to 
have the cases hustled through as speedily as possible, and in 
the manner they propose. The reason why we have made 
strenuous opposition, within the limitsof the rules of the House 
againstthe first case mentioned in the rule is because we felt it 
necessary to do so in order to attract the attention of the House 
toward what we regard as a gross outrage. 
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It is the custom of this body to pay but very scant attention to 
election cases. It is tho custom of the country to pay still less 
attention to them, and hence means have to be taken inextraor- 
dinary cases to attract even the attention of the House. I ven- 
ture to say to you that no member of this body hasever listened 
to cases like the two that are endeavored to be pushed through 
this body on the report of the Committee on Rules. There 
never were cases so mean, so far as they appeal to the judgment 
and good sense of the individual members of the House, as these. 

The case of Mr. Joy isin a nutshell. I may not be absolutely 
correct as to my statement of the facts, but as to the fact actu- 
ally and finally involved in the case I am entirely sure that I 
am correct. is report from the Committee on Elections pro- 
poses to unseat Mr. Joy upon the ground, not that he has not re- 
ceived the majority of the ballots in that district, but because 
the judges of election failed to put their initials on certain 
ballots which they received and which were deposited in the 
ballot boxes. Irepeat, I venture to say that the like of that case 
was never presen ed to this body; that it has never divided even 
on political g*ounds on such a basis as that, and I am sure if it 
were anything else than an election case the proposition to dis- 

of it within two hours’ discussion, or to dispo e of it under 
such limitations as have been proposed here, would be flung out 
of the window at once. 

Mr. HAYES. Would it not be better to discuss the merits of 
the case after this reportfrom the Committee on Rulesis adopted? 
That is the only question. 

Mr. REED continuing). Then, again, the case of Hilborn 
from California is one that is also ina nutshell. You propose to 
turn him out, while the actual ballots actually counted from the 
sealed pouch show that he was elected bya majority of 4; and 
in order to do it your committee charged that by the concur- 
rence of eight election officers, six of whom were Democrats, 
such a fraudulent count was made as entitled you to reject the 
actual ballots found in that pouch, put up by these inspectors, 
who were two to one against Hilborn, and substitute therefor 
the verbal declurations, the affidavits and depositions of the 
voters. They call upon you to reject the best evidence of the 
result of the election and take the wo st, and in order to com- 
plete the list they take and give absolute verity to the oaths as 
voters of the same men whom they charge as inspectors with 
assisting in the fraud. 

Now, there are the two casesinanutshell, and I donot wonder 
that the gentlzman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] seems anxious 
to getan opportunity to put some of his opinions and logic into 
the case. 

Mr. HAYES. Well, he will put some facts in, and that is bet- 
ter than you are doing. 

Mr, REED. This is the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Oh! [Laughter on the Republican side.] AsI 
was remarking to the House when I was rudely interrupted, 
those are the substantial facts of the case. And in order to get 
it through this House you propose to discuss this case one hour 
on aside., Until I hear the votes counted I shall not believe it. 

TI reserve the remainder of my time. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does any other gentleman on that side 
care for any discussion? 

Mr. REED. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine 
has sustained the wisdom of this rule about as successfully as it 
could be done in the same length of time. He has shown that 
the law and the evidence in both of these cases can be put into 
a nutshell, and that it is not necessary to have any great length 
of time devoted to the discussion of the facts or the law. 

Let it be understood that when one of these cases was first 
taken up, a few diys ugo, there was aneffort made upon this side 
of the House to give gentlemen upon that side plenty of time. 
A proposition was submited by which they could have three 
hours. if they desired it, for discussion upon that side, six hours 
to be given to the discussion of the case. It is not the fault of 
this side of the House that more time has not been allotted to 
the discussion of this first case. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] assumes that it 
is the purpose of this side of the House in passing this resolu- 
tion to vote ont two gentlemen who have seats upon the floor. 
Iam not surprised that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
should take that position, recalling the circumstances which 
attended the conduct of election cases in the Fifty-first Con- 

rress, We have now been in session several months, and this 


2 Po contested-election case that this House has been asked 
consider. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, before two months had elapsed, 
and before the rules were adopted, one of the Democratic mem- 
bers had been voted out and a gentleman not entitled to his 
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seat voted in, and in the month of February another one was 
voted out 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Counted out. 

Mr. OUTAWAITE. And so it ran right along in other cases, 
without any regard at all to the majorities behind the gentle- 
men that were occupying the seits here. The culmination of 
patriotism, fairness, and justice upon that side of the House 
mani pee itself in disposing of twoelection cases in about thirty, 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. The House was unanimous that day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is true that in the first of those cases, 
the case of Langston against Venable, about two hours had been 
occupied in debate. That is all the time that was allowed to 
the consideration of a case the testimony in which amounted 
toa large volume and in which there were many questions of 
alleged fraud and various questions of law. But the majority 
then controlling this House, after but two hours and five minutes’ 
debate, voted upon the resolution to seat the contestant, and then 
immediately took up another election case, of which the election 
committee had given the sitting member no notice whatever, 
and inside of fifteen minutes from the taking up of that resolu- 
tion unseated the sitting member. The record of the considera- 
tion of that case is less than a column, less than half a page of 
the RECORD. It is found on page 10339 of the RECORD of the 
first session of the Fifty-first Congress. Mr. Rowell, who was 
the chairman of the Committee on Elections, said: 

5 8 desire debate. The report ot the Committee on Elections has been 

n 5 

That is all the discussion there was in that case; even the 
twenty minutes given by the rule after the previous question 
has been ordered was not allowed at that time. 

Now, the reports in both of these cases have been printed for 
several days. Members do not ordinarily wait until the discus- 
sion comes up before they make their investigation, or before 
they examine the testimony and the law in these election cases. 
Tier take the reports anå look at them before making up their 
minds. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. I notice in the resolution offered by the Com 
mittee on Rules that there is an opportunity to vote on two 
propositions. There is the resolution ofered by the Committee 
on Elections, and a substitute may be offered for that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well? 

Mr. LACEY. And nothing else. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. These are the usual motions. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, why limit that in the Joy case? Because 
I suggest that there is another question that might come up as 
to whether there ought not to be a new election. Why should 
we be limited to only two votes on this question, when there are 
three questions involved? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the House desires to have another 
election, it can, upon these two motions which are submitted, 
dispose of that question. It can vote down both. It can vote 
against the right of either to the seat, and thus leave the ques- 
tion open. It unseats the one and leaves the other without 
seating him. 

Mr. LACEY. The proposition is that no intervening motion 
shall be made. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Noneisnecessary. Upon these two reso- 
lutions the vote may result as the gentleman wishes it. 

I have called the attention of the House to the limited debate 
or discussion, which was merely a declination of debate by the 
chairman of the committee—under which the case of Lang- 
ston and Venable was disposed of in the Fifty-first Congress. I 
wish gentlemen upon this side of the House to observe this fact, 
that by the argument of the gentleman from Maine Mr. REED] 
it clearly appears that sgt d little time is necessary to discuss 
either of the two cases included in this rule. Therefore, this 
committee hare acted upon the idea that little time will be de- 
sired by the House, and submit the rule in the hope and expec- 
tation that the House will approve it. I reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, Lam very glad to have the concur- 
rence of the gentleman from Ohio as to my statement of the 
facts in these two cases; and I hope that the gentleman from 
Iowa Mr. HAYES] has perceived the tenderness of the rebuke 
which has been administered to him by the gentleman in charge 
of this rule. 

Mr. HAYES. Iam entirely satisfied. 

Mr. REED. T hope he appreciates the tenderness of the re- 
buke, because of his admission that the facts I have stated are 
correct. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman did not admit any such thing. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not admit that they were correct. 
I admitted that they were few. 
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Mr. REED. You admitted there were few, and from the few- 
ness of the facts their accuracy is best judged. 
oe OUTHWAITE. It was not an admission that those were 

e facts. 

Mr. REED. I will leave it with you and the gentleman from 
Iowa. You can settle it privately among yourselves. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not admit your statement of facts. 
. Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa is a little impulsive, 

and allowed himself to break out unexpectedly. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill yield the rema nder of my time to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. [Cries of Vote!“ =- 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief 
statement of the facts. This case was argued at great lengthin 
the Committee on Elections, and when the final vote was-taken 
it was agreed between the ma ority and the minority of that 
committee that six hours would be devoted to its discussion; 
and no one at that time dreamed that the time of the 
House would be occupied in an endeavor todefeat the consider- 
ation of this case. When it was first called up the proposition 
was made to postpone it for a week or ten days, on account of the 
absence of Mr. BARTHOLDT. Wecould not consent to that, and 
filibustering tactics were resorted to. Then, on last Thursday 
or Friday, my friend from Michig in [Mr. BURROWS] submitted 
to me a tele which hid been sent by Mr. BARTHOLDT to 
Mr. Joy, stating that he would return here on Monday. I very 
promptly withdrew the case, giving notice that I would call it 
upon the following Tuesday, after Mr. BARTHOLD?’s return. 

No distinct agreement was made between the minority anc 
the majority of the committee; but we believe there was an im- 
plied e that this case would then be proceeded 
with and con-idered. I desire to say, if I understand the facts 
truly, that the minority of the committee desired to go on and 
consider the casa on yesterday morning, and that the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED], who now complains so grievously 
in regard to the brief consideration piron this case, is himself 
alone responsible for the fact that this rule has been brought in 
and that the time has been limited. He consumed five hours 
on yesterday, the whole day’s session, in trying to defeat the 
consideration of this case. Now, these are the plain facts as 
understood by the Committee on Elections. So far as the merits 
of the case are conc rned, I will present them later on. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what has been said by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, I desire to say that it seems ap- 
par nt that he wishes to intimate to the House that this short- 
ening of debate is inthe natureof punishmentfor having availed 
ourselves of the privileges which the rules allow and which the 
Speaker sanctions. I must say I am amazed that any gentleman 
should tak» that ground. Therulesof this House permit every- 
thing that has been done, and the propriety of punishing the 
House itself for action which is permitted under the rules is 
very novel. i 

The gentleman from Tennessee has confessed that his commit- 
tee, upon anexamination of this matter, free from opposition, and 
free from the disposition to punish anybody, had determined that 
three hours on a side should bs granted to one of the cases; and 
now, for the purpose of punishing us for the exercise of rights 
which the rules of this House guarantee to us, he deprives the 
House of four hours of information—for I presume, as a matter 
of course, that whenever the Committee on Elections speak they 
will occupy the time in a valuable way. So that the gentleman 
from Tennessee has confessed to this House that six hours had 
been determined as necessary to present this case, and the Com- 
mittee on Rules have restricted us to two hours, 

How much was necessary in the other case we haye not the 
same means of knowing. That was precisely what I got up to 

rove to this House, and having proved it, I can not believe un- 
pi I hear the votes announced, that the House will permit itself 
to take such an unsuitable course of action. 

Now, so faras the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] has 
alluded to election cases in the Fifty-first Congress, I am flat- 
tered to have those cases cited as authority by the gentleman 
from Ohio, who participated in them somewhat at the time, but 
did not then give that distinct approval which he is inclined to, 
give now. |Laughter.] But of course, with the lapse of time 
comes wisdom, and I only want to add to his highly gratifying 
statement that in ths last case where no discussion was given 
the House was absolutely unanimous, although [think there was 
an attempt by one gentleman who was cursorily and providen- 
tially present, to obstruct action. ` 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icall the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that no quorum was present and no quorum voted at 
that time. 

Mr. REED. Well, the point was not made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, the point was made, but the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Resp}, then presiding, overruled the 
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int and said there was a quorum present. [Laughter on the 


mocratic sen 
Mr. REED. e Democratic party ought always to laugh pre- 
maturely, because that is its only chance. It will never get any 
other opportunity. When you come to examine the RECORD. 
genilemen, you will find that there was a quorum present, ani 

that no such action was taken as the gentleman states. . 

ae OUTAWAITE. The RECORD shows that this action took 

place: $ 

The question was taken on thesdoption of the resolutions, and the Speaker 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr, O. FERRAL. L. A division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 156, 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, is either voting or present. 

A MEMBER. One more fn the affirma tive. 5 i 

The SPEAKER On this question the ayes are 157, 1 no, and 9 not voting. 
So the resolutions are adopted. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. That is, there was not a voting quo- 
rum, but there was a present quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman said awhile ago that 
the action was unanimous, and I have called his attention to the 
facts. He said there were 9 not voting, but it was his custom 
when in the chair to name those present and not voting, and the 
9 inthis case are not named. [Renewed laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Mr. REED. All this is perfectly simple. It was not the 
custom to announce the names of members not voting except on 
a yea-und-nay vote, and this was not a yea-and-nay vote. Con- 
se uently, when the gentleman from Ohio says that in not nam- 
ing members not voting upon that occasion the custom was vio- 
lated, he makes a mistake 

A MEMBER. Oh! 

Mr. REED (continuing). He makes a mistake which he will 
hasten to correct. The gentleman from Georgia who says ‘‘Oh, 
no” was not here at that time, and it is sometimes surprising 
that he ever got here. pence dr 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. REED. I suggested to the Chair that I would move are- 
committal. Has the Speaker examined the matter? 

The SPEAKER. hat is the gentleman's motion? 

Mr. REED. A motion to recommit with instructions. The 
Speaker will recollect that it was withheld simply to enable the 
Chair to tell me whether it was in order or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Motion to recommit with instructions to somodify the resolution that an 
additional vote may be had in the Joy case on the question of ordering anew 
election. if the House shall determine that the facts require ona, and with 
instructions to allow a sultabie time for discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Maine as to whether the motion is in order. The Chair has been 
unable to find any authority for it. 

Mr. REED. If I were to argue it upon general principles, I 
should say that the rules of the House permitted such a motion. 

The SPEAKER. Rule XI provides that ; i 

It shall always be in order tocall up for consideration a ahd from the 
Committee on Rules, and pending the consideration thereof the Speaker 
may entertain one motion that the House adjourn; but after the result is 
announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion until the said 
report shall have been fully disposed of. 

Mr. REED. Well,I willargue the question, ifthe Chair please. 
The Chair must take the ground either that ordinary motions 
are permissible or that they are not permissible. If the Chair 
takes the ground that they are not permissible, of course he 
must account for allowing the previous question to ba put to the 
House, because the previous question is a motion just as much 
as a motion to recommit. 

And if a motion for the previous question is allowable, a mo- 
tion to recommit must bə allowable upon the same ground and 
for the same reason, First, the motion torecommit isa motion 
known to general parliamentary law—one of the rights of the 
House: and, second, it is a motion that is well known to our rules; 
and being known both to ganeral parliamentary law and to the 
rules, the House has a right to try that mode of modification. 
For example, if the previous question had not been ordered, 
would the Chair undertake to say that we could not amend the 
resolution of the Committee on Rules? Most assuredly not. 
What is an amendment? An amendment is a motion, just like 
the motion for the previous question, just like a motion to re- 
commit. They are all motions. air certainly can not 
take the ground that no motion can be permitted pending this 
report; otherwise the Committee on Rules would be able to 
launch upon the House any proposition, and the House would be 
obliged to receive it or reject it, without any right of modifica- 


tion. 
i must say thata rule with such an interpretation as that 
would give tothe Committee on Rules a power which no Speaker 
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at any time would ever dream of exercising in the presence of 
the House. Has not the House an inherent right to modify any 
proposition? Has it not a right to modify it in any way it 

leases—among other methods by a recommittal? The rules of 

e House so provide; and I venture to say to the Chair with 
considerable certainty that I recolle t a case this very session 
where a motion torecommit was permitted. 

The SPEAKER. Upona report of the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. REED. Thatis my very strong impression. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, ifthat were true, it would con- 
trol the question: but the Chair does not recollect any such de- 
cision, and has not been able to ascertain that there was any. 

Mr. REED. Of course, I am quite well aware that my mem- 
ory may deceive me aboutit; but I think that motion was per- 


mitted. 

Mr. TRACEY. Was not the motion to recommit in that case 
apon the passage of the bill after it had been brought before the 

ouse upon a report of the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. That case may have arisen, as suggested b 
the gentleman from New Yorki r. TRACEY], upon the consid- 
eration of a measure brought before the House on a report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. Possibly that may be the explanation. 

Mr. TRACEY. A motion to recommit the resolutions to the 
Committee on Elections would, I judge, be in order at the end 
of the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
Maine his idea about this matter. In the first p 
to recommit—— d 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair, before he begins, allow me one 
more suggestion which I do not want to forget? This can not 
be regarded as a dilatory motion.” 

The SPEAKER. Inthe first place, ordinarily, under all par- 
liamentary rules with which the Chair has any acquaintance ex- 
cept the system under which we are now operating, a motion to 
recommit is not in order after the previous question is demanded 
or ordered. A motion to recommit is simply another method 
of permitting the House to amend, and under ordinary rules the 
right of amendment is cut off by the previous question. The 
House has, however, a provision in its rules that even pending 
the demand for the previous question or after it is ordered a mo- 
tion to recommit may be in order. 

Now, the purpose of the rule as disclosed by the language 
which has been read was that on reports from the Committee on 
Rules the House should have the right without delay and with- 
out motions tending to delay, to dispose of such a report. The 
language is similar to that used in reference to motions to sus- 
pend the rules: and the Chair is aware that there may be some 
embarrassment at times because of the distinction between a 
report from the Committee on Rules and a motion to suspend the 

es. But take the case now before the House. The Chair 
has no doubt that it is within the power of the House to amend 
a report from the Committee on Rules. The Chair has never 
entertained any doubt about that. If the House should vote 
dowa the demand for the previous question, then this report 
contd be amended. 

The idea that the Chair has always had in enforcing this new 
rule was so to construe it as to permit the House to vote with- 
out delay upon the final proposition either as 3 by the 
committee o7 as agreed upon by the House if the House should 
choose to amend it. 

Now, the House has ordered the previous question. What 
does the previous question mean? It means that the House 
shall proceed to vote upon the proposition on which it is or- 
dered. Ifa motion to recommit is in order, perhaps a motion 
to lay on the table might be in order; and the effect of both 
these motions, whatever the motive of the mover might be, 
would be to delay the House in re :ching a final vote on the pròp- 
osition before it, and on which the House has expressed a desire 
for a final vote b ordering the previous question. The Chair 
has always held, in construing the rule, that any motion which 
would tend to prevent the House from a speedy vote upon the 
final proposition is not in order. 

The Chair holds that onareport from the Committee on 
Rules, when the previous question has been ordered, it isnot in 
order to move to recommit to the committee. The Chair thus 
holds the more willingly because the matter is entirely in the 
power of the House. If the House desires to amend or alter in 
any respect a ot eae of this character, it need only vote down 
the demand for the previous question, and then the whole field 
of amendment is open; the report can be altered in any way to 
suit the wishes of the House. 

In other words, the Chair accepts the ordering of the previous 
8 as an expression of the desire of the majority of the 

ouse to vote upon the resolution as it stood when the previous 
question was called upon it. Therefore, the Chair holds that 


entleman from 
e the motion 


the motion to recommit is not in order. The question is on 
agreeing to the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
109, noes none. 


Mr. REED. No quorum. 
K Mr. OUTHWAI I ask for the yeas and nays on this ques- 
on. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 173, nays 7, 
not voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS—173. 
Abbott, Cornish, Kyle, Reilly, 
Alexander, Covert, aon Richards, Ohio 
paiay 5 Ee ee 
) WSO) son, Tenn. 
Baldwin, Crawford, Tarian? Ritchie, 
Bankhe: berso; Lester, Robbins, 
Bartiett, De Armond, Robertson, La. 
Barwig, De Forest, Lynch, Ryan. 
Beil, Colo, n, 1 Anca Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, M re, ermerhorn, 
Black, Ga. ery, ory, Sibley, 
Black, III. Donovan, Marshall, Sipe, 
Rowan Dunphy, —— 5 
8 unphy, A T, 
Bower, N. C. Durborow, McCulloch, ~ Stallings, 
Branch, Edmunds, McDearmon, Stockdale. 
Breckinridge,Ark. Engish; McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Bretz, E: i McGann, Strait. 
Brickner, McKaig, Straus. 
Brookshire, Erdman, McKeighan, Swanson 
Brown, Everett, MeMilL Talbert, S. 0 
Bryan, Fielder, cNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Burnes, Geary, cRae, Tate, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Meredith, ‘Taylor, Ind. 
Cadmus, Goldzier, Meyer, Terry, 
Caminetti, Gorman, Money, Tracey, 
Campbell, Grady, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Cannon, Gresham, organ, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Capehart, 1, Minn. Moses, Turner, Va. 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Mutchler. Turpin. 
Catehings, Hammond, Neill, ler, 
Causey, Hare, Oa ashington, 
Clancy, Harris, O'N ‘eadock. 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Page. iting, 
bb, Ala. Henderson, N. ©. Paschal, Williams, II. 
Cobb. Mo. Hines, Patterson. illiams, 
Cockrell, Holman, Paynter, Wise, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Pearson, Wolverton, 
un. Hudson, Pence, W. ard. 
Coombs, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. The Speaker. 
Cooper, Fla. Ikirt, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Jones, Pigott, 
Cooper, Tex. EKrlbbs, Price, 
NAYS—7. 
Daniels, Hermann, Kilgore, Warner. 
Griffin, Hutcheson, McCleary, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—173 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Rusk, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Aitken, Doolittle, Joy, Russell, Ga. 
Alderson, Draper, Kem, Scranton, 
Aldrich, Eilis, Ky. Kiefer, Settle, 
Apsley, Ellis. Oregon Lacey, Shaw, 
Arnold, Fit pham, Shell. 
Avery. Fletcher, Lefever, Sherm 
Ba Forman, Linton, Sickles, 
Baker, Kans, Funk, le, Simpson, 
Baker, N. H. Funston, Livingston, Smith, 
Barnes, Fyan. ud, Snodgrass, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Loudenslager, Sperry, 
Belden, Gear, Lucas, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Gillet, N. X. Maddox, Steven: 
Berry, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stone, C. W. 
Bingham, Goodnight, Stone. W. A. 
Blair, Granen; . 5 Storer, 

n, Zrosvenor, 5 Strong, 
Boutelle, Grout, Call. Sweet. 
Bowers, Cal. Grow, McDannold, Tarsney, 
Brattan, ager, McDowell, Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hainer, McLaurin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, aines, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 

rosius, Harmer, Mercer, Updegrafl. 
Bundy, Harter, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bunn, Hartman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Haugen, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cabaniss, Heard, Murray, Walker. 
Caldwell, Heiner, Newlands, Wanger, 
Cannon, Henderson, II. Northway, Waugh, 
Chickering, Henderson, Iowa Payne, ells, 
ee KORD erkins, warr: 11 
epburn, ps, eeler, 
well, Hicks, Pickler, te, 
Compton, Hilborn, t Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Powers, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. > Wilson, W. Va. 
Hopkins, Il Woomer. 
„ E eae waren 
2 z yner, t. 
peer Hulick, Reon, 
avey, yburn, 
Daris Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
8 F I ask a recapitulation of the vote, Mr. 
penker. 
The vote was recapitulated, after which the announcement of 
the result was made as above recorded. 
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CONTESTED ELECTION, O’NEILL VS. JOY. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the resolutions 
submitted by the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representativestothe Fifty-third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional 
district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent at this time to 
offer the following as a substitute on behalf of the minority. 

The SPEAKE The Clerk will read the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the minority of the committee as asubstitute for those 
just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was legally elected to a seat in the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of the State of Mis- 
gouri, and that he is entitled to retain his seat in this House. 

Resolved, That John . O Neill was not legally elected toa seat in the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congreasional district of Missouri, and is 
not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] to control the hour in support 
of the report of the Committee on Elections, and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DANIELS] in opposition. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, this case involves the ap- 
lication of a familiar principle of law to an admitted state cf 
acts. Itcomes up from the Eleventh Congressional district of 

the State of Missouri. That district is wholly within the cor- 

orate limits of the city of St. Louis. Thecontestes claims that 
be was elected, and the returns show that he was, by a majority 
of 67 votes. 

For the past few years there is scarcely a State in the Union 
that has not been legislating with a view to ballot reform, The 
State of Missouri is no exception to this rule. The great intlux 
of foreign population into this country, the conferring of the 
ballot upon the colored race in the Southern States, and other 
causes combined, we all know have produced during the last 
quarter of a century very grave errors, frauds, and irrezulari- 
ties in elections. There is a tendency throughout the United 
States, confined to no particular section of the Union, there is a 
strong tendency, in the direction of ballot reform. The State of 
Missouri has pis-ed a good many statutes looking to the purity 
of the ballot in the cities of that Staite. At last she has evolved 
a system which in my humble judgment is as free from criticism 
as any system devised by any other State in the Union. 

I will. in afew moments. explain the operation of this law. In 
cities of over5,000 population the governor of the State oppas 
a recorder of voters. This recorder of voters has his oficə at 
the county seat and there registers the voters of the municipal- 
ity. He can register the voters on any day or at any time of 
the year. Where a citizen changeshis ward or precincthe sim- 
ply goes to the recorder of voters and has his registration 
changed. Then prior to any general election the recorder ap- 
points registrars whose duty it is to register the voters who 
have not theretofore been registered. 

The day previous to the election the recorder proceeds to 
make outan alphabetical list of all the registered votersin each of 
the precincts within the municipality, and that registry list is 
forwarded to the officers holding the electionand is there on the 
morning of the election. So it is that every man who isentiled 
to vote at any precinct has his name on the alphabetical list. 

Now, in order to prevent fraud the law requires that there 
shall be six judges. The first twoare called distributing judges; 
the nexttwoare called receiving judges; they receive the ballots; 
the first two distribute them; and the last two are called the 
counting judges. 

Three of these judges belong to one political party and three 
to anther. When a citizen desires to vote he goss to the dis- 
tributing judges, and these distributing judges having the list of 
3 voters before them can se2 from thatalphabetical list 
whether or not he is entitled toa billot. If he is entitled to a 
ballot they are required by the law to write their n smes or ini- 
tials in ink or in indelible pencil on the back of the ballot. That 
makes it an offici:l ballot. The billot is handed to the voter. 
He goes into the booth at the polling place and there prepares 
his ballot. He then folds it so that the signature of the judges 
shall appear on the outside of the bulot. He then goes to the 
receiving judges who receive the ballot, and casts the ballot 
with the initials or names of the distributing judges pliinly 
written on the billot, so that they can see that it is an official 

one. When that ballot is received the law requires that it 
shall be numbered in the order in which the voter cast it. and 
when this is dons the number of that ballot is written opposite 
the name of the voter on the registry list with the word“ voted,” 
and the ballot goes into the box. 


Now, that is the duty of the receiving judges. The counting 


judges have two ballot boxes. They deliver to the recei 
pa one of the ballot boxes, locked and empty. That is 

y the receiving judges for one hour, and then that ballot box 
is delivered over to the counting judges, and the other ballot 
box is delivered to the receiving judges, and the counting judges 
proceed to count the ballots in the first box, and the receiving 
judges proceed to deposit ballots in the second box. By that 
process the ballots are practically all counted when the polls 
are closed. Š 

Now, this is the very simple but rather elaborate system that 
has been instituted in the cities of the State of Missouri. You 
can at once see that if these laws were not mandatory the 
would be practically useless upon the statute books. Theo 
c2 s who would be elected by means of fraud would often be in- 
ters-ted in protecting the perpetrators of the frauds. and there- 
fore it is absolutely essential. in order to require that this law 
shall be enforced and that the purity of elections shall be se- 
cured, that these provisions shall be mandatory, and that the 
1 of the ballot shall depend upon a compliance with the 

AW. 

Mr. COX. How are those judges selected? 

Mr. PATTERSON, They are appointed, one-half from one 
political pirty and one-half from the other. 

Mr. COX. Who 8 them? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The county court, as I am informed. 

Now that is the mode in which the elections are conducted. 
You can see that if this law is en orced, it is almost an impossi- 
bility for fraud to be committed. Itis impossible that there 
should be a false registration. Itis impossible to have anyth 
else but pure elections, practicilly. if this law is enforced. Why 
Because these ballots are required to be kept for twelve months 
locked up in a box, in possession of the recorder of voters, an 
should a contest be instituted within the twelve months they are 
subject to be offered in evidence. Should no contest be insti- 
tutad within twelve months, then the ballots are destroyed. 

Now, in the event that a contest is instituted and these ballot 
boxes are opened, there is the registration or poll list. There 
are all the ballots, There are the initialsof the judges. There 
are the numbers of the ballots: and the numbering and the ini- 
tialing absolutely trace each ballot to the voter, and you can tell 
whether he was a false voter or not, whether he voted a dupli- 
eate ballot or not, and you can do it with absolute and une 
certainty. 

Now, in order to enforce this law the State of Missouri hus de- 
claved that every voter shall not vote elsewhere than in the elec- 
tion precinct where he is registered, and whereof he is regis- 
tered and a resident. He must vote in that precinct. 

Now, in sect on 4785, Revised Statutes, 1539, as amended b 
oon 11 of the act of April 4, 1891, it is expressly provide 

at— 

Every baliot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received. 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which tha names or ini- 
tials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear. 

In section 1095, Revised Statutes, 1889, it is provided that— 

No ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 


In section 4671, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, it is fur- 
ther enacted — 


Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and void, 


Section 4780, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended 
by section 8 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 

On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each qual- 
ified elector shall be entitled to raceive from the julges of election one bal- 
lot. It shall be the duty of such Judges of election to deliver such ballot to 
the elector. Before delivering any ballot to the elector the two judges of 
election having charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials upon 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing s 
be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. We have only one hour, and I hope the 
gentleman will not interrupt me. I desire to say that my dis- 
tinguished friend, Judge DANIELS, of New York, very ingeniousl 
argues that sec ion 1005 has been repealed by the act of 18)1. { 
deny that. Isay that section 1005 is in full force. But I shall 
not take the time to go into adiscussionof that question, because 
it only involves two or three votes, and no matter how the ques- 
tion may go. Mr. O'Neill is elected, provided it is necessary that 
the ba lots should be initialed. 

Now, that bringsus down to the discussion of this plain statute: 

Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received. 
No {nage of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or in- 
itials of the Judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear. 

Now, wy distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. REED] said 
that this e se was in a nutshell. It is in a nutshell. If this 
statute which I have read is a mandatory statute, if it means 
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what it says, then under the law Mr. O'Neill is entitled to this 


seat, and my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. DANIEL] | 


does not deny the 1 
Mr. LACEY. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
time. I can notyield. 
Mr. LACEY. We will give unanimous consent to extend the 


time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can not yield for an interruption. 

That is the nutshell, so far as the law of this.case is concerned, 
because, so far as numbering is concerned, there are only, I be- 
lieve, two or three votes involved. That is tosay, Joy received 
43 ballots where there was no number on tickets that was ini- 
tialed, and O’Neill received 45, making adiiference of only two 
as required by law is en- 
forced, was elected by 210 votes. Now, that is the case, and I 
will state the simple proposition, Mr. Speaker, that I stand by 
and represent to-day. I stand here representing this idea, that 
the State of Missouri has the right to manage her own affairs. 
She has the righs to enact her own election laws; she has the 
right to impose conditions upon the exercise of the suffrage; she 
has the right to enact a mandatory law, and if she requires this 
initialing to be done before the baliot shall go into the ballot 
box, it is the business of Missouriand not the business of the 
American Congress. That is the doctrine, and that is the im- 
portant principle involved in this ease, and it is all of it. 

Now, I know that my friend from Maine this morning spoke 
of the hwdship of enforcing a technicality. Is it any hardship 
upon a citizen to say that when he goes to the distributing 

udges that he shall see that they comply with the law by writ- 
their initials or signatureson the ballot? Why the law pre- 
seribes that when the voter folds his ballot he shall fold it so 
that the initi is shall appear on the outside of the ballot. The 
law requires him to look at the initials. The law requires him 
to see t it is an official ballot; and before he goes to the re- 
ceiving judges that he shall fold that ballot so that the initials 
shall appear on the outside, and shall be plainly in view of the re- 
ceiving judges; and then the law says that these receiving judges 
shall wet deposit the ballots in the ballot box unless the initials or 
signatures are there. What is the meaning of that law? Ifyou 
do not have the initials of the receiving judges on the ballot the 
voters can counter eit ballots. They can use any other ballot. 
This is the official ballot. The law contemplates enforcing the 
rinciple that a voter shall use an official ballot. If he muti- 
tes the official ballot he can go and secure another ballot by 
making an affidavit. 

But the billot is not an official ballot until the signatures or 
initials of the judges are written uponit. This is the plain pro- 
vision of a Missouri statute. It is u mandatory statute. There 
is not a lawyer on the floor of this House who can controvert 
that proposition—that the State of Missouri says that the bailot 
shall not go into the box unless it is initialed, or has the signa- 
tures of the judges upon it. It isa mandatory statute in the very 
strongest language that can be used. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hive been asked a question. I have not 
discussed the question of numbering the baliots, and I want to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL! 
to the fact that numbering is not necessarily involved in this 
case. There are only two ballots depending upon it; all the re- 
maindér are dependent upon the initialing; and if there is any 
trouble in the mind of the gentleman on that score, I say to him 
he should dismiss it. I am basing the case clearly upon the 

uestion that the b llots were not initialed. Now, mark you, 

e initialing by one judge will not do. 

Mr. BOATNER. Right there, I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

. PATTERSON. We have only an hour. I do wish my 
friend would allow me to proceed. 

Mr. BOATNER. Ionly wish to ask a question for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then ask your question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to know whether the deficiency —— 

Mr. PATLERSON, One hour is all we have. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to ask if the question of deficiency, 
for which you have thrown out these ballots, was a thing that 
the voter had any control over? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is it the fault of the voter or the fault of 
the commissioner of elections? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The law requires him to go to these dis- 
tribu judges and get his ballot. The law requires that these 

judges shall write their initials or signatures upon the ballot be- 
‘ore they hand it to him. The law requires him, when he goes 
into the booth and makes up his ballot, to so fold it that the in- 


itialing of it shall be upon the outside of the ballot, plainly open 
to the view of these receiving judges; and that ess he folds 


The gentleman can ask it in his own 


the ballot so that the initialing and numbering is plainly in view 
the pages will not receive aud put it in the ballot box. 

Mr. BOATNER. How is it accounted fol, then, that the com- 
missioners did receive them? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know about that. I am not 
here accounting for a violation of the law. Iam simply insist- 
ne on the enforcement of a plain mandatory statute oi the State 
of Missouri. Now my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] this morn- 
ing undertook to discuss this question, and said that the case 
rested on a pure technicality. 

Mr. REED. I did not qualify it in that way; I did not say it 
was a pure.“ 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine, 
who is not amember of the Elections Committee, made the broad 
statement that this was an effort upon the part of the ma orit; 
of this House to oust the sitting member upon a mere technical- 
ity. I desire to say that I prepared this report. and, so far as I 
am concerned, I want the case to be decided upon the question 
whether or not the American Congress will enforce # plain man- 
datory statute of a sovereign State. Itisan important question, 
involving an important principle, and I desire to see it enforced 
in this case. 

The report calls attention only very briefly to the facts, resting 
the case of the eontestant upon statute. But, Mr. Speaker, as 
the gentleman from Maine has seen proper to assail the action 
of the majority of the committee upon the ground that this isan 
effort, by a mere technical device, to oust the sitting member 
from his seat, I propose to devote a few moments to the facts in 
this case. I do soin order to show the operation of the wise 
law which has been enacted by the State of Missouri. For in- 
stance, it is insisted by the contestant and by the majority of the 
committee that there were 00 votes counted for Mr. Joy that 
were found in the boxes, where the pretended voters were reg- 
istered from vacant lots or fictitious streets, or did not reside 
at the places from which they were regist red. Again, it is 
contended by the contestant, and if necessary would be insisted 
upon by the majority of the committee, that there were 250 bal- 
lots for Joy given and cast by only 125 voters. That is to say, 
there were 125 duplicates without deducting the few duplicates 
that had been cast for the contestant. 

Again, we insist, and if it were necessary the majority of the 
committe: would insist, that there were 42 voters whose votes 
were counted for Joy who swear that they voted for O’Neill. Of 
those 42 voters, 17 castduplicate ballots. Again, 29 votersswear 
that they voted for O Neill, their names are on the poll list 
marked ** yoted,” but their ballots were not found in the boxes. 
Again, 5 voters for Joy voted on lapsed registration papers. 
Under the laws of Missouri, when a man takes out his first pa- 
pers he can vote for five years, butif he does not take out his sec- 
ond papers within the five years he can not vots afterwards, 
Five votes were cast for Joy upon lapsed naturalization papers. 

Again, in precinct 94 the judges-found 7 ballots for Joy and 1 
for O Neill when no names appeared on the poll books to repre- 
sent them. Again, Joy contends that211 citizensdeposited their 
ballots with the United States supervisor, not having registered, 
but claiming that they were entitled to vote. Taere were 211 
ballots filed there for Joy, but there were 243 similar ballots filed 
for O Neill, Therefore, Mr. Speaker, upon the factsof the case 
if it were necessary to go into them, I contend that we could 
demonstrate that Mr. O Neill is entitled to this seat, and the 
law which I have discussed has been the instrumentality by 
which these facts have been disclosed. But in writing the re- 
port the majority of the committee chose to rest the case, not 
upon a discussion of the facts, but upon this plain mandatory 
statute of the State of Missouri. Shall we enforce the statute 
according to its meaning? That is the principle involved here, 
and we desire to see the principle vindicated and enforced in 
this case. 

How much time have I remaining? S 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted for 
the presentation of the questions involved in this controversy 
very littleattention can be paid to details, and were this simply 
a controversy between these two gentlemen, Mr, O'Neill upon 
the one side and Mr. Joy upon the other, [should not attempt to 
consume any part of the period which is allowed for discussion 
in this case. But behind these gentlemen are 30.000 voters of 
the Eleventh Congressional district of the State of Missouri, who 
come before this Houseasking that the fair ma‘ority of the votes 
as they were cast and received in the election in November, 1892, 
shall be maintained. 

There is no question here upon the evidence but that these 
voters were honest legal voters of that election district, with the 
exception of perhaps thirty persons who had been fraudulently 
registered and who voted fraudulently, but it will not be con- 
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tended that the number of such fraudulent votes was suficient 
in any ter 9 view to justity the rejection of the return that 
was e by the board of judges, most of whom were Democrats, 
in favor of the seating of Mr. Joy. We have, then. before the 
House 30,000 voters who appear behind these gentlemen, who 
are constructively here, to ask that their legal rights under the 
laws of the State of Missouri shall be protected and maintained, 
and the members of this House have been appointed under the 
Constitution of the United States the judges of that question, to 
look at the election and the evidence that pertains to the yotes 

-that were cast, from a judicial point of view, leaving out of con- 
sideration entirely the political complexion of either one of these 
contestants. 

It is contended here by the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and also by what has been said by my distin- 
guished friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON |, that these 
votes should be rejected to such an extent as to extinguish the 
major.ty that was returned in favorof Mr. Joy and give the seat 
to Mr. O'Neill. This is not to be done by excluding illegal votes 
from those that were included in the returns, bat it is to be done 
by means of two technical objections that are raised to the reg- 
3 of this election, upon which technicalities the honest le- 
gal voters of the Eleventh Congressional district of the State 
of Missouri are to be deprived of their chosen representative 
here. 

Now these objections are in the first place that the votes were 
not numbered in the order in which they were received. And 
that is true us to the ninety eighth precinct of this Congressional 
district. And of those votes, according to the report of the ma- 
jority of this committee, Mr. Joy has received 25 over and above 

hose given to Mr, O'Neill. So that, according to this calcula- 
tion, 20 votes are to be taken from Mr. J oy’s majority because 
these votes in this precinct were not numbered. 

Another precinct, No. 5, was ob ected to on the same ground; 
and by the way these are the only objectionsraised in the notice 
of contest. But it appears by the evidence in this case that every 
vote given in the ninety-fifth precinct was numbered: the num- 
ber is upon it; and it does not appear that that number is not 
the number of the vote in the order in which it was received. 

It was insisted on behalf of the contestant that it was the regis- 
tration number that was placed on these ballots; but that is 

not proved as a matter of fact by the evidence; and even if it 
were so the registration number is just as good an identification 
of the vote and of the voter, as it was polled in that precinct as 
a numbering in the order in which it was received, strictly in 
accordance with the statute. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
a question? 

r. DANIELS. Not at all. 

Mr. BOATNER. I see that one provision of the statute of 
Missouri declares that no ballot not numbered as so provided 
shall be counted.” is there any provision of the statute which 
declares that no ballot not initialed shall be counted? 

Mr. DANIELS. There is not. There is no provision in the 
law as it now exists in the State of Missouri, or as it existed in 
1892, niring that ballots not numbered shall not be counted, 
or that the ballots shall be rejected because the initials of the 
judges are not placed upon them. That, as to the failure to 
number, was the provision of the old law under which elections 
were carried on for a series of years up to 1889. But at that time 
a new law went into effect, which was calculated to supersede 
the old law—a new law by which the Australian ballot was intro- 
duced; and this form of ballot was to be supplied by the public 
authorities of the election district, and was so supplied in this 
instance. i 

In addition to the contention that the ballots were not num- 
bered, and therefore should be re‘ected, the objection is also 
made that the ballots did not bear the initials of two of the 
judges of elections. The law of 1889 provided for the appoint- 
ment of two additional judges who were to be judgesof the elec- 
tion and who were required to indorse their initials on every 
ballot before the ballot was delivered to the voter. In this in- 
stance they failed to comply fully with this direction: but the 
ballot was indorsed in all instances by one of the judges of the elec- 
tion. In the ninsty-eighth precinct, already referred to, the 
ballots were indorsed in this manner by Mr. Lab rge, one of the 
Democratic judges of the election precinct, it being supposed 
that was sullicient, and it was supposed also by the majority of 
the judges of election in this precinct that it was not neces- 
sary to number the ballots. Thit was made a matter of discus- 
sion among them at the time: and it was not settled until they 
had received about 191 votes, at which time they commenced 
the numbering of the ballots, which was followed from that 
time forward. 

It is upon these two objections that the ground is taken in the 
majority report, and also in the argument which is made here, 


that Mr. Joy's election should be overthrown and Mr. ONeill 
should be seated in his place. In order to sustain this ground 
it has been found to be necessary to go back to the old law which 
existed prior to the enactmentof the present statute, and which 
is plainly inapplicable to the election which was held on this 
occasion.. It was for the purpose of changing the entire system 
of voting at elections in the city of St. Louis that this law was 
first passed. It was made to include all elections held in cities 
of the State having a population of 5,000 and upwards, and there- 
fore it necessarily includes the city of St. Louis, But in 1891, 
before this election was held, an amendatory act was passed, ex- 
tending the provisions of the new syst:m to the entire State; 
and at the time when thiselection was held that was the gener. 
law of the State of Missouri. 

Now, the question is whether you can go back to the law as it 

reviously existed and as the majority of the committee has 
Sone for the purpose of finding an ob ection which will oust Mr. 
Joy from the seat and give it to another person who was not re- 
tucned as having a majority, and who in point of fact did not 
have a majority of the vo.es of that district. 

Mr. PAYNTER. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I 
wish to ask him a question. 

Mr. DANIELS. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. PAYNTER. If the old law declaring these ballots e e 
when not numbered is now in force, is not that statute manda- 
tory, and is it not our duty to exclude such ballots from the 
count? 

Mr. DANIELS. Isay so. I do not controvert that proposi- 


tion. 

Mr. PAYNTER. You agree thatthe statute is mandatory, if 
it is applicable to this election. 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, if the statute is applicable. 

Mr. BROWN. And the same is true with respect to the ini- 
tialed ballots? 

Mr. DANIELS, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BROWN. So that the question between us is whether 
these old laws have been repealed byimplication or not? 

Mr. DANIELS. Whether they apply to this election. 

Now, upon this question I would like to read an extract which 
I have made from the case of Fox vs. The Commonwealth of 
Virginia, reported in 16 Grattan, as to the effect of changing a 
system that has existed and been carried out relative to any mit- 
ter of government in the State. ` 

It is there said that— 

Even if the subsequent statute be not repugnant in all its provisions to a 
prior one, yet if the latter statute was clearly intended to prescribe the ouly 
rule that should govern in the case provided for, it repeals the orginal 
act.“ So on the same principle a statute is impiedly repealed by a suose- 
quent one revising the whole subject-matter of the first. And in the case of 
a statute revising the common law the implication is equally strong. 

And that is the case in this election; and that it was intended 
to have that effect, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the title of the act as it was passed in 1889. It is declared to be 
An act to provide for the printing and distributing of ballots 
at elections for pro officers at public expense, and to regulate 
elections for public officers” including necessarily the election 
of the member of Congress in this district. 

Now, the preceding law relating to the numbering of the bal- 
lots uses these words: The ballot shali be taken and numbered 
in the order he [the voter] offers to vote, etc., and_one of the 
poge shall indorse the registration number on the back of the 

llot, which is to be over the number of the ballot itself,” while 
under the present law it is provided only that the ballot when 
it is presented shall be numbered in the order in which it is re- 
ceived, this statute using precisely the language of the consti- 
tution of the State of Missouri, and was intended plainly to con- 
form the present law to the requirements of the constitution 
instead of going b ck to the old law, which did not do that, but 
required the ballot to be numbered in the order in which the 
voter proposed to vote, which presents a manifest difference in 
the language; and there is no reason why the Legislature should 
have provided in this law of 1889 and 1891 for the change in this 
language, if it was still proposed to go back to the law of 1883 to 
determine the rights of a voter to have the vote counted where 
there had been an omission to number it, 

The law of 1833 required also that the registered number 
should be placed on the back of the bal.ot, while the law of 1889 
and 18/1 provided that no other writing should be placed on the 
ballot than simply the number of the ballot and the initials of 
the two judges. 

This clearly excluded the TON OmIerS that the registration 
number should be indorsed on the ballot, and restricted the in- 
dorsement to the number of the ballot in the order in which it 
should be received. The law of 1883 declaring that the un- 
numbered ballot should not be counted was also expressly con- 
fined to the ballot voted under theold law. That is evident 
from its language, which is that no ballot not numbered as 
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herein provided shall be counted.” A clear distinction has in 
this manner been made between the ballots. The ballot not to 
be counted when not numbered was the old. ballot, for that is 
the only ballot to which the preceding law wasapplied. And it 
was to take the place of that enactment that the actsof 1889 and 
1891 were made to require but one number, and that is the num- 
ber of the billot in the order in which it shall be received. 
That is the statute on which this requirement to number 
stands,and on which the House is asked to reject this vote given 
in this precinct 98, and being the precinct in which Mr. Joy 
received a majority of 67 votes. Now, as to that particular 
feature, the present law does not provide as the preceding stat- 
ute did, that the ballot shall not be counted when it has not 
been num ered. And it has not been forbidden to be placed in 
the box when it has not been numbered. But without the in- 
itials of the two judges it has been declared that it shall not be 
deposited in the box unless the initials of the judges are on the 
tack of it. This duty is devolved on the officers of the election, 
not upon the voter; and there is no disability, no forfeiture im- 
posed on the voter himself, or on his ballot, because the officer 
does not discharge the duty which the law imposes upon him in 
the matter, but deposits the ballot in the box with only one 
initial upon it, which was the fact as to all these disputed votes. 
The general rule requires sucha ballot to be counted notwith- 
standing the irregularity. For “an irregularity in conducting 
an election, which does not deprive a legal voter of his vote, or 
admit a disqualified voter to vote, or cast uncertainty on the re- 
sult, and has not been occasioned by the party seeking to de- 
rive a tenefit from it. should be overlooked in a trial for an 
office depending on such election.” (Paine on Elections, section 
, + 


+) 

It is to the officers alone that the law has made use of this lan- 
guage. These two judges of election are the persons who are 
to indorse their initiais upon the ballots; and if a ballot is not 
so indorsed, the receiving judges have been directed not to place 
it in the bailot box. The duty is placed exclusively upon them, 
and for their delinquency the voter has not been deprived of his 


vote. 

Now, in ail the cases where the ballot has been rejected for a 
failure to comply with requirements of this character, the law 
has expressly declared either that the ballot shall be void, or 
that the vote shall not be counted. Now, in order to relieve the 
case from this principle, and to forfeit the votes having the ini- 
tials of but one of the judges upon them, the majority of the com- 
mittee have gone back again to another old statute of the State; 
and I desire to call the attention of the House for a moment to 
the provisions of that statute. KE 

Itis claimed on the part of the minority of the committee 
that this statute has no possible application to the case that is 
now before the House. The members of the House will see that 
the language of this old statute applies to the case of the ballot 
supplied alone by the voter himself and to the contents of that 
ballot, while the votes at thiselection, and under the present law 
of the Stite of Missouri,are to be supplied by the public au- 
thorities; and the ballot is to contain not only the ticket that 
the voter designs to vote, but the ticket of each one of theother 
parties that may have made nominations of candidates to be 
supported at that election. Now, this statute provides as fol- 
lows, and this is the old law which clearly is not applicable to 
this controversy: 

Sud. 4671. Ballots shall contain what.—Each voter at any election shall, 
in full view, deliver to one of the judges of election a singie ballot, which 
shall be a piece of white paper, on which shall be written or printed the 
names of the persons voted for, with a designation of the office which he 
or they may intended to fill. Said ballot shail not bear upon it any 
device whatever, nor shall there be any writing or printing thereon, except 
the names of persons and the designations of the omce to be filled. leav- 
ing a margin on either side of the printed matter for substituting names. 
Each ballot may bear a plain written or printed caption thereon, expressing 
its political character, but on all such ballots the caption or headiines shall 
not, in any manner, be designed to mislead the voter as to the name or 
names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this 
cha shall be considered fraudulent and the same shall not be counted. 

(Revised Statutes, 1879, section 5193.) 


While under the present law the ballot is required to con- 


the name of every candidate whose nomination for any office specified in 
the Lallot has been certified or filed according to the provisions of this arti- 
cle, and noother names. The names of candidates nominated by each party 
shall be grouped together upon the proper ballot. and each group be headed 
by the name of the political party by waich the candidates composing said 
groups are placed in nomination. Every ballot shall also cont the name 
of the party or principle which the candidates represent, as contained in the 
certificates of nomination. 


Now, that ballot can not be voted under the old law. Theold 
law declares that there shall be no writing or printing on the 
ballot except the ticket with its caption that the voter is in- 
tending to vote, while here, under the new law, the authorities 
are required to print every ticket representing every kind of 
nomination, Democratic, Republican, People's candidate, Pro- 


hibition, or whatever it may be, all together upon the face of 
the ticket. That ticket contains consequently printing which, 
under the preceding law, would render it actually impossible 
that it should be received or placed in the ballot box, because 
that law declared that no ballot having any other writing or 
printing upon it than merely the caption and ticket of the per- 
sons voting, should be placed in the ballot box. 

Then it declares that any ballot not conforming to the pro- 
visions of this chapter, which is the old law relating to eiec- 
tions in St. Louis, shall be considered fraudulent and the same 
shall not be counted, and it is under that provision that it is 
claimed on behalf of the majority of this committee that these 
votes not bearing the initials of the two judges of election shall 
be rejected. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is that the old law? 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the old law. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Does the present law, which you 
admit to be in force, contain a provision that no ballot shall be 
deposited in the box without the initials and the numbers? 

Mr. DANIELS. There is no such provision in this law at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. What is the provision of the pres- 
ent law? 

Mr. DANIELS. The provision of the present law is this: 

Every ballot shall be numberedin the order in which it shall be received. 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 
tials of the judges, as hereinbefore provided for, does not appear. (Amended 
Laws, 1891, p. 185.) 

That is the law which first required the initials of the judges 
of election to be indorsed upon the ballot. Thee was no such 
requirement in the old law, and certainly the old law could not 
nullify the ballot for the want of these initials. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Is thut the present law? 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the present law. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It mentionsonly the initialing, and 
not the numbering. 

Mr. DANIELS. That applies to the initialing and not to the 
numbering. The declaration in the present law is simply that 
the judge of election shall not deposit in the baliot box a Pallot 
which does not contain these two initials. And that is the ex- 
tent of the prohibition. Now, the law as it has been construed 
by the courts of Missouri 

Mr. MCCALL. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that that a ae is simply directed to the judge of election. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I was simply getting at the facts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the voter were supplied with a 
ballot which did not contain the initials, what would he do? 
Would he go back and have the initials supplied? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, he could. 

Mr. MAGNER. Does the gentleman contend that without a 
specific directionin the law, the om ssion on the part of theelec- 
eon ofñcers to do their duty would in no case invalidate the bal- 
ot? 

Mr. DANIELS. I do, unless the law has gone further and de- 
clared that the vote shall be void without it, or else that the 
vote shall not be counted. 

Mr. MAGNER. - Is not the gentleman familiar with the Onon- 
daga cases, and the decision of the court of appeals, in which 
they held directly this way? 

Mr. DANIELS. The gentleman is mistaken as to the effect 
of that decision. That decision, and all the decisions upon the 
subject are fully referred to in this case of Bowersagainst Smith, 
in 111 Missouri, page 46 to 61,in which this language is used 

Mr. MAGNER. if the gentleman will examine the Onondaga 
cases, he wiel see that there was an omission to comply with the 
law, even a willful omission by the election officials themselves, 
in which the voters had no part; and in that case the court of 
appeals held that, notwithstanding the willful act of transferring 
the ballots, it was incumbent upon the voter to show that he did 
not carry it out for himself. 

Mr. DANIELS. Because the law provided that a vote not 
numbered according to the law was not a legal vote. That was 
the decision. 

Mr. MAGNER. That is the provision of this law. 

Mr. DANIELS. There is no such provision in this law. 

Mr MAGNER. That it shall be initialed? 

Mr. DANIELS. That it shall be numbered and initialed, and 
that it shall then be voted. There is only one instance under 
that part of the law. 

Mr. HAYES. Then 1 understand the other side claims that 
there is no such provision. 

Mr. DANIELS. That is in the old law. 
vides for one ballot, and then it declares: 

Ballots other than those printed by the respective clerks of the county 


courts, according to the provisions of this article, shall not be cast or 
counted in any election. 


If these ballots were not in form, according to the language 


The present law pro- 
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of this statute, they could not be voted or counted; but there is 
no evidence that these ballots were not made in the form pre- 
scribed by thislaw. The law did not require the ticket to be 
initialed in order to make it regular. 

Mr. MAGNER. The question included the initialing of the 
ballot, and the neglect to put in the correct number of the dis- 
trict in the Onondaga cases. 

Mr. DANIELS. Which the Legislature declared should in- 
validate the ticket, 

Mr. MAGNER. The Legislature did not. 

Mr. DANIELS. I beg your pardon. ‘ 

Mr. MAGNER. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. DANIELS. That was the ground upon which the court 
of appeals decided. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Will the gentleman allow me to read what 
the court of appeals said in that case? 

Mr. DANIELS. The gentleman will please defer that. The 
supreme court of the State of Missouri have held this to be the 

law in the case to which Ihavealready referred. The language 
of that court is: 


If the law itself declares a specified irregularity to be fatal, the courts will 
tonon that command irrespective of their views of the importance of the re- 
quirement. 

Inthe absence of such declaration tho judiciary endeavor, as best — f 
may, to discern whether the deviation from the prescribed forms of law had, 
or had not, so vital an influence on the procee: as to probably prevent a 
fros and full expression of the popular will. If it had, the irregularity is 
held to vitiate the entire returns, otherwise it is considered immaterial. 

And that is the situation under which this election was held. 
There was notadishonest vote polled in one any of these precincts, 
unless it was in one of the precincts where it was claimed there 
was improper registration, and where all the forms of the law 
were observed. 2 

But it will not do for me to consume the time of gentle- 
men who are behind me; and, therefore, I shall leave this sub- 
jectin the hands of the members of the House, asking them 
only to consider these various provisions of the statutes and say 
whether it was not the intention of the Legislature when they 
passed the law of 1889 and 1841 to break away from this old sys- 
tem, so far as the form of the vote and the manner of voting 
were concerned, and to provide an entirely new system, which 
was in conformity with the language of the Constitution of the 
State of Missouri, which was adopted after this law was enacted, 
declaring that the vote should not be counted unless the regis- 
tration and the number of the vote were indorsed upon it, that 
constitution being adopted in August, 1875, and these laws be- 
ing enacted in March, 1875. 

reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, this contest involves the con- 
struction of the statutes of Missouri under which the election was 
held. Congress haslefttothe States, where it properly belongs, 
to furnish the necessary legislation relating to the conduct of 
elections. During this Congress all Federal election statutes 
have been repealed. Under the statutes of Missouri, until 1891, 
there were statutes relating to the conduct of elections in the 
cities of a certain class and statutes for the regulation of elec- 
tions in the balance of the State. In 1883 the Legislature passed 
an act the title of which was, An act to provide for the regis- 
tration of all voters in cities having a population of more than 
100,000 inhabitants, and to govern elections in such cities,” etc. 

A part of that act issection 1005 of the Revised Statutes of the 
State of Missouri. Itis as follows: 

Section 1005, Revised Statutes 1889, provides: 

The recorder of voters shall provide two ballot boxes for each election pre- 
cinct, one of which shall be numbered No. 1, and the other No. 2. and it shall 
be the duty of the judges of election to select from their number two who 
shall be designa' and known as “receiving judges,” ani two who shall 
be designated and known as counting judges.’ The two receiving judges 
shall receive the ballots of each elector, and shall. upon receipt thereof, pro- 
nounce in an audible voice the name of the voter, and if the judges shalt be 
satisfied that the person offering to vote is a legal voter, his bailot shall be 
taken and numbered in the order he offers to vote. and the ballot shall be 
folded, and one of the judges shall place the registration number on the back 
ofthe ballot, and then draw a horizontal line under it. and shall place the 
number of the ballot in the order in which it was voted, thus: Yñ: said 
numbers shall be announced in a plain and audible voice by the judges, loud 
enough to be héard by the 8 outside the polling place, and the 
ballot shall then be deposited in the ballot box, which shall be securely 
closed for the period of one hour after the opening of the polls. 

The clerks of the election shall enter the voting number of the ballot, and 
the word voted. or rejected, as the case may be, opposite the voter's name 
on the registration lists furnished to them. At the expirat jon of such hour 
the receiving judges shall deliver said ballot box No. 1 to the counting 
judges. who shall immediately deliver over to the receiving judges ballot 

x No. 2, which sball. thereupon, be securely closed, in which all ballots 
received. until the ballots in ballot box No. 1 are counted, shall be deposited: 
and after the counting judges have counted the ballots in ballot box No. 1, 
they shall deliver the box to the room ine judges, and the counting judges 
shall count the ballots in ballot box No.2, and so on alternating when- 
ever the counting judges complete the count of the ballots in any box until 
all the ballots cast are counted. 

Ail ballots shall be taken out and counted in the presence of all the judges 
and clerks, and party representatives, in the manner provided by law, and 
it shall be the duty of the counting judges to announce to the electors pres- 
ent the total number of votes polled at the close of each hour, but no infor- 


mation or statement of any kind shall be given or made by the unges or 
cierks of election revealing the number of votes received by any candidate 
at such election, or the name of any person who has not voted, or any infor- 
mation tending to show the state of the polls: Provided, That each political 
ty shalthave the right to select one representative to be present with the 
udges of election from the opening to the closing of the pols, whomay chal- 
lenge any person offering to vote, but shall not interfere with the Judges or 
clerks in the discharge of their duties. Said representatives shall make 
oath before the judges of election that they will not directly or indirectly 
give any information showing the state of the polis: Provided further, That 
no ballot not numbered as herein provided shal! be counted, and that the 
judges shall, in the presence of the electors, examine the ballot boxes at the 
opening of the polls, and before any ballots are received, tosee thatthey are 
empty; and at the close of the polls the judges shall continue to count until 
all the ballots are counted without removing from the polling place. 

This section makes provision for furnishing ballot boxes for 
the various precincts. ; 

It designates the characterof the judges of election by nam- 
ing twoof the four judges provided by lawas ‘‘ receiving judges ” 
and two as counting judges.” 

A clause is in the section regulating the reception of the bal- 
lots and the numbering thereof, and directs how the ballots shall 
be counted. 

It is further declared that ‘‘no ballot not numbered as herein 
provided shall be counted.” 

Section 1010, Revised Statutes of Missouri, being part of the act 
of 1883, declares in substance thatall elections in said cities shall 
be conducted in all respects as provided in this article, subject 
to all provisions of the Revised Statutes entitled“ Elections,’ 80 
far as the same do not conflict with this article. 

Section 4747, Revised Statutes, in substance says that except 
as otherwise provided by law all provisions of this chapter 
(which is 60) shall be applicable to the city of St. Louis, the 
same as the counties. x 

This chapter, 60, is the one entitled Elections,” referred toin 
sections 1010 and 4747. 

Section 4671 is part of chapter 60, which is as follows: 

Each voter at any election, shall in full view, deliver to one of the j 
of election a single ballot, which shail be a piece of white paper, on which 
shall be written or printed the names of the persons voted for, with a desig- 
nation of the office which he or they may be intended to fill. Said ballot 
shall not bear upon it any device whatever, nor shall there be any Retina 
or printing thereon, except the names of persons and the designations o 
the office to be filled, leaving 2 margin on either side of the printed matter 
for substituting names. Each bailot may beara plain written or printed 
caption thereon, expressing its political character, but on all such ballots 
the caption or head lines shall not in any manner be designed to mislead 
the voter as to the name or names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming 
to the provisions of this chapter shall be considered fraudulent and the same 
shall not be counted. s 

There is a distinct clause in this section, as follows: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent, and the same shall not be counted, 

It is readily seen that the terms of section 4747 make the lan- 
guage just pase apply to the city of St. Louis, as there is 
nothing in the act of 1883 and the preceding acts relating to 
elections in St. Louis which are in conflict with the foregoing 
provision. 

We assume, then, that at the time of the passage of what is 
known as the Australian ballot law the provision declarin 
ballots fraudulent and shall not be counted was in force 
applicable to the city of St. Louis, because, as stated, it is not 
in conflict with any preceding statutes relating to St. Louis nor 
section 1005, which only provides the penalty of exclusion from 
the count of any ballot not numbered, while this provision ex- 
cludes the ballot from the count for any substantial variance 
from the provisions of this chapter—not article or section, but 
chapter. 

Before proceeding to discuss the effect of the acts of 1889 and 
1891, T call your attention to sections 4672 and 4673 of article 1, 
chapter 6), Revised Statutes, which apply to the State of Mis- 
souri outside of St. Louis. 

Section 4672 among other things provides for the numbering 
of the ballots the same as secfion 1005, and declares that no 
ballot not so numbered shall be counted.” 

Section 4673 is substantially the sime as section 1005. ? 

One was intended to apply to the city of St. Louis and the 
otber to ths balance of the State, each system requiring four 
judges of election. i 

Faus the law stood in 1839 when the Australian ballot law was 
passed. 

This act is article 3, chapter 60, Revised Statutes, being 
thus incorporated by the thirty-fifth General Assembly of Mis- 
souri: This act isan amendment to the then existing laws in 
the State of Missouri relating to elections. It provides for an 
official ballot together with numerous details annecessary to 
mention. It was made applicable to cities and towns of 5,000 
inhabitants and over. 

It repeals all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with it. 

It is not, nor does it purport to create a complete system of 
laws for the conduct of elections in Missouri. It makes changes 
in the laws in some respects, and additions thereto. 
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The act of 1891 has the following title, to wit: 


An act to amend article 3, chapter 60, Revised Statutes of 1889 of the State 
of Missouri, entitled. Elections in cities and towns of 5,00 Inhabitants and 
over, and extending the Australian system of voting to all voting precincts 
in the State.” 

Section 1 is as follows: 


- SECTION 1. That sections Nos. 4762, 4766, 4773, 4775, 4776. 4779, 4780, 4781, 4784, 

478, 4702, 4794, of article 3.of chapter 60 of the Revised Statutes of the State 
of Missouri be. and thesame are hereby repealed, and the following sections 
substituted thereior. 

‘Then there is a general repealing clause of all inconsistent 
aow, and it is made to apply to all election preciscts in the 

tate, 

I will consider briefly the effect of the acts of 1889 and 1891 on 
the laws then in force in Missouri in relation to elections so far 
as this case is affected thereby. 

15 terms of this law the State furnished the elector with 
a ballot inst ad of the elector furnishing it himself. The efect 
of this was to repeal so much of the law then in force as allowed 
the elector to furnish it. 

Section 100}, ltevised Statutes, provided for four judges of elec- 
tion. This was amended by the Australian ballot law by pro- 
viding in section 4777 for appointment of two additional judges 
of election “at the same time and in the same manner as judges 
of election are appointed or elected,” etc., thus recognizing as 
Still in force the provision of the law in relation to the appoint- 
‘ment of judges of elections, thus evincing a purpose to retain 
in force parts of sections of the existing laws. 

Section 1005, I have said designates two of the judges of elec- 
tion as “ receiving judges” and two as“ counting Lea oral Sec- 
tion 4777 is amendatory of section 1005 in providing that the 

udges of election shall designats two of their number 
have charge of the ballots.” 

Thus you see that part of section 1005 relating to receiving 
and counting judges is still in force. That part of section 1005 
is repealed which required one of the judges to place the regis- 
tration number on the back of the ballot, because there is a re- 
1 rovision in section 4780, which requires the two judges 

ving feos of the ballots to write their names or initials on 
the back of the ballots with ink or indelible pencil, ‘and no 
other writing shall be on the back of the ballot, except the num- 
ber of the ballot.” 

There is a declaration in section 4785 that every ballot shall 
be uumbered in the order in which it is received.” This is 
simply cumulative, as section 1005 has substantially the same 
provision, but neither this nor any other section in acts of 1889 
and 1891 states who shall do the numbering, nor do they state 
who shall make the corresponding number on the poll or regis- 


tration list. 

Section 1005 vides that one of the judges shall enter the 
number on the Pallet, and that the clerk shall enter the voting 
number on the registration list. ž 

Section 1005 contains the only provision relating to the count 
of the ballots cast at an election in St. Louis. 

Thus the purpose of the legislation is evidenced to retain parts 
of sections which are not repugnant to the subsequent statute. 

Part of section 4671 has n repealed, not in terms, but by 
implication, the same as parts of ssetion 1005. a coe of it 
has been repealed which describes the ballot that shall be used. 

That part of the section which declares ‘‘Any ballot not con- 
forming to the provisionsof this chapter shall be considered 
fraudulent and the same shall not ba counted,” has not been 
repealed. > 

Neither the acts of 1889 or 1891 in terms refer toit, nor is there 
a word or clause in these acts repugnant thereto. The act of 
1891, as heretofore st.ted, enumerates the sections which it re- 
peals, and ssction 4571 is not one of them. 

-The tendency of the legislation in Missouri has been not to 
relax mandatory provisions of the election laws, but to make 
them more stringent in their operation, that the purity of the 
ballot might be preserved. 

If the acts of 1839-1891 had provided that the voting should be 
vive voce and not by ballot, then sect.on 4671 would have been re- 
pealed, as there wo ld not have been any b iots used at an elec- 
tion, and no condition could have arisen under which to enforce 
the clause against ‘‘ fraudulent ballots.” 

The acts of 189 and 1801 ars still providing for the use of the 
ballot with a different method from that theretofore in use for 
furnishing it, which acts, being amendatory of chapter 60, did 
not intend torepeal that part of the chapter which declared that 
“any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter 
shall be considered fraudulent. and thèsame shall not be counted.” 

The acts of 1889 and 189] are amendments to the then exist- 
ing law of Missouri relating to elections. 

It follows that every section and every part of a section of the 
Missouri statutes relating to elections remain 
such as are repealed in terms or by implication. 


in force except 
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It is not contended that this part of section 4671 is by the 

eat the N but by implication. 
part not being repugnant to any part or parts of the acts 
of 1889 and 1891 remains in force. 

8 by implication are not favored. 

In Wood vs. The United States, 16 Peters, 362, Justice Story, 
speaking for the court upon a question of the repeal of the stat- 
ute by implication, said: 

That it hasnot been expressly nor by direct terms re ed is admitted, 
and the question resolves itself into the more narrow inquiry, whetner it 
has been repeaied by necessary implication. Wesay by necessary implica- 
tion, for it is not sufficient to establish that subseqnent laws cover some or 
even all of the cases provided for by it, for they may be merely affirmative 
or cumulative, or auxiliary. But there must ben positive repugnance be- 
tween the provisions of the new law and those of the old law, and even then 
the old law is repealed by implication only pro tanto to the extent of the re- 
puenancy. 

In the State vs. Stoll, 17 Wallace, 431, the language of the 
court was that— 

It must appear that the latter provision is certainly and clearly in hostii 
ity to the former. If by any reasonable construction the two statutes can. 
Stand together, they mus so stand. If harmony is impossible, and only in 
that event, the former law is repealed in part or wholly as the case may be. 

The same doctrine is laid down in Daviess vs. Fairbairn, 3 
Howard, 646. Tae same rule is recognized in Chew Heong vs. 
United States, 112 U. S., 536: Ex parte Crow Dog, 109 U. S., 556. 

In Ex parte Yerger, 8 Wall., 105, it is said: 

Repeals by implication are not favored. They are seldom admitted ex- 
cepton the grounds of repugnancy; aud never, we think, when the former 
act can stand together with the new act. 

My friend from New York, Judge DANIELS, contends thatthe 
statute which declares ballots not numbered shall be excluded 
from the count is repealed. He also contends that that part 
which declares ballots not conforming to chapter 60 are fraudu- 
lent and shall not be counted is likewise repealed. He cites the 
case of Fox's Administrator vs. The Commonwealth, 16 Grattan, 
1-11, in which the court said: 

Where it is manifest that the law is intended to embrace and include the 
whole legislation on the subject to which it refers, visions of the former 
laws on the subject nod embraced in ip are repealed by implication. 

He also cites the case of Tracy rs. Tuffly, 134 U. S., in which 
the court said: 

‘While repeals of statutes by implication are not favored by the courts. it 
is settled, without express words of repeal, a previous statute will be held to 
be moditied by subsequent ones if the latter was plainly intended to cover 
the whole subject embraced by both, and to prescribe the rules in respect to 
that subject which are to govern. 

Before applying the rule laid down in these cases we would 
have to conclude that the acts by the terms of which these pro- 
visions were repealed were intended to and did embrace the en- 
tire sae regulating elections in Missouri. The act does not 
do this. 

Article 1, chapter 60, provides for the election of State officers, 
the election of Congressmen, the establishment and designation 
of precincts, defining of election districts, the method of furn- 
ishing poll books, the administration of the oath to olficers of 
election, the opening and closing of the polls. It defines the 

ualification of the voters. It provides for the pent of 
the judges of election, states their qualifications and the method 
of ascertiining and announcing the result of the election. It 
defines the duties of the clerks of the county courts. It has a 
provision in relation to the certification and transmission of 
election returns. It imposes penalties of certa n kinds upon 
certain officers, confers jurisdiction upon the cireuit and county 
courts in contested-election cases: and many other things too 
numerous to mention, which are not even referred to in the acts 
of 1589 and 1891. 

Sec. 4780. * + * Before delivering any ballot to the elector the two 
judges of election having charge of the ballots shall write their names or 
initials upon the back of the balict with ink or indelible pencil. * + ¢ 

SEC. 4755. * * * No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon 
which the names or initials of the judges as hereinbsfore provided for — 
not appear. 

It might bs argued with a good deal of reason that this sec- 
tion is mandatory without reference to any other t of the 
statute. It mustbe admitted thatif thereceiving judges deposit 
a ballot which does not contain the names or initials of the bal- 
lot judges, the ballot voted does not conform to the provision of 
chapter 60. If my contention is correct that the clause is not 
repealed which declares ballots not conforming to the forms of 
that chapter are fraudulent and shall not bs counted, then such 
ballots should be excluded from the count, as I will hereafter 
show. ; 

Mr. Speaker, it is conceded in the views of the minority that 
if certain votes in certain precincts are excluded under the opar 
ation of the statute which has been referred to here, then 8 
ONeill, and not Mr. Joy, is entitled to this seat. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DANIELS] has admitted, in response 
to my question, that if the statute which declares that every 
ballot which does not conform to the provisions of this chap- 
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ter” is fraudulent and shall not be counted, is not repealed, then 
these ballots should be excluded. I think I have shown the 
statute by the terms of which it is claimed that these ballots 
should be excluded is still in force. 

Except in these sections of the old law you find no method 
provided for counting a ballot in the State of Missouri, because 
the Australian ballot law, to which the 5 hus invited 
attention, does not provide a method of counting the ballots. 
It does, however, recognize the existing statute as to judges, 
and it amends that statute by providing that, instead of four 
judges as under the former law, there snall be an additional 
one, thus showing that the Legislature recognized as still in 
force that provision of the statute which was in existence at the 
time of the passage of the Australian ballot law. 

The act expressly refers to the sections that it undertakes to 
repeal, and therefore it is clear that those sections alone are re- 

ed. But even if that were not so, this would only repeal that 
part of the law which was in conflict with the provisions of the 
subsequent section. There is no conflict. The laws are in per- 
fect harmony. Examine the law as amended and you will find 
that nowhere in it is there employed any language showing a 
urpose to repeal the penalty clauses of the old statute. There 

a penalty denounced for failure to number the ballots, to wit, 
they shall not be counted; there is a penalty denounced against 
using any ballot not printed by the county clerk, to wit, they 
shall not be counted; there is a penalty denounced against plac- 
ing in the box any ballot not conforming to the statute, which 
covers a case of failure to properly initial ballots. 

The Legislature made an effort to provide for every contingency 
that might arise, with the view of making effective its purpose 
to preserve the purity of the ballot. The ballots when folded 
by the elector are required to display the names or initials of 
these judges. At precinct 98 the ballots were not properly in- 
itialed or numbered: 198 ballots were cast before any of them 
were numbered, and the only initial placed upon them was that 
of one judge—not the judge required by law, but a receiving 
judge. Therefore, in those cases there was a violation of the 
statute in two particulars. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYNTER. I do not believe I have time, Even as it 
is I have to hurry through so that I fear I can hardly make my- 
self understood. 

At precinct 98 Joy's majority was 75. At precinct 61 Joy's 
majority was 271. But 5 ballots were properly initialed, 3 for 
Joy and 2 for O Neill. At precinct 39 there were 16 ballots for 
Joy improperly initialed. If my contention is correct this would 
take from Joy 361 votes, the effect of which is to make O'Neill 
entitled to the seat instead of Joy; Joy’s certified majority being 
only 67. 

THE STATUTE 18 MANDATORY—NOT DIRECTORY: 


It has been the uniform opinion of the House that the regula- 
tion of the matter of voting should be left to the State exclu- 
sively: The Committee on Elections have uniformly followed 
the decisions of the courts of the State wherein the election was 
held; and it has followed the interpretation of the law as given 
by the highest court of that State. The statute in relation to 
the numbering ballots has been passed upon by the supreme 
court of Missouri more than once. 

A contest arose growing out of an election for county clerk: 
some ballots cast for the successful candidate were not numbered. 
It was conceded there was no fraud, but the failure to number 
the ballots resulted from the inadvertence of the inspectors. It 
also appeared that the number of ball ts counted corresponded 
with the number of votes appearing on the poll list. The ques- 
tion involved the interpretation of the statute, and in passing 
upon the question in West vs. Ross (53 Missouri, 350) the court 
held the unnumbered ballots should not be counted, and said: 

This case may be a hard case, and doubtless it is, but the legislative en- 
actment is clear, and although it may deprive a portion of the citizens of 
the county of their right to be heard in the election of a clerk at one election, 
it is better that they should suffer this temporary privation than that the 
court should habituate themselves to disregard or ignore the plain law of 
the land in order to provide for hard cases. 

In the present case the Legislature has provided and required that the bal- 
lots should be numbered, and then provides in express terms that no ballots 
not numbered shall be counted. Can we say taat such ballots shall be 
counted without an attempt at judicial legislation? I think not. and it 
would be a misapplication of terms to say thatsuch astatute is only directory. 

In Ledbetter vs. Hall (62 Missouri Rep., 422), the court says: 

By the terms of section Iof the chapter already under discussion, it is 
made the duty of the judges to canse to be placed on each ballot the number 
corresponding with the number of the voter offering the same; and no ballot 
not numbe; shall be counted. Ali other grounds of contest were aban- 
doned atthe trial, except that the judges of election in Miller Laeger 


failed to do their duty in the particular just adverted to. The evidence ad- 
duced established this neglect of duty. 


* * * = = 1 oS 
The statutory prohibition must be enforced. 
In this case the whole vote of a township was excluded. 


In Gumm us. Hubbard (97 Missouri Rep., 311), Judge Black, 
delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

The statute (section 5493) furnishes anabsolute rule of evidence. It makes 
the ballot fraudulent without regard tointent when it has thereon any writ- 
ing or printing except that specified. 

In the case of Bowers vs. Smith (III Missouri, 45) it is said: 


Tf the lawitself declares aspecified irregularity to be fatal, the courts will 
follow that command irrespective of their views of the importance of the re- 
quirement. erica s. 62 Missouri, 422.) In the absence of such dec- 
laration. the judiciary enden vor as best they may to discera whe her the de- 
viation from the prescrioed forms of law had or had not so vita! an influence 
on the proceedings as probably prevented a free and full expression of the 
popular will. Ifit had. the irregularity is held to vitiate the entire returns 
otherwise it is considered immaterial 

The law of New York requires the clerk of the court to have 
the ballots printed, and among other things the number of the 
precinct must be printed on the ballot. 

In distributing the ballots the clerk had those for precinct No. 
I placed at No. 2 and those for No. 2 placed at No. 1. They were 
voted in that way. 

In Nichols vs. Board of Canvassers (129 New York), the question 
was 98 to the right of counting these ballots which did not com- 
ply with the requirements of the law. The court said: 

The Legislature has forbidden the electors to cast such a ballot, 

It has prohibited the inspectors from placing it in the box and the canvass- 
ers from counting it. The case couid be no sironger had it in terms de- 
clared such a ballot absolutely void for all p ses. but itis said that this. 
result will disfranchise the electors who cast these ballots in good faith, be- 
lieving that they were the proper officiul ballots. The answer is that when 
an elector attempts to express his will at an election by the use, thro 
either design or accident, of bailots which the law declares shall not 
cou ted, the courts have no power to help him. 

The law contemplates thas the electors will not thereby rely upon tig 
not even the election o7icers, in the preparation of the ballot. If he is 
nan ed an official ballot with a distinguishing mark upon it or an im er 
indlorsement he is not obliged to vote it, but may procure a proper ballot, 

In this case it can not be said that the electors were odliged to use these 
ballots or omit to vote at all. 

While Chief Justice Ruger concurred in the opinion in the 
case of Nichols vs. Board of Canvassers, he gave his views, and, 
among other things, said: 

It imperatively requires that every ballot cast (with an unimportant excep- 
tion) shall be of the same shape, size, and color, and havethe same indorse- 
ment. The purpose of the act seems to require that these provisions should 
be held to be mandatory. and that a disregard of them upon any pretense 
Whatever should constitute a violation of the law and cause a forfeiture o 
any benefits sought to be derived from such iHegal ballo s. ~ 

The Connecticut statute reguires that a ballot shall have 
the names of the candidates, the officer voted for, and the name 
of the political party issuing the ballot. - 

The statute also provided that all ballots cast in violation of 
the statute, or which do not conform to the requirements of the 
statute, should “ not be counted.” : 

In Talcott vs. Philbrick (59 Cinn., 477) the question was raised 
as to the counting of certain ballots which were issued by the 
Republican party with the word * citizen” on the ballot. - 

The court held the ballots should not be counted. 

Among other things the court s id: 

We are relieved of any obligation to inquire as to the necessity or reason 
of this or that requirement, and we are not at liberty to dispense with any- . 
thing that Is required, whether the reason for it may be—or even If without 
any apparent reason at all. 

The Legislature has spoken, and obedience is our first and only duty. It 
isat liberty to throw around tha ballot box such safeguard and regulations 
as it may deem proper, and it is the duty of the citizens to conform thereto. 
Sone inconvenience is no: too great a price to pay for an honest, pure 

ot. 

There wasa dissenting opinion in this case, but the judge who 
delivered it gave an expression of opinion that is so forcibleand 
pertinent to this case that we here quote it, as follows: 

And when the Legislature has in clear and explicit words said that a ballot 
shall be void for any causa the courts must so declare, even though the 
cause seems to them unreasonable, 

In California there is a statute which provides, substantially, 
that if the ballots are voted not of the kind that are required 
by law then they are to be rejected. 

The court held when the ballots were not of the size required 
by 9575 8 they should be rejected. (Reynolds vs. Snow, 67 
Cal, 497. - i 

The Legislature intended that there should be no fraudulent 
ballots cist at elections in that State; that no ballot box should 
be stuffed. If there was a contested election anda question 
should arise as to the legality of a vote, by turning to the regis- 
tration list his name und voting number can be found. By 
looking in the bilot box the bal ot can be found, because if the 
law has been complied with there is a number on it correspond- 
ing to the one at his name on the poll or registration list. If 
the judges have complied with the law their names or initials 
are on the ballot in ink or indelible pencil. Fraudulent billots 
can not be substituted unless the ‘ballot judges” the ‘ receiving 

udges,”and theclerkof theelectionare parties tothe transaction, 
Then it would require the ballot judges to write their names or 
initials on the substituted b llot. In fact it is almost impossible 
to perpetrate a fraud by substituting ballots. : 


3292 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 28, 


The islature regarded the writing of the names or initials 
by the judges so important, it required the. voter to so fold his 
ballot that it should be seen when the ballot was placed in the 
box. Theseare wholesome provisions of the law. If they are not, 
an argument against them should be addressed to the lawmak- 
ing power in Missouri. 

o give the seat to Mr. Joy, the law of Missouri must be nul- 
lified. We in effect say to the Legislature of Missouri. You 
can not pass any law which seeks to preserve the purity of the 
ballot that we will respect or obey.” 

It seems to me in these days of ballot reform this body should 
show its respect for and obedience to a law which the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—which we swore to obey—authorized 
the State of Missouri to enact. This body has attempted to en- 
act no law to regulate the conductof election of Representatives 
in Congress. The right to enact such laws is conceded to belong 
to the Stites. 

It indeed comes with bad grace from this body to refuse to 
follow the law enacted by the States in relation to the election 
of its members. While we are made the judge of the election 
and qualification of members, yet in the exercise of this authority 
we must follow the laws which were intended to enab.e the peo- 
ple of the several States to enjoy their constitutional right of 
representation in this body. 

o disregard them a chaotic condition must follow. 

Mr. DANIELS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in rising to discuss this 

uestion. Ido so neither as a lawyer (for I am no lawyer) norasa 

epublican, because, in my judgment, election cases are not 
questions of party, but questions of right,such as appeal to the 
noblest instincts of justice and the highest sense of honor on 
the part of those called upon to decide them. 

But as a Representative from St. Louis, that great and good 
city in which both the contestant and the contestee reside, | de- 
sire to make a few statements of fact, which the people of my 
city want this House and the country to understand before a 
vote is taken on the report of the Committee on Elections. 

The proposition of the majority of the committee is, I notice, 
to unseat my colleague, Mr. Joy, a Republican, and to give his 
seat to the contestant, Mr. O'Neill, a Democrat. Thosesigning 
the ma‘orityreport, itshould be remembered, are all Democrats, 
but I shall draw no conclusions from this fact until the House 
has heard my statements. 

Missouri has 15 Representatives on this floor, 13 Democrats 
and 2 Republicans, as the result of a gervymander on the part of 
the Democratic Legislature such as has never been attempted 
- ın any State or by any party. To fully comprehend the scope of 
this political wrong, it suffices to say that the present Democratic 
executive head of the State is a minority governor by nearly 
5,000 votes, although the vote of the third party amounted to 
only one-twel{th of the total vote cast. In other words, while 
the Republican vote is 83 per cent of the Democratic vote, our 

litical arithmeticians on the other side have graciously con- 

escended to let us have 15 per centof their representation. In- 
stead of 7 Republican Representatives, to which we are entitled 
according to our party strength, we have but two: and not satis- 
fied with that, the majority oi the Elections Committee now come 
and propose to relieve us even of one-half of that representation. 

To unseat my colleague [Mr. Joy] will be a gross injustice, as 
T shall endeavor to show later on, and by unseating him unjustly 
you serve notice on the people of Missouri that the abuse of 
power by the dominant party there, as exempliiied by the ger- 
rymander, is to be sanctioned and continued by the same party 
here, and in supplementing the gerrymander by a political guil- 
lotine, the Democracy proclaims the maxim of the middle ages 
“might for right” a3 a new political principle in State and na- 
tion, [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Let me mention another fact before going into the merits of 
the case. The election machinery of Missouri is entirely in the 
hands of the Democratic party. And reverting to St. Louis, in 
which the Eleventh Congressional district is wholly situated, 
her half a million inhabitants, because of their Republican pre- 
dilections, are denied the right of home rule by the Democratic 
governor stepping in and appointing for them a recorder of 
voters, who autocratically manages each and every election. 
Like himself, all his subordinates are Democrats, and he not 
only appoints all judges and clerks of election, but also locates 
at will all polling places. What latitude for political advantage 
this affords to the Democratic managers I leave to the imagina- 
tion of the political minds of this House to determine. 

An old citizen of St. Louis expressed it in this way some years 
ago: The Republicans will have to elect their ticket by 6,000 
majority in order to be credited with 2,000.” With the very 
best intentions the recorder is unable to prevent the corrupt 
elements of his party from committing frauds under this sys- 


tem, such as were unearthed this spring, for instance, when in 
one case the tally sheets were forged by a corrupt election offi- 
cial, so as to give the olfice of president of the board of assessors 
to the Democrat, while the Republican candidate was clearl 
elected and since declared so by the courts after the fraud h 
been detected. 

However, it is not the recorder, but the system which we at- 
tack, and which ought to be changed soas to allow us to manage 
our own elections without the interference of the State or to 

rovide for a nonpartisan election board, such as exists in Brook- 

yn and other large cities. Ishull not go into a history of re- 
cent election frauds in St. Louis; but, as a matter of fact, I ma 
be permitted to state that all persons recently convicted of suc 
crimes were Democrats, and all the contests for local offices 
instituted in the last ten years upon the allegation of frauds 
had to be instituted by Republican candidates against Demo- 
erats. 

The Congressional elections of 1892 were held under the very 
system I have just described. A canvassing board, consistin 
of two Democrats and one Republican, returned Mr. Charles F. 
Joy elected by 67 majority. A Democratic recorder of voters 
certified his election to a Democratic secretary of state, and 
this official issued the certificate of election to the gentleman 
now occupying the seat. Then the contestant, Mr. John J. 
O'Neill, gave notice of a contest; an official recount was had, 
and the result of this recount was, mind you, not a wiping out 
of the contestee’s official majority, but an increase of it from 67 
to 212 votes and a corresponding loss tothe contestant. In view 
of this important fact it is certainly very significant, to say the 
least, that the majority report is abso.utely silent on the re- 
count, while in the light of this statement, upon the other hand, 
it will appear less surprising that contestant should be so much 
inclined, as I understand he is, to deny the fact of the recount 
altogether. 

It ought also to be stated in this connection that during the 
progress of the recount both parties agreed as to the salient 
points in doubt, and that the votes were counted or not counted, 
as the case may be, in accordance with such agreements, so that 
the outcome of the recount, f. e., the increased majority for Mr. 
Joy, was actually the result of the operation of rules and prin- 
ciples laid down and mutually agreed upon by conestant and con- 
testee during its progress. ‘To show precisely the form of such 
agreements, I ask the clerk to read the following lines from 
page 56 of the record. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I am willing to take the intention of the voter right 
through. 

Again, on page 70: 

Mr. O'NEILL. It is agreed and announced that where the intention of the 
voter is apparent, that vote will be counted for the person for whom he in- 
tended to vote. It applies all through the entire ballots. 

And again, on page 755: 

Mr. O'NEILL. * * * wherever a ballot appears described in the record 
before the adoption of the rule, shall be now counted as if the rule had been 
adopted at first, ifthereareany such. Mr. Killorau's ballot is counted upon 
the unders anding that ballots described prior tothe adoption of the rule be- 
tween the contestant and the contestee shall becoun ed as they would have 
been counted had the rule besn adopted at first--that is. at the beginning. 
This agreement shall go to all tickets described in the record. 

These declarations of the contestant, Mr. Speaker, are most 
important, not only because they show how the count proceeded. 
upon mutual concessions and agreements, but also because of 
their bearing upon the vital point of this 5 which is 
whether certain ballots, alleged to be deticient in legal form, 
should be counted or not. There is no other way to unseat my 
colleague than to throw these ballots out, and consequently the 
majority of the committee decide that they shall be thrown out, 
thus practically proposing to disfranchise the voters of whole 
precincts. 

The majority proceed upon the theory that the election laws 
ol Missouri forbid the counting of ballots which are defectively 
numbered or initiated. It is true that our old election law con- 
tained such a provision, but it applied to a system under which 
the voter brought his own ballot with him, while under the 

resent Australian system, which superseded the old one, all 

allots are furnished by the State and under the absolute con- 
trol of its officers. It is undoubtedly due to this very material 
difference that the old provision which declared unnumbered 
and deficiently initialed ballots void was not revived and incor- 
porated in the new system. While it was a proper safeguard 
under the old law, it was practically superlluous under the new, 
¿nd eminent jurists hold that it is not now in fo: ce. 

But aside from that it is justly claimed that it could not have 
been the intention of the lawmakers to disfranchise any voter 
beciuse of the neglect or inetiiciency of any election official. 
Election laws are never framed for the purpose of preventing an 
honest expression of the voice of the people or of depriving any 
honest voter of his franchise, but they ure framed for the sole 
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urpose of preventing fraud and corruption. In this case no 
d is charged by the committee, and therefore I say these 
ballots should be counted on the side of the contestant as well as 
of the contestee. There is no doubt about the intention of the 
voters in these cases, consequently the votes should count, or in 
the language of the contestant hims If: Where the intention 
of the voter is apparent, that vote will be counted for the person 
for whom he intended to vote.“ 

But these points, and how the majority of the committee pro- 
pose to unseat my colleague from St. Louis upon a mere techni- 
cality, are more fully elaborated in the minority report, which I 
recommend to the closes scrutiny of the House, A few words 
more about the possible implication by which the majority might 
attempt to justify their findings, namely, that the ballots in 

uestion might have been fraudulently cast, In answer to that 
Tay that one essential element for the commission of fraud was 
lacking on the Republican side, and that is the motive. The 
district was considered Democratic by about 2,000 majority, and 
consequently no great exertions were made to carry it. 

My colleague, Mr. Joy, was nominated against his will; he de- 
clined the nomination, even after it was made; but being de- 
clared the nominee, in spite of his declination, was compelled to 
make the race. He did not himself believe in the probability of 
success, and therefore declined all offers of assistance. His ex- 
penditures of time and money and energy were perhaps smaller 
than ever incurred by anybody and in any struggle for so hon- 
orable a position as a seat in this House, because, as I intimated 
before, the feeling was general among Republicans that the con- 
testant, Mr. O Neill, would be re ‘lected. 

‘The fact is, we had no idea of the extent of the disaffection in 
Democratic ranks, and the contestant himself seems to have been 

norant of the true state of affairs, or he would not have left his 
district in the midst of the campaign to make speeches else- 
where. Now then, under these circumstances, Mr. Speaker, 
was it at all likely that anybody should hope, from the casting of 
a few hundred fraudulent ballots, for a change of the result 
which was considered a foregone conclusion? ls it not more 
natural to assume that the absence of hope and money deterred 
the bad elements, if there are any in the Republican party— 
which is a question of very serious doubt—from the employment 
of their corrupt methods? Is it at all propabis that anybody 
should run the risk of breaking the law in favor of a candidate 
who would not even himself use all the honorable and legitimate 
means at his command to achieve success? These questions an- 
swer themselves; they also answer most forcibly, I think, all 

ossible insinuations of fraud in favor of the contestee, and this 

ing the case, remove the last prop from under the platformso 

artfully constructed by the eight lawyers composing the majority 
of the Election Committee. 

Nowhere in their report, Mr. Speaker, do the majority of the 
committee deny that the contestee, Mr. Joy, has received more 
votes than the contestant, Mr. O’Neill; by their own arithmetic 
they admit that he has. Now, should not this be conclusive ac- 
coreing to our American idea of majority rule? I tell you, gen- 
tlemen, it is conclusive with the people of St. Louis, who have 
watched this contest with an interest unusual even in such im- 
portant cases. They had made up their minds when the re- 
count was completed, and no amount of legal quibbling will now 
change their opinion that Charles F. Joy was fairly elected to 
the seat he now occupies. 

I go so far as to repeat on this floor the assertion a prominent 
St Louis Democrat made here a few weeks ago, that if the 
Democrats of the Eleventh Congressional district were the 
judges of the right of possession in this case. instead of the ma- 

ority on this floor, they would render a verdict for Joy by a 
rgo majority.” They would do that in the interest of justice 
and the future of their party. They know that the best way to 
help a man and his cause is to make a martyr of him. As Dem- 
ocrats, they fear the answer of the people of St. Louis and Mis- 
souri to the wrong of ousting a member of this House who was 
elected by an honest ma‘ority of votes. As good citizens they 
would rather see their party do right and go down than to do 
wrong and be successful. They would rather see you sacrifice 
the doubiful advantage of an additional member than to profit 
by ill-gotten gains. They appeal to you to maintain your hon- 
est majority of 95 rather than to increase it to 97 by an act which 
vou can not defend at the next elections. 

Andrightin line with this, let me read here what another very 
prominent Democrat from our city said here only a few weeks 

o: It is foolish,” said he, emphasizing the “foolish” by an 

ditional word, “to get a vote we do not deserve when we do 
not need it and thereby give to the other side a vo'e at a time 
when we need it badly,” again with the emphasis on the word be- 
tween (it and badly.” The Democracy of the gent eman who 
uttered these words has never been doubted; he evidently thinks 


of the future and refers to the next Congress and its political 
complexion. 

Gentlemen on the other side may remind us of what they call 
similar sins committed by Republican majorities here; but let 
me say in answer to that that a majority of nearly 100 can, it 
strikes me, much rather afford to be generous than a ma ority 
of 3, and that if my party has sinned it has paid dearly for it. 
But we do not even expect you to be generous; all we ask is jus- 
tice. We point to the fact that in the ver 83 whose vote 
you throw out the contestant ran ahead of President Cleveland 
and the econtestee behind President Harrison, and we ask you 
how you can possibly reconcile the recommendations of the ma- 

ority report with the fact that both Mr. Harrison and Mr. 
arner, the Republican candidates for President and governor, 
carried this same district, where the contestee justly enjoys an 
extraordinary popularity and where hundreds and hundreds of 
Democrats who stood by their Presidential and State tickets de- 
elared for and actually voted for him? Yousimply cannot make 
the people believe that under the circumstances of the case he 
should have failed where others succeeded. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I beg to submit that person- 
alities should have as little to do with a case like this as party 
politics. It is well known that my personal relations are as 
friendly to the contestant as to the contestee, but that is not the 
question. It is immaterial to me, and, I believe, to the House, 
too, who occupies a seat upon this floor, whether Mr. Joy or Mr. 
O'Neill. I even go further and say that if I were to consult 
party advantage, the martyrdom of Mr. Joy is worth to us thou- 
san is and thousands of votes not only in St. Louis, but in the 
whole State of Missouri, and will result this fall not only in his re- 
election without an effort, but in that of three or four more Re- 
E from Missouri. So we will gain more than what we 
ose. and you will lése more than what you gain; but this, too, is 
irrelevant now. 

The only question before us is, who has received the majority 
of honest votes,and in determining this question we exercise the 
highest constitutional functions of the lawmaker. We sit in 
judgment over one of our peers, and we owe it to him, to our- 
selves, to the dignity of our position, we owe it to the people and 
our own consciences, that our votes should be cast irrespective 
of personal feelings or party considerations, and with a sole view 
to doing justice and right. Remember that honesty is the best 
policy: remember, also, that ee to live which 
would exact from any of its adherents the obligation to vote 
against the dictates of his conscience; and do not mistake the 
temper of the American people, whose sense of right and justice 
always has been, and I hope always will be, stronger than their 
party fealty. It is neither a political nor a legal question that 
confronts us, but a question of fact, and woe to him who in de- 
ciding it occupies the bench of e instead of the high 
re lony piat orm of a just, independent, and honorable man! 
Applause. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iyielå six minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. DENSON]. 


[Mr. DENSON withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix.] 


Mr. DANIELS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
ie Sys GRIFFIN). 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I have begged five minutes from 
the other side of the House, as I can not conscientiously vote 
for the majority report, and I ask unanimous consent that I may 
have ten minutes more, if I need the time. 

Mr. THOMAS. Task that the time be granted. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I wish to justify myself before my party for 
the vote which I shall cast unless [ receive further light here- 
after from the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAK pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). Tke gentle- 
man from en GRIFFIN] asks unanimous consent that 
his time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lobject. There are any numberof men 
here begging to be heard. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Inasmuch as I expect to cast a vote against 
the prevailing views of the party to which I belong, I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his objection to five or ten minutes 
more than the five minutes I am already allowed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will consent to ten minutes to be added 
to each side. 

Several MEMBERS, That is all right. 

Mr. REED. Why not extend the time an hour? [Cries of 
% No!“ “u No!” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimousconsent is asked that 
the time be extended for ten minutes on each side. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


See Ap- 
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‘Mr. HULICK. Is it understood that that time is given to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GRIFFIN]? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ten minutes of it. 

Ths SPEAKER pro tem The time of the gentleman from 
Michigan Mr. GRIFFIN] is extended ten minutes. 

Mr. FIN. Mr. Speaker, I disagree with the minority 
report, and concede that section 1005 of the statutes of Missouri 
is now in force. Thatlaw provides that no ballot shall be counted 
which is not numbered; and the supreme court of Missouri, in 
West vs. Ross, 53 Missouri Reports, has decided that inasmuch 
as the law itself declares that the ballot shouid not be counted, 
the count would hold this provision of the statute mandatory. 
Butas my learned friend, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PATTERSON], says, there are but afew votes which are affected 
br this decision, and these votes will not change the result. 

erefore I pass that question, except that I ask the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] to that case 
which decides substantially, by implication, that if the stitute 
itself had not said in so many words that the votes should not 
be counted, then if would have been proper to count them, and 
not disfranchise the voters. 

I am asked now to vote to disfranchise 937 of the citizens of 
Missouri; the question involved rises above any consideration 
to be extended to the parties to this contest. These citizens 
put in their ballots in good faith and honestly. There is no 
suspicion even of fraud. If this can be done, point the statutes 
or law of the State which will authorize it. 

Task my friend if [am not correct when I say that he bases 
his right to reject votesu which there is only found the ini- 
tials of one of the judgesof election on the provision of the stat- 
utefoundinsection4671. Itissaid inthe case in 111 Missouri that 
when the Australian ballot was adopted it was adopted only for 
cities of over 5,000 inhabitants, and that it*was not until 1891 
that the Legislature regarded it as a sullieiently successful ex- 
periment to extend it throughout the State. 

Prior to 1891 there was a law providing for the method of 
voting in the country precincts and a different law providing for 
the method of voting in cities of over 5,00) inhabitants. The 
ballot that was to ba cast in the country precincts is controlled 
by section 4671. As respects this ballot the statute, among 
other things, provides: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and the same shall not be counted. 

This ballot was furnished by the voter himself, and the object 
of this statute was to guard against any device or writing put 
upon the ballot by the voter himself, whereby the ballot might 
be distinguished. Now, the provision with reference to voting 
in cities under the Australian ballot system is careful to omit 
this provision because the ballot is furnished by. the proper au- 
thorities and at public expense. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Les, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do you contend that this provision of sec- 
tion 4671 which reads: 

Any ballot not conforming tothe S this chapter shall be consid- 
ered fraudulent, and the same shall not be counted 
does not apply to the election in the city of St Louis? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Certainly, I do. The ballot provided for the 
cities is mentioned in section 4680. 

On any day of election of public officers in any election district each quali- 
fied elector shall be entitled to receive from the — of the election one 
ballot. It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such bal- 
lots to the elector, etc. 

I show you Revised Statutes of Missouri. 1889. Here is section 
4671, headed in capitals, Billot. To contain what? And here is 
section 46~0, applying and headed in the same way—Ballot. To 
contain what? But it will be observed that the sections are quite 
different in their provisions. The Legislature itself with good 
sense substantially says we will not disfranchise the voter under 
this Australian ballot system by reason of the fault of the judges 
if the will of the voter can be ascertained by his ballot and was 
cast in good faith. 

We have a statute of this kind in Michigan, which was passed 
in 1891. It provides, among other things, that each ballot shall 
have a vignette at the head of the ticket,and expressly provides 
that the ballot shall not be counted if any other device or writ- 
ing appear. The pro ision that a ballot shall be fraudulent or 
shall not be counted if there is an absence of the initials of the 
judges is purposely omitted in the Missouri law where the Aus- 

raiian bal ot is used. In two of the counties of Michigan an- 
other vignette was put upon the county tickets, in addition to 
the regular vignette, and the supreme court was asked to 
throw out the vote. The learned judge delivering the opinion 
Bays: 

. question presented is whether the voter who votes a ticket a 


upon the official ballot, duly certitied by legal authority, can be fran- 


chised by the failure ot the election co 
the 99 fo and whether a Ae e not shown to tive participated 
in any fraud can be defeated o. his election on the same groun 

Itmay be stated, as a general rule, that the provisions of law relating to 
the mannerof con incting elections will not he.d so far mandatory as 
that a deparcure therefrom will result in the disfranchiseme nt of a district 
or a class of voters, or the defeat of a candidate himself free from fraud. ex- 
cept In cases where the legislative intent that such departure shall have 
that effect is clearly and unequivocally expressed. 

There is no clearly and unequivocally expressed legislative 
intent appearing in the Missouci statut? that the voter is to be 
di-en{ranchised or the vote not counted because it is initialed by 
only one of the judges. Indeed, as before observed, I regard 
this as purposely omitted. It turns out, in the case before us, 
that the ballots which the majority report in favor of rejection 
were initialed by only one judge. The ballot was received in 
good faith and voted in good faith. The ticket was handed to 
the judges and the judges announced the name of the voter and 
put the ticket in the ballot box. Tosay now that it should be 
rejected because it contained only the initial of one judge would 
be no more reasonable than to say that it should be rejected be- 
cause the voter did not fold his ticket so as to show the initial 
of either judge. 

I contend, therefore, that there is no law in the State of Mis- 
souri, and I hope there never will be a law anywhere, that will 
disfranchise 936 citizens who are otherwisa entitled to vote, 
and who have voted in good faith, by reason of the neglect or 
inaivertence of the judges or inspectors in not writing the in- 
itials of both upon the ballot. 

I have trespasssd thus far upon the attention of the House 
simply to explain the reason of my vote, unless Ioan secure some 
ade light upon the question. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. DANIELS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. DAN. ELS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri | Mr. Joy}. 

Mr.JOY. Mr. Speaker, [feelsome hesitancy in rising tospeak 
in a case in which lam personally to some extent involved, but as 
it has been deemed best that I should say something, I will con- 
fine myself to one or two suggestions only. The discussion of 
the law of the case has been had to as great an extent as time 
will allow, and the question as to whether, under the law of Mis- 
souri, ballots which are not strictly numbered in accordance 
with the stitute or strictly initialed in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the statute shall be coanted, or whether, if they are 
not to be counted,it is the desire of this House to disfranchise 
those voters, is a question that I can not discuss any more fully. 

I desire to assume, for the purposes of the argument which I 
shall make, that the law is either mandatory or is not manda- 


tory. 

Take either horn of the dilemma you choose, the law is manda- 
tory or it is not. But, to go into another phase of the caso, I 
will state the point that I desire to make. On the 9th day of 
January, 1803, the contest between the contestant and myself 
was commence by the service upon me of two notices—one a 
notice to take testimony at the office of the contestants attorney, 
and the other in the following words: 


{John J. O'Neill vs. Charles F. Joy, Lore ia Congressional district of Mis- 
sour 


To the Hon. CHARLES F. JOY or his attorney: 

Sin: You are hereby notified that I shall, on Saturday, January 14, at 10:30 
o'clock, at the ofice of James L. Carlisle, recorder of votes; in the city hall, 
city of St. Louis and State of Missouri, before Anirew Dug can. a notary 

bite. ask that the ballot boxes containing the ballots cast for members of 
— — in the Eleventh Congeesslon i district of Missouri at the election 
held on the 8th day of November, 1832, shall be opened and the ballots 
mere counted. N 

ours, respe z 
7: JOBN J: O'NEILL. 

Pursuant to that notice the parties met at the office of the 
recorder of voters at the hour named, and the recount of the 
ballots was commenced. The first question put to the recorder 
of voters immedi itely apon the opening of the ballot box was, as 
appears from this record: 

Iwill ask you now too the box In precinct ds and produca the ballots 
at that election contained in that box. 

The witness opened box and produced ballots. 

Then follows the record of the recounting of every ballot in 
that ninety-eighth precinct. That was the notice served by the 
contestant. What I have read is taken from his own record 
and this was hisown witness. That precinct having been com- 
pleted, we reach, on page 53 of the record, precinct 82. There 
the form is again gone through, to prove that the ballots and the 
ballot box are in the sume condition as when the votes were re- 


turned. The question is asked of the recorder of voters by the 
attorney for the contestant: - ‘ 
Now, I will ask you to open the box and proceed to count the ballots that 
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Were castfor Member of ss for the Eleventh onal district of 
Missouri for the Fifty-third on the Sth day of November, 1892. 

Following that is a complete recount of every ballot in the 
box. So with the one hundred und twenty-eight ballot boxes in 
the Eleventh coat, earelrs district, only eight ballot boxes be- 
ing left uncounted. One hundred and twenty-eight were re- 
counted, and every bailot in them was recounted and put in the 
record which is offered here by the contestant. Finally, over one- 
half the time of the contestant having been consumed, he ceased 
counting the ballots further, and after the close of the count of 
the one hundred and twenty-eight ballot boxes, this announce- 
ment is made in the record by the contestant himself: 

The absolute necessity for using every moment of time remaining will 

revent my continuing the further counting of the boxes. There are about 

our boxes Sree 3 which I hope my friends on the other side, who will 
have ample time, will open, and so complete the final count of the vote. 

Now, I say there was a recount had of every ballot in the dis- 
trict with the exception of these few precincts, and they were 
omitted for lack of time. It has been already stated by my col- 
league that the resultof that recount did not wipe outthepaltr 
majority of the contestee, 67 votes, but, on the contrary, built 
it up to 212. That is in the record produced by the contestant 
before this body. The point has been made by the majority of 
the Committee on Elections that the law is mandatory, and that 
therefore the votes in the three precincts can not be counted. 
I desire to reid just three lines of law applying to contested- 
election cases. 

t ds 
upon which he {the contest entf relies in the contest." (United States Re; 

sed Statutes, section 105.) 

Now, Mr. Spoaker, there is not a line nor a word nor a sylla- 
ble in the notice of contest presented in this case and served 
upon me by the contestant which complains of a single ballot 
not having been properly initialed. More than that, this may 
seem alittle outside of the record, but it is on record at St. 
Louis and it is true, very few precincts were shown to have the 
ballots initialed: there are four others where there was only ons 
initial upon the ballots. Why did not they bring that into the 
contest? Let me tell you: but I will preface what I have to say 
upon this point by a word. A ef or two of the recount had 

Ballots which were a little informal, the scratchin, 
not having been perfect, and containing other little informali- 
ties, had to be described in the record. The record was bein 
built up unnecessarily, as those ballots were evidently intended 
to be cast either for me or for the contestant. y 

So on page 56, the third day of the recount, the following 
agre ment was made, which will be found in the record pre- 
sented to this House by the contestant: 

Mr. O'NRILA, I am willing to take the intention of the voter right 
through. 

That was where a ballot had been scratched. 

Mr. Joy. When I can see the plain intention of the voter Iam perfectly 
willing to take it. 

That was the first agreement. The matter ran on until page 
70 of the record was reached—four days afterwards—when the 
agreement was repented and strengthened. I quote trom the 
record as made and presented by the contestant to this House: 

By Mr. O'NEILL. It Is agreed and announced that where the intention of 
the voter is apparent, the vote will be counted for the person for whom 
he intended to vote. It appites all through the entire ballots. 

By Mr. Joy. Both parties agree to it. 

Not only was thatagreement made, but from that time on, until 
the last box was closed and locked, every ballot was counted in 
accordance with the agreement. And for that reason the ini- 
tials upon other ballots are not presented in this record. To 
strengthen this still more, as I havestated, during the first three 
days these ballots were described. In the rebuttal testimony, 
however, a witness, Mr. Patrick Killoran, was called to prove 
how he intended to vote, whose ballot had been described in the 
record. He was called by the contestant, placed on the witness 
stand, and sworn, when the following colloquy took place: 

By Mr. JOY: It is agreed that the witness, Patrick Killoran, cast his ballot 
properly, and that the ballot was described in the record. and that this wit- 
ness’s ballot so described would have been counted for the contestant— 

Not for Mr. Joy, but for the contestant— 


under the rule adopted later between the contestant and contestee. And it 
is further agreed that all described ballots during the first three days and 


to the adoption of the shall be counted in accordance with the 
rule adopted afterwards in the count, as appears by the record. 
By Mr. O'NEILL: I would strike out the words the first three days.” 


Merve ea ba Gon Rated Sr to stad Pass soca eae a ae 
rule s now counted as e 0 at flrs 
are any such, Mr. Killoran’s ballot is counted— eh Bore 


Now, observe this statement by the contestant— 


upon the understanding that the ballots described to the adoption of 
the rule between the contestant and the contestee 8 be counted as they 
‘would have bean counted had the rule been adopted at first; that is, at the 
beginning. This agreement shall go to all tickets described in the record. 


T therefore have reason to state with some positiveness that 


there was a recount of the ballots, although a majority of the 
committee have not deemed best to mention the fact in their re- 
port. I will leave that question, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. PAYNTER] will rise and answer it. I would like to 
have his statement, whether there was or was ‘not a recount. 
There was a recount; and ballots were taken even in the re- 
buttal upon the basis of the agreement and counted under the 
agreement which was to relate back to all described tickets. 

Now, I will state another thing: and therecord offered by con- 
testant shows it. The recount gave to the contestee, nota plu- 
rality of 67, but a plurality of 212; and although the law cited 
by the majority of the committee may be mandatory, I say there 
is no pleading that entitles this testimony to be introduced; but 
if the pleading were aape the question has been entirely and 
repeatedly waived by the contestant; and again, if it had not 
been waived, the recount had by him and presented by him to 
this House gives the contestee, even under the ma‘ority Popoh: 
a majority of 2 votes over the contestant. After disfranchising 
937 voters they still seat him by only 210; and taking the testi- 
mony of the contestant himself the contestee is entitled to be 
seated upon the report of the majority of this committee faa 
majority of 2 votes. I thank the House for the kind attention 
it has given to me. [Applause.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. HAYEs]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the reports in this case, majority 
and minority, mainly deal with the questions growing out of the 
Australian ballot laws.of the State of Missouri, and this for the 
reason that it is conceded that if the contention of the contestant 
in this regard is sustained, he is entitled to the seat. In the 
minority report it is distinctly said that if the ballots claimed 
to be invalid under tbis law are to be excluded, then it isa 
conceded fact that Mr. ONeill, and not Mr. Joy, has been elected 
to this seat in Congress.” 

On account of these views, and the fact that upon its full con- 
sideration the majority of the committee unanimously came to 
the conclusion that the law of the case was with the contestant— 
from this point of view—the other material facts of the case 
from Mr. O'Neill’s standpoint have been lost sight of, and he 
done an in us oe and made to 15 8 standing upon the tech- 
nical construction of a law with in fact a minority of voters 
only in his favor, whereas in fact, in my opinion, he has not only 
a strong but an overwhelming case outside of these questions 
and voters; and before 1 conclude I shall call attention at least 
briefly to some of these 3 so that the record may be 
complete and the position of Mr. O Neill at least stated. 

The first question in this contention is naturallyas to what the 
law actually is as it stands upon the statute books of the State 
of Missouri and, parodoxical as it may seem, this is a disputed 
and even a vital point in the correct dete mination of the issue 
here; and then this being settled, there remain questions of con- 
struction and correct practice under the law. 

Thereasons underlying Australian ballot laws and their neces- 
sity should not be lost sight of, and these have been so concisely 
and forcibly stated inthe reportof the committee and the law as 
it stands set out, that I will adopt its language as a preface to 
the discussion of the points as before stated by me: 

In recent years there has been a growing necessity for legislation securing 
more ‘ectly the sanctity and purity of the ballot. In former times, when 
the population of cities was not so large, when corporate infiuences were 
not so great, when class legislation was practically unknown, and the intel- 
ligence and indenendence of the voters secured a larger proportion of their 
number from sinister influences than now, laws were considered entirely 
3 for the protection of the ballot which are now admitted to be in- 

The large influx of fore] a g 
the 8 ot the elsctive: 8 chee 3 ao r a MEd] 
gation in the cities of heterogeneous masses. together with the fierce strug- 
gles for advantages which often take place at elections, have resulted in an 
epidemic of election frauds unknown before in our history and which are 

ghtfuliy considered hurtful if not dangerous to the y of our 
free Institutions. This condition of affairs has been fruitful of much Jegis- 
lation in the eevee ban States looking to the protection, the purity, and the 
intelligence of the ballot. This legislation marks a distinctive era in our 


legislative 1 an while in the process of devel tit hasoften 
diütai it has in the main been in the right direction and pro- 


ood. 

The State of ouri, in respect to the better protection and security 
of the ballot, especially in the Cities, is in advance of many of the other- 
States. It is not necessary for the purposes of this report to call attention 
to the various laws enacted from time to time on this subject. It issum- 
cient to say that the State of Missouri, by successive attempts at ballot re- 
form, has at length evolved a +ystem of voting in large cities which, per- 
haps, as nearly ap hes perfection as that of any other State. In such 
cities there is an o he aa by the governor, called the recorder of 
voters, whose business it is to register the voters in the municipality. The 
office is kept open at all times for this purpose. The registration is sum - 
a. descriptive as to furnish the identity of the yoter and the exact place 

residence. 


There is no second or other registration required for subsequent elections, 
but the recorder from time to time, in cases of death or removal, or other 
ualificas registration. Wherea voter moves out of one 

on application to the recorder. have the trans- 
ks. Prior to an election registrars are 

pointed in each of the several voting ts of the city to register 
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voters as have not 1 4 to the recorder for registration, and these regis- 


trars make returns of the voters registered by them to the recorder. 

When this is done the recorder p to make a registration list for each 
voting precinct in alphabetical order, which is forwarded to the officers of 
the election before the polls are opened. 

Aside from the necessary clerks and officers holding the election there are 
six judges of election appointed in each greet three of whom are se- 
lected from each of the two leading political or, tions. Two of these 

ges, one a Democrat and the other a Republican, are d. ted as dis- 

uting judges. They are the custodians of the official ots, charged 
with the duty of distribu them to the voters. When a citizen presents 
himself as a yoter and asks for a ballot, the judges can see at a glance 
whether he appears on the registration list, and if so the distribu nudges 
take one ballot, and after writing their respective 81 tures or is on 
the back of the ballot, they deliver it to the voter. © voter then retires to 
a booth, where, unmolested and unobserved, he prepares his ballot to suit 
himself. If by accident or carelessness he so mutilates his ballot as to ren- 
der it useless he can return it to the distributing judges and receive another, 
indorsed in like manner. In this way the distributing judges are required 
to keep track of every ballot. 5 

When the voter has prepared his ballot and folded the same he is prepared 
to vote. and it is offered by him to two other judges who also belong to op- 


political parties. called the receiving judges. The ballot is by them 
e: ed to see if it is indorsed by the signatures or the initials of the dis- 
vente d RA It is proper to observe in this connection that the uire- 
ment o e law is that both judges shall write their signatures or tials 


on Sarn bag ewes one ~ zt goic on — 5 . — 8 
voters. er ment is that judges op) o each other politically 
shall concur fag ches the ballot. 

If the ballot is legally indorsed by the distributing judgos it is received by 
the recei who are required to call out in an audible voice the 
name of the voter. en the receiving judges indorse on the back of the 
ballot the voting number, or the number of the ballot in the order in which 
it is offered, this being the only writing which the law permits them to in- 
dorse on the ballot; and at the same time the vo number is entered on 
the registration list opposite the name of the voter with the word ‘‘ voted.” 
Then the recei judges, or one of them, call out the voting number in a 
8 . oud to be heard by the bystanders and the ballot is placed 

e box. 

There are two other judges, called the counting judges, belonging in like 
manner to oppone parties. In order to facilitate the counting of votes 
there are two ballot boxes provided for by law. When the polls are opened 
the counting judges, who have the custody of the boxes, deliver box No. 1, 
— NA and securely locked, to the receiving jud and ballots voted are de- 

ted in this box for one hour and then it is delivered to the countin 
udges, who in lice manner deliver box No. 2 to the receiving judges. an 
thus the boxes alternate every hour from the counting to the receiving 
judges ani back from the receiving to the counting judges until the polls 
are closed. In the meantime, while the ballots are going into one box, the 
ballots in the other box are being counted, but the result of the counting is 
withheld from the public until the election is over. 

So. under this system, when the polls are closed the ballots are all prac- 
tically counted. hem the election is concluded and the returns made out 
the ballots are all placed in a box securely locked, and this box. properly la- 
beled and identine . is turned over to the recorder. He is requ to keep 
the ballots securely for the period of twelve months, to be offered, if re- 
quired, in evidence should there bs a contest. Should there be no contest 
instituted within twelve months the ballois are than destroyed. 

TheeTiciency and simplicity of this system is apparent. By requiring the 
distributing j to write their signatures or initials on the ballot before 
deliver tto tae voter the election is protected from the use of any but 
an om ballot by properly and duly hy pa voters. 

By numbering the ballots in the order in which they are voted and then 
writing the number of each ballot at the time it is geen te the name 
of the voter on the registration list with the word voted,” the identity of 
the voter and the exact place of his residence is made susceptible of easy 
proof, In this way the ballot is so hed ed about that fraud on the part of 
. the voter is almost impossible. Should the counting judges be corrupt the 
voter can trace his ballot and see that it is counted as voted. If the receiv- 
ing judges place any other ballot than the one voted in the box the absence 
of the signatures or initials of the distributing jud on the substituted 
ballot, would at once e e the fraud. So not only is fraud almost impos- 
sible on the part of the voter, but it would be necessary, in orderto accom- 
plish fraud in the election, to have all six of the judges, belonging to oppo- 
Site political 3 to act in collusion. 

It is plain that the imposition of fines on officers of election who violate 
the law by designedly or carelessly omitting its formalities would not make 
a system such as effective. The officers elected through a violation of 
the law would often be able to screen their confederates from punishment. 
Where the voter and the officers of the election are all interested in under- 
standing and conforming to the law the result will bedifferent. The system 
can only be made effective by peremptorily declaring that the legality of the 
ballot shall depend on the observance of the law in vital particulars. This 
is precisely what the State of Missouri bas done. In section 938, revised 
statutes, 1889, it is | Adi Se that the voter— 

“Shall not vote elsewhere but in the election precinct where his name is 

tered and whereof he is registered as a resident.” 
section 4785, revised statutes, 1839, as amended by section 11 of the act 
of A 4, 1891, it is expressiy provided that— 

“Every ballot shall be numbered in the orderin which it shali be received. 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or 
initials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear.” 

In section 1005, revised statutes, 188), it is provided that 

“No ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted.“ 

In section 4671, revised statutes, 1889, 88 60. it is further enacted— 

“Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and void. 

Section 4780, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended by section 8 of 
the act of April. 4, 1891, reads as follows: 

On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each qual- 

ed elector shall be entitled to receive from the judges of election one bal- 
lot. It shall be the omy or such 3 of election to deliver such ballot to 
the elector. Before delivering any ballotto the elector the two judges of 
election having charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials — 7 — 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing 
shall be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot.” 

Now, these provisions of the law of Missouriare plainly and emphatically 
mandatory. is too clear for discussion, and we refrain fromciting au- 
thorities or 8 decisions in support of a proposition so free from doubt, 

that to enforce these statutes acco: to their plain intent 
and purpose will work injustice to the voter, and that he ought not to be 
held responsible for the failure of the distributing judges to write their sig- 
roe tials on his ballot, or the failure of the receiving judges to 
number 


exe When he receives ballot he can plainly see whether it 
bears the names or initials of the distributing judges. The receiving judges 
are required to announce the number of his ot in a voice sufficiently au- 
dible as to be heard by the bystanders. 

As the voter is the nearest bystander it may well be presumed he will 
hear the announcement of his number, and as the num gis uired to 
be consecutive there is neither temptation nor opportunity to write other than 
the proper number and announce it to the bystanders. The opportunity of 
the voter to inform himself and to guard against the loss of his ballot by 
compl with the law is ample. Especially is this true in view of the 
fact that at least one of the judges is his political associate and friend and is 
there to protect him. But aside from all this we have nothing to do with 
the severity or the hardships of the law. It is plainly mandatory, and prece- 
dent and sound public policy alike demand that it should be enforced and 


obeyed. 

(See Ledbetter vs. Hall, 62 Missouri, 422; State ex rel rs. Cook, 41 Missouri, 
693; West vs. Ross, 53 Missouri. 30; Gumm vs. Hubbard, 97 Missouri, 311. 
McCrary on Elections, section 126.) 5 


The election in controversy took place on the 8th day of No- 
vember, 1892, and the district was entirely in the city of St. 
Louis, which had a population of several hundred thousand peo- 
ple, all of which facts have a bearing upon what the law ac- 
tually is or was. 

The provisions of the constitution of Missouri, adopted in 
1875, bearing upon the qualifications of voters, conduct of elec- 
tions, registration, etc.,are as follows: 


ARTICLE VIII. 


Sec. 2. Every male citizen of the United States, and every male person 
of foreign birth who may have declared his intention to become a citizen of 
the United States acco to law, not less one year nor more than 
five years before he offers to vote, who is over the age of 21 years. possessing 
the . qualifications, shall be entitled to vote at all elections by the 
people: 

First. He shall have resided in the State one year immediately preceding 
the election at which he offers to vote. 

Second. He shall have resided in the county, city, or town where he shall 
offer to vote at least sixty days immediately preceding the election. 

Sud. 3. “All elections by the people shail be by ballot; every ballot voted 
shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received, and the num- 
‘ber recorded by the election officers on the list of voters, opposite the 
name of the voter who presents the ballot. The election officers shall be 
sworn or affirmed not to disclose how any voter shall have voted, unless re- 
quired to do so as witnesses in a judicial pri : Provided, That in all 
cases of contested election the ballots cast may be counted, compared with 
the list of voters. and examined under such safeguards and regulations as 
may be prescribed by law. 

Sec. 5. The General Assembly shall provide by law for the registration 
of all voters in cities and counties having over 100.000 inhabitants, and may 

rovide for such registration in cities having a 9 exceeding 25,000 
bitants and not exceeding 100,000, but not otherwise.” 


The laws upon these questions are contained in the Revised 
Statutes of Missouri of 1889 and the act of April 4, 1891, which 
last law was passed to extend Australian ballot provisions to the 
State at large, it having previously been confined to cities of 
5.0% inhabitants and over. These laws, so far as material to 
this inquiry, are as follows: 


REGISTRATION—WHERE HAD. 


Section 987 of the Revised Statutes, 1889: 


In all cities of the first class and all cities whose population entitles them 
to become cities of the first cl: there shall ba a tration of all the 
qualified voters, and the registration of the voters, and the conduct of the 
elections held in such cities shall be governed by the following provisions, 
subject to the general law concerning elections: 


QUALIFICATION OF VOTERS, 


Section 988, Revised Statutes, 1889: 


Every malecitizen of the United States and every person of foreign birth 
who may have declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States 
according to law, not less than one year nor more than five years before he 
offers to Vote, who is over the age of 21 years, who has resided in this State 
one year next preceding the election at which he offers to vote, and during 
the last sixty daysof that time shall have resided in the city, and during the 
last twenty days of that time in the precinct at which he offers to vote, who 
has not been convicted of bribery, perjury, or other infamous crime, nor 
serving at the time in the regular Army or Navy of the United States, 
shall be entitled to vote at such election for all officers, State or municipal, 
made elective by the people, or at any other election held in pursuance of 
the laws of this State; but he shall not vote elsewhere but in the election 
preci where his name is registered, and whereof he is registered as a 
resident. 


Section 989, Revised Statutes, 1889: 


The register of FAA such city, not in a county, and the county clerk of the 
counties in which other such cities are located, shall provide a suitable 
registration book for each election precinct in the city, which shall have 
written or printed thereon the following oath: ‘We, the undersigned, do 
solemnly swear or affirm) that we will support the Constitution of the 
United States and of the State of Missouri. edo, furthermore, swear (or 
affirm) that we have registered in no other election precincts; that we and 
each of us have given our true names (as hereto subscribed); that we live 
at the places herein designated by us, and that weand ea h of us have 

answered all questions propounded us touching our registration; and it 
shall be the duty of the recorder of voters and deputies to call the special 
attention of e: person who may offer to register to the nature of this oath. 


The registration books and the registration lists of poll books, as herein- 
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after provided to be delivered to the judges of election, shall be in the fol- 
lowing form: 


‘eculiar 

Re- marks 

Name and residence. jected. Voted. 15 . A 
cation. 


BALLOT BOXES—ENUMERATION AND MARKING:OF BALLOTS—PROCESS OF 
VOTING. 


Section 1005, Revised Statutes, 1889: 


The recorder of votes shall provide two ballot boxes for each election pre- 
cinct, one of which shall be numbered No. 1, and the other No. 2, and itshall 
be the duty of thejudges of election toselect from their number two whoshall 
be designated and known as “receiving judges,” and two who shall be desig- 
nated and known as counting Lanes. pre The two receiving judges shall re- 
ceive the baliots of each elector, and shall upon receipt thereof, pronounce 
in an audible voice the name of the voter, and if the judges shall be satisfied 
that the person offer to vote is a legal voter, his ballot shall be taken and 
numbered in the order he offers to vote, and the ballot shall be folded, and 
oneof the judges shall place the registration number on the back of the ballot, 
and then draw a horizontal! line under it, and shall place the number of the 
ballot in tho order it was voted, thus: 308-12; said numbers shall be an- 
nounced in a plain and audible voice by the ju loud enough to be heard 
by the 1 outside the polling, place, and the ballot shall then be de- 

2 ve ballot box. which s be securely closed for the period of one 

our after the o 


the registration lists furnished to them. At the 5 of such hour, 

o. 1 to the counting 

judges, who shall immediately deliver over to the recelv: judges ballot 

box No. 2, which shall thereupon be securely closed, in which all ballots re- 

ceived, until the ballots in baliot box No. 1 are counted, shall be deposited; 

and after the count judges have counted the ballots in ballot box No. 1 

they shall deliver the box to the receiving judges, and the counting judges 

l count the ballots in ballot box No. 2, and so on, alternating whenever 

the counting judges complete the count of the ballots in any box until all 
the ballots cast are counted. 

All ballots shall be taken out and counted in the presence of all the judges 
and clerks, and party representatives, in the manner provided by law, and 
it shall be the duty of the counting judges to announce to the electors pres- 
ent the total number of votes polled at the close of each hour, but no infor- 
mation or statement of any kind shall be given or made by the judges or 
clerks of election revealing the number of votes received by any candidate 
at such election, or the name of any person who has not voted, or any infor- 
mation tending to show the state of the polls: Provided, That each political 


party shall have the right to select one re tative to be present with 
eno —.— of election from the ope: to the closing of the polls, who may 
chailenge any person offering to vote, but shall notinterfere with thejudges 


or clerks in the discharge of their duties. Said representatives shall make 
oath before the judges of election that they will not directly or indirectly 
give any information showing the state of the polls: Provided, further, That 
no ballot not numbered as herein provided s be counted, and that the 
judges shall. in the presence of the electors, examine the ballot boxes at the 
opening of the polls, and before any ballots are received, to see that they are 
empty; and at the close of the polls the judges shall continue to connt until 
all the ballots are counted, without removing from the polling place. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGES TO BE APPOINTED, 


Section 4777, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60: 


At the same time and in the same manner as judges of election are ap- 
pointed or elec two additional judges of election for each election dis- 
trict in the State shall be appointed or elected; three of ths judges shall be 
taken from the political party that polled the largest number of votes at the 
last g election, and three of the judges m the party that polled 
the next largest vote. The judges of election shall designate two of their 
number, not of the same party, whose duty it shali be to have charge of 
8 and to furnish them to voters in the manner hereinafter pro- 
v i 


Section 4671, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60: 


Each voter at any election, shall in full view, deliver to one of the judges 
of election a single ballot, which shall be a piece of white paper, on which 
shall be written or printed the names of the persons voted for, with a desig- 
nation of the office which he or they may be intended to fill. Said ballot 
shall not bear upon it any device whatever, nor shall there be any writing 
or printing thereon, except the names of persons and the designations of the 
office to be filled, leaving a margin on either side of the printed matter for 
substituting names. Each ballot may bear a plain written or printed cap- 
tion thereon, i Nee be; political character, but on all such ballots the 
caption or head lines shall notin any manner be designed to mislead the 
voter as to the name or names thereunder. ballot not conforming to 
the provisions of this chapter shall be considered fraudulent, and the same 
shall not be counted. 


FRAUDULENT BALLOTS. 


Section 4677, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60: 

Where two or more ballots are found placed or folded together, such bal- 
lote shall be considered as fraudulent and shall be rejected; and if two or 
more ballots a ar corresponding with the same number, all such ballots 
shall be as fraudulent; and in all cases where there are two ballots 
correspon to the same number it shall be the duty of the judges of elec- 
tion to have the party called and the question dete ed upon evidence 
under oath. 

BALLOTS. 


Section 4780, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended 
by section 8, act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 
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It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such ballot to the 
elector. Before delivering ballot to the elector, the two judges of elec- 
tion having c of the ots shall write their names or initials upon 
the back of the ot with ink or indelible and no other writing shall 
be on the back of the ballot, except the number of the ballot. 


Section 4785, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended 
by section 11 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 


Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received. 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 
tials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for, doss not appear. 


The election law of 1891 in direct terms and in its first section 
re sections 4762, 4766, 4773, 4775, 4776, 4779, 4780, 4781, 4784, 
4785, 4792, and 4794 of the Revised Statutes, and substitutes sec- 
tions of the same numbers therefor, and instead of containing 
the usual clause repealing inconsistent laws, amends that sec- 
tion, 4794 of the Revised Statutes, by providing that it shall 
read ‘‘all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed,” clearly indicating that this 1891 act of itself 
repealed nothing but what was stated in direct terms, and that 
this usual clause was adapted to the old or then existing law, 
except as specially repealed, and which law contained sections 
vols and 4672, neither of which was mentioned in repealing 
clause. 

The argument made before the committee for contestse and 
the minority report very ingeniously contend that section 4671, 
Revised Statutes, with its provision,“ any ballot not conforming 
to the provisions of this chapter shall be considered fraudulent 
and the same shall not be counted,” is repealed, and that the 7 
vision in law of 1891, that a ballot not numbered as provided 
shall not be deposited, does not take its place or carry any pen- 
alty except as against the judge. 

In other words, that it does not affect the voter, and that his 
ballot is to be counted. 

I do not controvert this provision. The provision just quoted 
was not a part of the law at the time of the election. This argu- 
ment is founded upon the idea that said section applied when 
passed’ to those portions of the State that did not have the 
Australian system, and where the voter furnished his own ballot, 
and that when this system was applied to the whole State this 
provision became obsolete, and that the punitive part before 
quoted fell with it. There is no doubt but that the provisions 
of this section preceding the punitive provision had become 
obsolete; but it is equally as clear that the punitive provision 
remained and is a part of the Australian system of Missouri. 

I think a fair consideration and application of the following 
reasons will demonstrate this: 

1. The fact that certain provisions of a law become obsolete 
does not necessarily make them repugnant to the new law, and 
a distinct portion of a section may be inconsistent and go out of 
use and another distinct provision of the same section not do so. 
It might be awkward, but not illegal. 

2. The latter provision of section 4671, quoted, making fraud- 
ulent the ballots mentioned, does not limit the condemnation 
to those not conforming to that section, but to those not con- 
forming to the provisions of this chapter.” 

3. In the law of 1891 the sections repealed are expressly stated 
and this section is not mentioned, and a repeal by implication by 
the passage of a later law only repeals where he pe ies or in- 
consistent, and no more necessarily repeals a whole section than 
a whole chapter of a law, and only those portions obnoxious to 
the later law are affected, and there is no legal or other reason 
may ane distinct portion of a section may not fall and another 
stand. 

4. It is said in the printed argument for contestee that * by 
the act of 1891 all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith 
are repealed.” Thisis a mistake. As I have before mentioned 
the usual provision of this kind in laws is utterly lacking, but in 
place thereof a section in the revised statutes is amended so as 
to make this repealing provision apply to that chapter of the 
revised statutes in which this section was left and to which a 
ponso that any ballot not conforming to its provisions shall 

considered fraudulent and not counted is not in any wise in- 
consistent or repugnant, but possibly and presumably very har- 
monious, proper, and salutary. 

5. The courts of Missouri haveso decided, and held these very 
8 mandatory. In the case of The State vs. Dennerlein, 

t. Louis criminal court, the defendant was indicted under sev- 
eral counts for abstracting from a ballot box ballots for the pur- 
pose of changing the lawful result of an election, contrary toa 
statute upon that subject. Upon the trial it appeared that the 
ballots were initialed by both judges, but not on the back. It 
is not quite clear from the record Í have of the case, but I think 
one judge put his initials on the back of the ballot and the other 


On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each quali- on the inside corner, but possibly both so on the inside. It was 


fied elector shall be entitled to receive from the judges of election one ballot. 
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contended that a conviction could not be had because these bal- 
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lots. not conforming to the law, could not be counted, and so 
their abstraction could not change the result of the election, and 
this point was sustained and a verdict of acquittal ordered. 

Tn this case it is sought to count ballots for the contestee so 
ere and against the provision of the statutes of Missouri, as 
held in this case, that it is no offense to steal them out of the 
ballot box. Ihave the complete record of this case—indietment, 
plong, testimony, rulings, etc.—but with the brief statement I 

ve given it is not necessary to incorporate or specially call at- 
tention further to the indictment, or at all to the evidence; but 
the objections made, the arguments, and rulings are not only 


important, but interesting and easily understood and applied 


in connection with what I have said, and are as follows: 


Mr. KRUM. Lobject to the testimony on the ground that it is immaterial, 
for this reason; That neither of these ballots is.a lawful ballot; that neither 
of them could lawfully be deposited in a ballot box; uently, even if 
they were ina ballot box, not being lawful ballots, there is no offense in their 
abstraction by anybody; there is nooffense in one's countenancing their ab- 
straction by anybody; there is no o in one's aiding their abstraction 
onthe part ot anybody. Your, honor will see by an inspection the point of 
the objection. 

(Mr. Dyer handed the ballots to the court.) 

Mr. KRUM. It will be conceded by the prosecution that they are all alike 
and that there is only one initial. 

The Court, Is that conceded, Col. Dyer? 

Mr. Dyer. I have not examined the ballots myself tosee whether the names 
of the FN are written across the ballots or not. 

2 8 It is not there; there is only one initial on the ballot, and that 
all there is. 

Mr. Dyer said he had not offered them yet. When that time came, the ob- 
ee might be more properly made. He (Mr. Dyer) admitted that these 
— ie were the ballots that are claimed to have been abstracted from the 
‘The Court. Do you claim that this is a legal ballot? 

Mr. DYER. Ido. I claim it is a legal ballot for all the for which 
it is used here; that when that ballot went into the box, with the numberof 
the voter placed thereon, it became a le; jot. 

The Court. Do youciaim it was al ballot and should have been counted 
b; 6 judges in casting up the votes cast and declaring the result of the 

ection? 

Mr. DYER, I am not go into that now. 

The Court. Col. Dyer, . charge is for illegally. willfully, and fraudu- 
lently abstracting, or aiding in it, or assenting to it, from any ballot box 
any legal ballot for the poxpose of changing. the result of any election. 
That necessarily lies that the ballot should be a legal ballot, and thatit 
should be one which ought to be counted and which must be counted. If 


you admit that the ballot should not be counted, then it could not possibly 


change or affect the result of the election. 

Mr. DYER. Lhave not examined every provision of thestatute in reference 
to this matter. These ballots. I find, Have the initials of some one per- 
son, and the numbers written by two judges required, but I do not find that 
they have the name of any judge or the initials of any Judge on the back of 
any of the ballots. That is the first time I discovered that. Inasmuch as 
this is about the hour of your honor's adjournment, I would like time to 
look at the statute, if your honor will permit me or give me until 2 o'clock. 

- By the COURT. Did you state that this Eichelberger was one of tho 


ANSWER. Yes, sir. 

‘The COURT. I suppose that C. E. stands for Chris. Eichelberger? 

Mr. DYER. No; in my judgment it does not. C. E.“ were the initials that 
were selected by Weule, was not put on by one of the judges. Iwill state to 
your honor that that is my information. I don't know that that is true. 

At this point court cautioned the jury and took a recess until 2 o'clock 

m. 


AFTER RECESS. 


Further proceedings in the case at bar were had, as follows: 

Mr. DYER. Unless your honor shall hear no argument on the question 
that was a little prematurely brought to your honor’s attention, I desire to 
say that from conference with those who understand this matter, and upon 
an examination of these ballots that were before your honor awhile ago, I 
find that the initials of two of the judges are upon these ballots—not.2 inches 
CXA from the top of the ballot, but weshall'be able to show that the ini- 
tials of two of the judges of election are indorsed upon these ballots, and 
80 I shall proceed with this examination, but this question may be raised 
at the time I offer the ballots. 

The Court. Col. Dyer, only this, if you concede that those are the ballots? 

Mr. DYER. Yes, sir. 

The COURT. And the court has seen those ballots and is supposed to know 
what is on them. 

Mr. DYER. Your honor will see that on the reverse side of those is this 
“CB.” ES it was written by the clerk, It turns out to be, as 1 can 
establish, it turns out was written by one of ‘the judges of election, Eichel- 
berger. And on the corner is the initials of Fricki, another one of the judges. 
IT find that on each of those ballots are indorsed not only C. E.,“ but are in- 
d with the intials of Frederick Fricki. 

Mr. KRUM. That I deny. 

Mr. DYER. I know you deny it, but if Ido not show it you are entitled to 


an attain 

Mr. Krum. Where is the theory of the secrecy of the talot, if that isa 
compliance with the law? 

Mr. DYER. What do you mean? 

Mr. Krum. I mean, when a ballot is given to the voter it is not opened by. 
the judge in that way. That's what I mean. 

Mr. DYER. The gentleman now says that notwithstanding the initials of 
the two Judges appear upon the ot, because it don't e exactly on 
the back of the ot within 2 inches of the top of the lot, therefore 
the ballot is illegal. It conceded. for the pi of this argument, 
that these ballots had been orsed before or at the time of receiving the 
ballots by the initials of the two judges, then the point is made on the stat- 
ute, that they have to be within 2 in of the top. 

Mr. UM. I don't make that point. . 

Mr. DYER. The law is tory as to one asto the other. The only 
question now presented to your honor is the fact that they bear the initials 
of two of the judges of election, as I will show you. 
oF pt ha What I mean by that is this, that they must be indorsed upon 

e 8 


woe And it says 2 inches from the top. You might as well claim 
b, too. 

Mr. KRUM. No; I donot care about that. And because the ballot is se- 
cret, the ju has no right to see what he gives to the voter. For the va 

se of the election, all he has to do is to indorse his initials on the ballo 

tis m the back of it, the statute says. 

Mr. Pran Sucha strained construction of the law would lay wide, and 
very wide the door for every ballot-box stuffer that might care to be elected 
in this city. To contend that it is not a legal ballot because the initials are 
it on the corner and not on the back, would not be held by any court 

ustice. 

Mr. Knux. The gentleman has only the supreme court and the Legisla- 
ture to blame, and any diatribe as to them will not avail. There Is the law, 
and it Is as plain as the nose even on Col. Dyer's face. 

Mr. DYER. I may alsocail your honor's attention to the statute inreference 
to the elections in cities of class, and that while the election is to be held 
under the general election laws of the State of Missouri passed in 1889, that 
the law is especially applicable to cities of this class, as you will find under 
section 1005, Of city elections; that no such requirement is made of the 
judges of election appointed by the recorder to hold city electionsin the city 
of St. Louis; that under the other section, 1005, it is required of them to 
number the ballot in the manner indicated on the back of that ballot. No 
further requſrement 18 held ot them. The section itself provides that the 
election shall be held under the provisions of the statute in regard to gen- 
eral elections. 

Mr. KRUM Your honor will also see that the statute makes the law in re- 
lation to hol of elections in cities having over 5,000 inhabitants applica- 
ble to the cities having over 100,000 inhabitants. 

The Court. { think that section of the statute is mandatory. It says that 
it shall be the duty of the eect election to deliver such ballot to the 
elector. Before delivering the ot to the elector, the two 2 es having 
charge of the ballot shall write their names or initials on the back of the 
ballot, within 2 inches of the topthereof. The other section says no judge 
of election shall permit the deposit.of any erg upon which the names or 
initials of the judges, as hereinbefore provided for, do not appear. 

Mr. DYER. Then, if I understand your honor's decision. it is, the statute 
itself is mandatory, requiring either the name or initisis of the judge of 
e oe indorsed on the back of the ballot, within 2 inches of the top 
of the ot? 

The COURT. Well, I do not know about 2 inches of the top; but it does not 
use the word “indorsed.” It says, ‘shall be written on the back of the bal- 
lot.” And the other section states that the names or initials of the judges, 
as hereinbefore pares for, ere. onthe back of the ballot. It prac- 
— says, it 8 appear or be tten as required by the p Bec- 

m. 


Mr. DYER. Then, it a judge of election shall his initials, as these were 
put, on the inside corner of the ballot, at the and before he delivers it 
to the voter, without 1 or finding out or knowing anything of 
what the voter intended to vote—if that name is put on by the judge of elec- 
tion, when the voter comes and a for the privil of voting, that if 
the judge puts his initials.on the corner, on the inside of this thing, before 
the ballot is delivered to the voter, that, therefore, that is not a sufficient 
compliance with the-statute? 

The Court. I think not. sir. 

Mr. DYER. Your honor has the ballots before you. That is the question. 

‘The Count. If these are the ballots that the State intends to offer as hav- 

been abstracted by the ballot box. 

r. DYER. Ves. str; these are the ballots that the State intends to offer 
at the decors time, that were illegally abstracted on the day of election, by 
the judge ot election in the seventy-seventh precinct of the Sixteenth ward 
of this city. Those are the ballots 
UM 


The Court. The — with meis, whether this court should pass upon 
that point, or whether a higher court should upon it? 
Mr. DYER. The ion is not 1 And my view of this mat - 


taken to be counted thereafter that they must show th 
judges somewhere on that ballot, with the view of the identification; that 
that was the purpose and object of the ature in requiring the names 
to be put there, so that they could not substituted by those who ab- 
stracted from the ballot boxes the ballots with other ballots bearing initials 
of the judges of election. Whether ii be on the top or bottom, on the inside 
or outside of the ba)lot, it was made by the Legislature out of great 3 
tion tor the pw of protecting the purity ot the ballot, in that it must 
be identified by the judge who wrote his name upon it. 

And here, if your honor takes that view of the statute which says that it 
must be upon the back of that ballot—the identification of this ballot writ- 
ten upon the front part of it, written in the corner of it, written probably be- 
tore it was delivered to the voter, that that is not a sufficient compliance 
with the statute—I call your honor's attention to the fact that while we can 
not weigh the legal proposition in the manner presented to your honor, that 
in the manner and in the idea of these elections it has been the p and 
intent.of the Legislature to throw such safeguards around the lot that 
the man is assured who cast the ballot that upon proper application his 
ballot should be identified by the judge of election. 

The Court. If the Legislature intended that the names should be written 
on the ballot, they would have so stated. And, in addition to that, after 
the judge has indorsed his name on the ballot and received it, then the other 
judge, on the pretense of having the ut to open the ballot and write his 
name over the face of it—if he had the right to write his name on the face of 
it—he could claim that privilege, and so find out how the voter voted, which 
would be a good reason for having it Written on the back. The custom in 
voting is, one judge writes his name on the back and hands it to another, 
who writes his name onthe back and who delivers it to the voter, etc. The 
law is 5 clear, and anybody that can read could see it was the duty of a 
judge ot election to write his name on the back of the ballot. The statute 
does not use the word “indorse’’—the word “‘indorse would have the same 
meaning—but it says that the name shall be written on the back of the bal- 
lot. That is my view of the matter, and it is based on that ground. 

As I understand you, you want to offer testimony to the effect—so that you 
will thoroughly understand the court—testimony to this effect: That those 
ballots were Properly voted and properly de ted in the ballot box, and 
t hat the defendant either ab them or assisted in abstrac them 
or assented to their being abstracted. That being the case, and it refers to 
these ballots, the court holds that the offense is not committed, as charged. 

Mr. DYER. Then your honor can give such directions as you please to the 
jury. I do not know how this question could be raised. Your honor said 
something about whether your honor should pass upon it now. 

The COURT. It struck me that way at first: perhaps the Court should de- 
cide in favor of the State here and let the case be taken up to the Supreme 
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Court; but I believe it is such a clear case as not to call for that, and that an 
injustice would be done to the defendant by bringing the case to the Su- 
preme Court, even if the facts were made out. 

Mr. DYER. We submit to your hauor's ruling. 

The Court (to jury). Gentlemen, the court gives you this instruction: 
The court instructs the jury that under the evidence in this cause they 
must acquit the defendant. 

Mr. PENCE. Is there no general repealing language? 

Mr. HAYES. No. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. There is no claim that there was anything 
repealed by the act of 1891. The claim is that there were two 
acts, one adapted to the country precincts and the other to cities 
of over 5,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. HAYES, The gentleman is mistaken about that. An- 
other reason why it may be said that this was not repealed grows 
out of the fact of the entire absence, in this law of 1891, of the 
usual eRe repealing all laws inconsistent with the law then 

sed. 
Vent law has no such provision, although it was stated in the 
printed argument upon behalf of the contestee before the com- 
mittee. That is a mistake. What this law does is this: It re- 
peals a certain section in the law of 1889, which was a section 
saying that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with that should 
be repealed, and re!nacts in its place these words: 

All acts or parts of acts conflicting or inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

That is, not inconsistent with the act of 1891, but that were in- 
consistent with the law of 1889, as amended by this law. In 
other words, it says that.all acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
with that chapter are repealed, and still it in no wise repeals 
this portion of section 4671, and that is not inconsistent with 
any other provision in the law, for it is certainly just as compe- 
tent for the Legislature of the State of Missouri to determine 
that a ballot should be fraudulent and not counted that did not 
comply with the provisions of that law as it would be to say 
uat was so if it did not comply with the provisions of the lat- 

r law. 

Rots HUDSON. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 2 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. HUDSON, Did the committee find any evidence which 
warranted them in assuming that there were fraudulent votes 
cast at this election, or that the judges of election had acted 
fraudulently? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, that is a very difficult question to an- 
swer, for thig reason: There was a voluminous record in this 
case, a great amount of testimony, covering questions of fraud, 
covering cases of men that had voted on other men’s numbers 
and names, men that were registered from livery stables, vacant 
lots, lumber yards, and such places; and, as I sajd, the commit- 
tee lost sight of all that in the discussion of the other question, 
and upon the concession that if it was found that these ballots 
wero in thecondition that they actually turned out to be, and if 
it was found that this provision of the law was in force, that it 
would settle the case,and the majority of the committee so held; 
and consequently the other questions were lost sight of. 

Mr. HUDSON. Then, as I understand you, the committee 
proposes now, by its report, to disfranchise over 909 voters, sim- 
ply on the ground that a technical mistake has been made in 
voting? 

Mr, HAYES. Notatall; buton the ground that the law was 
not complied with, a law of the State of Missouri that was made 
for the purpose of protecting the voter, a law that was made in 
the interest of honest and pure elections, on the ground that 
those provisions had not been complied with. 

Mr. HUDSON. One more question now. 

Mr. HAYES. Let me finish my answer. I will say that if 
the result had been carried out which the gentleman speaks of, 
simply saying that all these things must be brushed aside be- 
cause they would disfranchise voters, then we might just as well 
abolish entirely all laws relating to the Australian lot sys- 


tem. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Do you not agree with me that under. 
the new law, under which all the ballots are furnished by the 
State, that provision is practically superseded which requires 
the judges to initial and number the ballot? 

Mr. HAYES. No; and in the criminal courts of St. Louis 
they have held to the contrary. 

It follows from what I have said that 1 believe the provision 
declaring votes fraudulent and noncountable that do not conform 
to the terms and provisions of the Australian ballot law is in 
force, and that a failure to initial by the two judges giving out 
the ballot is such a failure; and that these ballots can not be 
counted, and the same result follows as to those not numbered 
as provided by the law. 

On the face of the returns the contestee had 67 majority over 
the contestant, and a table made a part of the majority report 


shows the effect of a 


lying these inci les to this case, and I 
quote itin full, as fo te Pe 


Ows: 


Precinct 98, 

Ballots with only one initial. .......... A 
Ballots with no number and one initial. 
Ballots with no number and two initials 
Ballots with no number and no inkKial__. 
Ballots with number and no initials 
Total Dlegal ballotss „44444444 
Precinct 61. 

Ballots with only one initial. .......-... - 2.2.22... ese sees 
Precinct 39. 


Ballots with only one initial 


RECAPETULATION, 


gate vote for contestee, according to returns 
uct votes illegally counted for him: 
Precinct 98 


Aten e —s 
Aggregate ß es i eb eee e E ebay owcee ans 
‘uct illegal votes: 
D ORGS a 2 ce aco ends hen San inednentenshoumphad 
Fer —TT A 138 


Majority; Tor zent —U 4 22 


I have said that I would like, in justice to Mr. O'Neill, to call 
attention to other points showing that his claim was not en- 
tirely technical, but time forbids any extension on these points, 
and 1 will incorporate a statement used before the committee 
on behalf of Mr. O'Neill, and which at least states some of the 
claims made, as follows: 

MEMORANDA. 

Precinct 98, where the unnumbered ballots are found, furnishes a most ex- 
traordinary 5 not alone of — E, but of deliberate intention 
to perpetrate fraud. An examination o: in 
that the first 191 voting numbers 
book. and yet follow in regular order beginning 
with No. 2, and then interspersed throughout the book 


„ AIT 
tent of having the names vowelized 
without any other voter coming between them—a thing that in the element 
of chance might have happened about once in a million years. 

The judges attempted to explain that by stating that the first 191 ballots 
they did not number at all, but fixed the and the tickets after ane pona 
closed at night; but stated that rae they numbered all the ots. 
and the arrangement of the numbers of the poll books bears out the theory 
that the ballots were numbered as they state. 

Singular as it may seem, e numbered ballot between 191 and 294 has 
disappeared from the ballot box, and we find in place of them tickets with- 
out any number whatsoever. In this precinct 14 voters who are credited 
with ballots for Mr. Joy testified that voted for Mr. O'Neill and that 
their ballots must have been e voter testifies that when he 
went to vote in the morning they did not de t his ballot tn the box, but 
threw it ona pile of tickets already voted 1 on the table. 

Another states that the judges of election were asl and he di tod 
the ticket in the box himself. Several others who went to vote fi their, 
names already voted upon. It is charged in the testimony that all of the 
ballots in that precinct seemed to have been marked by tho same person, 
and not by the voter, and the description on the ballots as appears in the 
record bears out that idea. 

All of the counting and tallying of the votes was done by Republicans; 
the Judge that issued the ballot to the voter testified that not in a singie in- 
stance did they initial a ballot that they ogra ea the only ballots that 
have double initials are those that are affixed by the Republican judge and 
the Republican clerk after the polls closed. 

Precinct 61. Itis fortunate that rascality usually leaves some trail 
which it is detected. In precinct 61, where the single initial formed s 
an important feature, a glance at the . conclusive evi- 
dence as to how that election was conducted. Ə printed testimony on 
page — discloses the fact that a bundle of unused ballots already fixed with 
the one initial on them were found in the box ready for use. It is evident 
that it was not 3 to und names upon the poll books of legitimate 
voters; but that these tickets were already for whoever might come in and 
be willing to use them. 

The minority of the committes in their report have evidently taken most 
of their tigures from thecontestee’s brief, and, like the Chinese tailor, copied 
the patches into their own report. 

The statement in the contestee’s brief, which is copledinto the minority 
report, of his alleged by an examination of the ballots, is untrue. On 
the contrary, when the ballots rejected by the judges, and those that are 
proven to be duplicates are deducted his entire alleged majority disa; 


there being not less than 125 voters who are credited with 2 ballots Joy 
after.offsetting all duplicates found for Mr. O'Neill with a co: 
number for Mr. Joy; and if you add to that the described ballots t ap- 


in the record the testimony of more than 40 


r in the record, gives Mr. O'Neill a substantial majority, 3 
Bigi Persons, voters, ted 
ballots for Mr, Joy, who testified that they voted for Mr. O'Neill. 
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These duplicate ballots represent in many cases the ballots of Democratic 
voters that have disap) „and have probably been substituted for them. 
In other cases an examination of the poll books shows a disa) ce of 
ballots marked “voted.” Two 5 Will serye as examples. In 
cinct 144 there are 18 less ballots returned by judges than are marked 
"voted ” on the books; in cinct 14 there are some 17 less ballots found in 
the box than were returned by the judges as having been cast. 

The record furnishes the testimony of about 30 Democrats who voted for 
Mr. O'Neill whose names are marked voted.“ and whose ballots have 
mysteriously disappeared. The testimony gives the names of 50 votes cast 
for Mr. Joy by parties registering from vacant lots, stables, lumber yards, 


etc. 

Many instances are given of repeating, one voter, F. W. Peters (page 234), 
areputable merchant, testifying that when he went to vote at 8:30 in the 
morning he found his name voted upon, and was informed by the judge of 
election that that was the seventh case of that kind that had occurred that 
mo 

Therailway postal clerks out of the city (St. Louis) were attended to, and 
in two instances ballots were found in the box oponon for Mr. Joy. Some 
voted on lapsed declarations to become citizens; ballots were deposited in 
the boxes and counted for Joy, where the names did not appear at all 
upon the books, and the judges simply added the numbers on the ballots to 
the poll books. 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] took a large 
portion of his time in condemning an alleged 5 in 
is State in the interest of the Democratic party, and mourning 
over the fact that his party was not given districts according to 
its per cent of votes. If this is true it is unfortunate and un- 
just, but has very little application here, in fact no bearing 
upon this question. We have to deal with the district as we 
find it. Then, if this charge is true the Republican party,as a 
whole, have nothingto complain of. Missouri is certainly no 
worse off than is Iowa or probably most other States where the 
Republican party have controlled | and formed the districts. 

. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, local self-government is threat- 
ened iu the house of its friends. In an election so well guarded 
that fraudulent ballots could not have been cast; on a pure tech- 
nicality which has no apology in justice and no strength inlaw; 
by an order of priesthood that has burned incense at the altar 
of State rights for more than a century, it is now proposed to 
disfranchise the ple of the Eleventh Congressional district 
of Missouri. If this attempt was made toright some wrong, or 
even to correct some mistake, the worthy motive might mitigate 
the political offense. But it is conceded by the committee that 
every vote wascastby a qualified elector, that every ballot was 
furnished and marked by a judge for identification and con- 
secutively numbered on the books of the poll list. It is a case 
where there not only was no fraud, but where the ample safe- 
guards that were complied with made fraud impossible. Be- 
cause there was not two identification marks instead of one on 
every ballot a confessed majority vote is to be dishonored and 
dethroned. 

If this disfranchisement was~proposed by the Republican 
party, which in a sense believes in a far-away central govern- 
ment, it would not be so strange. But when that other party, 
whose every heart-beat is for State rights, whose exuberance of 
ardor for local self-government has carried it sometimes to the 
extreme of nullification, sometimes to popular sovereignty, and 
sometimes to rebellion itself, when such a party slips its ds, 
flies from its bearings, and goes tearing down the corridors of 
the empyrean, we may be pardoned for our amazement and ex- 
cused for our lack of faith in the whole mechanical outfit. 

By the report of the committee this case is made to turn ona 
single technical point that involves the validity of 937 votes, and 
the point is whether these ballots were sufficiently marked for 
identification soas to entitle them to be counted. In other words, 
whether the initials of one judge were sufficient, or whether the 
initials of both judges were indispensable, it being conceded that 
in every other respect the votes were genuine, and that the simple 
addition of one initial more on each ballot would have entitled the 
contestee to retain his seat in this House. 

If this point is well taken the first thought that naturally arises 
is that the greater the number of safeguards provided the greater 
the danger, since the accidental omission of one would defeat 
the end for which all safeguards were provided. But the courts 
have never taken such a disastrous view, and from the days of 
Lord Mansfield till now the rule has been that whether a stat- 
utory direction must be literally followed or may be omitted de- 
pends on whether the thing directed to be done was of the es- 
sence of that required.“ Applying this rule to the case in hand 
it may be said that the essence of the transaction was the casting 
of ballots furnished by the judges and that the identification of 
these ballots by indorsed marks was not of the essence of the 
transaction. Or, again, if the essence of the transaction was the 
identification by marks, then this identification was accomplished 
by one initial, for more than that would be cumulative and not 
essential to the essence of the transaction. 

That this is the law is clearly implied in the case of West 
vs. Ross, 53 Missouri, 350, where J x it Vories held“ that un- 
numbered tickets could be counted notwithstanding the statute 
of 1855 required them to be numbered.” 
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I read from this report at bottom of page 353, as follows: 

It is admitted by the res dent in this suit that the ballots cast in Miller 

Township were not numbered as required by this statute; and that the 
ballots so unnumbered were counted; and that, without counting them, the 
appellant would have been elected; but itis contended by him that the stat- 
ute segue the ballots to be numbered is mərely directory in its provi- 
Bi irecting the judges of the election ina matter of form which does not 
form an essential edient in the right of the judges to count the votes, 
and therefore these ballots could be lawfully counted, notwithstanding 
they were not numbered. 
This might be true if the statutes, as the statutes of 1855 did, in reference 
to elections in St. Louis County, simply directed the judges of elections to 
number the tickets, without declar what consequences should result in 
cases where the ballots were not numbered. 

But it is claimed that by the Revised Statutes of Missouri of 
1889 it is provided 
that any ballotnot = 
akana 9 8 to the provisions ot this chapter shall be con 

And again 

No ballpt not numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 

And therefore a line of deeision are relied upon to the effect 
that where the statute provides expressly that an irregularity 
shall be fatal the law will be enforced accordingly. 

Our reply is that the statutes cited were * oraoand in 1891 by 
the Australian system which wasadopted in the State. Thenew 
law consists of entirely new and distinct sections, provides a 
complete system of voting, in itself radically differing from the 
old system, which is no longer in force. 

The new law provides ‘ that all acts or parts of acts inconsis- 
tent with this act are hereby repealed.” But were there no re- 
pealing clause still we hold that where one system of law is en- 
acted as asubstitute for a preceding law the rule of construction 
is that the preceding law is repealed. This being the fact the 
rew law omits these old provisions and fails to declare the con- 
sequences which are to follow any irregularity. 

It is, therefore, clear, and we believe no case can be found 
where the omission of an officer in reference to any particular 
act in the absence of fraud vitiates the ballot, unless the law so 
expressly provides. 

Again, it sHould be remembered that when the Australian 
ballot was first adopted in 1889 it only applied to cities of over 
5,000 inhabitants. So that from that period to April, 1891, there 
were two kinds of ballots in the State—the Australian ballot 
for large cities, and the old ballot with the penalty for non- 
conformity for the balance of the State. In 1891 the law was 
passed extending the Australian ballot throughout the entire 


State. This ballot not only had no penalty for nonconformity, 


but the reason for any such penalty ceased in view of the multi- 
plicity of safeguards which were thrown around the new ballot. 
Thus the old ballot disappeared with all of its belongings, and no 
election has been conducted in pursuance of it since 1891. 

But, it may be said that it is provided that unless the ballot 
contains certain initials it shall not be deposited by the judge, 
and that this is equivalent to saying it shall not be counted. 
This construction will not do. The act of depositing the ballot 
is only one of a series of acts. A violation in this particular-is 
no more and no less thana violation in any other particular. A 
ballot wrongfully deposited may just as well be counted as one 
wrongfully unnumbered, and this we have seen would have been 
allowed by the supreme court of that State in the case of West 
vs. Ross had there been no penalty for the omission. In New 
Hampshire it was decided in the case of Morrill vs. Haines (2 
N. H., 299) that a judge of election might be fined for violation 
of duty and still the vote be rightfully counted. 

In the present case we do not believe the failure to reënact the 
provision that any ballot not conforming to the provisions of 
this act shall be fraudulent and void,” was the result of over- 
sight. They were about to adopt the Australian system with at 
least twelve safeguards against fraudulent voting. They knew 
the law of their own State as laid downin Ledbetter vs. Hall (92 
Mo., 422), and preferred to leave ths enforcement of their election 
law to the good sense of the people and the construction of the 
courts rather than to make mere aids antl helps to justice form- 
idable instruments in the hands of politicians for the defeat of 
justice. And that brings me to say that if there is any fraud in 
this case it must have reference to the omission of one of these 
judges to write his initials on the ballot. 

If that will defeat an election then 937 votes may have been 
nullified intentionally, and the defeated candidate counted in 
without corrupting a single voter. Such a system migis be en- 
titled, ‘* Political . easy and comparatively safe: 
for particulars see case of O'Neill vs. J oe With such a con- 
struction of the law the corrupting ofa single officer would make 
it ible to defeat any election, and the greater the number of 
eee to be complied with the greater the opportunity for 


manipulation and fraud. 
Turning now from this particular view let us take a more com- 
prehensive survey of the case and of its surroundings. It was 
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‘tried before the returning board at the city of St. Louis, a city 
which is not only the commercial but the legal metropolis of 
the State of Missouri. That that board had before it the stat- 
utes of the State, the Supreme Court decisions, and all the law 
thut is contained in McCreary on Elections, together with all 
the facts in the case, can easily be presumed. The candidates 
and the electors not only had eve . to be heard be- 
fore the board, but access to the highest courts of the State. 
For reasons satisfactory to themselves the returning board have 
decided that every ballot was sufficiently identified and marked. 
From this decision no appeal was taken, and the certificate of 
election was awarded to Charles F. Joy. 

The defeated candidate comes here and asks that the unques- 
tioned majority vote of his district shall be turned down, and 
that the honest vote of nearly 1,000 electors of the State be 
thrown out, through no fault of their own, but upon the most 
barren and bloodless technicality that ever floated into the 
House of Representatives. If there was any pretense of fraud, 
if there was any merit whatever in this contention, this House, 
as a part of a supervising government, charged with constitu- 
tional duties, might properly inquire atleast toascertain whether 
a fair trial had been had. But I submit that it is beneath the 
dignity of this House to take from the Missouri waste basket a 
case thrown there, because it was without merit, and spit upon 
because it was an outrage on justice, and grant ita hearing here 
that it dare not risk in the courts of itsown State. 

In surveying the field of American politics it is obvious that 
too much care can not be bestowed upon maintaining the just 
balance between the local and general governments. The right 
of local self-government, propery defined, is as essential to the 
preser rakon of our liberties as the supremacy of the General 

vernment. For it is possible to conceive of a civilization that 
shall center, not in armies or navies, but around the home, the 
church, and the school. 

The extent to which man in his individual capacity can be 
trusted and honored is the true measure of thatadvancing civil- 
ization. To disfranchise the great metropolis of Missouri on a 

uibble is to turn back the hands of progress on the dial of the 

ublic; is toemphasize the Capitol at Washington and ignore 
Jefferson City; is in effect to put a new battalionin the field and 
He discou ment over unfortunate provinces; is to put on 
the records of this House a precedent, the citation of which may 
some day help a tyrant to establish a throne. 

Two principles which are indeed correlative, but which have 
been unfortunately used in antagonism, are fundamental in this 
Republic: One is great, powerful, and central; the other kind, 
beneficent, and universal. One executes the will of manaslight- 
ning does the will of God; the other descends like a summer 
shower upon hill and valley and mountain-side. One is Power, 
clad in armor, standing in the van of a new civilization; the 
other is Liberty, unawed by dictation, seated upon the white 
throne of Peace, and most radiant at the noonday hour of human 
progress. 

nnibal, when a prisoner at Rome, was allowed to visit Car- 
thage on his promise that he would return again to prison. When 
he began his preparations to return his countrymen besought him 
to remain, urging that a promise made under such circumstances 
was notbinding; but he would not violate his word of honor and 
returned to prison and to death. 

The contestant in this case entered into a solemn agreement 
at the time of the recount, and pleged himself that no ballot 
should be thrown out on account ol informality, and that he would 
abide by the intention of the voter throughout the entire count. 
(See Record, pp.56 and 70.) To-day the temptation is strong to 
trample the votes of his countrymen under his feet and rise on 
their supposed mistake to a seat in this House. If he possesses 
the Carthagenian spirithe will scorn the temptation, stand by his 
agreement, and win for himself a name of honor. But if, inamo- 
ment of weakness, his itching hand takes the partisan gift, he will 
learn too late that beyond the Mississippi dwell a peopie who, 
in their determination to avenge the outrage, will 1 down 
all party lines, and teach the’offender that none can escape 

ERO PENEDA search and vigil long, 
Of him who treasures up a wrong. 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, at the Congressional election 
held in November, 1892, in the Eleventh Congressional district 
of the State of Missouri, Joy and O'Neill were opposing candi- 
dates for Congress, which resulted in Joy’s receiving, as shown 
by the official returns, a majority of 67 votes over ONeill, upon 
which a certificate of election was duly issued to him. This con- 
stitutes his title to the seat now occupied by him in this Con- 
gress. To destroy Joy’s title to his seat O’Neill prosecutes this 
contest. The first step taken in the contest proceedings was to 
have a recount of the ballots. This met the approval of both 
parties, who seemed at the time to be willing to accept the re- 
sult of the recount as a settlement of this contest, neither desir- 
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ing to claim a seat in this House unless based upon the majority 
vote of the electors of their district. This was certainly com- 
mendable in both parties, and should meet the approval of all 
men whoesteem right and justice above 3 

The ballots cast at sixty-two voting precincts, being all the pre- 
cincts in the district but four, were opened and counted. It is 
conceded the ballots counted were the ballots cast, the result 
of which was to increase Joy’s majority from 67 to 212. This in- 
crease of his majority over the official count arises from the fact 
that during the recount it was found that a great many ballots 
were scratched. It was therefore e by Joy and O Neill 
that the intention of the voter should be taken in all cases where 
from the face of the ballot it could be determined for whom the 
voter intended to vote, and his vote should be counted for Joy 
or O'Neill as the case might be. This resulted in counting a 
great many votes that were not counted by the precinct officers. 

This agreement was called by the parties,as appears from the 
record, “agreed intentions.” It seems, however, that after the 
recount the contestant became possessed of a second thought to 
accomplish his object, and that was to throw out of the count 
1,649 ballots that were cast by legally constituted voters at pre- 
cincts 98, 95, 61, and 39, not for any act of commission or omis- 
sion of the parties casting the ballots, but for the innocent tech- 
nical omission of the two judges of election to write their names 
or initials or number the ballots in theorder in which they were 
received upon the backof each ballot before they were deposited. 
The failure of the election officers te do one or all of these things 
the contestant insists, under the law of Missouri, forfeits the bal- 
lot and disfranchises the voter. The majority of the committee 
seem not to be willing to go quite so far, but are willing to com- 
promise and join O'Neill in throwing out of the count 937 ballots, 
asshown by the following table taken from the fifth page of their 
report, as follows: 
Number of ballots received by the contestant and contestee, which were either not 


properly signed by the distributing judges or not numbered by the receiving 
judges, as required by law. 


| Joy. O'Neill. 
Precinct 98. 
Ballots with only one initial 119 106 
Ballots with no number and one initial. 66 38 
Ballots with no number and two initials 43 45 
Ballots with no number and no initial 2 1 2 
Ballots with number and no initials_........-.. 2.22.2. 0 1 
Total illegal ballots... .-- 22-2 a 229 | 192 
Precinct 61. 
Ballots with only one initalllũllll 22... 362 138 
Precinct 39, 


Ballots with only one initial 


om 


In this indiscriminate slaughter of the right of suffrage 
O'Neill loses 330 votes and Joy loses 607 votes, a gain for ONe 
of 277 votes, which fe him a majority of 210 on the basis of 
the official count. This result is required, we are told by the 
majority, in order to satisfy the mandatory provisions of the 
election laws of Missouri, which are attem dock to be collated on 

e 4 of the report of the majority for the information of the 
ouse, as follows: 
aa section 11of the act of April 4, 1891, it is expressly provided 
At 
Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in Which it shall be received. 
No judge of election shall Tepos any ballot upon which the names or in- 
itials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear. 

In section 1005, Revised Statutes, 1889, it is provided that 

No ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 

In section 4671, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, it is fur- 
ther enacted: 


Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and void. p z Z 


Section 8 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 


On any day of election of 8 officers in any election district, each quali- 
fied elector shall be entitled to receive from the judges of election one bal- 
lot. It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such ballot 
to the elector. Before delivering any ballot to the elector the two judges ot 
election having charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials upon 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing shall 
be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot. 


The majority say— 
These provisions of the law of Missouri are plainly and emphatically man- 


datory. is too clear for discussion, and We refrain from citing authori- 
ties or quoting decisions in support of a proposition so free from Sout. 


It is at this point in the case that the committee divides. If 
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we are to ignore the will of the electors and decide this case 
upon the technicalities of the Missouri law, and I believed the 
law of Missouri to be as stated in the majority report and as in- 
sisted by my distinguished coll e on the committee, Col. 
PATTERSON, L would not stand on this floor for a single moment 
in defense of Joy's election. It is of importance to note at this 
time that this was the first election held throughout the State 
under the new election law known as the Australian system, 
to which we will call attention further on. Upon a careful 

study of the Missouri statutes governing elections, keeping in 
view the radical Ganges in the system of holding elections in- 
troduced by the new law, I am forced to the conclusion that 
sections 1005 and 4671 and the mandatory provisions of the 
statutes referred to by the majority, being a part of the sections 
just referred to, were superseded and repealed by the provisions 
of the new law and were not in force at the time of the holding 
of the election in controversy. 

It appears that prior to 1889 Missouri had substantially two 
election systems—one applied to the city of St. Louis and to all 
other cities containing a population of 100,000 and over, and the 
other to the remainder of the State. The elections were all held 
under the old system, where each party or set of candidates fur- 
nished their own ballots, and the voter procured his own ticket 
and pre it to suit himself. Now, section 1005 is a: part of 
the old law that applied to elections held in the city of St. 
Louis, and never applied to the general election system of the 
State. It reads as follows: 


the judges shall place the 
then drew a horizontal line under it, and shall place the number of the bal- 
lot in the order in which it was voted, thus: ; Said numbers shall be an- 
nounced in a plain and audible voice by the judge, loud enough to be heard 
by the ag ers outside the polling place, and the ballot shall then be de- 
posited in the ballot box, which shall be securely closed for the period of 
one hour after the opening of the polls. 

The clerks of the election shall enter the voting number of the ballot, and 
the word “ voted,” or “rejected,” as the case be, opposite the voter's 
tothem. At the expiration of such 
deliver over tothe recelving jn 
y ver over tothe 
ballot box number two, which shall thereupon be securely closed, in Which 


the ballots in an t 
All ballotsshall be taken out and counted in the presence of all the judges 
and clerks, and party representatives, in the manner provided by law, and 
it shall be the duty of the counting judges to announces to the electors pres- 
ent the total number of votes po ed at the close of each hour, but no in- 
f nd shall be given or made by the 2 
te 


that they will not, ene 
State of the polls: 


removing from the polling place. 


The majority takes the expression ‘‘ No ballot not numbered 
as herein provided shall be counted,” just ten words, from this 
section containing over five hundred words, and puts those into 
their report as the law applicable to the official ballot. under the 
new law of Missouri, which requires a very different indorse- 
ment on the back of the ballot than that required by the section 
just read, to which we will call attention further on. The words 
as used in this section, A ballot not numbered as herein pro- 
vided,” can have but one meaning, and that is the number of the 
ballot, the horizontal line, and the registration number. No 
amount of jugglery with words can give it any other. 

Section 4671 is a part of the old law that was of general appli- 
cation throughout the State. It reads as follows: 


SEC. 4671. Ballot shall contain, what.—Each voter at 8 Shall. in 
full view. deliver to one of the judges of election a single lot, which shall 


ted the names of 
e voted for, with a designation of the ofice w. 
be intended to fll. Said ballot shall not bear upon it any device whatever, 


side of the prin 
lain written or printed caption thereon, ery its politieal 

But on all such ballots the caption or headlines not 5 

designed to mislead the voter as to the name or names 
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ballot not conforming to the provisions of this 
— —— the same shall not be counted. 
tion 0 

This section defines a ballot, what shall be printed on the face 
ol it. Section 1005 prescribes what shall be put upon the back 
of It. This constitutes an old law ballot complete. Any ballot 
not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent” means a ballot not conforming to the defini- 
tion in the section just read where these words are found, and 
not to the new law ballot as claimed by the majority. I have 

ven these sections of the old laws in full in order that the 

ouse may see their import and the connection and meaning of 
the quotations therefrom in the majority report. The. form of 
talot provided by the new law is set ont in section 4773, as fol- 

OWS: 

Sec. 4773. Ballots to contain, what.—E - 
visions-of this article shall contain the — a . — 
ination for any office specified in the bailot has been certilled or filed ac- 
cording to the provisions of this article, and no other names. The names of 
candidates nominated by each party shall be grouped together upon the 

per ballot, and each group be headed by the name of the political party 

which the candidates composing said groups are piacea fe nomination. 
Ev ballot shall also contain the name of the y or principle which the 
candidates represent, as con inthe ce cates of) nomination. Un- 
derneath the name of each candidate shall beleft a blank _— large enough 
to contain a written name. (Amended, Laws 1891, page 134.) 

This constitutes a complete ballot under the new law; that is, 
so far as the face of the ballot is concerned. 

It is also provided by section 4785 “ that every ballot shall be 
numbered in the order in which it shall be received; * and sec- 
tion 4780 uires that the two judges of election having 
charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials upon the 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other 
writing shall be on the back of the ballot except the number of 
the ballot. Thesesections give the formof the ballot, and what 
indorsements shall be placed upon the back of the ballot under 
the new Australian law. We see that the form of ballot re- 
quired by the new law is very different from the form required 
by the old law. It would have been a fraudulent ballot under 
the old law, and the forms of ballot required under the old law 
would be a fraudulent ballot under the new law as well. 

Hence, the absurdity of the contention that the provisions of 
of the old law as to the form of ballot and wri on the back 
thereof, to which I have called attention, are still in full force 
and applicable to the ballot under the present election system in 
Missouri is apparent. Were it not wicked, T would be almost 
persuaded at times to believe the chief strength of the very able 
report of the majority lies not in the law, butinnocently concealed 
in the fifth line of the report, in the following words: The con- 
testanta Democrat and the contestee a Republican.” In 1889 
the Legislature of Missouri passed an act substituting what is 
known as the Australian ballot system in all cities and towns con- 
taining a population of 5,000 and upward for the old system, 
which act was amended in certain of its sections in 1891, and as 
amended was made to apply to the whole State and repealing all 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith, thus giving to Mis- 
souri for the first time so far as the history of this case is con- 
cerned a complete and uniform system of elections throughout 
the State. 

This new law provides a complete system, from the nomina- 
tion of candidates, the furnish of tickets, their form, what 
they shall contain on their face and back,to and including the 
duties of the several officers of election, which we have hereto- 
fore stated. I insist that the new system is a plain substitute 
for the old system and bile the old law so far as it is in con- 
flict with the new law, therefore repeals sections 1005 and 
4671. I know that the repeal of statutes by implication is not 
favored by the courts, yet courts unive y hold where there 
is a new system created by legislation, as in this case, for the 
accomplishment of a given purpose in place of an old or prior 
system it operates as a repeal of the prior law; and it is not nec- 
essary that the new enactment should cover the entire ground 
of the preceding law to bə considered exclusive. (Traly vs. 
Tuffy, 134 U. S., 207-223; 16 Gratton, I-II.) 

Section 4785 of the new law prescribes the duty of the judges 
of election as to the depositing of the ballots, which reads as 
follows: 

Sec, 4785. Ballot not to be deposited without names of judges. Eve 
ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received. No 
bags lage election shall deposit any ballot upon which tae names or initials 
of the judges, as hereinbefore provided for, does not appear. (Amended 
Laws 1891, p. 135.) à 

Now, if we are correct in our conclusions that the new system 

nds the old system so far as they cover the same subject- 
matter or are in conflict with each other, we have noalfirmative 
legislative declaration as to what consequences shall follow the 
ure of the judges of election to write their names or initials 
and the number on the backof the ballot as required by the pro- 
visions of the section just read other than the punishment that 


ter shall be considered 
ed Statutes 1579, sec- 


1894. 


may be im upon such judges which may be, if the neglect 
is willful, imprisonment. in the county j or a term not less 
than six months, or by fine of not less than $250 and not more 
than $3,000, or both such fine and imprisonment. 

The proper construction to be given section 4785 is the vital 
and controlling question in the case. Are the provisions of that. 
section mandatory in the sense that the failure of the election 
judges to write their names or initials on the back of the ballot 
operates as.a forfeiture of the ballot and a disfranchisement of 
the voter? Ido not think the new statute will warrant such 
construction:or that the Legislatureever intended that such con- 
sequences should follow; if so, it would have sostated in the law. 
The majority feeling that that result does not follow by force of 
the provisions of the new law, have gone to the dead lettero! the 
old law for that power, as we have seen. 

The old law when in life imposed the penalty of forfeiture and 
disfranchisement, which the supreme court of Missouri charac- 
terized as.a harsh and unjust provision. With thisdecisionasa 
part of the contemporaneous history before the Legislature at 
the time of the enactment of the new law, and the absence of 
such a provision in all of its sections, it must be presumed it was 
intentionally omitted by the lawmaking power, and that the 
new law fully expresses the legislative intent, and matters not 
expressed therein must be deemed to have been excluded. 

submit that the supreme court of Missouri, in the case of 
Bowers vs. Smith, 111 Missouri, 45, has givema rule of construc- 
tion of the Missouri election law that is applicable to this case. 
If we are correct in this, the contestant iswithoutremedy. The 
case referred to was a statutory contest to determine the rights 
of the parties to the office of sherilf of Pettis County, Mo. The 
contestant in that case contended that the ballots cast in the 
city of Sedalia should be thrown out and not counted, for the 
reason that the official ballots furnished by the county clerk, 
and used at the voting places in that city, contained the names 
of the candidates of the Union Labor party, and that that po- 
litical party had not polled 3 per cent of the vote cast at the last 
general election, as required by law, and was therefore illegal 
and should not be counted. The statute on this subject. makes 
it the duty of the county clerks to provide printed ballots, and 
that the ballots shall contain the names of the candidates of all 
political parties that cast 3 per cent of the vote at the last gen- 
eral election, which names shall be grouped together upon each 
ballot, and that ballots other than those printed by the respec- 
tive clerks of the county courts, according to the provision of 
the statute, should not be cast or counted. 

In passing upon this case it was conceded that the ballots were 
liable to the infirmity charged; that they did notconform to the 
requirements of the statute in that they contained the names of 
the candidates of the Union Labor party, which did not cast 3 
per cent of the votes at the last general election; hence they 
were in the face and in violation of the strict letter of that man- 
datory provision of the statute, * should not be castor counted.” 
Yet the supreme court, in considering the question whether 
this omission of the clerk should work a forfeiture of the bal- 
- lots and disfranchise the voter, said, in course of its opinion, 
“that the living question was what construction should be 
given the Missouri statute and to what extent the constitutional 
rights of voters depends upon the correctness of the county 
clerk in preparing theofficial ballot; and it might be proper to 
note just here that the right to vote is guaranteed by the con- 
stitution of Missouri. 

The court further says in the same opinion: 

That the ballot reform law was intended to improve the methods for giving 
on to the popular will in the choice of public officers and should be 
construed to promote, not destroy, the great object in view in its passage. 
If for every error of a county clerk, or harmless irregularity in election pro- 
tizens having no control over are to lose their right of choosing 
public officers, the reform ballot instead of being fonundan improvement 
of the machinery of popular government will justly be denounced as a snare 
to entrap the unsuspecting voter, While it is well enough to insist on a 
proper and s riet 8 of duty by officers conducting elections, we 
are not of the number of those who imagine that such performance will be 
promote i by disfranchising the whole body of electors in any locality for 
errors such as here charged, and the court held these ballots valid under 
their new election system. 


This would beastronger case, upon the strict letter of the law, 
for the contestant than his own now before us. In this case the 
ballots asked to be rejected did not contain the names or initials 
of both judges or number it is claimed. This naming or initial- 
ing and numbering of the ballot is done by the election officers, 

and not by the voters. All the voter isrequired to do is to pre- 
o the face of his ballot in the way he desires to cast it, and 

‘old it so the names or initials of the judges may appear, and 
hand it to the judges to be deposited. Now, the only command 
of the statute in this case is, ‘‘ No judge of election shall de- 

itany ballot w which the names or initials of the judges 

o not appear.” No mention is made of the number. The com- 
mand in the Bowers case is much stronger: Shall not be cast 
or counted.” if it did not confarm to the requirements of the law. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3303 


The reasons for a strict construction in the case of Bowers, in 
addition to the imperative command of the statute, isalso much 
stronger than in this case; in that case it was to prevent fraud- 
ulent ballots from being published and voted during the elec- 
tion; in this, it is simply to preserve their identity after the 
election. We must not forget in this case the statute does not 
state what shall be the effect if the judges of election do deposit 
a ballot that does not contain the names or initials of both judges. 
To reject the ballots and disfranchise the parties cas them 
we mustadd that power to the statute by construction. On this 
subjectthe supreme courtof Missouri has also spoken, as follows: 

When the Legislature has not plainly declared such a purpose, we think it 
should not be imported into the statute by construction. 

I feel like I am safe in saying that no case can be found where 
the voter has been peat Sy of his vote by the omission of an 
election officer to perform a duty imposed by law where no in- 
jury has resulted to anyone as in this case, unless the statutein 
terms. pradio that such omissions shall render the ballot void 
or prohibits its being counted. The chief purpose df our elec- 
tive system is to obtain a fair expression of the popular will, as 
paramount in importance to the formal steps to reach that end. 
That purpose has been accomplished in this case. The suffrages 
ofa free people whose government derives its just powers from 
the consent of the governed should be guarded with a jealous 
care, and should be so regarded by their Representatives and by 
a who 9 intrusted with the power of preserving their sover- 
eign rights. 

Bien g for myself I would, from the standpoint of good con- 
science, that justice might be done, brush aside all technicali- 
ties of the law and stand by the will of the majority of the 
electors of the Eleventh Congressional district of Misso as 
expressed at the ballot box. this case, where it is conceded 
the election was fair, no one voted who was not entitled to 
vote and no one deprived of a vote that was entitled to vote. 
I believe this House, before it commits the unconscionable act 
of disfranchising 937 legal voters, should risa up and assert its 
constitutional prerogative of judging of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members, and duplicate by its act 
the certificate issued by the governor of Missouri to Joy of his 
election to a seat in the Fifty-third Congress of the United 
States. The wisdom of this suggestion may not be 7 7775 to 
the House. We may turn Joy out if we will, and let O Neill 
take his seat. But uneasy must rest his crown when he reflects 
that he won it by the assassination of the suffrages of 937 free 
American citizens. We may turn Joy out, but the people of his 
district will rebuke the act by returning him again no! with a 
majority of 67, but with a majority equal at least to the number 
whose political rights we have denied as the price of our injus- 


ce. 

Mr. DANIELS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the attention 
of the House for just one moment, to present one idea in addi- 
tion to that which I presented in the consideration of the rule. 

The Houss will see, after having listened to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HAS], that he has absolutely made no addi- 
tion to the facts which I originally presented to the House, nor 
any contradiction of them. I desire to add to what I have al- 
ready said a suggestion arising out of a copy of the statutes of 
the State of Missouri which has been scattered broadcast over 
the House. Section 4780 of the statutes provides: 

Before delivering any ballot to the elector, the two 85 of election hav- 
ing 8 of the ballots shall write their names or Is upon the back 
of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil. 

In section 4785 it is provided: 

No judge of election l deposit ballot u whi s = 
E the judges as E TEN provided for es . ee 

So that every voter whose ballot it is proposed to cast out here 
was presented by the judges of the election with a ballot which 
contained the initials of but one of the judges, the fault, not of 
the electors, but of the judge. When the voter 33 it to 
the judge whose duty it was to receive it that judge was forbid- 
aon to deposit that ballot because it lacked the initials of the two 

udges. z 
7 Why was that statute couched in that language? It does not 
say that he shall not count the ballot. It says that he shall not 
deposit the ballot. If he refused to deposit the ballot the voter 
would at once have known that he had an improper ballot, and 
might have an opportunis to rectify his mistake and deposit a 
suitable ballot. hen the judge failed to notify the 9 
and deposited the ballot, the elector had every reason to believe 
that he had cast a proper vote. If the judge had handed him 
back his ballot, refusing to deposit it, there would have been an 
3 offored him to obtain the signature or initials of the 
other judge. 

Now, the elector being entirely guiltless of anything but mis- 
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take, the judge having misdirected him, the judge who is to re- 
ceive the ballot having failed to comply with the law, this 
House is asked to disfranchise 900 voters in that contest. It 
seem; to me that it is impossible to be believed. 

Mr. DENSON. Look at this [exhibiting a paper] and read 
it, and it will show you whether they are going to do it or not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. DANIELS. I yiel 
chusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. 


[Mr. MCCALL withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix.] 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee has thirteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Has the other side exhausted its time? 

The SPEAKER. It has 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN]. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, the right to vote is not a natural 
right. It is purely a conventional regulation, which society has 
adopted in organizing itself into a state. The state creates laws 
and makes regulations for its safety and its comfort. The prime 
object of society is to provide some mode by which laws can be 
created and enforced, and government established and maintained 
for the safety, happiness, and prosperity of all the people. 

In this country the election has been resorted to as the pri- 
mary means of accomplishing these purposes. 

An election is a special proceeding. The law providing Tor it 
is a special act, and is always to bə strictly construed. The law 
is the offspring of the government, binding upon the citizen 
and the government alike, and if the citizen in attempting to 
vote lozes his vote without neglect on his part, it is the govern- 
ment's fault and responsibility. Let us look at this case in the 
light of these principles. All that has been complained of by 
the very able gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and by others 
about electors being disfranchised in Missouri, if it is true, is 
attributable to the law of the State of Missouri, and to the offi- 
cers that Missouri has selected to administer her law. We can 
not make or unmake the law of Missouri, but we must adminis- 
ter it as we find it. 

The minority of the committee have stated this case, Mr. 
Speaker, and I invite the attention of the House to that state- 
ment in order that it may be seen how far some gentlemen who 
have spoken here have drifted away from the real point in con- 
troversy. The very able and accomplished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DANIELS], in stating the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Elections, says: 

The law of the State of Missouri required each vote to be indorsed with 
the initials of the two judges— 

Not the initials of one judge, but the initials of the two 
judges— . 
who wers required to pass it to the person appearing and intending to vote. 

It was the business of the elector when he received his ballot 
to look and see that it contained the initials of the two judges. 
Such was the law of the State of Missouri, and it was the 
bounden duty of the elector to obey thatlaw. It was his duty 
to be careful that he did not lose his vote. Again, the gentle- 
man from New York says in the minority report: 

There wasa failure in precinct 98 and precinct 61 to place this indorse- 
ment upon the ballots. 

Mr. REED. Suppose the judge had placed the wrong initials 
on the ballot? 

Mr. BROWN. It would not have changed the case from what 
it would have been if he had put none on the ballot. 

Mr. REED. And the ballot would have to be rejected? 

Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly so, in the opinion of every man 
who believes in the proper administration of the law of elec- 
tions. 

Mr. REED. So that the voter must take notice of the ini- 
tials? 

Mr. BROWN. Exactly. Is the gentleman from Maine so for- 
getful that he does not know that when he goes to the election 
officer to get his ballot that it is his duty to look and see that 
the ballot has been prepared according to law? 

Again, Mr. Speaker, calling attention to the duty that the 
law of Missouri imposes upon ali electors of that great and good 
State, I refer to section 9 of the act of 1891. All agree that this 
act was in force at the election in question, and is in force now. 
This act provides, in speaking of the duty of the elector, that— 

Alter preparing his ballot the elector shall fold the same so that the face 
of the ballot will be concealed and the initials of the Judges may be seen. 

This is another duty enjoined by law upon all the voters of 
the State of Missouri, It is the business of the voter of Missouri 
todischarge this duty according to law. This is a duty enjoined 


that to the gentleman from Massa- 


See Ap- 


by law upon all electors of the State, and each voter owed it to 
the State whose citizen he was as well as to himself to see that 
he cast a ballot free from all suspicion, a ballot which could not 
be afterwards called in question. And this he could only do b 
being careful to see that his ballot was properly numbered an 
had the initials of the judges on it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is conceded by the very able gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DANIELS] that these statutes are mandatory and 
not merely advisory or directory; so that question is out of the 
way. It is conceded that the words that I am now about to read 
are a part of the statute of 1891, and are and were applicable to 
the election in controversy. The language of the statute is: 

Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it is received. No 


judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or initials 
of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does no! appear. 


We all agree that this law is and was applicable to the election 
under consideration. But,“ says the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DANIELS], able and ingenious as he is, that simply 
imposes a duty upon the election officers, and the elector is in 
no wise connected with the performance of that duty.” Ihave 
already shown, I think, that the elector was connected with the 
performance of that duty; that the elector owed it to the State 
to be connected with the performance of that duty—owed it to 
the State as well as to himself in the exereise-of the great right 
which the State had conferred upon him. But I suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, that the point that my friend from New York makes 
is too small to live long. He says that the judge should not put 
that ballot in the box. Why? Because the ballot was nota 
legal ballot according to the law of Missouri. 

Very well; but an illegal, false, fraudulent, spurious ballot has 
found its way into the ballot box. It is clearly discernible from 
the legal ballot. But, says the gentleman from New York, this 
bastard ballot is here; it is without ntage or . 
but you must count it all the same in determining the election 
of a Representative to Congress. As I said before, upon the 
mere statement of the matter that is too small a point to grow 
to any great dimensions. It is fundamental that the ballot box 
must be purged of all fraudulent or illegal ballots. 

The remarks of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] have made 
ita matter of supererogation that I should speak upon the sub- 
ject of the re of these statutes; but just a word in addition 
to what he has said. So far as the provisions of this act of 1889 
which might be applicable to this case are concerned, the con- 
tention of the other side is that these provisionsof that acthave 
been repealed by implication of law. On the contrary, we con- 
tend that they are in full force and effect. There is no general 
re g clause to the act of 1891. In addition to that our con- 
tention is strengthened by the fact that this act of 1891, in its 
first section, explicitly recites certain sections of the act of 1889 
that it intends to 2 ned beginning with section 4762 and end- 
ing with section 4794. 

In the case of each of these enumerated sections intended to 
be repealed the act substitutes another section and gives it the 
very number of the repealed section. Therefore I contend that 
this act of 1891 embodied itself in the act of 1889, and is part and 
parcel of that act. 

Mr. DANIELS. Does not the act of 1891, by the last or next 
to the last section, provide that all laws inconsistent with it are 
thereby repealed? 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman is right as to that. The next 
to the last section provides that— 

All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Now, if I am correct in saying that this act of 1891 is embodied 
in the act of 1889 (and I think there can be no mistake about 
that), then the two acts, so to speak, form but one; and wher- 
ever words are found in this act referring tə the election laws 
of Missouri, they refer to chapter 60 of the act of 1889 of Missouri's 
election laws. Now, let me state very briefly what the law.is 
on the subject of repeal by implication. Where the subsequent 
act legislates upon the same subject-matter contained in the for- 
mer law, without an express repealing clause, only so much of 
the former law is repealed as stands in a position of antagonism 
and absolute repugnancy to the last act. It is the duty of the 
courts to construe the former act and the amendatory or repeal- 
ing act as being in pari materia, and to make all parts of each 
law stand, except where there is an absolute repugnancy between 
the last and the former law. In each case the former law must 
give way. 

Let us see if the parts of the election law of 1889 of Missouri 
were not in force at the time the election was held, as is con- 
tended for by the contestant. 

1 1005 of the Revised Statutes of Missouri it is pro- 
vided: 

No ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 

This is a part of the act to which the act of April 4, 1891, is 
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supplementary or amendatory. Will the contestee or any of 
his friends point out wherein these words of the act of 1889 are 
antagonistic or repugnant to the act of 1891? Theact of 1891 is 
entirely silent on the subject of numbering ballots. It is idle to 
say that the act of 1891 covers the entire subject-matter con- 
tained in the act of 1889. It is worse than idle to say that the 
act of 1891 creates an entirely new system of 9 elec- 
tions. It simply adds some new features to the election law of 
188, and repeals so much of that law only as is in conflict with 
the new features added. 

The honorable gentleman from New York, Judge DANIELS, 
says these words of the act of 1889 which I have quoted have ref- 
erence to the ballot used before the act of 1891 was passed; that 
they have reference to the ballots which the political parties 
prepared for and furnished to the voters. So they did so long as 
those ballots were in use, but when an official ballot by rea- 
son of the act of 1891 took their place, then these words became 
applicable to the official ballot. If the Legislature of Missouri 

not so intended it would have repealed them by the act of 
1891. The same reasons with additional ones exist for the num- 
bering of the official ballots that existed for the numbering of 
the ballots formerly used. 

In section 4671 of the Statutes of Missouri, 1889, it is stated: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and void. 

For reasons already stated these words of the act of 1889 are 
still in force. The act of 1891, as I have shown, is a part of the 
act of 1889. It has placed itself in the very body of the act of 
1889. Therefore the ballots not properly numbered and not 
containing the initals of the judges are fraudulent and void. 
The friends of the contestee must insist on counting ballots 
which are fraudulent and void in their efforts to maintain con- 
testee in his seat here. 

Section 4780 of the Revised Statutes of Missouri, 1889, chapter 
60, as amended by section 8 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as 
follows: 


On any day of election of 


blic officers in election pedo each quali- 
fied elector shall be entitl t 


to receive from the judges of election one bal- 
of election to deliver such ballot to 
ot to the elector the two Be meted of 

als upon 
ot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing 
shall be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot. 


It is plain to be seen what the duties of the electors and offi- 
cers are in respect to the conduct and holding of elections in 
Missouri. The ballots must be numbered and the initials of the 
judges must be written on them. There is a concurrent duty 
resting on the voters andelection judges to ses that this is done 
and if the election fails, or the result of it is otherwise from what 
it would have been, the fault, if any there be, is with Missouri, 
her laws, her people, and her election officers. Congress can 
not intervene to strike down the laws Missouri has made for 
herself, nor relieve her people and election officers from the 
duties her laws impose. 

My friend, Judge DANIELS, further says in his report for the 
minority of the Committee on Elections: 

The law of the State of Missouri also required each vote to be indorsed 
with the initials of the two judges, who were required to pass it to the per- 
son ap and intending to vote. There was a failure in p ct Sand 

inct 61 to place this indorsement upon the ballots. But they were in- 
orsed with the initials of one of the judges, and placed in the ballot box 
after the return of the ballot by the voter, with only this single initialupon 
the vote. In precinct 39 there were also 16 ballots indorsed in the same 
manner, with the initials of but one of the judges, and if these ballots, in 
addition to those not numbered at all, are all to berejected, then it is a con- 
ceded fact that Mr. O'Neill, and not Mr. Joy, has been elected to this seat in 


Congress. 

All else, says Judge DANIELS, must be resolved in fa vor of Con- 
testant O’Neill except the mere question as to whether the bal- 
lots not numbered and not containing the initials of the judges 
shall be rejected, and if that questionstands in his favor that he 
and not Joy has been elected to this seat in Congress. 

Tn section 4785, Revised Statutes, 1889, as amended by section 11 of the act 
of apa 4, 1891, it is expressly vided that— 

“Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shail be received. 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 
tials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear.” 

I submit with great deference and respect to the House that 
the laws and parts of laws of the State of Missouri, set out in the 
report of the Committee on Elections in that case and referred 
to by me at thistime,are in full force and effect,and that they 
clearly stamp the ballots in question as being fraudulent and 
void, and that they should be rejected from the count. 

This being so, in the language of the very able lawyer, judge, 
and gentleman from New York, Judge DANIELS, ‘‘ then it is a 
conceded fact that Mr. ONeill and not Mr. Joy has been elected 
to this seat in Congress.” 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


ä— —— — — —— — — — 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the debate is now 
closed. The first question is upon the resolutionsoffered by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] as a substitute for the 
resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask unanimous consent that-two gen- 
tlemen who have not had the opportunity to address the House, 
the gentleman from Indiana Mr. WAUGH] and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. THOMAS], may be allowed to insert their 
remarks in the RECORD, and that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. MCCALL] may be allowed to extend the remarks 
delivered by him. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. WAUGH. Lask that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WHEELER] also have leave to print remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I request that gentlemen who have 
spoken in support of the majority report may be permitted to 
extend their remarks. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was legally elected to a seat in the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to retain his seat in this House.’ 

Reso'ved, That John J. O'Neill was not legally elected to a seat in the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 15 
not entitled to a seat in this House. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division of the question. 

The SPEAKER. A division of the question being called for, 
the vote will first be taken on the first of these resolutions. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 147, 
not voting 105; as follows: 
YEAS—100. 
Aldrich, phy, Hull, Ray, 
Apsley, Ellis, Oregon Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, 
Avery, Everett, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Babcock, Fletcher, v. Robinson. Pa. 
Baker, N. H. Funk, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 
Bartholdt, Funston, Loud, Ryan, 
Blair, Gardner, Loudenslager, Scranton, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Sibley, 
Bowers, Cal. Griffin, h; Smith, 
Broderi Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Brosius, W,. McCall, tone, C. W. 
Bryan, er, McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A 
Bundy, er, McKeighan, weet, 
Cannon, III Hall, Mo. Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Chickering, Harmer, ercer, - Thomas, 
Childs, Hartman, Milliken, Updegrat. 
Cooper, Tex. Henderson, III. Morgan, VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Goun K . — Nane ` 
Curtis, Kans. ermann, oses, aug 
Curtis, Hilborn, Outhwaite, Wever, 
Daniels, Hitt, Payne, Wheeler, III. 
De Armond, Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, hite. 
Dingley, Hopkins, III. Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Doolittle, Lg trae Pa. Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Draper, Hulick Quigg, Woomer. 
NAYS—147. 

Abbott, Cox, Lane, illy, 
Alexander, Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Patte e, S Richardson Near. 

ey, rson, yton, a m, Ténn. 
Bald De Forest, Lester, Ritchie, 
Bankhead, Denson, Lockwood, Robbins, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Flom Robertson, La, 
Barwi Dockery, agner, Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, M . Schermerhorn, 
Black, Ga. ory, Shell, 
Black, III Durborow, McAleer, Sipe, 
Bland, Edmunds, 7 Somers, 
Branch, English, McCull S er, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Brickner. Epes, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Brooks Erd cGann, Strait, 
Brown, Fielder, McKaig, Straus, 
Burnes, isse: er, McLaurin, Swanson. 
Burrows, Goldzier, ‘cMillin, Talbert, S. O. 
Bynum, rady. MeNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Cadmus, Gresham, McRae. Tate, 
Caminetti, Haines, th, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Hall. Minn. Meyer, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Money, Tucker, 
Capehart, are, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth. Hatch, Mutchler. Turner, Va. 
Catchi ayes, Neill, Turp 
Clancy, Henderson, N.C. Oates, 8 
Clark. Mo. nes. O'Neil, eadock, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Page, ells, 
Cobb, Ala. Hunter, Pasc er, Ala. 
Cobb. Mo. Hutcheson, Patterson, Williams, III. 
Cockrell, Ikirt, Paynter, filiams, 
Coffeen, Jones, Pearson, ise, 
Cooper, Seen Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cornish, bs, Pendleton,W.Va. Woodard. 
Covert, Kyle, Pigott, 


` 
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NOT VOTING—i05. 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Russell, Ga. 
Cooper, Hudson, Settle, 
Johnson, Ind. Shaw, 
Dailzell, Johnson, Ohio 
Davey, Joy, Sickles, 
Davis, Kem, Sim 
Doliiver, Lapham, — — 
Ehis, Ky. Linton, Sperry, 
Fithian. Lisle, Stallings, 
Forman, Livingston, Stevens, 
Fyau, Lucas. Storer, 
Gear, Maddox. Strong. 
Geary, Marshall Tarsney. 
Gillet, N. V. Martin. Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Goodnight, c Da Tracey. 
McDowell, VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
Graham, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Grout, Murray, alker, 
ede N omanda ——— 
arter, orthway, ington, 
Haugen, Pence, ting, 
Heard, Post, Wilson. W. Va. 
Heiner, Powers, Wright, 
Henderson, Iowa Price, Wright, Pa. 
Hendrix, 
Conn, Hicks, Rayner, 
Coombs, Holman, Rusk, 


So the resolution was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. WADSWORTH, on the election cases. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote | 
from “aye” to no.“ | 

The SPEAKER. The change will benoted inaccordance with | 
the suggestion of the gentleman. | 

Mr, HAUGEN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky |Mr. ELLIS]. If he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I forgot that I was paired, | 
and ask to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. LACEY. I object. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I move toreconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was rejected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay that motion on the table. 


8 Funston, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Biagkam. Fyan. Lacey. Russell, Ga. 
Blair, Gardner, . — Seran 
Boen. Gear, ver, Settle, 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Linton, Shaw, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. Lisle, Sherman, 
Brattan, Livingston, Sickles, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Loud, Sim 
Broderick, Graham, Loudenslagor, Smith, 

8. riffin, Lucas, Snodgrass, 

Bundy, Grosvenor, Sperry, 
Bunn. Š Grott, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Burrows, Grow, Marsh, teyens, 
Cabaniss, Hager, Marshall. Stone, C. W. 
Caldwell. 2 Martin, Ind. Stone, W. A. 
Cannon, III. Harmer, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Chickering, Harris, McCall, Strong, 
Childs. Harter, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Coc H McDannold, Tarsney, 
Cogswell, Haugen, McDoweil, Tawney. 
Compton. Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Conn. Heiner, T, Thomas, 

Hend Milliken, Tracey, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, Iowa Moon, U A 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, rse, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cousins, Hepburn, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cummings, Hermaan, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Curtis, Kans. Hicks, Northway, Walker, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hilborn, Payne, Wanger, 
Dalzeil. Hitt, Pence, Waugh, 
Daniels. Per! Wever, 
Davey, Hooker. N. Y. Phillips, Wheeler, III. 
Davis. Hopkins, III Pickler, te, 
Dingley, opkins, Post, ting. 
Doliver, uk. Powers. n. 
Doolittle, Hudson, 2 Wilson, Wash. 
Draper. Hulick, dall, Wilson. W. Va. 
Ellis. Ky, Hull. Ray, Woomer, 
Ellis. Oregon Johnson, Ind. 4 Wright, Mass. 
rit . Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, Wright, 
Fletcher, Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, 
Forman Joy, Robinson, Pa 
Funk. Kem, Rusk, 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 


The question was taken: and on a division there were—ayes | discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5184) for the 


124, noes 3. 
Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 8, not 
voting 185; as follows: 


YEAS—159, 
Abbott, Covert. Kyle, ly, 
Alexander, xX, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Allen, ain, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey. Crawford, Wson. Richardson, Tenn. 
Baldwin, Culberson, Layton, techie, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lester, Robbins, 
Bartlett, Denson, Lockw Robertson, La. 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lynch, Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Magner, Schermerhorn, 
Black, Ga. Donovan, ai Shel, 
Black, III. Dunn, A Sipe, 
land, Dunphy, McAleer, Somers. 
Boatner. Durborow, McCreary, Ky. S ger, 
wer, N. Edmunds, McCulloch, Stallings, 
ch, English, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Bretz, Epes, McGann, trait, 
Brickner, Erdman, McKaig, Straus, 
—.— Everett, McLaurin, eg 
rown, Fielder, McMillin, Talbert, S. C. 
Geary. McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McRae, te, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Camine Grady, Meyer, Terry, 
Campbell, Gresham, Money, Tucker, 
Cannon, Cal. Haines, Montgomery, Turner, 
pehart. Hall. Minn. Moses. Turner, Va. 
th, Hammond Mutchler, Turpin, 
Catchings, Hare Neill, ler, 
Causey, Hatch, Oates, arner, 
s ayes, O'Neil, as 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N. C. Page, Wead 
Clarke, Ala. es, Paschal, Wells, 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo Hunter, Paynter, Williams, 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pearson, Williams, 
Coffeen, t Pendleton, Tex. Wise, 
Cooper, Fia. Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Kilgore, i. ce Woodard. 
Cornish, Kribbs. Price, 
NAYS—8. 
Bryan, Hall, Mo. Morgan, R. 
De Armond. McKeighan, Outhwaite, Sibley. 
NOT VOTING—185. 
Adams, Ky. Aldrich, Babcock, Barthold 
Adams, Pa. Apsiey, Baker, Kans. Belden, 
Aitken, Arnold. Baker, N. H. Bell, Colo. 
Alderson, Avery, Beltzhoover, 


relief of Maria T. Karge, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PIGOTT: A bill (H. R. 6466) to punish the failure to 
destroy certain anonymous letters received by every officer, 
agent, employee, servant, orother person engaged in the service 
of the United States, and the 1 any Information s0 re- 
ceived by any such person—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAS GTON: A bill (H. R. 6467) authorizing the 
appoinment of a district judge for the middle district of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ~ 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 6468) to amend section 1674 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relative to consular 
offices—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6469) 
to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the internal-revenue system of legislation, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6477) to amend 
section 3 of an act making appropriations for the Post-Office De- 
partment for the year end June 30, 1886—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. CADMUS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 152) granting a 
gol Serer to Capt. Charles A. de Arnaud—to the Committee 
on the 3 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A resolution to pay six 
months’ salary and funeral expenses to the widow of James P. 
Hickman, deceased, late an employé of the House—to the Com- 
mitteeon Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.“ 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refe as follows: 


By Mr. CADMUS (by request): A bill (H. R.6470) for therelief 
= the heirs of Phillip Francis Renaut—to the Committee on 
tents. 
By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6471) to remove the 8 
5 against Leopold Zipf to the Committee on tary 
airs. 
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By Mr. HOLAMN :A bill (H. R. 6472) for the relief of John 
N. Quackenbush—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 6473) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against James Lanahan—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6474) for the relief of Timothy A. Sloan—to 
the Committce on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6475) for the re- 
lief of Samuel M. Blair—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McGANN: A bill (H. R. 6476) for the relief of John 
Rusiman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underelausel of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN; Petition of the Michigan Knights of the 
Grip, asking for the removal of restrictions against railroad 
companies selling 5,000-mile tickets—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. Br 

Also, petition of the Marine Engineers’ Benefit Association, 
asking for the establishment of a telegraph system by the Goy- 
ernment—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of B. J. Lawrence and 60 others, of Waterford, 
asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of H. B. Adams and T. D. 
Winchester and 34 other citizens of Monroe, N. C., in favor of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. AVERY: Two petitions of the Plasterers’ Operative 
Union, the Marine Engineers’ Union, and Steam Fitters’ Union, 
all of Detroit, Mich.,asking for Government ownership and con- 
trol of 3 and telephone lines —to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of John W. 
Farr and 63 others, in favor of applying State laws to oleomar- 
garine and other imitation products of the dairy whenever they 
are brought within any State—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of Detroit Steam Fitters’ 
Union, No. 8, aud Marine Engineers’ Benefit Association, of De- 
troit, Mich., for the establishment of Government system of tel- 
egraphs—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Additional papers to accompany House 
bill 332, for the relief of George E. Cousins—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Monon Division, No. 89, Order of Railroad 
Conductors, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of the passage of an act 
forbidding the sale of railroad tickets by scalpers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Louisville Leaf-Tobacco Exchange of 
Louisville, Ky, regarding the internal-revenue taxes affecting 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fall City Club, No. 418, Knights of Labor, in 
favor of the establishment of 3 telegraph lines - to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of members of Marshall Lodge, 
No. 113, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Marshalltown, 
Towa, favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Harbor No. 1, American As- 
sociation of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels of the City of 
New York, in support of a bill placing the masters of tugs at the 
2 na vy- yard on the list of warrant officers in the United 
States SEE the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the Union Veteran League, for 
the passage of the per diem pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of Cigar Markers’ Union, of Kansas City, 
against the additional tax oncigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ottawa and Lawrence, Kans., for 
the passage of House bill 4897, relating to postage on newspapers 
of fraternal organizations—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Walter Damrosch, 
Theodore Thomas, Robert Brown, and George F. Root, and 
many others, in favor of the passage of the bill to incorporate 
me American College of Musicians—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. E 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of 120 members of Dickinson Tent 
and Protection Tent, No. 7, Knights of the Maccabees, of Tre- 
mont and Sandusky, Ohio, for the passage of the. Manderson- 
Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of D. MeErlain and 


8 others, together with resolution of Dyersville Lodge, No. 72, 
I. L. of H., Dyersville, Iowa, favoring the © of tho Man- 
derson-Hainer bill, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the bill for the relief 
of John N. Quackenbush—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 77 citizens of 
Hebron, Potter County, Pa., asking for the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition and resolution from T. B. Bender and 
90 other citizens of Massillon, Ohio, and members of Massillon 
Tent, No. 10, Knights of the Maccabees, asking for the passage 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Petition of T. H. Temple and others, 
that college and fraternal society journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of Court Frederick, No. 245, In- 
dependent Order of Foresters, numbering 55 members, Court 
Active, No. 145, consisting of 136 members, and of 85 other citi- 
zens, of Chicago, for the passage of House bill 4897—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Knights 
of Labor Assembly, No.3526, Grand Rapids, on the financial situ- 
anan and policy of the country—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, resolutions of Detroit Steam Fitters’ Union, No. 8, and 
of the Marine Engineers’ Benefit Association, of Detroit, Mich., 
favoring Government system of telegraph—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of F. M. Jack- 
son and 30 other citizens of Rutherford County, Tenn., praying 
for the passage of the Manderson-Hainor bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 150$—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

= Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of Lodge No. 140, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, protesting against House 
bill 2635—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Randolph, 
III., to Congress for a Christian amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Harrisburg Lodge, No. 187, Ancient Order 
United Workmen; Harrisburg Lodge, No. 335, Ancient Free 
and Accepted Masons, and Arrow Lodge, No. 386, Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows, Harrisburg, III., favoring the e of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Pya WELLS: Petition of John Roth and 67 others, pro- 
testing against increase of internal-revenue tax on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of Camp No. 1287, Modern Woodman of 
America, of Winneconne, Wis., and petition of W. L. Miller and 
168 others, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Co ttee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, March 29, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The enrolled bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at the most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the 
town of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” 
approved March 3, 1887, was signed by the Vice-President, it 
having previously received the signature of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. ~ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Brig. 
Gen. D. W. Flagler, Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, 
calling attention to an estimate of $4,000 to be paid Mr. Frank 
Goodwin, contractor for the construction of certain buildings at 
the Columbia Arsenal, Tennessee, and inclosing a copy of the 
estimate and his explanatory letter, dated May 28, 1892; which, 
with the 5 papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presentedapetitionof “Our Building 
Association” of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the retention in 
the Wilson tariff bill of the clause exempting building and loan 
associations from the operation of the income tax; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizensof the United 
States, remonstrating against an increase of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Transmississippi Commer- 
cial Congress, praying for the establishment of a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. - 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Produce Exchange 
of Toledo, Ohio, and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law, to compel carriers by rail toextend 
to all shippers uniform and reasonable rates of freight, equita- 
bly adjusted to the protection of all localities and communities; 
which were 8 to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of J. F. Ingalls and 8 other 
citizens of Lynn, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to suppress the lottery tratfic; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Madison Weaver and 19 
other citizens of Worcester County, Mass., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of William F. Mahar and 25 

other cigar manufacturers of Boston, Mass., and the memorial 
of Frederick F. Dougherty and 44 other cigar manufacturers of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the inter- 
5 tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 
Mr. MCMILLAN presented petitions of Lodge No. 132, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Sherwood; of Council No. 
93, Order of United Friends, of Bay City; of Council No. 103, 
National Union, of Detroit; and of T. H. Hervey and 30 other 
citizens of Detroit, allin the State of Michigan, praying that 
fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 284, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Detroit, Mich., remonstra g 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; whic 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Loca! Union No. 10, National 
Longshoremen’s Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the 
Governmental control of the telegraph service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Robinson & Carter and 10 
other business firms of Lansing, Mich., remonstrating against 
the imposition of an income tax, and against an increase of the 
tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the passage of House bill 4182, providing for 
an internutional conference to secure the better care and pro- 
tection of animals in transit; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Emory Lumber Company 
and 13 other manufacturers of lumber, of Bay City, Mich., praying 
for the adoption of an amendmentto the Wilson tariff bill to pre- 
vent foreign countries from imposing an export duty on logs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of the Grip, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
removing any restriction on the issuance of mileage books for 
5,000 miles travel, the coupons 3 over any and all 
railroads, with special privilege as to the amount of baggage 
earried free; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of PugetSound Harbor, No. 
16, American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Ves- 
sels, of Seattle, Wash., and a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Tacoma, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the publicat‘on of a North Pacific pilot chart, to be issued by 
the Hydrographic Office, Bureau of Navigation, Navy Depart- 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Coupeville, 
Wash., praying that fraternal society and college journals be 
admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of Lookout Brotherhood of 
Blacksmiths, No. 16; of Lookout Lodge, No. 57, Brotherhood of 
Railway Carmen, and of Typographical Union, No, 89, all 
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of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, praying for the gov- 
ernmental control of the telegraph service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Olfices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of J. T. Smith and 
sundry other citizens of Yankton, S. Dak., praying that fra- 
ternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ‘ 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of 38 mine owners of the 
State of Idaho, praying for the suspension of the performance of 
annual assessment work on mining claims during the year 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of M. L. Curtis and 53 other 
citizens of Berkshire County, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regu- 
lating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of George Robinsonand 13 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journala be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Olfices and Post- 


Roads. 

_He also presented the petition of John Ewing and 35 other 
citizens of Beaver Falls, Pa., praying for the repeal of the so- 
called Geary Chinese exclusion law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. R. A. Clark and 36 other 
citizens of Springfield, s., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to suppress the lottery tratlic; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the Christian Arbitra- 
tion and Peace Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of 1,324 farmers of Wash- 
ington County. Pa., remonstrating against placing wool on the 
free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J. S. McKee and 196 
other citizens of Butler, Pa., and the petition of W. W. Miller 
and 85 other citizens of Allegheny, Pa., say oe ct the pre- 
amble to the constitution of the United States so amended 
as to recognize the Deity; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the J moter i 

He also presented petitions of William H. Shoemaker and 18 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.; of J. B. Gillespie and 27 
other citizens of Pennsylvania; of Harry A. Jacobs and 67 other 
citizens of Pennsylvania, and of Charles Wissinger and 48 other 
citizens of Grant, Pa., praying that fraternal college and societ; 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; whic 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., preying that in the proposed 
tariff legislation adequate protection given to the sugar 
growers and refiners of the country; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was submitted an amendment submitted by Mr. TELLER 
on the 5th instant, intended to be proposed to the fortifications 
appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be 
printed and referred, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 1295) to reimburse the States of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in 
the suppression of the rebellion, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN (for Mr. BRICE), from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5482) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal Hog! ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 471) to relieve John Friedlin 
from the charge of desertion, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 421) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Calvin B. Cunningham, to report it with the 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed without preju- 


ice, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered, 
SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the bill (H. R. 3246) for the 
appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and 


„„ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3309 


measures in the District of Columbia and for other purposes be | IMPORTS FROM COUNTRIES WITH DEPRECIATED CURRENCY. 


taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. z 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MoMILLAN. T am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 
3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments. Task that the bill be 
5 to its place as Order of Business No. 140 on the Cal- 
endar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill will be restored to its former place on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1826) giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to hear and determine the rights of certain 
white people who claim to be citizens of the Cherokee Nation of 
Indians with ali the rights of citizenship; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries 
of the three judicial districts in the State of Alabama and to 
regulate therein the jurisdiction of the courtso[ the United States 
anal the powers and duties of the judges thereof, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 1828) to increase the 
navigability of the St. Louis and Cloquet Rivers, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1829) for the relief of D. 
McEacheran, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1830) granting a pension to 
Sewall A. Parmenter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S.1831) to improve the 
methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and 
for other ne Bere: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the oint Commission to Inquire into the Status of the 
Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, etc. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1832) to refund to the pro- 
ducers of cotton the internal-revenue tax collected thereon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J 8 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1883) granting a pension to 
Hannah Howard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1834) to require patents to be 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled An act to 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unset- 
tled part of the Peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1835) to amend an act ap- 
proven September 25, 1890, extending the limits of the collection 

istrict of Hartford, Conn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

r. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil Sppropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil 8 bill; which was re- 
ferred a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. s 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deficiency 5 bill; Which was 
verorren to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
pr r 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Districtof Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee ón the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 


Ordered, That the rs relating to the bill for the relief of William Lud- 
gate, in the Fifty-fiet. eee withdrawn from = fil 


es of the Senate, 
subject to the rules, and transmitted to the House of Representatives. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the 
8 a statement of the cash value, determined by the E bens 
of the New York and London markets, of all imports classified under ir 
respective heads from all countries having a depreciated paper as a circulat- 
ing medium during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; and also a table 
showing 3 the rate of exchange with those countries during the 
same per 


CAPT. SCRIVEN’S REPORT ON NICARAGUAN CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to send to the Senate a 
report on the Nicaraguan Canal in its military aspects, made by Capt. George 
P. Scriven, now on file in the office of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother; 

A bill (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6. and 10 of the act of 
February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish acourt of appeals 
for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The poraga also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and jointresolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the settlementof the accounts of Special Agents 
Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Dela- 
ware Indians, etc.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 37) to provide for the printing of a 
history and digest of the international arbitrations to which 
the United States was a party, and for other purposes, 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
aresolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PEFFER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is 0 instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or permitting the Secretary of tho Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
puen a — future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obt 5 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the resolution may lie over until 
the next legislative day and retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. 

LABOR UPON PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. GORMAN, I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate yesterday adopted the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
FRYE, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence between the Secre ot 
War and the Chief of Engineers and engineers in charge of works of public 
improvement being prosecuted by the General Government relating to the 
discharge or employment of individuals upon such works where such dis- 
charge or employment has been ordered against the recommendation of the 
local engineer in charge, and thatthe Secretary of War and the Chief of En- 
gineers be directed to report whether in their opinions the discharge and 
employment of subordinate officers and laborers upon works of public im- 
provement should be made for political reasons. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
motion of the Senator from Maryland to reconsider the vote by 
which he Senate adopted the resolution which has been read. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


DONATION LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Yesterday morning I reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands House bill No. 69, which is purely a 
local matter, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be con- 
sidered now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will bennnounced by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of 


time for completion of title to certain lands disposed of under 
the act of Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts 
amendatory aud supplemental thereto, and commonly known as 
the donation act,” and for the protection of purchasers and oc- 
ts on said lands. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length for 

information. i 

Mr. DOLPH. As the bill is reported with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, striking out all after the enacting 
clause, I ask that the amendment simply may be read, which is 
the bill to be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Public Lands report to 
strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


That in all cases where persons under the provisions of the act of Congress 
entitled An act to create the office of surveyor-general of the public lands 
in Oregon, and to ome for the survey and to make donations to settlers 
of the said public lands,“ approved September 27, 1850, or the varions acts 
amendatory and supplemental thereto, have made proof of settlement on 
tracis of land in either of the States of Oregon, Washington, or Idaho, and 

ven notice, as required by law, that they claimed such lands as donations, 

have failed to execute and file in the proper land offices proof of their 
continued residence on and cultivation of the lands so settled upon and 
claimed, so as to entitle them to pe therefor, such claimants shall have, 
and they are hereby given, until the Ist day of January, 1896, the right to 
make and file their tinal proofs and fully establish their rights to donations 
of lands under the aforesaid act of Congress, and no longer; and all claim- 
ants who shall fail to make and file final proof and perfect their claims to 
lands, as donations under the acts aforesaid, before the said Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1896, shall thereafter be held to have abandoned their claims to the lands 
embraced in their notices: Provided, That as soon as practicable after the 
of this act notices shall be mailed to all such donation claimants, 
their Kaira, devisees, and grantees, where their names and residences are 
known or by reasonable diligence can be ascertained by the register and re- 
~ ceiver of the land office for the district in which the donation claims are situ- 
ated,and shall be published at least once a week for four consecutive weeks in 
atleast three newspapersot ral circulation published in the land district, 
requiring such donation ck „their heirs, de and grantees, and 
all persons making claim tosuch donation claims, describing such claims, 
to appear and make final proof for such claims within the time herein 
vided, and that in default of such final proof such donation claims be 
held to have been abandoned. 

Sec. 2. That all such donation claims held to have been abandoned for 
failure to make and file final proof as hereinbefore provided shall be re- 
stored to the public domain and shall be subject to d under the then 
existing laws providing for the disposition of the public lands: Provided, 
That where any such donation claims or any part thereof are claimed by 
descent, devise, judicial sale, grant, or conveyance, in good faith under the 
or: claimant, and are at tho date of this act, and for twenty years prior 
thereto have been, in the quiet adverse on of such heir, devisee, 
grantee, or purchaser, or those under whom they claim, such heirs, devisees, 
grantees, or purchasers, upon pact poao of their claims and adverse 
possession as aforesaid, shall be entitled to patents for the land so claimed 
and occupied them: Provided further, at where any portion of any 
such aband donation claim shall have been settled upon prior to Jan- 
uny 1, 1894, by any person under an erroneous claim of right and has been 

as a bona fide residence by such settler where final proof shall not be 
made by the l claimant, and such settler has exha is or her 
homestead right, such settler may, within ninety days from the Ist day of 
January, 1896, file with the register of the land office of the district within 
which the lands are situate their ada vit and the affidavits of at least two 
disinterested witnesses establishing the facts of their bona fide settlement, 
occupancy, and improvement of said lands, and pay to the receiver of the 
proper land office $1.25 per acre for the land so settled upon, occupied, and 
proved, not exceeding 100 acres, and shall thereupon receive patent there- 


for. 

SEC. 3. That not! in this act shall be so construed as to deprive the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the regulations e 
contests in land cases, of his right to allow or direct hearings to be insti- 
tuted to show that a donation claimant has abandoned the lands described 

his notice, or prevent the Commissioner, when it is proven that such a 
claim is invalid or abandoned, from canceling the same upon theofcial rec- 
ords and thereafter disposing of the lands as a part of the public domain: 
Provided, That where hearings are allowed contestants shall pay the ex- 
penses incident thereto in the same manner that costs are paid in other con- 
tested land entries: and this act shall not be construed to affect any case 
now pensing before the Land Department in which final proof has been fur- 


SEC. 4. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall issue the necessary rules and 
regulations to give full force and effect to the provisions of this act. 

Before the reading of the amendment was concluded, 

Mr. TORE, Mr. President, how is the bill now before the 
Senato 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senátor from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] asks the unanimous consent of the Senate for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill, and the bill is being read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. TURPIE. Lobject. I object to the further reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire unanimous consent to say to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana that it is purely a local measure, and it is re- 
quired by the Land Office to wind up some old claims that were 
settled on suas years ago. It is nothing of general interest. 

Mr. TURPIE. The bill is exclusively local. It ought to go 
back to the courts instead of be here in the Senate; and it 
has no privilege to be made special or to take the place of the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not hear a word the Senator says. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill being objected to, I move that the 
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Senate proceed to its consideration. It is merely a local matter 
and the amendment has been half read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committes on Public Lands, which 
has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I do not think anything but a 
peruna of this bill is necessary to show the objections to it upon 

ts face. The fourth section relates wholly to the disposition of 
lawful . of parties under the entry laws of the United 
States. It proposes to make adverse possession and to make 
the proofs of adverse possession under the act conclusive evi- 
dence in the issuing of patents. 

All entries made under the land laws of the United States are 
presumed to be lawful entries. If they are not lawful, then the 
question of their legality is one for the courts and not for this 
body. I admit that it would be a great deal moreexpeditious 
and much easier to get a majority vote here on the trial of 
land cases than to take them into the courts of the States where 
the landsare situate and try them there; but Ido not thinksuch 
is the theory of our Government. We have all along insisted 
on the division of the Government into different departments, 
the executive, the legislative, and the judicial. The legislative 
decides no case; it determines no rights; it does not perform, 
and should not perform, any of the offices of the court. 

The principal section of the bill converts this Senate intoa 
court for the purpose of trying and determining ejectment cases 
and for the 0 of quieting title. 

I take it that there can be no consideration and has been no 
such consideration of this bill and no evidence in relation tothe 
facts to be determined in it submitted here upon which the Sen- 
ate could act if it had jurisdiction in the trial of titles of real 
estate. That is the reason I think the interest, as the Senator 
from Oregon says, in this bill is purely local. As I remarked, 
it is exclusively local; it does not belong to the Congress of the 
United States at all; it belongs to the courts and the juries of 
the States of Oregon, Idaho, and others which are recited in 
this bill, to determine the questions apparent in it upon the 
principal sections: 

1 aope; therefore, the bill will not pass. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH], the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and the Senator 
from Nebraska pan: ALLEN] were the subcommittee having 
charge of this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. I see the Senator from Oregon is present, and 
I yield the floor to him to explain the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this bill is to carry out the 
recommendations of the Land Department of the Government. 
It relates only to claims which were taken up forty years ago 
and segregated from the public domain, and affects nota foot of 
the public domain aside from these claims. 

The principal object of the bill is to get rid of abandoned 
claims, that is of claims where parties under the donation act 
of September 27, 1850, went upon land in Oregon and gave no- 
tice of settlement, and then failed to make their final proof of 
four years residence and cultivation, which is required by the 
act. The main object of the bill is to get rid of thoseclaimsand 
have them declared abandoned, so that the land will 
to the public domain and made subject to settlement. All the 
other provisions of the bill are to prevent any injustice bein 
done to any claimant who has neglected to make his final proof, 
as the original law provided no time in which that should be 
done. So here is a provision that after notice all these claims 
shall be declared abandoned and restored to the public domain, 
that is providing the final proof is not made within the time 
named in the bill. 

Then follows a provision that if a man has resided upon and 
has cultivated for twenty years such a donation claim, claiming 
under a judicial sale or deed from the original claimant, who 
may now be in his grave, shows a chain of title from the origi- 
nal donation claimant, he may show these facts in lieu of the 
special proof that the original claimant resided four years upon 
thie land. This provisionapplies only to the case of a cultivated 
farm now worth probably from $10 to $40 an acre; and there is 
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another provision that if anybody has gone in possession under 
3 claim of title to an abandoned claim or a portion of 
one he may obtain title to 160 acres by paying for it. That is 
all there is in the bill. . 

The bill only, in the first place, applies to old donation claims 
which must have been taken up forty years . Ithink there 
could have been no settlement after 1854, and that would make 
forty years now since any claim could have been initiated. It 
only refers to claims taken up forty years ago upon which final 
proof has not been made. The object of the bill is to terminate 
private title to claims and declare the claims abandoned and re- 
store the land to the public domain. 

The only other provisions of the bill are to prevent injustice 
being done toa man who is equitably entitled to the land and 
who had ahome upon it being turned out and somebody else 
getting it. That is all there is in the bill. 

The bill passed the House of Representatives without opposi- 
tion, and came here, but there was so much repetition in some of 
the sections that the committee thought it best to substitute a 
new bill, and it will have to go to conference with the House. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I think I understood the hon- 
orable and learned Senator from Oregon tosay that these claims 
were initiated over forty years ago. That is only an additional 
reason why there should be no legislation at this time. After 
claims have become so stale and antiquated, certainly there 
should be ample provision in the granary laws of the country 
in the limilation of actions, and especially of real actions, to 
determine them without bringing them here for legislation. 

The honorable and learned Senator from Oregon affects to 
feel great anxiety about injustice being done to actual settlers 
on these lands. at I propose is that the actual settlers shall 
be sent back to the courts of their own creation and to juries of 
their own selection to try the cases which are pending in this 
bill 


I wish to refer for a few moments to the actual language of 
the bill. These prone can certainly suffer no injustice in the 
administration of the law in their own country. They aremore 

t to get full justice and a better administration of justice for 
their claims there than here. 

There has nothing been heard here except the very general 
statement before the committee, nothing in respect to the par- 
- ticular cases, nothing upon which the Senate can base an ad- 
judication in regard to the matters which the Senate, under the 
terms of this bill, are bound to adjudicate and to determine the 
title to real estate. If this title be questioned, why is any leg- 
islation needed here? ; 

The substitute provides, beginning in section 1, line 11, after 
the word “Idaho,” that notice shall be given— 
as required by law. that they claimed such lands as donations, but have 
failed to execute and file in the pro: land offices proof of their continued 
residence on and cultivation of the lands so settled upon and claimed, so as 
to entitle them to 77 therefor, such claimants shall have, and they are 
hereby given, until the ist day of January, 1896, the right to make and file 
proofs and fully establish their rights to donations of lands un- 
der the aforesaid act of Congress, and no longer; and all claimants who shall 
fail to make and file final proof and perfect their claims to lands, as dona- 


foresaid, before the said Ist day of January, 1896, shall 


tions under the acts a: 
thereafter be held to have abandoned their to the lands embraced in 


theirnotices: Z. That as soon as practicable aiter the passage of this 
act notices shall be to all such donation claimants, their 2 de- 


visees, and grantees, etc. 

It is further provided: 

That where any such donation claims or any part thereof are claimed by 
descent, devise, judicial sale, grant, or conveyance, in good faith, under the 
original claimant, and are, at the date of this.act.and for twenty years prior 
thereto have been, in the quiet adverse possession of such heir, devise, gran- 
tee, or purchaser, or those under whom they claim, such heirs, dey 8, 
grantees, or purchasers, 9 making proof of their claims and adverse pos- 
session as aforesaid, shall be entitled to patents for the land so claimed and 
occupied by them. 

Other provisions go on to make the decision of the Depart- 
mentin this case a finality and strip the courts of their lawful, 
customary, and usual jurisdiction in trying title to real estate. 
I do not know that I have ever heard in the Senate a bill so fully 
. serried and saturated with objections to the jurisdiction. How 
can these claims be adverse except to each other? Who else 
has title, ine those who ae years ago made some settle- 
ment there? A holds land and B claims having made a prior 
settlement, who is to determine between these two claimants? 
Is the Senate of the United States to make such determination? 
Granting that we have capacity to do it, granting that we could 
make a better settlement, nting that we could make a juster 
settlement, a more equitable settlement of these claims than 
could the courts, are we to determine as to the title either in 
the individual owners or their devisees or heirs ov assigns? I 
answer that it is simply not our province neither our province 
nor our duty to make any adjustment of these adverse titles or 
hear or determine anyt in relation to them. 

This is not the ordinary language of an act of Congress in re- 
lation to the public lands, Questions in relation to the lawful- 


ness of entry or in relation to the legality of donation or in re- 
lation to adverse possession or actual use of the premises are 
strictly questions at law so far as they are not modified by ques- 
tions of equity, and they are no such issues as may properly be 
determined by the action either of a committee of the Senate or 
of the whole iy 

I think this bill is dangerous as a precedent. I think it de- 
stroys and erases those lines between the legislative and judicial 
provinces and the Departments of the Government which were 
so wisely drawn and have been sosacredly observed both by the 
courts and the ple of the United States under the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution, 

I therefore renew as well as I can and as earnestly as I may 
my poe against even the consideration of le tion of this 
kind. So far from being entitled to ial consideration, so far 
from having any claim to set aside the unfinished business and 
be made the special order, it is a bill, sir, which is entitled to 
no consideration at any time by any member of this body. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. TURPIE. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator irom Rhode Island [Mr. ERTA A 

Mr. MCMILLAN. (when his: name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE}. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I do not 
know how he would vote on this question, but if he were pres- 
ent [should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). Lam 


red with the Senator from Vermont Mr. MORRILL], whom I 
o not see in his seat, and therefore withdraw my vote. I wish 
also to announce while on the floor that my colleague [Mr. BATE] 
is absent under the order of the Senate, and that he is paired, 
but I do not remember with whom. y 
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—40, 
Allen, Dubois, Manderson, Quay, 
Berry, Faulkner, Martin, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, Smith, 
orient. = b; MOTDRY; 5 

+ Hans ‘asco, tos 

Chandler, 55 Peffer, Teller, * 
Cockrell, Hoar, P ew. Voest, 
Cullom, Hunton, Platt, Vilas, 
Davis, ge, Power, Washburn, 
Dolph, McPherson, Pugh, 

NAYS—7. 
Camden, George. Kyle, Turpie. 
Coke, Gray, h, 5 

NOT VOTING—%Z7. 
Aldrich, ©, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Al Gallinger, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Bate, Gibson, tewart, 
Brice, Gordon, Mills, Vance, 
Butler. is, Mitchell, Oragon Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hawley, Mitchell, 5 ite, 
Cam Morrill, Wolcott. 
Carey, Irby, Palmer, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
So the bill was passed. 
Mr. DOLPH. move that the Senate uest a conference 


with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
apponit the confereeson the part of the Senate, and Mr. DOLPH, 
| 


r. Pasco, and Mr. ALLEN were appointed. 
EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to report back favorably House joint resolution 
146, providing for a special deficiency, and to for its present 
consideration. It simply appropriates, in the language of the 
law, $10,000 additional to aid in the Chinese exclusion service, 
which the Secretary of the Treasury says is absolutely necessary 
to enable him to complete it within the time prescribed by law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution the title 
of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing 
for the payment of salaries and expenses of additional deputy 
collectors of internal revenue to carry out the provisions 5 the 
Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of 
November 3, 1893. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
at length. 


* 
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The joint resolution was read, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


TEXARKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Lask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 1919) author- 
izing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge 
Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, La.,and Cross Bayou, near 
Shreveport, La. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 22, after the words to such di- 
rection and,” to strike out as nearly as practicable.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOL TRUSTEES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MARTIN. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia a bill to authorize the appointment of 
women as public school trustees in the Districtof Columbia. It 
provides for the 8 by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of three women as school trustees. The bill 
has been examined and reported favorably by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and it has the indorsement of the Com- 
missioners of the Districtof Columbia. Iaskunanimousconsent 
for its present consideration. Itis only a half dozen lines in 
length, and can be disposed of in less than five minutes. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks for 
the present consideration of the bill (S.1717) to authorize the 
appointment of women as public school trustees in the District 
of Columbia, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator who reported 
the bill what is the present number of trustees? 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam not prepared to state the present num- 
ber of trustees. The bill was prepared by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and at their request it was presented 
here. It has been passed upon by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and I see no objection to it at all. 

Mr. HOAR. There certainly can be no objection to the an 
pointment of women as school trustees. I do not know what is 
the number of school trustees in the District of Columbia and 
what is the proportion here proposed. 

Mr. HA S. can not give the Senator accurate informa- 
tion, but I can state to him that the three women as trustees 
would be a very small minority of the board. 

Mr. HOAR. That is my objection. It has been said, and I 
suppose truly—I have never seen it contradicted—that of the 
whole number of teachers in all the schools in my own State 95 
per cent are women. At any rate there is a vast preponderance 
of women among our teachers, and I suppose the same thing is 
true or will be true everywhere where there is a common school 
system in which women take their ordinary share. If that be 
true, I do not think the number of three, if we are going to 
make a provision for women as trustees, ought to be fixed as a 
limit, at 5 as the Senator from Tennessee thinks, that is a very 
small minority of the board. 

I move to strike out the words“ not exceeding three,“ so as 
to leave the matter to the discretion of the Commissioners. They 
are all men, and are likely to have the feeling which prevails so 
extensively in regard to keeping the ordinary functions of gov- 
érnment in the hands of men. So there is no danger of their 
abuse of the power. I do not think there should be a legislative 

tion that there shall be only a very small minority of 
womenon the board. Let the thing take its own natural course. 
If it is abused we can correct it hereafter. I move to strike out 
the words“ not exceeding three.” Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Kansas to let the 
rai t over for this morning. There isa matter I should like 
consider in reference to it, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be good enough to entertain my 
motion to amend the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be stated from the desk, and 
then the bill can go over if there is objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The C will state to the Senator 
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from Massachusetts that unanimous consent has not been given 
for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I thought the bill had 
been taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read for information. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. [I object. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maryland allow the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill to proceed so far as to have my 
amendment moved? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Massachusetts can offer the 
amendment and have it pending when the bill comes up. 

Mr. HOAR. I nay not be here when the bill comes up. I 
should like to have the amendment appear with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will state the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word “ap 
out the words ‘‘ not exceeding three;” so as to read: 

Authorized to appoint women as members of the board. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : 

Mr.GORMAN. There is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Maryland did 
not mean to object to the bill so far as to have my amendment 
moved and pending, and then let the bill go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment is simply pending, and the 
bill goes over with the amendment pending. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lobject to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. PATER the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother; and 

A bill (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins. 

The bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6, and 10, of the act 
of February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish a court of ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” was 
fet twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 


int,” strike 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maryland to withhold 
the motion for one moment, 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly, I withdraw it. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. GORMAN). Withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will withdraw the motion altogether if the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was a unanimous consent agreement 
that a certain matter should come up to-morrow, and I think it 
very important that it should be disposed of before Monday. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. The 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 

Mr. KYLE. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S.1105) for the relief of 
Albert E. Redstone. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized to pay, outof any money in the United States Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of 2,800, to Albert E. Redstone, of Tulare County, 
Cal., for loss sustained by the incorporation of his preémption claim wi 
the limits of the Sequoia Park Reservation, Tulare County, Cal. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The report will be read. 

The SECRETARY read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW March 14, 1894: 
relief 
with- 
Albert E. me for damages result- 
of 1890, establishing the Sequoia 


Park Reservation in Tulare 1 y al. 
Albert E. Redstone, on the 6th of April, 1889, at the land office at Visalia- 
Cal., filed his preémption declaratory statement, No. 10164, upon the north, 


1894. 
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east quarter and the south half of the northeast quarter, and the north- 
west quarter of the southeast quarter of section 28, township 24, range 31 
east, con 160 acres, and afterwards made extensive improvements 
thereon; buil a house, barn, and other buildings; planting trees, shrub- 

and crops of various kinds; building a ditch over a mile long for irri- 
gation and water power, and putting upa 12-foot water wheel, and resided 
upon said land with his family. 

‘After said reservation was created, embracing the land occupied by said 
Redstone, the Interior e phar ee caused said tone and his family to 
be removed therefrom, and refused t) allow him to perfect his title to the 
same. 

The committee believe the loss oe to said Redstone by reason of 
these acts of the Government is fully $2,800. 

The papers hereto attached are made a part of this report. 


CITY OF WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, 8è: 

I, Albert E. Redstone, being duly sworn, on oath depose and say, that Iam 
the identical person who, on the 6th day of April, A. D. 1889, in the Visalia 
land office in the State of California, did file declaratory statement No. 1916, 
embracing the land described as follows: NE. NE. 4. S. I NE. , NW. I. SE. 
of sec. 28, T. 21 S., R. 31 E., Mount Diablo meridian, containing 160 acres o 
land, acco: to the United States Government sufvey. 

That from the day of filing my declaratory statement, No. 1016, on the Cth 
day of April, A. DÐ. 1889, until the reservation known as the Sequoia Na- 
tional Park was made, myself and my family resided thereon continuously; 
that during the time of my residence thereon I built a frame cottage 14 by 
86 feat. containing three separate rooms, with poron attached; also a frame 
storehouse 10 by 12 feet; also a log stable with hayloft, 20 by 24 feet, 2 miles 
ot tand raik and picket fence, an overshot water wheel to drive a mill 
(mill was not quite complete and finished). I planted and had growing 
about 4,000 yines and trees of different varieties; also 60,000 hills of choice 
strawberries, and a at number of other varieties of berries. I built and 
dug an irrigating ditch, fully a mile in length; also an improved water 

wer. Had all necessary farm and garden implements, and wagons, mules, 
orses, cattle, chickens, etc. 

Deponent further says, that for reason that the Sequoia National Park 
reservation having been made to embrace the NE. 4 NE. 4, S. J. NE. , and 
NW. } SE. of section 28, T. 21 S., of R. 31 E., Mount Diablo meridian, the 
lands held by virtue of declaratory statement No. 1016, issued by the Visalia 
land office on the 6th day of April, A. D. 1889, to Albert E. Redstone, that all 
the foregoing described property became a loss and great ruin to himself 

y. 


and fa 
ALBERT E. REDSTONE. [SEAL.] 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of February, 1894. 


HN H. ROGERS, 
= Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


WHITE RIVER, Mar n 5, 1894. 


1, the undersigned, depose and say that I have been on the premises owned 
by Albert E. Redstone, a preémption now within the limits of the Sequoia 

ational Park Reservation; that I saw the“ following improvements made 
by the said Albert E. Redstone, viz: A cottage house, a stone house, astable, 
12-foot overshot water wheel, picket dooryard fence, corral, rail fences, irri- 
gating ditch, fruit trees, grapevines, strawberries, blackberries, raspberries, 

rley. wheat, and many kind of vegetables; that he owned mules, horses, 
and cattle, farming utensils, wagons, etc., and that the said Redstone was 
continually making improvements on the said reservation up to the time 
that the said reservation was made. 

That the above prebmption is in the county of Tulare and State of Califor- 


W. D. PARSON. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me, a notary public, this th day of March, 
[SEAL] J. E. SHUEY, 


Notary Public in the County of Tulare, State of California. 


- 


WASHINGTON, D. C., ——— —, 1893. 
Senator J. H. KYLE: 

Please find the amounts of actual loss to me and my family when the 
“Park Reservation! was made in Tulare County, Cal, that rendered my 
house worthless. I had worked on this preémption for about two years as 
hard as any man ever worked, and had nearly everything improved to suit 
us for a homestead when the reservation was made and the land incorpo- 
rated in the:7,000 sections, for no just reasonsof benefit to the United States 
and to the detriment of many actual settlers, and I hope a bill will be pre- 
sented by you or Senator S. M. Wurre for my relief, as a precedent. that 
the other settlers injured in like manner and same cause may find relief for 
their loss. 


Loss on stock and implements 
Ditch, | mile long 
rr Mier pane ns E S E 


No labor is valued, as the ranch was self-supporting and could produce a 
good diving; soon would have been a source of considerable profit, anda 
E ome. 

If I could be placed back on my ranch as when I was compelled to leave it, 
I would not willingly leave it for 85.00. 

The land omce entry inclosed will show the quarter section, and that it 
was all done according to law. I should have proved up the month the res- 
ervatlon was made; had reside 1 on the land constantly for two years up to 
the time the reservation was made, 

This, at my age, was the hardest blow Ihave ever felt. I had made a great 
effort to beautify 2 home and subdue the wild land. But the ruthless and 
savage disregard of the rights and interests of citizens at the representa- 
tions and request of a corporation, or their manipulation, robbed us and 
drove us from our rightful heritage. Let the Government now show a dis- 
position to redeem its honor in doing justice to all these injured citizens, as 
good citizens as the United States affords in all respects. 

Hoping yon will draft a bill and secure a speedy settlement in these cases, 

Lam, vith great respect, yours, ete., 
ALBERT E, REDSTONE. 
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LAND OFFICE, VISALIA, CAL., April 6, 1859. 


3.) - 
Mr. Albert E. Redstone has this N puia a the register's and receiver's 
see to file a declaratory statement, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowl- 


T. H. BELL, Receiver. 
No. 10164. } 

Mr. Albert E. Redstone, having pai 
fice his declaratory statement, No. 10164, for NE. à and S. NE. g, and NW. 
4 of SE. 4, section 28, township 24 S. of range 21 E., containing 160 acres, set- 
tied upon April 6, 1889, being unoffered. 

Under the provisions of the preemption laws, the time within which final 
proof is required to be made on unoffered lands expires in thirty-three 
months from date of settlement, or from date of roy of township plat in 
district land office in case of settlement on unsurveyed lands, and on offered 
lands in twelye months from date of settlement, and under act of March 3, 
1879, notice of intention to prove up must be given by publication in a news- 
paper, to be designated by the register, for a period of thirty days, or in six 
consecutive issues of said paper, which notice must also contain the names 
of the witnesses by whom the necessary facts will be established. 

Notice is, therefore, hereby given that this preemption filing e es on 
January 6, 1892. after which Gate the tract will be subject to the claim of any 
other qualified party. 

ery respectfully, 


d the fees, has this day Aled in this of- 


E E. O. MILLER, Register. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I must object to the present consideration 
of the bill; and I shall object to it whenever itcomes up untilit 
has been referred to the Interior Department and we have a re- 
port from it, and until we have some additional evidence to sus- 
tain the value of the property aside from a letter of the claim- 
ant himself. 

Mr. KYLE. We have an affidavit here sworn to March 5, 
1894, by Mr. W. D. Parson, of White River, Cal., as to the prop- 
erty that Mr. Redstone had upon the land. My own personal 
judgment in the matter is that the sum due him is more nearly 
$5,000 than 82, 800. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The matter does not come to the Senate 
in a proper way. Here is a reservation made, and a man claims, 
and it is proposed to pay him, $2,800 for improvements made on 
easier doe upon which he had ics ag his declaration. 
It is within the range of a reservation. Thereportdiscloses the 
fact that there are other claimants hére. It may be the entering 
wedge for claims to the amount of a million dollars. We have 
no report from the Department. The report of the Committee 
on Public Lands does not give usany information as to how many 
claims there are of the same class that originated as this has 
done. There has been no investigation made by the Govern- 
ment. I must object to the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER(Mr. Dosoisin the chair). There 
is objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Missouri withdraw his 
objection in order that I may make a brief statement? 

Ir. COCKRELL. The Senator may make his statement, but 
I shall object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, the claim which is now before the 
Senate brings to mind a series of injustices that have been prac- 
ticed upon the citizens in this section of California, Most of the 
parties who settled within the present limits of the Sequoi ! Na- 
tional Park Reservation and in the Yosemits National Park 
Reservation filed, not under the prehmption law, but under the 
timber law of June 3, 1878. I believe there have been only about 
nine claims filed within the Sequoia Park under the presmption 
law, which required them to make final proof within thirty-three 
months. The claim before us is that of a wealthy man from the 
city of Indianapolis, Ind., who went down in the crash of 1873. 
He took what little he had, went to the State of California, and 
settled upon land which was offered by the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon; the committee state in the 
report here and the man swears that they were unoffered lands. 

Mr. KYLE. They had never been offered to anybody, but 
were opened to settlement under the preémption law. He went 
and made his filing, as is shown in the reportof the committee, 
and it was accepted. He wentupon the land and lived there for 
a period of more than two years, nearly thirty-three months, 
complied with the law in every particular, built his house and 
his barn, dug an irrigating ditch a mile long, built his over- 
shot water wheel, planted out 4,000 vines of different kinds, 
strawberry plants, grape, blackberry, and raspberry vines, ex- 
pending in all. in my judgment, morə than $2,800. Now,after 

e had done this the Government of the United States, by the 
act of October, 1890, withdrew the lind from settlement and 
drove olf the settlers who had not secured patents for their 
land. These men are helpless under the laws of the United 
States. They are put off their lands by no fault of their own. 

Mr. President, I was out in that section of the country a year 
ago as a member of the committee to investigate these troubles. 
The committee, of which Mr. Felton, then a Senator from Cali- 
fornia. was chairman, and of which the Senator from Alabama 

Mr. MORGAN} and I were members, for a period of two weeks 
istened to the testimony of these poorssttlers who are sub/ected 
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to this injustice. I know of the hardships these men have un- 
dergone from the testimony they have view Now, when a bill 
is brought before Congress to pay one of them a mere pittance, 
only about one-quarter, perhaps, of what is due him, with no 
3 whatever for the preSmption itself or the time he has 
spent upon the land, then the objection is raised that there is 
nothing due him or any of these settlers. Let the matter go by 
for one, two, or three years, and then it will appear here as one 
of the old claims which will be objected to becauseitisold. We 
know how these things go. We have had hundreds of such 
cases before us, and in my judgment the greatest injustice is 
practiced on the part of the United States Government toward 

rand helpless claimants. I think there should be no objec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The remarks of the Senator from ‘South 
Darotu show that the bill ought to be objected to. Here he is 
picking one man out ol a dozen sufferers and showing him some 

mal preference. Why did not the Senator, after he had 

n in California with the special committee, bring before the 
Senate the claims of all these men who, he says, have been so 
outraged, so that we could consider the whole of them at once, 
and not bring in here one individual claim as a mere entering 
wedge without having all the facts before the Senate and with- 
out enabling the Senate to vote intelligently and conservativel 
upon the question? The-Senator’s own report shows the b 
ought not to be considered. 

Mr. KYLE. I will answer the Senator from Missouri. A 
bill has already been introduced and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands for the appointment of a commission to ap- 
praise and pay the damages which have been sustained by the 
Settlers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why does not the Senator wait until that 
is dene? 

Mr. KYLE. The factis,it brings in a large number of claims 
within the Sequoia Park of Kaweah colonists, a codperative 
colony which settled upon these lands, and against whom there 
has been a great deal of objection on the part of the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Committee on Public Lands. Therefore 
it is thought best not to bring in at this time the whole of these 
objected claims. But this claim is one to which there was ab- 
solutely no objection on the part of the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Committee onPublic Lands. There is not one Senator on 
the Committee on Public Lands to-day who will object to the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from South Dakota to take up the bill, notwith- 
standing the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Tuo yeas and nays were ordered, and the tary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. I do not know how he 
would vote if present, and I withhold my vote. 


Mr. MILLS (when his name was ) I am ed with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER}. 
Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I n announce 


my pair with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 
Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my own vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CULLOM. I inguire if the senior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
I will therefore withhold my vote. 

My. HIGGINS. I am with the senior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

_ Mr. VILAS. Lam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with that Senator, and with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DUBOIS in the chair, after 
e voted in the affirmative). The Chair will announce his 
para th the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. The 

does not see the Senator from New Jersey in hisseat, and 
therefore withdraws his vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the absence of the junior Senator 
from New Jory ee SMITH] I ask ieave to transfer my pair 
with the senior tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], so as to allow the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair and myself to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair votes yea.“ 

Mr. VILAS. I do not think, perhaps, in view of the arrange - 
ment made between the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
and myself, that I ought to withhold my vote if no quorum has 
voted. I will therefore vote yen.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—37. ; 
Allen, Daniel, Martin, ansom. 
Allison, Davis, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, 
Berry, Dubois, Morgan, uire, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morrill, Teller, 
Blanchard, Frye, Pasco, Turpie. 
Cattery, Peffer, Vilas, 
Call, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Camden. unton, Platt, 
Chandler, yle, Pugh, 
Coke, McLaurin, Quay, 
NAYS—46. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Harris, Vest. 
Dolph. Hale, 
NOT VOTING—i 
Aldrich, Gray, McPherson, Smith, 
Bate, Hawley, Man: n. Ste 5 
Brice, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Mii Oregon ‘ance, 
Cameron, Hoar, Murphy, Voorhees. 
Carey, Irby, Palmer, Washburn, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Perkins, te, 
8 Jones. Nev. Power, Wolcott. 
allinger, F. tor, 
Gibson, Lodge, Shi 
Gordon, Me Shoup, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, p oceeded to consider the bill (S. 1105) for the re- 
lief of Albert E. Redstone. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call attention to this claim. 

WASHINGTON, D. O., —— —, 1893. 
Senator J. H. KYLE: 

Please find the amounts of actual loss to me and my family when the 
“Park Reservation” was made in Tulare County, Oal., that rendered my 
house worthless. [had worked on this pre@mption for about two years as 
hard as any man ever worked, and had nearly everyt improved to suit 
us for a homestead when the reservation was e and the land cede oat 
rated in the 7,000 sections, for ne just reasons of benefit to the United States 
and to the detriment of many actual settlers. 

There were many actual settlers” there 


and I hope a bill will be presented by you or Senator S. M. WHITE for m 
relief, as a precedent, that the other settlers injured in a like manner 
same cause may find relief for their loss. 


Ouse ANG Storeh Ouse 5s as aca Seascape N ste Rs sede ost g $550 


Five hundred and fifty dollars is the charge for it. The house 
in the affidavit of Mr. Redstone is stated to have been 


a frame cottage 14 by 35 feet, containing three separate rooms, with porch 
attached; also a frame storehouse 10 by 12 feet. 


That is, 8550; I read from his account: 


The only barn he describes in his affidavit is “a log stable 
with hay loft, 20 by 24 feet. For that barn (he calls it a barn in 
his account to the Senator from South Dakota) he claims 8100. 


aufer Gadus ot ate tt nd E weer wee 
Again I read from his account: 

ant rx. a 8600 
He says in his affidavit: 


I planted and had growing about 4,000 vines and trees of different varieties; 
meee 5 hills of choice strawberries, and a great number of other varieties 
os. 


For that there is claimed 3600. I read again from his account: 
a I E E e E E a a ' ' ' ' pressasid ees $300 


rc c EPO ry aes ON $100 
Loss'on stockand implements...) ee ... $500 

Five hundred dollars for loss on stock and implements! The 
stock was not taken by the Government. The stock was not dedi- 


cated to the use of the park. I have seen a great many claims 
come before Congress, and I have seen them reported, but I have 
never yet seen where an imaginary injury or an inconsequential 
loss upon mere personal property which was movable has been 
e for by act of Congress; and if the Senator from 
South Dakotacan poiut to one solitary instance I will thank him 
or any other Senator to do so. I read from his account: 
Loss on stock and implement «õe“?¾ ͥꝗ q 8500 
pr A a s ee Seas a A a a ee aS 
ZIT. „T0000 TTT 
Mr. BERRY. My understanding is that the last item is not 
in the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. My good friend from Arkansas says it is 
not in the bill. That is exactly why I wanted to make an ex- 
tion, and to have the b over. The distinguished 


chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, who is so watch- 
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ful and careful, now states that it is his understanding the item 
is not in*the bill, It is in the bill. 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. This claim was referred toa special committee. 
My understanding of what the committee intended was to allow 
for the actual damages to the property taken. This man, under 
the laws of the United States, took this 1 tion claim, which 
he had a right to take. He invested all that he had. He built 
the house; he built the fences; he put out the fruit trees and 
smaller fruit,and made the improvements of the water wheel, 
and had his barn. It was every dollar that he had on earth. 
The United States, after he had occupied the land some two 

ears, passed a law reserving the land for a park. He was 
orced away from there by the soldiers of the United States and 
not permitted to remain on it. I believe that the Government 
ought to pay him his actual losses, My 3 was, 
however, as I said, that when the bill was reported back by the 
Senator from South Dakota he had taken out the damages that 
referred to the injury to the stock and also for the water power 
to which the Senator refers; at least there was some conversa- 
tion to that effect in the committee and I was under the im- 
pression that the allowance had been reduced by that amount. 

J think the Government ought to pay him for the balance of 
the property. I think it was an outrage for the Government to 
destroy the man’s property in that way, turn him out of house 
and home when he had entered the land under the laws of the 
United States, when he had aright to go there under the pre- 
emption laws. He went there and complied with every law in 
force at the time. The land was afterwards reserved, and when 
he was removed in the manner he wasI think he ought to be 
paid what he was actually damaged. But if the items men- 
tioned by the Senator from Missouri go to make up the total of 
the dill 1 think the Senator from Missouri is right and that part 
ought to be stricken out, because I think the actual damages are 
all he ought to be Someries for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. indorse everything the Senator from 
Arkansas says, as I knew I would do. 

M APOR I wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas if 
this man was rightfully on the land under the law of the United 
States how could the United States put him off? 

Mr. BERRY. My information is that the courts have held 
that in preémption claims until the patent is issued the party 
has no such vested right that the law would protect him; that 
the Government afterwards reserved the land, and under the 
decisions of the court they had the power to remove him and 
destroy his property. Thatis my information as to the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the word dollars,“ in line 6, I 
move to strike out 2,800” and insert 1, 800.“ That will cor- 

nd exactly with what the Senator from Arkansas has said 
and to whtch I make no ob’ection. I am not raising the point 
and denying thata fair, equitable, and just compensation should 
be made for actual losses, but not for inconsequential or remote 
damages. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will agree to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. What item does the Senator from Missouri 
propose to strike out? 

r. COCKRELL. I propose to strike out two items which 
are included and make the amount $2,800, one for water power, 
$500, and the other loss on stock and im lements, $500. 

Mr. KYLE. If I could have my way I would move an amend- 
ment to put in $1,000 more, instead of striking out $1,000. I be- 
lieve in justice to the settlers of the United States who go upon 
the public lands. This man has not referred to the equity in 
his case, as far as the land is concerned. The claimant had 

ne upon that land according to the invitation of the United 

tates Government, and had lived there for a period of two 
years and more. He has a right, therefore, in addition to his 
movable property, to bring in a bill of W the United 
States for right in the land itself. t there can be no 
question in regard to the amount named in the bill. 

Mr.CALL. How about the water power? 

Mr. KYLE. Well, in regard to that, he puts in $100 for a 
water wheel, which is a very low estimate indeed for an over- 
shot water wheel, and $500 for his water power. The water was 
a part of his vested right in uence of having filed upon 
the land under the laws of the United States; and in addition to 
that, getting water to the wheel ready to operate the mill is suf- 
ficient to warrant the amount charged. 

Mr. GEORGE. He puts that cost at $500. 


Mr. KYLE. He puis that at 8500, including labor nded 
in securing the water necessary to run the wheel. I do not 
think that $500 for the water power and $100 for the wheel isan 
overcharge. 

Mr. BERRY. The wheel is all right. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, as to the moving of the stock, we learned a 
few things about stock removals on our trip to California one 
year ago. We found that settlers had filed upon lands within 
the Sequoia and Yosemite National Parks, and that when the 
law of 1890 was passed they were driven off by the bayonets of 
the United States troops, and were forbidden under direction of 
the United States Government to cross the reservation eithor 
to or from their claims, whether patented or not. 

This is the injustice practiced by the United States Govern- 
ment. More than that, they not only drove their cattle off the 
lands, but drove them across the mountains, according to the 
testimony given. Several hundred cattle were driven across 
the mountains, which have not been heard from since. They 
were driven by the soldiers. 

Mr. GEORGE. Did this man lose his cattle? 

Mr. KYLE. This man was drivenoff his claim by the soldiers 
of the United States. He was forced to take his cows and his 
chickens, his horses and mules, and move them forthwith some- 
where. He did not know where he was to go. Nobody knew 
where he could go; and before it was possible to dispose of the 
property in a legitimate way in order to realize from it or to get 
upon land again, he lost a valuable team of mules and also cer- 
tain small stock to the value, in his judgment, of more than $500; 
but he has been considerate enough here to place the damage 
at 8500. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to ask the Senator from South Dakota 
whether this claim has been investigated by the Interior De- 
partment or by any Department of the Government, and if so 
what report has been made upon it. Ihave glanced over the 
report, but I failed to see any statement from the Interior De- 
partment or the Land Office, which it seems to me should Er i 
us some information upon the question which we could perhaps 
regard as sufficient. 

Mr. KYLE, The Interior Department can give no further 
examination than we have here. The Land Office has given its 
sanction in the report to the effect that these settlers filed upon 
the land according to the invitation of the Government April 6 
1889. The Interior Department would be able perhaps to send 
special agents out to California and investigate the matter and 
take affidavits as to the amount of property he had. We fur- 
nish here the affidavit of the claimant himself and other citizens 
as to the amount of the property. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One other. 

Mr. KYLE. There is the affidavit of Mr. W. D. Parson right 
underneath his own. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is one affidavit. The Senator said 
other affidavits.” 

Mr. KYLE. There can be a hundred gotten from that imme- 
diate 555 

Mr. COCKRELL. But they have not been gotten. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say in this connection that a 
committee was appointed by the Senate of the United States, 
the committee being com dof the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. KYLE], the Senator from California Felton], 
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who went out 
and looked into this matter ina general way. I presume that 


my colleague can give some information in that direction in re- 
gard to this case. I do not in the report - 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 


kota will please suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of 
Private Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William MeGarrahan to the cho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other pur- 


poses. - 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to proceed with the bill which has 
been under consideration. I think it would not take more than 
ten minutes perhaps to finish it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid 
aside temporarily for the purpose of continuing the considera- 
tion of the bill which was before the Senate at the expiration of 
the morning hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not see the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in his seat, who is in charge of the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Colorado, in charge of 
the bill, is in the Chamber, but he is not giving attention to 
what is Oa 5 — 

Mr. TELLER. Tthink I shall have to insist upon going on 
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with the regular order. J know the bill which has been under 
consideration is bound to take some time. The Senator from 
South Dakota thinks it could soon be disposed of, but I know it 
will take time. I think i shall have to call for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota. The bill which has 
been before the Senate will retain its place on the Calendar, and 
the unfinished business will be proceeded with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Nation, 
and to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee Nation; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 147) to transfer furniture to United 
States courts at Chicago, III. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


The Senite, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private 
Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes, the 

nding question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 

ORRILL. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have no desire to make any 
record in respect to this bill or to make any speech in opposition 
to it; but it became my duty to examine it, and I found myself 
forced to a certain conclusion in regard toit. I desire to ask 
the attention of the Senators to the nature of the bill, as it is 
written with a view to considering certain amendments which, 
I think, should be made before it is passed, if it is to be passed, 
as seems indicated. 

No one of us who has met day after day for years the unob- 
trusive, feo. and kindly-looking old man who is interested 
in this bill but feels moved—atleast I do very much—toward him 
as a long claimant of what he esteems to his rights: and I 
could not take the position I am obliged to assume without hay- 
ing made a careful examination of the case—indeed, an examina- 
tion entered upon rather with the hope that it would lead toa 
conclusion different from that which has been forced upon me. 

Let me say another thing. The Judiciary Committee con- 
sented to the report of this bill as an old matter with which the 
Senate is very familiar, and although no minority report was 
made, it was understood that members who did not agree with 
the report were not bound by it in any sense. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
state that ata former session of Congress the Judiciary Committee 
made a thorough examination, through asubcommittee, of the 
bill, but at this last session we did not do so; we acted upon it 
as having been former] N 8 25988 
, Mr. VILAS. As I said, the only object I have in making any 
observations at all upon it is in the hope that, old as this claim 
is, long hammered as it has been before Congress, hackneyed 
and trite as it is, it may yet be possible to gain attention suffi- 
cient to cause those amendments to be made to this proposed 
mesure which certainly ought to be made before it is enacted 
by Congress. 

Let me state,in a word, the first . that I think must 
challenge every one’s attention who listens tome. This claim 
has been in regular and due form of law litigated before the 
courts of the United States from beginning to end. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States, upon an investigation of the 
evidence presented in support of it, decided that no grant was 
made by the governor of that portion of Mexico in which this 
land lay before it became parcel of the territory of the United 
States; or, to speak a little more exactly, they decided that the 

roofs which were presented did not prove any grant to have 
n made. Therefore they ordered the petition to be dis- 
missed; a final judgment which, if it had been rendered be- 
tween two private citizens, would have been so effectually a bar 
against the reconsideration of any question involved that Con- 
s would have possessed no power to reinstate that litigation. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the date? 

Mr. VILAS. The decision was made in 1865, I believe. I 
will presently call at‘ention to it. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator means the last decision. 

Mr. VILAS. I mean the decision in the case of Gomez against 
the United States, in which under the statute enacted by Congress 
he prosecuted in regular form of law his petition for this grant. 

I presume the proposition will be disputed by noone. Itcan 


not be disputed successfully, and I have no idea that apy of the 
Senators who represent Mr. McGarrahan’s interest in this matter 
will dispute it. But it is said that inasmuch as the United States 
were one of the parties to the litigation, then Congress does 

sess the power, for one of the parn to waive the benofit of the 
judgment which has been rendered in favor of the United States, 
and even to grant this land in controversy tothe claimant. Mr. 
President, perhaps as matter of power there may be no doubt 
about that proposition, and yet it ought to be remembered that 
in the exercise of that power Congress is the trustee of the peo- 
ple of the United States and is bound to deal with this subject 
and their interests in a faithful manner. 

But what, then, is the claim of rightof Mr. McGarrahan or the 
claim to the grace of the United States on the part of Mr. McGarra- 
han? It is thatamistake was made in that judgment whereby his 
justrights were denied tohim. Mr. President, a challenge of that 

ind on the part of the claimant, in the first place, is a challenge 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It challenges the 
intolligence with which they considered the case if it does not 
(and I am sure that will be disavowed) challenge the fairness 
with which they considered it. 

I doubt if the Senate, with a due sense of self-respect, is likely 
to indulge the notion that the Supreme Court of the United States 
failed to give to that case, with all the interests which it in- 
volved, argued before it by as able counsel as those great inter- 
ests could secure, an intelligent examination, and have so far 
failed as that the Senate can be warranted in overthrowing 
their judgment, “ti upon such an examination as is likely 
to be given to the case by individual Senators. Surely there 
ought to be a plain reason for such a view. However, I shall 
not enter at any particular length into that. For one, although 
I do not think this proposed legislation ought to be passed, I 
should care very little; I would make no observation against it, 
provided only the one method were pursued in the bill upon 
which alone, as it seems to me, the Senate of the United States 
can decently proceed, and not arraign impliedly the intelligence 
wisdom, or fairness of the Supreme Court, the I judici 
tribunal perhaps in the world, certainly unexcelled by any. 

The proposition from the claimant ought to be only that he 
asks a perfectly open, fair, retrial of the case de novo. I am 
willing he should have it in deference to the opinions of those 
Senators who have expressed themselves in the past as well as 
in the present Congress, in favor of the idea that some right 
may have been denied the claimant. I would be quite willin 
that there should be no risk thatany right was denied him, and, 
therefore, that heshould have this extraordinary measure given 
him after the full an l complete judicial investigation of which 
I have Spoken, notwithstanding the perfect bar upon his claim 
in law—if it be a reëxamination upon the merits. All that I 
propose to urge in respect to the bill isthat it shall be so amended 
as that that resxamination shall be fair upon the merits, and it 
certainly seems to me that no Senator can reasonably object to 
that proposition. 

Now, let me observe, first, that the second section of the bill, 
instead of turning this case over to the tribunal to which it is 
to be committed unfettered and unprejudiced, declares that that 
tribunal shall accept as evidence, what? Not only the docu- 
ments which would unquestionably be evidence in themselves, 
but all the various affidavits, all the various ex parte representa- 
tions, proofs, depositions, or what not, that have been taken at 
any time in the course of all the protracted litigation and con- 
sideration of this subject for forty years, whether taken before 
any notary public or before any committee of the Senate or 
House of Representatives, thus turning upon the tribunal to 
which is committed the task of reinvestigating an ancient con- 
troversy like this a stream of testimony which is ffom its very 
nature polluted and stands da Comp to every principle of evidence 
by which causes are examined in court and the truth ascertained. 

I shall move, therefore, to amend the second section of the 
bill. Ido not care to enter at any length upon the discussion of 
the detail of it beyond whatI have said. I shall ask the Senate 
to amend it so that instead of its being a mandate to the court to 
receive as evidence (for that is the present language of it) these 
matters of the nature indicated, itshall simply provide that the 
court may admit in evidence all of those documents and papers 
with an addition to the effect that the court shall ascribe to any 
and all such evidence only such weight and effect as it shall, in 
the judgment of the court, require, the purpose of this act being 
only to afford a fair trial of the claim to said land and not to 
either make a grant or create any presumption in favor of one. 

I can conceive of no objection to that language which can be 
urged by any friend of the bill whois ready to say that all that 
is sought by this litigation is to ascertain the truth. 

I also most cor y support the proposition for an amend- 
ment to the bill 9 by the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and I think that no one of his fellow 
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Senators here but must have felt in a greater or less degree the 
admiration which his sturdy conduct in the defense of the pub- 
lic interests has excited in me, at his age and under his weight 
of years contesting with the vigor and power he has shown in 
8 his objections to the passage of this bill. Enough 

as been said by that Senator; but let me add this: The su- 
preme court of California has passed upon this very proposition, 
and they held that the survey which the claimant procured him- 
self, and paid for under a law of Congress which permitted it, is 
not a survey such as finally determines the boundaries and lim- 
its of the grant, but is to be accepted as merely prima facie evi- 
dence. The survey so procured, which has no other quality than 
that of prima facie evidence, this bill proposes to incorporate 
into the very bone of the case, which ought to be submitted to 
the court for a trial de novo, for original investigation. 

Tke proposition of the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
is to strike out the clause which thus commands the acceptance 
of that survey and to insert instead the regular procedure which 
the law in regard to the land claims coming with our Mexican 
conquest requires, namely, that when a grant shall have been 
established so that it isentitled to be located, the proper method 
shall be pursued by which that location shall be determined, not 
at the instigation and cost merely of the claimant, but according 
to the regular procedure of the General Land Office by its proper 
surveyors, and with the understanding that it is to determine 
the boundaries and limits of the grant. 

Strangely, sir, a map exists in which this same grant is found 
twice located, as I am advised, and in one instance it was placed 
in a different quarter from that where it was fixed by the sur- 
vai Paki the claimant obtained to be made. 

r. TELLER. That was the New Idria Mining Company's 
map, and not the map of the claimant. The claimant is not re- 
sponsible for their map. 

Mr. VILAS. Itisenough. The Senator from Colorado may 
be correct in that. Iam charging the claimant with no responsi- 
bility for the map of the New Idria Mining Company, but I am ob- 
serving that the uncertainty in reference to the true location of 
the grant is evidenced by that map, and if there be opportunity 
given to contest the claim of this claimant, a survey which he 
procured as a private survey, and which has no other quality 
than merely prima facie evidence, ought not to be fixed by the 
pending billas a thing into which the court can not inquire. 

Mr. President, those two propositions with reference to the 
pending bill appear to me to be absolutely unanswerable. I do 
not understand how anyone with all the sympathy he may feel 
for the claimant, should be unwilling when granting the extraor- 
dinary privilege of an entire new trial of this claim which the 
Supreme Court has decided absolutely and forever against him 
oF a matter of law, to provide simply that the trial shall be a 
fair one. 

The late Chief Magistrate, Gen. Harrison, vetoed a bill, among 
other reasons, because it contained provisions giving arbitrary 
directions in respect to au examination which ought to be free 
and open. It seems to me that no Executive could take a dif- 
ferent view in respect to a measure which, professing to insti- 
tute an inquiry in the interest of justice, accompanies that pro- 
fession with such directions as foreclose the inquiry from the 
beginning. All I ask in respect to this bill is that in dealing 
with this old rejected claim the United States shall be given a 
chance to prove what the Supreme Court has once decided asa 
fact—that there never was a grant made, or that no evidence 
justifies taking from the Government its possessions; and that 
the claimant shall have only what he shows clear right to. 

My distinguished friend from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] yester- 
day discussed, as if this case involved if, the proposition that 
the United States ought to observe the faith of its treaties. 
Nobody has the slightest objection. It is in no sense involved; 
there is no question of the faith of a treaty. Nobody contends 
for an instant that if there was a grant, the United States shall 
withhold from the grantee his right to the land contained in 
that grant. The whole ‘proposition is that there never was a 
grant. It is only another instance, so it is said, of those numer- 
ous claims which were fixed upon the United States and prose- 
cuted by fraud hardly ever surpassed in the history of the world, 
arising out of the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, by which grants 
made prior to the Mexican cession were to be confirmed by the 
United States. Here is a casein which only one man testified be- 
fore the board of commissioners to investigate it that he had seen 
anything which was claimed to bea grant. No grant has been 
produced; the terms.of no grant have been recounted; the con- 
tents of a paper containing an alleged grant have never been re- 
vealed by any witness; but only ast ment has been made that 
a witness had seen a paper which the Mexican claimant, Gomez, 
said to him was a grant of land, and that was for 4 leagues of 
land, when the written request for the grant, which does abide, 
was for 3 leagues. Such is the testimony. 


That witness testified also to the fact that he saw affixed to 
that grant the diseno, or map, which is in fact found affixed to 
the expediente, or application, which does survive. No wonder 
the Supreme Court said there was nothing of evidence to war- 
rant the idea of a grant. 

There have been in this business many charges made. Our 
distinguished friend, the Senator from Virginia, made a some- 
what extraordinary statemont, I suppose a casual slip. He said: 

In the mean time a man by the name of Ogier was judge of the district 
court in California, and he became a violent partisan of tha New Idria Min- 
ing Company, I suppose for reasons sufticient unto himself, He se; aside 
the order contirming the grant, after he had made it more than five years 

re edding. When the case had gone to the Supreme Court of the United 
States and had there been affirmed by dismissal of the decree and ths issu- 
ing of a mandate. Judge Ogier undertook toset aside hisowndecree. I need 
not tell the lawyers of the Senate that no judge on earth, no court un ier the 
canopy of heaven, has the right to interfere even with his own orders after 
the term in which the order was made is ended. But Judge Ogier, more than 
did bn after the rendition of the decrees, set it aside and ordered a new 

The distinguished Senator from Virginia has been along time 
counsel for Mr. McGarrahan in the prosecution of this claim, and 
of course meant to state the fact correctly, but his recollection, I 
think, failed him somewhat. 

Judge Ogier was the judge not“ in the mean time,” but to 
whom the case first was addressed in the court where the decree 
was entered, the district judge of the United States for the 
southern district of California. When that case came before 
him it was in this wise: The petition for the confirmation of 
this grant was made for Vincente P. Gomez, the original claim- 
ant, by Pacificus Ord, his 1 1 8 0 That attorney had an ar- 
rangement with Gomez by which he was to have half the land. 
It was the old illustration of campum partire, by which the at- 
torney prosecuting the claim was to divide the field which was 
to bs recovered. It was therefore obnoxious to the common-law 
objection of champerty. Such was the aspect of the case before 
the Board of Land Commissioners, all perfectly regular other- 
wise, so far as I have had my attention called to it. He pre- 
sented the evidence before the commissioners. They rejected 
the claim. In a note by the clerk stating why they rejected the 
claim, it is said that the evidence of the grant was satisfactory, 
but there was no evidence of any occupation. - 
i ne MILLS. What was the dats of the application for the 
and? : 

Mr. VILAS. To the Mexican Government? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. VILAS. Eighteen hundred and forty-four; and it is 
claimed that Gov. Micheltorena left Monterey in 1845, or within 
a year, if I remember rightly, and there is much opportunity 
for doubt whether he ever undertook any step in regard to it, 
except to direct the original inquiry. 

But to return to the conduct of Judge Ogier, which is urged 
as a reason for the passage of this bill by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. After the appeal from the decision of the Board of Land 
Commissioners the case stood in the district court of the United 
States, as all such cases stood, and among a great number of 
others. There is no very certain evidence that any other attor- 
ney was ever employed than Mr. Ord; but before the case came 
on for hearing, Mr. Ord had been made the district attorney of 
the United States. So he stood representative of the United 
States to defend a claim which the commissioners had rejected 
and which had been appealed by himself for his client from their 
rejection, of the fruit of which he was to share. He says in ex- 
culpation of his conduct that he represented to the Attorney- 
General’s Office the necessity for some other person to act on 
behalf of the United States, and they gave no heed and made 
no provision, which matters not, except to show that he knew 
he ought not to act. 

But he did act, and one day, on the 5th of June, 1857, he asked 
an attorney of thenameof Hartman, of the firm of Sloan & Hart- 
man, to represent the claimant on that appeal by presenting 
the record to the court, stating that there would be no contest 
over it, and nothing more would be required to be done. Mr. 
Hartman did present that record, and thereupon the district at- 
torney, knowing he had no right to act for the United States, 
said to the court that the UnitedStates did not desire to contest 
the case; that the Land Commissioners thought there was evi- 
dence of a grant; that the ob,ection that occupation was neces- 
sary had been overruled by the Supreme Court, and therefore 
there was no contest. Thereupon Judge Ogier ordered a minute 
to be entered, as of course, directing that a decree of confirma- 
tion should be entered. That minute was entered by the clerk 
on the 5th of June, 1857, which counsel spoke of as the date for 
the beginning of the statute of limitations on appeals to run. 

. Subsequently Mr. Ord, who had represented to the court that 
the United States has no objection to the confirmation of the 
grant, took some steps as if to enter an appeal on behalf of the 
United States, but what happened was, that after that alleged 
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a) was entered by Mr. Ord, the papers, or atranscript, were 
fea in the Supreme Court as if a return to that appeal. Appli- 
cation was e to the Supreme Court by Gomez to docket and 
dismiss the appeal for want of prosecution, and the Supreme 
Court entered an order docketing and dismissing that appeal 
accordingly. 

Subsequently the Attorney-General of the United States, 
Judge Black, moved the Supreme Court to vacate that order and 
recall that mandate, because the whole proceeding was a fraud, 
no appeal had been taken by the United States, no appeal had 
been allowed in the court below, and the Supreme Court had no 
jurisdiction. That motion was granted by the Supreme Court, 

ing another one of the instances of want of intelligence and 
judicial wisdom imputed to that body in order tosecure the pas- 
sage of this bill. Meantime Judge Ogier had become aware of 
the fact that he had been imposed upon. A motion had been 
entered before him in the term at which he made this minute 
and before the decree was entered, when he had only directed 
it, that motion was postponed by him, and thereby he retained 
jurisdiction to deal with the case after the term; and when sub- 
sequently to the term he ascertained how he had been imposed 
upon, like an upright judge, not, as the distinguished Senator 
from Virginia said, as a partisan of the New Idria Mining Com- 

y, butasa judge who felt himself outraged by the manner 
Enoh a judicial decree had been wrung from him, he ordered 
a new trisl of the case. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion! 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. Do I understand the Senator to state to the 
Senate that the motion before Judge Ogier for a new trial was 
made atthe term during which the judgment was rendered? 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTON. If it was not, I ask the Senator the question 
whether he asa lawyer does not know that a judge upon the 
bench, whatever may be the grade of the court, has no power to 
interfere with a judgment which he himself rendered at a pre- 
ceding term? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I need not speculate with my 
distinguished friend from Virginia in a matter of professional 
opinion, for I happen to hold in my hand an authority upon the 
very point we are discussing. The Supreme Court has dealt 
with the particular instance of which we are eek: and I will 
ask the Senator's attention to page 337 of 23 Howard's Reports. 
This is what was stated by the court. I shall read but a part, 
though the court reviews the whole matter: 


But Judge Ogier, feeting ani thinking that he had improvidently given a 
judgment of confirmation. did continue the hearing of the motions to obtain 
2 it any could 
imposed upon. 


be had, concerning the contrivance by which he had 

A commission was issued by him for that purpose, 
and under it Mr. Sloan made the affidavit den all connection and attor- 
neyship for Gomez, as has already been recited this opinion. The case 
then remained in the district court as it was when the motions which were 
made, without any further action upon that for an appeal. 

‘This narrative has been given from documents, dspositions, and declara- 
tions of the parties concernedin the case, and also by other persons. appar- 
ently disinterested, in respect to the land. They will bə found eitber on 
the record which the cause was docketed and dismissed in this court 
or in the book of exhibits sent to this court by Judge Ogier, which were ob- 
tained to enable him to act upon the merits of the case. 
The ease being stili before the court— 


The italics are of Mr. Justice Wayne’s own making; at least 
they are in the report— 
we do not perceive any irregularity in the proceedings. 

Mr. President, if the Supreme Court perceived no irregu- 
larity in the proceedings of Judge Ogier, if they ascribe to him 
the exercise of the duty of an upright judge who had improvi- 
dently made an order by reason of some contrivance Stace upon 
him—I am using the language of the Supreme Court—it would 
seem to me that sufficiently answers the suggestion of our dis- 
tinguished friend from Virginia, that— 


In the meantime a man by the name of Ogier was judge of the district 
court in California, and he became a violent partisan of the New Idria 
for reasons sufficient unto himself. He set 


Com: „1 su 
aside t 9 grant, after he had made it more than five 
years preceding. 


Let me observe that in respect of the matter of time the 
distinguished Senator from Virginia was far off. Long before 
the 3 of the five years Judge Ogier was dead. He 
made this order for a new trial within a year—I can not remem- 
ber the exact time—but within a year, if I am not mistaken, of 
the entry of the minute when he had directed a decree. 

After Judge Ogier died, and while the new trial was depend- 
ing which he had ordered, a new man came to judgment as his 
successor, and certainly of that new judge it can be safely said 
that he was no“ partisan of the New Idria Company,” 
for he determined then, upon a motion made by the attorneys 
for Mr. McGarrahan, who had become the owner of the claim, 
that Judge Ogier did not possess the power which the Supreme 


Court afterwards said he did possess; that he had no power to 
grant a new trial after the term, under whatever conditions. 

Then an appeal was taken in August, 1862, the litigation in 
the Supreme Court and various motions below havin, consumed 
the mean time. After that appeal and an order made allowi 
it, motions were made to vacate that order, on the ground thet 
more than five yeirs had passed from the date of the rendition 
of the decree, and that it lay with the judge below to determine 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
under his direction, or at least in pursuance of such a decision, 
his clerk refused to the attorney of the United States, yea, to 
the Attorney-General of the United States, a transcript of the 
record in order that the Supreme Court could investigate the 
caso; butafteratime, Mr. Bates being the Attorney-General of the 
United States under President Lincoln, the clerk did gracious} 
bestow upon the Attorney-General a copy of each of the fag) 
papers which were upon the files of the court relating to the 
case, not as a certified transcript, not as a return to the appeal, 
but as a matter of information. The Attorney-General of the 
United States entered in the court those papers as the record 
on the 2 A motion was made to dismiss it, and the Su- 
preme Court decided that, in view of the refusal of the clerk of 
the court, it was a good record, accepted it as sufficient, and 
supported their jurisdiction. 

As tothe five years limitation, again the Supreme Court in- 
dulged in the misfortune of a disagreement upon the proposi- 
tion urged here, for they held distinctly, on the motion to dis- 
miss thatappeal, that the time did not begin to run with the 
entry of the minute directing a decree, but it began to run when 
the decree was entered. Therefore the appeal was taken in 
time. The court proceeded to the consideration of the merits 
of the claim—that is their language—and their consideration 
resulted in the decision of which I have spoken. 

Mr. President, this shows how mistaken the distinguished 
Senator wasin the statement which he made in re to the 
time and the motion for a new trial and all the action by Judge 
Ogier, as well as in the imputation of motives to that deceased 


judge. 

oan one other matter I wish to briefly state the facts. Ithas 
been said that Mr. McGarrahan had a patent. That claim is 
provable in only the same manner as that Gomez had a grant 
originally from the Mexican Government. The patent had 
never been delivered to him; he never had it in his possession; 
it never parted from the keeping of the United States; it was 
never so completed as to be valid as a patent so far as any evi- 
dence known to exist discloses; but a record was found of what 
was supposed to be this patent in the General Land Office, and 
that record was made the basis of a suit by Mr. MeGarrahan to 
recover the land. 

Thus the case came before the Supreme Court in that aspect 
also, and they decided that no title passed by the record of the 
patent or by the patent itself so far as the record tended to prove 
what it was, 

Mr. TELLER. When did the Supreme Court pass upon the 
question of the patent? 

Mr. VILAS. I will find it for the Senator. It is in the case 
of MeGarrahan vs. the Mining Company, in the 6th of Otto, on 
page 316, in the year 1877, at the October term. I do not know 
what is the exact date of the decision. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question if 
he will yield? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE, I wish to ask the Senator in reference to the 
statement made by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], 
that when the appeal was up, when Judge Black was the Attor- 
ney-General, and argued, it was decided, if I understood the 
Senator from Virg that the appeal ought to be dismissed. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not know what the facts are in to 
that. It was extra-official, or extra-judicial at least, and there 
is no record in regard toit. I believe there was a controversy, 
in which Judge Black took one side, and some of those people 
took the other, in regard to what took place before him, and in 
consequence of the fact that there was a controversy, I have 
made no statement about it. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ican refresh the Senator’s memory. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then the Senator from Wisconsin does not 
controvert that, nor does he admit it? 

Mr. VILAS. I neither admit it nor controvertit, I am only 
3 of the facts about which there is no opportunity for 


ute. = 
12 HUNTON. The proof discloses the fact that in the rec- 
ord of the Attorney-General’s Office there was an entry of a dis- 
missal of the appeal. 
Mr. VILAS. I „if we stated it all, the truth is that 
Judge Black contended that he had also been made the victim 
of a fraudulent misrepresentation, and that he permitted that 
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thing to be done heedlessly, and afterwards went himself to the 
court.and redressed it. : 

. Mr. President, I was speaking in respect to that patent. I 
merely want to state in a word as to the manner in which that 
patent came to be issued, for we have heard a great deal in re- 
gard to it from our distinguished friend, theSenator from Vir- 
ginia. I hold here the opinion of Mr. Caleb B, Smith, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who first came to the conclusion that a 
patent ought to bs issued. Upon what ground did he go? He 
put the case entirely upon the ground thatafter recounting these 
proceedings which I have stated— 

No appeal appears to have been subsequently taken— 

He says— P 
until the 25th of August last— 

That was August, 1862, the time when the appeal was taken 
when an order for an appeal tothe Supreme Courtof the United States was 
made by the district court of California. On the 4th of the present month 
the district court vacated ths order allowing the appeal 

Thatis the lower judge of whom I have spoken— 
and set aside the motion of the district attorney ea, leave on behalf of 
the United States to take ana to the Supreme Court from the final 
decree of confirmation, and denied the same. 

This proceeding appears to me to be final and conclusive inthe case. The 
time within which by law an appeal may be taken has elapsed. and the de- 
cree of confirmation made by ths district court, therefore, fixes and deter- 
mines the rights of the claimant. 

So, taking that view of the law, before the case had been 
heard by the Supreme Court, before a motion had been made 
even to dismiss the appeal or any step taken there, the Sscre- 
tary of the Interior arrived at a conclusion upon a point of law 
in respect to which he showed how differently aSecretary of the 
Interior can view the law from what the Supreme Court can 
view it. 8 

Mr. GEORGE. And that was prior to the decision of the Su- 
preme Court? 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely. That was the basis upon which the 
patent went. If he had right and there were a finality of 
the judicial proceeding at that time, clearly his conclusion was 
correct. The trouble is that he was proceeding upon a mis- 
taken view of the facts and the law, a mistake which, although 
he made it, the Supreme Court corrected, and if under thatmis- 
take he had granted a patentthe Supreme Court would have cor: 
rected thut also. The patent could have had no more validity 
than it was justified in possessing by the grounds upon which it 
was issued. So that the idea that Mr. McGarrahan has in some 
way been deprived of a right by virtue of his never having had 
the patent, which it is said was once issued, is an error. 

Mr. President, I have already taken more time than T meant 
to take in the discussion of this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question before 
he sits down. I ask which was anterior, the date of Mr. Lin- 
1 signature to the patent or the decision of the Supreme 

urt? 

Mr. VILAS. The decision of the Supreme Court was ante- 
rior, I think. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator wants to have it the other way, 
he is welcome to it. I was stating the fact with the utmost fair- 
ness to him, and I think it is the fact. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator is mistaken as to the time Caleb 
Smith Fare his opinion. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwithdrawthestitement. Iam mistaken. Mr. 
Lincoln’s life terminated before the decision was made. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is true. The decision of Smith and 
Usher had been made and the Supreme Court had the case be- 
fore it at the same time. 

Mr. VILAS. The decision had been made by Mr. Smith and 
Mr. Usher, who followed him, and by Mr. Lincoln, who indicates 
in what is 3 of his utterances concerning the case the 
distress of d imposed upon him by this 8 appli- 
cation for a grant, reenforced by men of influence interested 
with the claimant, at a time when the war occupied all his 
thoughts, as it ought to have done. Mr. Lincoln did, it seems, 
direct something to be signed, but Mr. Lincoln’s patent at that 
time was only the same, or he went npon the same ground, if it 
had been issued, that Mr. Smith and Mr. Usher did. This pre- 
sents this simple statementof the case 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORRILL. The evidence as to Mr. Lincoln's action in 
the case was given by a Mr. Stevens, who then hada proprietary 
interest of one-sixth in the McGarrahan corporation. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, Mr. President, I do not myself believe in 
the patent, but I wanted to state this case with the utmost ad- 
vantage to the claimant. Assuming the utmost that can be 
stated in respect to it, while the case was depending in the Su- 
preme Court, the Secretary of the Interior and his successor, 
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and the President under whom they both served, held that the 
Supreme Court had no jurisdiction by reason of their opinion, 
that the time for taking an appeal had expired, and that, there- 
fore, it was a finality of judicial decision in favor of McGarra- 
han; and therefore the patent should go to him; but the patent 
never did go to him, and the whole substructure was taken awa; 
by the decision of the Supreme Court, who held that they di 
ossess jurisdiction and that Gomez did not show a grant. 
here is nothing, therefore, in this talk about the patent. 

Ido not object, as I said, and for myself 1 do not care—I am 
willing to take that sort of risk about what is right—if this bill 
is pa paced as to submit fairly de novo the entire facts to any ju- 
dicial tribunal touching the claim of this old man, I will not ob- 
ject. But if that is to be done, if we are to submit again to a 
judicial tribunal a question which has once been litigated, until 
as between any other suitors there would be an absolute and 
eternal bar, let us at least do it so that there is fairness in the 
mode in which it is submitted toward that ono of the parties 
whose advantage is to be given away. 

Mr. GEORGE. Task the Senator if, having conceded so much, 
he will indicate the specific points in the bill which are unfair 
to the United States? i 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave already done so. : 

He GEORGE. I noticed that, but I did not catch them ex- 
actly. 

Mr. VILAS. I think the second section of the bill ought to 
be stricken from it, or if the second section of the bill is to re- 
main it ought to be made to conform to the statute which was 
passed for the creation of the Court of Private Land Claims with 
a view to the presentation of evidence where witnesses are dead. 
The statute in respect to the Court of Private Land Claims con- 
tains a section applicable to all other claims of this character. 
I see no reason why that statute does not fully meet all the de- 
mands of justice in favor of this claimant, but this section of the 
bill is a very singular one as it is now written. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the Senator referring to the second sec- 
tion? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir; to the second section of the bill. I 
have here now the chapter of the statutes for the establishment 


of the Court of Private Land Claims, which was passed in the 


Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. To what section does the Senator refer? 

Mr. VILAS. Section 5, which reads: 

That the testimony which has been heretofore lawfully and regularly re- 
celved by the surveyor-general of the {idan Toriy or State or by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, upon claims presented to 
them, respectively, shall be admitted in evidence in all trials under this act 
when the person tes is dead, so far as the subject-matter thereof is 
competent evidence; and the court shall give it such weight as, in its judg- 
ment, under all the circumstances, it o t to have. 

I think that would be a fair section to substitute for this sec- 
tion of the bill, and I do not see why this claimant ht to ask 
of the consideration of the Senate more than that. I purpose, 
therefore, to move to amend the second section. In answer to 
the Senator from Mississippi, he will observe that it provides for 
the admission of the original expediente presented by Gomez to 
Governor Micheltorena: 


And the diseño or map accompan same, or a copy thereof, the deposi- 
= Land Commission- 


tions ak evidence en raro said — 

ers, or copies thereof, ani depositions, proofs, testimony, or affidavits 
taken before circuit or district court of the United States in the State 
of California, or the clerks of such courts, or any com! appointed 
by said courts, or before any notary public, or before the 


of 
Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States. 
or of any map or deed of record of any Department of the Government of 
the United States, or of any act of Congress through which the boundaries 
set forth in said expediente and the title of said MeGarrahan to the said 
Tands can be shown, protected, and established— 


Asif the object were to protect the title of McGarrahan. I 


take it the object of Congress in that, and all that can be claimed 
by the friends of the claimant, is that, inasmuch asa great lapse 


of time has occurred, it is necessary, in the interest of justice, 


that when a witness can not be produced, his testimony already 
once given in the proceedings s be received. È 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it not remove the objection of the 
Senator if after the word “established ” in line 20, page 4, the 
words “or disproved” were inserted? 

Mr. VILAS. No; because the Senator from Mississippi will 
observe the 1 in the third line of the section, 
which are that ‘the court shall receive as evidence.” 

Mr. GEORGE. But it does not say what weight the court 
shall place upon it. 

Mr. VILAS. No, but it would remove the objection—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Only as to its competency. 

Mr. VILAS. It would remove the objection sufficiently for 
my purpose to change the words so as to read, the said court 
may admit in evidence,” and add at the end, as in the other 
statute, not the same words, but words sufficient to the 
idea that the court shall ascribe to.all such evidence such weight 


` 


come before the Senate, and as 
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and effect as it shall in the judgment of the court require, the 
of this act being only to afford a fair trial. 

r. MILLS. What is the necessity in this case of making 
new rules for the production andin uction of testimony? Is 
thore =e g 

Mr. VILAS. I know of none; but if this bill is to be passed— 
and that seems to be the idea of the friendsof it—without much 
regard to the original judgment in favor of the United States, I 
do say that I think they can not deny some amendment to make 
it certain that it is not the purpose of Congress to legislate indi- 
rectly a grant of this land or to bind the court so that its judg- 
ment will be a predetermined one. 

Answering still further the Senator from Mississippi, I call his 
attention again, if he did not hear it before, to the language in 
the third section of the act by which it is declared that the sur- 
vey which was made for Mr. McGarrahan, and at his cost, not 
under orders of the Department, but by the surveyor-general, 
it is true, though not in the way of a survey upon a determined 
grant, shall be absolute and conclusive upon the court. I desire 
to have the clause amended as to the boundaries and location of 
the grant. That ought to be qualified so that the court, if it 
shall finally determine that there was a grant in favor of Me- 
Garrahan, may direct proper procedure, or the Department of 
the Interior proceed to a disposition of the question in accord- 
ance with law. 

Mr. President, L have occupied more time than I intended, and 
shall not longer detain the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have an amendment, which I think will not 
be objected to, to come in at the end of section 4, which is in- 
tended to remove what ibly may be a doubt. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposa by the Senator from Mississippi will be read for infor- 
mation. 

Tea SECRETARY. At the end of section 4 it is proposed to 

But nothing herein contained shall be construed as acknowledging any 
lability on the part of the United States to pay for the land, substances, and 


eco gn referred to in this section, or as assuming any obligation in that 


Mr. TELLER. I think that amendment is strictly in accord- 
ance with the very porpose of the bill. At the proper time, so 
far as I am concerned, I shall not object to it. 

Mr. President, the time is soshort between now and the period 
when other business which is regarded as more important must 
ere are alarge number of cases 
on the Calendar which Senators are anxious to consider, lam 
impelled to address the Senate very briey on this subject. 
There are a great many things that I should like to touch upon 
if I did not feel that by so do g I should crowd out other busi- 
ness which ought to be disposed of between this time and Mon- 
day next. 

This case in some form has been before Congress and before 
the courts for a great many years. It commenced in 1857 and it 
has been either before Congress or the courts in some form ever 
since. A bill for Mr. McGarrahan’s relief has passed the House 
of Representatives four times and passed the Senate twice. A 
resolution for his relief passed the House of Representatives in 
1870 or 1871 with great unanimity, but it did not pass the Senate. 
The case is exceedingly old, and Iassume that most Senators 
know something about it. A fair statement of the condition of 
the case and its history would take at least six or eight hours. 
I shall not attempt to make such an extended statement. 

In the first place, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
complains that it is proposed to submit this claim to an inferior 
court after the Supreme Court has passed upon and decided it. 
The bill proposes to submit the claim in the first instance toa 
tribunal created for the express purpose of settling claims of 
thischaracter. It provides that the United States may, if it 
chooses, take the opinion of the Supreme Court upon whatever 
judgment the Court of Private Land Claims may render. So it 
can not be said that this case is being remitted to an inferior 
court. 

If, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] and other 
Senators insist, this is a matter which the Supreme Court has 
pee upon in such a way thatit ought not to be touched, no- 

y ought to be afraid to let it go again to that court, com- 
mitted, us it is, against the proposition of the claimant that he 
is the owner of the grant. 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave already agreed to that 5 pro- 
vided it not be sent there in such a way that it is not open to 
consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government of the United States was 
under obligation, both by the law of nations and by the treaty 
with Mexico, to recognize the right of this claimant to this 


grant, if the grant was a valid one. The Government of the 


United States provided how the title should be settled and ad- 


3 and, in accordance with that, this claimant, or rather 
grantor, proceeded, because Mr. Gomez started the proceed- 
ing, and Mr. McGarrahan bought into it after any sensible and 
reasonable man would have supposed that Gomez’s title had been 
practically established. 

The testimony was taken in the first case, and the grant was 
defeated upon a question of law which subsequently tho court 
overruled. The Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from 
Vermont both complain that now this question, which was de- 
termined in 1857 in favor of the claimant, shall be again sub- 
mitted toa court. It rather seems to me if anybody has the 
right to complain it is the claimant in this case, and not the 
Government of the United States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that we assume that there 
isa grant. Mr. President, ex industria this bill provides that as 
the first question to be established; the first thing the court has 
to deal with is, was there a grant? That is what was provided 
for in the bill which President Harrison vetoed, but we did not 

rovide in the bill that McGarrahancould prove that he was the 
egitimate owner of the grant if Gomez had the grant; and be- 
cause we did not provide for that, and because we provided also 
that if it should be found that the title to the minerals was in 
him and had been taken from him wrongfully by the United 
States or by the action of the United States, a aguen might 
be rendered against the United States, the then President of 
the United States vetoed that bill. 

The Senator from Wisconsin saysa similar bill has been vetoed 
by the President. The only provisions assigned as the reason 
for vetoing the previous bill have been omitted from this bill. 
We provide now, in addition, that Gomez must prove a title; that 
McGarrahan must show he is now the owner of the Gomez grant, 
if a grant there ever was. 

What difference does it make whether McGarrahan may have 
deeded the grant at some time tosomebody else? The question 
is, does he now ownit? It it has beeu reconveyed to him, then he 
is entitled to it. If Gomez had a grant to the land the el imant 
now claims, then has the claimant succeeded to that title, and 
does he now hold it? 

Mr. President, this is not any attack upon the Supremo Court, 
unless it shall be asserted here, which I do not think it will be, 
that the supreme national power of Congress can not remove a 
bar established by a decision of the Supreme Court where it and 
a citizen only are concerned. The power undoubtedly exists in 
the State Legislatures, and has been exercised again and again. 
I believe myself it is always a doubtful policy to exercise sucha 

wer, but the Legislature of a State may set aside a judgment 

tween individuals when it sees fit, and it has been done over 
and over again. Whether that is soor not, however, it is not 
worth while now to discuss, because that is not the question. 

We have time and again exercised the right to set aside judg- 
ments which were rendered, and granted a new trial where no- 
body but the United States was interested. The Senator said 
he admitted we had that power, and so I need not discuss that 
question. 

The only question is, do we bring a case here in which it seems 
reasonable wey what is proposed should be done, and have we 
come here with a bill which provides that the Government of 
the United States shall have an opportunity to be amply pro- 
tected? If we have, nobody ought to complain. 

The bill which is now before the Senate was before the Sen- 
ate at the close of the last session of Congress, and I think that 
every amendment which was then proposed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin and by other Senators who are opposed to the bill 
was incorporated in it, and the bill was then supposed to be ac- 
ceptable to them. 

r. President, the bill is notacceptable because there is some- 
where in this country, and has been for many years, an influ- 
ence which has been exerted against this claimant, an influence 
which was backed by millions and millions of money, until it 
became difficult for anybody to stand up anywhere and defend 
this claim outside of the tribunals which had examined it; and 
yet, notwithstanding that tremendous influence of money and 
other influences as well, which were brought to bear against 
this claim, there have been fifteen reports made by committees 
of this body and of the other in favor of the absolute validity 
of the grant. There have been, in my judgment, enough to au- 
thorize this Congress to assume that the grant existed and was 
a valid grant, It was not in its inception questioned by any- 
body. TheSenatorfrom Vermont says that some witness swore 
he lived in the neighborhood and that he never heard of the 
grant. The Senator from Wisconsin says there was but one 
witness who testified to the grant. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VILAS. I meant before the Board of Land Commission- 


ers. 
Mr. TELLER. That was probably all that was necessary. 


1894. 
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There was an abundance of evidence produced, not only before 
the Board of Land Commissioners but ever since before com- 
mittees and courts of the validity of the grant. But after all, 
what difference does it make, when that is the question now 
submitted to the court? That is the question the court must 
now pass upon; it is the question the court will pass upon. 

Mr. President, some Senator said yesterday that the New 
Idria mining property, concerning which there is to be testi- 
mony taken by this court as to the value of the material, is not 
within the grant, and is not within the survey. The evidence 
submitted to Congress repeatedly declared by the witnesses pro- 
duced by the New Idria Mining Company people that it is 
within the survey, and thatit is within the grantas claimed. I 
haye it here before me from their own witnesses. The trouble 
is that some Senators who talk about this matter have not 
studied the case, and they know but little about it. 

Now, what is the bill? The second section it is said is bad. 
What does it provide? That the map shall be evidence, a map 
that has been in the files of the Government for forty years and 
never disputed by anybody. Itis true the Senator from Wis- 
consin says there is another map, another map filed by the New 
Idria Mining Company when they were controverting this case. 
No other maps were ever filed by the claimant or anybody on his 
behalf. It would be difficult to prove that that was a valid map 
after tr years or more. It is fifty years since the map was 
made. There is nobody living, probably, who was present. All 
the actors in that transaction died long ago. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it a map made by an officer of the United 


States? 
Mr. TELLER. No, this is the Mexican map, the diseño or 


map. 

Mr. HUNTON, Filed with the petition in the Land Office. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, we come to the other part that is so dis- 
tressing, that all of the evidence that has been taken every- 
where concerning this case is to go before the court. The most 
of that language was pe in by the enemies of the bill. They 
insisted that it should go in. Then they put in amendments 
that pel ars A else that the court thought might throw any 
light upon subject should also be admitted, and we allowed 
that provision to goin the bill on the motion of those who did 
not vote for the bill a year ago last March. 

Now, let us read the second section which is so tremen- 
daiously bad, the Senator says, that he wants to strike it all out. 

The said court shall receive as evidence— 

The Senator says if it read shall admit asevidence ” it would 
be different. Thatisa play upon words. There isnota lawyer 
here, except the Senator from Wisconsin, who will insist that 
there is the slightest difference between the word admit“ and 
the word receive.“ I can see none. 

The said court shall receive as evidence on the part of the petitioner or 
of the United States— 

The United States is put on a perfect equality. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Colorado is very fond of as- 
sumptions of pre intelligence 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I do not claim that. 

Mr. VILAS. And the ignorance of everybody else; and Lam 
entirely ready to concede it. But I should like toask him if he 
sees no difference between the words ‘‘ may admit in evidence” 
and shall receive as evidence.” 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, I do. Ofcourse, the court may receive 
and then the court might not receive. 

Mr. VILAS. Of course, the Senator can make a great deal 
better argument if he misstates the position of his adversary 
than if he states it correctly. 

Mr. TELLER, I did not understand that the Senator proposed 
to insert ‘* may admit.” a 

Mr. VILAS. That is the language I propose. 

Mr. TELLER. That of course leaves the matter discretion- 
ary with the court. That we arbi not to do. Of course Con- 

ess has the right to fix what shall go before the court, leav- 

ng the court to determine what weight it will give toit. If 
Congress were to say that John Smith (who was perhaps dis- 
qualified to appear because under the old system, for instance, 
relatives were excluded from coming beforea jury) having an in- 
terest or having such relation to the claimant that he was ex- 
cluded by the common law should be admitted as a witness, does 
the Senator mean to say that the court is bound then to accept 
and believe John Smith's testimony? Certainly not. It belittles 
a court to say that the court shall give to his testimony such 
8 as it deserves. That is one of the things that permeates 
and hangs around and lingers in a court. The court must give 
to it such influence and weight as it sees it is entitled to. It 
would be a monstrous thing to say that a court could not do that, 
and it would be equally absurd, in my opinion, to say that the 
court must do it. It would be a reflection, I should say, upon the 
sense and judgment and integrity of the court. 


Mr. VILAS. I dislike to interrupt the Senator from Colorado, 
but I wish to call his attention to the fact that that reflection is 
pea why the Congress which created the Court of Private 

nd Claims imposed that on the court in all cases. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I remember there was a greit deal of 
trouble in getting that bill up, and there were some things in it 
that went out of it. There was a provision in it, the provision 
of which the Senator speaks, which went out subsequently. It 
was a provision for letting in certain evidence that never got in 
when the bill finally reached its conclusion. I had something 
to do with it and some knowledge of it, and I know all about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator what is the 
utility of lines 3,4, 5, and 6: , 

The said court shali receive as evidence on the part of the petition r or the 
United States the = expeniente presented by the said Gomez to the 


said Governor Manuel Micheltorena, and tho diseño or map accompanying 
same, or a copy thereof. 


Would not those, if they are original and genuine applications 
and maps, be evidence anyway? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose they would, unless they had 
been made so by some record which would recognize them as 
entitled to be treated as evidence afterwards. 

Mr. DOLPH. The question is, first, whether there isa grant. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. i 

Mr. DOLPH. Now, would not those papers be evidence to 
show the boundaries of the grant? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Oregon knows very well 
that papers coming from a foreign country, unless they had been 
on file and made so by some statute, are not of thems>'ves evi- 
dence, and they must be proved. We know that itisimpossible 
at this hour to prove these existing documents, but they have 
never been questioned up to the present time. We could have 
pee them then. You dan not prove them to-day, but they 

ave been accepted and considered by the courts and commit- 
tees. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the effect of this language is to require 
the court to receive whatever is presented as the original expe- 
diente without questioning it. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. There is no question about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Whatever the claimant chooses to present the 
court is to receive as such. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no doubt that the court on behalf of 
the United States will call for the py Aaa which has been 
on file in the court here for thirty or forty-odd years, or nearly 
that length of time. So, if the claimant brings a false map into 
court, the United States Government can immediately call for 
the map which is on file here as evidence. 

Mr. DOLPH. How was it proved that it is genuine? 

Mr. TELLER. There never was any question about it. It 
was proved in the proper way at the proper time or it never 
would have been admitted. But that proof does not exist, and 
those witnesses have died. 

Now, I will go on with the second section, which is so bad. 
The Senator from Oregon has read it and I need not read it in 
full. The court shall receive as evidence 

All depositions, proes testimony, or affidavits taken before any circuit 
or district court of the United States in the State of California, or theclerks 
of such courts, or any commissioner appointed by said courts, or before any 
notary public, or before any committee of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States, or of any map or di of 


record of any department of the Government of the United States, or of any 


act of Congress through which the boundaries set forth in said expediente 


and the title of said McGarrahan to the said lands can be shown, protected, 
and established, or of any oral or written testimony or deposition or copies 
thereof, concerning said record touching said grant— 

I remember very distinctly that the words touching said 
grant were put in the bill by somebody who harped on the 

guage, and thought that it was necessary to bring it close to 

the grant— 
from said Governor Manuel Micheltorena to said Vicente P. Gomez, or any 
patent or record of a patent, 


Mr. DOLPH. May I interrupt the Senator again? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I[should like to ask the Senator if it is not an 
extraordinary proposition that ex parte affidavits taken beforea 
notary public may be introduced in evidence in the trial of a 
case? 

Mr. TELLER. It is; but this is an extraordinary case. The 
purpose of the bill is to put the whole matter before the court, 
to take 8 that has been aggregated both by the claim- 
ant and by the Government and bring it before the court. 

Mr. President, I state here as a fact that there are seven times 
as much record of this irregular character on behalf of the 
United States as there is on behalf of th> claimant. For every 
affidavit that the claimant presented to anybody, either to the 
court, to the committee, or anywhere else, the record will show 
there are seven and a half times as many presented’on behalf of 
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the contestant, the New Idria preg. Company, and ostensibly 
in behalf of the Government of the United States. I say, all of 
these things ought to go before the court in the interest of de- 
termining what isthe truth. The testimony was taken at the 
time it was fresh in the minds of the people who made it, and I 
do not suppose there is any court in the world that would give 
to an e parte affidavit taken before a notary public the weight 
that it would give toa deposition taken according to the strict 
rules of the court. But it is no unusual thing to bettle great 
8 in courts by er parte affidavits. Questions of injunc- 

ns, involving large sums of money, are settled in that way. 
Receivers are appointed and dismissed simply on ex parte affid - 
vits, and the court takes them and gives to them justsuch weight 
as in its judgment the conditions under which they were taken, 
the surroundings and the character of the men who made them 
entitled them to, and nomore. 

Mr. President, there can be no proper solution of this ques- 
tion unless the Government shall put in what it has made in the 
way of defense heretofore and the claimant shall put in what he 
has made in the way of sustaining his claim before courts and 


committees. 

Mr. DOLPH. In order that I may not be misunderstood, if 
the bill should pass as it has been reported, I desire to state 
that I did notagree with the Senator from Colorado about the 
expediente and the map being received when presented without 
any inquiry as to whether it is the true or original map. I 
think aie duty 2 eoun: to 3 Fe hee 
the o expediente an e orig: map before t 
1 ES under this language. Therefore I think it is uncertain. 

. TELLER. And therefore the term “original expadiente” 


is used. 
Mr. DOLPH. I did not want to be understood as assenting to 


Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator is right about that mat- 
ter, but the very purpose of the bill, and there is no intention of 
it, is to open to the court the fullest possible oppor- 

A that equity may be done. 

This is not à case that goes toa jury. This goes in the first 

lace to a. court composed of five men, of whom the Senator from 
1 — — [Mr. MORRILL] speaks somewhat in derision, as I have 
heard him before, but they are five men who I think are equals 
of any five circuit judges almost any where in the United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. merely spoke of them, if the Senator 
from Colorado will pardon me, as inferior to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. and as having had less experience. 

Mr. TELLER. The tribunal to which this case is submitted 
has come under my notice and observation, and with at least 
some of its members I have nal acquaintance. One of them 
I have known for thirty odd years. I wish to here, because 
I do not wish to have any reflection on this tribunal go upon 
the record, that it is a competent, capable tribunal to settle 
these questions which it is proposed, after a lapse of half a cen- 
tury nearly, to submit to them when they ought to have been 
submitted and determined within afew years after the admis- 
sion of California and New Mexico into our territory. - 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
Se SE at some time during his remarks. 

r. TELLER. Oe č 

Mr. HOAR. If it is convenient I will ask him now. I was 
not present when the Senator began his remarks, and I was ab- 
sent from the Chamber yesterday; so very likely the question 
which I shall put has been fully answered already either to-day 
or yesterday. The point which I have heard made by persons 
for whose integrity and legal capacity I have the highest re- 

t, who have had some occasion in one way or another to deal 
with this case, has been that the claim which it is asserted was 
made for the applicant originally, through which he now seeks 
to benefit, did not apply to the tract of land which he now ap- 
1 but ap kor a grant some miles off, 20 miles, I 


Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the exact distance I do not know. 
That is one of the things which is most often said about this 
case. Now, what I wish toknow is, whether the bill carefully 

that question to the court, so that if the court should be 

of opinion that the claim did not attach to the land now sought, 

they would find nothing in the bill to embarrass them in so do- 

ing. Very likely, as I said, the honorable Senator from Colo- 
o has answered 3 but { was not present. 

Mr. TELLER. I will come to that point. I do not think 
there is anything in the bill that will embarrass the court in 
dealing with that question, but I wish to say to the Senator 
from 3 that there is no claim made for any other 
un 


gro 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
since I have put the question to the Senator from Colorado, has 


one way or the other, because t 


handed me 28 California Reports, 1865; and here is a passage 
which I will read. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the case? 

Mr. HOAR. It is the case of MeGarrahan vs. Maxwell. 
contains this language: 

The plaintiff applied to the surveyor-general for the survey of the rancho 
r to the decree of confirmation entered by the United States district 
court, and the surveyor-general instructed his deputy to survey the rancho 
according to that decrees, and hs approved the survey as made in accordance 
with the decree. In the petition tae land is described as a “certain tract of 
land called Panoche Grande of the extent ot 4 square leagues (now lying and 
being in the — Gir San Joaquin), bounded as follows; On the south by 
the lands of Fran O Aryas,on the north by the lands of Julien Urzua and 
the low hills, and to the east by the barren hills. as explained by the maps 
hereto annexed.“ And in the decrees the land is described as the tract of 
land situate in the county of Fresno, State of California, known by the name 
of Panoche Grande, bounded northerly by the lands of one Julfen Urzua, 
southerly by the hills. easterly by the valley of the Tulare, and westerly b 
the lands of Don Francisco Aryas, containing 4 square leagues of land nk 
no more; and for a more particular doscription of which said land reference 
is hereby made to the maps and surveys in the transcript in this case.” It 
is apparent that the two descriptions ure essentially different. The survey 
was not applied for nor made nor approved as the survey of the plaintiff's 
claim or ut ot land, but.as the survey of land as finally confirmed by the 
decree of confirmation; and hence it was not admissible in evidence as an 
oficial survey of the plaintiff's claim. or grant of land. 


I do not know what bearing that has on the question, but the 
Senator from Vermont Geller my attention to it. 
Mr. TELLER. Lean not say about the misdescriptions in the 
rant. The grant is one of boundaries fixed wit which the 
imited amount of land is to be taken. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me one 
moment—— 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. i 

Mr. HOAR. The questionis not whether there is a misde- 
scriptionof the land in the grant. The only question is whether 
the Senator is sure he has the bill in such shape that there is 
nothing in it which prevents the court from going fully into the 
merits of that matter. That is all. 

Mr. TELLER. The petition was made for this ground. The 
decree was entered for this ground, and in 1858 Gen. Beale, who 
was then the surveyor-general of California, fixed the boundaries 
of course.of this piece of ground. It was a grant within fixed 
boundaries. At that time the value of the grant was inconsid- 
erable. It was practically worth nothing, and had the claim- 
ant, I suppose, known of its immense value he would have ha? 
a t before any squatters got on it. If a grant was made it 
was made for the ground within the survey, for with the survej 
the grant was complete as to location. 

Mr. DOLPH. Right in this connection will the Senator ba 
kind enough to yield to me again? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I see on page 5, beginning in line 14, it is pro- 
vided that if the court u grant that has been transferred 
to McGarrahan instead of rendering judgment for the lands 
within the boundaries of the grant, the judgment is to be for 
the land within the boundaries of the expediente. I suppose 
the Srpodicnis to be the application fora grant. The provision 
in the bill is that the court shall render a judgment for the land 
within the boundaries described in the application and not in 
the grant. Has the Senator any objection to striking out as 
set forth in said expediente,“ and inserting “the boundaries as 
described in the grant?” 

Mr. TELLER. I think it would be safer to leave it as it is; 
but I will look into that if the Senator will let me go on. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is very strange, it seems to me, for the court 
to render judgment on the land applied for and not the land 


anted. 

ee: TELLER. Tho boundaries in the expediente and in the 
grant are the same. I donot care to occupy the attention of the 

enate with any matters that are not absolutely important to this 
controversy. As I was saying, when this survey was made —it 
was made by Gen. Beale—I suppose it may have drifted a little 
twas the condition of all those 
grants, but the survey located the land with the grant, but when 
the survey was made it was a be as segregated from the 
publicland. The survey established the bo of the grant, 
and from that time no entries could be made wi the sur 
or located grant, although the grant was not fully confirmed. 
Whenever the survey had been made and established by the 
surveyor-general andapproved by the Interior Department, then 
it was by virtue of that survey withdrawn from occupation. 
That is what I wish to have understood. So the boundaries of 
this grant have been known now since 1858, when the — 
was approved, and in all the controversy, if the Senators w. 
take the Fer Fr to look, when the question was raised as to who 
was entitled to the minerals, when the New Idria Company was 
pouring out a vast amount of valuable minerals from it that the 
claimant was „ they universally admitted that they 
were within the survey. 


It 


1894. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Has the Interior Department recognized the 
boundaries fixed by that survey from that time up to the pres- 
ent? , 

Mr. TELLER. It has, unquestionably. The survey was ap- 
proved; there is no questionabout it. Itisentered upon the rec- 
ords of the Land Oñice, and it is there recognized as if a patent 
had been issued. I mean, so far as the boundaries are concerned, 
and that was the land the claimantclaimed was granted to Gomez 
by his grant. 

Mr. President, I wish for a moment to get back to section 2. In 
addition to what has been read is a provision that the court may 
inquire into the issue of a patent. at the time Mr. McGarra- 
han had known the fact, which I do not know that anybody will 
deny, that President Lincoln had signed the patent, and had 

me to the Land Office and asked for it, ho would have got it. 

‘hat would have ended all controversy, and the case would have 
been forever settled. Whether President Lincoln did sign a 
patent or not has been a disputed question. Therecan be 
no question of the fact. Mr. Caleb Smith left on record the fact 
that the patent was to issue; that the case had reached a point 
where it was determined that McGarrahan was entitled to the 

tent. The order was made, and it is in writing on the record. 
Mr. John P. Ushur, afterwards Secretary of the Interior, testi- 
fied before a committee of the House that the patent did issue. 
Mr. Beard, a clerk in the office, testified that it was understood 
the patent had issued. Mr. Stoddard, who was the clerk who 
signed the patent, testified that he did sosign. The Supreme 
Court, in the only case where the patent was ever brought into 
controversy, admitted that the patent had been signed by the 
President of the United States, but declared it had not been 
countersigned by Mr. Stoddard, and therefore because it lacked 
that it was not an effective and valid patent. 

When the court passed upon this t, in the case the Sen- 
ator referred to, in which he said court had decided that 
the patent was not valid, let us see upon what ground it did de- 
cide it. Here is the conclusion the court arrived at: 


countersigned by the recorder, it is not sufficient to prove title in the party 
under whom McGarrahan claims. This mnnecessary to co 
the other questions which have been argued; and the judgment is affirmed. 


Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator if Stoddard’s 
testimony was before the court in that case. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not say whether it was or not. It was 
before the committee. I have the testimony here. I do not 
know whether it was before the court. I have not that testi- 
mony, and I can not say. At all events Mr. Stoddard signed as 
secretary and did not countersign as recorder. That is what 
the countersigning means. The court said he must havesigned 
in two capacities. He must say I am secretary to the President 
to sign patents, or to prove the President's signature if the 
President did sign it to witness it, and then he must sign as re- 
corder also. 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend is mistaken in that respect. The 
recorder of the Land Office countersigned, and not the private 
secretary to the President. 

Mr. TELLER. Whoever it was, it was not countersigned by 
the recorder. Thatis the point they make. Stoddard was the 

rivate secretary and not the recorder. So everything has been 
one, unless it was a mere formal transaction, and if that had. 
been a mere nothing, then of course the title would have been 
rfect and complete. Now, we say that that is to be gone into 
by the courts, because we contend, and it has always been con- 
tended by McGarrahan, that the patent was also approved by 
the recorder and entered upon the records of the Department. 

Mr. President, if any Senator had the curiosity to go and ex- 
amine this matter I think he would be willing to admit that the 
contention of the claimant that the record been tampered 
with isa true claim. There is not any doubt whatever about 
that in my judgment. It is not worth while years afterwards to 
go into an examination of how these things were done. The 
testimony shows that there is a difference in two sheets of that 
patent, a difference in the texture of the material which ought 
not to have existed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado if he, while Secretary of the Interior, looked into 
that matter and found it to be as he states it now? 

Mr. TELLER. As Secretary of the Interior it became my 
duty to pass upon this question with reference to the issuing cf 
a patent to a claimant inside of this survey. I went into it asa 
great many other men have gone into it, with the belief that it 
was one of these old trumped-up claims. I found it was not in 
my province to grant relief to this claimant. I have never had 
since such ex: tion a doubt about the justice of his claim. 
I have never had a doubt that there is a chapter connected with 
it the most disgraceful in the history of this or any other coun- 
try. I do not for the credit of my country and its administra- 


tion care about developing it and bringing it out. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] yesterday touched upon it, and 
gave enough to the Senate when he said that thirty-five men 
who had held public officesand had contested this claim in their 
capacities as public officers, turned upas the paid officials of the 
New Idria Mining Company in its contest against this patent 
and thisclaim. Nothing will be gained by going into that mat- 
ter and discussing it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that settled beyond controversy? 

Mr. TELLER. In my judgment it is. The question is whether 
there is around this case enough to make the a of the 
United States believe, as thousands of them do believe, that the 


Government of the United States has used its great power and ~ 


its great influence to give to a great corporation that which be- 
longs to an humble citizen of the United States. That is what 
I believe, Mr. President. All we ask now is that after a lapse 
of forty years that the evidence Mr. MeGarrahan has accumu- 
lated from time to time at the expense of his own fortune and 
his health and his life shall be accepted by the court, with such 
weight and such valus as an intelligent court would give to it, 
to be reviewed ultimately by the highest judicial tribunal in this 
country. Thatisall. Heretofore we provided for a judgment, 
In my judgment that is what we ought to have done now. I 
think that when thecourt says there is aclaim, the court should 
render against the Government of the United States a judg- 
ment, and that it should be paid. Senators object to that, and 
we have omitted it from the pending bill, and we have left it so 
that there is no obligation on the tof the Government to 
pay a cent, although the fact shall be established beyond ques- 


tion according to claim of the claimant. z 
The President of the United States veteed the bill d in 
the last Congress for the relief of Mr. McGarrahan. e have 


removed from the bill every objection that he mentioned in his 
veto message. We have guarded the bill in such a way that no 
harm can come to the Government of the United States. We 
provide that the Attorney-General shall look after the claim; 
we provide, also, that counsel may be employed in addition to 
look after the claim and to see that no hurt comes to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 
Mr. President, it seems to me we ought to be willing when the 
interest of the Government of the United States is called into 
uestion to trust our own tribunal, to trust our own Attorney- 
neral, to trust our own agencies that we provide for the set- 
tling of claims between individuals. Nobody doubts our power. 
Mr. President, I am tempted before I quits to read what was 
said by a distinguished member of this when a claim of 
like character was before the Senate. I reat it because in my 
judgment it expresses exactly what ought to be the position of 
the Government of the United States upon such questions. I 
read from the s h from the Senator then representing in 
part the State of Florida, Mr. Jones. I adept what I am about 
to read because it is better than I could sayit. It was a case 
that was before the Senate coming from the Committee on Claims 
ey ae the Warren-Mitcheli claim. The Senator from Florida 


Mr. President, I am not unmindful of the character of the tribunal that I 
am addressing to-day. Iam not here before a court which strains itself on 
tiptoe to measure the phraseology of a sentence in a Statute. I am here be- 


forea ting the sovereignty and the power of a le. 
Tam here before a body that has au „EC 
ests of justice or humanity demand it. Iam not m to tho 


This question has been argued as though it was a question of law pre- 
sented to a court of limited jurisdiction. bound down and tied down by the 
narrow and technical rules of jurisprudence. We are in no such body, sir; 

to my much esteemed friend from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 


and this I would sa 
GAS] is not, in my it, the kind of a case in which it can be said that 
him to 


the £ upreme Court has made the law on the subject, as I 
assert. 


Mr. President, that is the characterof this tribunal. Weare 
here with ample power to do justice. We must do it in accord- 
ance with established rules of law, because there is no other 
method that we may be sure and certain will bring out truth. 
So we come here and say now, without reference to the lapse of 
time, without reference to what may have been done, we sub- 
mit this question to our tribunals to sift it and determine and 
report to us what are the facts in this case. That is all this bill 
does. 

If the Senate of the United States or if Congress is afraid 
thus to trust the tribunals of its own creation, in my judgment, 
there would hardly be much respect entertained for the court. 

Mr. President, I promised the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] that I would offer an amendment, which I will now 
offer. Lask that it may be adopted, as it is but an enlargement 
of the words that are at present in the bill. In section 3, after 
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the word ‘‘land,” in line 33, he asked me to move to insert the 
following: 7 

Are possessed and claimed under laws of the United States, or. 

Now let the Secretary read the clause as it would read if 


amended. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3,line 33, after the word land,“ 
insert: 

Are possessed and claimed under laws of the United States, or. 

So as to read: 


To forthwith ascertain in such manner as may seem to him the most cer- 
tain and expeditious what tracts of land are possessed and claimed under 
laws of the United States, or have been conveyed or disposed of by the Gov- 
ernment to other persons, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. That is for the purpose of protecting the 
rightsof any squatter that may bə upon any of this land, because, 
under the provisions of fhe bill, if the court should find that the 
grant was a valid grant, that Mr. McGarrahan is the legal suc- 
cesser in interest of Gomez, then the court will enter a decree, 
and so far it becomes final as to the land. The desire is to ex- 
cept from it everything that has been occupied, or shall be oc- 
cupied, up to the time the judgment shall be rendered. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
amendment proposed yesterday by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Colorado be adopted now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I want to say one word as to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. It cuts out the real equity 
of the bill. Itrequires of this claimant proof that will be im- 
possible for him to procure. It requires him to produce the 
evidence of men long since dead, or if not dead, long since de- 

arted from the regions where he formerly found them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I hardly think there is a 
quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: ; ‘ 


Allen, Davis, Kyle, 
. Faulkner, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, È, Martin, Smi 
Brice, ge, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Call, ray, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Murphy, ller, 
Cockrell, n asco, Turpie, 
Coke. Hawley, Platt, Vilas, 
Cullom, Hoar, Power, Washburn, 
1. Hunton, Pugh, Wilson. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
BATE] is absent under the order of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 3 by strik- 
ing out after the word ‘‘expediente,” in liue 14, down to the 
proviso beginning in line 22, in the following words: 

And that the 3 made by the United States surveyor- general for the 
State of California and approved by said surveyor-general on the lith day 
of September, 1862, which survey was e by the Secretary of the In- 


terior December 29, 1862, and is now on in the General Land Office, shall 
be considered as forming part of the lands embraced within said bounda- 
ries. 


The amendment was-rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 3 
after the word “forthwith,” in line 32, and insert: 

Cause a survey to be made of the tract of land aforesaid, under and in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act entitled An act to expedite the 
settlement of titles to lands in the State of California."’ approved July 1, 1864, 
and upon the return and approval of such survey by him it shall be his duty 
to ascer in such manner as may seem the most certain and ex tious, 
what tracts of land, if any, within the boundaries so ascertained have been 
conveyed and dis of by the Government to other persons than the said 
William McGarrahan, and for the residus of said land embraced within said 
1 shall issue tothe said William McGarrahan, as hereinbefore pro- 


Mr. MORRILL. I shall not call for the yeas and nays, but ask 
for a division. I want to see whether the United States is to 
haveany chance at all, andif there are any friendsof the United 
States here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. VILAS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Lam paired 
with the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. If he were 
present I am informed that he would vote ‘‘nay,” I should vote 


ea. 

Nr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). On this bill I 
am paired with thesenior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], 
who, if present, would vote nay on the pendingamendment. T 
should vote “yea” if at liberty to vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. I 
should vote ‘‘ nay ” if he were present. 

Mr. McCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present I should vote nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Notknow- 
ing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

r. MORRILL (when his name was called). On the bill and 
amendment I am d with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘tyea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am paired with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL]. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. During the present week I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. If he were 
present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN, I am paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the consent of the senior Senator from 
Tennessee pe: HARRIS] I transfer my pair with his colleague 
[Mr. BATE] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is perfectly agreeable to me to make the 
transfer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. [inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

z Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I feel at liberty to vote. I vote 
‘nay. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the senior Senator from Iowa Mr. ALLISON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know how he would vote on this 


question. I am paired with him and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—7 
Caffery, Frye, Pasco, Vilas, 
Dolph, Hile, Stewart, 
NAYS—36. 
Allen, George, Manderson, Roach, 
Berry, Gibson, Marti Shoup, 
Brice, Gor 5 Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Cail, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Chandler, H organ. Stockbridge, 
Coke, Hawley, Murphy, Teller, 
Cullom, Hunton, Platt, Turpte, 
Davis, Kyle, Power, Washburn, 
Dubois, u, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—41. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Lindsay, uay, 
Allison, Faulkner, McLaurin, ansom, 
Bate, Gallinger, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McPherson, Vance, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills. Lest. 
Butler, ig Morrill, Voorhees, 
Camden. Hill, Palmer, White, 
Cameron, Hoar, Peffer, Wolcott. 
Carey, rby, Perkins, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Daniel Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon the 
amendment 1 by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
tion 4: 

Bat nothing herein contained shall be construed as acknowledging any 
liability on the part of the United States to pay for the land, substances, 
ee ae referred to in this section or as assuming any obligation in 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Colorado why this provision should be put into the bill unless 
it is to lay a valid claim for the claimant hereafter to come to 
Congress with another claim against the United States? 


It is proposed to add at the end of sec- 


Mr. GEORGE. Iwill answer the question 283 by the 
Senator from Vermont in this way: I desire remove any 
shade of a doubt about the meaning of the bill. I believe that 
the bill means the same thing without the amendment as with 
it, but to remove all doubt on the subject, on consultation with 
some friends I offered the amendment for that purpose, so that, 
when the report came from the court, if it ever did, fixing the 
value of the land and the materials and the minerals, it could 
not be argued that we had by implication foreclosed the free 
deliberation of the Senate upon that subject, and when that 
question shall come, if it ever does, the Senate may be entirely 
free to acknowledge the liability or to refuse its acknowledg- 


ment. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is the present status of the bill. 
As faras I am concerned I do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read ag in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 
4, on page 6: 

But povn teran contained shall be construed as acknowledging any 
liability on the part of the United States to pay for the land. substances, 
l referred to in this section, or as assuming any obligation in 

Mr.MORRILL. Here it is proposed to subject the New Idria 
Mining Company to an examination. It seems to me that there 
is no machinery provided . the examination can be made, 
and if it is to ba made, it is to be made to furnish a claim that 
may amount to $5,000,000 when it is in fact based upon a specula- 
tive claim. Instead of being established, as the Senator from 
Colorado stated, in 1857 it was sold out by Gomez. One half of 
it was given to one Mr. Ord, an attorney, for his services as at- 
torney; and then the other half was sold out to McGarrahan 
for $1,100. If this provision is putin for anything at all it is 
put in as a basis for a claim hereafter to be presented that may 
amount to $5,000,000 or more. Of course nobody objects to the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to strike out in line 14. section 3, the 
words “as set forth in said expediente,” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words of said grant.” Let the Secretary state the 
amendment and then [ desire to state my reasons for offering it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in line 14, sec- 
tion 3, after the word“ boundaries” the following: 

As set forth in said expediente. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Of said grant. 

So as to read: 

And who shall cause a patent to bs issued therefor to said William Me- 


Garrahan. as the successor of the said Vicente P. Gomez, or his heirs or as- 
sps, for the land embrage within the aforesaid boundaries of said grant, 


etc. 

Mr.DOLPH. The expediente was the application of the origi- 
nal grantor, or supposed grantor,foragrant. It does not follow 
that a grant was given him according to his application. It 
might be with boundaries very much less. This isa fair sam- 
pe of the way the bill is drawn. Itisprovided that if the court 

nds that there was a valid grant and finds that the title to the 
grant has been transferred to MeGarrahan, the claimant men- 
tioned in the bill, the court shall then proceed to adjudge to 
him not the lands granted to him, not the lands within the 
boundaries of his grant, but the lands described in his applica- 
tion, his expediente. That is the reason why it is provided in 
the bill with so much care that the original expediente shall be 
admitted in evidence. Evidently the draftsman of the bill sup- 
posed without proof as to its genuineness. That was the first 
view taken by the Senator from Colorado. 

But, Mr. President, as it seems this bill is to pass, I want to 
tell the Senate what was done by the vote just taken on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. A court of Califor- 
nia was imposed upon. We heard the history of it from the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILASI. A confirmation of this 
grons was made, or an order was made, and the minutes entered. 

pursuance of that fraudulent judgment a survey was made -a 
survey according to the boundaries of the grant as confirmed in 
that fraudulent judgment. But the court ascertained it had 
been imposed upon. The court stayed the entry of judgment. 
An appeal was taken from that to the Supreme Court of the 
United Statesand there the action of the court was sustained 
and the fraudulent judgment was set aside. But the Senate has 
just said that, so far as the boundaries of this grant are con- 
cerned, that judgment shall be reinstated and made in force. 
Under a pretense of referring to the court the validity of the 
title and the lands granted by it, to ascertain what lands are 
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granted, the bill takes that question from this court and says it 
shall receive as conclusive a survey made in pursuance of the 
fraudulent grant of a district court of California, afterwards set 
aside and held to be fraudulent by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there never has been any 

uestion about the expediente and the survey — absolutely 
the same thing, no matter what the Senator from Oregon may 


say. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the expediente is not the grant. It is the 
mere application for it. 

Mr. TELLER. It is the foundation for the grant, and the _ 
grant followed it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Why not prove the grant? ' 

Mr. TELLER. We do prove the grant. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then why say that the expediente shall con- 
firm the land in the application? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Grogon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
on all anennona upon the bill with the senior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I should 
vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. Ts 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote “yea” and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 1 should vote 
t yea” if he were here. 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I willannouncs for all that my colleague [Mr. 
BATE] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. I 
do not know how either Senator would vote if present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON] voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired generally with him, and not 
knowing how he would vyote on this question, I shall not vote. 
I should vote!“ ye if he were present. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Understanding that there is lack of a 
quorum, I will vote. I vote “yea.” ; 
8 Mr. McPHERSON. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote 

‘yea.’ 
Mr. COCKRELL. As my vote will not change the result, I 


will cast it. I vote yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—11. " 
Caffery, Dolph McPherson, Stewart, 
Cockrell, 8. Pasco, Vilas, 
Cullom, McMillan, Piatt, 
NAYS—34. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Martin, Smith, 
Allen, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon 
Berry, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Brice, Harris, Morgan, ller, 
Call, Hawley, Murphy, pie, 
Coke, Hunton, Power, Washburn, 
Da Kyle, Pugh, n. 
Dubois, Lodge, Roach, 
George, Manderson, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Allison, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 

ate, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gordon, cLa Sherman, 
Butler, Gray, Mills, Vance, 
Camden, Hale, Morrill, Vest, 
Cameron, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hill, Peffer, White, 
Chandler, Hoar, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thismorning I asked the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN] to withdraw a motion that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. I made the re- 
quest because of the consent agreement. The Senator atwhose 
instance that agreement was made. desires the matter to go over. 
I therefore now move that when the Senate adjourn to-ay it be 
to meet on Monday next. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he will 
aries to see whether we can dispose of the pending bill to- 
t. N 
Tr. HARRIS. The motion that I make can be disposed of in 
half a minute. I do not propose to move to adjourn now. How- 
ever, I will withdraw the motion if the Senator prefers. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would withdraw it until 
we see whether we can get a vot: on the pending bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. If no 
other amendment be proposed as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senaté as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. VILAS. I move to amend the bill by inserting at the 
end of section 2: - 

But nothing herein shall be taken as directing that the court shall ascribe 
to any such evidence any other or further effect than in the judgment of 
the court it ought under all the circumstances to have otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he 
were present he would vote nay” and I should vote yea.” 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. WHITE]. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. My pair with the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] having been transferred to the Senator 
from Ne [Mr. Jones], I vote nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Berry, Frye, Pasco, Vilas. 
Oaffery, George, Platt, 
Coke, usy, 
Dolph, MeMilian, tewart, 
NAYS—D. 
Allen, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Call. Hawley, Morgan, Her, 
Chandler, Hunton, Murphy, ie, 
Culiom, Kyle, Power, Washburn, 
Davis, Lodge, Pugh, Wilson. 
Dubois, Manderson, Roach, 
G in, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—41, 
Aldrich, Dixon, J mes, Nev. Ransom, 
on, Faulkner, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Bate, Gallinger, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McPherson, Vance, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Butler, Hale. Morrill, Voorhees, 
Camden, Palmer. White, 
Peffer, Wolcott, 
Carey. Hoar, Perkins, 
Cockre Irby, Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VILAS. I wish to ask attention for a moment to the 
culiar language of section 3 and to an amendment that I desire 
to offer. This section reads, shortened— 

That if the court shall find there was a valid grant within the protection 
of the treaty, and McGarrahan is now the owner of it. the court shall render 
final judgment, and on reporting it to the Secre of the Interior he shall 
caus? a patent to be issued therefor to said William McGarrahan for the 
land embraced within the aforesaid boundaries as set forth in said expe- 
diente. 8 

There has certainly been a great deal of controversy as to 
where that land lay. Some very excellent men who have ex- 
amined this question have been of the opinion that the land did 
not lie within the boundaries ascribed to it, but was otherwise 
granted. So I desire to amend simply by inserting after the 
word “same,” in line 7 of section 3: 
and that the land so granted is the same as that included in the survey 
hereinafter mentioned. 


The effect of it will be simply that if the court shall find there 
was a valid grant protected by the treaty and MeGarrahan is the 
owner thereof, and that the land granted is the same as that 
surveyed, the patent shall issue. 

Mr. TELLE Lhope that the amendment will be voted down. 
The bill is carefully guarded, and I think if there are any further 
amendments to be made they might come from the friends of 
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the bill. We have taken pretty nearly everything that its ene- 
mies wanted to have pappen, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
again ni he thinks that is the legal effect of the bill as it now 
stands‘ 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that statement ought to go on record. 

Mr. TELLER. I have gone over the bill very carefully, and 
so did the committee originally, and nobody can tell what will 
be the effect of the amendments which are sprung upon us. at 
this time. They may throw the bill out of shape and render it 
inharmonious. It isutterly impossible to preserve the harmony 
of the bill if amendments are put upon it in this way which may 
destroy it. I ask Senators to let the bill go as it stands. Every 
Senator has the bill before him and can determine for himself 
how to vote upon it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], which will 

read, 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 7, after the word same,” 
it is proposed to insert: 


and that the land so granted is the same as that includedin the survey here- _ 


inafter mentioned. 


Mr. HOAR. I as not present at the meeting of the Judi- 
ciary Committee in the last Congress when this bill was consid- 
ered, and I 5 to be absent at this Congress when the bill 
was under consideration by the committee, and I have had no 
oppor to givə any attention to the language of tho bill. 

hen the bill was up for passage in the last Congress I came to 
the conclusion, on the whole, thatit was best that it should pass. 
There have been, it is true, three or four, or perhapsmore, judi- 
cial decisions on this grant against McGarrahan. Mostof the 
gentlemen who have investigated it think that those decisions 
were obtained, perhups not by misrepresentation or by wrong, 
but at any rate under circumstances which make it pro r, in 
the exercise of its discretion, that the Government of the United 
States, in dealing justly witha citizen, should give him an oppor- 
tunity to have the matter heard a before the court. 

While there have been three or four judicial decisions against 
the claimant, there have been some fifteen orseventeen—I forget 
the exact number—of reports of committees in one or the other 
House of Congress in his favor. I think it would be going a 
great way to 5 to the gentlemen who made those reports 
and to the two Houses of Congress who have supported them in- 
difference to justice or willingness to aid or weakness in being 
influenced by fraud. I think, therefore, it is reasonable that 
there should be an opportunity for the courts to reconsider this 
matter. If it be true, as one court has said, that the lost patent 
was founded upon a claim which describes one piece of land, and 
that Mr. McGarrahan, or those claiming under him, now seek a 
piece of land 20 miles off, it will be a gross outrage on all justice 
and decency, under the guise of giving him a new trial, to tie 
up the court in that respect. I have not been able to study this 
bill enough to satisfy myself whether that question is open to 
the court or not; but if the Senator from Colorado[Mr. TELLER], 
who has not only studied, but, I suppose, has drawn the bill, at 
any rate has given direction to the draft of it, asserts that the 
bill in his judgment is clear in that respect,as I understand him 
to do, and that he does not want an amendment put in which 
may perhaps have more meaning than he can self under- 
stand, I have no doubt that that assertion will be a part of the 
contemporaneous history of the bill, and that the courts will so 
construe it, and they will not say they are tied up. 

I rose, therefore, mainly for the sake of obtaining an assur- 
ance from the Senator, and to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that that understanding is here as a part of the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ascertain if we understand that 
correctly. Does the Senator from Colorado agree that the 
proper interpretation of this bill as it is written is, that if the 
court should find there was a grant they are to inquire what 
was the land granted, and that the patent shall go for such land 
as they find to have been granted? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think it is possible for any other in- 
terpretation to be put upon the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. I think when the court determines the grant 
they have got to practically locate the grant; that is, they have 
to say, You have a grant for what?” For a piece of land.” 
Where?“ What I complain of is that the bill is harmonious 
upon that theory, and it would be thrown out of joint by the 

re of the amendments which are being offered. 

VILAS. If that is the interpretation which this bill is to 


have, and the friends of the bill now so understand it, I shall 
8 the leave of the Senate, the amendment which 
ro 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
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from Wisconsin being withdrawn, the bill is in the Senate and 
open to amendment. E 

Tha bill was ordered to bə engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FELLER. Had there been a call of the yeas and nayson 
the passage of the bill, I should have announced the pair of the 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], who is absent, with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], who is also absent. The 
Senater from California would have voted against the bill, and 
the Senator from Wyoming would haye voted in favor of its 
passage. Lagreed to announce the pair. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


Mr. KYLE. I wish to say that we have adjusted our dificul- 
ties in regard to the bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Red- 
stone, and I therefore ask that the bill be now considered, as it 
is ready for 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an amendment pending to the 
pill to strike out “$2,800” and insert “$1,300.” It is agreed that 
that amendment shall be adopted, and then I hope the bill will 
be passed. 

r. KYLE. Lagree to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, before the word thousand,” it 
is proposed to strike out “ two” and insert ‘* one;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized to pay, out of any money in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1.800 to Albert E. Redstone, of ‘Tulare 
County, ., tor loss sustained by the incorporation of his ae 
claim within the limits of the Sequoia Park Reservation, Tulare County, Cal. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to further amend in line 4, after the 
word authorized,“ by inserting and directed,“ so that the 
Secretary of the Treasury will be authorized and directed“ to 
pay the mong ; 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Dakota, 

The amendment was d to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. CAMDEN. I am instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] on the 22d instant, to report it favorably and 
without amendment. As it is important that the resolution 
icc be promptly passed, I ask for its immediate considera- 

on. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, or 
any subcommittee thereof appointed by its chairman, is hereby instructed 
to Inquire into tho A izes condition of the five civilized tribes of Indians, 
and of the white citizens dwelling among them, and the legislation required 
and appropriate tomeet the needs and welfare of such Indians: and for that 
purpose to visit Indian Territory, to take testimony, have power to send for 

sons and papers, and examine witnesses under oath; and shall report 

eresultof such inquiry, with recommendations for legislation; the actual 

expenses of such to be paid on approval of the chairman out of the 
contingent fund of the te. 

Mr. HARRIS. I epon that the resolution ought to author- 
ize the administration of oaths by the chairman or some member 
of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to change the language of the resolu- 
tion after the words“ to send for persons and papers,” by insert- 
meme words “to administer oaths.” 

r. HARRIS. That will cover the point of my suggestion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say that unless I am very much 
mistaken that is provided for in the general statutes. That is 
the reason of the form of resolutions in these cases which has 
been lately adopted by which any subcommittee appointed by a 
committee becomes itself a committee of the Senate for that 
Tepo but there is no harm in adopting the amendment. 

r. HARRIS. DoT understand Senator from Massachu- 
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setts to state that there is a general statute authorizing com- 
mittees and subcommittees to administer oaths? 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the point I suggest, that that author- 
ity ought to be given the committee. : 

Mr. HOAR. There is a general statute, if I mistake not, 
authorizing the chairman of committees of either House of Con- 
gress to administer oaths. We established some years ago—I 
taink I drew and introduced the first resolution which furnishes 
the form—a form of resolution in such cases, saying that a com- 
mittee or any subcommittee of their number may examine wit- 
nesses. The effect of that form of resolution is to make a sub- 
committee a committee of the Senate, so that its chairman may 
administer oaths under the general law. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas not aware of the existence of the statute 
to which the Senator refers, 

Mr. HOAR. There is such a statute, and as it would be well 
for Senators to understand it, I ask that section 101 of the Re- 
vised Statutes be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: . 

SEC: 101. The President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or achairman of a Committee of the Whole, or ot any committee 
of either House of Congress, is empowered to ad oaths to witnesses 
in any case under their examination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. P 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Coatingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. JONES of Arkansas, on the 20th 
instant, reported it withoutamendment, and the resolution was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


eee That the 8 on 3 3 or any 3 
thereof, have power to employ a stenographer to report hearings in connec- 
tion with Senate bill Ise “to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make appropriation for carrying the same into effect;” the compensation 
ot said stenographer to be out of the contingent fund of Senate 
upon vouchers properly approved by the chairman of said 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask that Senate bill 1545 be laid be- 
fore the Senate as the unfinished business in accordance with 
the agreement entered into on the 22d instant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistle or Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tragus. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I call the attention of the Senator from 
Tennessee to the fact that by the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate this bill becomes the unfinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there be a unanimous-consent agreement I 
do not object to carrying it out, but I was not aware of any such 
agreement. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was on the 22d of March a unani- 
mous agreement that the bill referred to by the Senator from 
North Dakota should become the unfinished business at the con- 
clusion of the MeGarrahan bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of that, and I withdraw the 
objection. Let the bill become the unfinished business. 

Mr. TURPIE. What effect will this have upon the special 
order made for Monday next, if any? There was a previous 
special order made for the consideration of the ty bill on 
Monday next, if I am correct. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think there was no special order, 
There was simply a notice given by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance that on that day he would move the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill, but there was no unanimous consent 
that it be made a special order. 

Mr. TURPIE. I understand that there was unanimous con- 
sent that it be made a special order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH and Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ am afraid my friend from Indiana is mis- 
taken. I said the other day that there was an agreement of the 
Committee on Finance that the tariff bill should be taken up on 
next Monday, but I am not aware of any unanimous consent of 
the Senate in respect to the taking of it up. I give notice now, 
however, that if the bill referred to by the Senator from North 
Dakota or any other bill becomes the unfinished business, a ma- 
jority of the Senate will determine whether it shall remain as 
the unfinished business for Monday or during Monday. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course. 

Mr. TURPIE. That is all very well, but what effect will the 
taking up of the bill referred to by the Senator from North Da- 
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kota and making it the unfinished business have upon the status 
of the tariff bill, which I think was made the special order for 
Monday next? i 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to hear again stated the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I made no request. I was simply cor- 
recting a misapprehension. The unfinished business, by the ac- 
tion of the Senate. is the bill referred to by the Senator from North 
Dakota, it so appearing by the Calendar. As to the tariff bill, 
there was a statement made by the Senator from Tennessee that 
his understanding was that the Committee on Finance had 
agreed that the billshould be taken up on the 2d of April; but 
as to that bill there ia no special order and no unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. But the unfinished business can be displaced at 
any moment. 

Mr. xANDERSON. Of course it can, by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I inquire how the bill to which reference 
is made became the unfinished business, and when it was made? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was made by unanimous consent of 
the Senate on the 22d instant. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there was a unanimous agreement it 
can be made the unfinished business, but it can not be so made 
unless by a unanimous ement. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is what I stated to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdrew my objection because several 
Senators stated to me that there was a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. So there was. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no doubt about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let the unfinished business be stated, 
and then we shall dispose of it on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistle or Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tragus. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. - I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 
2, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 29, 1894. 
MEMBERS OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 
Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers; Lieut. Col. Wil- 
liam H. H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engineers; Maj. William H. 


Heuer, Corps of Engineers, members of the California Débris 
Commission, to date from November 4, 1893. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 


J. W. Adams, of Nevada, to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada, to succeed 
Theodore R. Hofer, removed. 


MELTER AND REFINER. 


Hirsch Harris, of Nevada, to be melterand refiner at the mint 
of the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada, to suc- 
ceed E. B. Zabriske, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Daniel G. Brent, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, to succeed John 
R. Mizell, removed. 

J. L. Cottrell, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of St. Marks, in the State of Florida, to succeed J. H. 
Pinkerton, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

George H. Houck, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Genesee, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Henry Hebing, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

W. A. Fitch, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas, to succeed Francis A. 
Vaughan, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Clay C. MacDonald, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for 
the bere of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, to succeed James 
Limbird, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 
J. N. Harris, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed Emer- 
son Etheridge, resigned. 
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PENSION AGENTS. 


of Lynn, Mass., to be pension agent at 
illiam H. Osborne, whose term of office 


Henry B. Loverin 
Boston, Mass., vice 
will expire May 27, 1894. 

Thomas Cogswell, of Gilmanton, N. H., to be pension agent at 
Concord, N. H., vice Thomas P. Cheney, whose term of office 
will expire June 24, 1894, 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Tering H. Mulholland, of Independence, Cal., to be register of 
Sio lend omas at Independence, Cal., vice Christian W. Craig, 
resigned. 
Edward H. French, of Casper, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Douglas, Wyo., vice John E. Evans, to be removed. 
Willard C. Hall, of Sundance, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Sundance, Wyo., vice Joseph L. Stotts, to be removed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Thomas A. Dunn, of Sundance, Wyo., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Sundance, Wyo., vice Alpheus P. Hanson, to be 
removed. 

Edward W. Madison, of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Douglas, Wyo., vice Merris C. Barrow, to be 


removed. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. Alfred M. Hunter, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, March 22, 1894, vice Runcie, First Artillery, retired 
from active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Herman Herzberg, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county 
of Etowah and State of Alabama, in the place of Walter D. 
Standifer, removed. 

Septimus D. Rice, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Alabama, in the place of Felix G. 
Lambeth, whose commission expired December 19, 1894. 

Benjamin C. Black, to be postmaster at Searcy, in the count; 
of White and State of Arkansas, in the place of Robert J. 
Rogers, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. 

E. B. Daingerfield, to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, in the 
county of Monterey and State of California, in the place of Rob- 
ert G. Mitchell, removed. 

W. T. Duncan, to be postmaster at Salinas, in the county of 
Monterey and State of ifornia, in the place of John G. Joy, 
whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Frank G. Letters, to be postmaster at Putnam, in the count 
of Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of Patric 
O'Leary, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

John L. Thompson, to be tmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of John W. 
Messick, removed. 

Charles H. Leggett, to be postmaster at Fernandina, in the 
county of Nassau and State of Florida, in the place of Oliver S. 
Oakes, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

Jerry Donahue, to be tmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Macon and State of Illinois, in the place of John T. Hubbard, 


removed. 

Amasa Clark, to be postmaster at Far: ton, in the count, 
of Fulton and State of Illinois, in the place of George Woodruff, 
whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

John H. Engel, to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in the 
county of Lee and State of Illinois, in the place of Franklin F. 
Dysart, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. z 

John R. Johnson, to be postmasterat Sterling, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas Diller, 
removed. 

Clyde M. Snow, to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois, in the place of William H. Norton, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George P. Walker, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward P. 
Becker, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Irvin H. Wangelin, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Illinois, in the place of James 
A. Willoughby. whose commission expired February 20, 1894. 

Robert E. Whitlock, to be postmaster at Roodhouse, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in place of William C. 
Roodhouse, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Daniel Drischel, to be postmaster at Cambridge City, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana, in the place of Mrs. Har- 
riet Kiess, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Joseph A. Hixson, to be postmaster at Fowler, in the county 
of Benton and State of Indiana, in the place of Thomas L. Mer- 
rick, whose commission expirod January 8, 1894. 
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George F. Ritze, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the county 
ol Fran and State of Indiana, in the place of Robert J. Cain, 
whose commission expires April 12, 1894. 

Oscar Williamson, to be postmaster at Vevay, in the county 
of Switzerland and State of Indiana, in the place of Alfred Shaw, 
whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

George C. Pearce, to be tmaster at Shenandoah, in the 
county of Page and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas N. 
Pace, whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

Thomas A. McCleary, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in 
the county of Barber and State of Kansas, in the pluce of Luther 
M. Axline, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

W. W. Smith, to be postmaster at Coiby, in the county of 
Thomas and State of Kansas, in the place of Daniel Bradbury, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Alfred B. Urick, to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas, in the place of William 
March, whose commission expired Jan 9, 1894. 

Melville M. Folsom, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the 
county of Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Charles 
W. Bosworth, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

F. E. Gillchrest, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Knox and State of Maine, in the place of Thomas S. Singer, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

Patrich H. Leighton, to be postmaster at Hallowell, in the 
county of Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Denny 
K. Jewell, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Ai J. Rowe, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Ox- 
ford and State of Maine, in the place of Lucius I. Bartlett, whose 
commission expired February 14, 1894. 

John H. Twombly, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of John C. 
Blake, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

B. H. Blackston, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland, in place of Harry C. Keefer, 
whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

Edward L. Smith, to be postmaster at Towanda, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John J. 
Spaulding, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 29, 1894. 


The House met atl2o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
Thei ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
TRANSPORTATION CLAIMS—PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claimsin favor 
of the Southern Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad companies 
and leased lines for transportation, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

HOUSE BILL 6167. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Treasurer of the United States in regard to 
House bill 6167; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

NEW MACHINERY, TREASURY BINDERY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the i 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- | 


Assistant Secretary 
~ cation from the chief of the division of stationery of the Treasury 
Department, in relation to procuring new machinery for the 
Treasury bindery; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

FINDINGS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of findings 
of the Court of Claims in the following cases, namely: Alpheus 
Meuillon, administrator, rs. The United States, and M. C. Vin- 
ton, administrator, vs The United States; which were severally 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

IMPROVED METHODS OF ACCOUNTING, TREASURY DEPART- 
* MENT. 


Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6478) to improve the methods of accounting in the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, and for other purposes; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the joint commission appointed 
to investigate the Executive Departments of the Government, 
etc., and ordered to be printed. 


XXVI— 209 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, RED WING, MINN. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6110) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at Red Wing, Minn. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the city of Red Wing, in the State of Minnesota, a 
municipal corporation existing under the laws of the State of Minnesota, is 
hereby authorized and empowered to erect, establish, and main or 
authorize the erection, establishment, and maintenance of a foot and wagon 
bridge across the Mississippi River at a point suitable to the interests of 
navigation, from a point near Bluff street, in the city of Red Wing, State of 
Minnesota, so as to connect with the opposite shore of said river in the State 
of Wisconsin; that said bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation 
of said river beyond what is necessary in order to carry into effect the rights 
and privileges hereby ted, and in case of any litigation arising from any 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, the 
cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United States in and for 
any district in which any portion of said bridge or obstruction touches. 
Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the 3 of wagons and 
vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot passengers, for 
such reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed by the said city of Red Wing 
irom time to time and approved by the Secretary of War. 

SEC. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be con- 
structed asa high beeen with a channel span giving a clear width of water 
way of not less than 380 feet and a clear headroom of not less than 55 feet 
above high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, and the clear 
headroom under other than channel spans may be reduced to 10 feet above 
high-water mark; and the pliers of said bridge shall be parallel with the 
current of the river. 

Src. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its 
provisions and conditions shall be a lawful structure, over which may be 
transmitted the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the United States 
free of charge; and the United States shall have the right of way for postal 
telegraph ecko across said bridge. 

Sec. 4. That the strncture herein authorized shall be built and yy 
on o 


Tfullandsatisfacto 8 thesubject; anduntilthe 
location of the bri are decided 

not as piles 

menced or b 


ht gı 
of sunset to 1 such lights as may be prescribed by the the Light-House 


expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, as Co: SS may 

so as Co preserve the free and convenient navigation of said river; and the 

authority to erect and continue said proge shall be subject to revocation 

any modification by law when the public good shall, in the ju ent of 

9 rig one without any expense or charge to the United States. 
SEC. 5. 


bridges, and shall furnish such other information as s 
e right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
| pressly reserved. 


Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within four years from the date thereof. 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Amend by striking out, in line 31 of section 4, the word any.“ and substi- 

| tuting therefor the word and.“ 

| There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 

| ment recommended by the committee agreed to, and the bill as 

| ameuded ordered to engrossed and read a third time; and 

| benp engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 

= On motion of Mr. HALL of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 

the last vote was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM B. CHAPMAN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanmious 
consent to call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 4328) 
for the relief of William B. Chapman, George W. Street, 
John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. Curtis. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is ai ype 
ized and directed to revoke so much of Special Orders numbered Head- 
quarters Department of Virginia and North Carolina, dated August bi, 1864, 
as dismi First Lieut. Wiliam B. Chapman, First Lieut. 2 W. 
Street, First Lieut. John W. Hoes, First Lieut. Emmet C. Tuthill, and Firs 
Lieut. Joseph H. Curtis, Third New York Infantry Volunteers, from the sery- 
ice of the United States, and to issue to each of these officers acertificate of 
honorable discharge as of the date of the order of dismissal: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall becoastrued to allow to any officer named therein, 
or his heirs, any orallowances to which said officer would not have been 
entitled if he had n honorably discharged on August 21, 1864. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr. SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
ew York if this is simply a 


I desire to ask the gentleman from 
restoration of these parties to the roll. 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. It is simply to take away the 
charge of dismissal. 
3 being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
e 


and read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and bees 55 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was ordered to be laid on the table. 


LOT 8, BLOCK 93, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mousconsent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6042) 
to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of Hot hi gna i by school 
directors thereof, and use of proceeds for sch iad Pegg 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will 
ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, eic., That the directors of the school district of the city of 
Hot S; „ Ark., are hereby authorized to sell and convey, at private or 
public sale. lot 8. in block 93, on Ouachita avenue, in said city, as shown by 
the survey and plat-of the United States Commissioners for Hot Springs, 
heretofore designated and set apart by the Secretary of the Interior as a site 
fora schoolhouse under act approved Juna 16, 1880. and to apply the pro- 
ceeds of such sale for the benefit of the common schools of said city. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and 3 engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


JESSE S. MORRISON. 


Mr. FLYNN and Mr. HUNTER addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] 
is recognized. The Chair must alternate in recognitions. 

Mr. FLYNN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Jesse S. Mor- 


rison. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if 
there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Boe tt enacted, etc., That a 5 — In fee simple be issued to Jesse S. Morri- 
son, his heirs and A igre ‘or the northeast quarter of the southwest quar- 
ter and lot 7, section § township 12 north, ey N 7 west, Indian meridian; 
the south halt of the southeast quarter, section 29, township 13 north, range 
7 west, Indian meridian; the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter 
and lot 8, section 8. township 12 north, range 7 west, Indian meridian: and 
the north half of the southeast quarter, section 29, township 13 north, range 
7 west, Indian meridian, Oklahoma Territory, said tent being in lieu of 
patents issued on March 6, 1892, to“ Bennmank" (or ward Morrison) and 
to “ Wo-ca-sa now-ika” (or Nellie Morrison), now deceased, the children of 
said Jesse S. Morrison and allottees under section 13 of the act entitled An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for oy year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,“ approved 


3,1 
The Committee on Public Lands recommended the following 
amendments: 


In lines 3 and 4, after the word “to,” strike out the words“ Jesse S. Mor- 
rison. his.“ and after the word heirs,"* strike out the words and assigns,” 
and insert after the word to,“ in line 3, the word the,“ and after the word 
“heirs,” the words “of Edward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, late of Okla- 


homa Territory, now deceased.” 
Also, in line 18, strike out the words the children of said Jesse S. Mor- 


rison.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it wasimpo ssible to understand 
that bill from the reading. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. FLYNN. I think the gentleman is familiar with the case. 
It is reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FLYNN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PATTERSON] will permit this to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Par- 
THRSON] demands the regular order, which is equivalent to an 
objection. ` 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was gran 
To Mr. HOLMAN, for the rest of this day, on account of sick- 


ness. 
To Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana, for two days, on account of sick- 
ness. 


To Mr. Coomss, for the rest of this day, on account of sick- 
ness. 
METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Before the regular order is called up I ask 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] yield to 


allow me to Vance a privileged report, and to have it recom- 
mitted and ted. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I will yield to the gentleman for that 


purpose. 
Mr. DINGLEY. By instructions of the joint commission to 
inquire into status of laws organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, I desire to present a 5 ike report on bill H. R. 6478 
for the purpose of having the bill and accompanying report 
printed and recommitted to the joint commission. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk. will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: y 


A bill (H. R. 6478) to improve the methods of accounting in the Department 
of the Treasury, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
asks to have this bill and report printed and recommitted to the 
joint commission, and it will be so ordered in the absence of ob- 
jection. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, who also informed the House that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On March 19, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 2627) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Franklin, alias Andrew McKee; 

An act (H. R. 1133)to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against John W. Wacker. 

On March 22, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Hannah Lyons. 

On March 24, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 4831) to amend an act entitled An act author- 
izing the construction of a high wagon bridge at or near Sioux 
City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of 
April 30, 1890, and February 7, 1893. 

On March 29, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 5530) to regulate the making of property returns 
by officers of the Government; 

An act (H.R.5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to accounts of the Treasury 
of the United States; and 

An act (H. R. 5425) for a charter for the Iowa and Nebraska 
Pontoon Bridge Company. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for the payment of salaries 
and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal revenue 
to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act of May 
5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 1919) ge Sam the Texarkana 
and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or 
near Mooringsport, La., and Cross Bayou near Shreveport, La.; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined joint resolutionsof the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York from R. T, Wilson & Co. or assigns, the 
money, amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee Nation; 
and 


Joint resolution (H.Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASE, O'NEILL VS. JOY. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the contested election 
case of O'Neill vs. Joy. The gentleman from Michigan Mr. 
Burrows] on yesterday moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the House disagreed to the first part of the substitute offered. 
by the minority of the Committee on Elections, and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moved to lay that motion on 
the table. The yeas and 85 were ordered. A vote was taken 
and no quorum appeared. The vote will now be taken upon the 
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motion to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider entered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 11, 
not voting 187; as follows: 
EAS —154 
Abbott, x, Krib Reilly, 
Alexander, Crawford, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Allen, ulberson, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, De Forest, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baldwin, nson, Lawson, Ritchie, 
ad, Dinsmore, Layton, Robbins, 
y Dockery, Lester, Robertson, La 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lynch, R x 
Black, Ga. Dunn, Magner, Baye i 
B Dunphy, CA Schermerhorn, 
Boatner, Durborew, ory, Shell, 
Breckinridge, Ark English MeGrear} Ky. 8 
ge, cCreary, Ky. pringer, 
Bretz, Ente 5 ecOulloch, 
Brickner, Epes, MecDearm: 
Brookshire, Erdman, McEttrick, Stockdale, 
Brown, Fielder, McGann, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum, ary, 2 t, 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, Me) * Straus, 
Caminet Goldzier, cRae, Talbert, S. C. 
Campbell, Gorman, Meredith, Talbott, Md. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, Meyer, 
Oapehart, Gresham, Money, Taylor, Ind. 
th, Haines, Montgomery, Terry, 
Hall, Moses, Tucker, 
Causey, Hammond, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Clancy, Hare, Neill, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Oates, Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, O'Neil, ler, 
Cobb. Ala. Henderson, N. C. Page, eadock, 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, Paschal, Wel 
Cockrell, Hines, Patters Wheeler, Ala. 
Coffeen, Holman, Paynter, Williams, 
mn, Hooker, Miss. Pearson, Williams, Miss 
Cooper, Fla. Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. Wise, 
per, Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, ‘ott, Woodard, 
Cornish, Jones, ice, 
Covert, Kilgore, Rayner, 
NAYS—I11. 
De Armond, Hall, Mo. Morgan, Sibley, 
Everett, Harter, Outhwaite, Warner. 
Griffin, McKeighan, Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—187. 
Adams. Ky. is, Hull, Ray. 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. Y. Ikirt. Reed, 
Aitken, Dalzell, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
Alderson, Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson. Pa. 
Aldrich, Davey, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Davis, oy, Russell, Ga. 
Arnold, Dingley, Kem, Scranton, 
Avery, Dolliver, Kiefer, Settle, 
Babcock, Doolittle, Lacey, Shaw, 
Baker, Kans. Draper, Lapham, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Lefever, Simpson, 
Barnes, Ellis, Oregon Linton, Sipe, 
DunO pias ee Peoia 
artlet etcher, v n. nodgrass, 
Belden, Forman, Lockwood, Somers, 
Bell, Colo. Loud, Sperry, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Loudenslager, Stephenson, 
rry, Fyan, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
Bingham, Gardner, Maddox, Stone, W. A. 
Black, III Gear, Mahon, torer, 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, ’ 

i Gillett, Mass. arshall, Swanson, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Sweet, 
Bowers, Graham, Marvin, N. Tarsney, 
Branch, Grosvenor, McCall, Tawney, 
Brattan, Grout, McCleary, Minn. ‘Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow, McDannold, homas, 

erick, Hager, McDowell, Tracey, 
Brosius, Hainer, McLaurin, Updegratt, 
Bryan, Harmer, MeNagny, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Bundy, Harris, Meikle} ma oy Van Voorhis, Ohio 

n, Hartman, Mercer, Wadsworth, 

Burnes, Haug Milliken, Walker, 
Burrows, Heard, Moon, Wanger, 
Cabaniss, Heiner, Morse, Washington, 
Caldwell, Henderson, II. Murray, Waugh, 
Cannon, III. Henderson, lowa Newlands, Wever, 
Chickering, Hepburn, Northway, Wheeler, III 
Childs, Hermann, ayne, White, 
Cockran, Hicks, Pence, Whiting, 
Cogswell, Hilborn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Compton, Ritt, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Coombs, Hooker, N. V. Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. op „III. Post. ‘Woomer, 

usins, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Crain, Houk S Wright, Pa. 
Cummings, Hulick, näall, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. STORER, 


Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MoCLEary of Minnesota. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. NoRTHWAY, 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. FoRMAN with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

For this day: 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. POWERs. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts, 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITING with-Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. WADSWORTH, on the election cases. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 154, the nays 
11; no quorum has voted, 

Mr. PATTERSON. I moveacallof the House, Mr. S 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes none. 

Mr. REED. Better have tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I demand the yeas and nays, 

Mr. REED. Why can not we vote by tellers? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; it is carried. 

Mr. O'NEIL. I renew the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The demand is renewed on this side. 

Mr. O'NEIL. I withdraw the demand. 

ae SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the demand for 
tellers. 

Mr. REED. What became of the demand for the yeas and 


nays? 

The SPEAKER. It was withdrawn. [After counting. ] Sixty- 
six gentlemen have arisen; a sufficient number, and tellers are 
ordered. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] and 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] will please take their 
places as tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 175, nays 1, not 
voting 176; as follows: 


er. 
t the 


YEAS—175. 
Abbott, Conn, Hendrix, 
Al 3 Cooper, Fla, Hines, Mutchier, 
Allen, Cooper, Ind. Holman, Neill, 
Bailey, Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Miss. Oa 
Baker, Kans. Cornish, H n. O'Neil, 
Bald Covert, Hunter, Outhwaite, 
Bankhead, Cox, Hutcheson, Page, 
Bartlett, Crawford, Jones, Paschal, 
Barwig, Culberson, Kem, Patterson, 
Bell, Colo. Davis, Kilgore, Pearson, 

UI. De Armond, Krib Pendleton, Tex. 
Black, Ga nson, Kyle, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Bland, Dingley, Lane, Pigott, 
Boatner, Dinsmore, Latimer, Price, 

Boen, ockery, Lawson, - 
3 N. C. paea; x 

anc unphy, Lester, Richards, Ohio 

Breckinridge, Ark. Durborow, Lynch, Richardson, 
retz, unds, agner, chardson, Tenn. 

Brickner, Enloe, Maguire, Ritchie, 

Brookshire, Epes, Mallory, Robbins, 

Brown, Erd Marshall, Ro 

Bryan, 88 McAleer, K 3 

Bynum, eary, cCreary, yan, 

Cadmus, issenhainer, McCulh z 

Caminetti, Goldzier, 0 orn. 

Campbell, McEttrick, Shell, 

Capehart Greska cKaig Sickiss, 

pe „ resham, 

Carath Griffin, McKeighan, Sperry, 
Causey, Hall, Minn. y S ; 
Clancy, Hall, Mo. McNagny, Ste 

Clark, Mo. Hammond, Stockdale, 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Stone, Ky. 
Cobb, Harter, Meyer, Strait, 

Cobb, Mo. Hatch, oney, Straus, 

Coc’ Hayes, ontgomery, S 

Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, Talbert, S G. 
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en, 
Beltzhoover, 


Bingham, 
Black, III. 
Blair. 


Daizell, 
Daniels, 


‘Turner, Ga. Was) 
Turner, Va. Weadock, 
Wells, 
ler, Wheeler, Ala. 
arner, 
NAYS—1. 
Brosius. 
NOT VOTING—176. 
Davey, Hulick, 
DeForest, Hull, 
Dolliver, Ikirt, 
Doolittle, Johnson, Ind. 
Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Du Johnson, Ohio 
Ellis, Ky. Joy, 
Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, 
English, Lacey, 
Everett, Lapham, 
thian, ever, 
Fletcher, Linton, 
Forman, Lisle, 
Funk, Livingston, 
Funston, Lockwood, 
Fyan, Loud, 
Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Gear, Lucas, 
Gillet, N. Y. Madox, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
ht, Marsh, 
Graham. Martin, Ind. 
Grosvenor, Marvin, N. V. 
Grout, 
Grow, McCleary, Minn. 
r. McDannold, 
Hainer, McDowell, 
Harmer, Meiklejohn, 
Harris, Mercer, 
Hartman, Milliken, 
Haugen, Moon, 
Heard. Morse, 
Heiner, Murray, 
Henderson, III. Newlands, 
Henderson, Iowa Northway, 
Hepburn, ayne, 
Hermann, Paynter, 
cks, ence, 
Hilborn, er! 
tt, Phillips, 
Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, 
opkins, ‘ost, 
Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
Houk, Quigg, 


Williams, Miss, 

Wolde ton, 
olver 

Woodard, 


Rand 
Ray, ae 


Rey burn, 


Stephenson, 
Stone, G. W. 
Stone, W. A. 


pde: * 
Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wads 


Wheeler, II. 
White. 
Wilson, ‘Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Wright, Mass. 
Wrieht Pa. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 174; the nays 1. 
The yeas have it, and a call of the House is ordered. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 
Aitken, 


Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
cpg hl 
Bingham, 

Black, III. 
Boatner, 

Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bunt, 


Cogswell, 
Compton, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cumm i 
Th 
Davey, 
Dolliver, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Fi 


Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 


McCleary, Minn. 
MeDannold, 
McDowell, 
5 


Robinson, Pa. 


Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 
will call the names of gentlemen who failed to respond on the 


first call. 
Mr. BOEN (when the name of Mr. KIEFER was called). Mr. 


Speaker, my colleague [Mr. KIEFER] was called away b; 
gram, and he desired me to obtain leave of absence ke 


two days. 


a tele- 
im for 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be excused for more 
than one day at this time, but the Chair will submit the request 


later. 


The call was completed. 


The SPEAKER. Upon this 


to their names. 


call 268 gentleman have answered 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 

all further proceedings under the 8 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PATTERSON, 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 4. 


Mr. REED. 


Lask for tellers. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Icall for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The 9 was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 0, not 


voting 193; as follows: 
YEAS—159, 
Abbott, Covert, Kyle, 
Alexander, x, —— 
ey, : timer, 
Baldwin, Culberson, Lawson, 
ankhead, a yton, 
Bartlett, De Armonå, Lester, 
5 De Forest, Lockwood, 
Bell, Colo. Denson, Magner, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Mallory, 
land, Donovan, Marshall, 
Boatner, Dunn, McAleer, 
Boen, Durborow, McCreary, 
Bower, N. C. Edm McCulloch, 
ranch, > Enloe, McDearmon, 
Breckinridge, Ark. E McEttrick, 
Bretz. Erdman, McGann, 
Brickner, Everett, McKaig, 
Brookshire, Fielder, McKeighan, 
Brown, Geary, cLaur. 
Bryan, Geissenhainer Rae. 
Burnes, Goldzier, Meredith, 
Bynum, Go Meyer, 
Cadmus, Grady, Money, 
Caminetti, Gresham, Montgomery, 
Cannon, Cal. es, Morgan, 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. Moses, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Mutehler, 
Catchings, Hammond, Neill, 
Causey, Hare, Oates, 
Clancy. Harter, O'Neill. 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, age, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N. C Paschal, 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, atterson, 
krell, Hooker, Miss, Paynter, 
Coffeen, Hunter, Pearson, 
Cooper, Ind. Ikirt. Pence. 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cornish, Kilgore, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—9. 
NOT VOTING—193. 
Adams, Ky, Davey, Hutcheson, 
Adams, Pa. 8 Johnson, Ind. 
Aitken, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Alderson, Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio 
Aldrich, Draper, oy, 
Allen, Dunphy, Kem, 
psley, Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, 
Arnold, llis, on ribbs, 
Avery, English, y. 
Ba a Fithian, Laph: 
Baker, Kans. Fletcher, Lefever, 
Baker, N. H. Forman, Linton, 
Barnes, Funk, Lisle, 
Bartholdt, Funston, Livingston, 
Belden, Fyan, Loud, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Binghi Gillet, N. Y. 5 
m. . yne: 
Black, III. Gillett, Mass. Maddox, 
Blair. G ht, Mahon, 
Boutelle, Graham, Marsh, 
Bowers, Cal. Griffin, Martin, Ind 
Brattan, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. V. 
Breckinridge, Ky Grout, McCall, 
Broderick, Grow, McCleary, Minn. 
Brosius, Hager, 0 old, 
Bundy, Hainer, McDowell, 
Bunn, Harmer, McMillin, 
Burrows, Harris, McNagny, 
Cabaniss, Hartman, Meiklejohn, 
Caldwell, Haugen, Mercer, 
Campbell Heard, Milliken, 
Cannon, III. Heiner. Moon, 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Morse. 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Murray, 
Ce Hepburn, ew 
Cogswell, Hermann, Northway, 
Compton, cks, Payne, 
Conn, Hilborn, Perkins, 
Coombs, Hines, Phillips, 
Cooper. Fla. Hitt, Pickler, 
Cooper, Wis. Holman. Post, 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Powers, 
8 Hopkins, III. 5 
Cumm o uigg. 
Curtis, Hans. Honk. Ren, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hudson, Ray, 
Dalzell, Hulick, Rayner, 
Daniels, Hull, Reed, 


Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robb 


Wever, 
Wheeler, IOL 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 


Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York, until 


further notice. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 157 and the 
The ayes have it, and all further proceedings 
under the call are dispensed with, but no quorum is present. 


nays are none. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


I move a call of the House, 


A call of the House was ordered. 


. Speaker. 
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The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named gonm would be obliged to remain in session continuously four, 


members failed to answer: 


Alken, ings, olman, Randall, 
Alderson, Dalzell, Hooker, N. Y. Scranton, 
Aldrich, Davey, ouk, Settle, 
Allen, Dolliver, Hudson, Sherman, 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Hunter, Simpson, 
Arnold, Everett, Johnson, Ohi bes pean tl 
Bailey, thian, Kiefer, perry, 
Barnes, Fletcher, Lefever, Storer, 
Beltzhoover, Forman, Linton, Strong, 
Bingh: reed ay Livin Taylor ind 
eary. ton. aylor. z 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Teen Taylor, Tenn. 
Brattan, Goodnight, Maddox, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Mas ” Walker, 
Bunn, G: Martin, Ind. Waugh, 
Cabaniss, Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn Wever, 
Caldw reli, H Negowell“ Whitin 
wi augen, cDowe! ting. 
Cockran, Heard, Milliken, Wilson, Wash. 
II, Heiner, Money, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Henderson, Iowa Moon, Wright, Mass. 
ubs, Hendrix, Newlands, Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Northway, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed and the Clerk 
iR call the names of members who failed to respondon the first 
Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the gentleman 
from Minnesota, Mr. MCCLEARY, excused. He left the House 
ill about an hour ago. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TAWNEY (when the name of Mr. KIEFER was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. KIEFER] be excused. 
He has been called away from the city by a telegram. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be excused for this day's session. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this call 249 gentlemen have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
Isend to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 
of the House such of its members as are absent without leave of the House. 
‘This order shall continue in force beyond the adjournment of the session of 
to-day, and until the further order of the House. The Sergeant-at-Arms is 
directed to employ a sufficient number of deputies toexecute this order, and 
to take into custody such absentees wherever they may be found, and a 
leaves of absence, except for sickness, are hereby revoked. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Upon that I demand the previous ques“ 


tion. 

Mr. REED. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PATTERSON demanded the yeas and nays, but subse- 
quently withdrew the demand. 

The House divided on ordering the previous question; and 
there were—ayes 104, noes 3. 

Mr. REED. There is no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair hear me a moment on that 


int? 

P The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman if he 
desires to discuss a question that has been repeatedly decided. 

Mr. REED. This resolution contains four propositions—— 

The SPEAKER. All looking to the obtaining of a quorum. 

Mr. REED. Precisely; but it also continues from day to day. 
Now, it must take a quorum of the House to do that, because 
our rules do not in any Wei provide for anything except the ob- 
taining of a quorum by method, while the proposition here 
is to continue the order from day to day. I 8 submit 
to the Chair that nothing but a quorum of the House can make 
an order of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not new. Under the Con- 
stitution and the rules of the House, fifteen members with the 
Speaker, if there be one, may compel the attendance of absent 
members; and in the absence of a quorum nothing can be done 
except to adjourn or to adopt measures relating to obtaining a 
quorum. The proposition of the gentleman from Maine is that 
less than a quorum can not continue from day to day an order for 
the arrest of absent members. The practical effect of that sug- 

estion, if it were adopted, would be that the members who might 
here, constituting less than a quorum—fifteen or eighteen or 
twenty perhaps—would be forced to stay in session (because 
they could not take a recess) if they desired to obtain the at- 
tendance of absentees; until such absentees were brought in, 
and if any of such absentees lived, for instance, in California or 
Texas, the members engaged here in the endeavor to obtain a 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which 


ve, six, seven, or eight days and nights until the Sergeant-at- 


-Arms should return with the members who had been absent. 


A recess can not be taken under such circumstances; and if b 
reason of an adjournment the proceeding to secure the attend- 
ance of absentees falls, then the House would be utterly power- 
less to secure the presence of a quorum. The Chair submits 
that it has been repeatedly held in the history of the House that 
no such absurd contention as that could be right or ought to be 
enforced. ee On the contrary, it his been uniformly 
held that the House inthe absence of aquorum may do anything 
looking to obtaining a quorum. The present proposition is 
nothing more than a revocation of leaves of absence and an ef- 
fort to compel the attendance of absent members by eens 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest them, it being further provid 
that the proceeding shall not fall by reason of an adjournment. 
It seems to the Chair that this resolution suggests the only 
practical method of obtaining the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the previous question is ordered on 
this resolution, will it be debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, a proposition upon which 
the previous question has been ordered is open to debate for fif- 
teen minutes on each side after the ordering of the previous 

uestion, if there has been no debate prior thereto. The Chair 
der not now see any reason why the ordinary rule would not 
apply here. There may be some reason to the contrary, but it 
does not occur to the Chair now. 

Mr. REED. [ask for tellers. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had determined some time ago 
that the ayes had it. 

Mr. REED. Lask for tellers. I made, in the first place, the 
point that there was noquorum; the Chair decided thataquorum 
was not necessary. I now ask for tellers on the count. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the demand 
comes too late. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair will reflect a moment, I think it will 
clearly appear that I am not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the e The 
Chair is inclined to adopt a liberal ruling. As the gentleman 
seems to think that he has a right to make the demand for tell- 
ers, the Chair will hear him in behalf of that proposition. 

Mr. REED. I am quite sure the Chair upon reflection will 


ìl perceive that I had two rights. One was to make the point that 


there was no quorum; and then I had also the right to call for 
tellers upon the count. IfI had in the first instance called for 
tellers on the count I would have waived my point of no quorum, 
because the point of no quorum must be made at once; but by 
having made that point, I can not bə held to have waived my 
other right—the right to call for tellers. The question is now 
upon the count. On that I ask for tellers. The Chair will sea 

I think, that if Thad demanded yeas and nays that demand would 
have been recognized; and the demand for tellers is also within 


my right, provided the demand is sustained by one-fifth of a 
quorum. The Chair will e that the suggestion which 
would deny my right to tellers would on the same ground pre- 


vent me from demanding the yeas and nays, which cer y 
can not be maintained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Maine is right about this matter. The question is on the de- 
mand for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PATTERSON and Mr, REED 
were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 136, noes 


14. 

Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 2, not 
voting 186; as follows: 


YEAS—164. 

Abbott, Burnes, De Armond Griffin, 
Alexander, Bynum, De Forest, es. 
Bailey, Cadm nson, Hall, Minn. 
Baker, Kans. Caminetti, Dinsmore, Hall, Mo. 
Baldwin, Cannon, Cal Dockery, on 
Bankhead. Capehart, Donovan, i 
Bartlett, Catch: Dunn, Hatch, 
Barwig, Clancy, Dunphy, Hayes, 
Bell, Colo. Clark, Mo. Durborow, Henderson, N. G. 
Bell, Tex. Clarke, Ala. Edm endrix, 
Black, Ga. Cobb, Ala. Enloe, es, 
Bland, E Hooker, Miss. 
Boatner, Coffeen, Erdman, Hudson, 
Boen, Conn, Everett, Hunter, 
Bower, N. C. Cooper, Fla. Fielder, Hutcheson, 
Branch, Cooper, Ind. ry, Jones, 
Breckinridge, Ark Cooper, Tex. Geissenhainer, Kem, 
Bretz, Covert, Goldzier, Klore; 
Brickner, Gorman, 
Brooks Crawford, Grady, Kyle, 

Davis, G e. 


i 
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Lapham, McRae, Rayner, S. C. 
Latimer, Meredith, Richards, Ohio Talbott, Ma. 
La Meyer, Richa Mich. Tate, 
Layton, Money, Richa m, Tenn. Taylor, Ind. 
Lester, Montgomery, Ritchie, A 
Lockwood, Mo: Robbins, Tucker, 
Lynch, M Rober Turner, Ga. 
Mutchier, Rusk, Turner, Va. 
ory, Neill, Russell, Ga. Turpin, 
Oates. yan, Tyler, 
McAleer, O'Neil. Sayers, arner, 
„Ky. Outhwaite, rhorn, 
MeOCulloch, Page, Shell, Weadock, 
on, ` Sibley, Wells, 
McEttrick, Patterson, Springer, Wheeler, Ala. 
McKaig, Paynter, ta 3, Williams, Ill. 
MeKeighan, Pearson, Stockdale, Williams, 
McLaurin, Pendleton, Tex. Stone, Ky. Wise, 
Pendleton, W. Va. Strait, Wolverton, 
McNagny, Pigott, Swanson, W. " 
NAYS—2. 
Cobb, Mo. English. 
NOT VOTING—186. 
Adams, Ky, Curtis, Kans, Huli Reilly, 
Adams, Pa. — 8 Hull. Rey burn, 
Aitzen, 8 5. Robinson, Pa. 
Alderson, Daniels, Johnson, Ind Russell, 
Aldrich, Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Scran 
Allen, ee ey, Jonnson, Onio Settle, 
Apsley, Dolliver, oy, Shaw, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Kiefer, She! 
Avery, Draper, Sickles, 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Lefever, Simpson, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon, Linton, Sipe, 
Barnes, Fithian, Lisle, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, ton. Snodgrass, 
Belden, Forman, Loud, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, Loudenslager, Sperry, 
y Funston, Lucas, Stephenson, 
B am, Fyan, Maddox, Steve: 
Black, III. Gardner, Magen, Stone, C. W. 
Blair, Gear, on, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh. Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ind. Straus, 
Brattan, Goodnigh Marvin, N. Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, McCall, Sweet, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. ‘Tarsney, 
Brosius, Grout, MeDannold, Ta I. 
Brown, Grow, McDowell, Taylor, ‘Tenn. 
Bundy, Hager, McGann, Tho: 3 
Bunn, Hainer, Meiklejohn, 5 
Burrows, Harmer, Mercer, Upäegraff, 
Cabaniss, Barris, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Calaw Harter, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Camp) Hartman, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Haugen, Murray, Walker, 
Caruth, Heard, Newlands, Wanger, 
Causey, Heiner, Northway, Waugh, 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Payne, Wever, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Pence, Wheeler, III. 
Hepburn, erkins, White, 
Cogsw Hermann, Phillips, Whiting, 
Compton, Hicks, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Coombs, Hilborn, Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Holman, Price, Woomer, 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Quigg. Wright, Mass. 
Crain, . — 1 all, Wright, Pa. 
Culberson, 0 A 
Cummings, Houk, Reed, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask that my colleague, 
Mr. MARTIN, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. - 

The SPEAKER pro on, Rg (Mr. STONE of Kentucky). On 
this question the yeas are 164, nays 2. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It does not reguire a quorum, Mr. 
Speaker; this is a proceeding under the call of the House. 

ə SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stands corrected. 
The previous question is ordered, and under the rules of the 
House thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes on 
each side. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maine 
8555 REED] to control one-half of the time, and the gentleman 

rom Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] the other half. 

- Mr. PATTERSON. Task for a vote on the resolution unless 
some gentleman desires to debate it. 

Mr. REED. I yield five or ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. e I want to appeal to the 
gentleman having in charge the performance on this occasion, 
to withdraw this piece from the stage, and proceed to some 
other business of some importance to the people of this country. 

In the first place I want to point out to the other side that, in 
my judgment, there can be no greater inyasion of the rights of 
a member of this House than that which is embodied in the res- 
olution now pending before it and which we are asked to adopt. 
There is no greater breach of good faith, no more distinct and 
unqualified repudistion of all that is due between gentlemen, 
than the attempt to adopt and enforce such a resolution as that 
now before us, and offered for a purpose to which I will address 
myself very briefly. 


The members of this House—and we may as well accept it, 


for we all understand that as a matter of fact a at many 
members of Congress are compelled, on occasions, to ſeave Wash- 
ington City and go somewhere else throughout the country on 
matters of importance to themselves or their constituents. I 
can say to some Konsonan on the other side that during the 
ensuing nineiy ays a good many of them will have important 
business, and business of such importance that I do not think 
they can satisfactorily adjust it even if they left here now, went 
to their homes, and devoted the whole of the intervening time 
side} settlement. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Now, what is the proposition? A member of Congress re- 
spectfully asks leave of absence of this body for a given number 
of days. upon the ground of important business. It is granted 
to him by the unanimous consent of this body, and trusting to 
that good faith and that unanimous consent of the House, he 
takes the train and goes to adistantState. Suddenly, and with- 
out any notice to him, he finds that all leaves of absence are re- 
voked, and that the Sargeant-at-Arms, or his deputy, has been 
ordered to take him into custody and bring him before the bar 
o the House. Why, we do not treat the commonest criminalsin 
that way. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Even out in Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Neither in Ohio nor anywhere else. It 
is simply a breach of good faith on the part of the House, and a 
decided breach of good manners. Now, I do hope that such a 
resolution will not be adopted. 

But what do we find in connection with the present proceed- 
ings? I call the attention of the gentlemen on the other side of 
the House to the fact that on yesterday 27 Democrats—and that 
is something which seldom occurs in this House—voted against 
the report of the majority of their Committee on Elections. 
Why did they doit? They did it because they knew, and the 
country knows, and there are not ten men in the House that do 
not know, that the adoption of that majority report is a crime 
against the elective franchise of this country. It is simply 
an overriding and disregard of the expressed opinions of the 
voters of the Congressional district from which these gentle- 
men come. 

Can we go before the people of the United States and say to 
them that we have turned out a member of Congress, and in do- 
ing so have taken 937 ballots, absolutely proper in form, cast 
under a law about which there is no controversy, and simply 
because certain initials of the judges of election were not placed 
on them—a mere technical informality—we have concluded to 
set aside the wishes of the voters and elect another man who 
was not only repudiated by the political majority of his district, 
but was repudiated by a personal failure of himself in the con- 
test? And to bring this about what have we before us? For 
the purpose of doing what the Committee on Llections has sug- 
gested they are endeavoring to force the Democratic majority 
of the House to do that which they are reluctant todo. For 
the gentleman in charge of this measure can notdeny that there 
is a manifest reluctance on the part of his side of the House to 
commit this outrage upon the people of this country. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], when hestated on yes- 
terday that he would not consent to believe that that side of the 
House would do this thing until he heard the vote announced, 
was not very far wrong in his estimate of the sentiment on the 
Democratic side of the House on the question; for when the vote 
was called last night a number of gentlemen were absent who 
might as well have been present, and 27 of the number voted 
against the report of the majority of the committee. 

Several MEMBERS. And three from his own State. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And three Democrats from the State of 
Missouri, with a full knowledge of the law of that State, very 
much to the mortification, no doubt, of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Brown], who e become sucha pronounced 
advocate of the enforcement of the law, the technical pound of 
flesh, against the expressed will of the people—three distin- 
guished gentlemen from Missouri have voted against his report, 
showing that they know something about the law of Missouri, 
something about the spirit of that law,-and something about the 
effectthat this sort of transaction will have. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend from Ohio tell me how many 
gentlemen from Missouri voted in favor of the report? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Brown] found with himself rae wild of the Mis- 
souri delegation, There is a strong pressure in favor of the re- 
port of the majority, but the significant vote of gentlemen from 
that State I point to as showing that these gentlemen know 
something about the law of Missouri, and thatthe particular ar- 
gument of the-gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] did not 
weighwith them. What effect it may have had upon the judg- 
ment of the other members from Missouri I am not here to say. 
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I know nothing about it; nor do I impugn the motives of those Mr. LACEY. Perhaps the gentleman will answer a question 


gentlemen, 

Mr. BROWN. Will 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
a voice of his own also. 

Mr. BROWN. No; I have no time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In order to perpetrate this outrage, in 
order to do all this, the public business of the country is sus- 
pended. The Treasury is almost empty, and the President is 
appealing here again for more bonds to carry on the Govern- 
ment, and when that is the case we stand here occupying the 
time of the House, occupying the time of the country,and spend- 
ing the monsy of the country,forthe purpose of doing that which, 
Lrepeat and close by saying, is a complete repudiation of every 
1 of elective goverament in this country. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. oy N in reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] Í will say that if I should go any- 
where to learn good manners, I should not consult the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat. 

Now, the resolution which has been offered, and whichis now 
under consideration, is precisely the lution which was 
adopted a few days ago by this House. Therefora I shall not 
comment further upon the substance of the resolution; but I 
desire to say a few words in reply to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR], to the Democratic side of this House, in re- 
spect to the main question, 

There is, Mr. Speaker, a principle involved in this controversy 
which at least ought to be dear to every Democratic heart. 
Only a few weeks ago we repealed what were knownas the elec- 
tion laws. Now, there are two ideas prevalent in this House. 
One idea is that this House is the exclusive judge of the elec- 
tions and qualifications of its own members, and thatit is not 
bound by the statutes of the States, or by the decisions of the 
States construing their statutes. There is another idea, and it 
is the Democratic idea, and that is that the matter of the elec- 
tion of members of 9 is peculiarly within the jurisdiction 
of the several States; t they have the right to say who shall 
exercise the franchise; that they have the right to throw such 
safeguards around the ballot and the franchiseas they may think 
proper in the exercise of their sovereignty. 

Now, the simple question presented to this House is this:-The 
State of Missouri has enacted a law. It is a mandatory law in 

ct to elections in that State; and the only question to be 
determined is, whether this Democratic House will stand by 
Democratic precedents, whether it will stand by a cardinal doc- 
trine of Democracy, to the effect that the States have the right 
to regulate elections, that the States are supreme in enacting 
election laws which not only govern their own people, but gov- 
ern Co ss in const them. That is the question. Now, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] goes on and argues 
this case on its merits. The report of the majority of the com- 
mittee does not touch the facts of this case, and I said distinctly 
on yesterday that the majority of the committee did not do it, 
because the legal question was so perfectly satisfactory to the ma- 
jority,and it must beso . satisfactory to every lawyer, at 
least to every Democratic lawyer, that it was unnecessary to go 
into the voluminous record of facts. But I have examined the 
facts. 

Other members of the committee have done so, and I desire 
to say to my Democratic friends that in my humble judgment 
John J. O'Neill received a majority of the legal votes cast at 
that election, but independent of that, the sovereign State of 
Missouri has enacted this statute. It has solemnly declared 
upon its statute books that, unless these ballots are initialed 
or the signatures of the distributing judges are signed on the 
backs of the ballots, they are not legal ballots; that they should 
not ba received and put into the ballot box. That is a plain 
mandatory statute. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can not yield. L desire toimpressupon 
you that this plain mandatory statute enacted by the sovereign 
State of Missouri is, in my humble judgment, binding upon the 
American Congress; and if it is binding upon the American 
Congress, there is no other alternative but to seat John J. 
O'Neill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr.PATTERSON, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. REED. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps some other gentleman would like to 
speak on your side? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; go ahead. 


my friend allow me—— 4 
The gentleman has time of his own, and 


right now in his own time? 
r. PATTERSON. Answer it in your own time. 

Mr. LACEY. You have plenty of time. : 

Mr. BROWN. I object. 

Mr. REED. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, Lam quite satisfied with the con- 
duct of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] in 
addressing his remarks entirely to his side of the House. It 
showed the appreciation on his part and others of precisdly 
where the difficulty is. The difficulty which confronts us is 
really upon the other side. Since the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment there has never been any occasion to pass N 
statute, as it were, allowing the Sergeant-at-Arms to have con- 
trol and command of the members. The exigency must be very 
great which causes that to be done. But I am not one of those 
whocriticise the measures which gentlemen seem to think neces- 
sary to comine the actionof their own friends. Doubtless they 
know them better than I possibly could. 

The Speaker has decided that less than a quorum can compel 
the attendance of members of this House, notwithstanding any 
adjournment of the House; and when I ventured to rais3 the 
pat on his action, in language which [thought was not chosen, 

e regarded my objection as absurd, because, he says, if you 
keep this House in session until you can get a man from Cali- 
fornia it is an absurdity to say that, and also that you can not 
adjourn: while, at the same time, he is not in the least pene- 
trated. by the absurdity of going 3,000 miles, to California, and 

etting a man and bringing him here, and then be power- 

ess to count him after you have got him here. [Laughter and 
loud applause on the Republican side.] a 

Then I beg leave to make one other suggestion, not as to the 
general situation, due to the other side, but as to this particular 
situation, which is alsoduetothem. Ican give them no praise 
for their conduct apon the general conduct of affairs; bie I do 
give them unstin praise, some of them, for their conduct in 
this particularaffair. It is a fine sense of propriety which causes 
them to refuse to give a quorum which is necessary for the per- 
petration of the outrage which the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PATTERSON] has so aptly described—a refusal to allow a 
member of this House a seat here who has the certificate of the 
“sovereign” State of Missouri. [Laughter and applause.] He 
has added new dignity to that 5 I think it was no small 
outrage to deprive the citizens of Missouri of their votes, hon- 
estly cast, and the intention of whom can not for an instant be 
disputed; but it seems that it is more than that. It is not only 
the rights of 900citizens of the State of Missouri that have been 
violated, but it is the rights of that ‘‘sovereign” State. (Laugh- 
ter.] I wish I could give to the word “sovereign” State the 
dignity and magnificence with which it fills the mouth of a 
Southern gentleman while he is trying to perpetrate some out- 
rage upon the Union. [Laughter.and loud applause on the Re- 
publican side. | 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The Speaker, on rising, was greeted with loud applause on 
the Democraticside. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no purpose, Mr. Speaker, of entering into 
a controversy with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] as 
to any ruling I have made. I have no purpose to urge t 
side of the House to the discharge of their dutiesas Represent- 
atives of the people. 

Mr. MILLIKEN.. Lou do not need to do that. We will do 
that without other intervention. 


Mr. CRISP. Often have I heard the gentleman from Maine 


[Mr. REED] and other distinguished gentlemen on that side of 
the House talk about the iniquity, the absolute outrage of mem- 
bers of the House who were present sitting in their seats and 


refusing to vote when their names were called. We have been 


denounced time and time again for doing that. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; I counted you. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] F 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, when the gentleman from Maine had by 
his course of conduct in the chair — his party in a position 
where they either had to vindicate his action or denounce him, 
they sus edhisactionincounting aquorum. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.) And the gentleman knows as well as 
he sits in that chair that prior to that time he never could get 
a Republican caucus to authorize a rule to count a quorum. 

Mr. REED. I never tried. 

Mr. CRISP. Ah, the matter was up. Of course I was not in 
the caucus, but thatis history. However, I do notcare to dwell 
upon that. The gentleman from Maine is known to the country 
as having a hobby, and gentlemen on that side blindly follow 
him, no matter how their own convictions may differ from his. 
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He is the great leader on that side. You will hear them pri- 
vately saying REED ought not to do that,” or“ This is wrong,” 
but when REED says“ Do it they all ste ape doit. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side. this case which is 
nding the Committee on Elections had made an agreement to 
ave six hours’ debate, and thereafter when the matter was 
called up the member of the Committee on Elections who had 
8 been raising the question of consideration sat silent 
n his seat. Prior to that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
WAUGH], a member of the minority of the committee, whenever 
the case was called up, had raised the question of consideration, 
but on that occasion he did not raise it; the gentleman from 
Maine, the chief supervisor of all that side, raised the question 
of consideration on the case. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. What you want is a chief supervisor on 
your side, and then you can get your men here. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CRISP. What we possess, and what you want, is inde- 
ye of thought and purpose. 
sida, 
could wave his hand and have everyone do as he directed; the 
very fact that gentlemen on this side vote against the report of 
the Committee oa Elections is evidence of what Isay, that mem- 
bars over here follow the dictates of their own consciences. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest that you will hear from the chief 
supervisor of your side when you have that message which is on 
the desk read. Faure 
Mr. CRISP. I suppose the gentleman's remark was wise and 
witty; I did not hear it. But now I want to say a word to this 
side of the House. As I said a moment ago, we can do nothin: 
with those gentlemen over there. [Laughter.] The leader that 
they follow without question has one great thought, one great 
idea in his mind, and that is to force this side to count aquorum. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] Every other 
question, no matter how great, no matter how important it may 
be, sinks into insignificance. With that gentleman the great 
point is that this side shall be forced to count a quorum, and he 
3 in a position where every single member on that side feels 


{Applause on the Democratic 
There never has been a chief supervisor on thisside who 


bound to follow him, 
two exceptions; but the gentleman from Maine is in a position 
where nearly every gentleman on that side, without regard to 
any other considerations, obeys his behest in respect to voting 
or not voting. 
Now, I want to remind this side of the House—for that is my 
main concern—that we are responsible for the business of the 
House. We are not responsible for gentlemen on the other side 
failing to discharge their duty. They sit here day after day and 
recuse to vote, and do all they can to embarrass this side. Not 
onty on election cases, buton every kind of question that arises, 
they seek to embarrass us by refusing to do their duty as mem- 
bers of the House. There is a mistake in the public mind as to 
the condition here with relation toa quorum. You hear people 
saying that the Democrats have 80 or 90 majority, and the infer- 
ence fs drawn that we have that number more than a quorum, 
but of course we have not. There are only about thirty-five 
Democrats more than a quorumin the membership of this House 
Four or five of our members are absent because of sickness; six 
are absent in accordance with an order of the House attending 
u funeral. So that we are compelled to keep here nearly all the 
time almost all of our membership to meet the situation which 
is forced upon us. 
Now, what I want to suggest to members on this side is, that 
the most important duty of a man who accepts the trust of a 
member of Congress is to come to this Hall at the daily hour of 
meeting and to stay here until the House adjourns; and if some 
particular constituent desires an office and the member has an 
engagement with somebody to aid that constituent in getting 
that office, let him recollect that all his constituents are con- 
cerned in his presence here. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 
1 a not discussing the merits of this contested-slection case. 
That is not the real question here. The real question is beyond 
that. It is as to the power of the majority of this House to con- 
ductits business. pray single member of the majority ought 
to feel responsible for that. Every single Democrat ought to 
vote on every proposition whether he opposes it or favors it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] If he op s it, let him ex- 
ercise the time-honored Democratic right of voting against it, 
but let him not aid and assist gentlemen on the other side who 
are seeking in every possible way to embarrass the majority 
here. t 
If members on this side of the House—the Democrats of this 
body—will attend the sessions of the House there will be no 
difficulty. My friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] complains of 
the hardship of revoking leaves of absence. Who is responsi- 
ble for that? Why, sir, in the o course of events we 
might allow fifty, sixty, or seventy gentlemen to be absent and 


No; I take that back. There are one or 
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still have amply enough members left to transact business, pro- 
vided gentlemen on the other side are to be counted—I mean re- 


lied on to take part. {4 laugh on the Republican side.] Ah, 
850 oT harping on my daughter.” [Laughter on the Democratic 
e 


But that is not the question. These leaves of absence are 
granted on the assumption that gentlemen who are present will 
8 in the business of the House. When by their action 

failing to participate they leave this side without a quorum, 
I submit to my friend from Ohio that if there be any discourtesy, 
any want of such treatment as one gentleman should extend 
another, the gentleman and his friends who refuse to vote and 
whothus breaka quorum are responsible—notthisside, who must 
go on with the business of the House. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

All that I care to say is what I have said. I desired to make 
this appeal to members on this side of the House to rely upon 
themselves and their brother Democrats, and to announce what 
they must realize from their experience during, this Con 
that in no.case can we rely on the other side of the House to aid 
in transacting in an orderly manner the public business which 
we have been sent here to dispose of. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic “afer 

Mr. REED. r. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STONE of Kentucky). The 
8 has no time left. [Laughter and applause on the 

mocratic side.] [Cries of “Vote!” ‘*Vote!”] 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Ohio had five minutes; and 
I spoke but five minutes. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Ohiospoke 
ten minutes by authority of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. He did not consume ten minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He consumed ten minutes, and 
the gentleman from Maine five minutes. 

Mr. REED. I think it was 1 to put these remarks of 
the gentleman from Georgia into the last ten minutes. The 
House will understand that I have no opportunity to reply- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to address the House 
for five minutes. 

Cries of Oh, no!“ 

he SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. 

Mr. NEILL and Mr. O'NEIL objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will resume their 
seats. The House will be in order. : 

Mr. REED. [desire a division of this question—the first di- 
vision to end with the word House;“ the second to end with 
me vora “found,” and the third to end with the word “ re- 
voked.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the proposition be read. 

Mr. REED. I eall for the reading of the first proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the pend- 
ing resolution. 

he resolution was again read. 

Mr. REED. I call for a division of the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that this propo- 
sition is not divisible. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My point is that this isa single proposi- 
tion for revoking leaves of absence and sending for absentees. 
No part of it is complete without the other parts; and therefore 
it must stand as a single proposition. If you adopt any one of 
these clauses alone it would have no Pe Seta accomplish 
nothing. The whole resolution or order is necessary to accom- 
plish the desire of the House. It does not embrace several sep- 
arate and indevendent propositions; the different clauses con- 
stitute one proposition, and need not even havea period between 
them; a comma would be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine 
desire to be heard? 

Mr. REED. I do, unless the Chair is of my opinion and does 
not care to hear me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule un- 
less the gentleman from Maine wants to be heard. 

Mr. REED. I wish to call attention to the sixth paragraph of 
Rule XVI: 

On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall 


be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being 
taken away a substantive proposition shall remain. 


Each of the propositions I have indicated is a distinct and 


substantive proposition, and would be effectual if the others were 
taken away. I hardly know how to argue this question, it seems 
so entirely plain and simple. ‘‘ Ordered” is the enacting word. 
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The first clause is: 


That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of the 
House such of its members as are absent without leave of the House. This 
order shall continue in force beyond the adjournment of the session of to- 
day and until the further order of the House. 


I think that properly saan be said to contain two proposi- 


tions; but I desire to entirely safe, because I know that the 
rulings are sometimes strict. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to employ a sufficient number of depu- 
ties to execute this order, and to take into custody such absentees wherever 
they may be found. 

That is a substantive and distinct proposition. 
And all leaves of absence, except for sickness, are hereby revoked. 


That is another substantive proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, of a sub- 
stantive a sition is one that will stand by itself and make 
sense by itself. Now, if you adopt this last order and reject the 
others, as the House might do, it would make no sense at all. 
If you begin to adopt them separately, every gentleman knows 
that you might succeed in producing only confusion out of an 
order that is in itself clear, explicit, and complete. So you must 
adopt the whole, taking all of the proposition as one. It means 
one thing, namely, to secure the presence of the members of the 
House for the transaction of the public business. 

Mr. REED. This is a very simple proposition; there can be 
no question about it. 

r. SPRINGER. But what would it mean if you adopted 
ony the last provision? 

r. REED, Why, it would mean that all leaves of absence 
are revoked. That has been repeatedly done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But take the last proposition and read it. 

Mr. REED. Very well: 

Aud all leaves of absence, except for sickness, are hereby revoked. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is the last paragraph? 

Mr. REED. That is it. 5 

Mr. SPRINGER. -What is the second? 

Mr. REED. Itis: 

The Sergeant-at- Arms is directed to employ a sufficientnumber of deputies 
to execute this order and to take into custody such absentees wherever they 
may be found. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What does that mean? 

Mr. REED. That he is ordered by the House to take enough 
ponie to arrest and hold in custody and bring before the bar of 
the House the members who arə absent without leave. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But suppose you do not adopt the first 

of the resolution? 

Mr. REED. Then he would still have the right to take into 
custody all absent members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule upon 
the question. 

This is a proposition to compel the attendance of all absent 
members, those in the city as well as out of it, and the Chair 
sustains the point of order made by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois | Mr. SPRINGER] that the question is not divisible. 

aha question nowis on the adoption of the resolution asa 
whole. 

Mr. PAYNE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Cries of Too late!” 
r. REED. Not at all. 
peal before now. 

Mr. PAYNE. The question has not been put, and I had the 
right to make the appeal. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The question on the adoption 
= the resolution had been stated, but not submitted to the 
ouse, 

Mr. REED. And pending that the ap was taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair stated that there had 
been no yote taken on the pending question, and he thinks the 
gentleman from New York was in time. 

The gentleman from New York appeals from the decision of 
the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move tolay the 5 on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (putting the question). All who 
believe that the decision of the Chair should stand as the judg- 
ment of the House say “‘aye.” 

Mr. BROWN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand the question before the House is whether the appeal shall 
be laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. No; the pending question on the 
e is Whether or not the decision of the Chair shall stand as 
the judgment of the House. 

RR SPRINGER. But I have moved to lay the appeal on the 
e. 
Mr. PAYNE. How can the gentleman do that when we are 


It was not possible to make the ap- 


8 divide on the question of sustaining the decision 
of the Chair? 

Mr. BROWN. Because the motion was made before that vote 
was taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
made the motion before the House began to divide. 

Mr.PAYNE. But the Chair did not recognize. the gentleman 
from Illinois, but proceeded to put the question on sustaining 
the decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would have put the 
question if the gentleman from New York had not interrupted 
him. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is too late now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides that it is not 
too late, because the division has not commenced. The ques- 
tion is upon the motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the question had been taken, and the 
Chair announced that the ayes seemed to have it, and I had 
called for a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as favor laying the 
appeal on the table will say aye;“ those opposed, no.“ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ‘‘ayes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 156, noes none, 

Mr. REED and Mr. PAYNE demanded tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 78, noes 161. 

Mr. PAYNE. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PATTERSON] demands the yeasand nays. As many as favor 
ordering the yeas and nays will rise and be counted. Evidently 
a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. [Cries 


of “ Too late!“ 

Mr. PATTERSON. That demand comes too late. The Chair 
has announced the result. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ofcourse the Chair had announced the result. 
I could not make the demand for tellers until the Chair an- 
nounced the result. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll call had not com- 


menced. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Tellers on the yeas and nays are never called 


for when the yeas and nays are ordered, but only when they are 


refused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair announced that the 
yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. PAYNE. I could not demand tellers until the Chair made 
that announcement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are required to take the 
vote by yeas and nays when one-fifth of those present vote in 
favor of 8 7 the question by yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I have the right to have two members 
count those who favor ordering the yeas and nays, as they pass 
between the teilers, to see whether one-fifth eh those present 
demand the yeas and nays, and I made my demand immediate 
upon the announcement by the Speaker pro tempore that a suf- 
ficient number had evidently risen. I have a right to have the 
count made by two members of the House. I have already made 
this demand during this session when the Speaker of the House 
was in the chair, and he has recognized it and was compelled to 
appoint tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
Mr. PAYNE] demands tellers upon the yeas and nays. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] will take their places, All those 
in favor of ordering the yeasand nays will pass between the tell- 
ers and be counted. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 131, noes 6. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers report that 131 gentlemen sec- 
ond the demand for the yeas and nays, and that 6 oppose it. 
The yeas and nays are ordered. The question is on the motion 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 68, nays 175, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—68, 
Adams, Ky. Baker, N. H. Boutelle, Cannon, III. 
Adams, Pa. Bartholdt, Broderick Chickering, 
Aitken, Belden, Brosius, Cousins, 
Avery, lair, Bundy, Curtis, N. Y. 
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Daniels, Hepburn, Marvin, N. T. Smith, The question was taken; and th 177 
Doolittle, Hermann, Meiklejo! Ste q ; ere were—yeas 177, nays 64, 
DEPE goa fe, Maron > Bem, | not voting 111) as follows: 
on T58, t, 
Funk, Hitt, Murray, Tawney, ¥BAS—17. 
- Gardner, Hopkins, Pa. Payne, Thomas, Abbott, Crawford, Kyle, Reilly, 
= Gear, H 5 Perkins, progra Alexander, Culberson, Lacey, Richards, Ohio 
Gillett, Mass. Hull, Post, VanVoorhis, Ohio | Allen, Cummings, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Grosvenor, Johnson. N. Dak. . Wever, Bailey, Davis, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. | 
Grow, Joy, ; Wheeler, III. Baldwin, De Armond, Latimer, Ritchie, 
r. ey b te, Bankh De Forest, Lawson, Robb: 
er, Loudenslager, Russell, Conn. Wilson, Ohio Bartlett, nson, Layton, . Robertson, La. 
Harmer, n, aw, Woomer. Ba G81 5 8 Russe a. 
Golo. Dockery, Lockwood, 
NAYS—175. Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lynch. Sayers, 
Abbott, Crain, Kilgore, Price, k, Ga. ; uire, Schermerhorn, 
er, Crawford, Kribbs, ~ Rayner, Bland, Dunphy, Mallory, Shell, 
Bailey, Culberson, Kyle, Reilly, Boatner, Durvorow, Marshall, Sibley. 
Baker, Kans. Cummings, Lane, Richards, Ohio Boen, Edmuads, McAleer, Sickles, 
Baldwin, Davis, Lapham, Richardson, Mich. | Bower, N.C. English, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. Branc oe McCulloch, Stallings, 
Bartlett, DeForest, Lawson, Ritchie, Breckinridge, Ark Epes, McDearmon e 
x nson, Layton, Robbins, Bretz, an, Mc. ck, Stone, Ky. 
Bell, Colo. Dinsmore, ter, Robertson, La. Brickner, Everett, MoKaig, y 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lockwood, Russell, Gd. Brookshire, Fielder, McKeighan, Straus, 
Black, Ga. Donovan, Lynch, Ryan, Brown, Geary, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Boatner, Dunn, Maguire, Sayers, Bryan, Geissenhainer, McMiltin, Talbert, S. C. 
Dunphy, ory, Schermerhorn, Bynum, Gorman, -MeNagny, Tatbott, Ma. 
Bower, N.C. Durborow, K Cadmus, Grady, MeRae, Tate, 
Branch, dmunds, McAleer, Sibley. Camine Gresham, Meredith, Taylor, Ind 
Breckinridge, Ark .English, McCreary, Springer, Griffin, Meyer, Terry, 
Bretz, Enloe, McCulloch, gs, Cannon, Cal. Money, Tracey, 
Brickner, on, Stockdale, Hall. Miun. Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brookshire, rdman, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. Oaruth, Hall, Mo Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Brown, Everett, 2 Strait, tehings, Hammond. Moses, Turner, Va. 
Bryan, Fielder, Mekeighan, Straus. : Causey, Hare, Mutchler, 
Burnes, Geary, McLaurin, Swanson, Clancy, Harris, Neill, ler, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Talbert, S. C. Clark, Mo. Hatch, Oates, arner, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, MeNagny, Talbott, Ma. Clarke, Ala. Hayes, O'Neil, 
etti, Gorman, McRae, Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, Weadock, 
Campbell, i “Meredith, Taylor, Ind. Cockrell, He idrix, Page, We 
Cannon, Gal. Gresham, Meyer, i. Coffeen, Hines, Paschal, Wheeler, Ala. 
Capehart, Griffin, Money, Tracey, Conn, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, II. 
Carn Haines, Montgomery, Tucker, Cooper, Fla. Hudson, Paynter, Willlams, Miss. 
Catehings, Hall, Minn. ~ Morgan, Turner, Ga. Cooper, Hunter, Pearson, 5 
Causey, Hall, Mo. Moses, Turner. Va. Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Pence, Wolverton, 
Clark, Mo. Hammond, Mutchiler, Turpin, Cornish, Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Neill, Tyler, Covert, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cobb, Ala. H Arner, Cox, Kilgore, OLB, 
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, O'Neil, Washington, Crain Kribbs, Price, 
ý Outhwaite, eadloc NAY L 
Coffeen, Snir igen N.C. Page, wile TER 5 5 5—6 
eni eeler, ams, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Hulick. Reed, 
Cooper, Fla. Patterson, illiams, Avery, Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Cooper, Hooker, Miss. aynter, Williams, Miss, Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Loud, Rassell, Conn. 
Cooper, Tex. Hudson, Pearson, Wise. Bartholdt, Ellis, Oregon Londensiager, Shaw, 
Cornish, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton Belden, Funk, Mahon, Smith, 
Covert, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. A Gardner, Marvin, N.Y. Stephenson 
Cox, Jones, Pigott, Boutelle, Gillett, Mass, . Be Stone, © W. 
ers, rosvenor, ejo tone, W. A. 
NOT VOTING—109. Bross, amn 3 Hades 
Alderson, Davey, Kiefer, Scranton, 8 agor, ayno, Annex. 
Aldrich, Pingiey, Lefever, Settie, ” Burrows, Hainer, Perkins, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Allen, Dolliver, ton, Sherman, Chickering, Hartman, Philit Wever, 
Apsiey, Ellis, Ky. Lisle, Sickles, a Hepburn, Pickler, Wheeler, II. 
Arnold, Fithia: Simpson gona; Mo. 1 aoe 8 
abe ud, 5 S, cks, x n, 0 
D k, Paner zo sis Curtis, Kans. Hits, e Woomer. 
5 Funston, —.— Soren NOT VOTING—111. 
Bingham, Gillet, N. Y. h, S ns, Ad Pa. Dingley, Hull, Robinson, Pa. 
Black, III. Martin, Ind. Stone, W. A. Aitken, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. 
Bland, G: torer, Alde Draper, Johnson, Ohio 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, McCleary, Minn. Strong, Aldrich, Ellis, oy. Settle, 
Brattan, T, McDannoid, y. Apsley, Fithi em, Sherman, 
Breckinridge, Ky. McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. Arno Fletcher, Kiefer, Simpson, 
unn, Haugen, McGann, Van Voorhis, N. Y. | Babcock, Forman, Lefever, 
OWS, Wadsworth, Baker, N. H. Funston, Sn 
Cabaniss, Heiner, Moon, er, Barnes, an, Lisle, Somers, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Newlands, Wanger, Beltzhoover, Gear, Livingston, Sperry, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Waugh, Berry, Gillet, N. Y. Lucas, Stevens, 
cy, 7 Holman, Pence, Whi X Bingham, Goldzier, Maddox, Storer, 
Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wilson, Wash. Black, III. Goodnight, Magner, Strong, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, III. Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. Brattan, Graham, Marsh, Tarsney, 
Compton, Honk, Powers, Wright, Mass. Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Martin, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
ncaa Hutcheson, Randall, Wright, Pa. Broderick, Harmer, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Cooper, Johnson, Ind. Ray, Bunn. Harter, MeDannold, - ypasgrat 
Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. Burnes, Haugen, McDowell, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, Kem, Rusk, 9898 Spa McGann, A 
~ well, einer, Millik er, 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman | Gannon. Hi. Henderson, III. Moon," Wanger, 
from Georgia, Mr. MADDOX, and inadvertently voted. I wish | Cockran, Henderson, Iowa Morse, e 
to withdraw my vote: eee e T eee 
: Mr. ARE of 3 Task aero et 5 ae 5 Coombs, Hooker, * tY. Nee Wilson W, ni 
eag . HEARD. has gone toal e burial of hi T, opkins, owers, “ght, Mass. 
father. 5 go Dalel, Hopkins, Pa. Randan, Wright, Pa. 
1 1 : u „ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is absent by DOTS: Sa TEn 
leave of the House. Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is so much confusion that I ask for a re- The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis recorded in the negative. 
itulation of the vote. Mr. LACEY. I desire to change my vote from ‘‘nay” to 
he vote was recapitulated. „Jen.“ 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, my name was called. I did not The name of Mr. LACEY was called, and he voted “ yea.“ 

vote. Iam paired. The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 177; the nays 


p 
a The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 72, the nays 64. The yeas have it, and the appeal is laid upon the table. 
175. The noes have it, and the House refuses toadjourn. The Mr. LACEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the | 
question now recurs upon the motion to lay on the table the ap- | appeal was laid on the table. | 
peal from the decision of the Chair; and upon that question the Mr. SPRINGER. That vote was upon the motion to lay the | 
yeas and nays are orđered. appeal upon the table itself. s 


— 


1894. 


Mr. REED. That is not the gentleman's motion. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Iowa moves to recon- 
sider the vote by which the ap was laid on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How did he vote on that question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa changed his vote 
from nay to-yea. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I submit thht it is not in order. 

Mr. REED. Quite so. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairwillhear anysuggestion. [After 
a pause,] The gentleman from Iowa moves to reconsider the 
vote by which the 1 was laid on the table. The Chair does 
not see why it is not in order. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. - It is. The House is in a call; and any mat- 
ter is in order which looks to the obtainment of a quorum; and 
the House may adjourn if it sees proper to do so. The gentle- 
man from New York moves that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is evidently a dilatory motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, it is after 5 o clock now. 

The SPEAKER. The House can vote the motion down if 
they desire to do so. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it, 

Mr. PAYNE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 120. 

Mr. PAYNE. Tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. On what motion? 

The SPEAKER On the motion to adjourn, à 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to raise a question of order against 
the motion submitted by the gentleman from Iowa, to reconsider 
the vote by which the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr.PAYNE. That has been decided once. 

Mr. REED. That has been decided. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any suggestion offered that the de- 
cision is wrong? 

Mr DOCKERY. I do not raise the question on this motion. 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to adjourn. 

The 80 was taken; and there were—yeas 58, nays 160, 


not voting 134; as follows: 

YEAS—58 
Baker, Everett, Hitt, Ray, 
Bartholdt, 4 Hulick, 4 
Bartlett, Kem, Reyburn, 
Belden, Gillett, Mass. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Brosius, Grifün, Loud, Sickles, 
Bundy, Grosvenor, Loud r, Smith, 
Chickering, Grow, Marvin, N. V. Stone. G. W. 
Childs, A McCall, Stone, 
Cousins, ner, Meiklejohn, Sweet, 
Covert, — Milliken, ‘Tawney, 
Curtis, Kans. Hen Payne, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. Hepburn, Perkins, Wever, 
Daniels, ermann, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Doolittle, Hicks, Post, 
Ellis, Oregon Hilborn, Quigg, 

NAYS—160. 
Abbott, Caruth, Edmunds, Kribbs, 
Alexander, Catchings, English, Kyle, 

D, Causey, Enloe, ane, 
Avery, Clark, Mo. Epes, Lapham, 
Bailey, Lawson, 
Baker, N. H. Coffeen, Fielder, Layton, 

. Clarke, Ala. 5 Lester. 
Bankhead, Cobb, Geisse A Lockwood, 
ig, Cobb, Mo. Goldzier, Lynch, 
Bell, Tex. mn, Gorman, Maguire, 
Black, Ga. Cooper, Fla. Grady, allory, 
Bland, Cooper, Tex. G: McAleer, 
Boatner, Cornish, Haines, McCreary, 
Boen, Cox, Hall, Minn. MeCulloch, 
Bower, N. C. Crain, Hall, Mo. McDearmon, 
Crawiord, MeEttrick, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Davis, Hare, Mi 1 
Bretz, De Armond, Hatch, McKeighan, 
Brickner, De Forest, Henderson, N.C. M 
Brookshire, Denson, Hines, MeNagny, 
Bryan, Nock S een 
i ery, a 
Bynum, Dolliver, Hunter, 33 
Caminetti, Donovan, Money, 
—- pum iia —.— ý 
Cann unphy, Jones, organ, 
Capehart, — Kilgore, Moses, 


to explain 


S Turner, Ga. 
ae 2 Turner, Va. 
Ou Tenn. Stone, Ky. ler, 

Page. Ritchie, Strats, arner, 
Robbins, Swanson, Washington, 
Patterson, Robertson, La. Tat S.C. Weadock, 
Paynter, Russell, Ga. Talbott, Md. ells. 
Pearson. Ryan. Tate, Wheeler, Ala. 
Pendleton, Tex. Sayers, Taylor, I Willams, HI. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Schermerhorn, Terry. Se. 
Pigott, Shell, X Wolverton, 
Price, Sibley, Tucker, Woodara. 
NOT VOTING—134, 
Adams, Ky. Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Adams, Pa. Cumm Joy, Settle, 
Aitken, Daizell, Kiefer, Shaw, 
Alderson, Davey, Latimer, S 
Aldrich. Dingley. Lefever, Simpson, 
Apsley, Draper, ton, Sipe, 
Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Lisle, Snodgrass, 
Babcock, jt Livingston, Somers, 
arnes, Fletcher, Lucas, perry, 
Beli, Colo. Forman, Maddox, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, A Ste 
ry. Fyan, on, Storer. 
Bingham, Gear Marsh. Straus, 
Black, HL Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Strong, 
Blair, Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Tarsney, 
Boutelle, Graham, McCleary. Minn. ‘Taylor, Tenn. 
wers, O; Grout, MeDannold, Thomas, 
Brattan, Harmer, McDowell, x 
Breckinridge, Ky. Harter, McGann, Van voorhis, N. Y 
Broderick, Hartman, McLaurin, Wadsworth, 
Bunn, Haugen, Mercer, Walker, 
Burnes, Hayes, Wanger, 
Burrows, Heard, Morse, augh, 
Heiner, A Wheeler, III. 
omon Henderson, III. Newlands, ite, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Whiting, 
Cannon, III. Holman, Oates, W Miss. 
Clancy, er, N. Y. Pence, Wilson, Wash. 
Cockr: Hopkins, uu. Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, ‘oomer. 
Compton, Houk, Randall, Wright. Mass, 
Coombs, Hall, Ra A Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Ind, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson,N.Dak. Rusk, 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 58 and the 
nays 158; so the House refuses to adjourn. The Chair desires 
to call attention to the fact that a few moments ago the gentle- 
men from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the House laid on the table an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. The gentleman from Tennessee] Mr. PATTERSON 
made the point that that was not in order. The Chair sta 
that he thought it was, that he knew nothing to the contrary. 
The Chair has since examined the question—— 

Mr. LACEY. Did not the Chair rule upon it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not stand on any techni- 
cality as to his ruling before any action had been taken by the 
House. 

Mr. LACEY. The point of order was made by the penkomaan 
from Tennessee and overruled: then a motion to adjourn was 
made, and then the point was renewed. 

The SPEAKER. How is the gentleman from Iowa hurt by 
having the matter considered now? 

Mr. LACEY. That is not the question. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question with the Chair. The 
Chair holds that the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the table can 
not be considered during a call of the House. 

Mr. LACEY. From that decision I appeal. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal 
of the gentleman. The question now is on agreeing to the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair deciines to entertain that mo- 
tion. $ 

Mr. REED. On what ground? 

Mr. PAYNE. L appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will take 
his seat. All gentlemen will be seated. The question is on 

ing to the resolution. : 

Mr. REED. On what ground does the Chair decline to enter- 
tain the 8 from his decision? I should like to argue the 

roposition—— 
= The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to make any further 
statement—— 

Mr. REED. I think I can satisfy the Chair even-— 

The SPEAKER. (There has been no transaction of business 
since the motion was made before. The Chair declines to hear 
from the gentleman further. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will permit me to ex 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not pe 


t the gentleman 
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Mr. REED. The Chair will permit me 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
will be seated. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the gentle- 
man takes his seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. II I were the Speaker I would not call on 
the Sergeant-at-Arms every four minutes—— 

The SPEAKER. And the Sergeant-at-Arms will force the 
other gentleman from Maine to be seated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; hewillnot. Thegentleman from 
Maine will seat himself. 

Great confusion in the Hall.] 

r. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gen- 
tleman for any purpose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ona question of order? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. REED. U rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the resolution and de- 
clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 149, noes 18. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand tellers; and pending that I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
tellers. Those who are in favor of ordering tellers will rise and 
stand until they are counted. 

Mr. PAYNE. And pending that I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain that motion. 
The question is upao ordering tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a question of order, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

The Speaker continued to count the vote upon ordering tell- 
ers, and announced that there were 42 in the affirmative. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 
the Speaker announced that 133 gentlemen had voted in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and 


nays. 

‘Ar. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the 
yeas and nays have just been ordered, because the Constitution 
says that one-fifth of the members can order the yeas and nays. 
The gentleman may call for the other side if he desires, but 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Notwithstanding that, Mr. Speaker, I have the 
right under the rules to have tellers. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the 
right to have a count by tellers. He is not bound by the count 
of the Speaker. The question is upon ordering tellers on the 
demand for the yeas and nays. [The questiononordering tellers 
having been put.] Forty-odd gentleman have voted in favor of 
ordering tellers. A sufficient number. Tellers are ordered. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] will act as tellers. As many 
as are in favor of taking the vote on the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee by yeas and nays will now pass between the 
tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE (not having taken his place as teller). 
that the House do now reg ras 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can recognize no motion while 
the House is 1 oF 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear the gentleman. 

Mr.PAYNE. The Chair ought to be in order as well as the 


ouse. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will be in 
order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rose respectfully on a question of order. I 
am entitled to do so. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gentle- 


man. 
My; PAYNE. I have a right to be heard on a question of 
order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to hear the gentleman 


upon any question while the House is dividing. 
Mr. PAYNE. & question of order is always recognized by 


I move 


H 


the Chair. That has been decided over and over orun: 
oe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will take 
seat. 


Mr. PAYNE. I rise toa question of order, and claim that I 
am entitled to recognition. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 


Mr. PAYNE. Pending the appointment of tellers, I rise to a 
question of order and demand my rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
ate [Mr. REED] as a teller in place of the gentleman from New 


ork, 
Mr, PAYNE. I would like to know by what rule the Speaker 
refuses to hear a question of order? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maino will please act 


as teller. 
Mr. REED. The gentleman from Maine“ declines to act us 
teller. The gentleman from New York has a right 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON] will act alone. 5 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, this is a fine House of Representatives! 

A MEMBER. You are making it so. 

Mr. PATTERSON (having concluded the count). Mr. 
Speaker, 127 members have voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. A sufficient number. The yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Mr.PAYNE. I make the point of order that only one teller 
has acted. The rule requires two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in pad oe Se that, states that he 
appointed the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] asa 
teller and he declined. 

Mr. PAYNE. There were other members 

The SPEAKER. The Chair then appointed the recognized 
leader of the Republican party, and he declined. 

Mr. PAYNE. There were other members that might have 
been appointed. The Chair might have appointed a member of 
the majority. Under the rule two tellers are required. 

Mr. REED. The rules of the House require two tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not care to have thrown in 
his face the fact of appointing two tellers from the same side. 

Mr. REED. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ifthe Chair had exercised his prerogative as 
supervisor of the House he might have appointed some gentle- 
man on the other side. 

The Clerk (under the direction of the Speaker) proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The SPEAKER (after a few names had been called). Gentle- 
nion wiil please resume their seats and the House will come to 
order. 

Mr. REED. The rules require two tellers, and the Speaker 
can not dispense with that requirement. 

The SPEAKER. The House understands the circumstances. 

Mr. REED. But the Speaker does not seem to understand 


them. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is ready to take all the con- 
sequences. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll, Mr. BOUTELLE and 
Mr. REED endeavoring to make themselves heard. 

The SPEAKER, The reporter will not take down any re- 
marks that are now being made. 

The call of the roll having been resumed, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will suspend fora moment. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will request all gentlemen to be seated. The 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Ohio will 
be seated. [Referring to Mr. PAYNE and Mr. OUTHWAITE, who 
were engaged in earnest conversation in the middle aisle. ] 

The conversation between the two members continuing, 

The SPEAKER repeated: The gentleman from New York 
and the gentleman from Ohio will be seated. 

Mr. PAYNE, amid much confusion, was understood to say: I 
will take my seat when I get ready. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The Speaker should require 
every member to take his seat. 

The SPEAKER. If some gentleman will submit a motion in 
respect to the contumacy of the gentleman from New York the 
Chair will entertain it. The Chuir has specifically ordered the 

entleman to take his seat, and he states that he will do so when 

egets ready. If the House is willing to permit—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say in justice to myself. 

The SPEAKER. If the Houseis willing to permit the gentle- 
man—— : 

Mr. WISE. I move thatthe gentleman from New York be 
brought to the bar of the House for reprimand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] 
will please put his motion in writing. The Chair would like to 
ascertain whether the House is willing to permit the gentleman 
from New York to refuse defiantly to conform to the wish of the 
House as 5 by the rules of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. To make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. About what? 

Mr. REED. I want to make a point of order. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I thought the Speaker was liable toa point 
of order himself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was endeavoring to keep order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair was chiding some of the mem- 
bers of the House for not preserving order on the floor, when the 
Chair has violated the rules himself by accepting a report con- 
trary to the rules of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will be seated. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose of course you have the power to 


make that order. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the gentleman from Maine 


be brought to the bar of the House and reprimanded. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit that the gentleman from Ohio 
should sit down himself when he demands that I take my seat. 
aker, I will offer a resolution 
he Chair will not interrupt the roll call to 
entleman ma 
The Clerk will proceed with the roll 


Mr. WISE. Mr.S 
The SPEAKER. 


consider the resolution now; but the 


afterwards if he desires. 
call 


163, nays 33, not voting 156; as follows: 


The roll call-was resumed and concluded, there being—yeas 


YEAS—163. 
Abbott, ain, Hutcheson, Pigott, 
Alexander, Crawford. Ikirt, Price, 
Allen, Culberson, Kribbs, Reilly, 
Bailey, min: Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Baldwin, De Forest, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bankhe: Denson, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lawson, Robbins, 
g. Dockery, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Donovan, ter, Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga. Deny tone 3 
R unphy, 0 Sayers, 
Boatner. Durborow, aguire, Schermerhorn, 
Bower, N Edmunds, Mallory, hell, 
B idge, Ark. og hall, Sibley, 
Bricicn — Necrearp K Skalliags 
er, Pes, * . tallings, 
Brookshire, Erdm: McCulloch, + Stockdale, 
Brown, Everett, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, Fielder, McEttrick, Swanson, 
Bynum, Geary. McKeighan, Talbert, S. C. 
Cadm Geissenhainer, Me. Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Goldzier, McNagny, te, 
Campbell. Gorman, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, Meredith, Terry, 
Capehart, Gresham, Meyer, Tracey, 
th, Gri Money, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hainer, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
usey, Haines, organ, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. Moses, Tu 
Clarke, Ala. Hali, Mo. Mutchler, Tyler. 
Cobb, Ala. ammond, eill, Warner, 
Cobb, Mo. are, "Neil, Weadock, 
Coc! Hatch, Outhwaite, Wells, 
Coffeen, Hayes, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Conn, Henderson, N.C. Paschal, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Fla. Hendrix, Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, = Hines, Paynter, ise, 
Cooper, Hooker, Miss. Pearson, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
Cox, Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—33. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass, Marvin, N. Y. Stephenson 
Bowers, Cal. Hager. M. 1. Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Harris, Moikiejohn, Stone, W. A. 
Burrows, Hartman, ayne, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
ones a a II. e ee Seos ont 
epburn, ickler, on 9. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, y ý 
Doolittle, 2 N 
Gardner, Loudenslager. Smith, 
NOT VOTING 188. 
Adams, Ky. Cannon, III. Grosvenor, Lisle, 
Adami, Pa. Clancy, rout, Livingston, 
Aitken, Cockran, Grow, Loud, 
Alderson, Cogswell, Harmer, Lucas, 
Aldric Compton, Harter. Maddox, 
Apsley, Coombs, Haugen, er, 
Arnold, Cooper, Wis. Heard, Mahon, 
Avery. Cousins, Heiner, b, 
Babcock, Covert, Henderson, Iowa Martin, Ind. 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, Kans, Hermann, McCleary, Minn. 
Barnes, Dalzell, Hicks, McDannold, 
Bartholat, Daniels, Hilborn, McDowell, 
Belden, Davey, Hitt, cG: 
Bell, Colo. Davis, Holman, McKaig, 
Beltzhoorer, Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. McLaurin, 
it Doliiver, Hopkins, Mercer, 
Bingham, Draper, Hopkins, Pa. en, 
Black, Ellis, Ky. Houk, Moon, 
Blair, Ellis, Oregon ull, Morse, 
Boen, Fithian, Johnson, Ind. Murray, 
aren ch, ren sonnan, oo eee 
orman, 0) n. 0 Northway, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funk, Jones, Oates, z 
Broderick, Funston, Joy. Pence, 
Bundy, Fyan, Kem, Phillips, 
Bunn, Gear, Kiefer, Post, 
Burnes, Gillet, N. Y. Powers, 
Cabaniss, G Lefever, 5 
Caldwell, G 8 Linton, all, 


offer it 


Strong, 


pdegraf, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 


Whi 

Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Sok: WASHINGTON with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, for the rest of 

e day. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (who had voted in the negative). 
Mr. Speaker, I change my vote to “aye.” 

The SPEAKER. The change will be noted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. My colleaguo, Mr. 
BRANCH, is detained from the House on account of sickness, and 
I ask that he be excused for the remainder of the day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Kem left this afternoon quite 
sick, and asked to be excused for the remainder of the day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] be excused for the remainder of the day on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Lask that Mr. STEVENS of Massachusetts 
be excused. He was taken sick during the afternoon and was 
compelled to leave. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to reconsider and lay that motion 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska has moved 
to reconsider the vote; the gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
lay that motion on the table. : 

he question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
148, noes 29. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. N srk pending the ques- 
tion on the motion to lay on the table, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 
40, noes 110. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 30, nays 151, not 
voting 171; as follows: 


YEAS—30, 
Baker, N. H Gi ner, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Grow, MeCall, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bundy, Hainer, Perkins, Wever, 
Childs, Hart Piexler, Wheeler, III. 
Daniels, Hepburn, gu 4 White. 
Doolittle, Hulick, y, 
Funk, y. Reyburn, 
NAYS—I5L 

Abbott, Clarke, Ala. Goldzier, McCreary, Ky. 
Alexander, Cobb, Ala. Gorman, McCulloch, 
Allen, Cobb, Mo. Grady, McDearmon, 
Bailey, Cockrell, Gresham, McEttrick, 
Baker, Kans. Coffeen, Haines. McKaig, 
Baldwin, Conn, Hall, Mo. McKeighan, 
Bankhead. Cooper, Fla Hammond, McMillin, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Ind. re, MeNagny, 
ee Cooper, Tex. Hatch, McRae, 
Bell, Tex. Cornish Hayes, Meredith, 
Black, Ga. Cox, Henderson, N.C Meyer, ® 
Bland, Crain. Hendrix, Money, 
Boatner, Crawford, Hines, Montgomery, 
Boen, Culberson, Hooker, Miss. Morgan, 
Bower, N.C. Hudson, Moses, 
Breckinridge, Ark. De Armond, Hunter, Mutchler, 

tz, Denson, Ikirt, eill 
Brickner, Dinsmore, Jones, "Neil, 

kshire, ery, Kribbs, Outhwaite, 

Brown, Donovan, le, hal, 
pyaun Ð hy, Lapp Pepa 

num, ‘unphy, apham, aynter, 
Cadmus, Durborow, Lawson, Pearson, 
Caminetti, Edmunds, Layton, Pendleton, Tex, 
Campbell, ih, Lester, Pigott, 
Cannon, Cal. oe, Lockwood, go, 
Capehart, Epes, Se Richards, Ohio 
Caruth, Erdman, Richardson, 
Catchings, Fielder, Mallory. Be 
Ciarko Mo. Geissenhainer, McAleer, Robertson, La. 
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Russell, Ga. Stallings, Terry, Wheeler, Ala. 
Ryan. Stockdale, Tucker, Williams, DL 

gers, Stone, Ky. er, Ga. Williams, 

ermerhorn, Swanson, Turner, Va. Wise, 
Shell, Talbert, S. C. Turpin, Wolverton, 
Sibley, Tate, ler, Woodard. 
Sp x Taylor, Ind. arner, 
NOT VOTING—I71L. 
Adanis, Ky. De Forest, Joy. Rusk, 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Kem, Conn, 
e Kiefer, Seele, 
son, raper, 0¹ ti 
Eilis, Ky. 5 el Shaw, 
Apsley, uis, Lefever, S 
Arnold, Everett, Linton, Sickles, 
Avery, thian, Lisle, Simpson, 
Fletcher, Livingston, Sipe, 

Barn Forman, Loud, Snodgrass, 
Belden, Funston, Lucas, Somers, 
Bell, Colo. Fyan, Maddox, Sperry. 
Beltzhoover, A er, Stephenson, 

8 Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Stevens, 
Bing! Stone, W. A. 
Black, III. Graham, Marvin, N. X. Storer, 
Blair. McCleary, Minn. Strait, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McDannold, Straus, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, McDowell, 

Branch, Hager, McGann, weet, 
Brattan, S McLaurin, Talbott, Md. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Harmer, Meiklejohn, y, 
Broderick, rris, Mercer, Tawney, 
Bunn, Harter, en, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burnes, Haugen, Moon, omas, 
Burrows, eard, Morse, Y, 
Caba Heiner, Murray, egram 
Caldwell, Henderson, II. Ne Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cannon, III. Henderson, Iowa Northway, ads worth, 
Chickering, Hermann, Oates, Walker, 
Clancy, Hicks, Page, anger, 
Hilborn, Payne, Washington, 
Cogswell, Hitt, Pence, —— — 
Compton, Holman, Pendleton, W. Va. Weadock, 
— Hopsina til’ Poss Whiting 
r, 0} 05 A 
—— Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Covert, Houk, Rani Wiison, Wash. 
Curtis, Kans. Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hutcheson, Reed, Woomer 
Dalzell, Johuson, Ind. Reilly, Wright, 
Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Tenn. Wright, Pa. 
Davis, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the motion to e ee laid on the table without tak- 
ing a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. REED. With the understanding that the House there- 
upon adjourn? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill make that motion. 
mous consent 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. [Cries of Oh, 

rey 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON] can withdraw the motion to lay on the table, and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] can withdraw the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will do soif the understanding 
is that we are to adjourn. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; I withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON] withdraws the motion to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider, and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] 
withdraws the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I now move to reconsider, and move to 
lay that motion on the table. 

» The SPEAKER. Without objection the latter motion will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 4. 

j 3 (at 6 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned. 


I ask unani- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MOSES, from the Commit- 


tee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. 
Greiner; which, with the accompanying report (No. 638), was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6460) for the relief of Pleasant G. Decker, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6479) continuing the investi- 
garona and tests of American timber—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6480) for ascertaining the feasi- 
bility of constructing a ship canal from the Great Lakes to the 
navigable waters of the Hudson River—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. : 

y Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6481) 
directing thecoinage of thesilver bullion held inthe Treasury— 
to the Committee on Co , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6482) to amend 
section 3341, chapter 5, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 153) to change the name of Sixteenth street to Executive 
avenue, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia—to the 
Committeeon the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A joint resolution Eg Res. 154) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold a pee rata part of 
the amount due the Cherokee Indians for the Cherokee Outlet 
to be paid to the Eastern Cherokee Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A resolution for the relief of J. Martin 
McKay—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension to 
Daniel Boyles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

eee ARUTH: A bill H. R. 6484) for the relief of John 
D. Lanahan, late first lieutenant of Company G, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6485) donating a con- 
demned cannon to the Charles S. Hayes Post, No. 224, Depart- 
ment of the Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6486) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against Theodore Sterling—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6487) for the 
relief of Catherine Crisler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6488) to increase the pension of 
George C. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill H. R.6489) for the relief of M. 
A. Lanford, Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6490) for the relief of L. B. 
O’Bannon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry E. Ledet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6492) for the relief of 
William Loftie, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6493) for the 
relief of the heirs of Harrison Gill, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6494) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against Aaron Reynolds—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 6495) for the relief of Ellen Tomp- 
kins, widow of C. Q. Tompkins, late captain Third Artillery, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following perons and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of Sol Aberdee and 96 other citi- 
zens of Flint, Mich., asking for the e of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Ve emerges FONE of = = pds and 151 3 citi- 
zens of on, N. H., praying for le otteries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post. Roads. 
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By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of citizens of Hampden, Me., 
for legislation st lotteries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Machine Wood Workers’ 
Union, for the establishment of Government telegraph lines— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. CHILDS: Nine petitions, as follows: Of H. J. Kiek- 
koalát and 127 others; of William Hefferon and 81 others; of G. 
K. Boughorne and 34 others; of G. H. Eickhoff and 43 others; of 
W. J. Campbell and 29 others; of B. C. Hitchcock and 111 others; 
of Henry Bellinghousen and 60 others; of Charles A. Hurd and 
37 others, and of F. G. Arntzen and 18 others, citizens of Illi- 
nois, urging the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admit- 

to the mails as second-class matter fraternal society and 
co ego journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

Also, petition of Summit Camp, No. 715, Modern Woodmen of 
America, Minooka, III. of B. L. Bonar and 163 other citizens of 
Streator, III.; of W. B. Davison and 30 other citizens of Utica, 
III., and of W. E. Kinnett and 23 other citizens of Yorkville, III., 
asking the eof the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 


» mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of William Orr and 161 others, urging the adop- 
tion of a religious amendment to the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Topeka, Kans., urging an amend- 
ment to the 3 of the Constitution, recognizing God as 
the source of our civil and political and religious liberty—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of W. D. Cook and others, ask- 
ing for favorable consideration of the Manderson-Hainer bill in 
the interest of fraternal society and ha 4 journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, for 
the removal of the charge of desertion pending against Theo- 
dore Sterling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Herbert Cissey, of Hardin 
County, Tenn., asking the reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial from Toledo, Ohio, in favor 
of amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of C. D. Ellis and others, 
against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of residents of Brooklyn and of 
Henry Witte and others, favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Protest of St. Paul Boiler Makers’ Union 
against the passage of the Fithian free-ship bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 140 citizens of Phila, Mass., protest- 
ing against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution amendment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce 
Exchange, asking for certain amendments to the existing laws 
regulating commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. McALEER: Petition of H. G. Bender and others, of 
Enterprise Harbor, National American Associationof Mastersand 
Pilots, asking that captains of certain United States tugboats be 
given a permanent rating such as tugboat captains of United 
States Navy with retirement pay, when incapacitated from 
active duty, through age or other causes to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitions of the Methodist and Baptist 
Preachers’ Associations of Boston and vicinity, praying for the 
passage of the bill to punish the crime of seduction in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of David U. White, of Prairie County, 
Ark., asking the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. r 

By Mr. O'NEIL: Petition of Henry D. W. Morris and others, 
in favor of the passage of an act to amend the postal laws in the 
interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., 
in the interest of fraternal and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Robert Crawford and others, of 
~ Clinton, Conn., for the suppression of lotteries—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Ollice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Tioga County and Guil- 
ford, Chenango * £2 N. V., lor a law regulating the sale of 
bogus butter to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. RITCHIE: Resolutions adopted by the Toledo (Ohio) 
Produce Exchange, favoring amendment of the act regulating 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Thomas C, Cornell, of Yonkers, 
N. Y., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill and amendments 
thereto—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Herman Klepper and 25 
other citizens of Zenobia, III., praying for the passage of a law 
which will permit publications of fraternal eties to be sent 
through the mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 4 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts for fore- 
man of presswork in the Government Printing Office—to the 
Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 30, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o`clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker amid general applause, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the ruling of the Chair, 
that one teller could do the counting under our rules, has 
been left out of the Journal, and also the refusal to hear from 
Mr. PAYNE the point of order which he rose and stated to the 
Chair he purposed or desired to make. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any amendment to the 
Journal, he can send it up. ; 

Mr. REED. I move that the Journal be amended so as to re- 
cite those facts which appear in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please put it in writing 
and send it np 

Mr. SPRINGER. And upon that I move fhe previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. I should like to have the Reporter’s notes 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not delay the business of the 
House. 

Mr. REED. The Chair should have examined the Journal, 
and I presume he has. The Chair knows what facts I refer to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let that part of the Journal be read again. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There was considerable confusion in the 
House at the time 

Mr. REED. There was no confusion, as to those things, on 
the floor. 

The Speaker examined the manuscript copy of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED 
refer to the proceedings as to tellers? 

Mr. REED, The Recorp shows that Mr. PAYNE said: 

Mr. Payne. I make the point of order that only one teller has acted, 
The rule requires two. 7 


The SPEAKER. The Journal on that subject states: 


AE 7 7 7 demanded that the vote on ordering the yeas and nays be taken 
by tellers. . 
‘rhe. SPEAKER appointed Mr. PAYNE and Mr. PATTERSON as tellers, 
Mr. Payne declined to act as teller. 
The Speaker e appointed Mr. REED, who also declined to act. 
The Speaker then directed the other teller [Mr. PATTERSON] to count the 
vote on ordering the yeas and nays. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I suggest to the Cheir that, 
although nobody from the other side appeared to act as a teller, 
yet they kept the count. We noticed that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, The Journal is perfectly accurate as to 
what transpired at that time. There is no occasion for any 
amendment. 

Mr. REED. I have some difficulty in proposing the amend- 
ment when I come to this point: 

Mr. Pay made the point that but one teller had acted. The Chair over- 
ruled the point, for the reason— 

I do not know what the reason of the Chair was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. REED. Mr. PAYNE made the point of order that but one 
teller had acted. The Chair overruled the point for some rea- 
son or other, which I do not know, and if the Chair will now 
state the reason—— 
The SPEAKER. The Journal ought to be a correct tran- 
preys of what took place. 
. REED. Precisely. 
The SPEAKER. And if no reason was given then, no reason 
ought to be inserted in the Journal. 
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Mr. REED. Then the Chair overruled the point for no 
reason stated.“ 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will send up any amend- 
ment the Chair will submit it. 

Mr. REED. This is the amendment which, under the sugges- 
tion of the Chair, [sendup. I also have another amendment in 
Agere to the point of order made by Mr. PAYNE. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE made the point that but one teller has acted. 

The Chair overruled the point for no reason stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the approval of the Journal I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make one other amendment, if the 
gentleman will kindly withdraw his motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentlemen will state his amendment, 
and it is an amendment that ought to be made, I will withdraw 
the motion; if it is not, I will insist on the motion. 

Mr. REED. Here is the other one: 

Mr. PAYNE rose to the point of order that the Chair refused to permit the 
point of order to be stated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to hear the amendment. 

Mr. REED. I had already offered amendments to both parts, 
and the Chair requested me to reduce them to writing. Ofcourse 
I must have the necessary time to do it. I did not know that 
5 Journal would omit such important action by the Speaker as 
that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that but one amendment 
can be offered at a time. 

The SPEAKER. Only one amendment can be offered at a 
time. | Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I do not, 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I insist that I proposed the amend- 
ments before the demand for the previous question, and that I 
only took the 5 2755 4 time to prepare them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is aware that he can not pro- 
pose two amendments at one time to different parts of the Jour- 
nal, He oar offer an amendment, an amendment to that, and 
offer a substitute, with one amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. REED. I know; but I proposed amendments covering 
both those points. A 

The SPEAKER. Which can not be done, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. REED. I do not think, upon reflection, the Speaker will 
want to do this. x 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the amendment and the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 136; noes none. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. : 
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Marcu 30, 
Outhwaite, Richardson, Mich. 88 Warner, 
Page, Richardson, Tenn. Stone, Ky. Washington, 
Paschal, Robbins, Strait, Weadock, 
Patterson, Robertson, La. Straus, Wells, 
Paynter, Rusk. S n, Wheeler, Ala, 
Pearson, Russell, Ga. Talbert, Whiting, 
Pence, Ryan, Talbott, Md Williams, III. 
Pendleton, Tex. Sayers, Tate, Williams, Miss. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Schermerhorn, Taylor, Ind. Wise, 
Pigott, Shell, Terry, Wolverton, 
ice, Sickles, ‘Tucker, Woodard. 
rope fore ipe, Turner, Ga. The Speaker. 
Reilly, perry, Turner, Va. 
Richards, Ohio. Springer, Tyler, 
NAYS—1 
Tracey. 
NOT VOTING—174. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell. Houk, Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hulick. Ritchie, 
Aitken, Davey, Hull, Robinson, Pa, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Johnson, Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Doliiver, Johnson, N. Dak. Scranton, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Settle. 
Avery, Draper, oy, Shaw, 
Ba k, Ellis, Ky.. Kem, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis. Oregon Kiefer, Sibley, 
es, Fielder, Lacey, att a 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Lefever, Smith, 
Belden, Fletcher, Linton, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Colo. Forman, Lisle, Somers, 
Beltzhoover. k, Livingston, Stephenson, 
Berry, Funston, Loud, tevens. 
Bingham, Tyan, Loudenslager, Stockdale. 
Black, III Gardner, cas, Stone, C. W. 
Blair, Gear. Maddox, Stone. W. A. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Magner. Storer, 
Bower, N. C. Gillett, Mass. Maguire, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, ahon, Sweet, 
Branch, Graham, arsh, Tarsney, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. wney. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, McCall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, Grow McCleary, Minn. hom 
Brosius, Hager, McDowell, Turpin, 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Upde y 
Burrows, Hammond, Mercer, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
baniss, Harmer, Milliken, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Caldwell, Harter, Moon, Wadsworth, 
on, Hartman, Morse, Walker, 
Chickering, Haugen, Murray. Wanger, 
Childs, Heard, Newlands, Waugh, 
Clancy, Heiner, Northway, Wever, 
Cockran, Henderson, III. Payne, Wheeler, III. 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, White, 
Compton, Hepburn, hillips, Wilson, Ohio. 
Jonn, Hermann, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Post, n. a. 
Cousins, Hilborn, Powers, Woomer 
Covert, Hitt, ulgg. Wright. Mass. 
Hooker, N. Y. Randall, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, Kans, Hopkins, III. y. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Reed, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

8 announcement of the result, 

Mr. CULBERSON said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House 
when his name was called and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. REED. One moment, Mr. Speaker; was the gentleman 
here when his name should have been called? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wasinthe Hallduring the call, and did 


Mr.PATTERSON. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. not hear my name called. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 178, nays 1, 
not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—178, 
Abbott, Causey. Everett, Lawson, 
Alderson, Clark, Mo. Geary, Layton, 
Alexander, Clarke, Ala. Geissenhainer, Lester, 
Allen, Cobb, Goldzier, Lockwood, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. Gorman, Lynch, 
Baker, Kans. Cockrell, Grady, allory, 
aldwi Coffeen, Gresham, Marshall, 
Bankhead, Coombs, Griffin, Martin, Ind. 
Bartlett, Cooper, Fla. Haines, McAleer, 
B 2 Cooper, Ind. Hall, Minn. McCreary, Ky. 
per, Hall, Mo. McCulloch, 
Black, Ga. rnish, are, McDannold, 
Bland, x, is, McDearmon, 
Boatner, Crawford, Hatch, McEttrick, 
Boen, 1 m. Hayes, McGann, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cummings Henderson, N. C. McKaig, 
tz, 3 Hendrix, McKeighan, 
Brickner, De Armond, es, cLaurin, 
Broo! „ De Forest, Holman, McMillin, 
Brown, nson, Hooker, Miss. McNagny, 
Bryan, Dinsmore, n, Ras. 
Bunn, Dockery, Hunter, Meredith, 
Burnes, Donovan, Hutcheson, Meyer, 
Bynum, Txirt, Money, 
Cacmus, phy, Jones, Montgomery, 
Caminetti, Durborow, Kilgore, Morgan, 
Campbell, Edmunds, bs, Moses, 
Cannon, Cal. lish, Kyle, Mutchler, 
et Be Ertan, aus 
Catchings, Erdman, LaLa. 8 Nell. 


Mr. CULBERSON’S vote was recorded. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether I am 
recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. WELLS. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall during the 
roll call, and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. WELLS. Les, sir. 

Mr. WELLS’s vote was recorded. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his 
name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. TUCKER. I was not here on the first roll call, but I was 
on the second, and my name was not then called. 

Mr. TUCKER’s vote was recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The vote of Mr. CRISP was recorded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE asked for a recapitulation of the vote, but 
immediately withdrew the request. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think there is an error 
in regard to the vote of the gentleman from New Vork, Mr. 
DANIELS. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I supposed that this was a call 
of the House, and I answered here.“ I did not intend to vote 


upon the pen question. : 
he SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that, under the circum- 
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stances, the gentleman’s name ought to be stricken from the 
roll. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr, CABANISS with Mr. NoRTHWAY. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. COGSWELL. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. BOWERS of California. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOOKER of. New York. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SoMERS with Mr. HARMER. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. WADSWORTH, on election cases. 3 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr.Speaker,I desire tostate that lam paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER], but with 
the understanding that I may vote to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 178 and the 
naysarel, The ayes have it, and the previous question is or- 


dered. 

Mr. REED. There is debate, I believe; fifteen minutes on each 
side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a vote be 
taken without the yeas and nays upon the amendments offered 
by, the gentleman from Maine separately. 

Mr. REED. I have other amendments that I desire to offer. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. REED. Rule No. 1 of this House, fourth clause, de- 
clares that the Speaker shall decide all questions of order sub- 
ject to an appeal by any member. That right, given under the 
rules of this House, is entirely without qualification or limita- 
tion. Twice yesterday that right was refused toa member of- 
the House without any reason oain given by the Speaker for 
such refusal. There is no reason that can be given under the 
law governing parliamentary bodies except that the processes 
of the House are being used to obstruct business. The Speaker 
has repeatedly stated it to be the principle which governed this 
House and which is contained in the rules that such a reason 
was not a valid one and that he could not refuse to entertain an 
appeal for any such reason as that. Nevertheless he has twice 
ee a to entertain an appeal, one instance being recorded in 
the Journal and the other misrecorded. I merely call the at- 
tention of the House to this because it seems to be a plain case 
where the Speaker has adopted the principle, in actual prac- 
tice, of refusing to entertain an appeal because he thought it 
was made for dilatory purposes and at the same time has not 
seen fit to say so in the Journal. 

Now, what is the object of a journal so far as parliamentary 

roceedingsareconcerned? ‘Theobjectof itis to afford guidance 
f matters of parliamentary law to the House upon future occa- 
sions, and it has been the custom of Speakers, except in very ob- 
vious cases, to give their reasons. I submit to the House that 
there is no reason given, pad yok under the ruling of the Chair 
and his construction of the rules of this House, a right was twice 
denied to a member of the House. However, this is not the pro- 
ceeding on which to reach that. This is simply a proposition to 
correct the Journal. The previous question has been ordered, 
and if the Journal is approved, itis approved with three plain 
errors in it, and thatis neither just to the minority nor to the 
majority. The following colloquy occurred, according to the 
RECORD: 

Mr. PAYNE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain that motion. 
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Mr. REED. On what REON 

Mr. PAYNE. Ia from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from New York will take his seat. All gen- 
tlemen will be seated. The question is on agreeing to the resolution, 

Now, your Journal that you propose to adopt without exami- 
nation says: 

Ar. P. aled f the decision of the Chair in declining to recog- 
nize him on tha motion to adjourn. en s 72 

The Speaker declined to entertain the appeal. 

The question was put on ra 1 to the order proposed by Mr. PATTER- 
SON while the House was dividing. 

Mr. PAYNE submitted a motion to adjourn. _ 

The Speaker declined to entertain the motion at that time. 

The Le and nays having been demanded, 
5 vel SAER demanded that the vote on ordering the yeas and nays be taken 

The House will also recollect the actual state of affairs which 
is embodied in the amendment which I offer. 

Mr. PAYNE made the point that but one teller has acted. 

The Chair overruled the point, for no reason stated. 

Whether this amendment will be adopted or not I do not 
know; but the other correction will be impossible if the House 

roceeds to yote ‘‘aye” upon the main question. Now, whatthe 

ouse may choose to do is perhaps of very little consequence to 
any of us except so far as it may set an example of misstating 
in a solemn document, the Journal of the House, what actually 
occurred. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary to make 
any remarks on this side. I reserve my time and ask for a vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maine. [The question was put.] The 
noes seem to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 67, noes 148. 

Mr. REED. Tellers—two of them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 107 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 1, nays 179, 
not voting 172: as follows: 


AS—1, 
Tracey. 
NAYS—179. 
Abbott, Cox, Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Alderson, Crain, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Alexander, Crawford, San Sate Pigott, 
Allen, Culberson, Kribbs, Price, 
Baiiey, Cummiugs, Kyle, Reilly. 
Baldwin, Davis, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lapham, Richardson, Mich. 
Bartlett, De Forest, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Barwig, Denson, Lawson, Robbins, 
Bell, Colo. Dinsmore, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga. Donovan, Lockwood, yan, 
Bland, Dunn, Lynch, Sayers, 
Boatner, Dunphy, Schermerhorn, 
Bower, N. C. Durborow, Marshall, Shell, 
Branch, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Sibley, 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, McAleer, Sickles, 
Bretz. Enloe, McCreary, Sperry, 
Brickner, ý McCulloch, Springer, 
Brookshire, Erdman, MeDannold, Stalli 
Brown, Everett, McDearmon, Stone. Ky. 
Bryan, Fielder, McEttrick, Strait, 
Bunn, Geary, cGann, Swanson, 
Burnes, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Goldzier, cKeighan, Talbott, Md. 
Cadmus, Gorman, McLaurin, Tate, 
Caminetti, Grady, McMillin, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Gresham, McNagny, ‘erry, 
Cannon. Cal. ritn, McRae, Tucker, 
Capehart, Haines, Meredith, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. Money, Turpin, 
Causey, Hammond, Montgomery, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. are, Morgan, arner, 
Clarke, Ala. Harris, Moses, Washi n. 
Cobb, Ala. Hatch, Mutchler, Wendoc 
Cobb. Mo. Hayes, eill, Welis. 
Cockrell, Henderson, N. © Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coffeen, Hendrix, O'Neil, Whiting, 
Coombs, Hines, Outhwaite, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, Page, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Wise, 
Cooper, Tex. Hudson, Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Hunter, Paynter, Woodard. 
Covert, Hutcheson, Pearson, - 
NOT VOTING—I72. 
Adams, Ky. Belden, Brosius, Conn, 
Adams, Pa. Beltzhoover, Bundy, Cooper, Wis. 
Aitken, Berry, Burrows, Cousins, 
Aldrich, Bingham, Cabaniss, Curtis, Kans. 
Apsley, Black, DL Caldwell, Curtis, N. Y. 
Arnold, Blair, Cannon, III. i, 
Avery, Boen, Chickering, Daniels. 
Babcock, Boutelle, Childs, Davey, 
Baker, Kans. Bowers, Clancy, Dingley, 
Baker, N. H. Brattan, Cockran, Dolliver, 
Barnes. Breckinridge, Ky Cogswell, Doolittle, 
Bartholdt, Broderick, Compton, Draper, 
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, Ky. Hitt, Mercer, 

Ellis, Oregon Hooker, N. Y. Somers. 
Hopkins, Moon, Ste 

Fletcher, Hopkins, Pa. rse, Stevens, 
Forman, Houk, Murray, Stockdale, 
Funk, ick, New Stone, G. W. 
Funston, ull, Northway, Stone, W. A. 
Fyan, Johnson, Ind. Payne, Storer, 
Gardner, ohnson, N. Dak. Pence, Straus, 

y Johnson, Ohio Perkins, Strong, 
Gillet, N. Y. ‘oy, Phillips, Sweet, 

ett, m, Pickler, Tarsney, 

Goodnight, Kiefer, Post, Tawney, 

z acey, Powers, Taylor, Tenn. 
Grosvenor, Lefever, uigg. Thomas. 
Grout, inton, Upd. A 
Grow, Lisle, Ray, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hager, Livingston, Rayner, Van Voorhis, Ohio 

er, ud, Reed, orth, 
Harmer, Loudenslager, Reyburn, Walker, 
Harter, Lucas, Ritchie, Wanger, 
Hartman, Maddox, Robinson, Pa. Waugh, 
Haugen, — Rusk, Wever, 
Heard, on, Russell, Conn. Wheeler, III. 
Heiner, Mallory, Scranton, White, 
Henderson, U}. Marsh. Settle, Wilson, Ohio 
Henderson, Iowa Marvin, N. Y. Shaw. Uson, Wash. 
Hepburn, Call. Sherman, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hermann, McCleary, Minn. Simpson, W oomer, 
Hicks, McDowe Sipe, Wright, Mass. 
Hilborn, Meiklejohn, Smith, Wright, Pa. 


The following pair was announced: 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. BRETZ (before the resultof the vote wasannounced). | 
colleague, Mr. CONN, has just sent me word that he is ill an 
desires to be excused.. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no W Mr. CONN was excused. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
DALZELL, be excused on account of sickness. 

There boig no objection, Mr. DALZELL was excused. 

Mr. TRACEY. I am paired with my colleague from New 
York, Mr. WADSWORTH, but I have voted so as to makea 

uorum. 
¥ Mr. CARUTH. 1 Mr. LISLE, is confined to his 
room by illness. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. LISLE was excused. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, Mr. SIMPSON, is detained from 
the House by sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

There 8 objection, Mr. SIMPSON was excused. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. COOPER, 
is confined to his house by illness. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin was ex- 


cused. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, before the announcement of 
the vote, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘This vote has been taken upon an amend- 
ment to the Journal after the previous question was supposed to 
have been ordered on suchamendmentbyaquorum of the House. 
I see that the roll call on the motion for the previous question 
discloses 178 votes in the affirmative, 1 in the negative, making 
aquorum. Among those recorded as voting is the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIPE], who, as I am informed, left the 
House last night for Pittsburg; and upon inquiry from many 
sources I do not find that he was in the House or present dur- 
ing the roll call. z 

t leaves the House without a quorum on that vote, as shown 
by the roll; and my parliamentary inquiry is now how can that 
be corrected? If there was no quorum voting on the demand 
for the previous question, of course the previous question was 
not ordered; and not being ordered, the vote upon this amend- 
ment could not be regularly taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I make the point of order that no point of 
that kind can be raised until after the announcement of the re- 
sult of the vote just had. Let that be first announced. 

Mr. REED. But the presence of a quorum on ordering the 

revious question, and before the vote on the amendment could 

taken, was absolutely vital. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But a roll call has just been had on the 
amendment. That has not yet been announced. The Chair can 
entertain the point of order, subject to appeal and all motions 
incident to it, for future consideration, but yet the result of the 
vote on this roll call must first be announced before anything 
can be inte d. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am sure the Chair will not decide that a 
new roll call should not be had where a manifest error has been 
shown. Ofcourse the vote should not have been taken on the 
amendment until the vious question had been actually or- 
dered by a quorum of the House as developed by the roll call. 

I make no criticism upon the clerksof the House. There isso 
much confusion on the floor that mistakes are very liable to 
occur; but beyond any question noquorum voted on the demand 
for ordering the previous question, and so the vote could not 


have been properly taken on the amendment. This vote, then, 
is irregular, and in fairness the vote on ordering the previous 
question should be taken over again in order that the error may 
pa 8 because manifestly no quorum voted. That is all 

ask. 

The SPEAKER. That raises another question as to what con- 
stitutes a quorum of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is true, bat if theroll callisincorrect, 
it ought to be repeated, for the purpose of correction, in some 


way. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt as to that, but it would 
be immaterial for the purpose of the point the gentleman now 
makes if, eliminating the name of Mr. SIPE from the roll, there 
was still left a quorum of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair holds that less than one-half 
of 356 members or less than 179 constitutes a quorum, then on 
that question I would like to be heard. 

But Lask unanimous consent that the vote on ordering the 
previous question may be again taken to settle all disputes and 
end thè controversy. There is evidentlya quorum of the House 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s re- 
quest for unanimous consent. Is there objection to taking the 
vote on ordering the previous question over again? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this vote be first announced before 
ae is submitted to the House. That is the first business, in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the result of the 
vote—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, either there was.a quorum voting 
or there was not. If there was no quorum, then no proceeding 
that took place is in order,and these corrections have been made 
often in the House after days have elapsed, where such errors 
have been discovered.. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question of that, and no one has 
suggested any objection. The only question is whether the 
point of the gentleman from Michigan can be made before the 
announcement of the vote just taken is made. ‘iTS 

Mr. BURROWS. T have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to that. 
I only make the point now because I do not wish to waive any 
rights to which I may be entitled. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman that 
way. 

On this question the yeas are 1, the nays 179. So that on this 
vote the noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now I ask unanimous consent that the roll 
call on ordering the previous question may be repeated. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that a quorum is now de- 
veloped on this vote in the House, and the only question in order 
ison the approval of the Journal. A quorum has voted. We 
are ready to do business, and the only question before the House 
is on the approval of the Journal. Š 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been ordered 
on an amendment and upon the approval of the Journal. The 
gentleman from Michigan makes the point that by an error, 
when that vote was announced one less than a quorum had ac- 
tually voted as he has stated, for it seems to be conceded that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was not in his seat and did 
not vote; at least there is no suggestion to the contrary. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan will only consume thirty minutes, and I 
hope the House will grant the request, and have another vote on 
8 the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That ought to be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was going on to say that the 
point of the gentleman from Michigan Pen npa question 
whether a quorum has voted on that roll call without the name 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the previous 
eee be considered as ordered, That ought to be satis- 
factory to all. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; that is avoiding the whole question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the 

entleman from Michi that the roll be again d on the 
emand for the previous. question on the amendment and the ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

Mr. MCRAE. Lobject. It only requires 178 members to make 
a quorum of the House as now constituted. s 

r. BURROWS. Then I make the point that no quorum 
voted on the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that 


int. 
as SPRINGER. I renew the request for unanimous consent 
that the vote be taken on ordering the previous sionista again. 
Mr. BURROWS. That was my request, and I have no ob- 
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jection to the matter taking thatcourse. I think itis the short- 
est way out of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted the request, and ob- 
jection was made. 

Mr. SPRINGER.» I ask that the Chair again submit the re- 
quest. I think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn to the request 
that the vote be taken again on ordering the previous question? 
If it is, the Chair will order the vote taken again, in the ab- 
sence of objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. The roll will again be called on ordering the previous 
question. 

Mr. MCRAE. I withdraw the objection; but I want it to be 
understood that I do not waive the point that there was a quo- 
rum after the correction is made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I trust that question will be held in abey- 


ance, : 
The SPEAKER. As many as favor ordering the previous 
question on the approval of the Journal will, when their names 


Hitt, M: rr, z Strong, 
Hooker, N. Y. Mahon, . Sweet, 
opkins, III. Marsh, Ray, Tarsney, 
Hopkins, Pa. Marvin, N. Y. Reed. Tawney. 
Houk, McCall. Reyburn, ` Taylor, Tenn. 
‘lick, at Minn. Ritchie, omas, 
Hull. McDowell, Robinson, Pa. 
Johnson, Ind. Meiklejohn, Russell, Conn. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Johnson, N. Mercer, anton, Van Voorhis, 
Johnson, Ohio Milliken, Settle, Wadsworth, 
Oy. Moon, haw, Walker, 
Kem. Morse, Sherman, Wanger, 
Kiefer, Murray, Simpson, Waugh, 
Lacey, Newlands, Sipe, Mover, 
Lefever, Northway, Smith, Wheeler, Il. 
Linton, Payne, Snodgrass, White, 
le, Paynter, Somers, Wilson, Ohio 
Livingston, Perkins, Stephenson, Wilson, Wash. 
Loud, Phillips, Stevens, Wilson, W. Va. 
Loudenslager, Pickler, Stone, C. W. Woomer, 
Lucas, ‘ost, Stone, W. A. Wright, Mass. 
Maddox, Powers, Storer, Wright, Pa. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 183, and the 


are called say ‘ 
Mr. BURRO 
The SPEAKER, 


WS. 


taye;” those opposed, ‘*no”—— 
Now, I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURROWS. I have no criticism to pass 


on the clerks. 


I am surprised that they make the roll so accurate; but I do in- 


sist upon order durin 
The SPEAKER. 
The House will please be in order. 
As many as favor ordering the 
when their names are called, say 


roll. 


roll call. 


e Chair thinks the point is well taken. 
The Clerk will now call the 
revious question will, 
aye;” those opposed, no.“ 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 183, nays 1, not 
voting 168; as follows: 


YEAS—183. 
Abbott, Crawford, Krib Price, 
Alderson, Culberson, Kyle, Ra 3 
Alte: i Davis, Laph Richards, Ohio 
en, pham, 
Bailey, De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
Bald De Forest, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bankhead, Denson, Layton, Robbins, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lester, Robertson, La. 
g, Dockery, Lockw Kk. 
Bell. Colo. Donovan, Lynch, Russell, Ga. 
Tex. Dunn, yan, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Mallory, Sayora, 
and, 8 Marshall, Schermerhorn, 
Boatner, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Shell, 
n. English, McAleer, Sibley, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, McCreary, Ky. Sickles, 
ch, McCulloc! Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McDannol Springer, 
Bretz, verett, McDearm: Stallings, 
Brickner, Fielder, McEttrick, Stockdale, 
ks „ ry, /eGann, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Strait, 
Bryan, Goldzier, McKeighan, Straus, 
Bunn, Gorman, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Burnes, Grady, McMillin, Talbert, S.C. 
Bynum, Gresham, MeNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Cadmus, Griffin, cRae, Tate, 
Caminetti, in Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Hall, ‘Minn. Meyer, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. Money, Tucker, 
Capehart, Hammond, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
th, 4 organ, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Harris, Moses, Turpin, 
usey, Hatch, Mutchler, ler, 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, eill, arner, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C Oates, bboy pt Se 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, O'Neill, eadock, 
Cockrell, Hines, Outhwaite, Wells, 
Coffeen, Holman, age, Wheeler, Ala. 
mobs, Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Whiting, 
Cooper, Fla. Hudson, Patterson, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter, Pearson, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Hutcheson, Pence, Wise, 
Co. re Ikirt, Pendleton. Tex. Wolverton, 
Covert, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
Cox. > Kilgore, Pigott, 
NAYS—1. 
Tracey. 

> NOT VOTING—168. 

Adams, Ky. Brattan, Curtis, Kans. Gillett, Mass. 
Adams, Pa. Breckinridge, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Goodnight, 
Aitken, Broderick, iig Dalzell, G — 55 
Aldrich, Brosius, Daniels, Grosvenor, 
Apsley, Bundy, Davey, Grout, 
Arnoid, Burrows, Dingley, Grow, 
Avery, Cab: T Dolliver, Hager, 
Ba k, Caldwell, Doolittle, Hainer, 
Baker, Kans. on, in. per, Harmer, 
ang N. H. * a ay Harter, 
es, , Oregon Hartman, 

Bartholdt, icy, t Haugen, 

den, Cobb, Mo. Pletcher, Heard, 
engi dor Coc! Parman, 5 — 

a Cogswe: A enderson, 
8 Compton, Funston, Henderson, Iowa 
Black, III. Conn, n. Hepburn, 
Blair, Cooper, Wis. Gardner, Hermann, 
b Cousins, Gear, Hicks, 
Bowers, Crain, Gillet, N. Y. Hilborn, 


nays 1. The question now is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. ; 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the approval of the Jour- 
nal will rise and remain standing until counted. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes none. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 174, nays 0, not 
voting 178; as follows: 


YEAS—174. 
Alde De Forest, Lawson, _ Ri Ohio 
Alexander, Denson, Layton, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, Dinsmore, 3 Richardson, Tenn. 
er, . 
Baldwin, Dunn, Lynch. Robertson, La. 
Bankhead. Dunphy, è, usk. 
Bartlett, W, ory, Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Colo. Edmunds, 1 an. 
Bell, Tex. 1 Martin, Ind. era, 
Black, Ga. Enloe, McAleer, Schermerhorn, 
Bland, Epes, ‘ Shell. A 
Bont ner, 1 bley. 
Boen, Everett, MeDannold, Sickles, 
Bower, N. C Fielder, MeDearmo Springer, 
Branch, Geary, McBitrick, Stallings, 
ckinridge, Ark.Geissenhainer, eGann, Stockdale, 
ta. Goldzier, McKaig, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Gorman, McKeighan, Strait, 
Broo Grady, McLaurin, traus, 

OWD, Gresham, McMillin, nene 
Bryan, nes, MeNagny, Talbert, S. C. 
Bunn, Hall, Minn. McRae, Talbott, Md. 
Burnes, 1, Mo, Meredith, te, 
Bynum, Hammond, Meyer, Taylor, Ind, 
Cadmus, are, Money, YTY, 
Caminetti, Harris, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Campbell, Hatch, Morgan, Tucker, 
Cannon, Cal. Hayes, Moses, r, Ga. 
Capehart, Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hendrix, Neill, Turpin, 
Clarke, Al Hines, Oates, ler, 
Cobb, Ala. Holman, O'Neil, arner, 
Cobb, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Outhwaite, Washington, 
Cockrell, Hudson, e, 
Coffeen, unter, Paschal, Wells, 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Patterson, W „Ala. 
Cooper. irt, Paynter, Whiting, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, earson, Williams, 

rnish, Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Miss. 
Covert, Krib Pendleton, W.Va Wise, 
Cox, Kyle, Pigott, Wolverton, 
Crawford, Lane, ce, 
Culberson. Lapham, Rayner, 
DeArmond, Latimer, Reilly, 

NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—178, 

Abbott, Breckinridge, Ky. Curtis, Kans, Goodnight 
Adams, Ky. Broderick, Curtis, N. Y. Graham, y 
Adams, Pa, Brosius, Dalzell, Griffin, 
Aitken, Bundy, aniels, Grosvenor, 
Aldrich, Burrows, Davey, Grout, 
Allen, Cabaniss, vis, Grow, 
Apsley, Caldwell, Dingley, er, 
Arnold, Cannon, III. Dockery, Hainer, 
Avery, Caruth. Dolliver, Harmer, 
Babcock, Catchings, Doolittle, Harter, 
Baker, N. H. Causey, Draper, Hartman, 
Barnes. ing, Ellis, Ky. Haugen, 
Bartholdt, Childs, Ellis, Oregon, Heard, 
Barwig, Clancy, rit! i Heiner, 
Belden, Coc Fletcher, Henderson, III. 
Beltzhoover, ‘ell, Forman, Henderson, Iowa 

— Compton, k, Hepburn, 

ing Conn, Funston, . Bermann, 

Black, III. Coombs. an, cks, 
Blair, Cooper, Wis. Gardner, Hilborn, 
Boutelle, Cousins, r. tt, 
Bowers, Cal. Crain, Gillet, N. X. Hooker, N. Y. * 
Brattan. Gillett, Mass. Hop! 
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Marvin, N. Y. 
M 


cOall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
Meiklejohn, 


. Mercer, 


Snodgrass, 
8 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 


Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 


Tarsney, 

Tawney, = 
Taylor, Tenn. 

1 8 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, Iwas in the Hall of the House 


and did not hear my name 


Mr. REED. 


Was the 


the time his name was called? 


Mr. SWANSON. 


I was. 


called. 
entleman in the Hall of the House at 


The name of Mr. SWANSON was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House 
and failed to hear his name called? 


Mr. PAGE. 


I was. 


The name of Mr. PAGE was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I was 
notin the Hall of the House and did not hear my name called, 


being absent in connection with the business of 


on Appropriations. 
Mr. COOMBS. I wish to make the same statement, Mr. 


Speaker. 


e Committee 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 174; the nays 


are none. 


No quorum has voted. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn, 


and hope gentlemen will vote it down. 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was tuken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 178, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alderson. 
Alexander, 
Allen, 


Bartlett, . 


Branch, Epes, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Braman, 


Bretz, 
Brickner, 


YEAS—2. 
Hall, Minn. Ray. 
NAYS—178. 
Covert, Kribbs, 
Cox, Kyle, 
Crawford, 2, 
berson, Latimer, 
Cummings, Lawson, 
De Armond, Layton, 
e Forest, ter, 
nson, Lockwood, 
8 Lynch, 
jockery, re, 
Donovan, Mallory, 
unn, Marshall, 
Dunphy. Martin, Ind 
Durborow, McAleer, 
Edmunds, McCreary, Ky. 
Enloe. McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
Everett, McEttrick, 
Fielder, McGann, 
Geary, x McKaig, 
Geissenhainer, Mekeighan, 
8 ays 
orman, cNagny, 
Grady, cRae, 
Gresham, Meredith, 
Grimn, Meyer, 
H Money, 
Hall, Mo. Montgomery, 
Hammond, Morgan, 
Hare, oses, 
Mutchler, 
Hatch, Neill, 
yes, Oates, 
Henderson, N. O. O'Neil, 
endrix, Outhwaite, 
Hines, Page, 
Holman, Paschal, 
Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Hudson, Paynter, 
Hunter, Pearson, 
Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Tkirt, 
Jones, Pigott, 
Kilgore, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—173. 
Babcock, 1 710 
Baker, N. H. ‘ingham, 
Barnes, Black, III. 
Bartholdt, Blair, 
Belden, Boutelle, 
~ Bell, Colo. Bowers, Cal. 
Beltzhoover, Brattan, 


On that I demand the 


Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 


Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Te 


+ 


Whiting, 

Williams, III. 

Wiliams, Miss. 

Wise, 

Wolverton, 
ard, 


Wood 
Pendleton, W. Va. The Speaker. 


Cannon, III. 


Dingley, 
Doliiver, 
Doolittle, 


Grosvenor, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). 


tion the 


House refuses to adjourn. 
to approve the Journal, upon which the 
been ordered and the yeas and nays have 


Heiner, 
Henderson, III. 
Henderson, Iowa 


Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, III. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
gokan; Ohi 


L 

Livingston, 
ud, 

Loudenslager, 


The 


McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 


Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 

Strong, 

Sweet. 

Tarsney, 

Tawney. 

Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraf, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Wanger, 

Waugh, 

Wever. 

Wheeler, NI. 


White, 
Wilson, Ohio 


Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


On this ques- 


eas are 2, the nays 178. The noes have it, and the 

uestion recurs on the motion 

revious question has 
en ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 0, 


not voting 166; as follows: 

YEAS--186. 
Abbott, Crain, Kribbs, 
Alderson, Crawford, Kyle, 
Alexander, Culberson, Lane, 
Allen, Cummings, Lapham, 
Bailey, Davis, Latimer, 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Lawson, 
Baldwin, De Forest, Layton, 
Bankhead, Denson, ester. 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lockwood, 
Barwig, Dockery, Lynch, 
Bell, Colo. Donovan, Maguire, 
Bell, Tex. Dunn, Mallory, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy. Marshall, 
Bland, Durborow, Martin, Ind 
Boatner, Edmunds, McAleer, 

n, Englisk, McCreary, Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, McCulloch, 
Branch, pes, McDannold, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McDearmon, 
Bretz, Everett, McEttrick, 
Brickner, Fielder, McGann, 
Brookshire, Geary, McKaig. 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McKeighan, 
Bryan, Goldzier, Laurin, 
Bunn, Gorman, McMillin, 
Burnes, Grady, McNagny, 
Bynum, Gresham, cRae, 
Cadmus, Griffin, Meredith, 
Caminetti, Haines, Meyer, 
Campbell, Hall. Minn. Money, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo, Montgomery, 
Capehart, Hammond, Morgan, 

aruth, Hare, 
Catchings, Harris, Mutchler, 
Causey, Hatch, Neill, 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, atos, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Outhwaite, 
Cobb, Mo. Hines, age. 
Cockrell, Holman, al, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Coombs, udson, Paynter, 
Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Pearson, 
Cooper, Hutcheson, Pence, 
Cooper, Tex. Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Covert, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
X. Kilgore, Pigott, 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—166, 
Adams, Ky. Black, III. Clancy, 
Adams, Pa. Blair, Cockran, 
Aitken, Boutelle, Cogswell, 
Aldrich, Bowers, Cal. Compton, 
Apsley, Brattan, nn, 
Arnold, Breckinridge, Ky. Cooper, Wis. 
Avery, Broderick, Cornis 
Babcock, Brosius, Cousins, 
Baker, N. H. Bundy, Curtis, Kans. 
Ynes, Burrows, Curtis, N. Y. 
Bartholdt, Cabaniss, Dalzell, 
Belden, Caldwell, Daniels, 
Beltzhoover, non, III. Davey, 
’ ckering, bo ey, 
Bing! ver, 


Price, 


Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 


Rusk, 
Russell, Ga. 


Sperry. 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 


g 
Williams; Miss 
ams, 5 
Wise, 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. ' , 


Doolittle, 


, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
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G Johnson, Ohio Northway, Stone, W. A. 
Grosvenor, oy, Payne, Storer, 
Grout, em, Perk Strong, 
Grow, Kiefer, Phili; Sweet, 
r, y, Pickler, Tarsney, 
Hainer, Lefever, Post, Tawney. 
er, Linton, Powers, Taylor, Tenn. 
Harter, le, uigg. Thomas, 
Livingsion, Turner, Va. 

Haugen, ud, A 8 

eard, Loudenslager, Rayner, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Heiner, Lucas, Reyburn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Henderson, III. Maddox, Ritchie, Wadsworth, 
Henderson, Iowa er, Robinson. Pa. Walker, 
Hepburn, Mahon, ussell, anger, 
He h, Scranton, Waugh, 
Hicks, Marvin, N.Y. Settle, Wever, 
Hilborn, Call. Shaw. Wheeler, III. 

itt, McCleary, Minn. Sherman, White, 
Hooker, N. Y. McDowell, impson, Wilson, Ohio 
Hopkins, Ill. Meiklejohn, ipe, Wilson, Wash 
Hopkins, Pa. Mercer, Smith, Wilson, W. Va. 

ouk., Milliken, Snodgrass, Woomer, 
Hulick, Moon, Somers, Wright, Mass. 
Hull, Morse, Stephenson, Wright, Pa. 
Jonnson, Ind. Murray, Stevens. 
Johnson. N. Dak. Newlands, Stone, C. W. 


Mr. REED (before the announcement of the result). Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to change my vote from no to aye. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 186 and the 
noes are none. The ayes have it 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider —— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider, and I 
also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves to re- 
consider and the gentleman from Illinois moves to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. REED. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House adjourn. 

ont LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to inquire whether a motion to recon- 
sider is in order while the House is proceeding under the spe- 
cial rule? i 8 

Mr. REED. We were only proceeding under that last even- 


ing. 
; The SPEAKER, What special rule does the gentleman re- 
er to? 

Mr. LYNCH. I understand that we are proceeding under a 
special order submitted by the Committee on Rules the other 
day and adopted by the House, which provides for the considera- 
tion of the contested-election cases, and says that no intervening 
motion shall be entertained. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will remember that we are now under 
a call of the House. 857 


Several MEMBERS. no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have not had a call of the House. 

Mr, REED. Excuse me. We are under yesterday’s call, 
which was projected into futurity. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The adjournment, though, dispenses with 
all further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the 
point that the motion to adjourn is not in order under the spe- 
cialorder. The Clerk will report the special order, to which the 
Chair understands the gentleman to refer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon adoption of this order the House proceed 
to consider the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy from Mis- 
souri; that after two hours’ debate thereon the previons question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections 
and on any substi.ute tha: may be pending therefor; that then, without in- 
tervening motion, the vote be taken iirst on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. 

That immediately after said case is disposed of the House shall proceed to 
consider the contested-election ease of English vf. Hilborn from California; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution e from the Committee on Elections and 
on any substitute that may then be pending therefor; that then, without in- 
tervening motion, the votes be taken firs! on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day 
to day until both cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 


Mr. REED. The Chair has entertained a motion for the pre- 
vious question, the Chair has entertained a motion for amend- 
ment, and the Chair has entertained a motion to approve the 
Journal. Now, if that special order was in force or applicable 
in any way the Chair has been neglectful of his duty. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order was raised. 

Mr. REED. No point of order was raised, and nobody ever 
dreamed of raising such a point as that, I should imagine. The 
Chair undertook to submit the Journal to the House. In addi- 
tion to that, when we adjourned last evening we adjourned with 
an unexecuted order of the House for the bringing here of a 
quorum, which order the Speaker decided could ba passed with- 
outaquorum. The officers have not discharged their duty and 


we are still under the influence of that call of the House, and 
consequently can not be under the influence of the special order. 
Of course I donot know what may be decided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No point of order was made against the 
motion to approve the Journal, nor against the motion for the 
previous question; but I contend that if there had been, still we 
can not proceed to business until the House has met and a quo- 
rum appears and the Journal is approved. Now, the Journal 
has been approved and we have a quorum present, and we are 
ready to proceed to the execution of the special order, which 
continues from day today. Therefore the business now before 
the House, the Journal having been approved 

Mr. REED. The Journal has not been approved. A motion 
to reconsider the vote by which it was approved is now pend- 
ing, and the idea that we can be deprived of the right to recon- 
sider is 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you moved to adjoarn? 

Mr. REED. Precisely. Pending the motion to reconsider, 
the House hs a right to adjourn—at least I suppose it has. 

Mr. LYNCH. The point I make is that no intervening mo- 
tion can be entertained when the House is proceeding under this 
special order. 

Mr. REED. If the Speaker decides that the motion is dila- 
tory that is another question, but he has announced that he 
never will so decide. 
pie SPRINGER. The Chair does not decide anything of the 

Mr. REED. I hope there will be no attempt made to force 
the Speaker to decide against his will. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not be forced. 

Mr. REED.. Because the case is painful enough as it is now. 

Mr. TUCKER. To the gentleman from Maine and his friends. 

The SPEAKER. This order providing for the consideration 
of the two contested-election cases itself nominates what motions 
are in order, and expressly excludes any motions not mentioned 
in the order. The motions mentioned in the first case are, a 
vote on the substitute and then a vote on the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Elections. There is a similar provision 
as to the California case, and then a provision that order 
shall continue to operate from day to day until the casesare fully 
and finally disposed of. ` 

Yeste day there was a failure of a quorum; acall of the House 
was ordered; and the House adopted a resolution to send for ab- 
sentees. In that resolution was a provision that the adjourn- 
ment of the House should not affect or destroy the forea of that 
order. Everything relating to the call of the House, except so 
far as preserved by the terms of that resolution, fell by reason 
of the adjournment. If there had not been anexpress provision 
in the resolution to preven the order of arrest from falling, 
that too would have fallen by the adjournment of the House wi 
the other proceedings under the call. The House then ad- 
journed. This morning when the House met the Chair directed 
the reading of the Journal. The contested-election cas2s were 
not called up; the Chair does not say whether they might have 
been, but they were not. = 

Under the direction of the Chair the Journal was read. The 
question was then upon the approval of the Journal. No point 
was made against that or against the motion to amend. The 
House has voted that the Journal be approved. The gentleman 
from Maine has entered a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House approved the Journal, and pending that mo- 
tion moves that the House adjourn. Now, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin makes the point that the motion to adjourn is not in 
order, because of the terms of the order which has ben adopted; 
and the Chair is inclined to sustain the view of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin 

Mr. REED. I desire to make a single suggestion. That 
order says ‘‘from day to day.” 

The SPEAKER. From day to day.” 

Mr. REED. Does that imply an adjournment, or does it not? 

The SPEAKER. It says: This order to continue from day to 
day until both cases therein mentioned are disposed of.” 

Mr. REED. Exactly. That implies an adjournment when- 
ever the House chooses toadjourn. If there were nosuch thing 
as adjournment contemplated, the language would not be from 
day to dax.“ z 

The SPEAKER. The adjournment on yesterday was when 
the House found itself without a quorum —— 

Mr. REED. Very well 

The SPEAKER. It was under a call, when no motion was in 
order except to adjourn or some motion in relation to the call. 

Mr. REED. Ian afraid I am not making myself clear. The 
order which has been adopted by the House provides thut itshall 
continue in foree from day today. That is appropriate language 
if it is contemplated that while these questions are pending the 
House shall have perfect power to adjourn if it chooses. ut if 


the point of order is sustained,then we can not adjourn this 
House until we have dis of all these questions, which, if E 
may borrow an expression of the Speaker, would be unsuit- 
able.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustaius the point of order raised 
pe penal the motion of the gentleman from Maine that the House 


ourn. 
r.PAYNE. Iappealfrom that decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. REED. Upon what ground? ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to answer except in his 
own terms. 

Mr. REED. Ido not wonder the Chair is unwilling to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House now, 
so that members may understand it, that no member on the floor 
has any right, when the Chair has made a decision, to rise and 
ask upon what ground?” [applause on the Democratic side] any 
more than a gentleman would have such right in a court or any 
similar body after a ruling had been made against him. 

It is the privilege of the Chair to state the ground of his de- 
cision if he desires to do so. If, in making a decision, he states 
reasons which are insufficient in the i of any member, 
or decides without saung reasons at all, no member has the 
right, and can not in a body where parliamentary law is ob- 
served and order and decorum maintained, rise in his place and 
ask, ‘‘ What are the grounds of that decision?” [Applause on 

the Demucrafic side. | 
Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the vote on the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the Journal was approved is 
simply a part of the o business of the House; and if the 
gentleman from Tennessee now calls up the election case, it takes 
precedence, 5 

The SPEAKER. But no point was made upon the motion; 
and the motion to reconsider is part of the vote on approval; 
pending that motion, the vote on approval is incomplete. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that motion can be passed upon at any 
time in the future when the House may desire to determine it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion to recon- 
sider having been made, the vote on the approval of the Journal 
is incomplete, and it must be completed if there is a demand 
that it be completed. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REED. The Chair has announced that he declines to 
give any reasons for his ruling, and that I had no right to ask 
the question; and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
has appealed from the decision of the Chair, and the Chair de- 
clines toentertaintheappeal. Ithink that looks like ‘‘ tyranny.” 
[Laughter and oe on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there is no man inthis coun- 
try who knows better what constitutes tyranny than the gentle- 
man from Maine A 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the House understands that what 
takes place under the rulings of the Chair and the action of the 
House is determined by conditions as they arise, and not by the 
characterization that may be given to them by any member on 
the floor. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The question ison the motion to lay on the table the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine to reconsider the vote ordering the 
previous question. 

The question was taken. 

Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. PATTERSON. L ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and yeas were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 0, 

not voting 172; as follows: 

‘ YEAS—180, 
Abbott, Branch, Causey, De Armond, 
Alderson, Breckinrldge, Ark, Clark, Mo. De Forest, 
Alexander, Bretz, Clarke, Ala. Denson, 
Allen, Brickner, Cobb, Ala. Dinsmore, 
Bailey, Brookshire, Cobb. Mo. Dockery, 
Baker, Kans. Brown, Cockrell, Donovan, 

a Bryan, Coffeen, Dunn, 
Bankhead, unn, Coom Dunphy, 
Bartlett, Burnes, Cooper, Fla. Durborow, 

8 Bynum, Cooper, Edmunds, 
Beil, Colo. Cadmus, Covert, . 95 
Bell, Tex. tti, o, 
Black, Campbell, Epes, 
Blana Cannon, Cal. Crawford, =- Erdman, 
Boatner, Capehart, Cull Everett, 
Boen, ith, Fielder, 
Bower, N.C. Catchings, Davis, , 


Geissenhainer, Latimer, Moses. S A 
Goldzier, Lawson, Mutehier, Springs 
Gorman Layton, Neill, Stockdale, 
Grady, Lester, tes Stone, Ky. 
Gresham Lockwood, O'Neil, Strait, 
Grifin, Lynch, Outhwaite, Straus, 
aines, ire, Page, Swanson, 
Hall, Minn. Mallory, Paschal, Talbert, S. C. 
Hall, Mo. Marsh: Patterson, Talbott, Md. 
Hammond Martin, Ind. Paynter, Tate, ` 
Hare, McAleer, Pearson, Taylor, Ind. 
Harris, McCreary, Ky. Pendleton, Tex. Terry, 
Hatch, McCulloch, Pendleton, W. Va.Tracey, 
Hayes, McDannold, — t Tucker, 
Henderson, N.C. McDearmon, Price, Turner, Ga. 
Hendrix McEttrick, Reilly, 1 
Hines, cGann, Richards, Ohio ler, 
Holman, McKaig, Richardson, Mich. Warner, 
Hooker, Miss. McKeighan, Richardson, Tenn. Washin, 
Hudson, McLaurin, bbins, Weadock, 
Hunter, McMillin, Robertson, La. Wells, 
Ikirt, McNagny, Rusk, Wheeler, Ala. 
Jones, McRae, Russell, Ga. Whiting, 
Kilgore, Meredith, Ryan, Williams, III. 
Kribbs, Meyer, Sayers, Williams, Miss. 
Kyle, Money. Schermerhorn, Wise, 
Lane, Montgomery, Shell, Wolverton, 
Lapham, Morgan, Sibley, Woodard. 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—1I72. 
Adams, Ky. Davey, Hutcheson, Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Jobnson, Ind Ritchie, 
Aitken Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Doolittle. Johnson, 0 Russell, Conn. 
Apsley. raper, Joy, Scranton, 
Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Kem, Settle, 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, Shaw, 
Babcock, Fithian, Lacey, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher Lefever, Sickles, 
es. Forman. Linton, Simpson, 
Bartholdt, Funk, Lisle, Sipe, 
den, Funston, Livingston Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan, Loud, Snodgrass, 
at Gardner, Loudenslager, Somers, 
Bingham, Gear, Lucas, S i 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, Stephenson, 
~ Gillett, Mass. ~ Stevens, 
Boutelle, ht, i Stone, C. W. 
wers, Graham, Marsh, Stone, W. A 
Brattan, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, McCall, Strong, 
Broderick, Grow, McOleary,Minn. Sweet, 
Brosius, Hager, McDowell. Tarsney, 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Burrows, Harmer, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cab: s Harter, Milliken Thomas, 
Caldwel Hartman, oon. Turner, Va. 
5 Haugan, rat Vant oorhis, N. Y. 
cxe: X urray. v ke 
ds, Heiner, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
cy, Henderson, III. Northway, Wadsworth, 
Cockran, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Walker, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Pence, Wanger, 
Compton, Hermann, Perkins, Wangh, 
Conn, Hicks, Phillips, Wever, 
Cooper, Tex. Hilborn, Pickler, Wheeler, Ill 
Cooper, Hitt, Post, hite, 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y Powers, Wilson, Ohio. 
Co Hopkins, III. Quigg. Wilson, Wash 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. a Wilson, W. Va. 
Cur Houk, Ray, Woomer, 
Dalzell, Hulick, Rayner, Wright; Mass 
Daniels, Hull, 8 Wright, Pa. 
So the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider was 
agreed 


to. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the Hall when 
my name was called, but was in the Hall during the progress of 
the roll call. I wish to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the spirit of the rule 

uires the gentleman to be in the Hall when his name was 
called. 


Mr. HUTCHESON. I was not in the Hall at that time. 
Mr. BRYAN. I would like to be recorded on this vote, Mr. 


Speaker. : 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall at the time 
his name was called? 
Mr. BRYAN. I was. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's name will be called. 
Mr. BRYAN’S vote was recorded as above.] 
Mr. PAYNE. Was the gentleman from Nebraska in the Hall 


or in the gallery? j 
Mr. B RROWS. The question is whether the gallery is con- 
sidered a part of the Hall of the House. 


Mr. BRYAN. I had come down from the gallery in time to 


respond. j 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had bills of the following ti- 
tles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone; and 

A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 
established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 


1894, 
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title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, 
in the State of California, and for other purposes. 
The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for 
completion of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of 
Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory 
and supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘Dona- 
tion act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on 
said lands, had asked a conference with the House on the bill 
and amendment, and had appointed Mr. DOLPH, Mr. Pasco, and 
Mr. ALLEN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


VETO MESSAGE, SEIGNIORAGE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 
read 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that under the 
ruling of the Chair, heretofore made, such a document as a mes- 
ə from the President of the United States can not be sub- 
tted or acted upon by the House or entertained by it, pending 
the consideration of any question under a special order such as 
is now before us. 
The SPEAKER. It will not be acted upon. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. But it can not be received, under the Chair's 


ruling. 

The SPEAKER. They are always received. s 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 would like to have the Speaker consider 
a ruling made by — 

The Clerk proceeded to read the President's message.) 
är. BOUT E. I trust the Clerk will not interpose be- 
tween the Speaker and the orderly transaction of the business 
of the House. 
I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to his ruling on a 
recent occasion. 

There are a number of them, running, I think, through a 
wide of several weeks, in which a question of privilege was 

requently called up by me before the House. During that 
time, I think the Chair will recoilect that I repeatedly called 
the attention of the S er to what seemed to me to be the im- 
practicability or the impossibility of enforcing the Speaker's 
view of the rules that would exclude the reception of questions 
of privilege during the time that the House was operating un- 
der a special order. 

Mr. BROWN. I rise toa question of order. I make the point 
of order as against the gentleman from Maine, and call for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine rises to a point 
of order, which he will please state. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was about to call the attention of the 
Chair—— 

s ee SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will do so 
riefly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was about to do so, Mr. Speaker, with as 
much brevity and clearness as is possible with my limited com- 
mand of language. 

On the 10th dayof January [had the honor to call the attention 
of the Speaker to what seemed to me to be some of the perplex- 
ing consequences of his ruling in regard to the exclusive oper- 
ation of an order of the Committee on Rules, and I included in 
those to which I called the attention of the Speaker the embar- 
rassment that would arise from refusing to entertain messages 
of this character. I referred repeatedly to the possibility of the 
reception of a message from the Chief Magistrate under circum- 
stances that might be of the greatest public gravity. 

The Speaker will find on page 631 of the RECORD, the follow- 
ing colloquy. I said: 

Now, it makes no difference, Mr. Speaker, 
rules, or as to the duty of the House, wnether pay ince Pjan ae atti one 
orabigone. It makes no difference whether it goes to one d © Or an- 
other, and just exactly as it is impossible to conceive that this House has 
bound 1 f so that it can not act upon a call of the Executive to declare 
war, even if it were to enable the Government of the United States to repel 


inyasion, so I insist that it is impossible that this resolution or qu 
privilege can be out of order, 2 e 


Then there was a little further colloquy, on page 632, and the 
Speaker said: 


The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks under the order adopted by the House the 

Chair must submit to the House only that business cep brad Jor in the 

. Now, so far as the immediate question is concerned—that called up 

the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]—the gentleman from Maine 

can not dispute the power of the House,ifit had been consideri 

the resolution offered by the tleman from Maine, to pos e its further 
consideration until the 29th day of January oruntilthe ith ay of February. 

— eee = the 3 eee 

a SPEAKER. The House might have done that by a vote. - 
oe 2 by The Chair un 


That is, the special order from the Committee on Rules 
to be not only that that proposition, but every other proposition, not provided for 


in the order, is postponed until after the House has disposed of the revenue bill 
which is now 


pending before it. That is the whole question, as the Chair 
understands it. The Chair is forced, then, to direct the Clerk to call the 
committees for reports. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that under that 
very clear and very explicit, if not to my mind satisfactory, rul- 
ing of the Chair, no intervening motion“ and no intervening 
business can be entertained by the House pending the operation 
of this kind of special order which the Speaker has so sg sore 
declared is imperative in its exclusion of everything but the 
business speoifically indicated in the order of proceedings re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules and adopted by the House. 

25 SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with the gen- 
tleman—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Speaker went so far as to hold that 
he could not even submit a question which he had himself ruled 
was a question of the highest privilege—that he could not even 
submit that question to the House under that ene order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have an absolutely identical condition 
of things to that prevailing during some three or four weeks, in 
which the Speaker held that no interruption or interposition of 
any matter or proceeding not immediately specified and pro- 
vided for in the special order could be permitted,no matter how 
pertinent, no matter how imperative, no matter how grave the 
exigency might be. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, while I desire to 
say in parenthesis that I have no personal objection to the ex- 
ploiting of the message, which isa remarkably satisfactory doc- 
ument to emanate from a Democratic President, yet I must 
call the Speaker's attention to his previous ruling, and 3 
do my duty in giving him an opportunity to avoid what woul 
seem to me to be very inconsistent action. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], and I think his point of 
order is well taken. It is very gratifying, Mr. Speaker, to be 
able sometimes to agree with the gentleman’s conclusions. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The instance cited by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] is not at all parallel to that now before 
the House. The proposition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE] was to consider a privileged resolution. It was to 
call it up for consideration by the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I asked the Speaker to sub- 


mit it. 

The SPEAKER. Which is precisely the same—to submit it 
for consideration. The gentleman wanted action by the House 
upon it, and the Speaker declined at that time to submit the 
question to the House, because the order expressly provided 
what should be done. Now, the Chair will call the attention of 
the House to the Constitution of the United States, which ought 
to have some binding force, and to the rule of the House. 

The Constitution says that— 

Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives ani the 
Senate shall, before it become a law, be presented to the President of the 
United States. It he — he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it 
with his objections to that House in which it shall have originated, who shall 
enter the objections at large upon their Journal and proceed to reconsider it. 

That is the provision of the Constitution of the United States. 
In the Twenty-eighth, Twenty-ninth, Thirty-third, and Thirty- 
fourth Congresses it was held that— 


Whenever a bill is returned to the House with the objections of the Presi- 
dent, itis usual to have the message containing his objections immediately 


Mr. BOUTELLE. “Usual!” ‘ 

TheSPEAKER. Immediately read. It does not follow because 
this message is immediately read that therefore it can, under 
this order, be immediately considered. 

There are two or three things to be done. The message must 
be read, and it must be entered upon the Journal; and it may 
be considered by a committee, may lie on the table; it may be 
called up at any time. And the Chair, in pursuance of what he 
has regarded as the practice, when a quorum appeared, has pre- 
sented a veto message of the President. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Speaker kindly permit me to re- 
mind him of the very specific language he used. He said: 

The Chair thinks, under the order gi by the House, the Chair must 
submit to the House only that business which is provided forin the order. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and the proposition of the gen- 
tleman was to consider a resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was to submit the resolution. The 
Speaker is submitting a m Ə. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was dealing with a motion the 


ng | gentleman made; and the Chair stated that he could not submit 


a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the Speaker’s pardon. Wearealit- 
tle at cross-purposes. Iam speaking about the pro action 
of the Speaker. He proposes now to submita Presidential mes- 


e. 
ho SPEAKER. He does. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. And I remind him that he held before that 
the Speaker could not submit—— 

The SPEAKER, Could not submit a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman had made a motion. 
The language may be very general, but what was the case? The 
gentleman made a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The language is specific. 


The Chair thinks, under the order adopted by the House, the Chair must 
submit to the House only that business which is provided.for in the order. 


The SPEAKER. Precisely. The gentleman made a motion 
to call up a resolution, which tho Chair declined to submit. The 
Clerk will read the message. 

3 LLE. Does the Speaker overrule the point of 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair overrules the point of order? 


The SPEAKER. He does. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I ap from the ruling of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 
{Laughterand applause on the Democraticside.] The Clerk will 
read the me e. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] will come to my relief! 

The Clerk proceeded to read the message. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
There is so much disorder in the House that we can not hear the 
reading of the message. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

The Clerk proceeded further with the reading, when 

Mr. REED said: I rise toa point of order. It is impossible 


to hear the message. 
The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 


Mr. REED. It is impossible to hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The occupants of the galleries will please 
cease conversation. Gentlemen on the floor will cease conver- 
sation or retire to the cloak room. 

Mr. REED. I hope the message will be read distinctly, be- 
cause it is of great importance. 

The reading of the message was resumed and concluded. 


VETO MESSAGE, 


The message is as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 


Ireturn without my approval House bill numbered 4956, entitled An act 
directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and for 
other purposes.“ 

F My strong desire to avoid dis ment with those in both Houses of 

who have supported this bill would lead me to approve it if I could 
believe that the public would not be thereby endangered, and that such 
action on my part would be a proper discharge of official duty. Inasmuch, 
however, as I am unable to satisty 1 myself that the proposed legislation is 
either wise or opportune, my conception of the obligations and responsibili- 
ties attached to the great office I hold forbids the indulgence of my personal 
desire, and inexorably confines me to that course which is dictated by my 
reason and judgment, and pointed out by a sincere purpose to protect and 
promote the general interests of our people. 

The financial disturbance which swept over the country during the last 
year was unparalleled in its severity and disastrous consequences. There 
seemed to be almost an entire displacement of faith in our financial ability 
and a loss of confidence in our fiscal policy. Among those who attempted to 
assign causes for our distress it was very generally conceded that the opera- 
tion of a provision of law then in force which required the Government to 
purchase monthly a large amount of silver bullion and issue its notes in pay- 
ment therefor, was either 3 or to a large extent, responsible for our 
condition. This led to the repeal, on the Ist day of November, 1893, of this 
ted | rovision. 

We „however. fallen so low in the depths of depression, and timidity 
and apprehension had so ney gained control in financial circles, that 
our rapid recuperation could not be reasonably expected. Our recovery 
has, nevertheless, steadily progressed, and though less than five months 
have elapsed since the repeal of the mischievous silver-purchase require- 
ment, a wholesome sy, age is unmistakably apparent. Confidence in 
our absolute solvency is to such an extent reinstated and faith in our dis- 
paroa to adhere to sound financial methods is so far restored as to pro- 

nee the most . both at home and abroad. The wheels 
of domestic industry have n slowly set in motion and the tide of foreign 
investment has again started in our direction. 

Our recovery be so well under way, nothing should be done to check 
our convalescence; nor should we forget that a relapse at this time would 
almost surely reduce us to a lower stage of financial distress than thatfrom 
which we are just emerging. 

I believe that if the bill under consideration should become a law, it 


fa would be regarded as a retrogression from the financial intentions indicated 


by our recent repeal of the provision forcing silver-bullion purchases; that 
it would weaken, if it did not destroy, returning faith and confidence in our 
sound financial tendencies, and that as a consequence our progress to re- 
newed business health would be unfortunately checked and a return to our 
recent distressing plight seriously threatened. 

This ce egisiation is so related to the currency conditions growing 
out ot the law peed tenes the purchase of silver by the Government, that a 
glance at such conditions and a partial review of the law referred to, may 
not be unprofitable. . 

Between the lach day of August, 1890, when the law became ee and 

* the Ist day of November, 1 when the clanse it contained ting the 
urchase of silver was repealed, there were purchased by the Secretary of 
he Treasury more than 168,000,000 omnces Of silver bullion. In payment 

for this bullion the Government issued its Treasury notes of various de- 
nominations, amounting to nearly 81850, 000, 000, which notes were immedi- 
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ately added to the currency in circulation among our people. Such notes 
were by the law made legal tender in payment of all debts, pubiic and pri- 
vate, except when otherwise expressly stipulated, and were made receiva- 
ble for customs, taxes, and all public yey when so received might be 
reissued. They were also permitted to be held by banking associations as a 
part of their lawful reserves. 

On the demand of the holders these 


eng other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be Fah ed by 


by the after a sufiicient amount to coin 
as many standard silver dollars as should eq in number the dollars rep- 
resenied je Ao Treasury notes issued in payment of the entire quantity of 
bullion, ese Treasury notes now outstanding and in circulation amount 
to $152,951.280, and although there has been thus far but a comparatively 
small amount of this bullion coined, yet the so-called gain or seignio as 
above defined, which would arise from the coinage of the entire mass, has 
been easily ascertained to be a quantity of bullion sufficient to make when 
coined 55,156,681 standard silver dollars. : 
Considering the present intrinsic relation between gold and silver t he 
maintenance of the parity between the two metals, as mentioned in this law, 
can mean nothing less than the maintenance of such a parity in the estima- 
tion and confidence of the people who use our money in their daily transac: 
tions. Manifestly the maintenance of this parity can only be accomplished, 
80 far as it is affected by these Treasury notes, and in the estimation of the 
holders of the same, by giving to such holders, on their redemption, thecoin, 
whether it is gold or silver, which they prefer. It follows that while in 
terms the law leaves the choiceof coin to be paid on such redemption to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Shera the exercise of this discretion, 
if opposed to the demands of the holder, is entirely inconsistent with the 
effective and beneficial maintenance of the parity between the two metals. 
If both gold and silver are to serve us as money and if they together are 
to sup ly to our people a safe and stable currency the necessity of preserv- 
ing t ity is obvious. Such necessity has been repeatedly conceded in 
the platforms of both political parties and in our Pederalstatutes. It is no- 
where more emphatically recognized than in the recent law which repealed 
the provision under which the bullion now on hand was purch This 
law insists upon the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the 
two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets 


and in the payment of debts." 

The Secretary of the Treasury has therefore, for the best of reasons, not 
only promptly complied with every demand for the redemption of these 
Treasury notesin gold, but the present situation, as well as the letter and 
spirit of the law, appear plainly to justify, if they do not enjoin upon him, 
a continuation of such emption. 

The conditions I have endeavored to present may be thus summarized: 

First. Tae Government has purchased and now has on hand sufficient sil- 
ver bullion to permit the coinage of all the silver dollars necessary to re- 
deem, in such dollars, the Treasury notes issued for the purchase of said 
silver bullion and enough besides to coin, as gain or seigniorage, 55,156,681 
additional standard silver dollars. 

Second. There are outstanding and now in circulation Treasury notes is- 
sued in payment of the bullion purchased amounting to $152,951,280, These 
notes are legal tender in payment of all debts public and private except 
when otherwise expressly stipulated; they are receivable for customs, taxes, 
and all public dues: when held by banking ations they may be counted 
as part of their lawful reserves, and they are redeemed by the Government 
in gold at the option of the holders. These advantageous attributes were 
deliberately attached to these notes at the time of their issue; they are fully 
unders by our people to whom such notes have been distributed as cur- 
rency and have inspired confidence in their safety and value, and have un. 
doubtedly thus induced their continued and contented use as money, instead 
of anxiety for their redemption. 

Having referred to some incidents which I deem relevant to the subject, 
it remains for me to submit a specific statement of my objections to the bill 
now under consideration. 

This bill consists of two sections, excluding one which merely appropri- 
ates asum sufficient to carry the act into effect. The first section provides 
for the immediate coinage of the silver bullion in the Treasury which rep- 
resents the so-called ga or seigniorage, or which would from the 
coinage of all the bullion on hand, which gain or seigniorage tùis section de- 
clares to be 885,158,081. It directs that the money so coinedor the certificates 
issued thereon shall be used in the payment of Dg cared expenditures, and 

rovides that if the needs of the Treasury demand it, the Secretary of the 

reasury may in his discretion issue silver certificates in excess of such 
88 ao exceeding the amount of seigniorage in said section authorized 
to be coined. 

The second section directs that as soon as possible after the coinage of 
this seignio! the remainder of the bullion held by the Government shall 
be coined into legal-tender standard silver dollars and that they shall be 
held in the Tr for the redemption of the Treasury notes issued in the 
purchase of said bullion. It provides that as fast as the bullion shall be 
coined for the redemption of said notes, they shall not be reissued but shall 
be canceled and destroyed in amounts equal to the coin held at any time in 
the Treasury derived from the coinage provided for, and that silver certif- 
eates shall be issued on such coin in the manner now provided by law. It 
is, however, especially declared in said section that the act shall not be con- 
strued to change existing laws relating to the legal-tender character or 
mode of redemption of the Treasury notes issued for the purchase of the 
silver bullion to be coined. 

The entire bill is most unfortunately constructed. Nearly every sentence 

esents uncertainty and invites controversy as to its meaning and intent. 
Phe frst section is especially faulty in t respect, and it is extremely 
doubtful whether its language will permit the consummation of its sup- 
7 purposes. I am led to believe that the promoters of the bill intended 

n this section to provide for the coinage of the bullion constituting the 
gain or solgmiorage, as it is called, into standard silver dollars; and yet 
there is positively nothing in the section to prevent its coi into any de- 
scription of silver coins now authorized under any existing law. 

I sup: this section was also intended, in case the needs of the Treasury 
called for money faster than the seigniorage bullion could actually be 
coined, to permit the issue of silver certificates in advance of such coinage; 
but its would seem to permit the issuance of such certiticates to 


double the amount of seigniorage as stated, one-half of which would not 
represent an ounce of silver in the Treasury. The debate upon this section 
in the Congress developed an earnest and positive difference of opinion as 


1894. 
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to its object and meaning. In any event, I am clear that the present per- 
plexities and embarrassments of the Segretary of the Treasury ought not 
sah be 8 by devolving upon him the execution of a law so uncer! 

co 8 


Iam not willing, however, to rest my objection to this section solely on 
these grounds; in my judgment sound tinance does not commend a further 


infusion of silver into our currency at this time unaccompanied by further 


adequate provision for the maintenance in our Treasury of a safe gold re- 


serve. 

Doubts also arise as to the meaning and construction of the second sec- 
tion of the bill. Ifthe silver dollars therein directed to be coined are, as 
the section provides, to be held in the Treasury for the redemption of Treas- 
ury notes, it is suggested that, strictly speaking, certiticates can not be is- 
sued on such coin * in the manner now provided by law,“ because these dol- 
lars are money held in the Treasury for the express purpose of redeeming 
Treasury notés, on demand, which would ordinarily mean that they were 
set apart for the purpose of substituting them for these Treasury notes. 
They are not, therefore. held in such a way as to furnish a basis for certif- 
cates acrording to any provision of existing law. 

It, however. silver certilicates can properly be issued upon these dollars, 
there is nothing in the section to indicata the characteristics and functions 
of these certificates. If they were to be of the same character as silver cer- 
tificates in circulation under exist laws they would at best be receivable 
only for customs, taxes, and all public dues; and under the language of this 
section it is, to say the least. extremely doubtful whether the certificates it 
contemplates would be lawfully received even for such purposes. 

Whatever else may be said of the uncertainties of expression in this bill, 
they 8 ought not to be found in legislation affect subjects so im- 
portant and far-reaching as our finances and currency. In stating other 
and more important reasons for my 1 of this section I shall, how- 
ever, assume that under its provisions the Treasury notes issued in pay- 
ment for silver bullion will continue to be redeemed as heretofore in silver 
or goia atthe option of the holders; and that if when they are presented for 

emption. or reach the Treasury in any other manner, there are in the 
Treasury coined silver dollars equal in nominal value to such . 
notes, then and in that case the notes will be destroyed, and silver certifi- 
cates to an equal amount be substituted. 
i Iam convinced that this scheme is ill advised and dangerous. As an ul- 
timate result of its operation Treasury notes which are | tender for all 
debts public and private, and which are redeemabie in gold or silver, at the 
option of the holder, wili be replaced by silver certificates which, whatever 
may be their character and description, will have none of these qualities. 
In anticipation of this result,and as an immediate effect, the Treasury 
notes gues appreciate in value and desirability. The fact that 
por can be reali: upon them, and the further fact that their destruction 
as been decreed when they reach the Treasury must tend to their with- 
drawal from general circulation to be immediately presented for gold re- 
demption, or to be hoarded for mtation at a more convenient season. 


The uel of both operations l be a large addition to the silver cur- 
rency our circulation and a correspond reduction of gold in the 
Treasury. The argument has been made that these things will not occur at 


once, because along time must elapse before the coinage of anything but 
the seigniorage can be entered upon. 

If the posen effects of the execution of the second section of this bill 
arenot realized until far in the future, this may furnish a strong rea- 
son why it should not be so much in advance; but the postponement 
of its actual operation can not prevent the fear and loss of confidence and 
nervous precaution which would immediately follow its peers and bring 
about its worst uences. [regard this section of the bill as embody- 
ing a plan by which the Government will be obliged to pay out its scanty 
store of gold for no other purpose than to force an unnatural addition of 
silver mony into the hands of our poor. This is an exact reversal of the 
policy which safe finance dictates if we are to preserve parity between gold 
and silver and maintain sensible bimetallism. 

We have now outstanding more than $338,000,000 in silver certificates issued 
under exis laws, They are serving the purpose of money usefully and 
without question. Our gold reserve, amount to only a little more than 
$10,000,000, is directly charged with the redemption of $316,000,000 of United 
States notes. When it is to inflate our silver currency it is a time 
for strengthening our gold reserve instead of depleting it. I can not con- 
ceive of a imga step toward silver monometallism than we take when we 

md our gold to buy silver certificates for circulation, especially in view 
of the tical difficulties surrounding the replenishment of our gold. 

This leads me to earnestly present the desirability of granting to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a better power than now exists to issue bonds to pro- 
tect our ps reserve when for any reason it should be necessary. Our cur- 
rency is in such a confused condition and our financial affairs are apt to 
assume at any time so critical a position that it seems to me such a course 
is dictated by ordinary prudence. 

Jam not insensible to the arguments in favor of coining the bullion seign- 
forage now in the Treasury. and I believe it could be done safely and with 
advantage, if the Secretary of the Treasury had the power to issue bonds at 
a low rate of interest under authority in substitution of that now existing 
and better suited to the protection of the Treasury. 

I hope a way will present itself in the near future for the adjustmert of 
affairs in such a comprehensive and conservative manner as 
will accord to silver its proper place in our currency; but in the meantime 
Iam extremely solicitous that whatever action we take on this subject may 
be such as to prevent loss and uragement to our people at home, and 
the destruction of confidence in our financial ma: ment abroad. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1894. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that on 
Tuesday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, I 
will ask that that bill be passed, the objection of the President 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to move that the 
House proceed, under the provisions of the Constitution recently 
cited by the Speaker, to reconsider to the bill referred in the 
veto message of the President. À 

The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order. 


N 


15 


Mr. REED. The Constitution provides 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire tocall the attention of the Speaker 
to the rulings on that subject — 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I read from the House Journal of the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, on page 2397, a ruling by 
Speaker Carlisle on a case of this kind where a message had been 
received and had already gone to a committee: 

Mr. BURROWS. asa 2 question, moved to discharge the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions from the further consideration of the message of the 
President of the United States returning with his objections the bill of the 
House (II. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe, and that the House now 
consider the same. 


Mr. SPRINGER made the point of order that the said motion was not in or- 


der, for the reason that the said message and bill had been referred under 


the rules to said committee for consideration. 

The Speaker overruled the said point of urder on the ground that the Con- 
stitution provided that when the President returned a bill to the House in 
which it originated with his objections that House shall— 


And the Speaker emphasized the word shall“ — 


proceed to reconsider it and determine whether or not the bill shall pass, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding, and that 
under the unbroken practice of the House it has been held that such a mes- 
sage, like a contested-clection case, presented a question of the highest privi- 
lego. and that the motion to discharge a committee from its furthsr con- 
sideration was always in order. 

Under that ruling I call up as a question of highest privilege 
the bill referred to in the message of the President, und move 
that the House proceed to reconsider the question involved in the 
message. 

The SPEAKER, There is before the House a question of the 
highest privilege, a question relating to the right of a member 
of the House to his seat. The Constitution provides that each 
House shall determine the qualifications, returns, and election’ 
of its members. The House is now discharging that duty, con- 
sidering that question. Pending that, the House has received 
and there has been read a message from the President of the 
United States containing his objections to a bill which has been 
passed by the House. The situation is this: The House is con- 
sidering a matter of the highest privilege, made so by the Con- 
stitution, and is considering that matter also under a rule of its 
own, which provides that until it disposes of the matters men- 
tioned in that rule it will consider no other business. There- 
fore the Chair overrules the motion to take up at this time the 
matter to which the President's message relates, and holds that 
it can be taken up after the disposition of the contested-election 


cases. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In view of the fact that the Speaker him- 
self has referred to the constitutional provision which makes 
A I respectfully appeal from the ruling of the 

air. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 
The question now is upon laying on the table the motion to re- 
consider made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], 
and upon that 5 i the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURROWS. I desire to know what disposition has been 
made of the message of the President. 
The SPEAKER. Itis on the table. 
Mr. BURROWS. Under what rule is it placed on the table? 
There is noSpeaker’s table. Some action must be taken in some 
way, either by referring it toa committee or by postponing it 
toa day certain. 

The SPEAKER. It has been laid before the House. The 
question is on the motion 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry— 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
jected the resolution presented by the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
ROWS] moves to reconsider that vote, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moves to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. On that question the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. Those who are in favor of laying the motion to recon- 
sider on the table will say aye and those opposed no, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, is this respectful treatment 
of a message from the Chief Magistrate of the United States 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker — ; 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. What are you going to do 
when 5 o'clock comes? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. The House 
will be in order and gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. REED 1 in the area to the right of the Clerk's 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to be permitted to see the 
roll call taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must take his seat under 
therule. There is no provision which permits any member to 
stand near the desk. 

Mr. REED. It is evident from the experience that we have 
had that there ought to be some such provision. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 

Mr. REED (moving up an aisle). J am going to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will ask the gentle- 
man to take his seat. 

Mr. REED. That is entirely unnecessary. 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. Instead of taking your seat you 
respond to the Chair every time. 

r. REED. Certainly I do, because the Chair has attacked 


me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will now take his seat. 

Mr. REED (walking slowly across the area toward his own 
seat). Certainly he will. The gentleman always obeys. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume his seat, and 
papuo business will be suspended until the gentleman from 

conforms to the order of the Chair in the execution of 
the rules of the House. [Laughter.] A 

Mr. REED having arrived at his own seat, sat down. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will resume the call. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the order will be impar- 
tially enforced, as I observe several gentlemen on the other side 
who have not taken their seats. [Cries of Sit down!” “Sit 
down!” on the Democratic side.] 

TheSPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. ' 
8 85 SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the roll 

Mr. REED. There are other gentlemen who are oooupying 
precisely the position which I occupied when the Chair order. 
me tomy seat. ‘ > 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will please resume their 
seats.. The House will be in order, and the Clerk will proceed 
with the call. 

Mr. LACEY (during the roll call), Mr. Speaker, the hour of 
5 o'clock having arrived, I desire to inquire whether the House 
is not in recess under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The pae eyer since the Forty-eighth 
Congress has been to finish the roll call before rising. 

‘When the hour previously fixed for taking a recess arrives, it is the duty 
of the Chair, unless the yeas and nays are being taken, to announce that the 
House is in recess until the hour previously fixed. 

Where the roll call has begun the practice has always been to 
finish it. The Clerk will resume the call. 

Mr. REED (when the call of the roll had proceeded for some 
time). I hope the order which was started by the Speaker will 
be strictly maintained. I hope the Speaker did not mean to 
single me out for his action. 

he SPEAKER. All gentlemen will please be seated. 

Mr. REED. Idesire to call the attention of the Speaker to 
the fact that there are gentlemen occupying precisely the posi- 
tion which I occupied. 

Mr. PAYNE. And there are some gentlemen at the Speak- 
er's desk. I call attention to the fact. [Referring to Mr. CATCH- 
INGSand Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi, who were in consultation 
with the Speaker.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to have the Speaker state what 
position the gentleman from Maine occupied in order that we 
may understand the privileges of members. 

he SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. Allgen- 
tlemen will be seated. 8 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] is not taking his seat. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (returning to seat). The gentleman 
from Mississippi” was confe with the Speaker, which he 
has the right to do, 

Mr. REED. I want this thing done decently —— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Whatever I do, I do decently. 

The SPEAKER. The point was made awhile ago because 
gentlemen were about the Clerk's desk. The rules provide that 
no 1 shall stay there during a roll call. The Chair 
understood the gentleman from Maine to say he was staying 
there for the purpose of verifying the count or observing the 
count, which implied, as the Chair thought, some idea or sug- 
gestion that some one about the desk might willfully make a 


wrong count. The Chair thought that was improper and offen- 
sive. He stated, ‘‘The gentleman will please be seated.” That 
was the whole of that incident. 

Mr. REED. I was occupying a position there a long distance 
from the Clerk’s desk. I was observing what was going on, as 
I think I had a right to do. The Chair called upon me by name 
to take my seat. I intimated to the Chair the purpose for which 
I was there. The Chair then insisted, in a way that it seems to 
me was entirely unsuitable, upon my taking my seat. I did so, 
because I have always been responsive to the request of the 
Chair under such circumstances. I simply des to say that 
gentlemen are now 55 the same eng without attract- 
ing the attention of the Chair in the slighest degree. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman and the House understand 
that it has been the common practice for gentlemen to walk 
about the Hall during a vote not with any avowed purpose or 
suggestion that they were standing ata certain point to watch 
the roll call—simply walking about conversing with each other. 

Mr. REED. Why should not a member of the House under- 
take to watch the roll call, if he does not 

The SPEAKER. When the Chair requested gentlemen to 
take their pe the 3 aon ae pe eee bear 
occupying t particular or the purpose of wa the 
roll call; which the Chair thinks was offensive toward the officers 
of the House. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair pleases, I did not make that reply. 
What I said was—I asked permission of the Chair, 8 
asa member of the House ought to do when addressing the 
Speaker of the House 

The SPEAKER. Permission for what? 


Mr. REED. Permission to stand where I was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not understood any such re- 
quest. 

Mr. REED. I made it twice three times distinctly. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand such a re- 
quest. The Chair understood 
Mr. REED. The request was made plainly, and was repeated 


most soe pees = : 

The SPEAKER. However plainly made it may have been, it 
was not heard. The Clerk will resume the call. 

The Clerk resumed the call. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (when the name of Mr. WADSWORTH was 
called). Mr. S er—— : 

The SPEA The Clerk will suspend for a moment, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As it is growing a little late, I hope the 
Clerk will proceed a little more rapidly. He is rather more de- 
libsrate than he is accustomed to be. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will resume the call of the roll. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of the roll, and 
there were—yeas 164, nays 8, not voting 180; as follows: 


YEAS—164. 
Abbott, Cornish, Kribbs, Price, 
Alderson, Covert, Kyle, Reilly, 
Alexander, Cox. Lane, Richards, Ohio 
22 can —— Richardson, Mich. 
ey, ‘ord, er, Richardson, Tenn. 
Balduin Gummi Lat —.— 
mings, yton, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Bartlett, Denson, Lockwood, Borers, 
Barwig, Dinsmore, L; Schermerhorn, 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, ire, hell, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Mallory. Sibley, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Springer, 
Bland, Durborow, McAleer, Stallings, 
Boatner, Edmunds, McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Boen, English, McCull Stone, Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, McDanno! Strait, 
Branch, Epes, McDearmon, Straus, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, Mehttrick. Sw. 
Bricin Geary,” Mekaig’ Talbott, Mas 
er, A ` 
Broo! ý Goldzier, McKeighan, Tate, 
Brown, Gorman, McLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Burn, Grady, M Terry, 
Burnes, Gresham, McRae, Tracey, 
Bynum, Haines, Tucker, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Campbeli, Hammond, Money, Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Cal. are, Montgomery, 
Capehart, Hatch, Moses, —— 
Caruth, yes, Mutchler, arner, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. Neill, bn oe eet 
Causey, Hen À Oates, W. ` 
Clark, Mo. Hines, O'Neil, Well 
Clarke, Ho! Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Page, Whiting, 
Cobb, Mo. Hunter, Pai Williams, III 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Paynter, a 
5 Jones, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Ind. „ Pigott, Woodard. 
NAYS-—8. 

Everett, Hudson, Morgan, 

DeArmond, Hall, Mo. Marshall, Ryax. 
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NOT VOTING—180. 
Adams, Ky. Davis, Hulick, Rayner, 
Adams, Pa. Din A Hull, Reed, 
Aitken, Doliver, Johnson, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. chie, 
Apsley, Draper, = ohnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Arnoid, Oy; 
Avery, Ellis, Ky. Kem, Russell, Conn 
3 Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, 

Baker, N. H. Fithian, Lacey Settle, 
Barnes, Fletcher, Lefever, Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Forman, Linton, Sherman, 
Belden, — Funk, Lisle, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Livingston, Simpson, 

8 Eyan, ud, ipe, 

Gardner, Loudenslager Smith. 

Black, III. Gear. ucas, Snodgrass, 

8 Geissenhainer, dox, Somers, 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. T. Magner, Sperry, 
Bowers, Gillett, Mass. Mahone, Stephenson, 
Brattan, oodnight. Marsh, tevens, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Marvin, N. Y Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Griftin, McCall. tone, W. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, ee, Minn. Storer, 
Bundy, Grout, McDowell, Strong, 
Burrows, Grow, M agny, Sweet, 

. — Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
Caldwell, er. Mercer, whey, 
Caminetti Harmer, m. Taylor, Tenn. 
Cannon, III. Hurris, Moon, Thomas, 
Chickering, Harter, Morse, Upäograft, 
Childs, Hartman, Murray, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Clancy. Haugen. Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Heard, Northway, Wadsworth, 
Cogswell, Heiner, P: É Walker, 
Compton, Henderson, M. Payne, Wanger, 
Cooper, Fia. Hepb e . 
8 epburn, n, W. Va. N 
Goober’ Wis Hicks, Phiips, oa 

Í, . ick: 4 i 
—— 8 Hilbora Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, tt, Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Sarik N. Y. 3 N. Y. re hogs 3 Va. 
Dalze opkins, + oomer. 

Hopkins, Pa. Wright, Mass. 
Davey. Houk, Ray, Wright, Pa. 
The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. SCRANTON, on this vote. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The roll has now been called. I make 


the point of order that no further proceedings can be had until 
after the recess, provided by the rules. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The roll call is not completed until the 
result is announced. 

The SPEAKER. The practice has always been to announce 
the result of the call. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I insist that the call is complete when 
the last name is called by the Clerk on the second . Allelse 
is a question of what has been done under the roll call. We 
might as well entertain a motion to reconsider—— 

The SPEAKER. The practice has been to finish the roll call 
and announce the result. Gentlemen who rise relating to the 
roll will be heard. 

Several members inquired how they were recorded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to be heard on my point. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] make ed et thatgentlemen can not ascertain whether 
they are recorded? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lam not making that point. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will now announce the result. On 
this question the yeas are 164, and the nays are 8. No quorum 

‘has voted. In accordance with the rules ofthe House, the Chair 
now declares the House in recess until 8 o'clock, the evening 
session to be devoted to the consideration of private bills re- 
porua from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on 


valid Pensions—— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana Br. BROOK- 


SHIRE] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses- 
sion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can do nothing but declare the 


recess. 
The House accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.), un- 
der the rule, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
P. m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 


tempore. 
Prhe PEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3 of 
Rule XXVI. ? 


w aa eee 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

3. The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock 
8 o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of 
private bills re from the Committes on Pensions and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
bills removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend 
beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. MARTINof Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the W hole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
eee for the consideration of business on the Private Calen- 

*. 


. m., take a recess until 


WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
2108) to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. author- 
Warren Alonzo Alden the roll 
of Company H of the Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, with a state- 
ment of in said organi 
zation, commencing August 15, 1862, and continuing until January 5, 1863. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired tocomplete the record as to the services of Warren Alonzo Alden. in 

npany C, Fourth independent Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, in which 
he served from July 10, 1893, to October 10, 1863. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report was read at length. It has been published here- 
tofore in the RECORD. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
just here and now to submit a few remarks on the general sub- 
jectof pensions. I have been criticised, and criticised unjustly, 
by the newspapers of the country in ihe, ia to my ition on 
the question of pensioning the Union soldiers. 
that I am unfriendly to the old soldiers and that lam prejudiced 
against them. That is not in any sense of the word a fact. It 
has been also charged by members on the floor of the House that 
I have been guilty of practical demagogy in connection with the 
mutter, for the purpose of getting up some cheap notoriety, by. 
opposing the granting of pensions here at these Friday night 
sessions. That, too, isa most unjust statement for which I care 
nothing, and 1 want to say here in answer to all such assertions 
that I am not unfriendly toward the granting of pensions to any 
honest, true, and brave soldier who bared his bosom to the storm 
of battle and stood by the flag of his country as he thought it 
to be his duty to do. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I know still further that it is the policy 
of this nation, as it isthe policy of all civilized nations, to pur- 
sue a liberal system of treatment in the matter of pensions to- 
ward its soldiers who took up arms in its defense and who suf- 
fered loss or injury in consequence of it. I want to say that I 
think it is the true policy for all nations to pursue, because if 
they are not willing to pension the men who stood by their flag 
and risked their lives for the safety of the nation in time of war, 
they will find it to be a difficult matter when danger comes to 
raise armies for their own protection. Hence I am not foolish 
enough to stand here and oppone any laws that pension the sol- 
diers of our late war. That is just laws giving pensions only to 
soldiers who deserve it but not laws or measures that will pen- 
sion parties not entitled to the same. But, sir, from 1865 to 1890, 
and from that period on down it can not be said that this country. 
has not been liberal toward pensioning the soldiers of the Union 
Army, amounting to millions upon the top of millions, heaped 
upon the honest toilersand tax payers of the whole country. 

But the question of granting pensions wearsadifferent aud en 
when the people of a country have fallen out among themselves 
and have a brotherly fight. And in this connection let me 
say thatin my judgment both sections of our country were to 
blame for the war, because of differences of opinion snd senti- 
ments on account of certain features in the Constitution ana the 
Articles of Confederation which brought about the dispute. But 
1 repeat, I am not foolish enough to stand here and deny the 
jure and the wisdom of granting pensions. Nor would I be so 

oolish as to ask a pension for a Confederate soldier at this time, 
still I believe they are entitled to consideration in having the 
burden taken from their shoulders by relieving them from pay- 
ing pension frauds and irregularities to such enormous extent. 
ut the point I wish to make, Mr. Chairman, and what I say 
to-night is said from a pure motive, and [ care not for adverse 
criticism upon it. It makes no difference to me when I stand 
here as an humble Representative from the sunny South what 
Hi f be the criticism that gentlemen may expressas to my views 
and opinions in the matter. Iwill never be driven from an honest 
n any question that may come before this body so 
have the honor to be a member. They are honest 
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convictions. and I think can be enforced by logical argument, and | tions went on, and one of the guard said to another one, from In- 


I speak not alone as a Southerner, but as a representative of the 
3 people, yea the laboring people of this great country 
of ours. 

But, sir, when I stand here, as I have said, as a representative 
of the sunny South I stand here not only to represent that sec- 
tion of the country, but as a representative of the people of the 
North and the East and the West as well. And I say in their 
behalf that the time has come when we should look at this mat- 
ter from a nonpartisan standpoint, and get together and discuss 
it as business men from a business standpoint as representatives 
of all sections of this great nation of ours. As representatives 
of the taxpayers as well as soldiers of all classes as well. 

Now, then, let us consider for a few moments the immense 
amount of money that has been expended in pensioning the Union 
soldiers from 1865 down to the present time. If I mistake not, 
in 1865 something over eight or nine millions of dollars was ap- 
propriated for that purpose. From 1865 along down to the pres- 
ent time that amount has steadily increased year by year until, 
I believe, in 1893, it reached the enormous sum of $166,000,000. 
Just think of that fora moment! I am not begrudging the ex- 
penditures on account of pensions, but I say that the country 
has done its share in that direction, and that, in my judgment, 
no honest soldier who deserves a pension can fail to get it if he 
goes before the Pension Bureau under the lawsalready in exist- 
ence. If he is deserving he will get recognition there, and I 


think that is the place for him to go. ? 


#83, 167, 500. 00 

78, 312, 400. 00 

81, 758, 700. 00 

98, 587, 252. 00 

135, 263, 085. 00 

147, 064, 550. 00 

166, 831, 350. 00 

162, 631, 570. 00 

76, 075, 200. 00 

+86, 607, 500. 00 

#89, 758, 700. 00 

107, 080, 607. 35 

Total appropriations for 1891 #127, 793, 059. 34 
Total appropriations for 1892. +143, 189, 117.00 
Total appropriations for 1893_ — *160, 581,787.00 
Total appropriations for 1894. SAR as 166, 531, 350. 00 


But just think of it! One hundred and sixty-six millions of 

dollars in one year. Enough to buy a number of the sovereign 
States of the United States at their assessed valuation of prop- 
erty to-day. When you remembor that this has been going on 
for near thirty years, amounting in round numbers to our two 
billions of hard earned money, I think it will hardly be claimed 
that this Government has not been liberal, or as liberal as it ought 
to be, toward the Union soldiers. The expenditures on that 
account have run up into the billions. Now, I ask you as busi- 
ness men if it does not bear pretty hard on the taxpayers of this 
great country of ours to raise that great sum? Let us consider 
the condition of the people who have to earn the money to pay 
these pensions. They are already overburdened with debt and 
are being dily deprived of the necessaries of life with mortgaged 
homes, and under a financial policy which is calculated to further 
increase their poverty by constantly falling prices. 
- As I said, I do not oppose the granting of any pension toa 
brave soldier who deserves it. But let us look and see the dif- 
ferent kinds of soldiers who foughtin thatwar. I recollect well 
an instance which may be used to illustrate what I desire to show, 
that took place when | was across the Potomac River here during 
the war on the good old soil of Virginia. fighting as a beardless 
boy for what I deemed to be right. and what I still believe tobe 
right, where [saw much of the hardships of the soldier’slife. And 
there is to-day a feeling of brotherly love between the soldiers of 
the North and the soldiers of the South which will last as long 
as one of them lives from either side. Many are the recollections 
of that war now as I contemplate upon the tented field, the bloody 
carnage, and the dreadful loss of life and propertyas the result, 
but will only mention now one incident by way of illustration. 

On one occasion a number of prisoners had been captured from 
the Northern army,and we were guarding those prisoners. As 
was wont to be the custom, as they were going through the 
country questions were asked them and they entered into con- 
versation. I remember being present when they began talking 
about this question and that question, and a number of questions 
were asked of these soldier prisoners. I remember of one gen- 
tleman from Illinois, an inteiligent soldier and a clever man, and 
the man who was questioning him said, Well, my friend, what 
are you fighting for?” ‘+ Well,” he says, I am fighting for the 
Union; Iam standing by the flag of the United States, and trying 
to perpetuate this grand Union and to prevent its destruction.” 
Weil, he was a grand man. Now, that soldier, no doubt, if he 
was disabled in the war, is now receiving’ a pension; and God 
knows I would not begrudge it to him. If he is dead, his widow 
is receiving a pension; and sheought to have it. The conversa- 


*Including deficiencies, 
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diana: My friend, what are you fighting for?” Well,“ he 
says, ‘‘ I think a great deal of the United States, but my main 
object was to strike the shackles from the slaves of the South. 
Lam fighting for the abolition of human slavery. I do not be- 
lieve itis right.” He was a good man, and a clever fellow; and 
if that man is living to-day, and was disabled, or received a 
wound, he is doubtless drawing a pension; and he ought to draw 
it; and if he is dead, his widow and children under the laws 
that have been passed are drawing a pension; and I do not ob- 
ject to it and no special plea is necessary. 

But there was another man, a kind of a foreigner, sitting off 
and humped up together and you know the North had the world 
for a storehouse from which to draw recruits. He was asked, 
‘“ Well, little fellow; what are you fighting for?” „Oh, be jab- 
bers, I am fighting for dirteen dollars a month.” Now, all that 
that man was fighting for was dirteen“ dollars a month. He 
was a substitute, a bounty jumper, hired to go into the war. 
Now, I ask you if there was any patriotism in his bosom, that he 
and such as he should deserve a pension? But no doubt numbers 
of them are getting pensions under the law; and we can not help 
that. I would not drop anybody off except as investigations 
showed the existence of fraudsor when the soldier was a deserter. 
I just tell you of this to show you the different kinds of soldiers 
who fought in the last war. 

Now then, again, as I took occasion to say here on one or twe 
other occasions, there are a number of deserters who are drawing 
pensions to-day, and numbers coming in here on Friday nights 
and asking that the charge of desertion be removed from their 
records so that they candraw pensions. They pretend that they 
do not want to doit, but they want the charge of desertion taken 
from them so that they may get into a position to draw a pen- 
sion. 

Now, I will read to you a portion of the speech of Gen. Brage 
the gallant commander of the Iron Brigade, who met Stonew: i 
Jackson out beyond Manassas, at the bend of the railroad. I 
will give you his own words, and you can think what you like 
about it. I will read a portion of his speech touching upon that 
matter. He was discussing the subject of pensions in the Forty- 
ninth Congress. I use this method because no one can say that 
this is the sentiment of rebel brigadiers from the South; but it 
is the language of a Union general who fought on that side. 

Mr. BRAGG. There were one hundred and forty regiments, and a number 
of battalions in all, of colored troops raised during the war. A large por- 
tion of these troops were engaged in guarding rallway stations in the rear; 
and a few regiments, three or four, were regiments of heavy artillery. 
pension clause opens the door for a pension to every one of the soldiers of 
the seven regiments that were organized into battalions for the Piast nse of 
caring for them, men picked out as being physically unable to do soldier's 
duty. It opens the opportunity to place upon the roll, out of the whole one 
hundred and thirty regiments, every single man andr ent that was not 
engaged in active service in the presence of the enemy. It permits a pen- 
sion for every hundred-day man who come out to have a pleasant and jaunty 
excursion when he thought that if the ‘“rebs’’ only heard that he was com- 
ing they would run away from Bull Run. 

t places or gives an opportunity to place upon the pension roll the hun- 
dred-day men who cl the war with a blaze of glory in April, May, and 
June, 1865. It permits an opportunity to go upon the roll 202,000 men, 11,000 
of whom afterwards were deserters—202.000 men that were organized under 
the call of the President in December, 1864. Only three months before the 
war was terminated in fact a call came, and under that call during the 
months of January and February there were organized, in response to it, 
troops consisting of 202,000. Some 13,000 of these were discharged, even at 
the or: al camp of rendezvous, because there was no occasion to demand 
the assignment of them to any regiment. Now, who were these men? 

Now, who were these men?” This is Bragg’s own language 
and not mine: 

I say to gentlemen who talk about soldiers, who were these men? Do not 
stand here in your place and talk about the devotion of the country to its 
defenders, to the men who heard the shriek of the bullet and shot and shell 
and battle, and covered with blood and carnage carried tne flag to victory. 
Who were the majority of those men that found themselves in the service 
of the United States from December, 1864, to February, ages Congress 
should sit up nights to pass pensions to provide for them? They were the 
. — 9 the earth. They were men who would not enlist and were not 

Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question right there? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. Do you believe the scum of the earth ” could 
ever have whipped the South? 1 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That question is not rel- 
evant. [Laughter.] I want to say to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia that I am reading from the speech of Gen. Bragg, and this 
is not my language. He is alluding to the 12,000 or 13,009 men 
who were in this command, whom he says he knew were desert- 
ers, who towards the last of the war were picked 15 from the 
jails and grog shops and around towns. They are the men he. 
is alluding to. The gentleman has shot and missed the mark, 
just as one of my hands said the corn shot last year and missed. 
So you willhave toshootagain. [Laughter and applause.] And 
I want to say to the distinguished gentleman from Georgia thatI 
deny that the South has ever been whipped; but as I have twice 
— 28 in speeches upon this floor we were not whipped, but wore 
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ourselves out trying to whip the Yankees while you were a 
boy riding corn-stalk horses around your father’s yard. 

Mr. MOSES. What gentleman do you refer to? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. To the gentleman from 
Georgia, sir, who seems to think the South was whipped. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman is reading this and making 
it a part of his own remarks. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I insert these remarks of 
Gen Bragg for what they are worth, and he is one of your own 
men and he is a mighty good witness. 

Mr. THOMAS. As your opinion. 7 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Iam giving the opinion 
of Gen. Bragg of Wisconsin, the noble grand commander of the 
Tron Brigade. And,mind you, he does not attack the old sol- 
diers, the good soldiers. Far from it. If I had time I would go 
back and read yon some things that he says here in their praise, 
and you know he is telling the truth and it hurts you. 

Mr. MOSES. You say that Congress sits here night after 
night to fension such soldiers as are described there. I deny 
that any such soldier has ever been_pensioned by special legis- 
lation of this Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This is Gen. Bragg’s 
language; but I want to say tothe gentleman from Georgia that 
the Committee on Military Affairs have time and again during 
this session brought in claims for deserters, asking to have the 
charge removed from them and you know it. 

Mr. MOSES. I deny that. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, the records will 
show it night after night, and I refer you to the records. The 

entleman from Georgia is fighting for deserters, it seems. 

Laughter.] 

Mr. MOSES. Well, produce them in your speech. 3 

Mr.PICKLER. The committee of the gentleman from Georgia 
has no 1 J irk of any such cases growing out of the last war. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Pile in your questions, 
gentlemen. Istand here to defend what I say. Pile in your 
questions, but I am responsible for everything I say, and no 
truer friend lives to the soldiers who wore the blue and those 
who wore the gray than I am myself. I referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Military, and Mr. PICKLER knows it was. He wants 
to get into my speech, but he shall not do it. 

ow, to go on from the point where I was interrupted, Gen. 
Bragg says further: 
They were men who stayed until those who did not want to go to the front 

r: money by vote and taxation upon the property in the municipalities 
and counties had funds placed in their hands to and buy things to go 
that could fill the quota and enable them to ae is the draft. They were, I 
said, the scum; yes. and the dregs. They s' in their holes until they 
were bought—bouyht by substitute brokers, 1 18 by men who were spec 
ulating in blood, paid from $100 to $300 apiece, feeling assured that they Were 
physically so defective that all they had to do was to go to a ate ae and 
there was no danger to their precious carcasses, so that they could pocket 
their $100 and go without fear of any injury befalling them. 

There are gentlemen on tbe other side of the House who I trust are with 
me on this question, and who know justas wellasIdo that the prisons were 
emptied, that the rhouses were emptied, that the slums were allemptied 
by the proffer of at the door to br. out the inmates that they might 
be put asa papar credit on the Army roll of the United States, and the men 
who brought t about pocketed the difference made in the trade. I have 
seen them co down with ambulances in the rear by scores trying to get 
people of that class. called soldiers, to march from the shores of the Poto- 
mac to the banks of the Rappahannock, and the attempt to get them to the 
front was a failure. 7 

There is another class. And I might say in that connection, when you talk 
about 333 the men you find there as a rule are the men who came 
from the poorhouses to go to the Army, and when they came back they lapsed 
intotheir natural condition, No genuine soldier in any patriotic communit: 
that I have ever seen ever needed to go to the poorhouse to be provided wit 
all that was necessary to care for him. We know, Mr. S ker, that it is not 
in that way that the patriotic people of the North treat their soldiers. These 
men that goto the poorhouse go because they are native there; they are 
drones; they have lived from hand to mouth. ey have wy no enterprise; 
they have got noself-respect; they have got no character. They lie down and 
open their mouths for a teat to suck, and it does not make much matter 
what animal has the teat so long as they can suck anything from it. 

Now, that is the evidence of a man from the North, a gallant 
soldier, and I will askif anybody here will accuse Gen. Bragg of 
being unfriendly tothe Union soldiers. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia, who hasso much South Carolina blood in him, as he says, 
will he say that Gen. Bragg was unfriendly to the soldiers be- 
cause he used this . I would like to hear the gentle- 
man answer that question. That is the false position I have been 

laced in myself, of being unfriendly to the soldiers, but I stand 
hare to deny it. I am unfriendly, however, to a coward, to a 
sneak, toa deserter, who did not have the manhood to fightlike 
a man for what he thought was right, and I hope the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Moses] will not undertake longer to defend 
that class, but will go back home to riding corn stalk-horses again 
in his father’s yard. [Laughter.] 

Now, there has been a great deal said about fraud. No one 
can stand here and say that fraud has not crept into the man- 
agement of the Pension Bureau. We know that fraud has crept 
in, and it would have been a matter of im ibility to have 
avoided it entirely; yea, it is honeycombed with fraud, and I say 


that all these fraudulent pensions o 
every fraudulent pensioner ought to 
getting, if he can 
goat 
and the soldier too. I have received letters denouncin, 
opposing pensions and some complimenting me and acti 
ing up fraud plain and simple. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to read a letter that I re- 
ceived a short time ago from Marion, Ind., in evidence to estab- 
lish fraud. I do not know who wrote it, but that is the postmark 
upon it, and I received it only a few days ago; it is poetry. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is the writers name? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, There is no name 75 
to it. It is just a piece of postry sent to me from Indiana 
laughter], and I would like to read it. The writer says: Please 
page this on your reference file.” [Laughter.] And I only pro- 

uce this because it comes from a Northwestern State, and not 
from the South; and it evidently shows that even the old soldiers 
themselves and their friends are tired of this wholesale fraud 
in matters of pensions. It shows that the country is alive to 
the great injustice done the taxpayers of the nation. Now, be- 
fore I read it I want to say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Moses], before he jumps on me again, that I am not responsible 
for this; I make this statement because he nearly frightened 
me awhile ago, though I am not very scary. [Laughter.| 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does the gentleman think that 
he can read an anonymous communication to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and not be responsible for what it contains. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Ishow where I got it from. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But that does not relieve you 
from the responsibility. You read the language of Gen. Bragg 
here just now and you indorsed it. There can not be any objec- 
tion to your bringing in this other matter if you choose, but you 
will be responsible for it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
on the stand. I am not a lawyer or the son of u lawyer; Jam an 
honest man [laughter]; but I put Gen. Bragg on the stand to 
testify as a witness. Is not that legitimate? Are you responsi- 
ble for all the witnesses that you put npon the stand to make out 
your case? I hope that gentlemen will not hold me responsible 
for all the witnesses I put upon the stand, still I believe what 
Bragg said to be true, and that’s what's the matter. 

Mr. LACEY. When you puta witness upon the stand you 
vouch for his trustworthiness. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No, sir. Although I am 
only an old fool farmer, you can not make me swallow that. 
{Laughter and applause. 

Mr. LACEY. A lawyer who would go into court and say: 
Gentlemen of the jury, here is an infernal scoundrel whose tes- 
15 89 85 I want you to believe,“ would not have much standing 

court. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does the gentleman call 
Gen. Bragg an infernal scoundrel? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yon intimate that he is, 
and I Bope, my friend, that you will take it back and ask pardon 
of this House for such language. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman seems to be a great admirer of 
Gen. Bragg. Now, I remember that Gen. Bragg said he loved 
Mr. Cleveland for the enemies he had made, and I understand 
that you are one of Mr. Cleveland’s enemies, so I suppose that is 
the reason that you love Gen. Bragg so. e 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say that if he 
will look over the RECORD he will not find the gentleman from 
South Carolina following Mr, Cleveland in any of his recom- 
mendations. He will not find me a cuckoo or anything of that 
sort, and if he will look into the newspapers of this morning he 
will see that I said that the President and his party were wor- 
shiping the golden calf, not serving the true God, and that I 
wanted them brought back to the true faith, or there would be 
a parting of the waves and that pretty soon. And the gentle- 
man from Georgia has mot said a word about the veto and seems 
to be very well peo with it, but when he gets back down into 
Georgia he will find the boys after him with a sharp stick. 

I want these old battle-scarred fellows to get what they ought 
to have; but I am unalterably opposed to a skulking deserter 
or fraudulent pensioner having acent. Now, if that is treason 
this House may make the mostof it, and I would say to my friend 
from Georgia I said nothing about loving Bragg. 

Now, with the permission of the House,I will read this poetry. 


A SPECIMEN OF A PENSION FRAUD. 
Of the wideawake kind, within a thousand miles of Indianapolis one may 


Who by several boards of medicated stoolpigeons has been declared to be 


to b 
On total fuindness he has been pensioned at seventy-two dollars a month; 
Which snug sum of money to freely spend among the neighbors is his wont. 


ht to be investigated and 
deprived of what he is 
found out. That is the only honest way to 
is matter,and the only way to do justice to the taxpayer 
me for 
y show: 


I simply put Gen. Bragg 
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For the sake of they hope, that always in their midst he would remain; 
And consequently every muscle they do strain, his good will to maintain. 
The 1 who sells whisky, pork, and bread, smiles pleasantly upon 
old ve 
ay — regular intervals, he hands to him the letter with his pension 
eck. 
Strange to say, this much disabled vet has a penchant for hunting almost 


beate de 
ano ed down with game, homeward bound, one may oft see him wend 


way. 

From Andie Sam he has received, as first pension payment, a very large 
amount of money; 

Which all has found its way to his Congressman, doctors, and to his shrewd 


attorney. 

ae 5 men had pushen with might and main, his pension 

aim; 

And on such compatriots, for the existence of the pension frauds, one must 
lay the blame. 

This pension business is a swindle, pure andsimple, rotten to the very core; 

An imposition upon the American People, a fact one can not but deplore. 

It has been the means of swelling to a frightful extent, the army of bribe- 
takers, perjurers, and dead-beats; 

And has tributed greatly. toward having made truth and honor, a hiss 
and a b. on the streets. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, here isastraw show- 
ing which way the wind blows; saying in substance that a man 
getsa ee from blindness, and yet hunts every day; shooting 
and fishing. and coming home e day loaded with game. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you give the soldier’s name? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no name signed 
to it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. You do not give the soldier's name? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No, sir; I do not give the 
soldier's name, because he did not sign it himself. 

Mr. CURTISof Kansas. No such case exists, and you know it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I do not know any sucha 
thing. Here is a letter postmarked “ Marion, Ind.” You may 
see it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you believe it? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iam not here to stand a 
civil-service examination upon what I believe. I have given 
this to you for what itis worth. I do not know it is not true, 
and the gentleman does not know it either, because he does not 
live in Indiana; he lives in Kansas, and Kansas people hardly 
ever go out of Kansas. I believe there are just such cases draw- 
ing pensions to-day, and it ought to be stopped at once. 

NE CURTIS of Kansas. Kansas people gofarther away from 
home and travel more than South Carolinians. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is possible. South 
Carolinians can stay at home: they are not obliged to leave 
on account of bad conduct. I hope the gentleman will accept 
this as a piece of Pesang and allow me to go on. I am a 
young member and very timid. [Liughter.] I hope the gen- 
tleman will not try to interrupt me, as I have told the gentle- 
man from Georgia I was scary. 

Mr. THOMAS. Do you declare that to be poetry? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I used to study 
rhyme and meter and foot measure, and all that sort of thing; 
but i will go into a discussion with the gentleman some other 
time about matters of that kind, but I doubt if the gentleman 
knows the difference between prose and poetry. 

A MEMBER. It is blank verse. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Like the member’s head. 

A MEMBER. Oh! 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. New, my friends, so much 
for that. I want to say here now from a business standpoint 
that thousands and thousands of people in the United States are 
to-day, according to the accounts we receive, at the point of 
starvation, friendless, homeless, almost naked, with no money, 
no food. It is to this class of citizens that I would have the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, and the gentleman from Georgia, and this 
House direct their attention fora few moments. L would have 
them take a business view of this question and ask themselves 
whether under the laws that already exist enough pensions can 
not be obtained to take care of the honest soldiers while at the 
same time paying due regard to the taxpayers—not increasing 
the number of our paupers—not incre this army of tramps 
that are to-day marching upon the capital of the United States 
for want of employment and wantof bread. Justice demands it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. You voted for the Wilson bill, did 

‘ou not? 

* Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes, sir; and I would vote 
for it again, because it was the best I could get. What of it? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That and the policy of your party 
is responsible for all these hard times. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Well, my friend, I deny 
that. This trouble had come before the Wilson bill was heard 
of. The trouble came from you and your —from the in- 
zgor oni McKinley billand from the other trickery and rascality 
which your party has put into law in this country. I charge 


the whole of it upon your party. We as Democrats have im 
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herited this trouble from you and your party, but we are getting 
out of it in our own way. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. How? s 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, wait and see. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The hard times did not begin until 
after it was known that Cleveland was elected. You are get- 
ting 222 5 55 in the mire all the time. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Be patient; do not hurry. 
Watch, wait, and pray, but Kansans hardly ever do the latter. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman regard the Democratic 
party as responsible for the Chi platform? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes, sir; but I am sorr 
to say that all the members of the party do not stand upon it. 4 
am sorry to say that a great many members of the Democratic 
party in this very House have, in my humble judgment, violated 
the pledges upon which they were elected, by voting for the un- 
conditional repeal of the Sherman act, and against the Bland 
bill, and the President has never been on the platform since his 
election. If they would stand or will yet stand upon the Chicago 
platform it will give us a great, grand, and prosperous country, 
provided some of the Alliance demands are supplemented. 

What next, sir? 

Mr. THOMAS. Wasit not the fear of the fulfillment of the 
promises of that platform that made the hard times? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, my friend, you ask 
me to go back into that discussion. But let me discuss pen- 
sions to-night. That is the point I am driving at, not the tariff 
bill. However, I will say, no, sir; no, sir. See for yourself. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, you precipitated it yourself. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, let us come to the 
subject before us, a subject some of the members would like to 
avoid; but I did not precipitate it. 

have here, Mr. Chairman, also an article which I would like 
to put in evidence, an extract from the New York Times, a paper 
from the State from which my distinguished friend, Mr. CURTIS, 
comes, in regard to pensions. With the courtesy and permission 
of the House I would like to read this, although it isa pretty long 
article. [Cries of Go on!”] Well, here it is, and it will make 
some of the advocates of fraudulent pensions mighty sick, how- 
over it came from the North and not the rebel South. Here it is: 


THE NATION'S GREAT SCANDAL—FRAUDS THAT SWELL THE PENSION ROLL 
BEYOND N—THE NEW YORK TIMES EXPOSES THEM—A NEW 
PLAN FOR INVESTIGATING ABUSES OF THE PENSION SYSTEM—STAINS ON 
THE “ROLL OF HONOR’’—THIRTY YEARS AFTER THE WAR THE PENSION 
LIST IS STILL GROWING RAPIDLY—MORE THAN ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY 
MILLION DOLLARS WILL BE NEEDED TO MEET THE DEMAND THIS YEAR, 
AND THERE ARE MANY THOUSANDS OF APPLICATIONS STILL WAITING TO 
BE PASSED UPON—LAWS AND BUREAU RULINGS HAVE BEEN STEADILY 
GROWING MORE LIBERAL, RATES HAVE BEEN INCREASED, AND METHODS 
OF PROCEDURE MADE MORE AND MORE LAX, UNTIL THE DEMAND FOR 
PENSION MONEY HAS EMPTIED THE NATIONAL TREASURY—MANY DETAILS 
OF THE PENSION BUSINESS NEVER BEFORE MADE PUBLIC WILL BE PRE- 
SENTED BY THE NEW YORK TIMES. 


The amount of money asked to pay pensions this year is $160,000,000, 

A little stream of pure gold was set flowing from the Treasury thirty 
pes ago to repay the sacrifices of the heroes of the war. A patriotic grat- 

tude forced the current on. Common honesty dug its channels toward 
those whose honest service gave claim to its beneficence. 

The little stream has become a mighty torrent. Partisan greed 
has usurped the of patriotic gratitude. Thestream has been polluted 
that it may fer the pastures of the politicians. The taxpayer stands 

ht as the receding millions threaten to leave the Treasury a bar- 
ren, sandy beach when the tide is out. 

The amount paid for pensions in 1855 was $8,525, 153.11. 

The amount paid in 1393 was 8158. 740, 407. 14. 

The number of pensioners in 1865 was 85,980. 

The number in 1893 was 966,012. 
oan total disbursements for pensions for the period 1861-93 was 31,574,088, - 

av. he 

The applications for new 9 coming in at as rapid a rate as ever. 
In the seven months ended t October they numbered 55,399, or nearly as 
many as were on the rolls one year after the war closed. Th: 

a people contribute is being paid ont at the rate of nearly half a million 
ollars & day. ‘ 

Theo idea—the idea which Abraham Lincoln had—of grant pen- 
sions to those soldiers who had suffered because of their services in the de- 
fense of their country has long since been abandoned. 

Politics has taken the place of patriotism. 

‘The laws granting pensions have been made more and more liberal as the 
Influence of pensions on votes has been devel: 

e Pension Bureau has become, in the minds of those who have been 
cha making and executing the la the central office through 
which they have attempted to call up “ the soldier vote.“ 

© general laws granting pensions have been amendedand supplemented 
by laws relating to pee disabilities until almost every conceivable ill 

been. provea or. Every change in the law has been one of increase. 

Discere in fixing the rates for disabilities has been given to officials a 
pointed by the party in e Almost without exception, every change 
the rate of pension m an increase. 


Notice the upward tendency of everything pertaining to the 
granting of pensions regardless of any sense of justice or fair 
play. 
viding for cases Pwhares penatan could mos be secured: ander te general 
ws. 


It has been made fashionable to become a pensioner. 
The pension roll has lost all semblance of a “roll of honor.“ 
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In the alarm which alt peopl 
on the Treasury, the cry of “fraud” has been o 
res as to the pension business are not 5 and statisticians have exer- 
their mathematics to show that by all the probabilities the on 


the lists was swollen far and 8 its 
The statisticians’ work has been taken up by the 22 tened by 
magnitude of the draft of cash on their pockets, they have cried 
“fraud.” To this cry there has come back the 5 of t the ‘demagogue, the 
and in the pensioner, and whoever else was “Show us the 
ud in wel — cases.” 


pecific information has not been forthcoming. It is locked up in the 

Feen e building in Washington, where the public may not see it. It has 

e there behind a wall built by men who have wrought the 
trou 

One- halt ot it only is there at that. The other half is scattered in a million 
houses the length and breadth of the country. 

Specific cases of fraud have rarely came to light. It has been nee for 
those who would let daylight on them to tear away the t has 
been easy for those who are interested in concealing them to do it. 

But frauds do exist. 

The piainest, shortest words of the English — a are null and void of 

„or the Government has been plund systematically, steadily, 
and ona ‘gigantic seale. 

If these statements have been made before, the interested demagogue has 
cried out, Show us specifie cases; general canes are valueless.” 

The New York Times has been making 


pension 
The 5 regiment, and rank held the ee 3 dy these pensioners. 
ay, regiment, an sworn to when the coy i @ pension was 


The date of the application for a pension. 

The date when thé pension certificate was issued. 

‘The amount of pension srented: 

The dates when app lications for increases were filed and when. such in- 
creases were grant 


These facts signe open the eyes ofall who want a pure and hon- 
orable Government, a Government that will be just before gen- 
erous. 


‘The names of those who draw pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, as 
distinguished from those who draw under the eral invalid pension laws, 
showing those whose disabilities were in: in the service and those who 
are unable to earn a support at manual labor because of any disabilities. 
“not the result-of their own vicious habits.” 

The names of widows who receive pensions under either the general laws 
or the act of June 27, 1890 
Ps a ot dependents other than widows drawing pensions under these 

erent laws 

Nearly 1,000 of these cases have been investigated, and information which 
has heretofore been regarded as inaccessible will be given to the public. 

In brief. this state of things has been found to.exist: 

First. Men are drawing pensions under the old laws for “disabilities in- 
curred in the service and in the line of duty who give no evidence of the 
existence of the disabilities alleged when they filed their claim. They never 
existed or they have ceased to exist since the pension was granted. 

Second. Men are drawing pensions under the old laws for disabilities ‘*in- 
curred in the service who were for twenty years after the close of the war 
notably strong and able-bodied. In one instance aman who boasted for fifteen 

ears that he was 8 the strongest man in the in which he 
ved. now wrecked by. pation, draws a large pension for disabilities 
incurred in the 5 

Third. More than 25 per cent of those pensioners who draw under the old 
laws for disabilities incurred in the service have been granted increases dur- 
ing the last five years. Many of themen who draw these increased pensions 
are ap) mtly no more disabled now than they were five years ago. They 
are do the same work and getting the same pay for it. 

Fourth. Many of those who draw the maximum amount of #12a month 
under the act of June, 1890, for disabilities which, according 
them from “earning a support at manual labor,“ are ea 
manual labor precisely as they pato 5 tor the last 8 -five years. 
The notorious order 164,“ issued Commissioner Raum is responsible for 
the distribution of enormous 8 of money to able-bodied men. 

Fifth. Many who eee mee for AB haa idle, loafers, intemperate, and given 
to all excesses are drawing pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, which 
provides that the inability ORIN asupport shall not be the result of their 
own vicious habits.” 

Sixth. In some cities the number of pensioners who draw money from the 
Treasury because of the act ot June 27, 1890, is nearly as large as the num- 
ber who draw under all the laws enacted during the previous twenty-five 


years. 

Seventh. There is machinery accessible to for procur- 
ing discharges for men who left their com anada during 
the war. Deserters are on the pension ro 

Eight. Women are drawing widows’ pensions who have children born 
years since the death of their husbands. They have refused to marry be- 
cause their pension would then cease. 


Astounding facts! Eye openers to all who are concerned about 
the welfare of this country. 


Ninth. Many men who are rated the wealthiest in the towns where they 
live are PR ie pensions. In many instances they were rich before they 
asked for 3 

Tenth. the majority of instances the men whose names are ey 
or fraud on the pension rolis 


ension attorne 
os aud went to 


r.... N a TES eee men who de- 
vote their ene to securing pensions at all hazards, that they may fatten 
themselves on fees. 

Eleventh. partisan purposes, hey the last Administration used the Pen- 
sion Office for partisan p Thee promised fend tho for votes, andin 
ve threatened the pensioner with 


Specie case cases, . —— each one ot the foregoing statements, will be 
given in detail. 


are and what their condition is, such 
will be 


have been develo’ the inve: tion. 

771... Or ee renee Soy: ———— by re- 
porters for The New Yor! mes, and the pensioners have 
pep eye sides of . — . — i 

ese ws have developed, among other things, that many pension- 
ers, particular ly: those who draw under the act of June #7, 1800, have been ia. 
terested to keep the fact a secret. 
There 1s a feeling that the publication of the our pension roll would be 

me. 


The recent 2 talk ot protest on the part of pensioners against in- 
vestigation o n rolls is rot, coming from demagogues or 
from men make know they are drawing money to which they are not entitled. 
It does not come from honest soldiers. No a protested to — — 
Times reporters more emphaticaily against pension abuses than hones 

pensioners themselves. No men have —— so much assistance in the m- 
vestigation which the — aiet Times has carried on as old soldiers 
themselves. The protes revision of the rolls come from men 
Who are afraid that if day Dee be lab Eades ²˙ renee IAY. MIE Inne 
what the getting. Instead ot being a roll of honor,” on whicha soldier 
may rejoice =n 2 out his name, the term pensioner“ has me almost 
. —— in some communities. Some pensioners have for 


In 1 men whose names are on the Lowers’ rolls have simply 
said, when asked on what grounds they secured a The agent got 
» | ke. me. I was —— 1 was as much entitled toa pension an a lot ot men 
who were getting them. 
‘Theloosenene in the forms Of affidavits and the latitude given in the inter- 
pretation of the laws have conspired with the pension agent to make it easy 
to drain the Treasury. 


WHO MAY DRAW PENSIONS—THE CASES SPECIFIED BY LAW AS BENEFICIA- 
RIES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 
investigated by the 


In considering the 3 of * — as it has been 
New York Times, the answers to. these a it 2 be ot interest: 


Who BASTAN — under the 
Why may they w them? 
How much may they draw? 


These are very important. queries, and more important still 
the answers. 

And in answering these questions from the laws and statutes alone it is 
brought ont with a vividness that is startling. 

The list has been constantly increased. 

causes for which pensions have been granted have been steadily and 
y increased. 
he amounts have kept even pace with the length of the list and the 
grounds on which pensions are 5 

The plot to break into the has been constantly broadening. 

It has succeeded beyond the expectation of those who planned it. 

It has — —— last few years grown to be nothing less than an organized 
he list list 51 5 of the United States on account of the war of the 
rebellion is, in the practice of the Bureau and its agencies, divided into three 
general classes: 

Invalid pensioners—that is, soldiers who have been more or less disabled 

wounds or diseases. 

‘The widows and minor children of deceased soldiers. 

The dependent mothers or fathers or minor brothers and sisters of de- 
ceased soldiers who have left neither widows nor minor children. 

The list of invalid pensioners is made up of those who have served in the 
Army or Navy of the United States, and who have been disabled under the 
pete 7 8 for in the laws and have made proof of the fact accord- 

srt presor rescribed forms and regulations. The following classes of per- 
pads 2 Ww invalid pensions under existing laws: 

1. Any officer, including regulars, volunteers, and militia, or any officer of 
the Marine Corps, or enlisted man, however employed in the military 
or naval services of the United States, or in its e Corps, whether reg- 
ularly mustered or not, disabled by reason of any wound or injury received 
or disease contracted while in the service of the United States and in the 
line of duty. 

2. rok master serving on a boat or any pilot, engineer, sailor, or other 

mire not roua muster: sereng upon a gunboator war vessel of the 

States, disabled by any wound or injury received, or otherwise in- 
capacitate while in theline of duty for procuring his subsistence by manual 


N 
arly or; military or naval force of rae mein io States, or who 
otherwise voluntesred and rendered service in any engagement with rebels 
or Indians, disabled in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line 
ofduty in such temporary service. (Butsuch claims of State militiamen 
7 ly 4 1874) persons must have been prosecuted toa succesful issue prior 
u n4 
Any acting assistant or contract surgeon disabled by any wound orin- 
jury ury received or disease ished ent in the line of duty while actually per- 
orming the duties of assistant s m or ac assistant surgeon with 
any military 88 ransitu, or in 
5. Any provost-marshal, deputy provost-marshal, or 3 dis- 
abled by reason af any wound or aney received in the ‘ze of his 
may to Fo pe ure subsistence by manual labor. 

. June 27, 1890, all soldiers and sailors of the war of the re- 
pellio who served ninety days and were honorably the service, 
and who are incapacitated for performance of manual labor, provided tne 
disability is not the result of their own vicious habits. 


THE LAWS GROW LIBERAL—MARKED INCREASE IN THE RATES GRANTED TO 
THE PENSIONABLE CLASSES, 

There has been a steady and marked increase in the yr 3 of 
granted by the laws for the different degrees and classes of dtsabili 

Everything is being increased without proper creak for those 
who have the bills to pay out of their hard-earned goods. 

Prior to July 4, 1854, the highest rate for any disability was the total of 
rank, which is: For lieutenant-colonel and all officers of rank, $30 per 


month; for major, surgeon, and aT DAY ae ee per month; for . 
vost-märshal, and chaplain, $20 af and month; for first lieutenant assistant 


3 the — tees 


there was 
June 3, 1872, a rate of $20 per month for cases eu ween nor disab ene 
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— 3 for the performance ot any m manual labor, but not so much 

to require regular personal aid and attention.” A rate of $25 was estab- 
lished for those who were so totally and permanently disabled as to ren- 
der them utterly helpless, or so nearly so as to require regular personal aid 


hte rate for the later J res of utter helpl piring regular at- 
o rate for the later degree of utter helplessness a 
tention was advanced to $31.25 per month from and after June 4, 1 and by 
the act of June 18. 1874, was advanced to 80 oe month, and yet again 
advanced to 872 month -by the act of June 16, 1880. This is the rate now 
allowed, — is the highest rate granted, with the exception of the 

— — ot 8100 per month for loss of both hands, granted by act of February 12, 


The rate of #20 per month for the next lower degree of helplessness, that 

yros “incapacitates for perfo: any manual labor, but not so much as 

uire ar aid an eee was advanced to 84 per 

from and after June 4, * and again advanced to $30 per month; the 
present rate, by act of March 3, 1883. 

Still another degree of total disability,” intermediate between that rated 
at 830 and the highest degree, at #72, was established by the act of July 14, 1892, 
which provides that disability to such a degree as to 1 — pas frequent and 
8 Soon, not regular and constant, personal aid and attendance 


1 be rated at $50 per month. 


of another 


and ater J manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot.“ From 
after June 4, 1 foie rate was increased to 818, 


ditional specific disa) 
in the act of June 6, 1866, A h these rates also were advanced by the act of 


June 4, 1872, above referred to, and again by subsequent legislation. 

The following table shows theadvancement in the rates made by successive 
acts. The rates for the disabilities mentioned are given under the dates of 
prota acts providing them, and the table. while it does not include all the rates 

gives an idea of the whole course of the advancement of pension 
88 at successive intervals since the close of the war: 


Here you have an idea of gradual advancement of every con- 
sideration in every department of the proceedings in granting 


pensions. 
Rates established by law. 


Act of— 


ite July | June June June 
4, 1884. 


41872. 4, 1874. 17, 1878. 1 1880, 


Se 831.25 2 1 


31.25 50. 00 72.00 
31.25 50.00 72.00 
Total disability in both hands 31.25 | 50. 00 72.00 
Total disability in both feet C 
3, 1885. 4, 1 
Loss ot an arm at shoulder joint 15.00 18.00 21.00 37.50 45. 00 
March 
3, 1883. 
Loss of a hand or a foot 15.00 | 18. 00 24.00 | 30.00 
Ton A one hand or one 
320 ͤ ESE Cen 5.00 | 18. 00 24. 00 30. 00 
700 6 
leg above the knee 15.00 | 18.00 24.00 230. 00 36.00 
Werne · . A a aa o 


COMMISSIONERS GREW LIBERAL—THE DISCRETIONARY POWER WAS WIELDED 
AT THE TREASURY'S EXPENSE. 


3 ate ally provided pensions for total disability.” For many 

ties, — as the ioss of a hand or foot, spec’ il acts of Con- 

on — — For other inferior disabilities, the amount of pension 

was left tothe discretion of the Pension Commissioner, and authority for 
be Ae 8 of this discretion was specifically given by law. 

5 in the ee of politicians, has cost the Treasury mil- 

onai upon ions of dollars 

Su 872 Pen ion ‘Commissioners, lawyers and political managers, have 

to outdo each other in estimating what 5 

on of total 


titu 
creases in ratings are startling. 

Adegree of deafness, which a OOE OANA the pensioner to #1 a month. 
now entitles him to 310, while for such a degree of deafness as ori . 1 5 
titled the sufferer to 80 a month, he now receives 227 a month. ginally, 
for the loss of a thumb, the canes, and middie and ring fingers, the rating 
renal, ` 5 f both th i 84 th. 

y, “severe de: ess o ears gave the pensioner $% a mon 
Since August 27, 1888, it has given him #22. 5 p3 
These increases have been based on the increased rate for “total disability" 


gs Mees Yo oe el 

The o was #8 for a private, and the Bureau of Pensions was author- 
ized to determine what proportion of * total” a minor disability constituted. 
When an act had been passed gran $18 a month for the loss of a hand or 
foot. the Commissioner was authorized to determine when other minor dis- 


abiliites became equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, and rate them 
proportionately. 

See the adroitness of such gs inter ie allowing the Bureau to 
say what is equivalent to loss of hand, foot, eye, etc., thereby 
opening wide the door to all sorts of frauds. 


Under this system a forefinger doubled its value by act of Congress, and an 
such a relation to an amputated arm as the Com- 


nal hernia assumed 
oner of Pensions dictated. 
A case of poisoning was rated acco: to its importance as 
pan ve iun the loss of a foot, while hemorrho: were paid for on the 
same 


It is not strange that the veteran whose arm was shot off at Gettysburg 
complains of inequalities in the system which gives to the man who de- 
velops some deafness or stomach trouble twenty years later almost as large 

nsion as he gets himself. 

è ofthe most striking things in the whole subject is the ra id and 
steady increase in importance which has been placed on so-call ferior 
disabilities.” The ratings have been increasing in a regular erie NN nt 

The following table shows some of the rates established by the Pension 
Bureau under the authority of the original law, the changes subsequent! 


nae and the dates from which they were allowed. The rates are for pri- 
Rates fixed by ofice rulings. 
From— 
Disabilities. og 


Nov.| D 
SE . 0 8 aiL 


Anchylosis of ankle 
Anchylosis of wrist 
Anchylosis of elbow joint 
Anchylosis of knee joint 


8 
Loss of thumb and index finger 2 
5 of index, middle, and ring 
TP res pee eee aril 
Loss of middle, ring, and little 
PEO ss Se cas eae inne 
, . 
Loss of index flngerr 
Loss of all the toes ot one foot 
Loss of great and second toes 
Loss of great toe a 
Loss of any other toe and metatarsal 
Loss of sight of one eye 
Double inguinal hernia 


Inguinal hernia... ._.......... <.....-22- 
Disabilities. 
8 total deafness of one ear 2 70 
tal deafness of one * — — 2 1 10 10 
Sucht deafness of both ears 4 6 15 6 
Severe deafness of oneear —— slight 
Oe ee a Ne Ea 6 8 2 10 
Nearly total deafness of one ear and 
slight of other „% 6 8 20 15 
Total deafness of one ear and slight 
PTTPTVTTCCTCT0TCTCCTCCTCTCTCTTCTTT 6 8 20 20 
From— 
Old 
Disabilities. rates. | March Aug. | Dec 
3, 1873. 7, Oss. 27,1 [£ 1891. 
Severe deafness of both ears 22 ex 
Total deafness of one ear and severe 
rer Ray tS REANA AE ee TERE al 25 25 
Deafness of both ears, nearly total 27 27 


Examine well these schedules and study their enormity. 


THE ACT OF JUNE T, 18—IT OPENED THE TREASURY TO AN ALTOGETHER 
NEW CLASS OF BENEFICIARIES. 


The passage of the act of June 27, 1890, created a distinctly additional class 
of 1 — a very burdensome one. Prior to time no rates of 
pension had bee col Soca for disabilities unless ae were proved to the 
satisfaction of the Bureau to have been incurred in the service. The act of 
1890 granted a pension to “all persons who served ninety days or more in 
the military or naval service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion, and who have been honorably discharged therefrom? and who are 
now or who may hereafter be suffering from a mental o: vE 9 —— disabilit. sA 
of a permanent character, not the result of their ora vi eS whic 
incapacitates them from the performance of manual labor in such a degree 
as to render them unable to earn a support.” 

Rates were granted of not exceeding #12 per month, and not less than 88 
per month, ee to the degree of inability to earn a support.“ 

Fete tina @ looseness poa = it was Feber 5 have re- 

Placing w the pension ro syor ge number of new names, 
— Kin 8 
At the close of th 


pieting an alread ady overtaxed 

e fiscal year 1892 about three-seventiis of the invalid pen- 
sioners on the rolls on account of the war of the rebellion were there under 
the provisions of the act of 1890. 


1894. 
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The amount of dtsbursements for all ons, which had been, in round 
numbers, $106,500,000 for the fiscal year e June 30, 1890, advanced 
leaps and bounds after June 27 of that year, when the act took effect, un 
it had become, in round num $160,000,000 for the fiscal year 1893. 


The disabilities for which pensions are granted this act may be of 
origin except the vicious habits of the pensioner. 
whey may be the result of accidents or exposure under any circumstances 


The boards of examining EA AST were instructed in examining claim- 
ants under this act to rate the disabilities and degrees of disabilities found 
exactly as they rated them for claimants under the old laws, and these rates, 
when submitted to the Bureau for review and correction, were allowed as 
far as the limitations of the law would permit. 

The boards of examining surgeons under Commissioner Raum were in- 
` structed to make a rating which did not take into the account the degree of 
inability to earn a support at manual labor. 


See howeffectively this inability clause is disregarded, so that 
many are now drawing pensions who are well able to earn a liv- 
ing by performing hard manual labor. 


For convenience, the rates allowed under the act of 1890 were graded 88, $8 
$10, and $12. The claimant's rank does not enter into the account. 

Widows of soldiers whose deaths resulted from their army service were, 

oned at $8 per month, with an allowance of $2 extra for each child under 
N years of age, under the provisions of sections 4702 and 4703 of the Revised 
tatutes. 

By the act of March 19, 1886, the rate was increased to $12 per month, and 
the allowance of #2 for each minor child was maintained. 

The act of June 27, 1890, grants $8 per month to the widow of any soldier 
who served ninety cars or more, no matter what the cause of his death, and 
the same allowance of $2 for each child under 16 years of age is made as under 
the former laws. 8 

Dependent relatives of soldiers who had died as a result of their army 
service. leaving neither widow nor legitimate child, were pensioned by the 

rovisions of section 4707 of the Revised Statutes. The rate gran was 

per month. It was increased to $12 by the act of March 19, 1886. It is given 
to the mother of the soldier first, or, if she be dead, to the father; or, if both 
mother and father be dead, to the soldier’s orphan brothers and sisters 
under 16 years of age, who are pensioned jointly. 

Under these laws dependent mts were required to prove that they 
Were actually, to some extent, dependent for support upon the soldier son 
at the time of his death. 

The act of June 27, 1890, dispenses with this requirement, and provides that 
it shall be necessary only to show "that such parent, or parents, are with- 
out other present means of support than their own manual labor or the con- 
tributions of others not legally bound to their support.“ 

HOW THE MILLIONS HAVE GONE—THE STEADY AND RAPID INCREASE IN 
THE PENSION LIST. 


Under the operation of the laws and the departmental rulings and rat- 
ings, the number of 8 and the amount ot money paid for pensions 
each year since 1865 has been this: 


Year. Number.| Amount f Year. Number. Amount. 
$ 

g8, 525, 153. 11 250,802 | $57, 240, 540. 14 
13, 459, 996, 43 268,830 | 50; 626, 538. 51 
18, 619, 958. 48 285, 607 54, 296, 280. 54 
24, 010, 981. 99 303, 658 60, 431, 972. 85 
28, 422, 834. 08 323,756 | 57, 273,536.74 
27, 780, 811. 81 345, 125 65, 693, 706. 72 
33, 077, 383. 63 335, 783 64,584, 270. 45 
30, 169, 341. 00 406,007 | 74, 815, 486.85 
29, 185, 239, 62 452,557 | 79, 646, 148. 37 
80, 593, 749. 50 489,725 | 80, 131, 908. 44 
29, 683, 116, 63 587,944 | 106, 493, 890. 19 
28, 351, 599. 69 676,160 | 118,548, 959. 71 
28, 580, 157. 04 876,068 | 141, 086, 948. 84 
26, $44, 415. 18 965,012 | 156,740, 467, 14 
33, 780, 526. 19 


This includes the pensions paid to survivors of the war of 1812 and widows 
of soldiers in that war. 

Ponder, gentlemen of the House, to-night these startling facts, 
complete in one of your own papers from the great Stateof New 
York. Deny them if you can. You know they are only too true. 
Gentlemen will you not have some consciences and relent, and 
help to stop these leaks? 

ow, gentlemen, I make no special plea for the South, only as 
the Southern people are citizens of this common country, bearin 
their portion of the burdens of government, and as such shoul 
be recognized with all others. I do not stand here as a repre- 
sentative of the South in particular, but of the whole people in 
general—yea, the burden bearers, the tax pavers andlaborers. I 
say we should know no South, no East, no North, or West in con- 
sidering this question, or in grent public questions, but we should 
look at them all from a purely business standpoint, and that we 
should have some compassion and mercy on the taxpayers of this 
great nation when we are piling up these billions of dollars of ex- 
pense upon them, men who are already overburdened and losing 
their homes by the thousand. Of course, it is worse in the South 
than it is in the North. There in the North they pay it out with 
one hand and get it back again with the other. In the South it 
goes out from us never to come back again, and it is a hardship 
to be thus burdened and they are tired of it. 

Iam perfectly willing to be governed 8 but here 
on these Friday night sessions legislation is often asked for the 
soldier, and great love and great regard is expressed for him, 
and is said to be in the bosoms of gentlemen on that side for the 
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old soldiers, and yet strangely en 
night sessions in their behalf. If 
the old soldier, why is it that they can not come up ere on 
Friday nights to advocate his claim and ot Ea got his pension 
through? Look at this crowd here now, & dful of members. 
Why, this pretended love of the soldier is all a pretense, and 
you know it. You pretend to be working for him, but when it 
comes to the test you are not on hand. hat is the m of 
that? It is just like many other false pretenses made in refer- 
ence to the voters of the country. Justletmesay that the eyes 
of the American people are upon you, and you will be held re- 
sponsible, and don’t you forget it. 

Your action in regard to the soldiers reminds me of what the 
little boy said about his father on one occasion. Some one asked 
him if his father was a Christian. Oh, yes,” said the boy, he 
is a good Christian, but he is not working at it much now.” 
[Laughter.] 

So it is with your love for thesoldiers. The present company 
isalways excepted, of course, because these gentlemen who are 
around’ me are in the habit of attending every night. But where 
are the others? Where are those who express so much love for 
the soldiers? It seems to me that they are not working at it 
very much now. These gentlemen appear to be quite anxious 
for pension legislation, but they are not here working at it to- 
night. Gentlemen should put up or shut up. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman be kind enough to say 
whether or not he thinks the bill now pending before this com- 
mittee to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden 
is subject to the criticism he has been making, or ought to pass? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I will come to that 
after awhile; but will say to the gentleman from Iowa that my 
remarks are general and not specific. This claim may be a just 
one. My remarks are not specific in his case. 

I wish to call your attention as Representatives to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Article I, section 5, provides that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
ofits own members; and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum todo 
business; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day and may be 


authorized to compel the attendance of absent members in such manner and 
under such penalties as each House may provide. 


Now, I think the gentlemen ought to be willing to stand by the 
Constitution of the United States. And here let me read the 
oath which each and every one of you has taken when you were 
sworn in as members of this body to support that Constitution: 

I (A. B.) do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the 
Constitution of the United States against all enemies, fore or domestic; 
that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the same, that I take this obli- 
gation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion, and 
9 and truly discharge the duties of the office on which I am about to 
enter, etc. i 


Each andall of you took that solemn obligation to support the 
Constitution, and you ought not to be unwilling to abide by it 
on Friday nights and refuse to come here and transact the busi- 
ness under that feature of the Constitution which you are sworn 
to 3 The rules of the House say the same thing. They pro- 
vide: 

2. In the absence of a quorum, 15 membe: ee the Speaker, if thi 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance o abeent mem ra, ro 
in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the 
Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be cl and those for 
whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those 

esent, be sent for and arrested, wherever they may be found, 0! 

be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their attend- 
ZAF . and the House shall determine upon what condition they shall 

scharged. 


Now, if there is not a quorum present to-night, why, you have 
the remedy—send forthemand bring them here; yes, take them 
from their entertainments even. 

Now, I want to call your attention to all those. In regard to 
the soldiers I want to say we should not exhibit any partisan 
spirit in the discussion of these questions. God knows the war 
has been over for more than twenty-five years, and it is only 
the wicked interference of a great many men to-day that keeps 
it up, men who are invisible in war and invincible in peace. 
They are the people who stir up strife and wave the bloody 
shirt and all that sort of nog Many of the old soldiers—Lee 
and Grant and Sheridan and Stonewall Jackson—have crossed 
over the river and are resting to-day under the shade of the 
trees, and they have been followed by numbers of the humbler 
comrades and privates, where they will rest until the archangel 
shall sound the final reveille and summon them to the last grand 
dress parade upon the eternal plains by the final bugle blast. 
Let them rest together in peace, and let those of us who are left 
behind here shake hands, as [ said on another occasion here 
across the bloody chasm, and agree to bury sectionalism and 
the bloody shirt, and to plant upon its grave the white rose of 


h they can not attend these 
ey have such a regard for 
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ponos, with the prapory as I said before, that it may bring forth 
t for the upbuilding of this great country of ours. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] ; 

Let our friends here, if they want to vote these pensions, come 
here and attend to the business of the people. Let them deny 
themselves a little pleasure for one night in the week; let 
them give up their cla whammer coats and their entertainments, 
let them give up the theaters; let them give up their other pa- 
rades; let them give up the euchre party and the card party, 
and come here as the representatives of these old soldiers and 
the young soldiers, to stand by the people of this great country, 
the soldiers and the taxpayers, too, and we will have better 
times. [Applause.] I think they might do this much, as it is 
their bounden duty. Pp eG | 

Now, my friends, let us come together and make this one 
of the greatest and grandest nations upon the face of God's 

en earth, which it ought to be. Let us have but one ambi- 

on, that laudable ambition to once more see this great nation 

of 2 ; happy, united, prosperous, and fraternal people. [Ap- 

use. ` 
< Now, in conclusion, I want to ask you here if you are willing 
to go on night after night without a quorum, and transact busi- 
ness against the Constitution of the United States, in violation 
of the oath you have taken to support that Constitution, and in 
violation of the rules that Mr. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE talked 
about so much to-day and 1 nH I ask you whether you 
are willing to goon in this way? If you are, I hope somebod 
besides myself will raise the point of no quorum to-night, for 
I raise it my brother from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] is ready to jump 
on me, and even my friend from Georgia [Mr. MosEs], who loves 
the soldiers so well, may do so, too. I have had my say andleave 
the matter with you. 

Mr.CURTIS of Kansas. Are we not justified, when you ob- 
ject to every bill that comes up? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Corolina. I do not object except it 
is an unfair request for pension, and the gentleman knows it. 
Now, let us, in conclusion, be fair to the soldier and at the same 

time just to the J te lappie: 

Mr. MARTIN of iana. r. Chairman, I desire to make a 
point of order as to the jurisdiction of this committee to pass 
upon this bill. Let me say to the Chair that the rule under 
which we are working to-night strictly confines our delibera- 
tions to four classes of bills, namely: Bills reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, bills reported from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee forthe purpose of removing ponen disabilities, and bills 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs for the pur- 

of removing charges of desertion. I make the point that 
fhis bill does not fall within any of these classes, and that there- 
fore we have no jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the bill, and quite 
agrees with tho suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN] that it is not in order under the ial rule under 
which the House is operating to-night. The Chair will sustain 
the point of order; and if there be no objection the bill will be 
laid aside, to retain its place on the Calendar. The Chair hoars 
no objection, and that order will be made. The Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 

LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1463) 

ranting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 

. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Lucinda 
O. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late private in Com L, Seventh 
Regiment Tennessee e in the war of 1861, and nt her a pension at 
tao rate of 812 per month, subject, however, to the tations of the pension 
ws. 


The report, as published in the proceedings of Friday, March 


3 read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to detain the 
committee fora few minutes. I should not do that if it were 
not for one or two assertions made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina - TALBERT], which I do not care to see go unan- 
swered. says that there are skulking deserters drawing 
pensions. Now, the gentleman is mistaken. He may be hon- 
est, but he is entirely mistaken in that. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Mr. Chairman, I have 
given the evidence of another man. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no such evidence. 

a TALBERT of South Carolina. But you are misstating 


Mr. PICKLER. Do not interrupt. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You are misstating facts 
and I will interrupt you 

Mr. PICKLER. No, Iam not misstating facts. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You shall not misquote 


me. 

Mr. PICKLER. There are no such facts. There arenosuch 
cases, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I read from the RECORD. 

Mr. PICKLER. What record? z 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I read from the RECORD 
a speech of Gen. Bragg, and I refer the gentleman to the REG- 
ORD. 

Mr. PICKLER. Gen. Bragg does not say any such thing. 
Gen. Bragg, brave as he was, was in poor business when he was 
berating the Union soldiers with whom he fought. No skulk- 
ing deserters draw pensions. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Here is his language in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to ny. once for all in regard to this 
deserter question—and I hope the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] will remember it, because it is the law— 
there is no deserter drawing a pension. No deserter can draw 
a pension in this country under the laws of the United States 
unless for genuine bona fide service rendered before he deserted. 

That is to suy, if he wasa soldier and performed good service 
and incurred disabilities and was discharged, and arter that en- 


listed and deserted from the second enlistment, if they find that 


this disability was incurred while he was a good soldierand per- 
forming duty, he can be pensioned. Otherwise he can not, and 
that is all there is to this deserter business. There is no such 
thing as the general proposition of deserters drawing pensions. 
Desertersare not drawing pensions. We might pension one here 
by a private bill, but that would be by special act. Under the 
general laws deserters are not pensioned. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] has also 
spoken about the short-service men. I want to say thut any man 
who held up his hand and swore to support the Constitution of 
the United States and to go where he was ordered in that war, I 
renee that thirty years having elapsed, is entitled to a pen- 

on. 

I want to say to the gentleman, as he is in favor of pensioning 
the Mexican soldier, that there was not one out of twenty now 
drawing pensions on account of the Mexican war that saw as 
much service as the short-service men in the last war. 

There is another fact that the gentleman ought to remember, 
aud that is that all the survivors of the Mexican war are draw- 
ing pensions, 

Now, one other thing as to this lecturing of members who do 
not come here on Friday night sessions. Gentlemen talk about 


. there being no quorum. It is the merest subterfuge. The fact 


that there is no quorum present is not ascertained until some 
one raises the point. Now, if somebody raises the point we can 
not get a quorum, and we have to go out of court because the 
point of no quorum is raised. We never have had a quorum at 
the Friday night sessions, and we never will; and it would make 
no difference if we had every one of the 200 Democratic mem- 
bers present and all the members on the Republican side, an 
gentleman who could get the floor is entitled to an hour. An 
60, as the sessions are only two hours and a half, three men, or 
two men and a half, could consume the whole of the time. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will ask the gentleman 
if he has not been here for a week trying to break aquorum and 
lending his assistance and aid to break a quorum? 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not understand the gentleman’s ques- 


tion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iasked you if you had 
not been here for the last week lending your aid and assistance, 
and abetting the breaking of a quorum? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ibelieve the gentleman said awhile ago that 
he was not standing a civil-service examination. 3 
I feel a little that way myself. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I stand corrected, my 
friend, [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. J am only seeking to answer these talkings 
and these lectures that we have about members not attending. 
It would not make any difference if we were all here, and Iam 
here, when three men can occupy the whole time of the session. 
If any gentleman is disposed to oppose the bills and not allow 
them to pass, he can doit without making the point of noquorum, 
and just as easily, by talking. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You could have the previous question or- 
dered on the bills, and then three men could not control them. 

- Mr. PICKLER. Three men could occupy the whole time by 
debate, is my point, if they chose to consume so much of the 
time. 
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a Mr. STALLINGS. You could have the previous question or- 
ered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then you would have a roll call and occupy 
the time. You gentlemen have had some experience as to how 
long it takes. 

Now, one point more and I am through. The gentleman from 
South Carolina says, and it is very often asserted, that the people 
ol the South are paying the pensions and not getting anything 
back. For the benefit of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
I want to give the figures. The State of South Carolina, in the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1893, paid to the Government $56,875, 
and the State of South Carolina drew out as pensions $224,875. 
You drew out four times and more for pensions than you paid 
into the Treasury. ? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That isnota true state- 
ment of the case, sir. South Carolina paid five times that 
much indirectly under your MoKinley tariff, and you know it, 
and your figures—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say to you, my 
friend, that it is said that figures do not lie, but sometimes figures 
are made to lie. : 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is still more unfortunate 
when he appeals to the facts as to the tariff. Who is it that is 
paying the tariff, if the tariff was a tax; because if that is so, 
which we deny, then the North pays a largely greater propor- 

tion than the South, and the gentleman is further behind on 
that line than he is on internal revenue. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a few questions there. I would like to put him 
through a civil service examination. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman if the tariff 
were a tax, which we deny, the North paysa largely greater 
proportion than the South does. Iam talking about the inter- 
nal revenue, and I desire to print in the RECORD, so that we may 
see, just what our States are paying into the Treasury and what 
we are drawing out for pensions. And this is every dollar that 
the States pay directly to the Treasury. 

2 MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. Do you mean to take up the timeof the old sol- 
diers to-night in talking about the tariff? 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not thrust the tariff in; but gentlemen 
on that side can not 2 5 about the soldier being pensioned 
without talking about the tariff and about the bloody shirt,” 
and I did digress to reply. 

I want to say to yougentiemenof the Southern States that the 
old Union soldiers you have in your States are the best invest- 
ments you have. They bring in a great deal of money without 
costing you anything. 

The figures to which I have referred are as follows: 


Internal revenue paid and pensions received for the year ending June 30, 1898. 


Internal rey- 

enue: Pensions. 
8458, 102. 15 
1. 523, 308. 58 
2, 117, 203. 40 
1.015, 227. 30 
š 1,809, 155.45 
. 376, 496. 07 
, O77. 365, 573. 01 
541. 11,019, 932. 88 
11, 708, 484.01 
wa 551, 861. 05 6, 175,811.71 
Kansas, Indian and Oklahoma Territories 861, 761.12 8, 038, $93. 71 
...!... RI aly SE 26,618, 820.36 | 4,890, 817. 13 
Louisiana and Mississippi 758.158. 78 1, 293, 662. 52 
Maryland, District of Columbia, and Delaware] 3, 627,345.56 | 4,256, 673.78 
Massachusetts 2,563, 928.48 6, 881, 243.00 
MANSON 25a ——. ͤ ———— e ea 2,346. 427. 77 7,760, 227.02 
Mimnssota 2.552. -. 2.810. 225.83 2, 605, 437.50 
1 a ---| 8,975,110.66 | 8, 840, 521.92 
Montana, Idaho, and Utan . 5 196. 246. 86 409, 229. 32 
Nebraska, South Dakota, and North Dakota 3, 817, 478.94 4, 073,594. 64 
New Hamps aine, and vermont 532, 012.58 6, 697, 607.48 
New Jerse 008. 90 3, 280, 172. 94 
, 886. 68 271, 101.89 
Yı 554.78 | 13,817,895. 87 
783.28 631, 740. 24 
456.55 | 17, 325, 682. $1 
£02, 43 1, 371, 906. 74 
224.11 | 15,177, 339.44 
821.49 221.825. 44 
893.94 | 2,922,002. 57 
396. 66 1,025, 377. 80 
548.28 1, 199. 388. 62 
634.66 | 2. 120, 000. 72 
740.35 4, 378, 358.50 

500. 


Nr. STALLINGS. I would like the gentleman to give us the 
poe in the case that he spoke of last Friday night—the affi- 
ts. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the case of the gentleman from Nli- 

nois [Mr. SMITH], and I refer you to him. I do not think it 
would be in order at this time, however. Ispoke to the gentle- 
man from Illinois about it, and he said that he was fully pre- 
pared. 
Mr. STALLINGS. That bill has been 1 already. A 
very similar bill was passed here last Friday night, but only 
after a statement and the introduction of the proofs by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. The gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] stated last Friday night that this 
case was very similar to that one, and I then suggested that we 
ought to have the affidavits produced here to show whether this 
was the identical man that had served in the Army. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
fully examined that question, and they say that the evidence 
establishes the fact that this man was in the 1 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I understand that question is 
asked with reference to the Wheeler bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Les, sir. é 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Iwill say to the gentleman that I was 
not here at last Friday night's meeting, which I believe was the 
first time that this bill has come up during this Congress. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It was up two weeks ago, but I do not 
think the gentleman from Illinois was present. 4 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No; I was not. With reference to 
that bill, I will say that in the Fifty-second Congress it was re- 
ported favorably by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
now, with the permission of the committee, I will make a brief 
statement of the case. The husband of the beneficiary of this 
bill was a recruit in the United States service. as the evidence 
before the Committee on Invalid Pensions shows. 

The company was in Tennessee. He drew his clothing, his 
accouterments, everything that a soldier draws, and served his 
country for about six months, performing all the duties of asol- 
dier. The evidence before the committee shows that he was 
regularly enlisted, and that after he had served about six 
months he, together with the remainder of his company, was 
captured by the Confederate forces. It ssems that there was no 
record of the members, the recruits of that company furnished 
to the War Department before the company and its records 
were po ees by the Confederates. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Was this man regularly mustered into 
the service? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. So the evidence shows, the affidavits 
of two men who were enlisted at the same time as himself. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then, howis it that hisname does notap- 
pear on the rolls in the War Department? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Simply because after he was en- 
listed and after all these recruits were enlisted they were cap- 
tured, with their records, and sent to Andersonville prison. 
They had been enlisted, but they were not mustered in. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Did the gentleman say that this man had 
served six months or a little longer before he was captured? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. He served six months without being 
mustered into the service. He was enlisted and sworn into the 
service, as the evidence shows, and performed the duty of a sol- 
dier, until he, with the rest of the company, was captured, to- 
gether with the records of the company. He died in Anderson- 
ville prison, as the evidence shows, and as appears from a record 
in the Bureauof Pensions. " 

Mr. STALLINGS. Who makes the proof that he died in An- 
dersonville? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Several gentlemen who knew the fact. 
The evidence is before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The 
gentleman from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, knows that to be so. 

Mr. LACEY. A record captured at Andersonville gives an 
account of his death and burial, but the middle letter of his 


name is omitted. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes; I believe that is the case. 
That record shows “John Wheeler” when it should be “ John 
H. Wheeler.” But the evidence before the committee estab- 
lishes the fact that this man served as stated, was captured, and 
died in Andersonville, leaving a wife and a number of e ren. 
The widow struggled along and raised her children, and she has 
never received a penny of pension. Under the general law she 
could not receive a pension. The Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in the last House considered the case a meritorious one 
and rted the bill favorably, but it was introduced only to- 
ward the close of the Congress and VF 
that Congress, and now again it is reported favorably by the 
ee on Invalid Pensions of this House. There is no poli- 

cs $ i 
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Mr. STALLINGS. I wish’ to say to the gentleman that I 


never make an objection here on the ground of politics. In the 
case of any bill to pension an honest soldier who fought for the 
preservation of the Government, I certainly would not make an 
objection on 5 grounds. 

r. SMITH of Illinois. I understand that. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And I do not believe there is any Dem- 
ocrat here who would do it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. He ought not at least. 

Now, [ will simply say that this bill has been carefully con- 
sidered by the appropriate committee in this Congress as in the 
last Congress and has been favorably reported. There is no 
question about its being a meritorious measure, and I trust that 
it may be fuvorably acted upon by the House. I do not care to 
go into any further argument. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, sir. I wish to state to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SMITH] that I will insist on seeing the 
evidence in this case. There is trouble about the name—— 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If the gentleman will pardon mea 
moment. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Of course, the Papers is based upon 
-the evidence; but I have not the evidence with me; it is on file 
in the committee room. 

Mr. STALLINGS, I suggest that it is a very easy matter to 

ot all this evidence from the room of the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. On last Friday night, when a question of this kind 
was up, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] pro- 
cured without any trouble and very readily the evidence upon 
which the report had been made. Ido not see why the same 
thing can not be done in this case. It is important we should 
have the evidence here, because there is a question as to the 
identity of the man. If this man died in prison at Anderson- 
yille, no one will be more ready than myself to grant to his 
widow and children a pension. But we ought first to know that 
this is the man. Whenever that is established I shall not have 
a singel word to say against the bill. 

The proof, as I have said, is easily obtained. It is right here 
in this Capitol. There can be no trouble in belnging 1 those 
affidavits here and letting the House see them. Only last Fri- 
day night we were eM to pass a bill in order to repeal a bill 
in reference to which there had clearly been a fraud practiced 
upon the House. The fraudulent bill had passed the Pension 
Committee, the Committee of the Whole, aud the House. Now, 
we ought not to make mistakes of that kind if they can possibly 
be avoided. We ought to provide pensions in meritorious cases; 
but we ought not to permit fraud to creep into the pension roll 
by the passage of special bills. It isonly fraudulent bills or bills 
of doubtful merit that I object to. I do not oppose any applica- 
tion on behalf of the honest soldier or those who were dependent 
with him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman will allow me toask, Whatis 
the purpose of referring bills of this kind to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, if it is not that the committee may ascertain 
the facts and report their conclusions to the House? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I was not sent here, Mr. Chairman, to ac- 
cept the report of any committee without being satisfied of the 
correctness of that report.. It is my duty to look out for the in- 
terests of the people that I represent, because they pay in part 

these pensions. Now, it is very easy to bring here the proof in 
this case. The clerk of the committee is right here, and the 
proof can be obtained in a few moments. 

Mr. LACEY. He has gone after it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is satisfactory to me. 
over this case, then, for the present. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If I may be allowed a word 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it suggested that this bill be passed 
over informally? i; 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I do not desire to have it passed 
over. 

Mr. MOSES. It might be laid aside temporarily till the papers 
can be brought from the committee room. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
statement about the proof in this case. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. STALLINGS] is entirely mistaken in supposing that the 

roof is here in this Capitol. The proof in this case was filed in 

e Pension Office. The bill was introduced in the Fifty-second 
Congress and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The proof was brought from the Pension Office, and upon exami- 
nation of that proof our committee filed a favorable report. The 


Let us pass 


poe was then sent back to the Pension Office, where itis regu- 
ly on file—where it belongs and will be kept. 

ow, the bill not having been reached in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, a similar bill was introduced into this Congress—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. Did you send for the same evidence in this 
Congress and have it before your committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then it can be readily obtained; there is 
no trouble about that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, let me put a question and I 
desire to speak with the greatest respect and kindness—when a 
committee has carefully examined the proof in a case, and acting 
in ajudicial capacity has brought its conclusions here in the shape 
ofa report, would it not be a strange thing if, whenever sucha 
case is brought here from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
or any other committee, some gentleman on this floor should 
insist that he will not permit the bill to pass unless the proof 
upon which the report of the committee was based is brought in 
and read before this House? 

One of the very objects, as it seems to me, ofacommittec is in or- 
der that a bill may be sent there and the proofs in its support ex- 
amined, and, as in this case, examined by a committee in which 
I think I am justified in saying that the House has confidence 
as to their findings of what that evidence shows and sustains; 
and on that statement it seems to me that it would be asking too 
much, on the part of the gentleman from Alabama, to now in- 
sist that this bill be laid aside until we can send to the Pension 
Office and bring the papers here and have them read from the 
Clerk’s desk in the hearing of the House. 

Now, here is a simple, plain statement of fact. Here is a sol- 
dier who was enlisted and sworn in, but before his company was 
full, so that it could be mustered in, he and his comrades were 
captured, as the proof shows and as your committee have re- 
ported. He was taken to Andersonville prison and there he 
died. In the Pension Office, of course, they can not allow a pen- 
sion in this case, because under the law they can not go behind 
the records of the War Department, which fail to show that he 
was regularly mustered in. 

This is one case thatcomes to our committee by reason of this 
very condition of things. It is because the Bureau of Pensions 
can not give the relief. A bill is introduced here, referred to 
this committee: the committee examines the proofs, takes into 
consideration all of the facts in the case, and the committee, 
after this examination and presentation of the facts as filed in 
the Pension Bureau, believe the proof to justify the granting of. 
the pension, and so report to this House. They state to you that 
the facts are proven as claimed, and that,these facts being true, 
the widow ought to be pensioned when she can not obtain the 
pensionfor her husband’s death in the regular form at the office, 
as provided by law. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I presume the proof in the 
case the other evening, that we had to have in order to get a 
bill through this House, was no more easy of access than the 
proof in the pending case, and that it could be brought before 
this committee just as it wasthen. That proof satisfied the 
Committee on Pensions in the case to which I refer, and yet it 
was developed here that the case was a fraud and we had to re- 
peal the bill. 

Now I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana, for whom 
I have the very highest respect, that while I have this respect 
for him and his judgment, and for the committee over which he 
presides, yet I do not think that I am justified in surrendering 
my own judgment in such cases; not by any means. The question 
is above that and beyond it, and before I am called upon to vote 
on any bill Lought to know that it is a meritorious one. I do 
not know it in this case, not as I would like to know a matter of 
that kind, and I shall be compelled to object to it unless the 
proof is brought in as I have suggested. This is a case where 
there is a question of identity involved. 

Weare told that this man went into the Army and served six 
months, was captured and sent to some Southern prison; and 
still his name does not appear on any record of the Department 
anywhere. He is said to have died in a Southern prison. It 
seems most strange and remarkable to me that a man who had 
served so long, and who had died after aservice of six months in 
a Southern prison, is not recognized by name in any official 
document bearing upon this subject. Nowhere can there be 
found in the records of the War 8 anything to show 
his service; and until something is shown to supplement the 
proof that has already been given, I shall feel compelled to 


object. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman,if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will listen to me for a few moments I will suggest some- 
thing to him that may possibly overcome his objection. In the 
Fifty-first Congress the gentleman who is now the governor of 
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Missouricarefully scanned all of the pension bills that were upon 
the Calendar. He spent five months in going to the Pension 
Office and looking over the proofs himself; and when these cases 
came up for action before the House he was thoroughly posted 
upon them—those that he supposed were unfairly ted or re- 
ported by the committee—and he certainly did defeat a great 
many pension bills. I have no doubt in my own mind that some of 
them were 3 bills that ought not to have passed the House; 
and I would suggest to my friend from Alabama that if he in- 
tends to take the same position with reference to these bills, that 
he go to the Pension Oifice, as Governor Stone, of Missouri, went, 
and look over the proofs himself. 

The committee has been intrusted with the preparation and 
care of these matters and they have told him that they re- 
ported this bill to the House favorably on the testimony in the 
Office. But if the gentleman from Alabama prefers it he might 

-go to the Office himself and look over the proofs and be pre- 
pared for action upon the bills as they come up on the Friday 
evening sessions. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I desire to ask the 
attention of the gentleman from Alabama, who spoke a few mo- 
ments ago, simply to the details in reference to this case. 
While I donot want to insist or to be understood as making any 
personal appeal, yet I know these parties myself. I know the 
witnesses in the case. They are men with whom I have been 
acquainted since my boyhood, and I would accept their word or 
ee as soon as that of any other man or men in the United 

tates. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now you are getting at the facts. You 
say you know these parties who made the affidavits yourself? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes, sir. 2 

Mr. STALLINGS. Did you know the soldier? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I did not personally. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You know the widow? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I do, and her family. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, have you seen the affidavits of these 
parties you s of? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I have, all of them. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And read them yourself? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Ves, sir. 

Mr.STALLINGS. And do they swear that this man served 
in the army? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And that he died at Andersonville? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. That he died in Andersonville, as the 
records show. 

Mr.STALLINGS. But that he actually served in the Army, 
and died somewhere in the Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. That he actually servedinthe Army 
and, as the records show, died in Andersonville. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And you have read those records and affi- 
davits yourself? = 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes; and they are on file in the Pen- 
sion Office. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is perfectly satisfactory, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$156) granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, de- 
ceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Ba it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia de Peyster Black, 
widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel of ths United States Army. and to 


pay the said Cornelia de Peyster Black a pension of 100 per month from the 
ate of the passage of this act. i 


` 


The Committee on Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 8, strike out the words one hundred“ and insert the word “fifty.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I offeranamend- 
ment to meet the objections of the minority of the committee. 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] offers an amendment to the amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, strike out the word “fifty "’ and insert the words twenty-five.” 


p eee 


| h 
ba 


So that it will read: F 
A pension of #25 per month, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have both the 
ma‘ority and minority reports read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the reports, 

The report (by Mr. LISLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3156) 
ting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, have considered the same, 

and the m orty respectfully submit the following 8 
The claimant is the widow of the late Col. Henry M. Black, United States 
3 whose military record, as reported by the War Department, is as fol- 

OWS: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 20, 1893. 
Statement of the military service of Henry M. Black, of the United States Army, 
compiled from the records of this o fice. 


He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1842, 
to July 1, 1847, when he was Ar and 3 revet seco lieu- 
tenant, Fourth Infantry, July 1, 1817; second lieutenant, Seventh Infantry, 
August W, 1847; first Heutenant, Ninth Infantry, March 3, 1855; ca „Sep- 
tember 10, 1856; colonel, Sixth California Infantry, February 1, 1863; honor- 
ably mustered out October 27, 1865; major, Seventh Infantry, July 25, 1863; 
lentenant-colonel, Fourth Infantry, October 7, 1868; unassigned March 15, 
1869; assigned to Eighteenth Infantry July 1, 1870; colonel Twenty-third In- 
fantry. February 6, 1882. 

He received the brevet of lieutenant-colonel and colonel March 13, 1865, for 
faithful and meritorious services during the war. 


SERVICE. 


He joined his ment December, 1847, and served with it in Mexico to 
July 7, 1848; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 31, 1849; in Florida to 
June 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 14, 1850; at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans., to September 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to April 17, 
1851; at Fort Gibson, Ind. T., to May, 1855; at Fort Monroe, V 
1855; on recrui service to April, 1856; with re ent in Wash 

to May, 1856; on recruit service to y, 1857; with ment in 
Washington Territory to May, 1859; in m to June, 1861; at Fort Van- 
couver to November, 1861; in Calif to January 1,1863; organizing and 
commanding Sixth California Volunteers, in California, to August, 1854; com- 
mandant of cadets atthe Mili Academy, West Point, N. Y. (mustered out 
of volunteer ce October 27, 1865), to July 1, 1870; on roe to November 1, 
1870; wit a eee at Atlanta, Ga., to January 9, 1871; at Charleston, S. C., 
to April 10, 1871; at Columbia, S. C., to January 1, 1876; member of board at 
elp A., to June 7, 1878; with regiment at Columbia, S. C., to July 

24. 1877; at Grafton, W. Va., and Allegheny Arsenal, Pa., during labor strikes, 
to November 1, 1877; at Atlanta, Ga., to April 12, 1879; at Fort Assinniboine, 
Mont., to October 1, 1879, and in command of 8 and that post to June 
2. 1881; commanding depot at Davids Island. N. V., on delay 
and on leave to October 16, 1882; command regiment and go ot Fort 
ovember 10, 


uary nem- 
ployed to August 5, 1893, on which date he died at Chi III. 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General. 


As will be seen from the foregoing official report the active service of Col. 
Black covered a period of nearly halfacentury. The distinguished charac- 
ter of this long service is fully attested by the record and also Gen. D. S. 
Stanley. United States Army (retired), and others who appea personally 
before your committee. 

lack is now well advanced in years and without sufficient property 
ox income to provide her with a comfortable support. She has an unmar- 
ried daughter dependent upon her and there is no one upon whom she can 
legally rely fora maintenance. In addition to being the widow of a distin- 
guished officer, Mrs. Black is the daughter of the late Col. Joseph Plympton, 
United States Army. who entered the service in 1812, and who, after servi 
in the war of 1812, the Seminole and Black Hawk Indian wars, and the Mexi- 
can war, died in 1860. 

It may be said that Mrs. Black is in all respects a military woman; she was 
born in a military post, and two of her three daughters are the wives of of- 
cers of the Army. 

There ES precedents for the granting of reliefin cases of this char- 
acter, and in the light of all the facts and circumstances your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment striking out the 
9 “one hundred” in line 8 and substituting in lieu thereof the word 
“fifty.” 


Mr. LANE. There isa minority report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Do you wish the minority re- 
port read? 

Mr. LANE. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tho views of the majority of the Committee on Pensions, respecting the 
ropriety of the passage of the bill granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster 
lack. are, for the following reasons, respectfully dissented from: 

There are several generai acts of Congress under which Mrs. Black can 
make application to the Pension Bureau and be allowed a pension. She 
Would probably have no difficulty in substantiating a claim under the Mexi- 
can War pension act of January 29, 1887, or, if for any reason she could not 
meet the requirements of that act, she conid still (if her circumstances are 
as represented) have recourse to an application under the late war act of 
June 27, 1890. The ony reason given why this method of securing relief 
has not been followed is that the rating allowed by these acts is not large 
enough, but if this reason is to be accepted as sufficient to warrant the allow- 
ance of an original pension by spec act in this case there is no just 
ground upon which similar action can be denied in thousands of other 
8. 


case: 
It is neither shown nor claimed that Col. Black's death was due to wounds 
or disease originating in the service, yet the bill as reported grants the 
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widow a er rate of pension than is allowed by law to the widows of of- 
cers of ar or wpe rank who die in the service and line of duty. 

The distinguished character of the service of the soldier is fuliy under- 
stood, but no especially urgent necessity or unusual circumstance is ad- 
3 upon which to base the pro action in the case 
of the widow. She has no yos children to support, andshe has some $4,000 
from which to. derive an ome; and this income can be materially in- 
creased through an application to the Pension Bureau under one of the acts 


above cited. 
ting of these large pensions to tLe widows 


if there isany justice in the 
of re army and navy officers, to the exclusion of the widows of the 


volunteer soldiers who lost their lives in defense of the Union, the allow- 
ance should be made by general enactment, and thus relieve Congress of the 
necessity for giving time and labor to the consideration of bills framed in 
the interest of a favored class. 


ARTHUR H. TAYLOR. 
CHAMP CLARK. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
bill be laid aside, with a favorable recommendation, after the 
adoption of the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE}, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, strike out the word fifty "' and insert the words “twenty-five.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That amendment is offered in 
accordance with the suggestion of the gentlemen who framed 
the minority report. It is entirely in accordance with their 
views. It seems to me this bill ought to pass. This widow is 
very old, and the Government will only have to pay her this 
pension a very short time. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this case is very similar to one 
which we had up here a few Friday bighi ago, the only differ- 
ence being that itis not quite so meritorious as that case was. 
That was the proposition to pension the widow of Gen. Hitch- 
cock. The committee refused to pass that bill, and I think if 
they understand this bill, and if they propose to be consistent, 


moy will refuse to pass this also. 
is bill, as it is amended, proposes to give to this lady $25 per 
a general of the very highest 


month. If she was the widow 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will my friend allow me to, ask him one 
question? 

Mr, JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Do understand the gentleman to say that 
he would vote for every pension claim that came up? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know what the gentleman understands; 
Iam not responsible for his understanding. But I want to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that this bill as amended proposes to give to this 
widow $25 per month pension. It is not claimed, it is notas- 
serted that her husband died from wounds received or from an 
disease that was contracted in the Army; and if her husband, 
under the general law, had been a general of the very highest 
rank in the Army, and had died in line of duty, $30 a month 
would have been the highest pension she could have received. 

This widow is not dependent. She has 34,000 worth of prop- 
erty, as shown by this minority report; and she can inerease 
her means by applying for a pension under the Mexican pension 
act or under the act of June 27,1890. She can by applying for 
a pension under either of these acts promptly increase her in- 
come by $8 a month in addition to her $4,009 worth of property. 
If she is as old a lady as the gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
she is, certainly she does not need any more than that. The re- 

rt also says that she has no children, and no ody in the world 
Be endent upon her; and yet Congress is asked to give this lady 
$25a month. It was stated here when the Hitchcock case was 55 
that that was an exceptional case, and that there probably woul 
not be any more such cases here: yet in two weeks another bill 
of the same character and description is reported here. 

I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the fact that Gen. Logan's 
widow, Gen. Hancock’s widow, and Gen. Blair’s widow were 
given 3100 a month is any precedent for giving a pension in a 
case like this; and I shall object to the granting of any such pen- 
sion as this. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 
withdraw anything on this matter that is in the report of the 
minority; but at the same time I desire to say to the gentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. JONES] that this and the case of the widow 
of Gen. Hitchcock are not parallel in any respect. I opposed 
the granting of that pension and also joined in a minority re- 

; and did so for the reason that the widow was not, in my 
Judgment, entitled to special legislation, nor was her condition 
such as would appeal to one's gg te She had married the 
soldier in the last few years of his life, and consequently had 
never suffered any of the hardships incumbent upon a soldier’s 
wife At his death she was left with quite a large estate. It is 
therefore, not similar at all with the case before the committee 


at this time. I said to the gentleman who presented this bill 
that I was perfectly willing, notwithstanding I had joined in the 
minority report just read, to concede that 825 was a fair amount 
to be granted this widow, and it should be given her, taking into 
consideration the life that she led, one that was filled with hard- 
ships, having followed her husband's fortunes from early life 
until his death at an advanced age. Some recognition is due 
her, notwithstanding the fact that he did not diefrom disabilities 
incurred in the service. 

Mr. STALLINGS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Can not she get that under the general 
pension law? 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. She can only receive $8 per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What was the rank of her husband? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He was a lieutenant-colonel, colo- 
nel by brevet. ` 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does not the general pension act give her 
more than $8 a month? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. As a widow she can only receive 
88 a month under the act of 1890, and she is further required to 
show her dependence. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Can not she draw $17 a month under the 
act of 1890? - 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. No, sir. k: 

Mr. STALLINGS. She can not prove that the disability was 
incurred in the service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He died of old age. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But she can get 88 a month? 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. She can get 88 a month by showing 
that she is dependent. 

Mr. STALLINGS. To add to her income from $4,000 worth 
of property? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Iam informed by the gentleman 
from Alabama that the decossed was a colonel. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He was a full colonel. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. My remarks, Mr. Chairman, have 
been made in justice to myself and in justice to the gentleman 
who presented the bill, inasmuch as before the matter was called 
up he came and asked me what my objections were. I referred 
him to the minority report, and at the same time I informed 
him that I had no objection to this bill being passed at $25 a 
month. I said the same about the Hitchcock bill, when it was 
before the committee; but the gentleman in charge of that bill 
was not willing thatthatamount should be taken, and submitted 
the matter to the House upon the bill as presented by the ma- 
jority, the committee, and I therefore felt justified in opposing 
that . 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, if this $4,000 
worth of property alluded to in the report of the minority were 
income-producing property, at the most it could only give her 
about 6 per cent, which would be $240 ayear. Now, if she makes 
an application for pension under the act of 1890, not being able 
to prove that Gen. Black died from disabilities incurred while 
in the service, she can only obtain a pension of 88 a month; and 
it is doubtful whether she could obtain any pension at all, inas- 
much as it appears she has some $4,000 worth of property. 

Under the Mexican law she might obtain $3 a month, but 
that is the most she could get. Col. Black, having entered 
the Military Academy in 1842, must have been about 69 or 70 
years of age when he died, and his widow is probably nearly 
as old as that, and hav lived, as the report says, prac- 
tically all the time in the military service, being accustomed to 
such a manner of life as an officer in the rank of lieutenant-colo- 
nel or colonel would be able to give her, and Paving endured 
the hardships of the service with her husband through all those 
years, nearly half a century, it seems to me itisasking too much 
to relegate her now in her old age to an income amounting, at 
the utmost, to $333 a year. I trust that gentlemen will not in- 
sist on the objection. I know nothing about the Hitchcock case. 
I was not here when it was considered, but this case ought to 
stand on its own merits, and, inasmuch as the majority of 
the committee have recommended $50 a month, and as the 
amendment which I have offered meets the approbation of the 
committee, I think this bill stands before the House with the 
approval of both the minority and the ena of the commit- 
tee, and ought to pass, and I do wish that gentlemen would not 
not insist upon their objections. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I must insist that if this bill 
passes it will establish a most dangerous precedent. If the 


widow of every lieutenant-colonel and colonel who has not more 
than $4,000 worth of property and who is drawing $8 a month 
ension can come to Congress and get that pension increased to 
25 a month, there will be hundreds and thousands of such bills 
introduced here within the next twelve months. 
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Mr. MOSES. I think there already are about twenty-five 
widows of officers drawing a hundred dollars a month. 
Mr. JONES. I have never heard of the twenty-five who are 
drawing that much. I do know. however, that there are several 
who are drawing a hundred dollars a month. 
Mr. MOSES. Why does the gentleman talk, then, about this 
bill at $25 a month establishing a dangerous precedent? 
Mr. JONES. ‘There are several widows who are drawi 
hundred dollars a month, but they are the widows of such dis- 
tinguished oflicersas Hancock and Blair and Logan, and others 
that I have mentioned. The others who are drawing such 
amountsare the widows of men who died in the line of duty or 


a 


the bill for the present, or that it be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia Mr. JONES 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE 
will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. MOSES. It is evident there is no quorum here to-night. 
Lask unanimous consent that the bill belaid aside without preju- 
dice. If that can not bs agreed to we may as well adjourn. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. MOSES] 
asks unanimousconsent that this bill be laid aside without preju- 
dice. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Lobject. 

The committee again divided; 


Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Iagain ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. MOSES. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the tellers have reported no quorum, 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 
ame 5 of Indiana. Under the rules, I ask that the roll 

c 5 ' 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following- 

nameđ members failed to answer: 


directed the roll to be called, and now reported the names of 
the absentees to be recorded on the Journal. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Onder clause 20f Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5866) grant- 
ing a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly widow of the late Gen. 
Danie! McCook, and the same was referred to the Committee an 


Ab : 
from disease contracted in the line of duty. Ihave neverheard N Ky 8 Ron Pa Rowton 
of any case of this sort, and if this bill is passed I maintain that Adamy, Pa Crain, Hudson, Price, 
it will create a new departure and will establish a dangerous | Alderson. 88 . Quigg. 
precedent. I do not claim to be particularly familiar with the | Aldrich, Dalzell, Hutcheson, Ray, 
pension law. I do not claim to be particularly well acquainted | Alexander, Daniels, kirt, Rayner, 
with the bills that have been or the precedents that have A iay Fo 
been established here, but I have made some inquiry on this | Arnold, De Forest, Johnson; Ohio Reyburn, 
subject ma I eee that ae sh pa as I ae heer areg; ——.— —. Richards, Ohio 
The gentlemzn from Indiana says this is not a parallel case ' 
that of Mrs. Hitchcock. The only difference seems to be that | Baldwin’ Dolliven” Kilgore, Boson, 
the wife in this case married the decsased soldier a number of t Little, Kyie, Robertson, La. 
years earlier than the widow in the Hitchcock case did. Bartlet: Draper, sapuan, SORS E 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I will state to the gentleman that | Barwig, Dunphy, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 
this lady bore her husband three children. In the Hitchcock | Belden, Durborow, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
cave the lady had married him after he had attained the age of | Bell. Colo.. — me Pinon, Sayers 

0 years. Beltzhoover, English, Living Schermerh 

Mr. JONES. oe may be x 5 material difference. Berry, Enloe E Scranton, saps 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is. gham, 7 Louå, e, 

Mr. JONES. It may be, and there may be other differences. | Blanl Peha pp Enam 
I have not gone into all those . matters, but I maintain 8 Fletcher, Maddox, Sherman, * 
that in their genera! features the are similar, and if either Bont; orman, agner, Sidler, 
one of them becomes a law, it will establish a precedent that 1 Boner N. . Funston ie . 
want to avoid. As I have already said the pension proposed in | Bowers, Cal. Fyan, Mallory, Sipe, 
this case would be very disproportionate to the pension allowed aga FO 1 T En n 
in other cases. The highest possible pension that could be | preci nridge,Ark.Geisconhainer, Ae leer r 
drawn by this widow under the general law would be $30 a month. Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. T. Call. Springer, 

But I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that this is not merely a ques- 8 oe Mass. McOwary, Minn. ert, 
tion of dollars and cents. If this bill pass and this pension be | Brosfus Goodnight, ican ee pb 
fixeð at 825, it may not be a week before we shall have a case | Brown, Grady, ` McDearmon, Stone, C. W. 
here in which the widow will be in destitute circumstances com- | Bundy, Graham, MeDowell, Stone, Ky. 
pared with the beneficiary in this case, and then this bill will | Burnes, hers Mckcalge Strait’ 
used as the precedent and we shall be asked to increase the | Burrows, Grosvenor, McLaurin, Straus, 
amount of the pension in the other case upon the ground of the | Bynum, Grout, McMillin, Strong, 
more urgent needs of the 5 Á 88 ee money ’ tele aaa 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Question, Mr. Chairman. Caldwell Haines, Mercer, Talbott, Md 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WILLIAM 88 Hall, Minn Meyer, Tarsney, 

A. STONE, fixing the amount at $25 a month, it was agreed to Cannon, DL HAUMO: eta D Tax 
ayes 34, noes 3. Capehart, Harmer. Montgomery, Thomas, 

The amendment of the committee as amended was then genis S Baton — —— : Turner, 
agroed to. moame — organ, Turp 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this bill will be laid Chickering, Hangen, Murra ae der, 
aside 8. yes, utchier, sworth, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, that last vote was upon the adop- | GARCY. mas 1. Lt nel 
tion an ue anonn mons as amended. I object to the bill being Gobb, Mlo” Hendežson, m NENAS, Washing ton 
repor avorably. kran, enderson, lowa Oates. ock, 

r, WILLIAM A. STONE. I make the point of order that Gagen. Hendrix,” Outhwaite, Wever 
the ob paoa comes 1 - Cogswell, Hepourn, Page. Wheeler, III. 

Several MEMBERS. „no! : mpton, ermannn, asch: te, 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon laying the bill | Saum Misis; 2 tat ges 
as r be reported to the House with the recom- Gover Pla: Hines,” Paynter, Wilson, W. Va 
mendation that 0 5 looper, tt, ence, 

Tho question. being taken, the Chairman declared that the one .. ̃ Deen ae i Woodara, 
ayes seemed to have it. Cornish, Hooker, N. X Perkins, | ` Wright, 

Mr. STALLINGS. Division. Cousins, Hopkins, il. Pigott, Wright, Pa. 

we ONES. No dude there were—ayes 37, noes 11. aaae roll pall bing ‘conolinded, fhe ocinmiitag tose; and, Me: 

n 28. ROOKSHIRE having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tem 

8 FFF The point of no quorum | Mr. CUMMINGS reported that the Committee of the Whole: 
being eE EYITE T ONL pie 8 having had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Cal- 

Mr, A.S . I ask permission to withdraw | endar, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon he had 


2 385 and the tellers reported -ayes 


Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced,and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6496) directing 

that all contested elections of Members and Delegates of the 
House of Representatives be referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee—to the Committee on Elections, 
By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R.6497) to authorize and empower 
the white citizens of the Cherokee Nation to file a suit or suits 
in the Court of Claims for the purpose of having their legal and 
equitable rights as citizens of said Cherokee Nation determined 
by said court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6498) to 
amend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6499) to establish 
anational military park at the battlefield of Shiloh—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6500) to define 
and establish the units of electrical measure—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.6501) allowing trus- 
tees to certain pensioners - to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 6502) to refund certain fines 
to the State of South Carolina—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6503) to provide for the 
closing of an alley in square 622 in the city of Washin ton, D. 
C., and for the relief of the president and directors of 
Cellege—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HATCH: A resolution to amend Rule XVI—to the 
Committee on Rules. 


onzaga 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6504) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Mary H. Moore, deceased, of Iuka, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6505) for the relief of Susan C. Robinson, o 
Iuka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) for the relief of Thomas C. Jones, of 
Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6507) for the re- 
lief of William Hobbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6508) for the relief of L. D. Hutchison—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 6509) for the relief of Fayette 
Hungerford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa (by request): A bill (H.R. 6510) 
for the relief of C. S. Lobdell, of Parkersburg, Iowa to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6511) granting a pension to 
Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Gen. John I. Gregg, late of the 
United States Army, retired—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6512) granting a pension to Ellen 
Miles Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6513) granting 

a pension to Sarah C. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6514) for the 
relief of Hampton W. Kelley, Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6515) for the relief of Hiram Peters—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) for the relief of Meredith King—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following penser avd pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Kentucky 
in behalf of Mrs. Martha Noe, née Blanton, of Walins Creek, 
Harlan County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Papers to accompany claim of Henry W. 
pres! of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Ira J. Hunt and others, of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 30, 


Also, resolutions of Shoe Cutters Union, No. 141, of Detroit, 
Mich., for the establishment of Government telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CORNISH: Petition of Rev. E. P. Gardner and 17 
other citizens of Chatham, Union County, and E. R. Murgatroyd 
and 26 other citizens of New Vernon, Morris County, N. J., 
praying the enactment of legislation to prevent the circulation 
of lottery advertisements—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of J. F. Holt and others, of Farmer 
City, III., favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Edgerton, Kans., 
for the passage of House bill 4897, relating to postage on frater- 
2 5 the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of W. S. Barrett and others, 
against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


ads. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Paul Peterson and others, of 
Dunn County, Wis., and a memorial of Excelsior Lodge, No. 29, 
Ancient Orderof United Workmen, of Menomonie, Dunn County, 
Wis., in favor of the e of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of masters and pilots, in respect 
to masters and tugs—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. HICKS: Petition of citizens of Hollidaysburg, Pa., 
for enactment of the Manderson-Hainer bill for relief of fra- 
ternal societies from a higher rate of postage than is charged 
on other societies of like character—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Affidavit and account, to ac- 
company House bill 6487—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of members of the Brotherhood of 
Boiler and Iron Shipbuilders of America, and residing at Al- 
buquerque, N. Mex., protesting against the age of House 
bill 2655, commonly known as the free ship bill to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Edmund Brown and 40 others, for 
ne pee? of House bill 3775—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Omaha, Nebr., in 
favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 6490— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of R. A. Bostick, for pas- 
sage of bili granting him a pension—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Pa 


y rs to accompany claim of Silas 
e Luck, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
aims. 


By Mr. PAYNE: Resolutions and petition of Warwick Lodge, 
No. 152, Ancient Order United Workmen, of Penn Yan, Yates 
County, N. Y., praying for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer pill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Ma- 
chine Wood Workers’ Union, of Detroit, and of Shoe Cutters’ 
Union, No. 141, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental con- 
trol of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Grand Lodge of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, N. J. Horton, grand recorder, in 
favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Shoe Cutters’ Union, of 
Machine Wood Workers! Union, of Marine Engineers’ Benefi- 
cial Association, and of Detroit Steam Fitters’ Union, No. 8, all 
of Detroit, Mich., favoring governmental ownership and control 
of the telegraph systems of the country—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.STEVENS: Petition of 29 citizens of Lawrence, Mass., 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of citizens of Caldwell County 
Ky., praying for the passage of the bill for paying the claim o 
John M. Higgins—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WLLSON of Washington: Memorial of the Commer- 
cial Club of Tacoma, Wash., relative to the continuance of the 

ublication by the United States of the Pilot Chart of the North 

acific Ocean, and that an appropriation be made for the pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 31, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. and was called to order by the 
Speaker, amid general applause. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of the 5 specs of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. S er, I think the Journal ought to 


show when the message of the President was received which 
was laid before the House on yesterday, and in reference to 
which the ruling of the Chair was made. It ought to show that 
it was the message transmitting his veto of House bill 4956, di- 
recting the coinage of the silver bullion held as seigniorage in 
the Tressury. 

The SPEAKER. That is shown in the RECORD of the pre- 
vious day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Speaker made a ruling upon it 
yesterday that it was a message of a high ublic character and 
that it was necessary to lay it before the House at once. The 
title ought to be inserted so as to identify the message as one re- 
lating to a bill of that character when this question shall arise 
in the future. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois will observe 
that the message in the first line states: 

I return without my approval House bill numbered 4956, entitled “An act 
directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and for 
other purposes. 72 

Mr. SPRINGER. But, if the Speaker please, the Journal will 
not show that. The RECORD does, of course. 

The SPEAKER. The title, of course, can be inserted if the 
gentleman thinks it is necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido; because only that part of the Journal 
will be referred to in future which relates to the ruling, and the 
message will not be inserted in the Journal, so that the title 
ought to be shown. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that insertion will bo 
made, and the Journal, if there be no objection, will bs approved. 

There was no objection. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. WEADOCK. By direction of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, I ask that the report of the California Débris Com- 
mission be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Where is the report now? 

Mr. WEADOCK. It has been referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change of ref- 
coe will be made as indicated by the gentleman from Mich- 

an. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the RECORD of yesterday, in de- 
scribing the proceedings of the House on Thursday, contains the 
following language, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read as indicated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr.Speaker, is this apersonal explanation 
or a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair understood the gentleman to say 
that it was a q estion of privilege. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask the Clerk to read from the RECORD what 
Ihave marked. : 

The Clerk read as foilows: 


The call of the roll having been resumed, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will md fora moment. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms will request all gentlemen to be seated. The gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Ohio will be seated. (Referring to Mr. PAYNE 
mae vo 1 who were engaged in earnest conversation in the mid- 

e aisle, 

The conversation between the two members continuing, 

The SPEAKER repeated: The gentleman from New York and the gentle- 
man from Ohio will ba seated. 

Mr. PAYNE, amid much confusion, was understood to say: I will take my 
seat when I get ready. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi The Speaker should require every member to 
take his seat. 

The SPEAKER, If some gentleman will submit a motion In respect to the 
contumacy of the gentleman from New York, the Chair will entertain it. 
The Chair has fically ordered the gentleman to take his seat; and he 
oe that he will do so when he gets ready. If the House is willing to per- 
mit— 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say in justice to myself. 

The SPEAKER. If the House is willing to permit the gentleman—— 

Mr. Wrse. I move that the gentleman from New York be brought to the 
bar of the House for reprimand. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from V. (Mr. WISE] will please put 
his motion in writing. The Chair would like toascertain whether the House 


is willing to permit th tleman from New York to refuse defiantly to 
conform to the wish of * Praa fe the roles of the Houde. 
Mr.PAYNE. Mr: S er, the House will remember that 
this proceeding followed an attempt on my part to make a mo- 
tion to adjourn, a motion that had been repeatedly recognized 


t by the Chair during the proceedingsof that day,and which was 
als 


o su uently recognized when made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. HAINER]. The Chair decided that the motion I 
submitted was ont of order, and I undertook to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. Whereupon the Chair stated that it de- 
clined to entertain the appeal. Then I tried to make a point of 
order—having been appointed one of the tellers on a demand 
for the yeas and nays. In response to my point of order I was 
directed by the Chair to take my seat, and I did so at once, i 

Shortly after that, and when the roll call had commenced and 
while [ was sitting here in one of the front seats, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], sitting in his place, addressed 
some remarks to this side of the House which attracted my at- 
tention. He was looking towards me, and I thought that he was 
addressing himself to me. Not being able to hear what he said 
owing to the confusion in the House, and desiring to do 80, 1 
went over into the center aisle, and engaged in adiscussion with 
him in reference to the disorder in the House and also on the 
question as to who was responsible for the disorder. j 

I have no objection in stating that conversation in fll, and 
yet it is hardly necessary for the purpose of the correction which 
I desire to make. 

After this conversation, or during this conversation, some gen- 
tlemen who sat near the gentleman from Ohio—I think one of 
them was the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], if I 
mistake not, and several others—directed me to go back to my 
own side of the House. I told them that I would go back when 
I got ready, and they making so much noise that I could hardly 
hear the further remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OuTHWAITE], I went nearer to him to get into a position where 
I could hear what he was saying, because I was interested in his 
conversation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Did you hear what I said? 

Mr. PAYNE. Idid. I will repeat itif you desire it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; you need not do that. 

Mr. PAYNE. And also what I said in reply. Ihave no se- 
cret about it. After that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] ordered me to take my seat. I replied at once to the 
gentleman from Ohio, not recognizing that, although he was a 
member of the Committee on Rules, he had any authority to 
stand himself and order me to take my seat. I replied to him 
that I would take my seat when I was ready. About that time, 
or shortly after, one of the deputies of the Sergeant-at-Atms, I 
suppose, who occupied aseat near the desk usually, came through 
the a and said that the Speaker desired members a 
seated. 

That was the first time that my attention had been directed 
to what the Speaker was saying or doing, and I did not know 
that I had been mentioned so conspicuously in the House by the 
Speaker or anybody else until that moment, and learning that 
the Speaker had desired gentlemen to take their seats, I imme- 
diately took the first vacant seat, when I was astounded by be- 
ing charged by the Speaker, in the language contained in the 
RECORD, that in answer to the demand of the Speaker that I 
take my seat, I had contumaciously replied that I would take my 
seat when I was ready. 

As the RECORD shows, I appealed to the Speaker that, “ in 
justice to myself —when I was cut off by the further demand of 
the Speaker that some gentleman should offer a resolution 
whereby the House might protect itself and its dignity, aud that 
the Speaker would immediately recognize such resolution. 

Seeing that I was condemned by the Speaker without the ac- 
tion of the House, and without the Speaker understanding the 
facts and the circumstances, of course I smarted under this in- 
justice from the Chair, but still was obliged to tike my seat. 
Then I heard my friend from Virginia [Mr. Wisgl get up and 
move that the gentleman from New York be brought before the 
bar of the House to be reprimanded by the Speaker. By the 
way, I have not heard of that resolution since. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think, having stated this much, having 
stated the facts in this caso, I have stated all that is necessary 
perhaps upon this subject. I ought to add, however, perhaps, 
in justice to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], that 
after I had taken my seat, and during the roll call, some gentle- 
man upon the other side came up and said he heard the remark 
made by the gentleman from Ohio when he told me to take my ~ 
seat, and the guick reply that I made that I would take my seat 
when I got ready, and he said the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] added to his remarks: Take your seat; the 
Speaker has told you to take your seat.” I presume of course it 
is so, because the gentleman says so, although I did not hear it. 
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And yet I have wondered why the gentleman from Ohio pe. 


OUTHWAITE] did not take his seat if he heard the remark of the 
Speaker. 

Mr. REED. A Democrat! 

Mr. PAYNE. I have wondered why the wrath that came 


upon my head from the Speaker's chair was not part of it di- 
rected toward the gentleman from Ohio. I have wondered why 
it was that I had not as much right, as a member of this House 
representing a constituency, to be heard for my rights as the 
gentleman who sits across the aisle; and I wonder, Mr. Speaker, 
why he was not compelled to take his seat, and why some one 
was not appealed to to bring him before the bar of the House to 
receive the reprimand of the House for hisconduct. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am not aware of any dis- 
orderly conduct that I was engaged in that should lead the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to express his wonder that 
I was not reprimanded. I made no remarks to the Chair. Idid 
not attempt to disturb the orderly 8 ol this House. I 
did not refuse to take my seat as soon as I had been called or 
named by the Chair. Idid not hear that [had been named by the 
Chair, and did not know it until I was informed by the RECORD 
the next morning. I supposs it occurred in the confusiok, that 
was very great upon the floor at the time. The conversation 
did occur between the gentleman from New York and myself, to 
which he has alluded. I didnot know for what purpose he came 
around here to address himself to me and moved up likea great 
ship of war against this side of the House. 

I was simply standing here, observing what was going on, as 
many other gentlemen were standing up. The colloquy between 
myself and the gentleman from New York perhaps was so loud 
as to attract the attention of the Speaker and to justify the 
ns Pha in naming both the gentleman from New York and my- 


se 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, just one word. I think that if the 
gentleman from New York had seen himseif as others saw him 
he would not have arisen here this morning to impose upon any- 
one by his mock show of indignation. I heard the Speaker re- 

eatedly order him to take his seat.. I heard expressions from 
Bis lips which should never be used upon the floor of the House 
of Representatives; and I will say to the honorable gentleman 
from New York, that if he will read the reports in the papers of 
his own State, furnished yesterday, he will see sufficient cause 
for my action. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman ought to recollect 
that we are not all so even-tempered as he. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr: PAYNE. I want to say one word further, in reply to the 
gentleman from Virginia. It is because this injustice was done 
to me by the Speaker of the House, in making that remark. and 
not recognizing me to correct it at once, that the reports of the 

roceed went to the newspapers in New York as they did. 

hat is the only reason; and it is because I have labored under 
this statement made by the Speaker, that I had said that in re- 
ply to his command to take my seat, that those remarks have 
gone into the papers; and that is one of the things that I com- 

lain of. 
K The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in relation to the inci- 
dent referred to, so far as the Chair is involved in it, there was 
quite an excited state of feeling upon the floor, and the Chair 
observing that the gentleman from New York had left the side 
of the House where he usually sits and had gone to the other 
sid. and was engaged in what appeared a heated altercation with 
the gentleman from Ohio, the Chair’s attention was attracted. 
The Chair apprehended, from the fact that the gentlemen were 
very near each other, there might be some personal difficulty. 
Thereupon the Chair ordered both gentlemen, the gentleman 
from New York, as well as the gentleman from Ohio, to take 
their seats. 

As the RECORD shows, that order was repeated more than 
once. The Chair then heard the gentleman from New York say 
he would take his seat when he got Sik The Chair naturally 

sumed that that remark was in reply to the order of the 
hair requiring the gentleman to take his seat, because, of 
course, no other authority in the House would have the right to 
order a gentleman to take his seat when in violation of the rules. 
The Chair understood that to be the condition. Whereupon 
the Chair stated that the gentleman from New York not only 
was in disorder, but contumacious, and appealed to the House 
to know whether it was their wish and desire that such contu- 
macy should pass unnoticed. The other incidents have been al- 
ready described, and the Chair has no remark to make upon them. 


ALEXANDER M. WINSTON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of a communica- 


tion from the Attorney-General submitting foran appropriation 
the accounts of Alexander M. Winston, for services rendered, 
Ste.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF ARMOR CONTRACTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, making corrections in a proof of a letter 
mailed tothe House March 26,in reply to resolution of the House 
calling for information regarding the alleged violations of armor 
contracts by Carnegie, Phipps & Co.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the joint resolution (H. Res.146) providing for the pay- 
ment of salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of 
internal revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese ex- 
clusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of Noyember 3, 
1893:“ when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the fol- 
lowing House bills with Senate amendments—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will Sete te 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My attention was diverted for a moment. 
I ask the Speaker how it is in order for this business to come up 
under the operation of this special order. I make the point of 
order that under the ruling of the present occupant of the chair— 
the Speaker—no business can come in here under the operation 
of the special order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to this order? 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Why, I do not understand that there is any 
discrimination made in regard to any morning hour in this order. 
It is very exclusive. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentlemen ask that these bills 
shall not be laid before the House? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that under the 
ruling of the Speaker it is not in order. That nothing can bein 
order, under the Speaker's ruling, except the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be equiva- 
lent to an objection. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not control the manner in which the 
Chair will deal with the pointof order; but I desire the RECORD 
to show that I make the pointof order that under the rulings of 
the Chair nothing can be considered except the special order. 

Mr. SPRINGER and others. Regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Whether the Chair will deal with that in 
an orderly manner is for him to determine. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The reg- 
ular order is the consideration of the contested-election case. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask, before that is taken up, to present a re- 

uest for the excuse of amember. I have received a note from 

r. SIBLEY, who is confined to his bed by sickness, and he asks 
to be excused for the day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has several other requests on the 
ground of sickness, which he will, without objection, submit to 
the House. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky requests indefinite leave of absence, on account 
of sickness in his TRGE 

Mr. HARTER requests leave of absence, on account of sickness in his family. 
— — requests leave of absence, for ten days, on account of sickness 

s family. 7 

Mage Bonz requests leave of absence, for ten days, on account of sickness 

Mr. RAYNER requests leave of absence, for four days, on account of sick- 
ness in bis family. 

Mr. PAGE requests leave of absence, for one week, on account of sickness 
in his family. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection these several requests 
will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, there is a special order at 
1 o'clock to-day, providing for eulogies upon the late member 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. O'Neill. It is now within thirty min- 
utes of that time, and as I know it is the general wish of the 
House that the obsequies shall take place at that hour, I ask 
unanimous consent that the House proceed, with general unani- 
mous consent, until 1 o'clock, and that the s order, the 
contested-election case, be set aside until Monday next, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. PATTERSON, I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, 
that on Monday next the case of ONeill against Joy will be 
called up and pressed to a final determination under the con- 
tinuing order of the House. 
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THE DONATION ACT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 69) prescrib- 
limitations of time for completion of title to certain lands 

disposed of under the act of Congress srproved September 27 
1850, and the acts amendatory and supp emental thereto, an 
commonly known as the Donation act,” and for the protection 
of purchasers and occupants on said lands, with an amendment 
of the Senate thereto. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments, and it is in order to dis of it at this time. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendment and agree to the conference asked for by the 


Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 


ment. £ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That in all cases where persons under the provisions of the act of Con- 
ss entitled ‘An act to create the office of surveyor-general of the public 
fanas in Oregon and to provide for the survey and to make donations to 
settlers of the said public lands,’ approved September 27, 1850, or the va- 
rious acts amendatory and supplemental thereto, have made proof of set- 
tlement on tracts of land in eit of the States of on, 3 or 
Idaho, and given notice, as required by law, that they ed such as 
donations. but have failed to execute and filein the proper land offices proof 
of their continued residence on and cultivation of the lands so settled upon 
and claimed, so as to entitle them to ts therefor, such claimants shall 
have, and they are hereb given, until the ist day of January, 1896, the 
right to make and file the 1 proofs and fully establish their rights to 
donations of lands under the aforesaid act of Co’ „ and no longer; and 
all claimants who shall fail to make and file proof and perfect their 
claims tolands as donations under the acts aforesaid, before the said 1st 
day of January, 1896, shall thereafter be held to haveabandoned theirclaims 
to the lands embraced in their notices: Provided, That as soon as practica- 
ble after the passage of this act notices shall be mailed to all such donation 
claimants, their heirs, devisees, and tees, where their names and rest- 
dences are known or by reasonable nee can be ascertained by the reg- 
ister and receiver of the land office for the district in which the donation 
claims are situated, and shall be published at least once a week for four suc- 
cessive weeks in at least three ne pers of general circulation published 

in the lan e anite such donation claimants, their heirs, de 
al 


claims, to appe 
vided, and that in default o 
held to have been abandoned. 

„Sp. 2. That all such donation claims held to have been abandoned for 
failure to make and file final oct as hereinbefore provided shail berestored 


claims within 
such final proof such dona- 


ion of such heir, devisee, grantee, or 
under whom they claim. such heirs, devisees, grantees, 
or purchasers, apon making proof of their claims and adverse n as 


esaid, 
by them: Provided, 7 That where any portion of any such abandoned 
donation claim have been settled upon pee to J mere. 1, 1894, by any 
as 


such 
settler may, withinninety anys from the Ist day of January, 1896, dis withthe 
register of the land office of the district within which the lands are situate 
their affidavit and the affidavits of at least two disinterested witnesses es- 
tablishing the facts of their bona fide settlement, occupancy, and improve- 
ment of said lands, and pay to the receiver of the proper land office 81.25 per 
acre for the land so settled upon, occupied, and improved, not exceeding 
160 acres, and shall thereupon receive patent therefor. 

Sud. 3. That no in this act s be so consirned as to deprive the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the 9 go 
contests in land cases, of his right to allow or direct hearings to be insti- 
tuted to show that a donation claimant has abandoned the lands descri 
in his notice, or prevent the Commissioner, when it is proven that such a 
claim is invalid or abandoned, from canceling the same upon the official 
records and thereafter disposing of the lands as a part of the publicdomain: 
Provided, That where he: are allowed contestants shall pay the ex- 
pee incident thereto in the same manner that costs are paid in other con- 

ted land entries: and this act shall not be construed to affect any case 
now onang before the Land Department in which final proof has been 


SEC. 4. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with the ap- 
proval of the gobo J of the Interior, shall issue the necessary rules and 
regulations to give force and effect to the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas to nonconcur in the Senate amendment, 
and agree to a conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I wish to 
ask a question for information. The Senate seem to have struck 
out the House bill entire and to have substituted a new bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is exactly what they have done. It is not 
at all unvsual for the Senate to make amendments of this kind. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the new bill in the same general line as 
the House bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any change in the phraseology of 
the House billy 

Mr. MCRAE. There is, but I can not tell you just what the 
change is. So fur as I am personally concerned, if the mover of 
the bill desires to have it go to the committee where we can 
consider the amendment, I have no objection, but I thought this 
was the most expeditious way of disposing of the matter: and 


besides, the Senate has asked for a conference upon the amend- 
ment. I am not prepared to votə for the amendment nor to ex- 
plain the difference between it and the House bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Your motion is to nonconcur? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, Mr. Speaker, as this is an en- 
tirely new bill and as it affects my State, I desire to ask the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. McRae] whether, if the bill 
goes to a conference, members representing the States affected 
by the bill will have an opportunity to be heard: because, if not, 
I think the bill ought to go back to the Committee on Public 
Lands, where we can be heard. 

Mr. MCRAE. I can not of course make any agreement about 
that. This is a bill introduced by the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN], and it is a matter that I know very little about, 
except from the investigation that we gave it when it was before 
the committee. If the gentleman from Washington wants to 
have the bill go to committee again, let him e such a mo- 
tion. Ihave made the motion to nonconcur and agree to a con- 
ference simply because I thought that was a respectful way to 
treat the request of the Senate and the Sore Boones way of 
reconciling the differences between the two Houses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, let it be that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before thatis done, Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to say that after the House has fully considered a bill and sent it 
to the Senate, this practice of the Senate substituting an entirely 
new bill and sending it back here, and then having it go toa 
conference committee where it will not be open to amendment, 
seems to be not exactly just to the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. I repeat; Mr. Speaker, tbat personally I have 
no objection to this bill going back to the committee. I do not 
care personally what is done with it. I have moved to noncon- 
cur and e to a conference, because that seems to me the most 
respectful way to treat the Senate, and is what ought to be done 
if we want to late npon this suojas 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Speaker, I am informed 
that the changes in the phraseology of the bill are very slight 
and are simply intended to make it more lawyer-like, and per- 
haps it had better be disposed of as proposed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Here is an entirely new bill of eight or ten 
pages, and the House has no information as to the effect of tha 
changes. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be objection this bill will bo 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not agree to that, Mr. Speaker, and 
have made what I think is the proper motion; but if, when the 
Senate have asked for a conference, the House chooses to treat 
the request in that way, that is for the House tosay. Thisis a 
bill that deals with a law applicable only in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there are no material changes from the 
oe bill, I do not object to ths motion of the gentleman from 


kansas. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman says that the 
bill deals entirely with the State of Oregon, but it names spe- 
cifically Washi n, Oregon, and Idaho. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill does. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, this bill does; andI think 
my State has some slight interest in it. 

Mr. MCRAE. My understanding was that the old ‘‘ donation 
act” applied wos to Oregon. 

Mr. PICKL It applies to those three States. 

Mr. McRAE. If it applies to Washington and Idaho, my 
statement was incorrect, and I ask to correct it. 

The motion of Mr. MCRAE to nonconcur and agree to a-con- 
ference was adopted. 

The SPEAK appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr, MCRAE, Mr. HARE, and Mr. LACEY. 

TEXARKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendment of 
the Senate, the bill H. R. 1919) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake, at or near 
Morningsport, La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, in line 21, strike out the words as nearly as practicable." 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. This amendment of the 
Senate is merely verbal. I move that it be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were read twice and referred as stated: 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 
established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 
title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, 
in the State of California, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


PUNISHMENT OF BARRATRY. 


Mr. EVERETT. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 4606, which has been favorably reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 53660f the Revised Statutes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 5365 of the Revised Statutes is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Suc. 5865. Every person who, on the high seas, willfully and corruptly 
casts away or otherwise destroys any vessel of which he is owner, in whole 
or in part, with intent to prejudice any person that may underwrite any 
policy of insurance thereon, or any merchant that may have goods thereon, 
or any other owner of such vessel, shall be punished by imprisonment for 


life, or for any term of P Mergla 
SEC. 2. That section of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so 


that it will read as follows: 

“SEC, 5366. Every person, not being an owner, who, on the high seas, will- 
fully and 8 casts away or otherwise destroys any vessel to which he 
belongs, being the property of any citizen, shall be punished by imprison- 
ment for life, or for any term of years.” 

Mr. EVERETT. I ask consent to make a statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I have 
heard the gentleman's explanation. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judici- 
ary has unanimously reported this bill with a recommendation 
that it . It was introduced by me at the instance of the 
marine peri of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. This 
crime of wilfully casting vessels away—commonly called the 
crime of barratry—is under existing statutes punishable with 
death; and marine insurers represent to me that because of this 

nalty, juries steadily refuse to convict. Therefore gentlemen 

nterested in marine insurance ask that the Revised Statutes be 
amended so that the penalty for this crime may be imprisonment 
for life, or for a term of years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then Tunderstand that the only change pro- 
posed in the law is that this crime of barratry shall be punish- 
able by imprisonment for life, instead of the death penalty. 

Mr. EVERETT. Tnat it shall be punishable by imprisonment 
for life, or for a term of years. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. k 


HALL OF RECORDS. 


Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, Paice back with an amendment in the form of 
a substitute the bill (S. 22) making appropriation for the pur- 
chase of ground and the erection thereon in the city of -Wash- 
ington, D. C., of a building to be used asahallof records; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompaning report, ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, reported a bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Cominittee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5649) providing an addi- 
tional district judge in the northern district of Illinois; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LAW BOOKS FOR CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6396) to Prous for purchase of 
law books for use of the circuit courts of appeals of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
thestate of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimousconsent that bills 
reported at Friday night sessions of the House, and which are 
now on the Private Calendar as unfinished business, may be con- 
sidered as having the previous question ordered upon them to 


the engrossment, third reading, and passage, with the right ot 
fifteen minutes’ debate on ich Man, subject, however, on ex- 
isting orders. 

The SPEAKER having restated the request of Mr. MARTIN— 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to ask whether this request 
includes the bill acted on favorably last night by the Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It does not,for the reason that, as 
we did not have a quorum when the Committee of the Whole 
roa; no bill acted on in the committee was reported to the 

ouse. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. But when that bill was laid aside for 
favorable re pore there was a quorum, so far as the record shows, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiina. My proposition does not include 
that bill, because it is still in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. Sirsa of Illinois), Your bill can be 
taken care of later. : 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. TSshould be very glad if my bill which 
ye acted on favorably last night could be included in this mo- 

on. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]? 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. If 
thisrequest should be granted and the previous question ordered 
on these bills they would then become the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. And would come up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BAILEY. So that upon a call for the regular order the 
consideration of these bills would supersede all other business. 

TheSPEAKER. With the exception of existing orders. which 
the gentleman from Indiana reserves from the terms of his re- 


quest. 
Mr. BAILEY. In view of that fact I must object. 
MARGARET ENGLISH. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1686) “granting a 
pension to Margaret English.” 

This bill was objected to by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STALLINGS], but he is willing now to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: s 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Eng 
lish, widow of William English, late of Company A, Niuety-fifth New York 


Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at tee rate of $12 a month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from New York 
if there is a ele accompanying this bill? 

Mr. TRACEY. There is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will not ask for the reading of the report, 
but ask that it be inserted in the RECORD to show the evidence 
sustaining the bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. I hope that will be done. 

The report by Mr. HAINES) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1686) granting a 8 to Margaret English. submit the following report: 

This case was favorably reported by the committee near the close of the 
Fifty-second Congress, but failed of action in the House from want of time. 
Thefacts are as follows: 

The petitioner is the widow of William English, alias William Quinn, to 
whom she was married September 2, 1851. This soldier, as is shown in asat- 
isfactory manner, served under the name of Quinn in Company A, Ninety- 
fifth New York Volunteers, from November 24, 1861, until August 21, 1863, 
when he died of mania a potu (delirium tremens), as shown by the rec- 
ords of the hospital at Philadelphia. 

The records of the War Department further show that he was present 
from enrollment (November, 1861) to N 31. 1882; pepe accounted 
for until June 30, 1853; admitted to hospital at Philadelphia July 10, 1863, 
because of gunshot wound of hand received at Gettysburg July 2, 1863. 

The official report of the death of the soldier, also shows that the soldier 
was reported as a deserter (presumably from the hospital) from J uly 25 to 
August 19, 1883. N been ona spree. August 21 he first showed symp- 
toms of delirium and jumped twice out of a window (15 feet), probably caus- 
ing fracture of the internal table or base of the brain. 

The evidence shows that the petitioner still remains his widow, and that 
she has no property except #500 2 in a dwelling, from which she has ar 
income of #7 per month, and that she lives with a daughter and contributes 
by her own labor to her support. 

This widow can not be pensioned under the general law, because the sol 
er's death did not occur in line of duty; she can not be pensioned undei 
act June 27, 1890, because he was never discharged, although it is true that 11 
he had died of the same disease one day after being honorably discharge 
his widow would be pensionable under that act. 

Under date of July 13, 1893, Charles F. Poinsel and William Carmody, of 
Cohoes, N. V., testify that the claimant has not remarried since the soldier's 
death, and that she has no income except from her own manual labor, and 
#60 from a small tenement. 

This seems to be such a case as special acts of Congress are designed to 
‘our committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass after 

ed ne out all after the word pension,“ in e7, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the wo bs! subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the act approved June 27, 1890.“ and also b; the words 
“alias William Quinn” after the name William English in line 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to, and the 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TRACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. It there be no objection, the Chair will call 
the committees for reports. 

There was no objection. 

FOG SIGNAL, SUPERIOR, WIS. 

Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back the bill (H. R. 6234) for the es- 
tablishment of a fog signal at Superior pier-head light station, 
Superior, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

APPRAISEMENT OF IMPROVEMENTS, CHEROKEE NATION. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6013) making an ap- 

ropriation to complete the appraisement of improvements of 
intruders in the Cherokee Nation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
address a question to the gentleman whoasks thisconsent. Has 
this bill ever been reported by a committee? 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE O'NEILL OF PENN- 


SYLVANIA. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order for 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, March 31, beginning at I o'clock p. m., be set 
apart for eulogies to the late Hon. Charles O'Neill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WOLVERTON in the chair). 
The Clerk will now report the pending resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that o; rtu- 
nity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Charles ONeill, 
late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania; 

Resolved., That the Clerk communicate these proceed! to the Senate; 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased; and, 

Resolved, hat as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent ties as a distinguished public 
servant, the House at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings shall 
stand adjourned— 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask that the resolutions 
which I hold in my hand be printed with the proceedings of this 
occasionas an expression of the esteem and friendship with which 
the late Charles O'Neill, of Pennsylvania, was regarded by his 
associates of the Committee of Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
of which he was an honored member. 

The announcement of his death was received by us with pro- 
found sorrow, and we wish to place upon record this imperfect 
estimate of his life and character. 

Mr. O'Neill came to Washington to attend the first session of 
this Congress, which began under the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident on the 7th day of August, 1893. ne of his last official acts 
in the House of Representatives was the administration of the 
prescribed oath to its Speaker. It was then apparent that his 
strength and vital energies were being grad iy Raper he by 
disease. The light had as eH from the eyes, the step was no 
longer quick and elastic. ing in the waning age of life, his 


ieuas saw that he could not continue long in the discharge of 
is duties. 

He was soon companen by sickness to return to his hdme in 
Philadelphia, and there died on the 25th day of November,11893. 
The end came suddenly and it seemed to be peaceful and almost 
painless. In the morning of his last day herose from his couch, 
and having dressed himself passed down the stairs to his accus- 
tomed place at the breakfast table. The day was passed in read- 
ing and social intercourse with friends. No one dreamed that 
before its close the final stroke would fall. Only two hours be- 
fore the hand of death was laid upon him he was talking of his 
early return to the capital and the work there before him. In 
the family circle the immediate future with its stirring scenes 
and sharp conflicts was the subject of conversation. While thus 
engaged he complained to his niece and brother of a sudden 
tightness of the chest and difficulty of breathing. This caused 
him to go to his room and retire to his bed. he last words 
he spoke were J will sleep,” and then laying himself back upon 


the pillow fell into eternal rest. There was only a momentary 
struggle, and then that change which never changes.” 

Having met him here for the first time and known him only 
as a Representative, I must leave to others the task of relating 
the story of his life. Being the oldest in years and service, he 
was known as the father of the House. If he had lived to the 
end of this Congress the duration of his service would have been 
measured by the term of thirty years. Few men have held so 
long the high and responsible position of Representative, and in 
this fact we have the best proof that he was worthy of the dis- 
tinguished honor. j 

Such instances of repeated popularapproval happen only when 
there is the solid foundation of merit and worth. The best re- 
sults are not always produced by those who possess the greatest 
intellectual power. To men of plodding habits we are often in- 
debted for the most valuable achievements. The most solid 
benefits are secured by the Representutive for his people by 
regular and methodical work. Mr. O'Neill was not a strong de- 
bater, nor was he a man of uncommon vigor of intellect, but was 
laborious, systematic, and conscientious in the performance of 
all his duties. 

In the possession of these qualities we find his chief ries bo 
He was indefatigable in efforts to promote the prosperity of his 
constituents, and they showed in a marked degree their appre- 
ciation of his services. Such success as he won comes only to 
those who deserve it. 

It has been told of him that he never missed a day from the 
sessions of the House during all the years he remained here, 
until compelled by his last illness to return to his home for med- 
ical treatment. Bo much can be spoken in praise of but few of 
his colleagues. It was his habit not to postpone the work of to- 
day for performance to-morrow. Life is duty, and every man 
should consecrate himself to its fulfillment. From his convic- 
tion of it Mr. O'Neill derived his rule of action. 

He was a faithful Representative and devoted to the interests 
of his people. He was quick to enter the arena of debate when 
Philadelphia or Pennsylvania required a champion. 

He was a man of warm and generous impulses, of such gentle 
and kindly disposition as led him to do thingsagreeable to others. 
While at times warm and earnest in the expression of convic- 
tions, he was always fair and courteous. He caused no wounds 
by bitter reproaches or harsh words, but was regarded by all 
with warm friendship and will long be held in affectionate re- 
membrance. f 


The resolutions referred to are as follows: 

“ Your committee appointed at the meeting held December 8 
1893, to prepare a suitable memorial in honor of the memory of 
the late Charles O'Neill, of Pennsylvania, late a member of the 
Committee of Interstate and Foreign Commerce, respectfully 
report the following: 

We, the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of 
the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress, have 
heard with deep regret the announcement of the death of our 
associate, Hon. Charles O'Neill, of Pennsylvania. 

The loss of our oldest member, both in service and in age, 
woud in itself call for respectful action on the partof this com- 
mittee. 

But in the case of Charles O'Neill, in addition to his crown of 
years and length of service, his character, his abilities, his de- 
votion to his duties on the committee have earned for near a 
score of years the respect of his associates, while his courtesy, 
his kindness of manner and of heart have inspired them always 
with personal regard and affection. 

“ Pursuant, therefore, to action of this committee heretofore 
taken, it is hereby 

‘Resolved, That this memorial be entered on the minutes as a 
mark of enduring respect to the memory of a courteous associ- 
ate, 2 distinguished and laborious Representative,and an up- 
right and God-fearing gentleman, whose death has been a last- 
ing loss to his fellow-membersin this committee and the House, 
to his constituents whom he served justly and faithfully, and to 
his country. 

And further resolved, That this memorial and resolutions bs 
reported from this committee by its chairman to the House on 
the day set apart by special order for eulogies on Hon. Charles 
O'Neill, in order that they may forma part of the permanent 
record of the proceedings on that occasion.” 


Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, when I came to the House of 
Representatives, at the beginning of the Fifty-second Congress, 
I was honored by being placed upon the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. The first day that I entered that 
committee I met a gentleman who had been well known to me 
by name and reputation for many years. He was the senior 
member of the minority of that committee, and well as I had 
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known his reputation I still was struck by the respect and per- 
sonal regurd that all the members who had known him before 
showed Charles O'Neill. I found that he, himself, had been 
madoa member of that committee u Bis first entrance into 
Congress, ut the beginning of the Thirty-eighth gress, in 
December, 1863. Ifound that he had served on that Commit- 
tee on Commerce down to the end of the Forty-first Congress 
withoutintermission, and with distinguished usefuless to his con- 
stituency and to the work of the committee. 

On his resntering the Forty-third Congress, the Republican 

party, to which he from its birth belonged, being then in the 
majority, he was not put on this committee again, but on acom- 
mittee atthattime ol much greater importance and much greater 
labor, thaton Appropriations, on which he served through the 
Forty-fourth and Forty-lifth Congresses. Attheassembling of the 
ig e Congress, Llearned, as the party now in majority in 
the House was at that time in control of its organization, he was 
again the senior member of the minority upon his old Commit- 
tee on Commerce. The Forty-seventh Congress once more show- 
ing Republican control, Mr..O Neill was again on Appropria- 
tions, but when the Forty-eighth Congress met, and from that 
time down to the date of his death he eand remained the 
senior member of the minority on his old committee. 

To a young member, looking up almost with veneration to men 
who had served their people and the country faithfully and well 
for such a length of time, itseemed a thing to be very proud of 
to look back upon such a career as Charles O’Neill’s. It was 
not long before I, myself, came to know him, and I looked upon 
him with the same feeling of entire F 
and affection, if I may use the word, with which those who had 
known him longer always spoke of him. Of his usefulness to 
his State and his constituency, his State and his city can best 
speak through their Representatives; of his distinguished and 
devoted services on the floor of the House a hundred men can 
speak with more experience and information than myself. 

But, Mr. Speaker, u the Committee on Commerce there 
are but two of us, fellow-members of the minority with Mr. 
O'Neill, left over from the Filty-second Congress, and one of 
these two is necessarily absent to-day. It is on this account and 
under this excuse that I feel justified in taking partof the time 
allotted by the House for remarks in remembrance and in re- 
spect of our deceased colleague. If there was anything that his 
feilow-members on the committee knew it was that Mr. O’Neill 
looked faithfully and well after the interests of everything and 
everyone, however remotely connected with the constituency 
that sent him here. He was, in the fullest sense of the word, a 
faithful representative of his people. Just to all men, trampling 
on no man’s rights, interfering with no other man's preroga- 
tives, he was all the time looking out for the interests of his 
people and his home. 

In national matters he was not careless nor narrow-minded. In 
affairs that belonged to the business and commerce of the whole 
country he was not unmindful nor provincial, but when any- 
thing came near touching for good or for ill the welfare of the 
city that he loved so well, he was presminently on the alert; 
then his mind seemed to quicken, his intelligence to brighten, 
he became aggressive, fearless, persuasive, emphatic, whatever 
the occasion seemed to require. He was a man of entire integ- 
rity of character, great experience in the routine business of 
committees, knowing well when to let a matter alone which did 
not necessarily demand his attention or his time, but never al- 
lowing anything to pass which it was his business to inquire 
into, to watch over, to oppose, or to press. 

But with all this, Mr. Speaker, what endeared him to the men 
he was thrown with in ‘almost daily work upon our committee 
was his never-failing courtesy and geniality of manner, his ready 
smile, his instant willingness to apologize for any offense given 
without intention and he never gave offense otherwise), and 
the kindly spirit with which he accepted contradiction, argu- 
ment, and dissent. He had that rarest of mental and physical 
attributes, a sunny temper. I think for a man of his age he was 
the most cheerful man and the most cheerful company that I 
have seen for many years. His conscience seemed at rest at all 
times with himself, with his fellow-men, and with his Maker. 
He was aman of kind heart. He was aman of deep religious 
conviction, and while his kindness of heart never showed itself 
in loose or inconsiderate way, his religious convictions, so far as 
I could learn, never degenerated into bigotry, bitterness, or 
narrowness. 

The serene and cheerful spirit that he had was so strongly 
characteristic, and I might say absolutely the strongest charac- 
teristic of his mind, that grief or sorrow in the ordinary senso 
of the words, even in those very close to him, are not the feel- 
ings\or the words that are naturally called to mind or which fitly 
describe our loss. It is not tears, it is not mourning that are 
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suggested by his departure, but rather a confident hope and ex- 
pectation of seeing again that cheerful smile, that kindly man- 
ner, that serene, sunny, and peaceful old age. 

Without gloom, without solemn ceremony, without conven- 
tional melancholy of manner or of words, I say, Good bye, dear 


J 


old Charlie O'Neill.“ : 


Say not Good night,” 
But in some brighter clime 
Bid me “Good morning.” 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, it is a proverbamong the Arabs 
that death is a camel that kneels at every man’s door. He has 
knelt with sad and sorrowful frequency at the doors of the Penn- 
sylvania delegation on this floor in the last five years; and we 
are again called to pay our respect to the memory of another 
distinguished Pennsylvanian, whose period of service in this 
House has established his title to the distinction of being the 
father of the House. r 

I therefore crave a brief indulgence to mingle my voice with 
the swelling anthem of affectionate and eloquent eulogy on this 
occasion, because I respected and honored our departed friend 
while living, and dead I feel a sincere and reverential regard 
for his memory. 

The duration of his life, the usefulness of his labors, the beney- 
olence of his feelings, the elevation of his sentiments, and the 
nobility of his. character united to form an attractive and inter- 
esting personality and a career instructive and admirable ina 
high degree. 

hose who wrought with him and observed him through the 
long period of years in which he served an 5 and con- 
fiding constituency upon this floor are commissioned to speak of 
those excellencies of character which found their illustration 
in his extended and distinguished career in the service of his 
poani, a servico which he decorated and adorned with the 
finest fidelity and most disinterested dəvotion to every detail of 
duty. 
y own acquaintance with him and observation of his career 
pone me to are Mr. O'Neill was in some respects an ideal 
presentative. He made no pretension togreatness. He never 
masqueraded as a leader ora master, He knew that in the lot- 
tery of faculties all men could not draw first prizes; that all 
members of Congress could not be front-rank statesmen—that in 
the gladiatorial contests of statesmanship a great majority of 
this body can only be helpers to the principal actors in the 
drama. He had no pride that made him ashamed to take asec- 
ond place. He believed in the adage the tools to those who 
can ‘best use them; the floor to those who possess the highest 
aptitude for intellectual encounter in the arena of debate.” Still 
he did not abstain from participating in discussion when im- 
pelled by a sense of duty to take part. 

A local measure affecting his constituents, or in which the city 
of Philadelphia was concerned, »wakened in him an enthusiasm 
of loyalty which overcame his reluctance and brought him to his 
feet. n he took the floor, he spoke with a clearness, force, 
and fervor which rarely failed to awaken interest in his views. 
But he never wasted the public time in needless words, and 
always ceased speaking when done—an example which statesmen 
of high and low degree might imitate with profit to their own 
aud their country’s fame. 

To see others toiling and achieving in fields of action above 
his range never grieved him. He was content to serve where 
he could be most serviceable. If he was employed in an honor- 
able, necessary, and useful task—though bumble—though but 
cutting aface in a cherry stone, in the true spirit of patriotic 
service and dutiful endeavor, itdid nottrouble him that another 
was carving acolossusoutofarock. His kindly soul never knew 


the taint-of jealousy or envy. 


This quality helped him to usefulness within the limits which 
he prescribed for his exertions and furnished an example quite 
worthy of imitation. 

A most notable characteristic of Mr. O'Neill was his anny and 
sympatheticnature. His of mindand heart, amiability of 
5 sweetness of disposition, gentleness of manner, and 
fine courtesy made conquest of universal esteem and placed him 

igh in the hearts of all who knew him. 

e had a punctilious delicacy for the feelings of others, upon 
which he never inflicted an intentional wound. His heart was 
full of the healing balm of sympathy. In his breast was a per- 
ennial spring of the milk of human kindness, and he found de- 
light in helping and serving others. è 

His devotion to his constituents was a conspicuous feature of 
of his public life. He was to them a father. It is said that he 
knew most of them personally. He took them into his capa- 
cious affections, watched their interests, guarded their rights, 
anticipated their wants, and served them in all needful ways 
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with a fidelity as beautiful as his industry was tireless. The 
jocular observation of some one that he answered every letter 
from a constituent within twenty-four hours and then went home 
to see if the answer had arrived safely, was a hyperbolic ex- 
pression of the prevailing sense and universal appreciation of 
the energy and promptitude with which he performed the duties 

his representative office. That his constituents appreciated 
him, loved him, and reciprocated his affection and devotion by 
keeping him in Congress for more than a quarter of a century 
is not surprising. They knew his diligence in their service; 
they knew that the command of duty was to him a thus saith 
the Lord;” that no draft made upon him in any matter whose 
claim he recognized would ever go to protest. So they trusted 
him, and were never betrayed; confided in him and found him 
worthy; continued him in their service and were always well 
served. 

The lesson such a career teaches appeals to all of us; that the 
only way for a Representative to securely hold the confidence 
and affection of his constituents is in the demonstration of his 
ee integrity, fidelity, industry, and efficiency in their 
service. 

Our brother reached and passed the bounds of man’s appointed 
years, The mysterious clock which the angel of life wound up 
to run three-score ia and ten then closed the case and gave the 
key to the angel of the resurrection, as beautifully suggested by 
Dr. Holmes, ran a little beyond the appointed time. As the 
clock at his bedside struck the hour for the November sun to 
fling his goodnight kisses of crimson upon the pale cheek of the 
expiring day and sink to rest, his sun went down in the evening 
glories of his well-spent day to rise in the radiant light of a new 
morn. 

How suddenly death came. They heard the rustle and saw 
the shadow of his wings, and it was over. He said to his at- 
tendant and affectionate niece, I think I will sleep.” Ina mo- 
ment he slept the dreamless slumber of the dead, In the words 
of another, As the shadows steal at evening over the earth, 
softly closing the flowers and touch: them to sleep, silentl 
and abe in the promise of a bright iba iat so he fell 
orate ature, with no rudeness in her touch, but softly and 
gently disengaged the vital cord and he passed serenely into 
rest on the other shore of that mysterious sea that never. yet 
has borne on any wave the i of a homeward sail.” 

He is gone, but he left behind him for our instruction the les- 
son of beautiful life of sympathy and service. To contem- 
plate it and emulate itis the only way to make it profitable to 
us. Death comes like a faithful schoolmaster with the open 
book of a closed life and assigns the lesson which we must study 
or lose its teaching. I borrow tbe lines of a poet to express 
what I desire to accentuate as the golden text in the lesson of 
this dutiful and beautiful life: 

The bravest lives are those to duty wed, 
W. deeds, both great and small; 


hose 
Are close-knit strands of an unbroken thread 
Where love ennobles all. 


The world may sound no trumpets, ring no bells, 
The book of life the shining record tells. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. S er, there is tomy mind always a tinge 
of sadness about the last time,” and when I hear that one of 
our members is dead, I 8 turn to the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD and see what was his last utterance on this floor. 

And though it may only be a motion to adjourn or a call for 
division, there is a tinge of sadness about it. It is sad to think 
of the last aay of school in our childhood, the last time you saw 
a friend, the last day of a Legislature, of a Congress, when we 
break up neyer all to meet 2 

The last ap ance of Mr. O'Neill in this Hall occurred only a 
short time before his death, and the last words uttered by him, 
Side da in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD are found on 
page 302: 


Pods O'NEILL of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker. I move to strike out the pro- 
viso. 


He had been for twenty-eight years a member of this House; 
these Halls had echoed with his voice, participating in the de- 
bates in all those years. These were his last uttered words in 
debate on this floor. 

On page 1008, August 28, is recorded his last vote, where he 
responded ‘‘aye” in favor of the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act, never to vote again. 

His last speech was delivered August 14, on the question of 
mileage. His last 8 in debate was addressed to Mr. HOL- 
MAN of Indiana, * T would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana a question.” 

His last petition was filed October 23, and was a resolution of 
the Union e of Pennsylvania. 
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Did you ever think what it was that gave the pathos to that 
little couplet, which you used to recite when a boy at school, 
about— 
The last rose of summer 

5 

Are faded and gone. n vi 

Il not leave thee, thou lone one, 

Binds the ore re ‘sleeping, 

Go sleep thou with then. 

It is the fact that it is the last rose of summer that gives its 
pathos to this little couplet. 

Our friend, in whose honor we have met, remained on duty 
here almost to the last. He died at the postof duty. You remem- 
ber when the surgeons gathered around Mr. Garfield in yonder 
depot when he was stricken down by the vilest assassin that 
ever cursed the earth, you remember he asked the doctor if the 
wound was mortal? And the surgeon replied, ‘‘ We fear the 
worst,“ and Mr. Garfield replied, “ Doctor, I am not afraid to 
die.” Why not? Because he was at the post of duty. Are you 
and I at the post of duty? 

One of my illustrious and distinguished predecessors in this 
House, who represented the same district which I have the honor 
to represent, for sixteen years, John Quincy Adams, the old man 
eloquent, died in yonder hall. 

e died, like our brother, at the post of duty. His last words 
were, This is the last of earth; I am content.” 

Some of the oldest people who live in New England will tell 
you that in their boyhood they heard their parents tell about a 
dark day. It occurred on the 19th day of May, in the year 1780. 
It began to grow dark at 10 o'clock in the morning. At noon it 
was so dark that people could not see to read outdoors. 

Our fathers had very few books besides the Bible. In that 
book they read that God had appointed a day in which he would 
judge the world, and in that day the sun should be darkened.” 

ery many of the good poopie of New England thought the day 
of judgment was at hand. 

Indeed thestrange prenomenon has never been explained. The 
only explanation ever offered was that the smoke trom burning 
forest fires inthe West met a dense fog from the east. Anyhow, 
on the 19th day of May, in the year 1780, the people in New Eng- 
land could not see to read outdoors at noon e. 

This dark day overtook the Connecticut House of Assembly in 
session and amidst a profound stillness and silence and gloom a 
member arose in his place and said, Mr. President, it is evi- 
dent, sir, thata strange and wonderful providence of Godis Spon 
us, by which we can not see to read at noon time. It may be, 
sir, that the day of judgment is at hand. In viewof this strange 
providence, I move you, sir, that the Connecticut House of As- 
sembly do here and now adjourn.” 

There was a member of the House who was a Quaker, and 
whose name was Abraham Davenport, and he arose in his place 
and said, Mr. President, I am op tothe motion toadjourn, 
1 am utterly unable to explain the darkness; it may be as my 
brother has said, that the day of judgment is at hand, but as I 
know of no better place to be overtaken by death and the judg- 
ment than at the post of duty, I move you, sir, that the candles 
be brought in and the act beread again;” and they were and the 
business of the House went on. Are you and I at the post of 
duty inthe larger sense of those words? Then, like John Quincy 
Adams, James Abram Garfield, like Abraham Davenport, like 
our brother O'Neill, who has left us, we may not fear death or 
the judgment, and it will be well with us in time, and well with 
us in eternity. : 

Mr. Speaker, it was my pleasure to know quite intimately 
Charles O'Neill, When I became a member of the Fifty-first 
Congress, the kindly, benevolent face of this good man at once 
attracted me, and my later intercourse with him, as we went out 
and came in together during the Fifty-first and Fifty-second 
Congresses, confirmed my first impression of Mr. O'Neill. 

It is recorded in the book that Darius, king of Medes and 
Persians, after the fall of Babylon, thought to set Daniel over 
the whole realm, aid made him chief of the three presidents, 
who should have charge of the affairs of the kingdom, because 
an excellent spirit was in him.” 

A similar reason might have been assigned for the honors that 
were paid Charles O'Neill by the great empire State of Pennsyl- 
vania during hislong and eventful life, and during his long serv- 
ice, extending over a generation, on the floor of the National 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. O'Neill was a modest, unassuming, honest, able servant of 
Pennsylvania and the people who honored him. In his death 
the nation has lost a statesman, the people have lost a champion 
philanthropy, virtue, and religion have lost a consistent and 
earnest supporter, and I have losta friend. 
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We shall all miss his pleasant smile and hischeery good morn- 
ing. We shall see him no more. Farewell Charles O'Neill, a 
long, last farewell. 

r. ONeill was a religfous man. I had several conversations 
with him upon matters pertaining to concerns of the soul. He 
made no boast or exhibition of his religion, and was rather in- 
clined to distrust his own acceptance and preparation for the 
great hereafter; but I am fully persuaded that he was a thor- 
5 good man, that he leaned fully on the Crucified One,” 
and that he has now gone to see the King in his beauty,” and 
has exchanged his home on earth for a brighter and a better 
home in Heaven. 

What is the lesson of the life and public services of Charles 
ONeill, of Pennsylvania? First, it ought to be an inspiration 
to every American youth; his honesty, industry, patriotism, 
earnestness, and ability in his chosen calling proves to the youth 
of our land that these qualities carry in their hand the sure pres- 
tige of victory and suce2ss. 

The honors showered upon this man by the great State of 
Pennsylvania, his long and eventful life, are but a demonstra- 
tion of the fact that in this favored land of ours, There is no 
royal road to learning,” and Honor and shame from no condi- 
tion rise.” x 

The youth of our land want to be impressed with the impor- 
tance of laying the foundation of their character well, and that 
honesty, virtue, and religion are the only enduring foundations 
of character. ; 

It has been said that character is a creature of slow growth; 
it buds in infancy, blossoms in childhood and has its fruitage in 
later years. I have seen young men who had a fear that they 
would not be appreciated, but my observation is that in the long 
run people pass for about what they are. Calumny or aspersion 
may for a time shadow a life, but in the long run we each and 
every one of us are sized up about right. 

And when the fitful fever is ended and the foolish wrangle 
of the market and forum is closed, and grass heals over the scar 
which our descent into the bosom of the earth made, and the 
carpet of the infant becomes the blanket of the dead,” then, if 
not till then, justice will be done us, and with an iron pena 
record will be made that is just and true. 

I know little of the family life and home life of our dead 
brother, but I presume he had the usual allotment of joys and 
sorrows, of cloud and sunshine, of thorns and roses in his path. 

I ran across a little piece the other day with the title What 
is your life?” 


A little crib beside the bed, 

A little face above the spread. 

A little shoe upon the floor, 

A little frock behind the door, 

A little lad with dark brown hair, 
A little blue-eyed face and fair, 

A little lane that leads to school, 
A little pencil, slate, and rule, 

A little winsome, blithsome maid, 
A little hand within his laid— 


That is where he got married— 


A little family gath'ring round 
A little turf-heaped, tear-dewed mound— 


That is where the child died— 


A little cottage and acres four, 
A little old-time fashioned store, 
A little added to his soil, 
A little rest from hardest toil, 
‘A little silver in his hair, 
A little stool and easy chair, 

. Alittle night of earth-lit gloom, 
A little cortége to the tomb 

That is what life is. 

And I thought when I read those verses, ‘‘Oh, how sad they 
were without the light of immortality to shine upon them.” 

I attended church in St. Paul's Episcopal Church in London 
once; there were 15,000 people in the church. Canon Stubbs 
recited the Episcopal prayer, which says: Oh, Lord, have mercy 
upon any that are afflicted in any manner, in body, in mind, or 
estate.” 

And I said to myself, is there a single person in this vast con- 
course that does not need to say that prayer; certain, sure, Iwas 

one there that needed to say it. 

And do you know, the longer I live and the more I mingle 
with my fellows, the more I think that if this world is all there 
is to it, the game for the average man and woman is not worth 

laying, and in this sad circumstance I find an argument in 
avor of the immortality of the soul, and an argument in favor 
of the gospel, that points toa place and a tribunal where the in- 
equalities and injustices of this world are made right. 
lato, a heathen philosopher, thanked God for three things: 
First, that he was born a rational soul; second, that he was born 
a Greek; third, that he lived in the days of Socrates. If this 


p benighted philosopher, who knew nothing of God, of 
eayen, of Jesus, and of eternal life, had that for which to thank 
God, surely what have we, who stand in this apex of the nine- 
teenth century, and who by a knowledge of the gospel, and who 
by repentance and faith in the Lord Jesus Christ may look away 
from the disappointments andsorrowsand vexations of this mor- 
tal life to that city which John saw in the island of Patmos, 
whose streets are gold, whose gates are pesek whose walls are 
sapphire; a city that infinitely outrivals in its beauty and mag- 
nificence the almost fabled White City that recently sat on the 
shore of Lake Michigan; a city that has no need of the sun, and 
where there is no sickness, sorrow, or c 1 

To that beautiful city our brother ONeill has gone, and for 
aught I know looks down on us here and now, as we have as- 
sembled to do him honor. 

The great dramatist has said ‘‘All the world’s a stage, and all 
the men and women merely players,” of which Washington life, 
with its ever-changing panorama, is a fit illustration, A gentle- 
mancalled myattention to the worn condition of one of the thresh- 
olds of solid stone of one of the gates leading to the White 
House from Pennsylvania avenue. Where are the feet that 
wore that stone? For a hundred years Presidents, Cabinet offi- 
cers, Senators, members of Congress, statesmen, and thousands 
of citizens have passed over it. 

Of this great army, most of them have long since played their 
part in the drama of life. With them life's fitful fever is o'er, 
and they have left the shores of time for that ‘* bourne from 
whence no traveler returns.“ 

They have had their little day of fame, of honor, of pleasure, 
and have joined the silent majority. Across this threshold 
passed in and out John Adams, the second President of the 
United States; followed later by that proud-spirited military 
chieftain Gen. Andrew Jackson, Gen. William Henry Harrison, 
Gen. Zachary Taylor. 

Over that threshold, in and out, went our brother O'Neill for 
more than a quarter of a century; in the terrible days of the 
war went Abraham Lincoln. Over it, arm in arm with Sec- 
retary Blaine, went the lamented Garfield to his death by the 
hand of the vilest assassin who ever cursed the earth. Itclanked 
with the arms of the British soldiers who sacked the capital in 
the war of 1812. 

Over it have passed untold thousands of visitors. Oh, whata 
story of the drama of life could that threshold tell! Abraham 
Lincoln's favorite poem, which he loved to repeat was, Oh, 
why should the spirit of mortal be proud?“ This city is less 
than one hundred years old, but it has witnessed the triumphs 
of peace, the pomp and circumstance of war, has been sacked by 
a foreign enemy, and was the scene of the final review of our re- 
turning victorious armies from the greatest war of all history. 

In Westminster Abbey in London I saw a cenotaph to Gray, 
the author of An elegy in a country churchyard,” and I 
thought how he himself, like all the great men who have ever 
lived in this city and are a part of our history, was but an illus- 
tration of his immortal words, The paths of glory lead but to 
the grave.” 

When we have the sad reflection that all worldly honor and 
fame, pleasure and riches are transitory and fleeting; when we 
reflect how fleeting are the great events in history, and how 
transient are the lives of individuals and sometimes of nations, 
it is refreshing to turn away to something that is enduring and 
abiding; to th of honors that will never grow dim, and of 
joys that will never end,so well expressed in the grand old 

mn: 
z Great God, how infinite art Thou, 
What worthless worms are we, 


Let the whole race of creatures bow, ` 
And pay their praise to Thee. 


Thy throne eternal ages stood, 
Ere seas or stars were made, 
Thou art the ever living God, 
Were all the nations dead. 


What is the lesson that we should learn from what I have here 
recited? We should learn to— 
So live, that when thy summons comes to join 
The innumerable caravan which moves 
To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 
Thou go not, like the quarry-slave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 
e one who wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


The longer I live and the more J mingle with my fellows, the 
more Iam impressed with the fact that vastly greater and more 
enduring than the pleasures of wealth, of military or civil honor, 
of which you are so often reminded here, is the honor and satis- 
faction that comes to those, no matter what their station in life, 
who exemplify in their walk and conversation the teachings of 


the lowly Nazarene, and who have treasure laid up that will 
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abide when these canvas paises in Washington have faded, 
when the marble of this beautiful city has crumbled, and when 
its 3 has turned to dust. 
The truly great are those Who 
Departing, leave behind them, footprints on the sands of Time, 
Footprints that perchance another, 
Sailing o'er life’s solemn main, 
A forlorn and 1 brother, 
Seeing, may take heart again. 


For Daniel said, ‘‘They that be wise shall shine as the bright- 
ness of the firmament; and they that turn many to righteous- 
uess as the stars forever and ever.” 

So, once more I say farewell, Charles O'Neill, we shall feel the 
warm grasp of your hand no more, we shall hear your cheery, 
pleasant voice no more. It is still and hushed in death. We 
shall look up into your kindly, benevolent face no more. Fare- 
well, Charles O'Neill. A long and last and sad farewell. 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I had overlooked the fact that 
this day was set apart for paying tribute to the memory of my 
late friend Charles O'Neill. am not in that condition, fortu- 
nately for the rest of the House, that [can occupy your time long; 
but I can not allow this occasion to pass without saying some- 
thing of my old friend. 

Fifty years ago, in front of the State House in Philadelphia, 
there stood seven gentlemen whose ages ranged, as my memory 
serves me now, from under forty to twenty-two years. Iwas one 
of these. The oldest of them, I think, was Robert T. Conrad, 
the jurist, orator, poet, and playright, whose name still lives in 
American literature. 

There was George W. Barton, the judge, who when on the 
bench was always listened to with attention by the bar, and 
when at the bar was listened to with attention by the bench. 
There was Henry S. Patterson, who died too young. He was a 
man of the clearest ideas, with the power to couch them in the 
most vigorous and forcible language of Pny man I have ever 
known. There was William D. Kelley, who fo 
known as the father of this House, and whose memory is still 
fresh in the minds of many members. There was Benjamin H. 
Brewster, afterwards C of the United States, 
and there was the youngest of all then, only 22 years of age 
Charles O'Neill. 

They met together by accident, and, as men will, began to 
talk—at least the younger members did—of their hopes for the 
future, and they were chaffed not a little by their elders in the 
group. I remember very well what O'Neill and Brewster and 
partly what I myself said. They were the words uttered by 
young men of ambition and hope. 

To-day I stand here, the sole survivor of the seven, to pay a trib- 
ute to the memory of the youngest of them all. 

Charles O'Neill and I were boys together. He was younger 
than I by two years, and consequently, as we grew up, I some- 
what lost sight of htm until we became young men together, and 
then I lost sight of him after that for years. 

I came to Washing ton on one occasion and took breakfast with 
William D. Kelley. Mr. O'Neill came in and made himself 
known to me, and recalled then many instances of our boyhood 
which he, being younger than I, had kept more vividly in his 
memory. We had a pleasant interview and it lasted for hours. 

Although I reme.nbered his early character, his early habits, 
and the pleasant times we had together as young men, I saw 
little of him after, until I became a member of this body, when 
we renewed our old acquaintance and strengthened our friend- 
ship. I learned to love him then, as most of the members of 
this House who knew him learned to love him. 

He was truly a lovable man. There was a touch of feminine 
softness in his nature that made it difficult for him to do harm 
to anyone, even a foe; but it must not be supposed from that 
that he lacked firmness, or the power to defend, to oppose, or to 
attack, if need be. 

He came of a race that has lived in history as one of the bold- 
est and bravest of its kind, and there was never one of that 
lordly strain of the wa Nial, however great he may have been 
at counsel, or however mighty he may have been on the field, 
that had more real firmness when the need arose than the hum- 
ble descendant who filled his place in this Hall. I have known 
him time and again when some one would presume on that 
kindly soft nature of his to show that he had an iron hand 
within the velvet glove. He was a man of courage, and stood 
up for his convictions manfully. 

His views on public affairs were entirely different from mine. 
We never agreed; but it never broke our social relations, it 
never interfered with our friendship. I respected and loved 
him, as I believe he respected me. 

I do not propose to waste time to speak of the long public serv- 
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ice of Charles O'Neill. His colleagues who sat with him here 
and who come from his own State have done and will do justice 
to thatpart. Ihave only to say this, that his loss to me was some- 
thing more than an ordinary loss, because it carried me back to 
the old days in Philadelphia when we were boys together, when 
we played together, and sometimes avoided our school together. 
It bears me back to many pleasant scenes of young manhood, 
when I had fire and ambition, and so had he. 

He embarked on a different course of life than mine. He en- 
tered into the law and remained there until his fellow-citizens 
determined to have his services in a public capacity, and there 
he maintained his position well, while I went to follow a more 
erratic life, without a single purpose fulfilled, and without that 
fixity of purpose which marked him. 

But though he made no great and commanding figure here, 
though he did not stand here as the leader of his party or as 
one who molded those around him to his will, his name will not 
perish because of that. There are men—and men. There are 
great men whom the world does not always recognize, and the 
greatest man of all is he who does his duty to his fellows and 
himself; and Charles O Neill was preSminently that man. Af 
the gentleman who spoke before me has said, men around u. 
make their mark on the sands of time, but the waves of oblivion 
speedily efface them. Charles O'Neill did not make a deep mark 
on the sands of time, but he carved his name without effort on 
the rocks above, where the storm does not reach; and when men 
of more pretense are forgotten, those who knew him and loved 
him, and those to whom the story is told, will keep his memory 
green in their souls. 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, to properly observe and faithfully 
commemorate the life and public services of one who had for so 
many years oceupied so exalted a position as the Representative of 
a large district of one of the most flourishing and largest manu- 
facturing cities of the world. as did Hon. Charles ONeill, of 
Pennsylvania, requires more thougit, and should receive a 
more careful review, in order to do proper honor and pay that 
meed of respect that is justly due to the deceased and his 
ple, than can be given in the few moments of time allotted to 
me by the courtesy of the House in the brief space of time set 
apart for this service. And while the ceremonies of the occa- 
sion are solemn and impressive, it must b> remembered that 
they are due, and the good man whose memory we honor was 
one of the trusted and true men of this great nation before the 
present generation was born: and the high and distinguished 
appellation placed upon him by naming him the father of the 
House,” was not won alone by long and continuous service, but 
gentleness of disposition, urbanity of manner, kindness of heart, 
and cheerful and polite deportment to all, placed him upon a 

destal of love and honor that is rarely reached by man among 

is fellows. 

This Hall is in many respects, Mr. Speaker, like its marble 
exterior, cold and repelling. This is a place in which all of us 
find but a temporary residence. Our real friendships are else- 
where. This is a busy hive of concentrated thought, the work- 
shop of the representatives of a great nation, whose duty it is to 
legislate for all, care for all; in which each Representative in 
his own way works for the interest of his own particular dis- 
trict, as well as for the country at large. In theinevitable bustle 
and struggle incident to such work we scarcely note one falling 
in the contest, and the death of a member is soon effaced from 
memory, and the note made upon the reco:d passes with the 
day, and is soon lost to sight and mind. Yet when the death of 
this sweet-spirited man, this noble exemplar of God's handi- 
work, was announced, this active mass of active minds and of 
active work halted, yea, even stopped, and with one accord all 
was stilled, and the acknowledgment went forth that a good cit- 
izen, a true man,a patriot and statesman had fallen; and solon 
as memory lives and history inscribes its scroll the honor 
name of Charles O'Neill of Pennsylvania will be engraved upon 
its tablets as one of the ideil men of the generation. Not only 
will he be remembered as one who loved and served his country, 
but as one who also loved his fellow-man.” 

The good people of the good city of Philadelphia, that seat of 
loyalty to country and the home and birthplace of American 
freedom and liberty, knew his worth, and as the coworker and 
colleague of that energetic and earnest defender of American 
industries, the untiring William D. Keiley, and the brave, vigor- 
ous, manly, and determined defender of the interests of his cit; 
and State, and leader of men, the honored Samuel J. Randall, 
he was the survivor, and fittingly so, of the work and services 
of these three of Pennsylvania's best and ablest contributions to 
the cause of liberty, equal rights, and human progress“ of the 
generation. And so long as the name of one of these great men 
shall live, so long will the threesurvive. They stand linked in- 
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separably together as three of our country’s best citizens and 
statesmen who, in all they did, never lost sight of those duties 
which should be ever uppermost in the mind of every true lover 
of his country, namely: Loyalty to home, loyalty to State, and 
loyalty to country.” 

‘hese three great thoughts controlled the mind and actions 
of these three great men and their names are inseparably 
united, and the great city of Philadelphia, true to its traditions 
and to the memory of its great name and fame, honored itself 
at each returning election in the election of this most unselfish 
of men to his honored place here. As the associate of Lincoln, 
the supporter of Grant, thecolleague of Kelley and Randall, the 
endl guardian of his city’s honor and his State’s fair name, 
he was faithful in all his undertakings and zealous in every 

cause that interested his city, State, and country, and he 

an abiding faith in ultimate America,” and firmly be- 
lieved that ours was a destiny that had been intended from the 
beginning to ameliorate the condition of the human family and 
place it upon a higher plane of civilization and of happiness, and 
with that energy and purpose, characteristic of his Scotch-Irish 
ancestry, his efforts tended firmly yet certainly in that direc- 
tion, and with as true and fixed a purpose as is the magnet to 
the pole, his eye, voice, thought, and labor was always in the 

tion and for the betterment of the human race. Conser- 
vative in thought and in action, yet he was among those who 
earnestly advocated the cause of the liberation of the slave,and 
when that great work was consummated he felt that the last 
blot upon the world’s fairest banner, our own Stars and 
Stripes,” was through the providence of God obliterated. 

In the legislation su uent tothe greatcivil war, when the 
passions of men were yet heated from the effects and memories 
of that great strife, voice and vote was for moderation, and 
with open hands and a forgiving spirit he weleomed back to the 
Union of States our brethren of the South, and his earnest de- 
sire was that the great American Union should bea union of 
henrtsas well asa Unionof States. From his lips there never fell 
harsh criticism or unkind words of the erring men of that time, 
and in word and deed he carried out the prayer and spirit of 
Lincoln, ‘‘with malice towards none and charity for all, and 
with the high resolve and pur that our dead shall not have 
die in vain, and that the nation shall under God have a new 
birth of freedom;” and in all his public acts as well as in private 
life he did all hecould to bind up and heal the wounds of that un- 
happystruggle. He wasamodelof kindness, sympathy, and love, 
and richly deserved the title of father.“ Such, Mr. Speaker, 
in brief was the public history of this good man, and during his 
entire career asa member of this House for thirty years, he 
stood pre minently as a faithful Representative, a pure-minded 
man, and asincere lover of his country. He hath— 

Left aname and fame above the blight 
Of earthly breath; 

Beautiful, beautiful, and bright, 
Tn life and death. 

The long-continued public service of our deceased friend had 
made him familiar with the details of that service that are so 
nec ssary to its proper conduct, and in public as well as in pri- 
vats er he believed in justice; and the least as well ag the 

atest was entitled to this consideration, and always received 

t from him: and he firmly believed that in the practice of jus- 
tice was the only true road to success in all governments, and 
this practice meant ‘‘in doing injury to no man;” and as justice 
and udgment are the habitation of the throne of the living God, 
so were they ever present in the mind and life of our friend, 
and by this rule of life, and the practice of this principle, and 
his steady adherence to its cause, he enriched his long and use- 
ful life with contentment and insured a painless and happy 
death, and the promised reward that has been given us from 
the beginning to such as he, is now surely his. 

Mr. Speaker, honor to our friend was the reward well earned 
by his tidelity, and of this ennobling trait of his character too 
much can not be said. Unto him no trust was committed to 
which he proved faithless or unworthy; and to him and his 
memory honor is as true gold that s without other rec- 
ommendation than its own purity: lf-respect, which is the 
corner stone and foundation of virtues, was peculiarly his, 
and modesty resided within his breast to such an extent that 
his manner plainly indicated an enrichment from the enjoy- 
ment of all the nobler virtues, and his expressions always im- 

ressed one with his talent and genius. He had ina bountiful 

that . talent of industry, and by the use of this 

most excellent gift he was crowned by his own merits; and by 

its proper use success in life became to him a certainty, and by 

this blessed talent of being always employed it was to him a 
tower of both strength and defense. l : 

Ofintegrity, which ismanhood’s true honor, let his constituency 
speak for him. For thirty years they kept him as their Repre- 


sentative inthe forefront of one of the foremost districts in one of 
the foremost cities of the foremost country of the world, and in 
all these years not even a whisper or breath of suspicion of 
faithlessness, defection, betrayal, or even faltering in duty has 
been heard. of or known to exist, nor did aught occur to mar or 
tarnish his good name and fame. The humblest citizen of his 
district knows of his good deeds and of his noble, pure, and stain- 
less life as well as of his unselfishness and charity; he was a gener- 
ousand faithful follower of the truth, and always kept his eye upon 
his guide, never deceiving either himself or others, and by his 
discernment and practice of the good in his daily life, he proved 
his commission to be from a higher than earthly source, and his 
belief in the Giver of all Good and in a just and merciful provi- 
dence was evinced by his weekly presence in God's sanctuar 
on each returning Sabbath day, and there from God's acknowl- 
edged minister he received the message of peace and love tha/ 
he carried into his daily life, and the lessons there learned fron 
the sacred desk were beautifully exemplified in his daily wall 
with men. 

It is well and we believe truthfully said, that the valiant nevet 
taste of death but once, and we who had the honor of knowin 
our friend knew that he was valiant. and death came to him, no 
with terrors, but like the serene and ful hour of a closing 
summer day, and the spirit of this good man when it passed inte 
eternal and blissful rest, found a sweet repose from the labors 
of a useful and busy life, and when that great beyond and quiet 
haven known as death, which is but the tyrant of our imagina- 
tion, was reached by him whose memory we honor to-day, we 
can not for a moment think or believe that he felt that his fu- 

ure was— 


To die, and go we know not where; 
To lie in cold obstruction and to rot. 


Nay, nay. He went through ‘‘gates ajar,” welcomed into a 
land of beauty and promise, a land of pure delight,” and there 
he found a cure-all for the fatigue of years. By death the gates 
of fame to him were opened, and the doors of envy forever 
closed. All competitions and rivalships were at an end, and 
our friend but used the path— 

That must be trod 
If man would ever pass to God. 

In his death, as in the death of every good man, we look from 
time into the vale of eternity, and from a life of ache, imprison- 
ment, and the infirmities of age, into a new life of eternal youth 
and blissful immortality. Death tosuchas he is but the opening 
of life, the life that lives forever. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, was the peaceful and blissful end of one 
who had been faithful in all his doings, and it is an honor to this 
body to have it said he was one of us; his end was peace, the 
sure reward of a life of devotion to duty. Fidelity, integrity, 
and honesty were the marked characteristics of this good man. 
These speak louder than words of eulogy. Like unto a ripened 
shock of corn, like wheat ready for the garner, after the fulfill- 
ment of the allotment of years allowed by God to man he was 
gathered to his fathers. -Of such we can truly say: 

There are no dead, we fall asleep, 

To waken where they never we 

We close our eyes on pain gn ata, 
Our breath ebbs out. but life flows in. 

And of our illustrious dead whose memory we this day honor 
we can say as was truthfully said and written of another of 
America’s great men: 

Of him no envious tongue upbraids, 
His name a nation's heart shall keep 


Till morning's latest sunlight fades 
On the blue tablet of the deep. 


His memory is sweet as the essence of the purest of flowers, 
and his example is one worthy of the emulation of each one 
of us. 


[Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania withholds his remarks for 
revision. See Appendix.] 


[Mr. REILLY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. } 


[Mr. SPRINGER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, among all civi- 


-lized peoples from immemorial times it has been a beautiful 


custom to mingle with laments for the dead eulogies of their 
well-spent lives. The Greek elegy, the resounding prose of the 
Roman orators, the limpid speech and incisive phrase of the 
French Academy, and the lofty and pathetic verse of Milton and 
Tennyson have been alike in the one t pur of teaching 
the lesson that the highest life is that which is lived for others. 
The public servant has this reward, that as the tendency of his 
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toil and labor is to take him out of himself and set before him 
the public good as his highest aim, so the popular heart is will- 
ing to condone his faults and errors and to remember only that 
he was one who had in his way striven to serve his fellow-man. 
But when such a public servant has brought uncommon phys- 
ical energy, blessed with long life and large faculties of head 
and heart, to the tasks and obligations of political life, we must 
feel it to bea sad, yet sacred, duty to bring our unavailing re- 
grets, mingled with words of commendation, to his bier. 

Mr. Speaker, a good man has fallen; avaluable public servant 
has gone from among us. A representative of some of the best 
elements of our national progress, a tried and trusted legislator 
has answered at a higher roll call than this. 

Charles O Neill came of old Revolutionary stock. His grand- 
father handled a musket in the war for Independence as a member 

- of Capt. Helm s company of the New Jersey line. When the war 
was over he laid down his gun and took up the more peaceful occu- 
pation of teaching school at New Castle, in the State of Delaware. 

His son afterwards removed to thecity of Philadelphia, where 
his son, Charles O'Neill, was born on the 2istday of March, 1821, 
in a house built during the Revolutionary war onground owned 
by the venerable parish of St. Peter's Church, on the northside 
of Spruce street, between Fourth and Fifth streets, and in it 

his youthful days. His preparatory education was re- 
ceived at the celebrated school of the Society of Friends on 
Fourth street in the said city, under thecharge of John Sander- 
son a scholar who has left his impress on many of his pupils. 
Thus, well grounded, young ONeill entered Dickinson College 
at Carlisle, in the State of Pennsylvania, without difficulty in 
the year 1837, and while there that patient industry was devel- 
oped which s9 characterized his later life. 

During his stay in college the president wrote his mother 
that he had seen enough of the boy to know that he would make 
his mark in the world if givena chance, and advised on gradua- 
tion that he should parma the study of the law. Thisletter was 
the turning point of his life, for on taking hisdegree in the year 
1840, he entered the office of that distinguished barrister, the 
Hon. George M. Dallas, afterward Vice-President of the United 
States, and in the year 1843 was admitted to the practice of law 
in the courts of his native city. 

Mr. O'Neill soon developed a taste and aptitude for public 
affairs,and in the year 1850, while still ayoung man was honored 
by his fellow-citizens by an election to the house of representa- 
ves of the State of Pennsylvania on the Whig ticket, and was 
complimented by a reslection in the years 1851 and 1852. So 
well did he fulfill his duties as a representative that his constit- 
uents in the next year promoted him to the State senate, where 
he was noted for the same strict attention to the interests of his 
district, which now eovered a larger field and more diversified 
interests. In the year 1860 he was again returned to the house 
of representatives of his State as a Republican. 

The career of Charles O Neill in public life was no sudden 
streak of fortune or of happy accident, as has characterized the 
n of so many men distinguished in the history of our 
country, but was founded and continued upon a conscientious 
performance of duty which gradually impressed itself upon the 
people of his city, and who showed their appreciation by his 
steady advancement at their hands, at the same time moved by 
a conviction that it was for their own advantage to retain the 
services of so faithful a public servant. 

Ho was nominated by the Republicans for Congress in the year 
1861. That party had not the hold upon the people at that date 
that it afterward acquired; and Col. Charles P. Biddle, agallant 
soldier, was his Democratic opponent. Despite these facts so 
great was O'Neills’ popuanity that he was defeated by only 218 
votes, and for the following term he defeated Col. Biddle by 
2,546 votes. Mr. O Neill's majorities increased steadily during 
his nsari thirty years of service, his last being in the year 1892 
6,405. He was returned us a Representative to Congress contin- 
uously except one term, when he was defeated by John V. 
Creely, an independent Republican supported by the Democrats. 

The history of Mr. O’Neill for the nearly thirty years of his 
Congressional career is intimately interwoven with the history 
of the period of that service, and the student will find the record 
of his acts in harmony with the loyal efforts to preserve the 
Union and with the best interests of the financial management 
of the country and on the vital questions of currency, tariff, and 
commerce were conservative and sound, as propounded by the 
best minds and the closest thinkers of his party. 

His chief and marked characteristic was his regular attend- 
ance upon the sessions of this House, his strict attentions to the 

uestions under consideration, and to the wants of his people. 

o constituent ever had to write him a second time to secure 
attention to his request, and no interview was ever denied an 

plicant in Washington or at his home. The services of no 

rgeant-at-Arms was ever necessary to notify him that the 


eae business was being delayed on account of his absence, and 
ut few quorums failed for the lack of his vote. 

Mr. O'Neill did not pose as an orator, and never spoke unless 
he had something to say bearing on the question at issue. He 
never failed tocommand the respect and attention of his col- 
leagues because they knew that peculiarity. His talk was al- 
ways vigorous, concise,and accurate. In committee he was a 
most useful and indefatigable worker and always alert to ad- 
vance or protect the interest of Philadelphia; and to him as 
much as to any member is she indebted for the appropriations 
made from time to time for the harbor improvements and also 
theappropriation for the new mint to be built in the city of Phila- 


elphia. 

The average citizen does not realize the requirements of leg- 
islative bodies and of governments as to details; both would be- 
come so clogged that the frame of society would dissolve if it 
were not for the patient, unassuming, industrious public servant 
like Charles O'Neill, who for forty years served his ple so 
well. Through this long term of service no breath of dishonest 
scandal ever touched his name, and when it is remembered that 
great men, his colleagues and friends, were besmirched with 
the Credit Mobilier” and Star Route“ frauds, to say nothing 
of lesser corrupt . it adds the luster of unussailed in- 
tegrity as another laurel to lay in his bier. 

Mr. O'Neill was not ambitious, unless it was for the continued 
approval and acknowledgment of services advantageous to his 
constituents. His aspirations never led him to wish for or to 
seek the Speakership of the House, although his long service 
and great knowledge of parliamentary law gave him a claim to 
that honorable position. His idea of Congressional service was 
upon the floor of the House, continued by successive elections 
showing the undiminished confidence of his district. He had 
his wish and died the father of the House,“ and will take his 
pines in history beside his colleagues who also attained similar 

onor, and the names of Kelley, Randall, and O'Neill will ever 
stand out brilliantly from among the sons of Pennsylvania who 
shed luster upon their native State by their able representation 
in the National Legislature. 

During his course in Congress he had as colleagues Thaddeus 
Stevens, James K. Moorhead, Edward McPherson, and GALUSHA 
A. GROW, so recently returned a member, full of years and 
honors, but alas, to find but few of his former associates left. 
From other States were seated Justin S. MORRILL, Henry L. 
Dawes, John A. Logan, William Windom, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Roscoe Conkling, James G. Blaine, James A. Garfield, 
Nathaniel P. Banks, Samuel S. Cox, and WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
who is still a member, and suecceds Mr. O'Neill as father of 
the House.” 

It is given to but few of a member's constituents to know of 
his home life, but it was there that some of the strongest and 
loveliest traits of the one we mourn to-day showed themselves. 
It wasin his library, crowded with documents of every sort that 
related to Philadelphia, that his great knowledge of hoe affairs 
and of all things that concerned her citizens was demonstrated. 
He was familiar with every measure, public or private, relating 
to Philadelphia, and his information was at the disposal of all. 

One of the marked traits of the deceased was his gentle nature 
and kindness toward his associates. A beautiful compliment 
was once paid toa Senator that the consciousness of having 
unintentionally used a discourteous expression would bring a 
blush to his face.” It might with equal propriety be said of 
Representative O Neill that the consciousness of having wounded 
a brother member would have given a much deeper wound to 
his own heart. One who knew him well thus described his char- 
acter to me: He had great determination and was sympathetic 
to a wonderful degree: duty was his greatestcharacteristic. No 
personal pleasure nor thought of self ever interfered with his 
public service. To his country and his family he was faithful 
the same. Truthfulness was another trait; he could not toler- 
ate even in jest the least deviation from the truth. He had the 
simplicity of a child, the tenderness of a woman, with the 
strength of a man, and all that was most beautiful in him was 
thrown out most in his home life.” His death was in keeping 
with his life. 

The fatigue of the extra session in the summer was beyond his 
failing health. His last act was to administer, as the oldest 
member, the oath of office to the new Speaker. He returned to 
Philadelphia, where his vitality rapidly waned, and on Novem- 
ber 25, 1893, he laid down for rest and it proved to be everlast- 
ing, for he never woke. His burial, too, was simple, save the of- 
ficial presence of the Congressional delegation, it might have 
been thought a plain citizen was being given the final rites. 
But as one looked around the Presbyterian Church he would 
have been impressed with the sad faces of the many gathered to 
do him honor. 

Rich and poor were assembled there, for all classes knew they 
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had lost a faithful Representative and friend, and as the plain 
coffin that held all that was left of Charles O'Neill was borne 
down the aisle but few of the eyes that beheld it were undimmed 
with tears, and yet all felt they could find some consolation in 
Cicero’s eloquent words: His end was not unfortunate, for he 
died mature in years and full of honors and at a moment happy 
for his fame, but unfortunate for his country.” 


[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix.] 


Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, we are assem- 
bled in a historic Chamber whose walls during the long decade 
since its foundation have echoed and reéchoed infinite sounds 
as they reflected the roar of the lawmaking machinery of a great 
nation—the angry notes of heated partisanship and the persua- 
sive plea of eloquence. Here, we are more accustomed to listen 
to the conclusive facts of the statistician, the logical argument 
of debate; to present stirring pleas for right or to hurl flaming 
denunciation of wrong. 

But to-day no voices such as these resound. Argument has 
been stilled and genius employs its powers only to lay eloquent 
tribute at the feet of the dead. With sadness and the awed ac- 
cents which we use toward the one who has performed his last 
earthly work and learned the final, the mightiest secret that 
nature withholds from mortals, we, his friends and colleagues, 
gather to give testimonial to the life work and character of the 
man who has recently passed from our midst. For every dead, 
some tear is let fall. The millionaire is weptby his retinue 
of beneficiaries; the ashen face of the beggar is fawned upon 
by his faithful dog; but the cynic complains that this grief is 
seldom sincere, that these 3 and suits of woe are but a 
mockery and that eulogy too frequently consists of fulsome en- 
comiums, uttered in compliance with the dictates of empty for- 
mality and sounding with a hollow ring. 

Human nature is indeed weak, but it has enough mingling of 
the Divine essence to appreciate what is good and admirable in 
man, and, when called upon to mourn a truly noble character, 
its grief is real, for its loss is genuine. 

With such grief do we pay tribute to the memory of Charles 
O'Neill, a member of this House from the city of Philadelphia, 
and who was serving his fifteenth term in Congress when re- 
moved by the decree of the dread destroyer. 

The announcement of his death last November was received 
with lamentations throughout the country, for he had gained a 
national reputation by a ong and exemplary life devoted to the 
service of the people. The highest eulogium which can belong 
to anyone was paid to him when the people and their public ex- 

nent, the press, burned the incense of their sorrow around his 
ier, uttering voluntary praise of his virtues. 

As private citizens we then mourned over his grave; it now 
remains for us to give official recognition of his character and to 
record in our archives the deep regret which we feel for the loss 
from our body of one who was for so many long years hailed as 
its Nestor. 

The historical associations which so richly cluster around the 
city of Philadelphia are an inexhaustible theme for eloquence 
and reflection. Philadelphia gave birth to American Jiberty 
and proudly nourished the childintostrength: there was framed 
the wonderful document which bound us into an indissoluble 
Union, and there the early years of our Government, presided 
over by Washington and Adams, were spent in building firm 
foundations for the greatest nation on the globe. 

With such associations was Mr. O'Neill's whole life closely in- 
tertwined. Born in Philadelphia in 1821, his elder townsmen 
had heard the bell proclaiming liberty to all the world; had lis- 
tened to John Nixon read the Declaration in the State House 
yard, and taken part in ratification, celebration, and inaugura- 
tion ceremony. He himself passed daily under the shadow of 
that most notable State House and learned lessons in good citi- 
zenship and good government from the traditions of Penn and 
Franklin. 3 

How sincerely he appreciated the great deeds of great men 
was shown in 1871 when, as the Representative of his city in the 
Forty-first Congress, he advocated the bill providing for the 
celebration in Philadelphia of the one hundredth anniversary 
of American Independence, and in an eloquent and effective 
speech said: 

The people want it [the celebration] where the events occurred, where the 
Continental Congress held its sessions, Carpenter's Hall, although sur- 


rounded by commercial warehouses, still standing and destined to remain 
forever a Monument to the patriotic men who there assembled; where, too, 


See Ap- 


a you all know, isIndependence Hall, the very room in which the Declara- 
on was 
ing itself consecrate i to the end of time as the temple of American 5 
rtals. 
this bill? Let 
ow to the world that we can compete with every nation in the arts, 


upon, unaltered in its interior arrangement, and the build- 


never to be closed to visitors, who ever delight to enter its sacred 
Why, then [he asked] should we hesitate about the passage of 
us 


sciences, and in manufactures; and, more than all, let us declare that, at 
the distance of one hundred years from the day of the Declaration and from 
the very spot upon which we were made free, the men of America still 
cherish the memory ot those who laid the foundations of our greatness and 
of our unequaled prosperity. 

Mr. O’Neill soon realized his expectations of the Centennial 
Exposition; within a score of years thereafter he also saw his 
country so increase in wealth and power that it could give, to 
celebrate tbe four hundredth anniversary of its discovery, an- 
other World's Exposition surpassing in beauty and wonder any 
previous human conception. 

One of the most striking features of Mr. O’Neill’s public life 
was his untiring devotion to the city of Philadelphia and its in- 
terests. Let but the word Philadelphia” be uttered by amem- 
ber in any part of this House and_he was instantly on the alert 
watching proceedings, and always . the cause of his 
city, no matter what the question might be; delending her when 
attacked, lauding her when criticised, and always guarding her 
fair name and fame with a true lover's devotion until we had all 
ome to look upon him as the especial champion of Philadel- 
phia. 

No lover was ever more devoted to the object of his affection 
than was Charles O’Neill to the city he Et hee peti and which 
he loved so well. Even to have lived in Philadelphia was sufli- 
cient to secure for any such person his kindest consideration, 
and this affection for his native city was not that of the dema- 
gogue, but sprung from the heart, and as he grew older in years 
it seems his love for the city which he had honored became more 
and more intense, and none of us who sat with him during his 
last few years in Congress have failed to note the fact that his 
life seemed bound up in the interests and welfare of his native 
city. Never having been married, and having no family of his 
own, it seemed that the love which might have gone to wife and 
children was bestowed upon the city and people of Philadelphia, 
and it can be truly said that while that city honored him with 
such a long period of continuous service, yet he in return by his 
undying devotion and splendid championship conferred an equal 
honor upon the city he represented. 

Mr. O'Neill's education at Dickinson College had strengthened 
his ties to his State, and when, after his admission to the bar, 
he proved himself not only an able forensic pleader, but a citi- 
zen alive to the public needs, his native city, whose hearth he 
never deserted, sent him as one of her representatives to the 
State Legislature. For two years from this time (1860) he 
served in one or the other of the branches of the Pennsylvania 
Legislature, a period memorable in our history for the heated 
discussion arising from the sectional differences existing north 
and south of Mason and Dixon's line, a boundary which the 
famous surveyors had dated from Mr. O'Neill s own city. 

True to the traditions of that State which had been the key- 
stone of our early Union, he was staunchly faithful to the Na- 
tional Government, and when the awful throes of civil war 
racked the country his townsmen recognized his loyalty and 
sterling worth by sending him as one of their Representatives to 
the Thirty-eighth Congress. From this year (1862) up to his 
death in 1893 the name of Charles O'Neill was omitted from the 
roll call of this House for but one term, that of the Forty-sec- 
ond Congress, when the gallant war record of Mr. Creely aroused 
the enthusiasm of a people just mustered out of a victorious 


army. 

Faithful to his constituents, fully awake tothe public welfare, 
steadfastly upright in all his aims, he conscientiously and ably 
performed his duties as a representative of the 5 near]; 
thirty years, a term of service equaled only by one now wit 
us and far distancing all others. 

Among the ancients such length of time devoted to the people 
and to the nation would have been deified in their temples. 
They would have believed the gods to be the direct coadjutors 
of a man who could for such long years, through varying epochs 
of social and political progress, retain the unshaken respect and 
confidence of his constituents. Among the first to enlist in the 
ranks of that party who took The Republic” as its banner cry, 
he forever remained unwaveringly true to its tenets. He wasa 
firm believer in and teacher of its liberal conservatism, of its 
care for the people's industries and interests. In witness of its 
wisdom, he saw it safely guide his country through the perils of 
a tremendous civil war, and healing and strengthening, increase 
the Union from thirty-three to fourty-four States, the greatest 
nation in history. 

A typical gentleman in habits, manner, and tastes, the influ- 
encé of Mr. O'Neill's quiet personality was always for good. His 
were not the rhetorical soarings of the loud-voiced orator, nor 
the blatant leadership of the demagogue. He spoke to speak 
well, whether for or against the question in debate, and his 
words always received thatattention which they deserved, since 
his absolute integrity and his knowledge of the principles and 
details of his duties in this body secured him a respectful and 
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attentive hearing made more voluntary by his uniform courtesy 
and genial disposition. 

Mild in manner, resolute in conviction,” his name is per- 
manently written in the annals of our nation as an exemp 
type of citizen—a benefactor to his fellows, a lover of his coun- 
try, an honest man. 

he legions of heaven had watched him perform, day after 
day, year after year, the work laid to his hands, with never a 
shirking of responsibility nor a diminution of fidelity. At last 
they eried: This man is unimpeachable; we have tried him 
well and found him not wanting;” and, as he was again about 
to put his shoulder to the wheel, yet unbent by the weight of 
more than his allotted three score and ten years, they called to 
him: Rest, thou good and faithful servant.” 

Mr. REYBURN. Mr. Speaker, before the House adjourns I 
desire to ask leave that all gentlemen who desire to do so may 
ate remarks upon this subject. I have received telegrams 
rom my colleagues [Mr. DALZELL and Mr. BINGHAM] who were 
to be here to-day, but who are sick and unable to be present. I 
ask leave to print, not only for these . but for such 
other members of the House as max desire it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I hope that request will be 
granted. I myself had intended to submit some remarks on this 
occasion, but on account of sickness have been unable to pre- 
pere any. I desire to pay some tribute to the memory of our 

é 


ted friend. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The request will be granted in 
the absence of objection. k 


There was no objection. 

And then, in accordance with the terms of the resolutions (at 
2 o'clock and 43 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, April 2, at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and saverally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COFFEEN: A bill (H. R. 6517) to provide for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 6521) to prongs for the 
support of bastard children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other pur s—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) to provide for the support of wives and 
tainor children In the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
oses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A resolution authorizing the payment of 
$200 to Isaac F. Smith for services as messenger of the House— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution inquiring of the Secretary 
of the Treasury regarding certain interest-bearing Treasury 
notes—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 6519) for the relief of Shields and 
H. Bryant, executors of J. Youngblood, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6520) for the relief of Thomas J. Lawson, sr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6523) authorizing the 


President to appoint and retire John B. Turchin as a brigadier- 
general in the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) to place the name of John B. Turchin 
on the pension rolls at the rate of $100 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) for the relief of Josiah R. Allen—to 
the Committes on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) for the relief of Robert Coombes, of Har- 
risonville, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of C. H. Taylor and 18 others, of 
New Hudson, and A. J. Beller and 40 others, of Orion, Mich., 
asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Offics and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of the Forestry Congress, 
ee policy of national protection to the public forests— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Letter of S. T. Thomas, in favor of a 
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law to provide for the support of wives and minor children, 
and for other Werke tan the Committee on the J 8 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of Ii citizens of Mason City, Iowa, 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Resolution in favor of a 
Christian amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. y 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of 5,000 citizens, residents of 
the city of New York, N. V., in favor of the passage of House 
bill 4457, to provide for a new grade of letter-carriers in cities 
whose postal revenues shall exceed the sum of $500,000—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURBOROW (by request): Petition of Charles Wil- 
liam Zaremba, praying for reimbursement for voluntary expenses 
incurred in connection with the World’s Fair—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of T. T. Williams and others, 
citizens of Rock Falls, III., and P. H. Smith and others, citizens 
of Harmon, III., for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of New York Tobacco Exchange,in respect to 
sale of untaxed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Walden Otis and others, for 
a law to enable States to enforce laws regulating the sale of sub- 
stitutes for dairy producir mto the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of J. L. Flynn and 22 others, of 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., protesting against the raising of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Paul J. 
Averill and 47 others, of Grand Rapids, Mich., asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Molders’ Protective Association 
of Detroit, and of Goldsmith Lodge, No. 167, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Grand Rapids, infavor of the Government 
control of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. = 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition against Louisiana lotteries —to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of the Rev. Carleton F. Brown 
and 90 others, citizens of St. Charles, Minn., in favor of the pas- 
sage of antilottery legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Letter from J.C. Jamison 
relative to House bill 6921, regulating representation of Okla- 
homa Legislature—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of Sarah C. Gibson 
for pension (House bill 6513) to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Slons. 

By Mr. WILSON of ve e Petition of 68 citizens of 
Port Townsend, 44 of Port Angeles, and 200f South Bend, Snoho- 
mish, and of the State of Washington, favoring the 
the, Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
and Post-Roads. 


sage of 
‘ost-Office 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 2, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. < 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(S. 69) prescribing limitations of time for completion of title to 
certain lands disposed of under the act of Congress approved 
September 27, 1559, and the acts amendatory and supplemental 
thereto, and commonly known as the Donation act,” and for 
the protection of purchasers and occupants of said lands, and 
had appointed Mr. MCRAE, Mr. HARE, and Mr. LACEY man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1919) authorizing 
the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge 
Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, La., and Cross Bayou, near 
Shreveport, La. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
pore bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 
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A bill (H. R. 4328)for the relief of William B. Chapman, George 
W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. 


Curtis; 2 

A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, 
and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to be ac- 
cepted as surety thereon; 

A bill (H. R. t042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 3, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use of proceeds 
for school purposes; and : 

A bill (H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Red Wing, Minn. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing 
for the payment of salaries and expenses of additional deputy 
collectors of internal revenue to carry out the provisions of the 
Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of 
8 3, 1893; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Pres- 

ent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of E. A, Hopkins and 
14 other citizens of Litchfield County, Conn., and the petition 
of M. Falrey and 25 other citizens of Litchfield County, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 
8 which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of Capital City Lodge, No. 
3, Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron Shipbuilders, of St. 
Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
2655, granting American registry to foreign-built ships; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's National Indian 
Association. of St. Paul, Minn., praying that an increased ap- 
propriation be made for the better education of Indian children; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also pane petitions of St. Croix Lodge, No. 14, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Stillwater; of Invincible Union, 
No. 785, of Winona, and of Lodge No. 63, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen,of Worthington, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying that fraternal college and society journals be admitted 
to the mails as second class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY. The fact that I am a resident during the winter 
of the pineapple district of Florida is my apology to the Florida 
Senators for presenting a memorial of the Legislature of that 
Stat which I send to the desk and ask to have it read. 

The memorial of the Legislature of Florida was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, as follows: 


House joint resolution relating to duty on foreign pineapples. 


Whereas the production of the pineapples is zano assuming pro; 
of magnitude in the semitropical portions of the United States; an 

Whereas the large territory adapted to the growth of this fruit which is 
now being provided with transportation facilities is sufficient to supply the 
demands of our own country, if put under cultivation: and 

‘Whereas np poopie can not successfully compete with foreign producers 
who have the advantage of more fertile soils, much cheaper labor and less 
transportation rates; and 

Whereas this industry, by being husbanded, will rapidly multiply, afford- 
ing rich flelds for inves capital, and giving profitable employment to a 
largo class of our citizens: Therefore 

e it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That our Senators 

mtativesin the Congress of the United States be requested to use 


tions 


and Re 
every effort to secure the N of alaw imposing a duty of per barrel 
chit of 4 cubic feet. or, when shipped in bulk, 83 per 100, on all foreign pine- 
apples imported into the United States; and that the secretary of state be 
requested to furnish a copy of this resolution to our Senators and Represent- 


atives in 8 

Approved May 11, 1893. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Indiana 
County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
arrears of pension to Henry Schnetberg, a veteran of the Mexi- 
can war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the United Presbyte- 
rian Church, of Castorville, Cal., praying that the preamble to 
the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to rec- 
ognize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary, 


He also presented a memorial of the Trade and Labor Congress 
of Dubuque, Iowa, remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
ek pa ihn tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the 

table. 

He also presented a petition of the Burlington (Iowa) Division, 
Order of ilway Conductors. praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law, prohibiting thesale 
of transportation tickets by brokers, scalpers, or any unauthor- 
ized agent; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 97 citizens of Keokuk; of 77 cit- 


izens of State Center, and of Root Camp, No. 282, Modern Wood- 
men of America, of Monticello, allin the State of Iowa, praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admi to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Shaw- 
nee County, Kans., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
5 tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
improvement of the pobio roads throughoutthe country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of Standard Lodge No. 
138, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Detroit, Mich.,and 
a petition of the Operative Plasterers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the governmental control of the telegraph service; 
ee were referred to the Committee on Post-Olfices and Post- 

oads, 

He also presented the petition of Edmund F. Auger, and sun- 
ps other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J. S. Roberts and sundry 
other citizens of Richmond; of Tent No. 217, Knights of the 
Maceabecs, of Durand; of Arcade Tent No. 155, Knights of the 
Maccabees, of Richmond, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
that fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Los 
Angeles, Biggs, Fowler. San Francisco. Ione, Forest City, and 
Golden Gate, all in the State of California, praying that frater- 
nal college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class mat- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dum- 
merston, Vt., and a petition of sundry citizens of Sharon, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the saleof substitutes for dairy 
products; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commeres. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the 
lottery tratiic; which were re‘erred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. $ 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ansonia, 
Conn., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Lodge No. 46, Ancient Or- 
der of United Workmen, of Hopkins, Mo., and a petition of 
Founders’ 17 No. 224, Ancient Order of Uni ed Workmen, 
of Steelville, Mo., praying that fraternal society and college 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offiees and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented a memorial of the Elliott-Loefiler Com- 
pany and sundry other wholesale liquor dealers, of Lacrosse, 

is., remonstrating against an increase of the tax on distilled 
spirits; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Metzler, Sacks & Co. and 
sundry other importersand dealers in leaf tobacco, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., remonstrating ust an increase of the internal- revenue 
tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Catharine Clark, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying that she be granted a pension as one 
of the heirs of Louis Glass, late quartermaster sergeant, Com- 
pany C, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rising 
City, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of 74 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of an amendment to the 
preamble of the Constitution of the United States, recognizing 
the Deity: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a memorial of wool merchants of 
Boston, Mass., signed by nearly all the merchants engaged in 
that business in Boston, without distinction of , remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tarif bill. and espe- 
cially against the woolen schedule of that bill, and praying that a 
duty be placed on wool. I move that the memorial be printed as 
a document with other memorials on the same subject which 
have already been ordered printed, and that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. LODGE presented the petition of B. H. Welsh and 24 other 
citizensof Somerville, Mass., and the petition of Charles S. Gibbs 
and 28 other citizens of Lawrence, Mass., praying that fraternal 
society and coll journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter: which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent resolutions adopted by Sub-Lodge 
No. 32, of the Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron Sbip 
builders of America, and indorsed by the Industrial Council, of 
Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
pending in the House of 1 providing for freeships. 
T move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of B. F. Hall and 22 other 
orange and lemon-growers of Florida, praying that such provi- 
sion be made in the pending tariff bill as will enable them to 
overcome the difference in the values of labor between the old 
country and the new, and which will preserve their industry 
from destruction; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have received a communication from a con- 
stituent of mine, residing at Bly, Klamath County, Oregon, in- 
closing a resolution favoring a reform in spelling, and for the 
calling of an international convention to effect thatend. Ido 
not like tointroduce a bill to be printed, but I should like to have 
the matter go before the Committee cn Education and Labor. I 
present the communication and accompanying resolution, and 
. that they be referred to the Committee on Education and 

T. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of R. M. Pratt and 29 
other citizens of Dammerston, Vt., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating 
the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the petition of Dr. Philip S. Wales, late 
medicaldirector, United States Navy, praying that he be granted 
certain relief by Congress, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on 
on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire 
into the Status of Laws ee eerie the Executive Departments, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1831) to improve the methods 
of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port thereon, and moved that the bill and report be referred to 
the Committee on the Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures 
of the Executive Departments; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the 
University of Utah a site off the public domain, to report it back 
and recommend that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The bill relates to a reservation which has not been 
eos and properly belongs to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Committee 
on Public Lands will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill, andit will be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee ón Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill H. R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. 
Tomlin, reported it without amendment, 

Mr, ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 19th 
ultimo, intended to be propad to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, relating to the resurvey of the lands of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, Nebr., reported itfavorably with amendments, 
and moved thit it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 
le also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

bill S. 1583) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 28th ul- 
timo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that 5 be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 
agreed to, 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 680) conveying to Rafael Seguro, of 
Iberia Parish, La., the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to certain lands in said parish of Iberia, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration and that it be re- 


fasted. to the Committee on Private Land Claims; which was 
agreed to, 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. 
Catherine P. Culver, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I report, by direction of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, the bill (S.76) for the relief of William P. Keady, 
which may be indefinitely postponed, as such action has been 
taken in the Interior Department as renders the passage of the 
bill unnecessary. 

ane VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. DOLPH. Also, by direction of the Committee on Publie 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 889) for the relief of 
William P. Keady, I report it back, and for the sams reason I 
move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

Mr. DUBOIS, from thə Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by him on the 28th ul- 
time, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, providing for an appropriation forsurveysand resurveys of 
public lands, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was - 
agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to report a substitute for the bill (H. 
H. 3740) to amend an act entitled “An act regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Districtof Columbia,” heretofore re- 
ported from that committee and now on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed, 
under the rule. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the completion 
of a railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Van- 
couver, in the State of Washington, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1808) to amend the act of June 22, 1892, entitled An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at the city of Yankton, S. Dak,” reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis and 
Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn., reported it with an amandment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. POWER on the 
28th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported it favorably and moved that it be referred 
te the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 


BOOK-MAKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill S. 1680 to more effectually suppress gam- 
bling in the Districtof Columbia, heretofore reported by the com- 
mittee. I ask for the present consideration of the bitl. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Michigan reports 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. The proposed_ 
amendment will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
report to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and 
insert: 

That the provisions of the act of Congress approved the 3ist 8 of Janu- 
ary, 1883, entitled An act to more effectually suppress a n the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” and also the provisions of the act o Congrees approved 
the 24 day of March, 1891, entitled An act to prevent book- ing and pool- 
selling in the District of Columbia.“ shall not apply to — 
spring and fall meetings, at the Bennings and Ivy City race tracks when such 
meetings are held by organizations duly incorporated under the laws of the 
District of Columbia: Provided, That such meetings shall be held only be- 
tween the Ist day of March and the 15th day of December in any ah and 
shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each: And provided further, That 
there shall be but one epee meeting and but one fall meeting at each of 
the above-named tracks in any one year. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. IL object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from Michigan. S 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1893. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print 
the Agricultural Report for 1893, toreportit without amendment; 
and I ask for its present consideration. ‘ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


3384 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


APRIL 2, 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes 
to appropriate $300,000 to print 500,000 copies of the Annual Re- 
port of the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 1893; 110,000 
copies for the use of the Senate, 360,000 aon for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 30,000 copies for the use of the 
Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land why it is that only 110,000 copies are appropriated for the 
Senate and there are 360,000 copies provided for the House of 
Representatives? My recollection is that with respect to the 
printing of documents generally, one-half of the number usually 
given to the other House is given to the Senate. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from Tennessee is quite correct 
in his statement as to the usual order, but in the matter of the 
agricultural pried after a very long controversy in both Houses 
in years past, this proportion was finally determined upon, and 
it was so fixed in the printing bill which passed the Senate in 
the last Congress and is now pending in the other House. The 
joint resolution is in exact conformity with the numbers ordered 
printed in the last two or three years. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall raise no question in regard to the mat- 
ter. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL WOOLGROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,500 copies oj 
Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 124, Fifty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion, being an “Appeal of the National Woolgrowers’ Association, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred a concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. POWER, 
March 6, 1894, providing for the printing of 500 copies of Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 77, a memorial of the National 
Woolgrowers’ Association, reported adversely theredn, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present reports to accompany the joint res- 
olution and the resolution just passed, and ask that they be 
printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1837) providing for an in- 
ternational humane conference; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill is accompanied bya number of peti- 
tions of boards of trades in its behalf. I introduce the bill with- 
out knowing whether it is right in every particular, and there- 
fore do not care to be entirely responsible for it. I move that 
the bill, with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1838) to increase the pension 
of Caroline B. Andrews; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1839) to 
incorporate the American College of Musicians; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1840) to establish a depart- 
ment of public health; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask that the bill, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. It isa bill proposing to create a department 
of public health. Every bill or petition upon that general sub- 
ject since the winter of 187879 has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases, and I move that this bill take the 
same direction. That is the committee which has had jurisdic- 
tion of the subject-matter for a number of years, and there is no 
other committee of the body which can legitimately take charge 
of the bill 

Mr.GRAY. I wish merely to state my reasons for asking 
the reference of the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. I, 
of course, know there is such a standing committee as the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases, and certainly intended no disre- 
spect to that committee, but it oecurred to me and to those who 
are interested in the bill, that inasmuch as it has no reference 
to any of those subjects which are generally supposed to occupy 
the attention of that committee, and does contemplate the crea- 
tion of a new department in the Government, to wit, a secretary 
of public health, making a new Mopar knon; just as the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, it ought to be considered gravely by the 
committee to which we refer all bills that propose to make any 


material or serious change in the organization of our Govern- 
ment. I introduce the bill at the request of respectable medi- 
cal authorities and societies and not as my own bill or asinall re- 
spects representing my own views; and for the reasons I have 
stated I think it ought to have the consideration of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
suggest to him that there are two bills already introduced upon 
the same subject and for the same purpose that have gone to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases? That committee has charge 
of the subject-matter now by the introduction and reference of 
two bills during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not now a member of the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases, but I certainly think the Senator from 
Delaware ought to consent to have the bill go in the first in- 
stance to that committee. If it should turn out in the consider- 
ation of the question that there are grave legal matters or mat- 
ters so connected with the organization of the Departments of 
the Government that it ought to go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, I know the Senator from Tennessee well enough to be- 
lieve that when he reports the bill to the Senate he will himself 
ask that it shall have further consideration before the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

If the Senator from Delaware were to introduce a bill to create 
a Department of Agriculture, he would not think of sending that 
billin the first instance to the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
would necessarily first go to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry for consideration by that committee, and if it were 
thought advisable it could be further considered by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary or any other committee of this body. The 
bill for the creation of the Department of Agriculture was con- 
sidered and reported by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. If the Senator from Delaware makes objection to the 
reference I will move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Epidemie Diseases. 

Mr. GRAY. That motion has already been made. I will 
state that I have no personal feeling in regard to the reference 
of the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary rather than the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. I am inclined to believe that 
the sense of the Senate is that it ought to go to the latter com- 
mittee, in the first instance, and therefore I will accede to the 
proposition made by the Senator from Tennessee, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases? The Chair hears none, and 
the bill is so referred. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1841) to provide that all 

rsons employing female help in stores, shops, offices, or manu- 

actories shall provide seats for the same when not actively em- 
ployed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1842) granting a pension to 
Eliza E. Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Ge also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1843) to authorize the 
Philidelphia and Camden Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Delaware River, and for other purposes; which was 
vead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1844) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Jacob L. Neighbarger; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN intreduced a bill (S. 1845) granting a pension to 
Isaac D. Gregg; which was read twice by is title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1846) granting a pension to 
J. M. Swift; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1847) for improving the Yamhill 
River; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pany paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1848) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia Weeks; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill S. 1849) for the relief of H. 
A. Eldred; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
por pany ig papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 1850) making an appropria- 
tion to complete the appraisement of improvements of intruders 
in the Cherokee Nation and to ascertain and adjudicate their 
rente therein,and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its e. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to say that I have not prepared the 
bill and do not wish to be held responsible for all its pro ions. 
But it is a subject that needs consideration and I have consented 
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to introduce the bill. I move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 1851) for the relief of 
Samuel V. B. Strider: which was read twiceby its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 72) to permit 
Capt. T. O. Selfridge, United States Navy, to receive a decora- 
tion conferred upon bim by the President of the Republic of 
France; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted sundry amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


HOWARD'S PAPER ON THE LABOR PROBLEM. 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor 1,000 copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 95, entitled, A 
Solution of the Labor Probiem. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS, 


5 submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


- Resolved, That the President of the United States with a view to encour- 
age and extend our commercial relations with China and other Asiatic coun- 
tries, be uested to enter into negotiations with the Republic of Mexico, 
looking to the coinage by the Uni States,at its mints,of standard Mex- 
ican dollars. under some proper agreement with the said Republic of Mex- 
ico as to seigniorage, method and amount of said coinage; and that he be 
further requested to report the result of his negotiations to the Senate. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. The resolution may lie over until to-mor- 
row. when I shall call it up at the proper time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH RUSSIA. 


Mr. TURPIE submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 
Kesolred, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be requested to con- 
_ sider the expediency of considering the undertaking of further negotiations 
upon the subject of procuring certain modifications of the existing extra- 
dition treaty with the Russian Empire rer pha thearrest and extradition 
of persons charged with offenses designated in said treaty as not political. 


551 TUSE I ask that the resolution lie on the table and 
be printed. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, itis so ordered. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4328) for the relief of William B. Chapman, 
George W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph 
H.Curtis was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to be 
accepted as surety thereon, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 3, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof. and use of proceeds for 
school pur , was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

The bill (H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Red Wing, Minn., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER March 28, 1894, was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is beroni instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or 8 the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
. anh id = future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
andobtaine 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to make a report, which I ask leave to submit at this 


time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Alabama to make a report. 
BERING SEA AWARD. 
lt. MORGAN. I am instructed by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations to report a bill, which originated with the com- 
mit tee, to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of 


Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, 
for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions 
concerning the preservation of fur seals. 

Tek thatthe bill may now receive itsfirst reading in the Senate 
ut length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read the first time 
at length. 

The bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain concluded at Washington Feb- 
ruary 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration cer- 
tain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals, was 
read the first time at length, as follows: 


Whereas the following articles of the award of the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion constituted under the hah | concluded at Washington the 29th of Feb- 
ruary, 1892, between the United States of America and Her esty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, were delivered 
to the agents of the respective Governments on the 15th day of August, 1893: 


ARTICLE 1. 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall forbid their 
citizens and subjects respectively to kill, capture, or pursue, at any time 
and in any manner whatever, the animals commonly called fur seals within 
a zon of 60 miles around the Pribiloy Islands, inclusive of the territorial 
waters, 

The miles mentioned in the preceding paragraph are geopraphical miles, 
of 60 to a degree of latitude. 

ARTICLE 2. 


The two Governments shall forbid their citizens and subjects respectively 
to kill, capture, or pursue, in any manner whatever, during the season ex- 
tending, each year, from the Ist of May to the 3istof July, both inclusive, 
the fur seals on the high sea, in the part of the Pacific Ocean, inclusive ot 
the Behring Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of 
north latitude, and eastward of the one hundred and eightieth degree of 
longitude from Greenwich till it strikes the water boundary descri in ar- 
ticle 1 of the treaty of 1867 between the United States and Russia, and fol- 
lowing that line up to Behrings Straits, 


ARTICLE 3. 


During the period of time and in the waters in which the fur-seal Saute 
is allowed, only sailing vessels shall be tted to carry on or take par 
in fur-seal fishing operations. They will, however, be at liberty to avail 
themselves of the use of such canoes or undecked boats, propelled by pad- 
dies, oars, or sails, as are in common use as fishing boats. 


ARTICLE 4. 


Each sailing vessel authorized to fish for fur seals must be provided with 
a TORA license issued for that purpose by its Government, and shall be re- 
quired to carry a distinguishing flag to be prescribed by its Government. 


ARTICLE 5. 


The masters of the vessels engaged in fur-seal fishing shall enter accu- 
rately in their oficial log book the date and place of each fur-seal fi 
operation, and also the number and sex of the seals captured upon 
day. These entries shall be communicated by each of the two governments 
to the other at the end of each fishing season. 


ARTICLE 6, 


The use of nets, firearms, and explosives shall be forbidden in the fur-seal 
fishing. This restriction shall not apply to shotguns when such fishing 
takes place outside of Behring Sea, during the season when it may be law- 
fully carried on. 

ARTICLE 7. 


The two governments shall take measures to control the fitmess of the 
men authorized to eng in fur-seal fishing; these men shall have been 
proved fit to handle with sufficient skill the weapons by means of which 
this fishing may be carried on. 


ARTICLE 8. 


The regulations contained in the preced articles shall not apply to In- 
diansdwelling on the coast of the territory of the United States or of Great 
Britain, and carrying on fur-seal fishing in canoes or undecked boats not 
transported by or used in connection with other vessels and propelled wholly 
by paddles, oars or sails and manned by not more than five persons each in 
the way hitherto practiced by the Indians, provided such Indians are not in 
the employment of other persons, and provided that when so hunting in ca- 
noes or undecked boats, they shall not hunt fur seals outside of territorial 
waters under contract for the delivery of the skins to any person. 

This exemption shall not be construed to affect the municipal law of either 
country, nor shall it extend to the waters of Behring Sea or the waters of 
the Aleutian Passes. k 

Nothing herein contained is intended to interfere with the employment of 
Indians as hunters or otherwise in connection with fur-sealing vessels as 


heretofore. 
ARTICLE 9. 


The concurrent regulations hereby determined with a view to the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals, shall remain in force until they have 
been, in whole or in part, abolished or modified by common agreement be- 
tween the Governments of the United States and of Great Britain. 

The said concurrent regulations shall be submitted every five years toa 
new examination, so as to enable both interested governments to consider 
3 peed light of past experience, there is occasion for any modifica- 
tion thereof. 

Now, therefore, be it enacted by the Senate and House of resentalives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That no ci of the United 
States, or person owing the duty of obedience to the laws or the treaties of 
the United States, nor any person belonging to or on board of a vessel of 
the United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, at any time, or in any man- 
ner whatever, outside of territorial waters, any fur seal in the waters sur- 
rounding the Pribilov Islands within a zone of 60 phical miles (60 to 
adegree of latitude) around said islands, exclusive of the territorial waters. 

SEG 2. That no citizen of the United States, or person above described in 
section 1 of this act. nor any person belonging to or on board of a vessel of 
the United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, in any manner whatever, 
during the season extending from the Ist day of Mar to the 31st day of July, 
both inclusive, in each year, any fur seal on the high seas outside of the 
zone mentioned in section 1, and in that part of the Pacific Ocean, incl 
Behring Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree o 


Article 1 of the treaty of 1867, between 


. scribed in the first section of this act, offending 
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north latitude and to the east of the one hundred and eightieth of 
tude from Greenwich till it strikes the water boundary d. oed in 
the United States and Russia, and 
following that line up to Behring Straits. 
Sb. 3. No citizen of the United States or m above described in the 
first section of this act shall, during the pe and in the waters in which 
section 2 of this act the killing of fur seals is not hibited, use or em- 
oy any vessel, nor shall any vessel of the United States be used or em- 
pore. in carrying on or part in fur-seal fishing o tions, other 
man a sailing vessel teagan by salls exclusively, and such canoes or un- 
decked boats. propelled by paddies, oars, or as may 8 and be 
used in connection with such sailing vessel; nor shall any sailing vessel 
carry on or take part in such operations without a special license obtained 
from the Government for that purpose, and without carrying a distinctive 
prescribed by the Government for the same purpose. 

0. 4. That every master of a vessel licensed under this act to engage in 
fur-seal fishing operations shall accurately enter in his official log book the 
date and place ofevery such operation, and also the number and sex of the 
seals captured each day; and on coming into port, and before landing cargo, 
the master shall verify, on oath, such official log book as conta afulland 
true statement of the number and character of his fur-seal fishing opera- 
tions, including the number and sex of seals captured; and for any false 
Statement wilfully made by a person so licensed by the United States in 
this behalf he shall be subject to the penalties of perjury; and any seal skins 
found 7 rr of the statement in the official log book shall be forfeited to 
tates. 


Sno. 5. That no or vessel engaging in fur-seal fishing operations 
under this act shall use or eer. in any such operations, any net, firearm, 
or explosive: Prov . however, That this hibition shall not ap- 

to the use of shotguns in such operations aa of Behring Sea during 

e season when the 


other persons, nor to the waters of ing Sea or of the passes between 
the Aleutian Islands. 

SEO. 7. That the President shall have s ponar to make regulations respect- 
ing the special license and the distinctive flag mentioned in this act and 
regulations otherwise suitable to secure the due execution of the provisions 
of this act, and from time to time to add to, modify. amend, or reyoke such 
Sg ee as in his Judgment may seem expedient. 

EC. 8. That, except in the case of a master making a false statement un- 
der oath in violation of the provisions of the fourth section of this act. every 
mn 123 60 of a violation of ths provisions of this act, or of the regula- 
ons made thereunder, shall for each offense be fined not less than or 
imprisoned not more than six months, or both; and all vessels, their tackle, 
& furniture, and O, at time used or employed in violation of 
or of the regulations e thereunder, shall be forfeited to the 

United States. 

Sec. 9. That any violation of this act, or of the regulations made thereun- 
der, may be prosecuted either in the district court of Alaska or in any dis- 
trict court of the United States in California, Oregon, or 1 

SEO. 10. Thatif any unlicensed vessel of the United States 1 be found 
within the waters to which this act applies, and at a time when the 
of fur seals is by this act there my geet nag Sg sig ine ap 
bodies of seals, or apparatus or implements suitable for or ta 
seals; or if any licensed vessel shall be found in the waters to ch thisact 
applies, having on board apparatus or implements suitable for taking seals, 
but forbidden then and there to be used, it shall be presumed that the vessel 
in the one case and the apparatus or implements ſn the other was or were 
used in violation of this act until it is ot sufficiently proved. 

SEC., 11, That it shall be the duty of the President to cause sufficient naval 
force to cruise in the waters to which this act is applicable to enforce its pro- 
visions, and it shall be the duty of the commanding officer of any vessel be- 
longing to the naval or revenue service of the United States, when so in- 
structed by the President, to seize and arrest a!l vessels of the United States 
found by him to be used, or 3 in the waters last aforesaid 
in violation of any of the prohibitions of this act. or of any regulations made 
thereunder. and to take the same, with all persons on board thereof, to the 
most convenient port in any district of the United States mentioned in this 
act. there to be dealt with according to law. 

SEOC. 12. That vessel or citizen of the United States, or m de- 
st the prohibitions of 
this act or the re tions thereunder, may be seized and detained bythe 
naval or other duly commissioned officers of Her Majesty the Queen of 


vessels and ons asin this section specified only after, y AE N riate 

tion, Great Britain shall have authorized officers of the ted States 
a commissioned and instructed by the President to that end to arrest, 
detain, and deliver to the authorities of Great Britain vessels and subjects 
of that Government offending against any statutes or regulations of Great 
7 2 . 5 or made to enforce the award of the treaty mentioned in the 
title of this act. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill is reported by the 
unanimous vote of all of the members of the Committee on For- 
1 who were present at the meeting this morning. 
It is important, and it is so considered by the Government, that 
action on the bill should be taken at a very early period of time. 
I ask that the bill may lie on the table and be printed, and I 
give notice that, after the conclusion of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] upon the tariff bill, I shall 
ask unanimous consent of the Senate to take the bill up for con- 
sideration to-day. S 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the bill been read the second time? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has not been read the second time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the bill simply proposes to carry into 
effect the conditions prescribed in the award, itseems to me that 
there will be no controversy about it; there was none whatever 
in the committee, and I hope the Senator from Alabama will al- 


low the bill to be considered and the vote taken now, unless he 
desires to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. If there be no objection to that course on the 
part of any Senator, I shall be very glad indeed to have the Sen- 
ate consider and pass the bill now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every Senator has been provided with a 
copy of this bill substantially as it is now reported, with some 
slight amendments in harmony with its general purpose. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. ill the Senator from Alabama 
indicate the course he desires the bill to take? 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a second time by title, and that the Senate then proceed to 
its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama for the second reading and con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to that if the resolution 
which I offered a few days ago is permitted toretain its place, 
so that it will be laid before the Senate to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas that the resolution referred to by 
him shall retain its place and be laid before the Senate to-mor- 
er anorning? The Chair hears no objection, and itis so or- 

ered. 

828 MONGA Now I ask that my request may bə stated by 

D T. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama, that the bill reported by him be now 
STY oe second time and considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

There being no objection, the bill was read the second time b 
its title, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceede 
to its consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill having been read at length, there is 
no use in having it again read as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read at length 
and is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dared to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third 

ime. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
what would be the condition of an American vessel seized by a 
British vessel for violation of this proponi act and handed over 
to the authorities of the United States? Section 12 provides 
that the seized vessel— 

Shall be handed over as soon as practicable, with witnesses and proofs 
an ponni, to any naval or revenue officer or other authorities of the United 

Is there at present an existing law which authorizes a naval 
officer—this would be done at sea ordinarily—to receive such a 
vessel and to bring it home for trial? Should there not bea 
clause making it the duty of the propor officer to whom the ves- 
sel was delivered to bring the seized vessel into port? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator that the bill, as I 
understand it, carefully provides for the casa which he mentions. 
The seizure, of course, is an act of the executive department of 
the Government in the execution of law, and that gives to the 
court of admiralty, or the court designated in this bill, the juris- 
diction of the ship, tackle, apparel, and furniture, and of 
the persons found upon it, and the court can proceed under the 
general laws for the confiscation and condemnation of vessels 
which violate the laws of the United States to the condemnation 
and sale of such ship. 

I will say further to the Senator that, of course, this legisla- 
tion is expected to besupplemented by corresponding legislation 
on the part of Great Britain in her Parliament, and that that 
subject is to-day to be considered in the Parliament of Great 
Britain. We take it for granted, of course, thatthe Parliament 
willenactlawsof equal stringency, and conferring upon the courts 
of Great Britain equal 1 with that conferred by the 

rovisions of this bill. in any respect that confidence should 

disappointed, the Government of the United States will find 
itself amply provided with laws for the purpose of executin 
this award; but we huve no expectation that Great Britain w 
in any respect recede from the execution of this award, especially 
in view of the high example which the Congress of the United 
States is now about to set, of its willingness in good faith to exe- 
cute every part and parcel of the award of that tribunal. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to indicate any 
over-refinement in this matter, but at the same time I want to 
be quite sure that the committee, who are primarily responsi- 
ble for this bill, see the point. 

The bill provides in section 11, in the first instance, for the 
seizure and bringing into port of any offender caught red- 
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handed, found in the commission of the offense. It provides 
that The commanding officer of any vessel belonging to the 
naval or revenue service of the Uni States” may ‘‘seize and 
arrest all vessels of the United. States found by to be en- 
gaged, used, or employed in the waters last aforesaid in violation 
of any of the prohibitions of this act,” and take it to the most 
convenient port in any district of the United States mentioned 
in this act, there to be dealt with according to law.” 

That is ali plain sailing. Then, the provision is for the deten- 
tion in certain cases by the officers of Her Majesty, the Queen of 
Great Britain, and they are authorized to seize the vessel and to 
deliver it to any naval or revenus officer or other authorities 
of the United States.” 

That would be done frequently, and perbans ordinarily, on the 
high seas. Most nations have erusiers on the sealing grounds. 


Now, where does the nayal officer of the United States in this 


proceeding, which is a criminal one, and therefore to be con- 


strued pretty strictly, get authority to detain until he can bring 
into port a vessel which he has not seized, which he has not 
found in the commission of the offense, but which has only been 
delivered to him by a British officer? Should not section 12 re- 
language of section 11 where it provides that it shall be 
the duty of such officer to take the vessel with all persons on 
board thereof to the most convenient port * * to be dealt 


peat the 


with according to law“? 


It seems to me those words should be inserted unless there is 
some existing provision of law I do not know of which covers it. 
I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts a little more closely to the language of the 
two sections which he has just read. Section 11 provides that 


Mr. GRAY. 


All vesssis of the United States found by him— 
That is, by any officer of the United States— 


to be engaged. used, or employed in the waters last aforesaid in violation 
ofany 


e prohibitions of this act 


Shall be dealt with in a certain way. Section 12 says that 
Any vessel or citizen of the United States offending against the prohibi- 


tions of this act— 


That is, a vessel in precisely the same circumstances which 
are described in section 11 taken by a British officer shall be 
handed over toa United States cruiser, and when handed over 
the vessel, having been taken in violation of the provisions, of 


this act, will be in precisely the same situation, it seems to me, 
that she would have been in the case of an original seizure by 
the officer of the United States, and that the duty devolved upon 
them—which is the important thing—will be the same that is 
prescribed in section 11. 

Mr. HOAR. That is undoubtedly the meaning of the bill, but 
the question is whether that meaning is expressed. 

Mr. GRAY. Itseems to me it necessarily is so. 

Mr. HOAR. My difficulty is—if it bea diffloulty—that neither 
officer has the right to seize any poron for apast offense. That 
can only be done when he finds the offender "engaged, used, or 
employed in the waters.” If the commander ofa British cruiser 
finds such a thing, he seizes the vessel; but suppose he meets an 
American cruiser on the high seas afterwards, there is no au- 
thority to take possession given to the American ship if it has 
not found the vessel engaged in the criminal and prohibited 
acts. Soitseems to me there should be an express authority. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think 1 can point out to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the express authority is this: Section 7 of 
the bill provides—and that language is also followed up in other 
subsequent sections: 


That the President shall have power to make regulations respecting the 


special license and the distinctive flag mentioned in this act and regulations 


otherwise suitable to secure the due execution of the provisions of this act, 


and from time to time to add to, modify, amend, or revoke such regulations 


as in his judgment may seem expedient. 

That is a power given under the laws of the United States in 
a great many instances to correspond with the powers which 
are conferred by the acts of Parliament really upon the pri 
council, the power to est blish regulation. If there is any diffi- 
culty at all in the inte 


Secretary of the Treasury to make a regulation to cover the 
precise state of case which the Senator from Massachusetts sup- 


S. 
Moreover, I should like to say that the committee in consider- 


ing this bill and all those who have had conferences about it— 


and they have been very numerous and very close, including 
some of the ablest lawyers in the United States, and one of the 
gentlemen who was most eminent in conducting the case before 
the Tribunal of Arbitration has been consulted about this matter, 
and he has passed a very critical jud nt upon every word in 
this bill—havye found it necessary to leave open several matters 
that might besuggested in the way of administration under this 
bill for regulations to be adopted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury. The bill must have, of course, that degree of flexibility, 
so that the regulations can be accommodated to a number of 
questions and a number of persons who are included within the 
purview of its provisions; for instance, in regard to the Indians — 
on the coast of North America, both in the British Possessions 
and in the United States, who have rights guaranteed to them 
under this award of hunting for fur seal under certain specific 
conditions and at certain times and places, regulations are very 
essential, of course, toaccommodate this bill to the peculiarities 
of these different tribes, and also to provide in respect of our 
own laws such changes as may be found ne: in the nature 
of restrictions upon the different tribes of Indians, so as to per- 
mit them to go out and exercise the privileges which they en- 
joy under this bill. So that we have left included quite a num- 
ber cf matters which fell within the power of regulation to the 
discretion of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have observed in my humble 
professional experience when one good lawyer, like the honor- 
able Senator from A abima [Mr. MORGAN], is responsible for. 
the drafting of an instrument it is always more thoroughly 
done; but when ten of the best lawyers that can be found -put 
their heads together, there is almost always some defect in the 
instrument, each of them abating a good deal of his own cir- 
cumspection because of his reliance on the others. I therefore 
am not in the least impressed by the suggestion of the honora- 
ble Senator from Alabama, that a good many other gentlemen 
whom he has consulted think this bill is allright. Ifhe had 
said he had examined it himself, or drawn it himself, and was 
responsible for its being all right, I should take it almost with- 
out criticism, but as it is, I think I shall venture to move an 
amendment at the end of line 5, of section 12, which certainly 
can not do any harm, and can not be objected to. I move, after 
the words on board,“ to insert to be dealt with as herein- 
before provided.” 

Mr. MORGAN, I have not the slightest objection to that 
5 but I think it is included in the language of the 

ill. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the bill had passed beyond the 
third reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment can be made only 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Chair to announce that the bill 
was in the Senate. I did not understand that it had been passed 
to a third reading. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has soannounced. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move to reconsider. 

Mr. FRYE. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had announced the 
third reading of the bill. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts can be considered only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. IT should like the amendment to be again 


stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 12, line 5, after the words“ on 
board,” it is 0 7 8 to insert“ to be dealt with as hereinbe- 
fore provided.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Aud a comma to be inserted after the word 
„provided.“ 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been waiting for an opportunity to 
interpose an objection to the passage of so important a bill as 
this to-day. I have not been able to hear the colloquy between 
the learned chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
Mr. MORGAN] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRA x], also 
a member of that committee, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Toan]. No doubt that colloquy was interesting to 
them, but it could not be heard in this part of the Chamber. I 
inquired for a copy of the bill in order that I might acquire a 
knowledge by reading which I was unable to get by the ear, 
but I find the bill has not been printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate. 

I suggest to the Senator from Alabama, the chairman of the 
committee, after such amendments as Senators choose to offer 
and find acceptance with the committee are adopted, it will be 
more satisfactory to the whole Senate, I doubt not, if the bill can 
be printed and allowed to go over until to-morrow, when a final 
vote can be taken thereon. It does not seem to me that so ut- 
terly unprecedented action ought to be taken by the Senate in 
reference toa bill which contains penal clauses of the most strin- 
gont character applicable to citizens of the United States. It 

a bill making regulations in connection with the fisheries, 
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creating crime, and declaring statutory penalties against Ameri- 
can citizens. 

I do not wish to unduly delay a body which is so noted as the 
Senate is for the celerity with which it transacts business, but 
I do feel that I should lke to see a copy of the bill before the 
final vote is taken thereon. Therefore, if at this time an objec- 
tion can be interposed to the request for unanimous consent, I 
wish to interpose an objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the condition 
of the bill. The bill has been read the third time and the ques- 
tion now is upon its passage. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the amendment 
propone by him, 

r. CHANDLER. Ishall not object to that amendment, but 
Ishall ask that the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do notdesire to object, but it seems to 
me a better form for the request for unanimous consent would 
be, that the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing be reconsidered, so that the bill may be open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is right. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the vote 
whereby the bill was passed to a third reading be reconsidered, 
and that the bill be open to amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is barely possible some other Senators 
may desire to offer amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]? 

Mr. FRYE. LI object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I had the honor to report the bill this 
morning, I found myself upon a sort of tidal wave of Senatorial 
anxiety to have the bill immediately considered. It was not 
my purpose when I brought the bill in here to have it consid- 
8 at this hour of to-day, but to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate that it might be considered at some time during the 
day. All Senators, I think, have been provided with copies of 
the substantial parts of the bill and have had an opportunity to 
consider it. The case, as I have stated, is in an international 
sense an emergency case, and therefore I have very quietly gone 
along with the Senate in permitting the consideration of a meas- 
ure all the features of which and the necessity for the enactment 
of which are perfectly understood by this body: 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
interrupt him? y 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish simply to make an inquiry. Isee in 
the beginning of the twelfth section these words: 

Any vessel or citizen of the United States offending against the prohibi- 
tions of this act or the regulations thereunder may be seized and detained 
by the naval or other duly commissioned officers of Her Majesty the Queen 
of Great Britain. i 

I desire to inquire whether that is an authority usually given 
to a foreign country, to arrest and detain American citizens. It 
seems to me it is rather an unusual provision of law. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me refer—if the Senator will allow me 

Mr. CULLOM. I make the inquiry merely for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether it is a character of legislation such as is 
usually enacted by Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is a very unusual pro- 
ceeding, through and through. Some great publicists have 
styled tt as an epoch in the history of diplomatic association or 
relation between foreign governments, having for its object the 
substitution of methods of settlement of great international con- 
troversies that will be peaceable and satisfactory and will not 
lead to war. A very similar condition existed about the time 
of the establishment of the Constitution, when the slavery ques- 
tion was taken up in the Constitution itself and a provision was 
made against bringing slaves into this country after the year 
1808, The Governments of Great Britain and the United States 
entered into treaties with each other for the suppression of the 
slave trade, and they went on with a series of treaties, In the 
course of their diplomatic agreements they made provisions very 
similar to the one which is contained in the pending bill—pro- 
visions which are necessary in all cases where concurrentaction, 
whether by convention or by legislation between two govern- 
ments, is found to be necessary in order to execute a common 

urpose. : 

Tt will be seen by the third article of the treaty with Great 
Britain as late as 1870, that before that time this same thing had 
occurred at various times: 


It is agreed that in case of an American merchant vessel searched by a 
British cruiser, being detained as having been eng: in the African slave 


trade, or as h song been fitted out for the A pp Lapin t aE Tor A po end 
most accessible for ca- 


to New York or Key West, whichever sh. 


tion, or shall be handed over to an United States cruiser, it one should be avail- 
able in the neighborhood of the capture; and that in the corresponding case 
of a British merchant vessel searched by an United States cruiser, be de- 
tained as having been — 5 — in the African slave trade, or as haying 

fitted out for the purposes thereof, she shall be sent for adjudication to the 
nearest or most accessible British colony, orshall be handed over to a British 
cruiser, if one should be available in the neighborhood of the capture. 


Now, in this particular section of the proposed act in execu- 
tion of the general purposes of this award, which are the pro- 
tection and preservation of the fur seal (that is the great purpose 
of this treaty and of the award; in fact, it is the only purpose), this 
method of arrest has been adopted corresponding to those pro- 
visions which attended the effort of these two great governments 
to suppress the slave trade. The bill, however, contains a pro- 
vision that this part of the proposed act shall not be in force 
until Great Britain shall have authorized the seizure by Amer- 
ican ships of British vessels, to be carried into British ports. 
We, o! course, expect that that will be done. If it is not done this 

rovision of section 12 will be nulland nugatory. I hope that 
sa satisfactory explanation, both upon principie and upon pre- 
cedent. of the question asked me by the Senator from Illinois. 

I wish to state what T understand to be the status of the bill. 
The bill passed its third reading. Thereupon the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] asked unanimous consent that he 
mightmovyeanamendment to the bill. That consent was granted, 
and the amendment was made without objection. That is what 
I understand to be the situation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that when the 
Chair inquired if there was objection, the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] obtained the floor and, without 
stating that he objected, addressed the Senate. That left the 
matter somewhat undetermined in the mind of the Chair. The 
Chair has not yet announced that the amendment has been 
agreed to. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know the importance of passing the bill, 
and I suggest to my friend from Alabama, that I do not be- 
lieve any Senator here, when he reads the bill as it stands, wili 
object toit. It was reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and I may say it meets the entire approval 
of the Secretary of State. Still, there is a little feeling on this 
side of the Chamber that Senators have not yet had an oppor- 
tunity to read the bill. I think, under the circumstances, he had 
better consent, whether the rule requires it or not, that the bill 
go over until to-morrow, to be taken up immediately after the 
Journal is read, because I think every Senator must feel the im- 

ortanceof acting upon these regulations under the award which 
bes been made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Inthe course of four hours, at any rate, I 
can have the bill printed and back on the desks of Senators. 

Mr. GEORGE. That will do. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is very soap polars as we all understand, 
that the bill should be passed to-day. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then let it go over. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not pass it this afternoon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senator from Alabama to allow 
me to say a word. I did not intend to criticise him for urging 
the consideration of the billat this hour, because the suggestion 
that he should proceed with it at this time came from the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. I do not see any reason why the bill can not 
be considered later in the afternoon, or even this evening, but I 
do protest against the passage of a penal statute of this kind 
without an opportunity on the part of Senators to read the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Alabama permit 
an interruption for a moment? Ido not know what was done 
with the request for unanimous consent made by myself a few 
minutes ago, that the vote by which the bill was passed to a 
third reading be reconsidered. 

Mr. GRAY. It was objected to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that an ob- 
jection was interposed to the request of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire simply to state that in my brief 
experience in this body I have known but two instances where, 
a bill having passed to a third reading without a yea-and-nay 
vote, a request for unanimous consent for the reconsideration of 
the vote made instantly afterwards was refused. One instance 
cecurred a few days ago with reference to what is termed the 
seigniorage bill, and the effort there I need not refer to except 
to say that the purpose of the motion to reconsider was that the 
bill might be rid of some of its ambiguities, which certainly was 
desirable in view of the veto message which has been lately re- 
ceived. This is the second effort in that regard. 

The pending bill was called up without many Senators upon 
the floor realizing its fullimport, its effect, its great importance, 
It is, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CAANDLER] has 
stated, a statute with penal clauses, designed undoubtedly to 
carry out an existing treaty; Lam in accord with the general 
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purposes of the bill. I see the . dispatch in its pas- 
sage; but I knew nothing of the bill until this morning, and then 
I received in the usual envelope of the State Departmenta copy 
of the bill marked ‘confidential, subject to amendment.” The 
bill, I understand, has received certain amendments, but what 
their character is I do not know. There was a colloquy here 
almost in an undertone that certainly those who were within 
easy distance did not appreciate or understand. 

It seems to me it is no more than fair that the bill shall be 
placed where it may yet be open to amendment, back to the 
amendment stage of all bills, and that it be passed over until a 
later hour in the day, that we may have a chance to examine it 
andsee whether amendments should be proposed. I donot think 
the Senator from New Hampshireor myself can be charged with 
any desire to cause a delay that is unnecessary, but we do desire 
on legislation so important as that proposed in the pending bill 
that we may have an opportunity to consider it and not take the 
mere word of the Secretary of State that it is desirable, or even 
the word, without report, of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Senator from Alabama is 
willing to allow the bill to goover for the present and be printed 
with the hope of getting it up later this evening. The Senate 
haying given unanimous consent for its consideration, however, 
I think relieves it from any objection to going on with it. I 
need not suggest to my friend from Nebraska that he has no oc- 
casion to ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ofcourse I can move to reconsider the 


vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. A motion by the Senator to that effect will be 
in order, as he knows very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator knows that quite as well as I. 
But it seems to me all the trouble is obviated by the consent of 
the Senftor from Alabama to allow the bill to go over until a 
later hour this evening, and be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas going to make that suggestion, Mr. 
President. The Senate has seen of course that I have not been 
pressing the bill with this very remarkable haste, asit is termed, 
to its passage, nor has any Senator pressed it without due con- 
sideration and without there being a great public necessity, as is 
conceived, for the early action of the Senate upon the bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the remarks 
of the Senator from Indiana] Mr. VOORHEES] upon the tariff bill, 
and after the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]shall have taken 
the floor, as I believe he intends to do, the Senate proceed to the 
further consideration of the bill, leaving it precisely in the at- 
titude it is now until that time shall have arrived. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first inquire if there 
is objection to the amendment to the bill proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me, Mr. President, that that is a 
question which ought to be considered on a little broader plane 
than just one single amendment. I suggest that the bill be un- 
derstood as being open to amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall not consent to that. 
forced into an attitude that I can not recede from. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then Love to reconsider the vots by which 
the third reading of the bill was ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to understand whether the amend- 
ment I proposed has been acceded to? 

The Vic PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 

ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task that it be read, so that we may have 
some idea of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding 
after the words “on board,” in the fifth line of section 12, the 
following: 

To be dealt with as hereinbefore provided. b 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I object. I have no billbefore me, 
and I can not tell what is the effect of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to 
a third reading. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest, as the Senator from Alabama pro- 

to have the bill printed and go over, that the question on 

e motion to reconsider had better be taken after the bill is 
printed and again called up, and not now. 


I have been 


Mr. ALDRICH. My motion will be pending then. 

Mr. HOAR. With the Senator's motion pending. I under- 
stand that is agreeable to everybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the bill going over 


with the motion to reconsider pending. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When dol understand the Senator from 
Alabama intends to have the bill taken up? 

Mr. MORGAN. At the conclusion of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana on the tariff bill and after the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] shall have taken the floor. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Indiana proceeds with 
his remarks, I desire to inquire of him whether the bill upon 
which heis about to address the Senate has been printed in the 
form in which it was promised it should be printed before the 
bill came up for discussion? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. I will state to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and to the Senate that the bill has been printed in 
comparison with existing law and with the bill as it came from 
the other House. The bill in that form is now in the room of 
the Committee on Finance and can be supplied to any Senator 
who wishes a copy. I presume it is on the desk of every Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the chairman of the committee will per- 
mit me, I do not think the comparison has yet been printed. At 
least, I have not seen it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg pardon, I think the Senator from 
Rhode Island will find it. < 

Mr. MILLS. I have it here. 

Mr. ALDRICH., That is not the comparison; it is simply the 
bill itself. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I myself am in error, then, as to the infor- 
mation which the Senator will find in the Finance Committee 
room. I think the messenger of the committee will inform him 
that it is there. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be in the Finance Committe room, 
but [ have never seen it, and it has not been laid on the desks of 
Senators. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As the Senator from Rhode Island is a 
member of the Finance Committee, he can very easily s2e it if he 
goes to the committee room. 

Mr. HOAR, What is this copy? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not a comparison with existing law. 
Itis merely a comparison of the rates of the bill, not a compari- 
son of the text with existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. IfI may have the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana, the chairman of the committee, I will state that 
I think the comparison contemplated last week has not yet been 
printed. i understand it requires some little time to prepare it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I have been misinformed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that within a day, probably, 
the original text of the present law, with the bill as it came 
from the other House and the Senate amendments, will be 
printed in form. . 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that has not been prepared and will 
not be perhaps for a ony 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Iowa be kind enough 
to calla page and send him to the room of the Committee on Fi- 
nance and ask for the publication which arrived there this morn- 
ing? I have not examined it myself, but I am under the impres- 
sion that it is the comparison referred to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is this to what the Senator from Indiana re- 
fers? [Exhibiting]. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is not that. 

Mr. HOAR. Hereitis. I have just sent to the committee 
room for it, and this is the publication brought me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to stats to the Senator in charge 
of the bill that I called at the Finance Committee room and found 
this is the only document printed. So 1 think the Senator is 
mistaken as to the comparative text. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; [have been misinformed, then. 
I do not wish to interfere with the matter which the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] has in hand, although I 
ae to go on with the discussion of the tariff bill at 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ali I desire is that the unfinished busi- 
ness, the bill to provide for the destruction and extermination 
of the Russian thistle, shall not lose its place on the Calendar as 
the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will at the proper time 
lay before the Senate the unfinished business. The kous has not 
Jet arrived. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order, and the 
first bill on the Calendar will be announced. 
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VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 


The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washi who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as 
the first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. DUBOIS. In the absence of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorp] I ask that the bill go over, retaining its place on the 


Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will goover without preju- 
dice. 

SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

The bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and as- 
sistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In the absence of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. MCMILLAN], who reported the bill, I suggest that it 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S.971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has heretofore been read 
atlength. It has been amended, and itis now before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Letit be read again for the information of the 
Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. Task that the bill may go over without preju- 


ce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over, retaining its 

place on the Calendar. ` 
FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, 
trast, and releases of land in the District of Columbia was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be t over with- 
out prejudice. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretiries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
87) to provide for the printing of the history and digest of in- 
ternational arbitrations to which the United States was a party, 
and for other purposes, 

THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Rus sian thistle or Russian cactus, technically Salsola kali tragus. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business may be temporarily laid aside in order that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] may address the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4854) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Tie VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the motion is not debatable, but I 
wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from Tennessee. The 

bill which has been the unfinished business for some days will 
robably nottakea very great length of time, and I hope the Sena- 
ie from North Dakota and the Senator from Tennessee will make 
some reasonable ad ustment about it, so that it may be under- 
stood that the bill can be reached at an early day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam unalterably opposed to the bill the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota has in charge, but if there shall be a 

p at any time during the consideration of the tariff bill where 
tho bill for the destruction of the Russian thistle can be consid- 
ered and disposed of, Iwill cosperate with the Senator from 
North Dakota to give him his day in court. My object, how- 
aver, is to make the tariff bill the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator’s object. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is my object to hold it as such, and that 
whatever other bills may be considered shall be considered by 
consent of the Senate. I will coSperate with the Senator from 
North Dakota at any moment that can be conveniently spared 
to complete the consideration of the bill in his charge. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Isuggest to the Senator from Tennes- 
see that the unfinished business be allowed to remain upon the 


Calendar as the unfinished business, so that 1 may ask unani- 
mous consent at the conclusion of the routine business to-mor- 
row morning, before 2 o'clock, to take it up and consider it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I can not afford to allow the 
great tariff bill to play second fiddle to the thistle bill. I shall 
inte no objection if the Senator from North Dakota will 
get the floor during the mor hour to-morrow and ask for the 
consideration of the bill. I coSperate with him to secure 
its consideration at that time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. So will I. 
ens Ets (to Mr. HANSBROUGH). You will have no trouble 

ut it. 

Mr. HARRIS. But the tariff bill must become the unfinished 
business now ora majority of the Senate must decide that it 
shall notso become. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from North Dakota, 
if he will pent me, that he ask unanimous consent that the 
thistle bill be taken up to-morrow morning at the conclusion of 
the routine business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President;in view of the fact that 
the Russian thistle bill is a measure intended to preserve and 
foster the institution of agriculture in this country, and that the 
bill the Senator from Tennessee refers to, the tariff bill, is a 
measure which, in my judgment at least, is intended to destroy 
it, I yield to superior force. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 5 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me & 
single second? 

Mr. VOORHEES, Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with his suggestion, I have 
inquired at the Finance Committee room and I there found that 
the bill printed in the form suggested by the Senator the other 
day, that is, a comparison of the text of the bill as reported 
from the committee with the existing law, has not yet been re- 
ceived by the committee and they do not know when it will be 
received. 

Mr. HARRIS. In this connection, if the Senator from Indi- 
ann will allow me, I will state that I was informed by one of the 
experts who is engaged on this particular matter, that within 
the next day or two the work will be completed and the print 
upon our desks. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think that is very well understood. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the pending bill should be read in full. 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we may have order in the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators tore- 
frain from conversation. The Chair was unable to hear the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts requested 
the reading of the bill at length. 

Mr. HOAR. I made no request. Icalled for the enforcement 
of the ordinary rule of the Senate, that when a bill is taken u 
it shall ke read. If the Senator from Indiana desires to 8 
with his remarks at this time I shall make no objection to a re- 
quest for unanimous consent that the reading be postponed until 
he shall have concluded; but after what we have heard I think 
we are entitled to 1 in an orderly way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Task consent that the first formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, which is very often done. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let the Senator from Indiana proceed, 
and afterwards the bill may be read line by line and word by 


word. 

Mr. HOAR, That is what I proposed, if the Senator from In- 
diana prefersthatcourse. He has notstated whether that course 
will be more agreeable to him. 

Mr. VOOR . Of course I prefer to go on now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
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that the Senator from Indiana shall proceed with his remarks 
and that the bill shall be read at length after he has concluded? 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. TELLER. Or at some other time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Oratsomeother time. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none; and the Senator from Indiana 
will proceed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, greatabuses in government, 
strong by the sanction and growth of years, embedded in the pow- 
erful interestsof privileged classes, created, fostered, encouraged, 
and protected by the laws themselves, have rarely, if ever in any 
age, been promptly and totally eradicated exeept by forcible 
revolution and bloodshed. Such is the coneurrentand unbroken 
testimonyof history, Thespiritof peaceful and practical reform, 
on the other hands a reasoning and progressive spirit, moving 
forward, step by step, no matter how radical and thorough its 
ends and aims may b2, and overcoming the most gigantic evils 
with patient wisdom and courage, rather than by violent and 
wholesale assault. 

The protective system of tariff taxation as developed and 
N upon the business and labor of the American people, 
especially during the third of a century past, growing worse at 
every stage, is a system of indescribable injustice and oppres- 
sion; and yet who will contend that all its vicious principles 
and workings, ramified as they are through every branch of 
trade and commerce, can be annihilated by a single blow, or to- 
tally wiped out by a single legislative enactment? For the bill 
now 71 aa consideration no such claim is made, but in its behalf 
can be truthfully asserted, and will be successfully maintained, 
that it e a vast work in the field of tariff reform, 
embodies a great relief to the people from iniquitous existing 
burdens. ant constitutes a long stride, though not a final one, 
towards the approaching day of a full and perfect deliverance. 

Sir, I challenge the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the great and commanding fact thit by the provisions of this 
bill the seeming paradox of a reduction of taxes and at the same 
time an increase of public revenues will be reconciled when it 
becomes a law. I will not stop to consider at this point the vast 
individual robberies committed in protected markets, the untold 
and incalculable millions of blackmail levied by American man- 
ufacturers for their own pose on their enforced customers 
when cut off from all outside competition; it is enough for my 

resent purpose to say that we have liberalized American mar- 
ts, made them more accessible to the traffic of the world, and, 
while not establishing free trade, we have made trade freer and 
more even-handed between the manufacturer and the consumer. 
But over and above and beyond this wide and well-known field 
of extortion and injustice, it will be found from the schedules of 
this bill that tariff taxes now officially ascertained and paid un- 
der existing law onthe wants, necessities, and daily consumption 
of the laboring men, women, and children of the United States, 
have been reduced more than seventy-six millions per annum. 
These reductions are as follows: 


ennie 8 81,000,000 
On potter: „ł 1, 900, 000 
S ⁰ A .. ENE EE ss 1, 500, 000 
On mee eaa 12, 500, 000 
On 00d) So on cern Soop apap cc seee tS 300, 000 
EE7õͤõͤͤ aaea n aan 3, 300, 090 
On agricultural products ----..---+-------.-.---.--- 3, 300, 000 
IDB Spirit e cde aan ees enas ere eLe—= 1, 509, 000 
On cotton manufacture 3, 450, 000 
On flax, hemp, and jute manufactures 6, 000, 000 
On woolen manufactures... ....---.---------------- 23, 500, (00 
On silk manufacture 3, 500, 000 
fl ee 300, 000 
On srindrips E ß eee 2, 450, 000 
Transferred to the free list ä 12, 170, 
P4ß 8 76, 670, 000 


To this must be added the further imposing fact that the bill 
provides for a full and ample revenue, largely in excess of pres- 
ent supplies, with which to meet all the requirements of the 
pie credit. Such a consumm ition as this, so full of relief to 

e people and of strength, safety, and honor to the Govern- 
ment, may well atone for the imperfections and shortcomings 
alleged against the pending measure, and will constitute the 
rock on which the temple of tariff reform will be built, and 
against which, in the ameliorated future, the gates of avarice, 
3 and fraud shall not prevail. With such a beneficent 
and stupendous result now plainly within the reach of the Amer- 
ican ep 5 and almost ready for their eager enjoyment, I envy 
not ate of the party, nor the man, nor the set of men who 
shall constitute themselves a hindrance and an obstruction to 
its speedy fulfillment. 

Faults and imperfections can, of course, be alleged and pointed 


out; concessionsare apparent which have been unwilling 
and only when found absolutely n In order to secure 
articles on the free list as they came from the House 

ave been made dutiable under the duress of a small majori 
here, yet, deeply as I regret the . for these changes, an 
earnestly as I opposed them, I do not hesitate to say that the bill, 
taken as a whole as it now stands, with its combination of lower 
taxes on the necessaries of life, and at the same time increased 
revenues for the Government, will be bailed asa substantial meas- 
ure of reform and relief by the great producing masses of the 
American people, 

In fact, the average rate of duty, advalorem, on all articles 
made dutiable in the pending Senate bill, and in spite of all 
changes made by the Senate Committee on Finance, is lower 
than in the Wilson bill when it left the House and came to this 
body. This officially ascertained fact is overwhelming in its 
character and shall not be lost sight of. 

At this point I submit an estimate of the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year 1895, made in official quarters from 
ue best data obtainable up to date. It may be stated as fol- 

ows: 


Civil and miscellaneous 
W. 


ly made, 
its 


BN RSS I ea ey E A ee egy ee 
Indians 
Pensions 
Interest 
Postal service, including $5,971,736.89 deficiency s 
in postal revenues 4„«„4„44„v 90, 390, 485. 33 
Making a total o-. 451, 399, 485. 33 


To meet the appropriations made necessary by the foregoing 
estimates, I here place before the Senate the estimated revenues 
which are expected to accrue under the provisions of the bill 
now before us: 


Internal revenue under present lag $160,000,000 
Additions made by the pending bill: 
Won oes sie Sas ate cn dont nese ee 30,000,000 
ad ated CUS eer eS Sey ee ee ey tn 20,000,000 
JETTE i eee eS 3,000,000 
COBfOMB a5 cones a eee e ee 163,361,000 
Miseelaneenss ase „000. 
Pobtal sr rie... 84,427,766 
EE777ͤ ĩðV2v ese 480,788,766 


Sir, it will here be seen that the Committee on Finance of this 
body has taken a bond of fate, as it were, that no harm shall 
come to the credit and financial honor of the Government. The 
criticisms which assailed the bill as it came from the House be- 
cause it created a deficiency in the Treasury no longer apply. 
We present a measure fall freighted with revenue forevery call 
that can be made on the Republic at home and abroad, and with 
a surplus besides of 820,389,245. Sir, there is no terror to me in 
a surplus like this. On thecontrary, it is a source of safety, and 
can at any time be wisely and honorably devoted to the best pur- 
poses of good government, the payment of debts, and the sto 
page of interest. It can also be reduced by a revision of tariff 
rates whenever found necessary. My greatest apprehension in 
public affairs is a deficiency in the finances and consequently in 
the power of the Government to maintain its honor and to hold 
its head high among the nations of theearth. On this point we 
feel that we have made the future secure, whileat the same time 
we have made lighter the burdensof the people. Nor do we 
disguise from ourselves the fact that we are under very positive 
instructions in regard to the reform of tariff taxation. 

The appaniag legislation of 1890, known as the McKinley law, 
unlimited in its scope and purposes of spoliation and plunder, 
created a necessity for relief more immediate and absolute than 
was ever before known in American history, and the people is- 
sued their instructions at the ballot box accordingly. At the 
same time the riotous extravagance of the party then in power, 
taking an overflowing Treasury from an outgoing Democratic 
Administration in March, 1889, and ieaving it practically bank- 
rupt four years later, imposed upon those who are now responsi- 
ble for the support of the Government the imperious duty of 

roviding against ugly deficiencies and impending national dis- 

onor. In reaching results of such magnitude and importance 
as these, and in carrying out the interests and declared wishes 
of toiling millions as contradistinguished from powerful and 
favored classes, obstacles have of course been encountered 
gigantic in size, arrogant, insolent, dictatorial, and in some in- 
Stances sinister, perfidious, and dishonest in character. This 
fact could not be otherwise under the eee system which 
has for so meny years prevailed in this country. The natural 
selfishness of the human heart, prone to avarice and greed as 
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sparks to fly upward, has been educated, developed, fed, nour- 


ished, pam vernment it- 

self, until it now stands not only revealed, but confessed as u 

giant robber, a predatory monster, obstructing the highways of 

y e and challenging legislators themselves to stand and 
eliver. 

Manufacturing interests, which a hundred years ago were in- 
deed and in fact in their infancy, and were nursed and fostered 
while yet in the cradle of their birth, are now the colossal task- 
masters of the whole people, commanding tribute from every 
day’s labor bensath the sun, haughtily striding the corridors of 
this Capitol, and issuing their edicts in the tones of dictators 
for or against the enactment of pending measures in the Halls 
of Congress. Those who own and represent these swollen and 
arrogant interests do not hesitate to declare on what terms a 

bill vitally affecting 70,000,000 of people will be permitted to be- 

come a law, and in defaultof 5 for financial profits 
to themselves they will insure its defeat. In the hard-working 
days of attempted tariff reform they are met everywhere, and, 
as a rule, bear themselves as favorites of power generally do. 

A great specialty is their persistent and imperious demand to 
be heard. It is true they and their predecessors have been 
heard on thesame monotonous topic of monopoly in trade for more 
than a century: they themselves have said at this session and 
at the other end of the Capitol all they could possibly say in be- 
half of their huge gains, and it is printed for public use. The 
old stereotyped theme of Government protection for the lust of 
riches has long since been exhausted; not a new word or thought 
on the subject from their standpoint is now possible; time is 
precious and delay ruinous on the subject of tariff legislation to 
the business of the whole country; yetin spite ofall these things 
they assume an injured air, and raise a dismal clamor because 
they have not been allowed to occupy from January to Novem- 
ber of the present year in giving dictatorial instructions and 
elicts to the Senate Committee on Finance in behalf of their own 
unworthy, unmanly, unchristian desires to commit extortion in 
markets protected from free and open competition. They are 
also wholly and absolutely unmindful of the fact that every la- 
boring man and woman in the United States, numbering mil- 
lions while the protected few number only by thousands, his a 
vastly higher right and interest to be heard in his or her self- 
defense against iniquitous taxation than any manufacturer can 
possibly have in favor of the right to plunder by law. 

The farmer, the mechanic, the wage-worker,and the manifold 
producers of every kind come not here; they have neither time 
nor money to sparefrom their busy, overworked lives; they can 
not visit the lobbies of Congress to argue their side of the case; 
their careworn, sunburnt faces have never been seen in the 

urlieus or in the hurried, heated, anxious haunts of unhal- 

owed avarice; their hard, toil-worn hands are not grasped or 
felt in salutation as we struggle through waylaying crowds from 
committee room to the door of the Senate; the labor element, 
on which protected monopoly preys ravenously and unceasingly, 
is absent from the precincts of this Capitol, and well the million- 
aire beneficiaries of protection know that their victims on farm, 
field, and ranch; in workshop, mine, and furnace; on railroads, 
rivers, and in every toiling pursuit in which bread is honestly 
earned, can never confront them here and demand a division of 
time in discussion before the committee. The favorites of for- 
tune, pets of vicious legislation; those towhom the Government 
has farmed out the power of oppression over others, take no 
heed of the rights, the protests, the sufferings, or the servitude 
of the mighty masses who constitute the nation’s strength and 

lory. 

To the thoroughly protected and self-complacent American 
manufacturer, sole master of his own market and incarnation of 
human selfishness, his enforced customers, those to whom he 
sells at his own protected price, have a value, as slaves once had 
to their owners. Not more than four daysin the week belong to 
the laborer himself under tariff laws as they now stand; every 
hour of the other two days are absorbed in paying the manufac- 
turer’s increased prices on the necessaries of life which a pro- 
tective tariff guarantees. 

Sir, can there be any wonder that protected classes, and pro- 
tected individuals, who have been, as it were, taken into part- 
nership by the Government, every one of them, should break out 
into vehement protest and angry 1 when touched and dis- 
turbed by the spirit of reform and equitable legislation? The 
only policy, the only request of a practical protectionist is to be 
let alone in the enjoyment of the highest duty and the fattest 
bounty the Government can give. He makes himselfan obstacle 
to change from no other or higher consideration than sordid, 
brutal selfishness. 

Whatever may be his line of manufacture, from hooks and 
eyes to machinery for ships, from pins and needles to the wear- 
ing apparel of the human race, he cries out st all competi- 
tion or interference with his prices, not that his love of country 


red here on American soil by the 


or of humanity is shocked or offended, but simply that his lust 
for riches takes alarm. Nothing in the condition of his fellow- 
men, or even in the laws of nature, ever deters or diverts him 
from his intense pursuit of worldly gain. It is told by an old 
chronicler as an incident of the great fire which swept London 
almost out of existence in 1666, that when the flames were in 
their fiercest wrath, carrying consternation and ruin into every 
quarter and every home, and the people, pale-faced and panic- 
stricken, were struggling to and fro the crowded streets, a 
thrifty, economical-looking huckster was seen with his basket, 
diligently inquiring the price of kidney beans, which he had-to 
sell. The only fault he found with the fire was that it inter- 
fered with his trade. This is the only fault which a protected 
manufacturer ever finds with anything. He must sell his kid- 
net beans at a high price whatever else may happen. 

t is perhaps no more than just, however. to state in this con- 
nection that there is one circumstance which mitigates, to some 
extent at least, the obstructive avarice, at all times and every- 
xhere so vehemently displayed by the protected manufacturer. 
The Government itself, or rather the party leaders who have 
administered it during the past generation, are more to blame 
than he is. By bad laws t oy haye tempted him beyond his 

ower to resist and by an elaborate and skillful system for the 
nefit of the few at the expense of the many, they have opened 
the way for him to commit crime with impunity every day and 
hour of his existence by robbing his fellow beings under the 
forms of law. He has the license of the Government for mo- 
nopoly and extortion—a license issued and reissued, multiplied 
and supplemented in a thousand ways, authorizing him to rule 
markets, oppress labor, and get enormously rich, 

The enactment of the McKinley law in 1890 was a gigantic 
crime, not oniy againstevery working man and working woman 
in the United States, but also against every individual manufac- 
turer, and against all manufacturing interests. It was not so 
designed by its authors, but such was its real and inevitable 
character. It declared a policy so flagitious in principle, so rot- 
ten in morality, and so ravenous in its exactions on the absolute 
wants of life, that its possible duration was only a question of 
time when the next election by the people should occur, and yet 
the vast manufacturing interosts of the country were tempted 
and seduced into accepting its delusive bribes, and into an eager 
adjustment of themselves to itsalluring, though evanescent, and 
short-lived provisions. 

The most needed feature of tariff taxation is permanency, at 
reasonable rates for revenue, and with a due regard to the busi- 
ness and commerce of the country. The McKinley law was 
necessarily an unstable, unsafe measure; it was a reckless, fool- 
hardy experiment on the forbearance of the American people; 
it had no precedent in American history for its rash and inso- 
lent assault on the toiling masses; it dealt in dizzy heights and 
3 depths, and placed tariff duties on foreign goods, 
soeking our markets for sale to our people, at prohibitory rates; 
it provoked the wrath of the people, and the condemnation o 
Divine justice. And now that we are compelled to repeal and 
tear down thisodious structure of evil legislation, it issome com- 
pensation for intense labor and anxiety to hear it often bitterly 
cursed by the most intelligent business men we met as having 
been to them a delusion and a snare. Our purpose is to replace 
the law of 1890 with a measure of reform, safe, conservative, and 
harmonious in itself, and to which all ths wholesome and legiti- 
mate industries of the country will speedily adapt them<elves, 
and tenaciously cling for secure development and undisturbed 

rowth in the future. If this can be done without needless de- 

y,an era of prosperity will dawn upon all the diversified in- 
1 of the country such as has never been surpassed in our 
history. 

In considering, however, the obstacles which assail every 
effort at tariff reform, the specious plea made by the manufac- 
turer for the angea protection of his employed labor can not 
be ignored or overlooked. Brazen as the manufacturing classes 
have become, after a hundred years of Government caress, en- 
dearment, and unstinted bounty, they are at last ashamed to 
plead infancy any longer or to ask further protection and Gov- 
ernment alms as minors in the manufacturing manhood of the 
world. Like the Greek soothsayers of old, who laughed in 
each other's faces when they met, American manufacturers 
can not keep straight countenances when talking together of in- 
fant industries. They have, in the main, abandoned that old 
stale, worn-out plea, and adopted another more enticing in sound 
but equally deceptive and false in substance. They are now 
masquerading here and all over the United States as mission- 
aries in the cause of labor; they make most earnest appeals to 
Congress to protect them in a monopoly of trade and in amass- 
ing great riches in order, as they declare, that they can, and will, 
pay increased wages, and give a more generouscare to those who 
work in their employment. . 

Nothing could be more sublime than benevolent professions 
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like these, if they were found to be sincere and true; but on the 
other hand, the lowest depths of human depravity may be raked 
in vain for a baser or more infamous scheme by which to obtain 
money dishonestly, when it is found after thorough investiga- 
tion and long experience that the pretense of benevolence, or 
even of justice to labor, is absolutely and corruptly false. 

Sir, I stand here to deny that it can be shown anywhere since 
the Republican pare came into power thirty-three years ago, 
that the wages of a working man or woman, in furnace, factory, 
or delving mine, has ever kept pace with increased tariff rates. 
or indeed had any increase at all, on account of high protective 
tariff legislation. I challenge any Senator, or any workingman, 
or any assumed representative of workingmen, to show a single 
instance in the history of a protective tariff, where labor was 
ever recognized in a division of profits, where it was recognized 
in proportion to increased tariff duties, or where it was ever 
taken into consideration at all on pay day on account of the 
highest protective tariff legislation ever known. 

Millionaire manufacturers now profess a deep concern for the 
wages and the welfare of their employés, but willanyone in their 
behalf point out what law or provision of law, during a century’s 
experience, they have ever suggested for the protection of their 
employed people in the duration of their contracts, their right 

iv wages, or even for the certain payment of what they 
earn? e are.asked here to enable the manufacturer to amass 
money unjustly from farmers and their families in order that he 
can pay another class of workers better wages. On the contrary, 
all history shows that not a dollar extorted by the tariff ever 

‘oes beyond the pocket of the protected manufacturer, or reaches 

e cheerless home and stinted income of his employed wage- 
worker. 

if the reward of labor had ever been increased as an incident 
or consequence of increased tariff duties on foreign imports, 
nothing would be easier or more gracious to the advocates and 
beneficiaries of protection than to show that fact. The very re- 
verse, however, is true. It can never be forgotten that the 
enactment of the McKinley law in October, 1890, was followed 
almost immediately by a reduction of the wages of all workers 
in iron and steel, beginning at Homestead, in Pennsylvania, 
under Carnegie, resulting in bloodshed and wholesale murder, 
and extending to all parts of the country and to almost every 
branch of manufacturing industry. 

Manufacturers of iron and steel were especially favored by the 
law of 1890, and they talked then, as they do now, about the 
necessity of high protection for themselves in order to enable 
them to better pay their hired labor. They plead then, as they 
do now, for more money for themselves on the pretense that they 
would divide with the men and women who toiled in their serv- 
ice. The whole world has taken notice, not only of their false- 
hood and perfidy, but also of the ghastly results which followed. 
Wage reductions, strikes, lockouts,and labor strifes of all kinds 
contending for fair treatment at the hands of capital in ever 
branch of manufacturing, have never been so prevalent in Ameri- 
can history as since October 4, 1890, when the McKinley bill 
became a law. 

A compilation of facts on this subject, of the most remarkable 
and startiing character, has been made by the Hon. JOHN De 
WITT WARNER, an able and distinguished member of the House 
of Representatives from the State of New York. It is shown by 
him in chronological order, beginning in October, 1890, that 
within the next two years, the McKinley law all the while pre- 
vailing, more than five hundred strikes and violent contentions 
between labor and capital on the subject of wages took place in 
various States in the Union; almost an average of one strike or 
esa yp for each and every working day during that entire 
period. 

Such have been the hideous fruits borne for labor by the high- 
est protective tariff ever known in this country. Uproar and 
strife, from day to day, have marked the relations between pro- 
tected capital and unprotected labor, while the homes of the 
industrious poor have been filled with distress, often with actual 
want, and sometimes with murder. The most needed legislation 
in our statute books now is a strong and carefully prepared 
chapter giving legal security in the courts and before boards 
of arbitration, to helpless, oppressed, and outraged labor in its 
dealings with capital; capital made oppressive, insolent, intol- 
erant, and intolerable by the protection it receives from the 
Government, An enactment like this, by reason of its over- 
shadowing importance, must be a separata work, and can not be 
long delayed. In themeantime, I arraign those who hinder and 
obstruct tariff reform in the name of protection to labor, as 
shams and betrayers of the people and of the truth. 

Of the more than six millions of people employed in the man- 
ufacturing establishments of the entire country from ocean to 
ocean, not one has ever appeared before Congress, or any com- 
mittee of Congress, or made response in any public meeting, 
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stating that his employer, upon the enactment of higher rates of 


duty on pe ae, ever gave or suggested to give him a farthing’s 
increase of pay for his work. at the wage-worker wants, 
and of right should have, is not the false promise and false pre- 
tense of manufacturers pleading in his name for their own en- 
richment, but the solid protection oflaw against the instabili 
of his contracts, the uncertain duration of his employment, an 
the fluctuating rates of his wages. 


SHALL DUTIES BE MADE SPECIFIC OR AD VALOREM? 


Another objection, however, persistently urged against the 
pending bill as it has been reported from the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate claims attention at this point. There are two 
directly opposing policies in regard to the proper method of 
levying import duties which fall as a tax on purchasers and con- 
sumers. One policy demands that specific rates, as they are 
knownshall be levied on importations without reference to their 
value, but according to paniy or mere description. This is 
the favorite device of high protection. It completely covers 
from the plain tax paying people the actual amount they have 
to pay. For instance, who except a tariff expert with pencil in 
hand can tell how much per cent on actual value the purchaser 
pays when he buys matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, with 
a duty on it of 12 cents pər square yard, or mats made of the 
same material with a duty of 8 cents per square foot? 

How much light does it throw on the subjectof equitable taxa- 
tion to inform the day laboreras he smokes his pipa in the even- 
ing that there is a duty of 15 cents per gross on all common to- 
bacco pipes of clay? What kind of an idea does the purchaser 
obtain of the amount of tariff tax he pays on cotton cloth when 
he finds that on one kind of cotton cloth, not exceeding 50 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, the 
duty assessed is 2 cents per square yard; or another kind ex- 
ceeding 50, and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, the duty is 2} cents per square 
yard; ii bleached, 3 cents per square yard; if aye. colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, 4 cents per square yard? 

These illustrations, taken from the McKinley law as it now 
exists, might be continued indefinitely. The object in laying 
specific duties like these and others is plainly manifest. It is 
not desirable on the part of protected wealth that the people 
should know how much tribute they pay, or to whatextent they 
are plundered. Specific duties are therefore assessed, not ac- 
cording to the well-known methods of purchase and estimate of 
values in daily practice by the plain, laboring people, but by ar- 
bitrary rules which have no intelligent meaning except to ex- 
pert manufacturers who profit by them. When the farmer goes 
to town and amongst other things for his household gets a sup- 
ply of pearl buttons for their home-made shirts, he is informed, 
ifthesubjectis mentionedat all, that the tariff tax on them is onl 
25 cents per line. It sounds like a very small thing, and though 
he does not understand how it is done, yet he is not startled or 
indignant as he would be if he knew the real facts in the case. 

Under that little clause of 24 cents per line there is con- 
cealed from view a tax of more than 143 per cent on those 
buttons according to their actual value. The farmer has paid 
for them at the rate of $2.43 for a dollar's worth of buttons for 
his wife and children, and he returns home as unconscious and 
contented a victim of robbery as one who has had his pocket 
picked by a thief and has not yet found it out. Under sucha 
system as this duties as high as 400 per cent on the value of the 
goods assessed have been successfully hidden from ordinary ob- 
servation by a small, harmless-looking specific duty; and such is 
the case now in the McKinley law on our statute books. 

I turn, however, from this dangerous policy, this chief instru- 
ment of high protection and unbridled extortion, to another 
poliey of tariff assessment which a schoolboy can comprehend. 
An ad valorem system of duties on imports was never a delusion 
or a snare to even the humblest and most uneducated in the 
land. A given per cent on the value of goods bought can never 
deceive or cheat the consumer. With a piece of chalk on a 
board he can figure out for himself what he pays for the goods. 
and what in addition he pays asa tax. Lightand instruction 
for the people are to bo found in every line of an ad valorem 
tariff, while darkness and deception lurk in the very priveiple 
of specific rates of duty. Itis true that exceptional instances 
sometimes compel the use of specific duties, butit may be stated 
as a rule that tariff reform never adopts them if it can be avoided, 
and that the protectionist, on the other hand, shuns ad valorem 
rates as guilt shuns discovery. 5 

THE WALKER TARIFF. 

In the history of tarif legislation in this Government, from 
the first act in 1789 to the present day, there is one enactment 
which stands out in its wisdom, its success, and its glory over 
all others. The Democratic tariff of 1846, devised by Robert J. 
Walker, ad valorem inits rates from beginning to end, with not 
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a specific duty in it, has had no peer, no rival even, in the pros- 
pg fs secured for the American poopie during its existence 
asa law. The protective tariff of 1842, enacted during the as- 
cenJency of the Whig party, was in force when the Administra- 
tion of James K. Polk came into power and Robert J. Walker 
took the portfolio of the Treasury. The friends and beneficia- 
ries of protection were deeply enamored of the law of 1842, and 
claimed for it a greater degree of prosperity, contidence, and 
pepe throughout the country than had been known since 
1828; but the new Secretaryof the Treasury ass uled it at once 
and in unsp ring terms. r. Blaine, in his b illiant book en- 
titled Twenty Years of Congress, speaking of the tariff of 1842, 
and Mr. Walker's course in regard to it, says: 

Robert J. Walker was a Senator from Mississippi when the act was passed 
and was bitterly opposed to it. He wasa man of great origimality. some- 
What speculative in his views, and willing to experiment on questions ot 
ro venus to th» pointof rasaness. He was uota believer in the doctrine of 
protection, was persuu led that protective du tes bore unjustly and severely 
— — the planting section with which he was identitied; and he came to his 

ce determine. to overthrow the tariff act which he had been unable to 
defeat in the Senate. Mr. Walker was excessively ambitious to make his 
term in the Treasury an era in the history of the country. He had a dinr- 
cult task before him—one from wach @ conservative man would have 
shrunk. The tariff was undoubtedly producing a valuable revenue, and as 
the Administration of Mr. Polk was about to engage in war, revenue was 
What they most needed. Being about to enter on a war, every dictate of 
prudence sugge ted that aggressive issues should not be multiplied in the 


$ * 

r. Walker mide an elaborate report on the question of revenue, and at- 
tacked the tariff of 1812 in a manner which might well be termed savage. Ho 
arraigned the manufacturers as enjoying unfair advantages—advaniages 
held. as he endeavored to demonstrate, at the expense and to the detriment 
of the agviculturist, the mech nic, the merchant, the shipowner, the salior, 
and. indeed, of almostevery industrialclass. In reading Mr. Walker's report 
a third of a century after it was made, one might imagine that the supporters 
of tne tariff of 1812 wer eng: in a conspiracy to commit fraud, und that 
the manufacturers who prollted by its duties were guilty of some crime 
against the people. But extreme as were his de:laracions and dificult as 
were the obstructions In his path, he was able to carry his point. 

Sir, the glowing tribute here paid by the most distinguished 
anostle of protection to the great Democratic Secretary is am- 
ply behr ied by the results which followed and the work accom- 
plished by Mr. Walker. With the courage and daring ofa self- 
reliant, creative genius, he followed a financial chart and e m- 
pass of his own, and did indeed“ make his term in the Treasu 
an era in tho history of the country.” The law of 1816, whic. 
beurs his name and immortalizes his memory, is a most inter- 
esting and instructive piece of legislation for examination at 
the present time. Brief, condensed, and comprehensive, con- 
taining less than 5,000 words in all; terse, vigorous, and licit 
in language; bold, fearless. and commanding in tone, this old 
act of Co igress will never cease to be an object of admiration to 
the student of American legislation. But the policy which it 
embodies, still more than its mera structure, will remain 
through distant years for the study of the statesman and the 
historian. 

All the goods, wares, and merchandise of the world liable to 
be imported from foreign countries to our shores are classified 
und rth» Walker tariff in eight short schedules, each schedule 
being marked by anad valorem rate of duty, which applies alike 
to every article it contains. The whole field is covered by a 
system which l:ys taxes according to the value of the article 
taxed, and enables the purch iser to know how much he is pay- 
ing for the article and how much he is paying asa tax. The ad 
va orem rates fixed in the law of 1816, the Walker Jaw, range 
r m 100 per cent, the highest, down to 5 per cent, the lowest, 
and they were all impo ed for revenue only and in no instance 
for protection. Not a single specific duty is to be found in the 
entire law; every ambuscade wherein protection and indefinite 
taxation liehidden together under specific duties was destroyed, 
and the burdens which toiling millions have to bear for the sup- 
port of their Government were mide easy of comprehension, 

The opposition to such a daring and sweeping measure of re- 
form was necessarily most vehement and resentful. Its attack 
on existing abuses was bold and peremptory, and the strongholds 
of avarice were startled to their foundations. Indeed the cir- 
cumstances ani proceedings connected with the enictmant of 
the tariff of 1816 have a peculiar interest for tariff reformers 
now. The bill was reported to the Senate from the House on 
Monday, the 6th day of July, whereupon a motion was made that 
it be printed and m ide the special order of the day for Monday, 
the 13th, at IZ oclock. There ensued at once a most strenuous 
demand for its refeence to the Committee on Finance, but the 
motion to make it a special order with only seven days’ delay and 
without any reference at all, prevailed after an earnest discus- 
sion. The bill was taken up for consideration July 13, and the 
deb te in the Senate closed on the 28th by its passage through 
this body. It was approved by the President and became a law 
Julv 30, 1846. 

Sir it must have been a rich compensation for hard work in 
the discharge of public duty to have lived in a day of such 
prompt and wholesom: action in a good cause. The public men 


of fifty AN ago were not controlled or embarrassed by entan- 
gling alliances with great riches and giant monopolies; the 
moved forward in their work, not as men wearing manacles and 
subject to masters, but with the free gait of conscious rectitude 
and absolute liberty of thought und action. The coercive power 
of consolidated and organized millions did not obstruct their 
patriotic efforts at every step nor impede their achievement of 
speedy and glorious results. The debate which took place in 
the Senate on the Walker tariff, although lasting but. fifteen 
daga, was of the most powerful and commanding character. 
This was more especially true of the opponents of the meas- 
ure, since its supporters, toa great extent. refrained from taking 
part in the discussion. The opposition was led by Daniel Web- 
ster, Reverdy Johnson, John M. Clayton, George Evans of 
Maine, Willie P. Mangum, and others of greit note in the 
councils. of the Government at that time. Their speeches were 
characterized by impassioned eloquence, powerful argument 
from their standpoint, bitter assault on the proposed meas- 
ure, and the most intense predictions of ruin by wholesale and 
in detail of the business interests of the entire country in the 


event of its pago, 

The speech made by Mr. Webster, occupying two days in its 
delivery, was one of the ablest and most remarkable of his great 
intellectual career. In the full prime of his majestic powers, he 
l.unched them all against the pending bill. As an enactment 
for revenue, the object for which it was devised, he said it would 
fail, declaring it would ‘deceive the ho 
to derive from it that measure of abund int revenue which has 
been stated.” He was unsparing, inflammatory, and as it would 
seem now, unparliamentary in his language towards those who 
supported it. At one point in his speech he was so carried away 
as to exelaim: 

I must say, sir, that the notions which prevail in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. and in the Hxecutive Governnent appear to me to be almost insane. 
We were told at the early pars of tne session that the taxed portion of the 
community paid tifty millions to the manufacturers; it has now got up to 
ninety-four millions! Mr. President, if intelligent men, ef patriotic pur- 
poses, good intentions, and great. respectabilicy, in many walis of life, pr 
vate- and pub. ic, ever were seized with a monomania, that disease has t ken 
a strong hold on those who come to us wito such statements and sentiments 
as these. How else can we account for such a zeal for overimportation, a 
zeal which looks for a paradise on earth, if we can only be surrounded by 
British manufacturers witheut stint and without count. The love of im- 


portation has become a sort of passion with those at the head of affairs—an 
unthinking, headlong passion. 


Mr. Webster then proceeded to a very elaborate discussion of 
the bill under four propositions: First, as a measure for making 
all duties on imported goods ad valorem duties; secondly, its 
effects on cert in interests, supposed to be protected by former 
and then existing laws; thirdly, its effects on the navigation and 
commercial interests of the country; and fourthly, its eects on 
the great industrial employments and labor of the people. In 
every aspect presented by the bill to his mind he saw nothing 
but disaster and ruin. In its enictment he beheld widespread 
bankruptcy and national dishonor, paralyzed industries at home, 
and our armies in Mexico at that time put in peril by the loss of 
revenue which its provisions were certain, in his judgment, to 
entail on the Treasury. There was not a gleam of light to his 
eye in a single word or line it contiined. The woes and afic- 
ti ns foretold by Isaiah and Jeremiah of the guilty city of Jeru- 
sn em were hardly mo e dismal or terrible than the evils proph- 
esied of his own country by the great New England orator in 
the event the bill he was discussing should become a law. 

Sir, I have thus dwelt on the ad valorem tariff law of 1846, 
and in some detail on the remarkable speech of Mr. Webster 
in order, at this point, to say that not a single word of evil 
prophesy uttered by him or his able associates ever came true— 
not one. Their arguments were reduced to absurdity by swift- 
eoming results, their frantic predictions of ruin became a scoff 
and » byword in the midst of the swelling and unparalleled pros- 
perity which immediately followed and remained so long after 
the law went into force. So overwhelming was the success of 
the new law, and so absolute and universal was the satisfaction 
of the people with its workings, that the subject of the tariff 
ceased to be an issue be! ween parties during the next four Presi- 
dential elections. Controve sy ceased in the presence of dem- 
onstration, peac> and contentment between labor and capital 
prevuiled throughout the country, strikes and disturbances such 
as have since been the last resort of oppressed labor were un- 
known, the homes of working men and women were not dark- 
ened by the presence of armed force in the employment of mon- 
opoly and brut l ava ice, no one was shot down in the presence 
of his wife and children in a dispute over his wages, nor on the 
other hand did millionaires multiply so rapidly or wax so fat and 
insoient as they hive in later years. Indeed, the doctrine of 
Government protection. gratuity, and gain for one class of citi- 
zens at the expense of all other classes would. never again have 
been asserted, had nof the war between the sections fifteen years 


of those who expect 
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later given it another and a tremendous opportunity to curse the 
land. a 

The political campaigns of 1848, 1852, 1856, and 1860 were de- 
void of tariff issues and tariff debates, because of the great and 
general business prosperity which then existed under the ad 
valorem, revenue, Democratic tariff law then in operation. The 
only tariff discussion to be found from 1846 to 1861 occurred in 
1857. At that time more revenue was being obtained under the 
Walker tariff than was necessary for the economical administra- 
tion of the Government, and duties on imports were therefore 
again reduced, and made lower than they had been at any time 
during forty-five years of our previous history. Mr. Blaine, in 
commenting on the enactment of the Walker tariff and the ex- 
traordinary resuits which followed, says: 

Tue Whig victory of 1818 was not sufficiently decisive to warrant any at- 
tempt, even hud there been desire, to change the tariff. Gen. Taylor had 
been leute without suoscribiug to a platform or pledging himself to a 
specific measure. he was therefore ina ition to resist and reject ap- 
peals of the ordinary partisan character. oreover, the tarif of 1816 was 

elding a un lant revenue, and the business of the country was in a our 

hing condition at the time his Aiministration was organized. Money be- 
came very abundant after the year 1840; large enterprises were undertaken. 
speculation was eee tor F ae gs gh Bo 
general arent muine. r 2 8 
Dad: ATION 2 8 the e and had gradually be- 
come a free-trade bar y. 

The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time to be so 
entirely vin licated and approved that resistance to it ceased not only among 
the people, but among the protective economists, and even among the manu- 
facturers toa largeextent. So general was this acquiescence, that in 1856 a pro- 
tective tariff was not sugzested or even hinted by any one of the three parties 
which ved Presidential candidates. It was not surprising, therefore. 
that with's pletharic condition of the National Treasury for two or three 
conserutive years, the Democratic Congress. in the closing session of Pierce's 
Adminis ration, enacted what has since been known as the tariff of 1857. By 
this law the duties were placed lower than they had been at any time since 
the warof 1812. The act was well received by the people. and was, indeed, con- 
curred in by a considerable proportion of the Republican party. 

Sir, a higher, stronger tribute to the triumph of a tariff com- 
posed solely of ad valorem rates of duty, imposed for revenue 
only, can nowhere be found in the entire range of economic lit- 
erature than is here presented by the most brilliant antagonist 
that system hasencountered in the last forty years. It is true 
Mr. Blaine does not in words surrender the doctrine of protec- 
tion and embrace the principles of the Walker tariff, but asa 
historian he states facts which not only justify, but demand 
such a course on the pirt of all impartial readers and thinkers. 
Teommend this notable chapter of his writings, together with 
the jeremiads of Mr. Webster in 1848, to those dismal croak- 
ers who are now in our midst, and every day and hour are shed- 
ding pretended tears over the anticipated ruin that will befall 
the country when the bill now before th) Senate shall become a 
law. Itis to be regretted that this bill is not more nearly an 
exact counterpart of the Walker tariff than it is, but it has the 
great merit of being framed on the same principles and devoted 
to the same end as far as possible under existing circum- 
stances. We therefore invoke the confidence of the Americ:n 
people, and ask them to believe, in the light of history, that its 
enactment as a law will be followed by afull share of those 
national bles ings which so signally immortalized its great pro- 
totype, the tariff of 1546. 

SUGAR. 

And now, Mr. President, coming to a closer look into the de- 
tails of the pending bill, I propose to brieliy discuss a few of its 
provisions which have in certain quarters proyoked comment 
and attack. On the subject of sugar the McKinley law is a jug- 
gle and a fraud, and was intended as such: it was framed to de- 
ceive. and in thoughtless minds it has succeeded. Its authors 
had the hardihood. the audacity to mention it as an article on 
the free list and unthinking people have dreamed of free sugar 
ever since, while in point.of fact the meanest. the most odious, 
unjust, unequal. un-Am+rican, and unconstitutional tax ever 
known iu our history is the sugar-bounty tax now paid by the 
American people. It is not necessary for me to say that I would 
rejoice to make sugar free from taxation had I alone the power; 


but the provisions of the bill now b. fore us on that subject, in 


eomparison with the vicious principles and vicious results of 
the McKinley law, are as equity is to corruption, and as integ- 
rity is to crime. 

bsolute free trade in sugar is an attractive theme, but no 
such thing has e er existed for a single hour since the organi- 
zation of this Government. A moderate duty has always 1 — 
imposed on sugar, and it has always been a stanch revenue sup- 
port to the Government. In that great model of a Democratic 
tariff for revenue only—the tariff of 1816—it was declared in 
short and simple phrase that sugar of all kinds” and sirup 
of the sugar“ were subject toa duty-laid tax of 30 per cent ad 
valorem. The fact that the duty tax on sugar has inured more 
to the benefit of the revenues of the Government and less to the 

rofits of private parties than any other tax known to tariff 
tion may be stated as the main reason why the Democratic 


party has never made an issue against it. Every dollar col- 


lected from a tariff tax on sugar and paid into the Treasury re- 
lieves some other article of even higher necessity in the econ- 
omy of life from the imposition of tariff taxation, 

It is conceded by all parties that the duty paid on imported 
sugar goes more fairly and squarely into the Treasury than 
aay other duty provided by law, and it follows, as light fol- 
lows darkness, that tariff taxation can therefore be reduced 
in pao poran on otherthings which the people have to buy and 
use. The McKinley bill, ou the coatrary. by pretending to take 
sugar olf the dutiable list, was intended to reduce the revenues 
of the Government, and thus make an apparent necessity, a 
fr iudulent excuse for higher rates of duty on woolens, on iro: 
on tin p ate, on salt, on binding twine. on cotton ties, and on 
other articles of prime necess ty in agricultural lie. It must be 
remembered, too, that the chief outrage of the sugar-bounty tax 
consists in the fact that nota dollar of it ever goes to the as- 
sistance of the Government. It is taken from the pockets of one 
class of people and paid directly, without anything in return, to 
another class. 

During the present fiscal year, ending June 30, there will be 
paid by the Treasury $12,300,000 as bounty to the producers of 
sugar, and every dollar of this vast sum is first collected from 
those who plant corn, raise wheat, and engage in all the various 
por of labom Nearly thirty millions of one money have 

en handed over to the sugar-makers of the United States 
since the law went into operation, and eich year the sum is 
rapidly increasing. It was thought when: the law was under 
discussion that the bounty would not exceed $3,000,000 per year, 
but thestimulating influence of such an enormous donation to the 
manufacturers of sugar was tly underrated. If the law is to 
remain unrepealed the time is near at hand when it will confer 
asa mere gratuity more than $20,000,000 per year on a small 
fraction of our population, engaged in no public service, but in 
their own private enterprises. 

That such an enactment is in harmony with the Constitution 
can not, of course, be maintained for a mom:nt. The speech of 
the present Secretary of the Treasury, then a Senator, on the 
unconstitutionality of the sugar bounty was not answered at the 
time of its delivery, and it never wil be. No furt er argument 
is now needed, and yet I can not forego the ee of reading 
one of the many decisions cited by Mr. Carlisle. Itis the case 
of The People rs. Salem, decided fot Yeap great jurist Judge 
Cocley. Amongst other things he S 


But it is not in the power of the State, in my opinion, under the name of 
a bounty, or under other cover or subterfuge, to furnish the capital to 
set private parties up in any kind of business, or to sub.ilize their business 
after they have entered upon it. A bounty lawof which this is the real 
nature is void, whatever may be the pretense on which it may be enacted. 
The right to hold out pecuniary inducements to the faithful performance of 

ublic duty in rous or responsible positions stands upon a different 

‘ooting altogether; nor have I any oceasion to question the right to pay re- 
wards for the destruction of wild beasts and other public ts. a provision 
of this character 8 a mere police regulation. But the discrimination by 
the State between different cla ses of occupations, and the favoring of one 
at the expense of the rest, whether that one be farmi or g. mer- 
chan lising or milling, printing o railroading. is not legitimate legislation, 
and it isan invasion of that equality of right and privilege which is a maxim 
in State government. When the door is once opened to it there is no line at 
which we can stop and say with confidence that thus far we may go with 
safety and propriety, but no further. 

Every honest employment is honorable; it is beneticial to the public; it 
deserves encouragement. The more successful we can make it the more 
does it generally subserve the public good. But it is not the business of the 
State to make discriminations in favor of one class t another, or in 
favor ot one employment against another. The State can have no favor- 
ites. Its business is to protect the industry of all. and to give all the bene- 
fits of equal laws. It can not compel an unwilling minority to submit to 
Seating tp in order that it may keep upon its feet any business that can not 
stand alone. 


Here in this brief but glorious decision is contained the whole 
doctrine of free government in its exercise of the taxing powers 
granted to it in the Constitution. How like an oracle of truth 
and justice the last sentence rings out on an atmosphere impreg- 
nated with the odor of protective tariff jobs, trusts, monopolies, 
bounties, and all manner of ill-gotten gains! I repeat: 


Itcan not compel an unwilling minority to submit to taxation in order 
that it may keep upon its feet auy business that can not stand alone. 


This great declaration of constitutional law and of Demo- 
eratic prinoipie ought to be repeated whenever and wherever 
the policy of protection and bounty is asserted; and over the 
portals of every department of thisGovernment—legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial—it ought to be engraved in letters of ever- 
living light as a fundamental maxim of liberty and equality in 
the enjoyment of individual rights, public and private. 

Sir, in the light of the Constitution as judicially interpreted 
by the wisest minds of the country, it may be safely asserted 
that worse legis ation, on principle and in practics, than the 
bounty tax now being paid on sugar never before cursed the 

ople of a government calling itself free, upright, and en- 

htened. In this connection, however, arises a very proper 
demand to know the exact nature and effect of the measure pro- 
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in its place and stead. I propose to the best of my pared 
to meet that demand. The duty on sugar as placed in the b; 
now pending before the Senate may be stated at 1 cent per 
pound on raw sugar, and one-eighth of 1 cent per pound addi- 
tional on refined sugar. If this specific duty should be changed 
to an ad valorem rate, as I think would have been better, it 
will be found to be about 35 per cent on the value of the goods 
assessed. 

I have already pointed out the fact that under the Walker 
tariff all sugars were made dutiable at 30 per cent ad valorem, 
but it must also be borne in mind that forty-eight years ago the 
consumer paid 12 cents a pound for sugar, while at the present 
time he pays only 4 or 5cents per pound at the most. It may be 
estimated that 8 pounds of sugar, when the Walker tariff was 
enacted, cost the purchaser $1, while that amount of money will 
now buy 24 pounds. In 1846 the consumer of sugar paid 30 cents 
tax on 8 pounds; by the provisions of the pending bill he will 
now pay 35 cents tax on 24 pounds; showing a reduction in favor 
of the bill before us of nearly 60 per cent even when compared 
with the great Democratic tariff of nearly a half century ago. 
In other words, owing to the difference in the value of sugar 
then and now, the duty proposed by the Committee on Finance 
is but slightly more than one-third the amount imposed by the 
Walker tariff, of blessed and glorious memory. 

On the subject of refined sugar, the committee courts the closest 
scrutiny into its methods and its motives, and into everything it 
has done. Under the McKinley law the duty on all refined sugars 
above No. 16 Dutch standard in color is one-half of 1 cent per 
pound: In the pending bill we have reduced that duty to one- 
eighth of 1 cent per pound, thus wiping out three-fourths of 
the entire amount and would gladly have wiped it all out. If to 
some peculiar minds this action of the committee appears to bea 
compliance with the demands of the sugar trust, it must also be 
apparent that the demands of that institution were of the most 
extraordinary character—demandsfor a very deep cutinits rates 
of duty, for astrong downward slope in its profits, and for an 
almost total annihilation of all the protection it ever had. 

Let the sugar question be not misunderstood or misstated. 
The issue here and before the country is between the McKinley 
law, with its unconstitutional individual bounty 2 al- 
ready amounting to over twelve millions a year, and rapidly in- 
creasing, together with its high protection for the trust, on the 
one hand, and an old-fashioned tariff duty, two-thirds less than 
the duty on sugar in the tariff of 1846, every dollar raised for 
revenue, and going into the Treasury as revenue, together with 
its sweeping reduction against the trust.onthe otherhand. Nor 
must the reciprocity features of the McKinley law be overlooked 
in connection with this issue. The so-called reciprocity con- 
tained in that law may much more properly be styled an act for 
the punishment of our own people by retaliating on them the 
offenses sommitted by foreign countries in keeping our goods 
out of their markets by the imposition of high tariff duties. 
That unparalleled and clearly unconstitutional piece of legisla- 
tion reads as follows: 

Sec. 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 


ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day 
of January, 1892, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the government of any country 3 and e sugars, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, im- 
poses duties or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of 
the United States, which, in view of the fres introduction of such sugar, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States, he may deem to be re- 
ciprocally unequal and unreasonabie, he shall have the power and it shall 
be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this 
act relating to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 

3 ot such country, tor such time as he shall deem just, 
und in such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, 
and paidupon s , Molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or ex- 
ported from such designated country, as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on 
their polariscopic tests, as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
syrups of cane juice or of best juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete 
and concentrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75° seven- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of 
2 shown by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound 

onal, 


All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above 
No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, I cents per pound. 

All sugar, above No 16, and not above No. 20, Dutch standard of color, 1f 
cents per pound. 

All sugars above No, 20, Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing above 56°, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar dr: and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as 
molasses or sugar, as the case pe DO, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound. 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted. or pickled; Angora goat skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufac- 
tured, and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 


Sir, here is a tariff schedule containing five articles of prime 
necessity to the American people which are to be heavily taxed, 
and their cost to the consumer largely increased, at the mere 
will and pleasure of the President of the United States, whoever 
he may happen to be, and as oftenas he pleases. The Executive 


hides, the 
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can not, in my judgment, be clothed with the power thus to legis- 
late by proclamation, and I regard this entire enactment as an 
unconstitutional freak in our statutes. I cite it now; however, 
in order to show that under the McKinley law an average duty 
of at least 14 cents per pound, or over 60 per cent ad valorem, 
is authorized to be placed on sugar by the edict of the Executive 
alone, and at his individual discretion. 
With the same stroke of his pen he can, by virtueof this law 
puta tariff tax of 3 cents per pound on coffee, 10 cents per poun 
e 


on tea, and 14 cents per pound on raw and uncured hides of 
nearly every description known to the uses of civilized ple. 
These burdens, when imposed as they are authorized, will have 


to be borne by the American consumer and taxpayer, and by no 
one else. The inhabitants of the offending country against 
whom proclamation is made are indifferent or perhaps amused 
spectators of our retaliatory proceedings against our own citi- 
zens. I commend this pernicious and unconstitutional section 
of a bad enactment to the careful consideration of such, if an 
there be, who, claiming to be tariff reformers, have declare 
their preference for the McKinley law over the bill now under 
discussion. 

Sir, I fear not the day when I shall be called to answer on this 
subject before the people of that great State which has so long 
honored me with a seat on this floor. The people of Indiana, at 
least. will be slow to believe that I have bean guided in my con- 
duct by any other thought than a supreme and sincere devotion 
to their interests, and to the interests of the laboring people of 
every State in the Union. I have had their confidence during 
the average lifetime of man; I have never had their distrust. 
THE TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND THE EXTENSION OF THE BONDED 

PERIOD. 

In turning to another subject on which much ignorantand some 
malevolent criticism has expended itself, my task is easy and 
the way smooth. In securing a sufficient revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government with as light a tax as possible on the 
necessaries of life, I have at all times earnestly favored an in- 
creased tax on whisky. I would bə glad to day if the pending 
bill provided for a tax of $1.20 per gallon, instead of $1.10, as it 
does. Revenue raised from distilled spirits, the purchase and 
consumption of which is never a necessity of life, is a deep grat- 
ification to me, and the fact that twenty millions of the surplus 
accruing under this bill will be furnished by the tax on whisky 
is a genuine joy to my mind. My sincere regret is that more 
money for the Government was not obtained from the same 
source, and consequently less from other sources of a different 
character. 

As to the extension of the period during which distilled spirits 
may remain in bond before being required to pay the Govern- 
ment tax, it is proper to say that there is no new privilege given 
by such a provision in the bill before us. The owner of distilled 
spirits has the right now, and at all times, to export his goods 
to foreign countries for an indefinite period, hold them there as 
long as he pleases and until they acquire the age he wants them 
to have, or until a profitable market revives here at home, then 
import them back to his own country for sale, paying a customs 
duty equal to the revenue tax, and securing a still further delay 
in making payment if he so desires by placing hisspirits in acus- 
toms bonded warehouse on their return. 

The customs duty on such reimported spirits is, of course, col- 
lected only on the quantity actually contained in the casks or 

ackages when they start back, the owner being subjected to 
oss on account of the inevitable leakage and waste of an ocean 
voyage and storage in a foreign warehouse and the Government 
being at considerable expense in connection with the exporta- 
tion of that portion of the spirits which is never returned to this 
country and consequently never tax-paid. Here is a loss to the 
Government which I am authorized by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue to say will not occur under the extension pro- 
vided for in the pending bill, and that such extension, with the 
safeguards provided for in this bill, will not increase the cost of 
collecting the revenue from distilled spirits. 

The claim that certain classes of spirits require more time 
than others in which to pass through all the necessary manu- 
facturing processes, and thereby to become marketable, is ad- 
mitted to be true and just in all quarters where this question is 
dealt with. Itis but just also to the officials and to the owners 
of distilled spirits, as well as to those whoframed the extension 
clause of the pending bill, to say that the privilege of complet- 
ing the process of manufacture before payment of tax isaccorded 
to the producers of all other articles, tobacco and the like, which 
are subject to tax under the internal-revenue laws, includin 
spirits other than the classes needing the aging process; an 
that the tax on each of said articles becomes due and payable 
only upon the removal of the article from the. place of manu- 
facture for consumption or sale. 

Under existing laws there isa discrimination against distil- 
lers on this point for which there is no reason whatever. Those 
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who produce the finer grades of spirits are required not only to 
remove their spirits before their manufacture is finished, be- 
fore the aging process is perfected, but frequently ata time 
when the market is broken down, and no sale is possible except 
at a heavy loss. An order for the compulsory removal of spirits 
out of bond under circumstances like these, especially during 
seasons of financial depression, not only works great hardships, 
but in very many cases. compels the distiller to export his 
spirits, as I have already stated, in order to get time for the 
aging and ceca $ of his goods and for the recurrence of a 
market at home which will enable him to sell and pay his tax. 

If lam reminded that speculation by private parties is made 
possible by the pending legislation, my answer is, that no in- 
crease of tax on any article known to man can ever be made 
without a temporary benefit to the holders of the article at the 
time the increase is made, who manufactured or purchased it 
while the lower tax prevailed. All the benefit, however, which 
the distillers can secure in this instance must be by paying their 
taxes and removing their spirits from bond prior to the 30th of 
June next, when the increased rate of tax is to take effect. All 
remaining in bond after that date, of course, pays the increase. 
It is a fact also to be considered that the bulk of the spirits now 
in distillery warehouses is not owned by the distillers, but b 
persons in business in all parts of the country, many, I am offi- 
cially informed, owning from 1 to 5 barrels only; others, with 
morecapital,such as bankers, owning or controlling much larger 
quantities. As the tax which is imposed on the manufacturer 
is really paid by the consumer so also the benefit which the 
tax confers is equally vintg Biers 

Sir, I have no hesitation in declaring, upheld as I am by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, who have both recommended every step tuken on this 
subject, that one of the wisest, safest. most useful, and necessary 
provisions in the pending bill is that increasing the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits and granting an extension of the time they may re- 
main in bond without being driven out of the country. 

On this point I quote from the report of the present very able 
and efficient Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in Novem- 
ber, 1886, under a former Administration. It will be seen that 
he held then, as he does now, that the same “ principle of taxa- 
tion which applies to all other articles taxed under the internal- 
revenue laws should be made to apply to distilled spirits; and that, 
as in the case of tobacco and beer, and of the new subject of taxa- 
tion, oleomargarine, the tax be levied upon the spirits which 
shall be manufactured and sold or removed for consumption or 
use.” His full statement on the point is as follows: 

The above table and other statements heretofore made show that, al- 
though the tax was paid during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, on more 
than 1,000,000 gallons of bourbon and rye whiskies in excess of thequantity 
on which tax was paid d the next preceding fiscal year, the production 


in 1885 was so muc: eater than the withdrawals as to leave a net balance 
in warehouse June 30, 1888. of 4. 000,000 gall 


July, A t, and September, 1886, than du ing months 
of 1885, While the tax-paid withdrawals were half a million gallons less. 

A 1 at the table of e rtations to foreign ports shows that the bulk 
of the bourbon and rye whiskies in 1886 went Swell the stocks in the 
warehouses of Bremen. Hamburg, and Bermuda. The tendency since June 
30, 1885, has been, up to the present time, to increase the stock of bourbon 
and rye whiskies in distillery warehouses. The bulk of the assessments 
made in 1886 was to enforce the collection of the overdue gallon-tax onspirits 
of these classes, and the increased production indicates that heavy assess- 
ments of this character, which empower the collector to distrain for the tax 
with 5 per cent penalty and 1 per cent per month interest, must be made 
during the present and future years. 

It has come to my notice that many distillers have 1 themselves 
into associations, each member of which has agreed to limit his production 
so that the entire product of all will be not greater than that demanded 
pa tec communities supplied by them. Butit is evident that unless all dis- 

ers of one kind of spirits, say bourbon whisky, were associated, such dis- 
tillers would be liable to find themselves unable to sell their spirits when 
the taxes become due, and therefore unable to the tax at that time. 
From the nature of things it is hardly to be expec that such a union will 
occur. Nor am I sure that even if were so united the combined wisdom 
of the association would be sufficient to foretell the state of the markets 
three years hence. I am therefore constrained to recommend to Con- 
gress that the principle of taxation which applies to all other articles taxed 
under internal-revenue laws be made to apply to distilled R RIESA and that, 
As in the case of tobacc> and beer. and of the new subject of taxation, oleo- 
margarine. tha tax be levied upon the spirits which shall be manufactured 
and sold or removed for consumption or use. 


In connection with the foregoing I submit also another most 
important communication written by the Hon. Hugh McCulloch 
when Secretary of the 8 the last time in his long and 
able career in the service of his Government, and recommend- 
ing the passage of a bill“ to amend the laws relating to the en- 
try of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded ware- 
houses and the withdrawal of the same therefrom.” It will be 
seen that he earnestly concurs with the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, and indorses in forcible terms the policy of the 
pending bill. His communication is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 12, 1895. 


Sig: Herewith I hand you a bill, prepared by the Commissioner of Inter- 
nul Revenue, to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled spirits in 


distilleries in special bonded warehouses, and the withdrawal of the same 
Seen which I will thank ycu to presentfor the favorable consideration 
of the House. 

The manufacture of whisky is one of the largest and most important 
branches of domestic industry in the United States, and is at the present 
time, like other manufacturing interests, greatly suffering from overpro- 
duction. A legitimate business from which large revenues are derived, it 
is not only depressed by overproduction, but by being burdened by heavy 
taxes the payment of which, as is the case with no other article, is required 
within a fixed periol, whatever may be the condition of themarket. In other 
words, the present whisky tax is a tax upon production, and is thus in con- 
travention of the general policy of our own Government, and of the policy of 
other enlightened nations which derive large revenues from articles of a 
similar character. A 

Under existing laws the manufacturers or holders of whisky are 8 
to pay a tax amounting to nearly five times its cost upon an article before it 
is withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, or to export it, at great ex- 
pense, to be held in foreign countries until there is a home demand for it, or 
to be sold in such countries, to the prejudice of our public revenues. Some 
nations have been unwise enough to resort for revenue to bag Ait duties upon 
their own productions. The United States stands alone in enforcing the 

ayment of tax upon one of its chief productions before there is a demand 

‘or it for consumption. 

These considerations, in my judgment, should be sufficient to. warrant 
such a change in exis laws as is contemplated by the bill herewith pre- 
sented; but [should not feel at liberty at the Ps adem time to recommend 
the subject to the consideration of Co: the general trade of the 
country were in a healthy condition. There are now in bond about 48,000,000 
gallons of whigky, on about 20,000,000 gallons of which a tax of 90 centsa 
. — must be paid, under the 8 laws, before the next session of 
Jongress, unless the payment is avoided by exportation. Ona large Forde 
of this whisky the banking institutions of the Western States hold liens 
which stand in the way of its export, and the indications now are that un- 
less the laws are changed the general distress which prevails throughout 
the country will be greatly aggravated by forced sales, which might not 
even cover the taxes, - 

On the other hand. the relief propones by this bill would, in m 3 
tend to remove the despondency which so generally prevails, and open the 
way for the gradual Se ok Nar ae of other languishing industries. ere 
lief can bə granted without detriment to the public revenues by merely 
putting whisky on the same footing with tobacco and beer; by an exaction 
of duties upon consumption instead of production—the only policy which is 
consistent with justice and sound economic principles. N is manu- 
factured for sale. and it will always be sold as soon as there is demand for 
it. There would be no gain to the Government by compulsory sales. while 
the revenues would suffer by its exportation. Itis 1 held, and every 

lon will contribute 90 cents to the public revenues if itis left subject to 
the laws ot trade. Ought anything more to be zogueeas 

The question thus briefly presented is a very important one in its bear- 
ings upon public revenues and business generally. the consideration of 
it the cause of temperance (worthy as that cause is of hearty 5 
ought not to be involved. It will neither be aided nor retarded by the pro- 
— change in existing laws. As long as the manufacture of whisky is 

awful, it should be treated with even-handed justice. It can not be other- 
treated without detriment to the public welfare. 

I recommend the passage of this bill as a measure of simple justice to the 
manufacturers and holders of whisky, which could hardly fail to be bene- 
ficial to general trade, and, consequently, to the Treasury. 


Very respectfully, 
H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER Of the House of Representatives. 
THE INCOME TAX. 
Mr. President, the proposition contained in the pending bill to 
levy a tax of 2 per cent onall net incomes of corporations and of in- 
dividuals in excess of $4,000 per annum is so just and equitable to- 
wards the hard-working taxpayers of meager resources through- 
out the entire country that not a word in its defense or explanation 
wold seem necessary here or anywhere else. But the narrow 
and corroding selfishness of riches has been aroused by this sim- 

le measure of justice into fierce resentment and contention. 
e hear on all hands the dictatorial voice of individual and cor- 


poration wealth demanding that it shall not be disturbed by the 
slightest touch of the taxgatherer, whatever may be the de- 
mands of the Government, or the oppression of the toiling 
masses. 
On all the wants and necessaries of life the man of wealth, 
witha ee & income, pays less rates of tariff tax under existing 
laws than the laboring man or laboring woman whose wearing 
apparel is of coarser material, and whose household living is 
supplied with cheaper goods bearing higher rates of duty. fiis 
bonds, his accumulated riches of all kinds, and all incomes aris- 
ing from them, are exempt from all Government burdens, re- 
maining notonly undiminished and unmolested amidst darkened 
homes and flagrant distress, but growing fatter, stronger, and 
more defiant as the days and the years go by. He who has spent 
his life in making an amassment of e looks out upon the 
r, tired, toiling world as if from a fortified castle. e feels 
imself sumptuously provisioned against all wants, and ampl 
protected against contact or concern with the labor-staine 
millions who struggle from one ocean tothe other for the means 
of existence. 
Sir, for no earthly consideration would I paint an unjust or 
overwrought picture of the dangerous pretensions and intoler- 
able arrogance of accumulated wealth now manifest in this 
country, but, speaking in the fear of my Maker, I devoutly be- 
lieve that the limit of endurance has been reached; that the 
time has come for a test to be made between the power of 
hoarded money and the power of productive labor; that the 
people from this time forward, more than ever before, will or- 
ganize and take rapid and heroic measures against the contin- 
ued and brutal dictation of the plutocracy, against the paramount 
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influence of wealth, against the rule and supremacy of the rich 
e shaping the financial policy ofthis Government in their own 
terests. 

Let no man imagine, or lay the flattering unction to his soul, 
that party names or party ties will bind the American people 
on this question, or compel their submission to the financial 
servitude sought to be fastened on them by the power of colossal 
wealth. And when the contest comes, as it will speedily, and 
in many ways and forms, the bankers, money-changers, usurers, 
and possessors of millions who have provoked it will stand aghast 

at the consequences of their own folly: they will figuratively, if 
not literally, cry out for the rocks and hills to hide them from 
the wrath of an outraged people. A 2 per cent tax on a portion 
of their incomes will appear, in the hour of reckoning, a very 
small and trifling matter compared to others more serious. But 
unto that day, now near at hand, I remit the further discussion 
of what it my bring forth, and proceed with the point imme- 
diately in hand. 

In considering an income tax the mostextraordinary and start- 
ling fact we discover, is the very small number of people to 
whom it applies. I well remember when the able Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in 1% declared on this flopr that while 
the population of the United States would at that time reach 
65,000,000, yet at least one-half of the entire wealth of this. the 
richest country on the globe,“ was owned by not more thin 
100,000 of its inhabitants. The wealth of the world has in all 
ages been condensed into the hands of the privileged and fa- 
vored few, who thereby seek to become the governing elass; and 
this has been more especially true and striking during the last 
thirty years in this country than in any other known to his- 
to: . 


ry. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue in a recent communi- 
cation to the Ways and Means Committee of the House estimates 
the e, population of the United States at not less than 65, 
000, and the wealth of tha country at 365,000,000, 000, or an 
average of $1,009 per capita, if there was an equal distribution. 
His further estimate, however, is that so great has been the 
condensation of capital into the ownership of a smalland power- 
ful class that the tax here proposed on iacomes of over $4,000 
will reachonly about 85,000 individuals and corporations out of 
the more then 65,0..0,000 who now inhabit this land of boasted 
liberty and equality. s 

Sir, thess figures may well give the country pause. They re- 
call the worst days of Rome, and of other governments, both an- 
cient and modern, whose liberties were lost by the accumulation 
and power of wealth in the hands of patrician aristecracies. 
How small in number is the income class in the United Sta es, 
yet how potent! How few in comparison with the great body 
of the people, but little more than one in u thousand, yet how 
aggressive and strong: Huw pretentious, how presumptuous in 
dictation to the Government iuregard to all its policies, yet how 
unp itriotic in the hour of peril, how mean in the face of danger 
to the country! The income class, based upon the principal 
ownership of the entire wealth of the country, is mainly the ille- 
gitimate ofspring of Government paternalism and Government 
support, yet neither gratitude nor love of country has ever 
moved it to respond in uid of the Government in an hour of emer- 
gency and need. From no other class could the payment of the 
whole vension roll be required so justly. 

Sir, I am loth to say these things, but so destructive to human 
happiness, so unjust, relentless, unsparing, insolent, and brutal 
has ithe mon y power in these later days, and indeed for 

ears past that rather than leave them uns id I would cheer- 
ully leave my seat on this floor to be occupied by someone 
Ise 


What shall be said of one of the leading arguments always 
urged ag inst the enactment of an income tax? We are gravely 
info med that such a tax can not be collected because of the 
wholesale perjury which income owners will commit in order to 
evade the law. I was a member of the House when the income- 
tax law of 1362 was repealed. I listened to this plea of infamy 
at that time, and it increased the pleasure with which I voted 
to keep the law on our statute books, as it will now to vote to 
putit back again. If the criminal classes of the conny or 
those of assumed respectability can de eat the enactment of laws 
by threatening to commit e ime in their violation, then, indeed, 
have we reached a depth of degradation far beyond the hand 
or the power of resurrection. 

I believe nothing so infamous of the Congress of the 
United States as its submission to a threat so atrocious, or an 
argument so revolting. It is also seemingly incredible that the 
owners of taxable incomes should allow such an argument to be 
made in their behalf; and yet all is silent, and no word of pro- 
test is heard when in their very presence it is declared and 

ed that they will commit felony, general and widespread, 
and for which the convict stripes ol a penitentiary are the only 


punishment, in order to defeat the execution of a law taxing in- 
comes, if one should be enacted. What a spectacle is here pre- 
sented! I mourn and lament to look upon it. In the course 
of a life, now no longer a short one, I have believed in the pre- 
dominating good, rather than the predominating evil of the 
human race. 

I have looked with a hopeful, trustful eye upon the efforts of 
my fellow-beings to become better, wiser, kinder, purer; and 
with a helping hand, though feeble it has been, I have tried to 
aid them forward. I confess that I am shocked, inexpressibl 
shocked, to be assured now by gentlemen of great ability an 
high position that the principal property N and income 
owners of the United States are ready, for the sake of defraud- 
ing the Government out of a small pittance, to blacken their 
souls with the detestable crime of falseswearing; torender them- 
selves fit associates for thieves, housebreakers. forgers, und cut- 
throats in the prison houses of this world, and to become ever- 
lasting inhabitants of hell in the world to come. 

My great and only consolation is in the fact that the income 
class, thus stigmatized and depicted by its friends, in colors so 
dark, foul, and hideous, is so few in number and bears so small 
a proportion to the mighty mass of glorious men and women 
who live under the flag and uphold its honor. Judas Iscariot 
could not discred.t the apostles of the blessed Master; Benedict 
Arnold failed to tarnish the honor of the Revolution, and those 
whoare willing toper ure themselvesto escape taxes can notshake 
my faith in the integrity of my countrymen, or in the predom- 
inating virtue, goodness, and purity of the human race. 

But I deny that an income-tax law, properly adjusted and 
guarded, can be rendered incapable of execution by the most ex- 
pars villainy that may be threatenedoor practiced against it. 

he experience of the Government is the other way, Undera 
law of this kind, the records in the Treasury show that the col- 
lections from 1862 to 1870, for the support of the Government, 
amounted to the sum of $346,000,030, an average of $43,250,000 
per annum during the eight years of its existence. This does 
not look like a general eseape from the operations of the law had 
been at all suecessful. It was a large and gratifying sum of 
money, paid no doubt amidst cursings and gnashing of teeth, but 
with a wholesome. regard for the open doors of Sing Sing and 
other convenient criminal resorts. 

We hear also the unmeaning, senseless, inane cry that an in- 
come tax is undemocratic, un-American. This argument is 
based on the noisy and resounding charge that an income tax is 
inquisitorial in its character and operations, Permit me to ask 
what tax was ever collected without inquiry and inquisition into 
the nature or value of the article taxed? Without such inquiry 
no tax, whether in Federal or State government could ever be 
collected. If there is to be no inquiry or inquisition into prop- 
erty interests subject to taxation, the taxgatherer can be en- 
tirely at once and forever dispensed with. The Ways and 
Means Committee of the House in reporting on this point very 
justly said: 

In the collection of our customs duties the 2 boxes, and 
of the citizens are taken. opened, and inspected. The citizen, whether 
or iemale, is often taxen into a room and searched. In the collection of 
elise ane e Suet sag ia open canal 
nature, and whereabouts. Nothing in his bill is more inquisitorial tere} 
the eee of law now enforce ever 3 5 against improper 
disclosures of the taxpayers’ business the bill es that no officer is al- 


lowed to disclose any fact he as the property or business 
ofthe 8 It he does so he is liable to removal. and is fined and im- 
prison 


If all other classes of men and women in the United States can 
submit to the laws of their country on the subject of taxatio: 
there is no reason to my mind why the owner of a net income 
over $4,000 a year shouid fail to obey. A man with a large for- 
tune has mors need of protection by law than his impoverished 
neighbor: hence, he owes more to the support and the enforce- - 
ment of the law. It is pure and simple equity that he should 
pay a tax on his realized wealth in return for the Government 
care and protection against lawlessness, which he incessantly 
claims, and which is incessantly bestowed. Why should sucha 
system be stigmatized as un-American, undemocratic? What 
is there in oursystem of government, or in the democratic prin- 
ciples on which it is founded, that exempts the rich from con- 
tributing to its support according to their means? Those in 
poverty have to do this; why not those who have a net surplus 
of wealth at the end ofevery year? Is justiceun-American? Is 
equality before the law, and in the enjoyment of natural rights, 
undemocratic? 

Sir, the firstincome tax known to history was of ahigher origin 
than aught assigned to earth,” nor was it a feather-weight en- 
actment such as we now propose. for the support of his own 
1 id among the c ren of men in the beginning, the 

upreme Ruler of the universe tithed His whole poopie —taxed 
them one-tenth of their entire possessions: nor statesmen 
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and lawgivers of the school of Moses, Aaron, and Joshua, and of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob denounce its principles, or threaten 
it with criminal violation. From that h and ancient. day 
to the present time a tax on incomes has been no novelty or mere 
experiment in the history of governments. Such a tax has al- 
ways been regarded as a measure of relief to the working classes, 
while at the same time intlicting no injustice on those best able 
to pty it and having the greatest interest in the stability of 
government and the supremacy of law. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I decline to yield, I will say to the Senator 
from New York with the utmost possible respect. Before be- 
ginning my remarks, I went to the Presiding Officer and told 

im I was not feeling at all well to-day and begged to be exensed 
from interruptions. I will answer any question hereafter. 

Mr. HILL. I simply desired to ask the Senator a question 
that I might understand his position on the subject ol the in- 


come tax. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I should be very glad to yield to the Sena- 
tor under other circumstances. 


WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 


Sir, I come next to talk for a few moments to woolgrowers and 
to the wearers of wool. This is an old theme, but one that will 
never lose its interest for civilized people. In the higher: and 
colder latitudes of the earths surface, sunlight, air, tire. salt, 
and water are hardly of more prime necessity to human existence 
than wearing apparel made of wool. A tax on the breath of 
life would not more surely exact its own payment or be of more 
universal application. A tax on the only spring in a wide desert 
of burning sand or on the oniy salt well in a wilderness would 
hardly be a worse monopoly, or lead to extortions more oppres- 
sive in the handsof a private protected individual, than a tax 
on.woolen goods in use by the human family. 

How vividly every stage of human li e appears to the reflect- 
ive mind, and how absolutely and.universally this one great ar- 
ticle is interwoven with them all! From the new-born babe in 
soft, warm. flannel, on through all the years, until the gray- 
haired grandfather or grandmother sinks to rest in the grave, 
the fabric made of wool is never absent from the domestic uses 
of men, women, and children. Duties on manufactures of wool, 
their enormous rates often obscuredand hidden by the specific 
system, have always constituted the very Gibraltar of high pro- 
tection in this country. 

With this fortress of greed and gain, dedicated now to the 
plunder and spoliation of the people, once overthrown the whole 
system of tarif protection will receive its death blow and totter 
toits Sariy fall. A mighty advance towardssucharesultismade 
by the bill now before the Senate. In the list of reductions pro- 

by the bill it is most gratifying to beable to announce that 
the reduction of duties on woolen wear leads all others, and that 
wool itself is transferred to the free list. The reductions on 
iron, steel, lead, copper, zinc, and other met ls are placed at 
$12,500,000, while a reduction of $23,500,000 is placed to the credit 
of ane people on their woolen clothing and woolen household 
supplies. 

Š r, we are traveling in the right direction, and though we 
may not finish our journey in a single day, as some eager and 
inexperienced guides think we might, still we are in the right 
roadand far on the way, in spite of all the obstacles and dau- 

ers by which wa have been beset. By the passage of the pend- 
Fo bill many millions of hard-earned money will be saved to 
the pockets of the people. We hear much in these days about 
. pledges which were made to the people by the Democratic 
party in 1802. We promised a reduction of tariff taxation, and 
we are making it in no stinted measure. Edmund Burke de- 
fined statesmanship as the science of circumstances, and when 
this bill becomes a law all I sh dl ask is that it shall be judged by 
the fruits it will bear for the homes nd h ippiness of the people, 
as 8 as by the circumstances under which it was brought 
forth. 

But another point in connection with wool remains to be 
noticed. While miking a heavy reduction on manufactures of 
wool, the raw material, or wools on the skin as they are: de- 
scribed, have in the pending bill been put on the free list, and 
we are informed that th reby serious inſu y has been inflicted 
on the farmer and sheep-raiser. If I believedsoI would not vote 
for the bill. My heart is very tender toward the farmer. Iwas 
born in one of his humble A 8 homes, near the edge of the 
wilderness. [engaged in all his daily work until I approached 
the estate of manhood, and my hand has not now lost its cun- 
ning. I can yet go into the field, and sometimes do with some 
comrade of my youth, and “low. “nd sow, and reap. and mow. for 
u brief spell, in memory of working days long ago. T love the 
farmer, and am more at home wiin him than with any other class. 


of people the sun shines on. I love to wander over old home- 
steads, and hear him tilk of his horses, his cows, his oxen, his 
sheep, his hogs, his barnyard poultry, hisswarming bees, and of 
his growing corn, his ripening whet, his meadow lands, his 
orchards, and his gardens, and indeed of everything that per- 
tains to farm life. 

Sir, I repeat that if I believed wool on the free list would hurt 
the farmer [ would not vote forthe pending bill. It is a matter 
of actual demonstration, however, which has been often m de, 
that free wool, accompanied by such reduced rates as can then 
be placed on manufactures of wool, and which are placed on 
them in this bill, is one of the greatest blessings that can befall 
the farmer. If the farmer should get an increased price for his 
wool by reason o/ a tariff for its protection, he will pay it all out, 
and much more, to the manufacturer as a duty on woolen goods 
when he next buys a flannel shirt, au overcoat, or apair of trou- 
sers. Some years ago I stated my views on this point, and I muy 
be pardoned for repeating a few lines of what I then said. 

‘Take the case of a farmer with fifty head of sheep which at shearing time 
yield him 250 pounds of wool. The duty proposed by the bill before us on im- 
ported wool of the same grade is li cents per pound. If that wool can be 
sold for 35 cents per pound. it will bring the farmer 287.50 all told, $27.50 of 
which sum will constitute the protection afforded by the Ii cents e pound 
tarif duty on foreign wool. But when the farmer in the fall or ter pur- 
chases back 887.50 worth of the wool he sold, and of his neighbors’ protected 
woul, now manufactured into blankets, flannels, and clothing of all kinds, 
he will find himseif not.only refunding the 227.50 which he swallowed as a 
most alluring balt, but he will pay in a idition all the way from 53 to 238 per 
cent ad valorem on every article of woolen goods he is ro oe om to have, 
aad this enormous plunder of his hard earnings he is coolly informed is for 
1 — r micah of the manufactarer who has worked his 250 pounds of wool 

A bill of untaxed goods which he could buy for 387.50, the amount received 
originally for his wool, will be rendered to him over the protected counter 
Where he trades at from 3125 to $20), according to the articles he calls for. 
While he is interested and entertained with the so-called protection he re- 
ceives on his wool he is at the same time robb: of five times the amount for 
the benelit of a far different class from himself, While this bill seeks to 
tickle the farmer's fancy and divert his attention by Posting 810 into one of 
his poc«ets, the privileged and adroit monopolist ibe taking $0 out of 
his other pocket. 

ButI deny thata high tariff on wool has ever even temporarily 
been a benefit to the woolgrower, or the sheep-raiser. wenty- 
seven years ago the woolgrowers and the manufactu ers of wool 
throughout tae United States formed a so t olf mutual benefit as- 
sociation and secured the passage of the act of 1867, putting an 
all-round, ironclad, high-protective tari on wool. e mutual 
benefit, however, of the scheme: totally failed. There was no 
mutuality about it. The manufacturer's’ class in general has 
grown rich: the farmer's class in general has remained poor. 

he price of wool has in the main steadily declined ever since 
the act of 1567. In 1867 the price of wool was 68 cents pe pound; 
in 1888, twenty-one years later, it had made a decline of just 
one-half, and stood at 34 cents per pound; all this time under 
high Republican tariff protection. 

Under the operations of the McKinley law the condition of the 
farmer is infinitely and indescribably worse. How can the ad- 
vocate of 5 explain that with a tariff of 11 cents per 
pound wool is seiling now not only lower than ever be‘ore in the 
markets of the United States, but at less than one half the 
ameuntof the duty paid for its protection, the outside price to 
the manufacturer in New York being 14 cents per pound. This 
is the most miserable and disgraceful showing to be found in all 
the wretched history of tariff protection! What farmer does not 
feel itsshame and humiliation? 

But what has also been the eTect on the sheep-raiser as well 
as on the woolgrower? Have the flocks increased on a thou- 
sand hills by virtue of the combination between wool producers 
and manufacturers of wool in behalf of a high tariff so many 
years ago? On the contrary, in 1867 the farmers of the four 
States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and Michigan owned 16,- 
846,750 head of sheep. Twenty-one yearsafterwards, in 1588, the 
people of these same four great Stites owned but 6, 018, 784 head 
of sheep,.a loss of 10,827,956, and were selling their wool at ex- 
wus one-half the price it formerly realized. I have not exam- 
ined the census returns for 1890 on this subject, but the whole 
world knows that the situation has not been improved but deeply 
degraded by Republican high-tariff legislation, so far as the 
farmer is concerned, during the last seven years and during 
many years prior thereto, His fortunes have been downward, 
and with every tariff law now in existence of Republican design 
and origin they will continue in the same direction. 

It seems to beoutof the eternal fitnessof things for the farmer, 
the tiller of the soil, the inhabitant of the fields, canopied by the 
free open heavens, and the intimate associ ite of nature, to pros- 
per by the artificial and unfair processes of protection. whether 
the protection is aimed in his favor or againsthim. He belongs 
to a wholly different system; he is the o.fspring of more natural 
and more upright influences than were ever known to dwell in 
the scheming schedules of a protective tarif. The principle of 
tariff protection, come in what shape it may, is to him a poison 
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and a carse. He sells his produce in the unprotected markets 
of the world, and it is his right to buy in the same. What he 
most needs is the lowest taxation possible on everything he 
touches, and the nearest approach ton absolute freedom of trade 
consistent with a proper revenue for the support of his govern- 
ment. 

When the day shall dawn in which the farmer, the mechanic, 
and the wage-worker shall alike have the right and the privi- 
lege to go into the open. liberated markets of the land and buy 
where their hard-earned money will buy most for their wants, 
with none to molest, to assess, to levy, to take toll, or to tax, 
then indeed will the millenium of labor have come, and all the 
sons and daughters of toil shall rise up and call their Govern- 
ment blessed. 

Sir, this is the birthday of Thomas Jefferson. One hundred 
and fifty-one years ago to-day he came into the world the great- 
est emancipator of thought, philosopher of liberty, and teacher 
of the natural rights of manever knowninhuman history. ‘he 
blows he struck for freedom, justice, and equality in govern- 
ment are yet resounding throughout the earth, and they will 
never cease to be heard until the last shackle of pee and 
tyrannyis broken. Ten days before his soul took flight from 
his mountain home he wrote his parting words to his own coun- 
trymen and to all the races of mankind. With this great dying 
message before us, and in itsspirit, we take new courage and go 
on with our work. All eyes are open, or opening,” he said, 
to the rights of man. The general sje of the light of science 
has already laid open to every view the palpable truth, that the 
mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on their backs, 
nor a favored few booted and spurred, ready to ride them legiti- 
mately by the grace of God.” Hail, mighty message, and hail 
its speedy and certain fulfillment! All hail the counsels of 
Thomas Jefferson in this hour of caste based on wealth, of privi- 
lege granted by law, and of monopoly fastened on the slavery of 
labor! oppa in the galleries.) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the 
occupants of the galleries that any demonstrations of approba- 
tion or disa pepakon are in violation of the rules of the Senate 
and will no ermitted. If the offense is repeated the Chair 
will feel compelled to order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Task the Senator from Iowa if it will be agree- 
Aoao him to give way to me that I may move an executive ses- 
sion 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be agreeable to me to yield to the 
Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. CALL. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Mr. GRAY. Before that motion is put, I should like unani- 
mous consent to remind the Senator from Florida that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is not now in his seat, 
had asked unanimous consent to bring to the attention of the 

Senate an important matter at this hour. 

- Mr. MORGAN entered the Chamber. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Alabama is now here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. GALL. I will withdraw the motion if the Senator from 
Alabama desires me to do so. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am informed by the clerks that the bill 
which was reported this morning by me from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and partly ac upon, will be printed and 
delivered here in the course of probably ten minutes. If the 
executive session desired by the Senator from Florida is to be a 
brief one, of course it will make no difference. 

1 understand that the order of the Senate this morning, by 
unanimous consent, was that the Bering Sea bi l should be taken 
up at this hour. I am willing to yield, however, for a few mo- 
ments of executive session if that will answer the purposes of the 
Senator from Florida. How much time will the Senator desire? 

Mr. CALL. I can not tell how long the executive session will 
last, but [ suppose there will be time enough after its conclu- 
sion for the Senator’s bill to come up and be disposed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam ready to go on with the bill, and I ask 
that it be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR, Has the bill come from the Printer? : 

Mr. MORGAN. Lunderstand it will be here ina few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama that the bill was sent to the Printing Office 
to be printed and has not yet been returned. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose we shall be compelled to await the 
arrival of the bill, and so I yield to the Senatorfrom Florida for 
an executive session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Florida. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- 
one minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 5 o'clock and 24 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned un- 
til to-morrow, Tuesday, April 3, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate April 2, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Andrew Jackson Sawyer, of Nebraska, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of Nebraska, vice Benjamin S. Ba- 
ker, whose term expired January 20, 1894. 


PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Thomas E. Benedict, of New York, to be Public Printer, vice 
Frank W. Palmer, resigned. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


James D. Yeomans, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner, for the term ending December 31, 1898, vice James 
W. McDill, deceased. 


RECORDER OF DEEDS. 


Charles H. J. Taylor, of Kansas, to be recorder of deeds in the 

District of Columbia, vice Blanche K. Bruce, resigned. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles R. Bisbee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 
the district of St. Johns, in the State of Florida, to succeed 
Joseph E. Lee, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Emil Olund, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota, to succeed Charles 
F. Johnson, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

John A. Wilson, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Burlington, in theState of New Jersey, to suc- 
peed Alfred C. Barwis, whose term of office has expired by lim- 
itation. 

John D. Davis, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in the State of North Carolina, to 
succeed Edward C. Duncan, whose term of office has expired 
by limitation. 

CONSULS. 


John Bidlake, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Barranquilla, to fill a vacancy. 

Richard M. Burke, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Chihuahua, to fill a vacancy. 

James H. Dinsmore, of Texus, to be consul of the United States 
at Cienfuegos, Cuba, vice Henry A. Ehninger, r ed. 

George R. Ernst, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States 
at Reichenberg, Bohemia, vice C. Hugo Jacobi, resigned. 

William C. Foster, of Arizona, to be consul of the United States 
at Trinidad, West Indies, vice William P. Pierce, recalled. 

Walter R. Henry, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Curacao, West Indies, vice Leonard B. Smith, re- 


called. 
Clifford Smyth, of New, York, to be consul of the United States 
at Cartagena, Colombia, vice Clayton I. Croft, recalled. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Joseph F. Heiner, of Gunnison, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Gunnison, Colo., vice Henry C. Olney, whose term of 
office will expire April 14, 1894. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Louis Grasmuck, of Gunnison, Colo., to be receiver of public * 
moneys at Gunnison, Colo., vice Henry F. Lake, term expired. 

James A. Munday, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of pub- 
lic e at Vancouver, Wash., vice Scott Swetland, term ex- 
pired. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John H. Dyer, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Scott and State of Illinois, in the place of Harry Sanderson, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Edward L. Simpson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of James 
Lynn, whose commission expired December 21, 1593. 

Charles F. Duncombe, to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, in the 
county of Webster and State of Iowa, in the place of Cyrus C. 
Carpenter, whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

chard B. Hall, to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the agin J 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry H. Pal- 
mer, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Patrick Morrissey, to be postmaster at Alta, in the county of 

Buena Vista and State of Iowa, in the place of John E. Picker- 
whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 
orge A. Collett, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
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of Ellsworth and State of Kansas, in the place of George Huycke, 
whose commission expired February 19, 1894. 


A. J. Davis, to be postmaster at Wa . in the county of 
Trego and State of Kansas, in the place of Andrew J. Harlan, 
whose commission expired March -, 1894. 

George W. Farrelly, to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas, in the place of Cyrus T. Nixon, 
removed. 

George Hill, to be postmaster at Independence, in the count 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in the place of Ebenezer E. 
Wilson, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

George Innes, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Kansas, in the place of E. F. Goodrich, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1894. f 

Ebenezer M. Lockwood, to be postmaster at Burlington, in 
the county of Coffey and Stats of Kansas, in the place of Squire 
M. Lane, whöse commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Frank B. Ober, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas, in the place of Hardy C. 
Robinson, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Will E. Stoke, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county 
of Barton and State of Kansas, in the place of Morgan Caraway, 
whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

Christina D. Fosdick, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Chris- 
tina D. Fosdick, whose commission expired January 20, 1894. 

James Ingalls, to be postmaster at Methuen, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massichusetts, in the place of John E. Saw- 
yer, whose commission expired February 28, 1894. 

Frank E. Nichols, to be postmaster at Warren, in the count 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Fran 
E. Nichols, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Reuben K. Lawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Reuben 
K. Lawyer, whose commission expired January 28, 1894, 

James S. Wallace, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the count 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Andrew F. 
Clark, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

William J. Wallace, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
William J. Wallace, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

Theron L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the 
county of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in the place of George 
A. Cook, whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

Hiram W. George, to be postmaster at Pipestone, in the county 
of Pipestone and State of Minnesota, in the place of Ebenezer A. 
Rice, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Otto A. Kohler, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota, in the place of Oliver D. 
Hutchinson, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

Dennis McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota, in the 8 of James A, Clag- 
horn, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

Thomas Keenan, to be postmaster at Brookhaven, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Mississippi, in the place of Jennie R. 
Tyler, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Emerson S. Beeman, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the 
county of Custer and State of Montana, in the place of Charles 
W. Syde, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Robert J. Coles, to be postmaster at York, in the county of 
York and State of Nebraska, in the placeof Horton M. Detrick, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1393. 

Emma J. Grafft, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of 
Harlan and State of Nebraska, in the place of Patrick W. Fen- 
nessey, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

A. F. Hill, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Burt 
ont paie of Nebraska, in the place of Walter D. Smith, re- 
signed. 

Prank H. Daniell, to be 8 at Franklm Falls, in the 
county of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, whose com- 
mission ig ea January 28, 1894. 

Edward Finerty, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Hiilsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John W. 
Crosby, whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 

Thomas E. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tilton, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New 5 in the place of Otis 
©. Wyatt, whose commission expired February 4, 1891. 

Thomas L. Wadlei h, to be postmaster at Meredith, in the 
county of Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
Francis H. Cram, whose commission expired February 4, 1894. 

John G. Smith, sr., to be postmaster at Boundbrook, in the 
county of Somerset and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
e B. R. Mason, whose commission expired December 20, 

13. 

John W. Thompson, to ba postmaster at Cape May, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey, in the place of F. 
L. Richardson, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 
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Frederick G. Wiese, to be postmaster at Bordentown, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
J. W. Allen, whose commission expired March 4, 1894. 

Horatio Judah, to be postmaster at Port Richmond, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of 
Frank Foggin, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Clarence S. McClellan, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place 
of Henry Huss, whose commission expired December 21, 1893, 

George H. Perkins, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York, in the place of John A. Rey- 
nolds, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

George F. Van Dam, to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of An- 
drew H. Bowman, whose commission expired March 13, 1894. 

William E, Harrison, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
Daniel M. Morrison, removed. 

Enoch F. Lamb, to be postmaster at Elizabeth City, in the 
county of Pasquotank and State of North Carolina, in the place 
of Charles Guirkin, whose commission expired February 6, 1894. 

Lebbens Belford, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Noble and State of Ohio, in the place of Azariah C. Cooper, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John L. Davis, to be 7890 0 58 at Shawnee, in the county of 
Bae and State of Ohio, in the place of Roger Richards, de- 
ceased. 

William T. Haviland, to be 770 e at Bellefontaine, in 
the county of Logan and State of Ohio, in the place of Isaac N. 
Zearing, whose commission expired January 16. 1894. 

Oscar N Marihugh, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the 
county of Meigs and State of Ohio, in the place of William A. 
Barringer, whose commission expired February14, 1891. 

George H. Moody, to bə postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in thə 
county of Champaign and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles 
T. Baxter, whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 

John W. Morrow, to bə postmaster at Ada, in the county of 
13 and State of Ohio, in the place of John M. Bentley, re- 
signed. 

Patrick H. 9 to be postmaster at Ashland, in the 
county of Ashland and State of Ohio, in the place of Milton B. 
De Shong, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Ulrich B. Newman, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Highland and State of Ohio, in the place of Jeremiah 
Kerr, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Oscar D. Pocock, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Preble and State of Ohio, in the place of Oliver P. Brown, 
resigned. 

G. Frew Pollock, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the 
county of Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles S. 
Warren, whose commission expired February 28, 1894. 

C. L. Russell, to be postmasterat Mount Gilead, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Alfred H. Breese, 
whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

James Trotter, to be postmaster at Steubenville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in the place of James F. Sarratt, 
whose commission expired March 4, 1894. 

Harry E. Bonsall, to be postmaster at Mifflintown, in the county 
of Juniata and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James Me- 
Cauley, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Enoch Enochs, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry 
Andrews, resigned. 

John L. Garrett, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Robert Chad- 
wick, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

James M. Goodhart, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the 
county of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Torop L. McKinney, whose commission expired December 20, 

33. 

Lewis C. Moses, to bə postmaster at West Chester, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Herbert P. Worth, whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 

George W. Semans, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
8 J. Patterson, whose commission expired February 27, 

894. 

William K. Wright, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of W. Kipp 
Chestnut, whose commission will expire April 16, 1894. 

Joseph S. McKenzie, to be peewee at Florence, in the 
county of Florence and State of South Carolina, in the place of 
Joshua E. Wilson, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Lewis M. Moore, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
of Abbeville and State of South Carolina, in the place of Robert 
R. Tolbert, removed. 

Alfred D. Tinsley, to be postmaster at Sioux Falls, in the 
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county of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota, in the place of 
B. F. Campbell, whose com nission expired December 21, 1893. 
James R. Neely, to bə postmaster at Franklin, in the county 


of Williamson State of Tennessee, in the place of C. S. Moss, 
whose commission expired March 20, 1894. > 

J. D. Bates, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of Den- 
ton and State of Texas, in the place of Charles H. Clement, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1894. 

John H. Cr inford, to be postmaster at Alvarado, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Texas, in the place of George W. Cotter, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

J. W. Rams iy, to be postmaster at Gonzales, in the county of 
Gonzales and State of Texas, in the place of William C. Baquet, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

William J. Russell, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the 
county of Cameron and State of Texas, in the place of John W. 
Hoyt, whose commission expired February 10, 1894. 

ichard C. Cordell, to be postmaster at Park City, in the 
county of Summit and Territory of Utah, in the place of Frank 
E. Harding, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

L. P. Carr, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Marion and State of West Virginia, in the place of Thomas 
Reed, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

George H. Flagg, to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 

of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. in the place of 
5 H. Higinbothom, whose commission expired February 

1304. 

William Mearns, to be aster at Buckhannon, in the 
county of Upshur and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
Clark W. Heavener, whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

J. E. B. Budlong, to be tmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Rock and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Ralph W. 
Cheever, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Moses J. Downey, to be postmaster at Portage, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George W. 
Morrison, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Gottfried H. Ely, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. in the placeof Daniel C. Rem- 
ington, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. : 

Arnold Wagener, to be ter at Sturgeon Bay, in the 
county of Door and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Joseph 
Harris, jr., whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Thomas J. Dayton, to be postmaster at Laramie. in the county 
of Albany and State of Wyoming, inthe place of Richard Butler, 
whose commission expired April 17, 1891. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 2, 1894. 


Oney Carstarphen, of Denver, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Leadville, Colo., vice Willis L. Thompson, to be re- 
peer. which was sent to the Senate March 21, 1894, he haying 
declined. . 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 28, 1894. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Aaron W. Eibes'utz, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Independence, Cal. 

John C. Neher, of uclaire, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Eauclaire, Wis. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Charles P. Blakeley, of Bozeman, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Bo eman, Mont. 
James Graham, of Cour d'Alene, Idaho, to be register of the 
land office at Coeur d'Alene, Idxho. 
Oliver H. Gallup, of Nevada, to be register of the land office 
at Carson City, Nev. ' 
POST MASTERS. 


Jonah T. Howe, to be postmaster at Trumansburg, in the 
county of Tompkins and State of New York. 

William R. Turney, to be postmaster at Greensburg, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Creed F. Middlecoff, to be postmaster at Akron, in the county 
of Washington and State of Colorado. 

Walter T. Lyon, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 2, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 


Thomas Keenan. to be postmaster at Brookhaven, Lincoln 
County, Miss. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 2, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. ri 


ELECTION CONTEST—O'NEILL VS. JOY. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will submit 
several executive communications. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the putting 
in of these executive communications? 

Mr. PATTERSON, No, sir. 

Mr. REED. If we are going to have the regular order, we 
may as well have it regularly, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further considera- 
tion of the contested election case of O'Neill against Joy. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS) moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the House disagreed to the first substitute 
resolution. The gentleman from Illinois Mr. SPRINGER] moved 
to lay the motion on the table; and on that the yeas and nays 
were ordered. The question now before the House is on the 
motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider entered by 
the gentleman from Michigan. The Clerk wiil call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS. A parliamentary inquiry before ‘the roll 
call commences. Is it in order for members to have their names 
entered on this roll call or any roll call, unless they actually 
answer during the call, or unless, being present, they fail to hear 
their names called? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The rule is very clear that no 
gentleman can have his name entered as voting upon a pending 
proposition unless he votes in the open House. Under a call of 
the House members, inaccordance with the rule, may have their 
names entered by the Clerk after the roll call. But that is an 
entirely different ease from this. Sometimes, perhaps. there has 
been some want of distinction in the minds of some members in 
regard to these two cases. But on aroll call on a pending prop- 
osition a member is only entitled to have his name recorded 
when he votes in the House at the time his name is called, or 
when, after the roll call, he states that he was present during 
the call and failed to he ir his name. The Chair has given di- 
rection to the clerks that they shall not in any instance violate 
this rule, because it is a rule that every member is entitled to 
have strictly observed. The Clerk will eall the roll. 

Mr. REED. If I may say so witho at disrespect, such has not 
been the custom of the clerks at the desk; and it was precisely 
ee I was trying to prevent when the Speaker acted as 

odid. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not informed of any viola- 
tion of this rule. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 12 
not voting 193; as follows: 


YEAS—147, 
Abbott, Cooper, Tex. Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn, 
Alderson, Cox, Kyle, Ritchie, 
Alexander, Crawford, Lane, Robbins, 
Allen. Cal Latimer, Russell, Ga. 
Bailey, Cummings, Lawson, Sayers, 
Baker, Kans. Davey, Layton, Schermerhorn, 
Baldwin, Davis, Lester, hell, 
Bankhead, Denson, Lockwood. Sickles, 
Barwig, Dinsmore, 1 Sperry, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, aliory, S 
Berry. Dunn, Martin, Ind. Stallings, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, eCreary, tevens, 
Bland, Durborow, McCulloch, Strait, 
Boatner, eEdmu McDannold, Straus, 
Bower, N. C. English, McDearmon, 8 
Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, MeHttrick, Talbert, S. O. 
Bretz, Erdmat, McGann, Talbott, Md. 
Brickner, Fielder, McKaig, ate. 
Brookshire, Geary, McLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Brown, Geissenhainer, MeNagny, TTY, 
Bynum. Goldzier, cRae, Tracey, 
Cadmus, Gorman, Meredith, Tucker, 
Caminetti, Grady, Meyer, Turner. Ga. 
Cannon, Cal, Gros y Money, Turner, Va 
Capehart, Haines. Montgomery, Turpin, 
Caruth, ler, 
Catchings, Hammond, Oates, arner, 
Causey, Hare, O'Neil. 
Clark, Mo. Hatch. Outhwaite, Wells, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Paynter, Whiting, 
Cobb, Mo. Hines, Pendleton, Tex. 
krell, Holman, Pendieton, W. Va. Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Hunter, Pigott, 2 
mn, Hutcheson, Reilly, Wolverton, 
Coombs, Tkirt, Richards, Ohio Woodard. 
Cooper, Fla. Jones, Richardson, Minn. 
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NAYS—12. 
ryan, Hall, Mo. Kem, Morgan, 
De Armond, Marshall, Ryan, 
Everett, Hudson, McKeighan, Sibley. 
NOT VOTING—193. 
Adams, Ky Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Ray, 
Adams, Pa. De Forest, ohnson, Dak Rayner, 
Aitken, Dingley, Johnson, Ohio > 
Aldrich, Dolliver, Joy, Reyburn, 
Apsley, Donovan, Kiefer, Robertson, La. 
Arnoid, Doolittle, Kilgore, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Draper, Lacey, Rusk, 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Scranton, 
es, 08, Linton, Settle, 
Bartholdt, % Lisle, Shaw, 
Bartlett, Fietcher, Livingston, Sherman, 
Belden, Forman. Loud, Simpson, 
Bell, Colo. Funk, Loudenslager, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Lucas, Smith, 
Bingham, Fyan, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Black, er, Magner, Somers, 
Blair, ear, Ma GA Stephenson, 
~Boen, Gillet, N. V. Mahon, Stockdale, 
Bouielle, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Bowers, Cal. G h Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
ch, Graham, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Brattan, rif_in, McCall. Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, McC! „Minn. Strong, 
Broderick, rout, McDowell, Sweet, 
Brosius, Grow, MeMiltin, Tarsney, 
Bundy, Hager, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Bunn, Hainer, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
B Harmer, Milli.en, ‘Thomas, 
Burrows, Harter, Moon, Updegraf, 
Cabaniss, Hartman, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Caldwell Haugen, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell. | yes, Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Heard, Neill, Walker, 
Chickering, Heiner, Newlands, Wanger, 
Chi Henderson, III. Northway, Washington, 
A Henderson, Iowa Page, Waugh, 
Coc! Hepburn, Paschal, Wever, 
Cogswel ermann, Payne, Wheeler, II. 
Compton, Hicks, Pearson, hite, 
Per. Ind. Hilborn, Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Perkins, Wilson, Wash. 
y Hooker, Miss Phillips, Wiison, W. Va. 
Cousins, Hooker, Pickler, Woomer, 
Covert, Hopkins, III. Post, Wright, Mass. 
Crain, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, Kans. Houk, ce, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Quigg, 
Dalzell, Hull, d 
No quorum voting. 
The following puirs were announced: 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL, 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. RANDALL, 

Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio, with Mr. PEARSON. 

Mr. BARTLET? with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am paired, but with 
the distinct understanding that I have the right to vote to make 
aquorum. I have accordingly voted on this question with that 
understanding. 

3 STEVENS. I am also paired under the same circum- 
ces. 

Mr. ENLOE. I was detained at the Department and did not 
get into the Hall in time to vote on this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My colleague, Mr. WASH- 
INGTON, is detained’ from the Hall by reason of sickness, and 
asks indefinite leave of absence. j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has several requests for leaves 


of absence. and before the announcement of this vote will sub- 
mit them to the House. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted accord- 
ingly as follows: 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. TARSNEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To {ir GILLET of New York, for three days, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. HOOKER of New York, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his sey: 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn, 
and on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point of order on that motion. 

ate Pasta is What is the point of order the gentleman 
makes 

Mr. LACEY. That the motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Why? 

Mr. LACKEY. Because the Speaker has heretofore held, under 
similar circumstances that the motion could not be received. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not seem to understand 
the distinction in the rules of the House. A House for the trans- 
action of business means a quorum oi the House. Ifa quorum 
of the House is not present on any question, there are only two 
things that the House can do. One is to adjourn, and the other 
to order a call of the House for the purpose of securing the at- 
tendance of absent members. The fact that a quorum was not 
present has been developed on this roll call. 

There is no difficulty about the matter whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Speaker will remember that I undertook 
to submit the same motion under similar circumstances, and was 


refused, 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker does not remember. The 
Speaker remembers that there was a repetition of the motion, or 
an attempted repetition of it, at atime when there had been no 
intervening business to justify it. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Speaker will remember all that oc- 
curred, he will remember that there had been intervening busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Idesire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact, which is clearly disclosed in the RECORD, that the 
Chair declined to entertain a motion to adjourn when there was 
less than a quorum present—declining to entertain the motion 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. : 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman accomplished his pur- 

o? 
P Mr. BOUTELLE.. Ihave, in calling the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that this motion was refused under similar circum- 
stances. 4 

The SPEAKER. Then the business of the House will proceed. 

The question is on ordering the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the House do now 

journ. 
athe yeas aud nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 1, nays 168, not 

voting 183; as follows: 


YEAS—1, 
Mallory. 
NAYS—168. 
Abbott, Clarke, Ala, Geissenhainer, Lyne 
Alderson, b. Ala. Goldzier, s Marchatl 
Alexander, Cobb. Mo. Gorman, Martin, Ind. 
Batley 8 eedi Mecrea, 
ey, * am, 
Baker, Kans. Conn, Gri un, = Mecuiock T 
Baldwin, Coombs, Haines, McDannold, 
Bankhead, Cooper, Fla. all, McDearmon, 
Barwi; Cooper, Tex. Hall. Mo. McEttrick, 
Bell, Tex. Covert, Hammond, McGann, 
Berry, Cox, Hare, McKaig, 
Black, Ga. Crawford, Harris, Me Laurin, 
Bland, Culberson, Hatch, Mulin, 
Boatner, Cummings, Hayes, McNagny, 
Boen, Davey, Henderson, N. C. McRae, 
Bower, N. C. avis, Hendrix, Meredith, 
Branch, De Armond, Hines, Meyer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Denson, Hudson, Mc a 
Bretz, - Dinsmore, Hunter, Montgomery, 
Brickner, Dockery, Hutcheson, Morgan, 
Brookshire, Dunn. Ikirt. Moes, 
Brown, Dunphy, Jones, Mutcehler, 
Bryan Durborow, Kilgore, Oates, 
Bynum, Edmunds, O'Neil, 
Cadmus, English, Kyle, Outhwaite. 
Caminetti, Enloe, e, Paschal, 
Cannon, Cal. pes, Latimer. Patterson, 
Caruth, Erdm Lawson, Paynter, 
tehings, Everett, Layton, Pendleton, Tex. 
Causey, Fielder, Lester, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Clark, Mo. Geary, Lockwood, Pigott, 
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Price, Schermerhorn, Swan 
Reilly, Shell, Talbert, S. C. 
Richards, Ohio Sibley, te, 
Richardson, Mich. Sickles, Tawney, 
Richardson, Tenn. Srerry, Taylor, Ind. 
tehle, Spr-uger, Terry. 
Robbins, Stall Tracey, 
Robertson, La. Stockdale, Tucker, 
Russell, Ga. Stone, Ky. Turner, Ga. 
* Strait, Turner, Va. 
Sayers, Straus, Turpin, 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hulick, 
Adams, Pa. Dani Hull, 
Aitken, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. 
Aldrich, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio 
Arnold, Donovan, oy, 
Avery, Doolittle, Kem, 
Ba Draper, Kiefer, 
Eirias en fa 
e 
Bartholdt, thian, Lelover, 
Bartlett, Fletcher, D, 
Belden, Forman, Lisle, 
Bell, Colo. Funk, Livingston, 
eber oover, ed pou 3 
Bingha: an, udenslager, 
Black, III. Gardner, Lucas, 
Blair, Gear, Maddox, 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. X. Magner, 
wers, Gillet a 
Brattan, Goodnight, Mahon, 
Ky. Graham, Marsh, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, N. Y. 
Brosius, Grout, McCall, 
Bundy, Grow, McCleary, Minn. 
Bunn, r, McDowe) 
Burnes, Hainer, McKeighan, 
Burrows, Harmer, Meiklejohn, 
baniss, Harter, Mercer, 
9 eee Milliken, 
am augen, oon, 
— Tu. Heard, Morse, 
8 Heiner. Murray, 
ckering, Henderson, II. Neill, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Newlands, 
Clancy, Hepburn, Northway, 
Coc Hermann, age. 
Cogswell, Hicks, Payne, 
Compton, lborn, Pearson, 
Cooper, 3 Hitt, Pence, 
Cooper, Wis Holman, Perkins, 
Cornish, Hooker, Miss. hillips, 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, 
Orain, Hopkins, III Post, 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
Curtis, N. Y. ouk, uigg, 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson; W. Va. 
Woomer 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. REED. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 52. 
Mr. REED. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr.PATTERSON. Yeas and nays, Mr, Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 1, not 
voting 180; as follows: 


D YEAS—171. 
Abbott, Coffeen, Hall, Mo. 
Alderson, Conn, Hammond, 

exander, Coom Hare, 
Allen, Cooper, Fla. Harris, 
Bailey, Cooper, Tex. Hatch, 
Baker, Kans. vert, Hayes, 
Baldwin, xX. Henderson, N. C. 
Bankhead, ain. Hendrix, 
N : Crawford, Hines, 
Bell, Culberson, Hudson, 
5 Hunter, 

„Ga. Davey. Hutcheson, 
B Arm rt, 
Boatner, Denson, Jones, 
pon Dinsmore, Kem, 
ower, N. C. Dockery, Pai 
ch, Donovan, Kribbs, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunn, Kyle, 
Bretz, Dunphy, Lane, 
Brickner, Durborow, Latimer, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Lawson, 
wn, English, Layton, 
Enloe, Lester, 
Burnes, Epes, Lockwood, 
Bynum, Erdman, Lynch, 
Cadmus, Everett, 5 
Caminetti, Fielder, Mallory, 
Gannon. eary, artin. Ind. 
Capehart, Geissenhainer, cAleer, 
Caruth, Goldzier, , Ky. 
Catchings, Gorman, McCulloch, 
Causey, Grady, McDannold, 
Clark, Mo. Gresham, McDearmon, 
Clarke, Ala. Griffin, McEttrick, 
Cobb, Mo. Haines, cGann, 
krell, Hall, McKaig, 


Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 


Paschal, 
Patterson, 

Payne, 

Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 


Stallings, Talbott, Md. Turner, Va. Whiting, 
Stockdale, Tate, Turpin, Williams, III. 
Stone, Ky. Taylor, Ind. ler, Williams, Miss. 
Strait, Terry, arner, Wise, 
Swanson, fee, ee Wooda 
wacker, e ‘00 
Talbert, S. C. Turner, Ga. Wheeler, Ala. 
NAYS—1. 
Marshall. 
NOT VOTING—180. 

Adams, Ky. Daniels, Hulick, Ray, 
Adams, Pa, Davis, Hull, Rayner, 
Aitken, De Forest, Johnson, Ind Reed, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Apsley, Doliiver, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Tenn 
Arnold, Doolittle, Joy, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Draper, . Kiefer, Rusk, 
Babcock Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon So enc Scranton, 
Barnes, Fithian. Lefever, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lin Shaw, 
Bartlett, Forman, Lisle, Sherman, 
Belden, Funk, Livingston, Simpson, 
Bell, Colo. Funston, Loud, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan, Loudenslager, Smith, 

ngham, Gardner, Lucas, Snodgrass, 
Black, III. Gear, Maddox, Somers, 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. is Sea Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass, on, teveus, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Brattan, raham, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, ‘all, Storer, 
Broderick, Grout, 1 Minn trong, 
Brosius, Grow, McDowell, Sweet, 
Bundy, Hager, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Hainer, ercer, Tawney. 
Burrows, Harmer, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn 
Cabaniss, Harter, Moon, omas, 
Caldwell, Hartman, Morse, 8 
Campbell, Haugen, M 5 Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Cannon, III. Heard, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Chickering, Heiner, Neill, ‘Wadsworth, 
Childs, Henderson, III. Northway, Walker, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, anger, 
Cobb, Ala. epburn, Page, Washington, 
Cockran Hermann, Paynter, Waugh, 
Cogswell, Hicks, Pearson, Wever, 
Compton, Hilborn, Pence, Wheeler, Ill 
Cooper, Ind Hitt, Perkins, hite. 
Cooper, Wis. Holman, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 

rnish, Hooker, Miss. Pickler, Wilson, Wash 
Cousins, Hooker, N. ost, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. Powers, Woomer, 
Curtis, Hopkins, Pa. migg, Wright, Mass. 
Daizell, Houk, dall, Wright, Pa. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to reconsider the vote by which a call 
of the House was ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to lay that motion on the table, 
and upon that I demand the yeas and nuys. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom New Vork [Mr. PAYNE] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which a call of the House was 
ordered, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] 
moves to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Is the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] in order, under the special order under 
which we are proceeding? Is not that an intervening mo- 
tion”? 

The SPEAKER. But we are now without a quorum. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Still is not that an intervening motion? 
We have voted to have a call of the House, have we not? 

The SPEAKER. That has been the vote. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Nowthe proposition is to reconsider that. 
Does not that come within the terms of the order? It is true 
the House is without a quorum, but this is an intervening mo- 
tion. Why shall we not have a call of the House without this 
intervening motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the order would 
affect it. Unless there is some—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw my motion to lay on the 
table, and I call for the yeas and nays on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to reconsider. 

Mr. PAYNE. Pending that I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] moves that the House do now adjourn. The 
vote will be taken on the latter motion. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE demanded a division. 2 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 50. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there wore—yeas 1, nays 165, 
not voting 186; as follows: 


YEAS—1. ə 
Mallory, 
NAYS—165. 
Abbott, Crain, Kyle, 
Alderson, Crawford, ne, 
Alexander, Culberson, Latimer, 
Allen, Davey, Lawson, 
Bailey, Davis, Layton, 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Lester, 
Baldwi Denson, Lockwood, 
Dinsmore, 232 
Bell, Tex. Dockery. asuire, 
Barry, Donovan, Marshall, 
Black, Ga. 2 Martin, Ind. 
Bland. Dunphy, McAleer, 
Boatner, Durborow, McCreary, Ky. 
Edmunds, McCulloch, 
Bower, N. C. English. McDannold, 
Branch, Epes, McDearmon, 
Bretz, Erdmar, McEttrick, 
Brickner, Everett, McGann, 
Brookshire, Fielder, McKaig, 
Brown, McKeichan, 
Bryan. Ge er, McLaurin, 
Burnes, 88 bs * 
Bynum, orman, cRae, 
Gaamus; Grady, Meredith, 
Caminetti, Gres „ Meyer. 
pannon Cal Haines, Monas = 
Capehart, ontgomery, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Morgan, 
Cal Hammond, 
Causey, Hare, Neill. 
Clark, Mo. arris, O'Neil, 
Clarke, Ala Henderson, N. C. Outhwaite, 
Cobb, Mo. en z e, 
Cockrell, Holman, Paschal, 
Coffeen, Hudson. Patterson, 
Conn, unter, Paynter, 
Coom Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Fla. t. Pendleton, W. Va. 
8 Jones, ott, 
Cooper, Tex. Kem, ce, 
Covert, ‘ore, Reilly, 
Cox, Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—186, 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Houk, 
Adams, Pa. De Forest, Hulick, 
Aitken, Dingley, Hul 
Aldrich, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. 
Apsley, Doolittle, Jonnson, N. Dak. 
Arnold, Draper, Johnson, Ohio 
Avery, Ellis, Ky. Joy, 
Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, 
Baker, N. H Enloe, Lacey, 
hi Fithian, Lapham, 
Barnes, Fletcher, Lefever, 
Bartholdt, Forman, Linton, 
Bartlett, Funk, Lisle, 
Belden, Funston, Livingston, 
Bell, Colo. an, ud, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner. Loudenslager, 
Bingham, ear, Lucas, 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, 
Blair, Gillett, Mass. Magner, 
Boutelle, G ht, Mahon, 
Bowers, Graham, Marsh, 
Brattan, G Marvin, N. * 
reckinridge, Ark Grosvenor, McCall, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grou McCleary, Minn. 
Broderick, Grow, McDowell, 
Brosius, T, McNagny, 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, 
Bunn, Harmer, Mercer, 
Burrows, Harter, Milliken, 

b. s Hartman, Moon, 
Caldwell, Hatch, Morse, 
Campbell, Haugen, Murray, 
Cannon, III. Hayes, Mutchler. 
Chickering, eard, Newlands, 
Childs, Heiner, Northway, 
Clancy, Henderson, III. Oates, 

bb, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Payne, 
Cockran, Hepburn, earson, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pence, 
Compton, Hicks, Perkins, 
Cooper, Wis Hilborn, Phillips, 
Cornish, Hines, Pickler, 
Cousins, Hitt, Post, 
Cummings, Hooker, Miss. Powers, 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker, N. V. uigg, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Ill. Randall, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Ray, 


an, 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 


W. A 
Wiliams, III. 
Wiliams, Miss. 
Wise 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Stephenson, 
Stevens, 


e, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
On this question the yeas are 1, the nays 165. The nays have 
it, and the motion to adjourn is not agreed to. The question 
now is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which a call of 
the House was ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am re- 


On the last call? 


corded? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
Mr. REED. Regular order. 


Mr. HATCH. 


es. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The question ison the motion to lay on the table the motion 


to reconsider the vote b; 


which a 


The gentleman is not recorded. 


of the House was ordered. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 

nounced that the ayes seemed to have it, 
Mr. REED. Division. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER 
sider the vote by w 


y tempore. 
ch a call of the House was ordered. The 


A motion was 


made to recon- 


gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] moves to lay that motion on 
the table, and on that the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The gee was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 3, 
not voting 202; as follows: 
YEAS—147. 
Abbott, avis, Kyle, Richardson, Mich, 
Alexander, De Armond, ne, Richardson, Tenn. 
en, nson, Latimer, Ritchie, 

ey, Dinsmore, Lawson, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. Dockery, Layton, Rober: La. 
Baldwin, Donovan, ter, Russell, Ga. 
Bankhead, Dunn, Lynch, Ryan, 
Barwig, Dun P guire, T'S, 

Bel, Tex. -Durborow, Mallory, Schermerhorn, 
unds, Marshall, eil, 
Black, Ga. English, Martin, Sperry, 
land, Enloe, McAleer, Springer, 
Boatner, McCreary, Ky Staliings, 
Branch, Erdman, McCulloch, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, McDannold, Stone, Ky. 
Bretz, Fielder, McDearmon, Strait, 
Brickner, Geary, McEttrick, Straus, 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Talbert, S.C. 
Bryan, Gorman, McKeighan, Talbott, Md. 
Burnes, Grady, McLaurin, te, 
Bynum, Gresham, MeMillin, Terry, 
Caminetti, Grifn, McRae, Y, 
Cannon, Cal. Haines. Meredith, Tucker, 
Capehart, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, „Va. 
Clark, Mo Hare, Morgan, in, 
Cobb, Mo. Harris, Moses, Warner, 
Cockrell, Hatch, Neill, Weadock, 
Coffeen, Hayes, Oates, van 
Coombs, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Fla nes, x ting, 
Cooper, Tex Holman, Patterson, Williams, Ill. 
Covert, Hudson, ‘aynter, x 
> Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. W. 
Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Culberson, kirt, Pigott, Ww 
Cummings, Kilgore, Richards, Ohio 
NAYS-—3 
Alderson, Cadmus, Crawford, 
x NOT VOTING—202. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner, 
Adams, Pa. Danie Johnson, Ohio Reed, 
Aitken, Davey, Jones, Relily, 
Aldrich, De Forest, Joy, Reyburn, 
Apsley, Dingley, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Dolliver, Kiefer, Rusk, 
Avery, Doolittle, Kribbs, Russell, Conn. 
Ba K, Draper, Lacey, Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. e Settle, 
orl ge Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Linton, Sh 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Lisle, Sibley, 
Belden, orman, Livingston, Sickles, 
Bell, Colo. Funk, Lockwood, Simpson, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Loud, Sipe, 
Bingham, Fyan, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Black, III. Gardner, Lucas, Snodgrass, 
Blair, Gear, Maddox, Somers, 

D, Gillet, . Magner, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, vens, 
Bower, N.C. Goldzier, arsh, Stone, C. W. 
Bowers, Cal ht, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Brattan, Graham, Mo z Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Broderick, Grout, McDowe Swanson, 
Brosius, Grow. cGann, Sweet, 
Brown, Hager, MeN: Tarsney, 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejo. Tawney, 
Bunn, Hammond, ercer, Taylor, Ind. 
Burrows, Harmer Meyer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cabaniss, Harter, Milliken, 01 
Caldwell Hartman, Moon, ler, 
Campbell, Haugen Morse, pade; k 
Cannon, III Heard, Murray, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 

t Heiner, Mutchier, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
usey. Henderson, III. Newlands, adsworth, 
Chickering, Henderson, lowa Northway, Walker, 
Childs, Hendrix, Outhwaite, Wanger, 
5 Hepburn, Fage: 1 = 
Clarke, ermann, ayne, augh, 
Cobb, Ala. Hicks, Pearson, Wever, 
Coc Hilborn, Pence, Wheeler, III. 
Cogswell, Hitt, Perkins, te, 
Compton, Hooker, Miss. Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Conn, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, wi š 
Cooper, Ind Hopkins, Ill Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis opkins, Pa. Powers, Woomer, 
Cornish, ouk Price, Wright, Mass. 
usins, ck, 3 Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, Kans. Hull, i, 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. A 
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The following additional pair was announced: 


Donovan, Hutcheson, Stockdale, 
Me Coa of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, on Dunn; o Tie, Morgan, Stone, Ky 
this è Dunphy; 0868, orer. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are | Durborow, Kyle, Neill, Strait, 
147; the nays are 3; the ayes have it; the motion to reconsider | B¢munds, Lane, 0 Straus. 
à nloe, Latimer, ON. Wi 
is laid on the table, and a call of the House is ordered. pes, Lawson, Paschal, Talbert, B. 0. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed | Erdman, Layton, Patterson, Talbott, Md. 
to respond: cae Lester, Paynter, Tate, d. 
8 ‘ex. ‘aylor, 
Adams, Pa. Cooper, Fia. Hines, Rayner, Geissenhainer, 2 Pendleton, W. Va. 9 
Aitken, Cooper, Hitt, Re: „ Goldvier, ire, Pigott, Y. 
Aldrich, Cornish, Hooker, Miss. Ro Pa. Mallory, ice, Tucker, 
Alexander, Covert, Hooker, N. V. Rusk, Grady, M Reilly, Turner, Ga. 
Apsley, Dalzell, Hopkins, Ni. Scranton. Gresham, McAteer, Richards, Ohio Turner, Va. 
Arnold, Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Settle, al McCreary, Ky. Richardson, Mich. Turpin, 
Baker, Kans De F. t, Houk, Shell, Hall, Minn. M il Richardson, Tenn. Tyler, 
os, Denson, Johnson, Ohio Sherman, Hall, Mo. MeDannol Ritchie, arner, 
Bartholdt, Dingley, Joy, Simpson, amm ý McDearmon, Robbins, Weadock, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Kem, pe, Hare, McEttrick, Robertson, La. Wheeler, Ala. 
Dolliver, Kiefer, Snodgrasss, Harris, McGann, Russell, Ga. Whiting. 
Bell, Colo. Donovan, tap 3 Somers, Hatch, McKaig, Sayers, Williams, III 
Beltz hoover, Dur borow, Lefever, Sperry, yes, Mc in, 8 illiams, 
Bingham, Ellis. Ky. Linton, Stevens, Henderson, N.C. McNagny, Sibley, ise, 
Black. Fithian, Lisle, eee Hendrix, McRae, Sickles, Woodard, 
Boatner, Fletcher, Livingston, Stone, C. W. Hines, Meredith, Sperry, 
Bower, N. C. Forman, Loudenslager. torer, Holman, eyer, Springer, 
Branch, Fyan, Lucas, Strait, 
Brattan, Geissonhainer, Maddox. Strong. NAYS—4. 
Breckinridge, Ky. —.— N. Y. Magner, Tarsney, 
ics) 


Brow an - 3 , Minn. gg, r % NOT VOTING 186. 
undy, riffin. cDowell, ‘an Voor * Adams. K 
„Ky. Dolliver Johnson, N. Dak. Ray. 
— 8 . — Wan Yoornis, Ohio Adams. Pa. Doolittle, Johnson; Ohio yher, 
g liken, Was 9 


15 
Clancey, 
J arnes, Fo; = Linton, haw, 
3 8 Bartheldt, Funk. Lisle, Shell, 
Cockrell, Henderson, Lowa Powers, Bartl Piby 
* N . Belden,” Frag. roa — —— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this call 210 gentlemen 3 88 1 Sipe. 
have answered to their names. The doors will now be closed, | Black, Til Ginet, N. v. Maddox. 8 
and the Clerk will call the names of members who failed to re- Blair, Gillett, Mass. Magner, Somers, 
spond on the first call. On this call excuses for absentees may noen, i Goodnight, Mahon, Ste; henson, 
be offered. Bowers, Cal. Gima” Martin, Ind Stone, G W 
Mr. REED(when the name of Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania was Brattan, = Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Ý. Stone. W. A. 
8 rec Š > Grou 0 ong, 
tee 3 I ask en the gentleman from Pennsyl — re rr Ne Grow McCleary, Minn. Sweet’ 
van Ps a excused. Brosſus. Hager, McDowell, Tarsney, 
Mr. BROWN. I object, unless some good reason is piyon: Bundy, Hainer, McKeighan, Tawney. 
Mr. REED. Objection is made. I now move that he be ex- Bunn, Harmer, McLaurin, Taylor, Tenn. 
cused. Burrows, Barter,  Molkiejonm, Pee 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. REED, and the Caldwell, Haugen, : Miltken, Van Yoorhis, XX- 
am 5 8: * oon, an Voo! A 
Spe sgt thay ae sarod new the ayes seemed to have it. Canton, III. Heiner, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Mr. „Lask for a division. Chickering, Henderson. II. Murray, Walker, 
The House 3 and s here were—ayes 104, noes 0. Childs, Henderson, Iowa Mutch er, Washington, 
Mr. REED. I ask for tellers. ance, epburn, ewlands, augh, 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, having assisted my friend from | Segswöolt⸗ a ket A Weve: 
Maine as much = I psa A withdraw the objection. = Compton. 5 iy Page, Wheeler, Ill. 
Mr. REED. But there has been a vote on the question. sooper, Ind. ane, te, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been completed; but | Gober. Ws po ae ae Tis So Bs apace 
if the gent eman from Maine makes the point Cor Hopkins, rkins n, W. Va 
Mr. REED. Oh. I leave it to the decision of the Chair. The | Curtis. Kans. E SA paras Taun 88 
gentleman from Indi mal Mr. BROWNI is very kind, and Tam very | paiveli, Hudson, Post. Wright, Mass. 
much obliged to him. Daniels, Hulick, Powers, Wright, Pa. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine asks — 5 aoei 8 aks Quigg. > 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAMS] be excused, g'oy, i i 


and if there ba no objection the gentleman will be excused. 

There was no ob ection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. REED. Why? 1 suggest to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that we have not gone very far yet. |Laughter.] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PATTERSON, the 
Speaker tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 4, not 

= voting 186; as follows: 


Mr. COBB of Alabama voted, but, being paired, withdrew his 


vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon thisquestion the yeas are 
162 and the nays are 4. The ayes have it, and all further pro- 
ceedings under the call are dispensed with. 

Mr. PALTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, and ask that that motion be voted down. [Laugh- 


Yr. 
r. REED. I ask for a division. I am surprised at the con- 
duct of the gentleman from Tennessee. [Laughter.] 
Mr. PATTERSON. Task for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PATTERSON] moves that the House do now adjourn, and 


S—182. upon that goonia the yeis and nays are demanded. 

Abbott, Bland, Cannon, Cal. Cooper, Ela. Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think it is generally understood 
= 2 23 g 8 Pei nos Tex. in the House that the gentleman from Tennessee has asked to 

ake Branch, Catchings, Ask, have his motion voted down. [Lauzhter.] 

: Bailey, Breckinridge, Ark. anaes Grain, A 8 Ee question being, taken 3 the yeas * nays; the 
er, Kans. rets, k, MO. ord, eaker hr tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

1 DOA — aa O Mr. REED. I ask for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Bi > Bryan, Davey, Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore appoiúted 

aoe ponte Cockrell, — Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. REED. a 

ben 8 — 8 The House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 88. noes 57. 

Black, Ga. Caminetti, Coombs. Dinsmore, So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAK 

Mr. REED. The Chair must not make any mistake. 
motion is correct. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man upon that A e 

Mr. REED. ell, if the Chair wants to go wrong I shall not 
undertake to prevent him, but the motion to reconsider is cer- 
tuinly admissible. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink that motion is in order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlem in from Tennessee 
moved that the House adjourn, and upon that the yeas and nays 
were ordered, 

Mr. REED. Tellers were requested on ordering the yeas and 
nays, and che yeas and nays were ordered. I voted in favor of 
the yeas and nays, but, having thought the matter over, I now 
move to reconsider the vote by which they were ordered. 


ER pro tempore. The Chair has some righ 
t 


[Laughter. ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. That motion can be made, but we can not 
take the yeas and nays upon it. 


Mr. REED. I have no desire to embarrass the Chair, and in 
order to aliow him full opportunity for an examination of the 
question I will withdraw motion. 

A MEMBER. That motion is sound. 

Mr. REED. Entirely sound, but unless the Chair is quite sat- 
isfied of that [ will not insist on the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would, of course, be 
yini to entertain the motion if it be-in order, but there is 
some doubt in the mind of the Chair on that point. 

Mr. REED. In my opinion the motion to reconsider is ad- 
missible. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. REED. Well, I will not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question then is on the mo- 
tion to reeonsider, if the gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no question that the motion is in 


order. 

Mr. REED. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER pro tem (having put the question on the 
motion to reconsider). noes seem to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. - 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 37, noes 114. 

So the motion to reconsider was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motionof the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] that the House 
adjourn, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

e question was taken; and there were—yeas 4, nays 161, not 
voting 187; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Kribbs, Lockwood, Mallory. McGann 
NAYS—I61. 
Abbott, Cooper, Tex Latimer, Ritchie, 
Alexsand Cox. Parca operas La. 
lexander, rtson. 
en, Culberson, TORU. Russell, 
A Cammin, Lynch, Ryan, 
Balaw i Ponso 5 ` Mar tnd. Roker orn, 
n. tin, chermerh 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, McAleer, Shell, 
Barwig, Dockery, McCleary, Minn. Sibley, 
iden, Donovan, McCreary, Ky. Sick 
Bell, Colo. Dunn, cCull Sperry, 
Bell, Tex. Durborow, MeDannold, S 
* Edm McDearmon, Stockdale, 
„Ga. Enloe, McEttrick, toue, Ky. 
Biand, Epes, McKaig, Strait, 
Boatner, Erdman, MceKeighan, Straus, 
er, N.C. Everett, cLa Swanso 
“i McMillin, Talbert, S. C. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Bretz, ldzier, Rae, te, 
Bric th. Taylor, Ind. 
Brookshire, Grady, Meyer, Terry, 
Brown, Gresham, Money, Y, 
an, mes. Montgomery. Tucker, 
Burnes, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Hall, Mo. Moses, Turner, Va. 
re, Neill. Tu 
Cadmus, Oates, ler, 
Hatch, O'Neil, arner, 
Hayes, Outhwaite. Weadock, 
Capehart, Henderson,N.C Paschal. Wells, 
Caruth, Hendrix, Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cat z Hines, Paynter, Whiting. 
Clark. Mo Hudson, Penal . WV William Miss. 
, leto: Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Hun er, Pigott, i Wise, 
ute a ‘Wolverton, 
Coffeen, Ikirt, Reilly, 
Conn. Jones, Richards, Ohio 
Coombs, Kyle, Richardson, M: 
Cooper, Fla. Lane. Richardson. Tenn. 


Adams, Ky. Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, 
Adams, Pa, Davis, Houk, Y, 
Aitken, De Forest Hulick, yner, 
Aldrich, Dingley. ull, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak Ro inson, 
Avery, Draper, Johnson, Ohio usk, 
Babcock, unphy, Joy, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Kem, Scranton, 
Barnes, Ils. Oregon Kiefer. Settle, 
Bartholat, English, Kilgore, haw, 
Bartlett, Fithian, Lacey, Sherman, 
Beitzhoover, Fletcher. Lapham, Simpson, 
Bingham, ‘orman, Lefever, Sipe, 
Black, DL Funk, Linton, Smith, 
láir, Funston; Lisle, Snodgrass, 

Boen, Fyan, Livingston, Somers, — 
Boutelle, Gardner, oud, Stallings, 
Bowers, Cal. Gear, Loudenslager, Stephenson, 
Brattan, Geary, Lucas, tevens, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gilet, N. X. Maddox. Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Gillett. Mass. Magner, Stone, W. A. 
Brosius, t, Maguire. Storer, 
Bundy, Graham, Mahon, Strong, = 
Bunn, Griffin, Marsh, Sweet, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Tarsney, 
Caldwell, Grout, McCall, whey, 
Campbell, Grow, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cannon, III. Hager, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Chickering, Hainer, Mercer, Updegraff, 
Childs, Hammond, Milliken, VanVoorhis, N. X. 
Clancy, Harmer, Moon, VanVoorhis, Ohio 
Cobb, Harter, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cobb. Mo. Hartman, Murray, Walker, 
Cockran, Haugen, Mutchler, Wanger. 
Cogswell, Heard, Newlands, Washington, 
Compton Heiner, Northway, Waugh, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, III. Wever, 

per, Henderson,Iowa Payne, Wheeler, II. 
Cornish, Hepburn, n, hite, 
Cousins, Hermann, Wilson, Ohio 
Crain, Hicks, Per Wilson, Wash. 
Crawford, Hilborn, Phillips, ilson. W. Va. 
Curtis, Kans. tt, Pickler, Woomer, 
Curtis. N. Y Hooker, Miss. Post, Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell Hooker, N. X. Powers, Wright, Pa. 
Daniels Hopkins, III. Quigg. 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the 
motion for a call). The ayes seem to have it. : 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 96, noes 2. 

Mr. REED. I shall have to ask for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 86. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A sufficient number. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, 38 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. REED 
and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed. 

Ineas again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, 
noes 42 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move a reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine 
moves Ms reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. : s 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. ReepD)—ayes 32, noes 94. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 39 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. 
PATTERSON and Mr. REED were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, 
noes 0. 

So the motion to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and 
nays was agreed to. 

The question recurring on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 46, noes 123. r 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A sufficient number having 
voted in the affirmative, the yeas and nys are ordered. 

Mr.PAYNE. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

S veral MEMBERS. Too late. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
is not too late. 

Tellers were ordered, 46 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. PAT- 
TERSON and Mr. REED were appinted. 

The House again divided, and the tellers reported—yeas 57, 
noes none. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays I, not 
voting 183; as follows: 


YEAS—168, 
Abbott, Allen, Bankhead, B Ga. 
Alderson, Bailey, 2 Blanc, 
Aldrich Baker, Kans. Bell, Boatner, 
Alexander, Baldwin, i Boen, 
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Richards, Ohio 
Mi 


0, 
Bower, N. C. Edm Lockwood, Richardson, Mich. 
Branch, 3 12 Richardson, Tenn. 
eckinridge, Ark. oe, rit — 55 Ritchie, 
tz, ory, Robbins, 
Brickner, Erdman, Marshall, Robertson, La. 
Brookshire, Everett, Martin, Ind. Russell, Ga. 
Bryan, oe; . 1 hee 
Bynum, eary, cCreary, Ky. ayers, 
— er, McCulloch, Schermerhorn, 
us, Goidzier, McDannold, hell, 
Caminetti, Gorman, McDearmon, Sibley, 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, McEttrick, Springer, 
Capehart, Gresham, McGann, Stal 
Caruth, H McKaig, Stone, 
Ca Hall, Laurin. trait, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Mo. McMillin, Straus, 
Clarke, Ala. Hammond, McNagny, Swanson 
Cobb, Mo. Hare. cRae, Talbert, S. O. 
Coc „ Meredith, Talbott, Md 
Coffeen, Hatch, Meyer, Tate, 
Conn, Hayes, Milliken, Taylor, Ind. 
Coom Henderson, N.C. Money, Terry, 
Cooper, Fla. Hendrix, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Cooper, Tex. Morgan, Tucker, 
Covert, Holman, Moses, Turner, Ga. 
Hudson, Neill, Turner, Va. 
Hunter, Oates, Turpin, 
Crawford, Hutchinson, O'Neil, ler, 
Culberson, Outhwaite, arner, 
Davey, Jones, Paschal, | Wells, 
Davis, Kilgore, Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
De Armond, Kribbs, Paynter, Whiting, 
Dinsmore, Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, 
Dockery, Lane, Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, Miss. 
Donovan, Latimer, ott, Wise, 
Dunn, Lawson, Price, Wolverton, 
Dunphy, Layton, Reilly, Woodard 
NAYS—1. 
Weadock. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Adams, Ky. Danie Hull, 3 
Adams, Pa. De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
Aitkins, Denson, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, Dingley. Johnson, Ohio »Rusk, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Joy, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Doolittle, Kem, Scranton, 
Babe per, Kiefer, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Shaw, 
es. Ellis, Oregon, La 5 Sherman, 
Bartholdt, t á Lefever, Sickles, 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Linton, Simpson, 
Belden, Forman, Lisle, Sipe, 
Bell, Colo, Funk, Livingston, Smith, 
Belthoover, Funston, Loud, Snodgrass, 
Bingham, Pyan, Loudenslager, Somers, 
Black, Gardner, Lucas, perry, 
Blair, Gear, Maddox, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal Gillet, N. V. Magner, Stevens, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stockdale, 
ge, Ky. Goodnight, arsh, Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, 
Brosius, Griffin, McCall, Storer, 
Brown, Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Bundy, rout, Me Dowe weet, 
Bunn, Grow, McKeighan, Tarsney, 
Burnes, Hager, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Burro er, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwe Harmer, Moon, Thomas, 
Camp! Harter, Morse, 2 
Cannon, III Har Murray. an oorhis, N. V. 
Causey, Haugen, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Chickering, Heard, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Childs, Heiner, orthway, Walker, 
Clancy, Henderson, III. o, Wanger, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Iowa, Payne, Was! n, 
Hepburn, Pearson, Waugh, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pence, Wever, 
Com Hicks, Perkins, Wheeler, II. 
Cooper, Ind Hilborn, Phillips, hite, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Cornish, Hooker, Miss Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, 1 gt Sista meom W. Va. 
Cc opkins, 8 oomer 
— Pa. Nauk 5 Wright, ‘Mass. 
Cartis, N. Y. ouk, Ray, Wright, Pa. 
D: Hulick, Rayner, 


The resultof the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the call of the House was ordered, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did the gentleman from Maine vote with 
the majority on that question? 

Mr. BOU ELLE. The “gentleman from Maine” did. He 
knows enough to do that, strange as it may appear to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, it is evident we can not 
geta Eta this afternoon, and I wish to give notice that this 
Case will be called up to-morrow —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Regular order. 

Mr. PATTERSON (continuing). 
sion of the House 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. PATTERSON (continuing). 
conclusion, the House being asked to remain in continuous ses- 
sion for that purpose. 


At the opening of the ses- 


5 Mr. Speaker, I have demanded the regu- 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentle- 
man from Tennessee submit? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, if there be no objec- 
tion, will direct the Clerk to announcea committee appointment 
of the Speaker before submitting the motion to adjourn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker appoints Mr. STALLINGS of Alabama on the Committee on 


Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 1919) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Rail- 
way Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, 
La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senats, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural Report for 1893. 

The motion of Mr. PATTERSON was then to; and ac- 
2 ly (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. Ain the House ad- 
journed. ' 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of W. H. Dupre; which, with the 
accompanying report (No. 644), was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6527) to incorporate the 
AE onal Rapid Transit Company—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. TUCKER (oy request: A bill (H. R. 6528) to amend the 
jurisdiction act of 1887 so as to abrogate Federal jurisdiction in 
State corporations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the St. Croix River between Wis- 
consin and Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6533) donating the United 
States Marine Hospital in the city of New Orleans, La., to the 
corporation of said city—to the Committee on Naval Aff 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were ae and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 6530) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Charles T. Hurd, formerly a lands- 
man in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Nancy 
Gabrilla Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6532) granting an honorable 
A to William B. Barnes to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH (b; 
ing a pension to Thomas J. O’. 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6535) for the relief of Sarah A. Skinner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6536) to remove the charge 
of desertion against James E. Gray—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 6537) to remove thecharge 
of dishonorable dismissal of W. H. Castle from the military 
service of the United States—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6538) for 
the relief of Mary C. Daigre, East Baton Rouge, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6539) for the relief of Mary C. Daiges, of 


uest): A bill (H. R. 6534) grant- 
ark—to the Committee on Inva- 


And will be pressed to a| East Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on War Clams. 


By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 6540) for the relief of W. B. 
es—to the Committee on Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany H. R. 6453, for 
relief of J. S. Henson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, evidence to accompany H. R. 6455, for relief of Taply 
Beckwith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, evidence to accompany H. R. 6456, for the relief of Wil- 
liam Seicks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence to accompany H. R. 6454, granting a pension to 
Cynthia Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of members of Center Camp, No. 
892, Modern Woodmen of America, of Center Junction, Iowa, 
favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Thomas J. Lawson, sr., Wayne 
County, Tenn., asking that his claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Shield Simms and Harmon Bryant, estate of 
Josiah Youngblood, deceased, of Wayne County, Tenn., to ac- 
company House bill 6519—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of the faculty of Illinois Wesleyan 
University and of W. B. Merrill and others, students of said 
university, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. GEAR: R solution and petition of Lee Lodge, No. 38, 
of lowa Legion of Honor, signed by 100 persons, asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting to the mails as 
second-class matter college and fraternal papers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of A. J. Meln- 
tosh, Alfred Rowe, Bradley Gilman, and 41 other citizens of 
Springfield, Mass., in behalf of the Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition for the suppression of lotteries—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN; Petition by resolution of the Michigan 
Knights of the Grip, asking for the e of the bill for the 
issuance of 5,000-mile tickets or books interchangeable on ull 
railroads and giving special privileges to baggage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of York, Mich., asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, for admitting fraternal 
society publications to the mails as second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 33 citizens of Saline, Mich., asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, in favor of admitting fra- 
ternal society publications to the mails as second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Detroit Steam Fitter's Union, No. 8; of Ma- 
rine Engineers’ Benevolent Association; of the Machine Wood- 
workers’ Union; of theShoe Cutters’ Union; of the Iron-Work- 
ers’ Protective Union; of the Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ 
Union, and of the Journeymen Stonecutters’ Union, all of De- 
troit, Mich., asking for Government ownership and contro! of 
the telegraph systems of the country—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAGER: Resolutions of the Iowa State Veterinary 
Medical Association, recommending that appointment of veter- 
inarians in the Bureau of Animal Industry be made on the merit 
system, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of Alba Miller and 
15 others, of Mason City, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bills, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Rouds. 

Also, apor from the Iowa State Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, Oskaloosa, Iowa, favoring the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture that the appointment of veterinarians in 
the Bureau of Animal Industry be made in the merit system and 
under the control of the Civil Service Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of I. H. Merrill and 59 other citizens 
of Des Moines, fowa, asking the passage of more stringent laws 
to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Walnut Camp, No. 1695, Modern Woodmen 
of America, Tracy, Iowa, asking that the fraternal press be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of L. E. Pack and 12 other citizens of Marion 
County, Iowa, asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOCK WOOD: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, to amend 
the interstate commerce law to insure steady, stable, and equit- 
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able freight rates—to the Conmnittee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition from Clark, Nebr., for ad- 
mission to the mails as second-class matter publications of fra- 
ternal and benevolent societies—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of R. T. Payne and 19 others, of 
8 S. Dak., and William T. Jones and 77 others, of Madison, 
S. Dak.. in favor of the passage of the Mauderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of the Illinois Blue Label League, 
with a membership of over 4,000 cigar-makers, against an in- 
creased revenue tax upon cigars made in this country—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 36 citizens, together with Phoenix Lodge, No. 
65, O. M. P., 165 members, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Carpen- 
ters’ Union No. 42, of Detroit, in favor of governmental control 
of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : z 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of W. H. Weak- 
ley, grand recorder, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Ten- 
nessee, for the passage on the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Hartford, Conn., in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Petition of Bricklayers and Stonecut- 
ters’ Union and of Iron Workers’ Protective Union, in favor of 
governmental ownership and control of the telegraph systems— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TYLER: Claim of First Baptist Church, Suffolk, Va., 
for damages to property by Federal troops in 1862 and 18$5—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Trades and Labor As- 
sembly of Springfield, Ohio, against increased internal-revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 3, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret English; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill H. R. 1919) authorizing the Tex- 
arkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake 
at or near Mooringsport La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreve- 
port, La.; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of W. H. Meadow, W. 
P. Rogers, and 20other citizensof Waverly, Humphreys County, 
Tenn., praying that building and loan associations be exempted 
from the operation of the proposed income tax; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present a petition of the chiefs, head- 
men and members of the Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians. pray- 
ing the passage ol the bill affecting their treaty with the United 
States Government for the relinquishment of their surplus land; 
which I move be printed as a document to accompany the bill 
(S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yankton 
tribe of Sioux or Dakota Indians in South Dakota, and to make 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect, which is now 
on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of citizens of Alces- 
ter, S. Dak., praying thatfraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices und Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the speady settlement of the 
tariff question; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of St. Charles, 
»Minn., praying for the enactment of Lh Speer suppressing the 
lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tennes- 
see, praying that fraternul society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of N. Burck and 88 others, 
residents of White City, Fla., favoring an appropriation for 
improving the St. Lucie River in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I presenta memorial signed by J. J. Sullivan, 
mayor; Joshua Mizell, E. P. Ault; K. B. Harvey, president of 
the board of trade, and A. K. Demmary and Col. Isaac H. Tra- 
bue, of the Democratic executive committee, all prominent 
citizens of the State of Florida, remonstrating st the triv- 
ial 5 made for the improvement of Charlotte Har- 
bor and Peace River, in that State. and calling attention to 
resolutions adopted by the Florida Pebble Phosphate Miners’ 
Association, praying that suitable appropriations be made for 
the improvement of this river and harbor, since they are the nåt- 
ural outlet of the vast phosphate trafficof South Florida. Imove 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and that it be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1142) directing the parting and refining 
of bullion to be carried on at the United States assay olfice at 
Helena, Mont., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was re‘erred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
MARTIN on the 2th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that 
it bo referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill H R.5276) to authorize Commander F. W. 
Dickens. of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration of the 
cross of naval merit of the third class from the King of Spain, 
reported it without amendment. 

t. CAREY, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 165; to provide for the punishment of 
offenses committed in the Yellowstone National Park, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 679) to provide for the location and satisfac- 
tion of outstanding antey bounty land warrants and cortificates 
of location, under section 3 of the act approved June 2, 1858, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill S. 512) to provide for a commission 
on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, reported it with 
amendments and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations as an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill: which 
was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bili (S. 1852) to provide an 
American register for the steamer S. Oteri: which was read 
twice by its title, and refe red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1853) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
commonly known as the Bowman act; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill S. 1854) to increase the cff- 
ciency of the foreign service of the United States, and to provide 
for the reorganization of the Department of State and the con- 
sular and di»lomatic service; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill was prepared by a gentleman who 
is and has been for some time in the sage x haps of the State 
Department, and has made avery thorough study of the matter. 
He has accompanied it with a report. He calls it a report. It 
isa paper full of very valuable suggestions. I move that the bill 
be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to-the Indian appropriation bill; which was reierred to 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the invalid pension appropriation bill; which 
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was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

Mr. QUAY submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District appropriation bill; which were ro- 
1 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred buy the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bid; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows; 


Beas ee ane e of op eon Santen at London, Paris, and 
erlin each to employ a stenographer and typewriter at an expense not ex- 
ceeding $1,500 per year, $4,500. 75 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted sundry amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted sundry amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 


Ordered, Vhat George W. Hardwick have permission to withdraw the pa- 
pers filed in connection with the bill to remove the charge of desertion 
against his military record, said charge of desertion having been removed 
by the War Department. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO WHEAT. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas the following resolutions were adopted by the Senate on Feb- 
ruarx 12, 1894, to Wit: 

Whereas a number of leading commercial newspapers like Bradstreets’ 
Weekly, the Cincinvati Price Current, and many others, persistently dispute 
the reports of the Agricultural Department relating to the yearly wheat 
crops of this country aud its estimates of the amount of wheat there is in 
this country at different periods. usually largety increasing these quanti- 
ties 1 those published in the reports and estimates of said Depart- 
ment; an 

Wnereas such printed statements from unauthorized sources largely con- 
trol the market price of wheat, and thereby reduce its gon to American 
wheat producers, to their great injury if the reports estimates of the 
Agricultural Department are correct: Therefore 

“Resolved, That the secretary of Agricniture be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to send to the Senate at his earliest convenience— 

Fürst. A statement of all the wheat, including the visible and invisible, 
there was in this country on March 1, 1 together with the entire wheat 
crop harvested in this country during that year. 

“Second, The amount of wheat that has been used for food and seed pur- 
poses between March 1, 1893, and February 1, 1894, the amount of wheat that 
Will bereguired for like purpose in this country between Febr laad July. 
1834, together with the amount of wheat and flour as wheat that 
ported out ot this country since March 1,1893. with the surplus that will be avail- 
Able for export between February 1 and July 1, 1894, after deducting the above 
amounts from the estimated s us on March 1, 18%, and the entire wheat 
or. of that year, according to the latest information and most reliable ex- 
perience found in this de: ment; and 

Whereas, Over six weoks have elapsed without eliciting any reply to said 
inquiries; Therefore 

g it now further resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is 
hereby, directed to send his answers to said resolutions to the Senate within 
three days from this date. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the followi 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, an 
to: 
Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate at his earliest convenience a list ofall public lands 
located in odd sections in the States of Oregon and Washington, such list to 
state specifically the State and land district in which such landsrespectively 
lie, giving the number of each quarter section and township. which were in- 
cluded within both of the limits of the two Congressional land grants, namely, 
that to the Northern Pacilic Railroad Company by act of Congress approved 
July 2. 1854, and subsequent resolutions of Con 3, and that to the 
Central Railroad e by act of May 4, 1870, such list to include only 
such lands as lie within the limits of both of such grants: and, further, a 
separate list of 50 much of the above-described lands, if any, as were not af- 
fected by the forfeiture act, approved January 31, 1855, declaring forfeited so 
much of the lands 8 to the Oregon Central Railroad Company by the 
act of March 4, 1870, as were adjacent to and coterminous with the uncom- 
pleted portions of that company’s road and not embraced within the limi 
of the grant to that company for the completed portions, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Mar t English 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the ttee on 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5356 of the Re- 
vised Statutes was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


resolu- 
agreed 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 2th ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 260) to 
amend an act entitled An act to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
between the city of Kansas and the town of Sibley, inthe county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri,” approved March 3, 1887. 

The messige also announced that the President of the United 
States had on April 2 approved and signed the following acts 
and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa.; 

An act S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the settlementof the accounts of Special Agents 
Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Delaware 
Indians, ete. 

ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], com- 
iig over from a previous day. 

e Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: 

The Senate having under consideration the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is nemti instructed 
to prepare and report, as soon as practicable, a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or 8 the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest- ob tions.of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtained 8 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the resolution ought to be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. I do not think we should instruct 
the committee, but it should be referred. Thecommittes would 
no doubt report upon it. I move the reference of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio to refer the pending resolution to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the resolution will not 
be referred, but that it will be passed. The United States has no 
oceasion for gold. It owes no gold, and there is nooccasion to in- 
crease the national debt to buy gold. A false impression has been 
created by brokers and others interested inselling United States 
bends that such bonds are payable in gold. Such is not the fact. 
The United States has no bonds, circulating notes. or other obliga- 
tions payable in gold. Every obligation of the United States of 

name or nature, except gold certilicates, is payable in coin 
of either gold or silver, at the option of the Government, 

In 1878 a claim was made by interested parties that United 
States bonds were gold obligations. All the bonds then and 
now outstanding, including the $50,000,000 loan of February I, 
1894, are payable in coin, not gold coin. To correct the errone- 
ous impression then existing, the late Judge Stanley Matthews, 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, at that time Senator 
in Congress, introduced the following resolution: 

Whereas by the act entitled An act to strengthen the public credit.“ ap- 

ved March 18, 1809, it was provided and declared that the faith of t 
nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing o ations of the United States, ex- 
cept in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had 
rovided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other 
currency t id and silver; and 

Whereas ail the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt.“ a 
pore, July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 

coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such com; and 

Whereas.ail bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to vide for the resumption Recta ett payments ap- 

January 14, 1 are required to be of the description of bonds of the 

nited States in the said act of Co: approved July 14. 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the eee of the national debt; and 

Whereas, at the date of the passage of said actof Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the Mth day of July, 1 the coin of the United states of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412) grains each, 
declared by the act approved Jan! 18, 1837, entitled An act supplemen- 
tary to the act entitled “An act estab! a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States.“ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal vaiue, for anysums whatever: Therefore 

Resolved by tha Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, 


standard silver: 
tender in payment of said bonds, cipal interest, is not in violation 
of the public faith, nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

This resolution, after exhaustive debate, passed the Senate on 
the 25th of January, 1878, by a vote of 42 to 20. 

And the resolution was concurred in by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 28th of the same month by a vote of 227 to 85. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 1, Forty-fifth Con- 
gress, second session, pages 564 and 626.) x 


The outstanding interest-bearing debt of the United States, 
according to the Treasury statement of the public debt of March 
1, 1894, is as follows: 


Authorizing act. 


Title of loan. | 


ch 1,1894. 

Funded loan of 1891.......| July 14, 1870, and Jan. 20, 1871. - 44% , 804. 500 
Funded loan of 1907 July 14, 1870, and Jan. 20, 1871. 4 559, 615, 250 
Refunding certillcates .. February 26, 18799 4 61, 100 
Loan of 150. January 14, 1875 5 40, 831, 150 
Total 625, 872, 000 


*Continued at 2 per cent. 


The act of July 14, 1870, provides, as stated in the foregoing 
resolution, for redemption in coin of the then standard value, 
which consisted of gold dollars containing 25,4 grains of standard 
gold, and silver dollars containing 412: grains of standard silver. 
The act of January 20, 1871, relates tothe amount of bonds to be is- 
sued under the funding actof July 14, 1870, and does not change the 
character of the bonds. The act of February 26, 1879, authorizes 
the issuance of certificates for the deposit of lawful money, not 
gold coin, and also provides that such certificates may be con- 
verted into 4 per cent bonds issued under the funding act of 
July 14, 1870. The loan of 1904, mentioned in the foregoing 
table, was made under the resumption act of January 14, 187d, 
which provides for the sale of bonds issued under the funding 
act of July 14, 1870. 

From this statement it will be seen that the entire bonded 
debt of the United States is redeemable in either silver or gold 
coin, acrording to the provisions of the funding act of 1870. 0 
coin with which the Treasury notes called greenbacks” were 
te be redeemed under the resumption act was to be obtained by 
the saleof bonds issued under the funding act, and was therefore 
gold or silver coin. The Treasury notes issued under the act of 
1890 are expressly redeemable in gold or silver coin The act 
declares that the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem sucn 
notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion, and that he shall 
coin of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this 
act as much as may be necessary to provide for the redemption 
of the Treasury notes herein provided for.“ The statutes of the 
United States will be searched in vain to find any provision of 
law authorizing the holder of any United States note, or 
other obligation, except gold certificates, to demand payment 
or redemption in gold. 

Congress has ex industria excluded from every provision of law 
any promise, express or implied, to pay gold. is well un- 
derstood in the United States, and foreign investors must not be 
deceived by 5 of brokers and others inte ested in 
the sale of bonds or any other paper issue of the United States, 
that the Government has undertaken to pay gold, exceptforths 
gold certificates. 

The United States has no necessity for gold to pay debts. It 
has.an ampie supply of silver coin to meet the obligations of the 
Government. Theonlydanger tothe credit of ths country arises 
from official usurpation and unauthorized representations that 
the United States is under obligations to pay gold. Former raids 
on the gold in the Treasury by interested parties, with the con- 
nivance or consent of the Secretary, must not bs taken as eyi- 
dence that such unlawful proceedings will be tolerated in the 
future as they have been in the past. 

Now is a very good time to consider this question. I notice in 
the morning press that Guatemala has refused to tax her peo- 
pii to pay in gold what was contracted to be paid inother money. 

e obligations, she says, have been doubled by the creditor na- 
tion, and the people of Guatemala must suffer. Great Britain 
has by her act doubled the obligations of Guatemala, and she 
says she can notdestroy her industries for the purpose of paying 
that double obligation which was created by desire gina silver. 
I notice that the patriotic and brave President of Mexico, in his 
message afew days ago, said that they would not destroy the 
industries of Mexico by burdening the e le with taxes that 
they are unable to pay; that they would do all they could to pay 
their foreign debt, but it had been so increased by the action of 
Great Britain and Germany (and by the United States, in fact, 
co perating) that it made the interest on their foreign obliga- 
tions a great burden, but that the industries would not be de- 
stroyed by increased taxation. 

Now, it is proposed here, and the process has been pursued, 
to pay in gold the obligations of the United States which were 
contracted to be paid in silver, and that is proposed to be done 
by the construction of the law in the Treasury Department. At 
the dictation of the bondholders these obligations have been 
doubled, and now it is proposed to borrow gold and increase the 
national debt, to issue interest-bearing bonds to borrow gold 
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to pay obligations payable in silver according to the legislation 
and poner of Congress. 

It is time that this was stopped. Ifthe creditors have changed 
the obligations so as to compe! other countries to pay more than 
my. contrected to pay, and they refuse to pay because they are 
unable, well may the United States, when Congress has continu- 
ously adhered to the contract to pay in either gold or silver, re- 
fuse to pay in gold contracts payable in silver. 

The Congress of the United States has never been induced to 
consent to the change of the obligation of the United States. 
Congress not having changed it, itcan not be changed by the 
unauthorized issuance of bonds now. It is time that we should 
pass a law to prevent the Administration from paying other than 
what was contracted to be paid. It is enough for the people of 
this country to pay their honest debts according to the contract, 
and it is unjust for the bondholders, if they have power to doit, 
to control the Government and make the people pay what they 
have not agreed to pay. 

The borrowing of gold will double the obligations the people 
agreed to pay under the act of Congress. The people are hon- 
est und propose to stand on the obligation of the contract; and 
all that threatens the stability of our Government.and of our 
an innos is a change of the contract by administration and not 

y law. 

It is time that the people of the United States were allowed 
to stand by their contracts. Those who wreck the finances are 
those who change contracts. There is no trouble in paying the 
obligations according to the contract and maintaining the sta- 
bility of our finances. The only danger to the stability of finances 
is the changing of contracts. We have a contract with the 
bondholders; we have a contract with the bill-holders; and the 

- propis of the United States ought not to be taxed to pay more 
than the contract calls for. It is dishonest to repudiate con- 
tracts. It is honest to pay according to the contract. All Lask 
is honesty and flir dealing. The issuance of bonds to buy gold 
when the United States owes no goia isoppression. It is extort- 
ing from the poopie what they did not agree to pay, what in jus- 
tice they ought not to pay, and what they can not pay without 

at detriment to theìr industries, which are now prostrated 
y the schemes of this gold combination. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. sident — 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May L interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. There is a resolution which I introduced 
yesterday which went over until to-day, and which I had in- 
tended to call up this mornings 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado that the resolution to which he has referred 
will be laid before the Senate after the pending resolution shall 
have been disposed of. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam obliged totheChair; I so understood. 
It is evident, however, that the morning hour is going to be 
practically consumed with the pending resolution. I had de- 
sired to say something upon the subject of the resolution which 
I introduced, looking to some arrangement with Mexico as 
to the using of our mints for the coinage of Mexican dollars. 
There are other members of the Senate who desire to briefly 
speak upon the same subject. As I shall be compelled to be 
away to-morrow, and as the morning hour this morning will be 
consumed by the pending resolution, I ask that the resolution 
submitted by me may go over until Friday morning, when I 
shall call it up, if there be nothing in its way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado that the resolution named by him 
shall be laid before the Senate on Friday next? The Chair 
h none, and it is so ordered. 


TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the conferees on the 
part of the Senate on the bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad 
companies operating railroads in the Territories over a right of 
way granted by the Government to establish stations and depots 
at all town sites on the lines of said roads established by the In- 
terior Department, to report to the Senate that the conferees of 
the House and Senate have been unable to agree, and to move 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments to the House bill, 
and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. BERRY. The conference committee in regard to one of 
the amendments adopted to the bill have been unable to agree, 
aud Iam confident will not be able toagree. Ido not “think 
that the members of the conference committee on the part of the 
House of Representatives will agree to the amendment which 
authorizes an election to be held in the Territory of Oklahoma. 
A majority of the Senate conferees insist upon that amendment. 
My cwn judgment is that the Senate ought to recede from that 


amendment and not encumber the bill with a matter which does 
not belong to it, which is in no way connected with it, which is 
so bitterly opposed by so many citizens of the Territory, and 
which the governor of the Territory ina telegram to me sa; 
will cause great trouble, possibly bloodshed, and universal dis- 
turbances throughout the Territory. Itherefore move that the 
Senate recede from that amendment, I do not know which 
motion would take precedence, the motion to continue the con- 
ference or to recede, but if the motion is in order, I should like 
the Senate to recede because I donot think it is possible toagree 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire simply to say in reply to what 
has been submitted by the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. PEFFER. I yielded to the Senator from Kentucky for 
the purpose of making a report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, aconference 
report is a privileged question and did not require his yield- 


ing. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that, I was going tosuggest that 
if there is to be any discussion upon the adoption of the report, 
it be delayed until after I have concluded my remarks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam very sure that the discussion upon 
this question will not last as long as the discussion of the reso- 
lunon to which the Senator from Kansas desires to address him- 
self, 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply wanted to say, Mr. President, 
that if it be proper and competent fora member of a conference 
committee to express an opinion as to what is likely to result 
from a conference, as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
has seen fit to do. I beg to dissent from hisconclusions. Iam quite 
sure that there will be an agreement and that agreement will 
be based upon the concession of the House to the amendment 
offered by the Senate. Further, I want to say that we have 
been flooded with telegrams by the hundred and letters more 
numerous for the last three months contradicting one another, 
the same parties signing different and conflicting telegrams as 
to what the effect of the Senate amendment to this bill would 
be. I have turned over to the Senator from Arkansas a dozen 
or more. 

The bill as it passed the House of Representatives made cer- 
tain requirements upon the railroads through that Territory as 
to the building of depots and the furnishing of facilities for 
passengers and traffic. That bill stands to-day with one amend- 
ment of the Senate on it. So far as the railroads are concerned, 
the bill now inconference stands precisely as it passed the House, 
The Senate did not alter or change or modify a single demand 
upon the railroad companies: that stands precisely as the House 
passed it and as the Secretary of the interior and the Senator 
from Arkansas want it. The only change made in the bill is an 
amendment, put on by the Senate by a yea-and-nay vote and a 
positive majority, declaring that the people of that Territory in 
these two counties of O and L, on notice to be given within 
twenty days after the passage of the law and thirty days’ notice 
to be given before theelection shall be held, shall have the right 
by a popular vote of the bona fide citizens of those two counties 
to choose and locate their county seats in those two counties. 
That is the whole issue. There is nothing between the Senate 
and the House to-day upon this bill except the one question as 
to whether the people of those twocounties shall have the right 
by a popular vote of the bona fide citizens of those counties to 
locate their respective county seats, or whether the Secretary 
of the Interior, by arbitrary act, shall locate them where he 
pleases. That is the only issue between us. 

The Senator from Arkansas does not believe that the conferees 
willagree. I am quite sure that I have at least equally good 
authority for expressing the conviction that they will agree. 

As to the protests and threats of bloodshed, that Territory is 
to be inundated with blood provided the people are allowed b 
popular vote to select their own county seats! I hold in my hand 
a petition, signed by 2,667 inhabitants and residents of those two 
counties, praying for the enactment of this bill with the Senate 
amendment attached. I have already filed at the Secretary’s 
desk a memorial signed by more than 4,000 of the citizens of that 
Territory protesting i ape the passage of the House bill unless 
the right to select their county seats is given, which is covered 
by the amendment that the Senate by a yea-and-nay votə has put 
upon the bill. 

Furthermore, I have here in my hand, and I shall file them, 
the affidavits of, I would say, 20 people, sworn to, properly ac- 
knowledged, and certified, stating that the protests against the 
amendment of the Senate to which the Senator from Arkansas 
has referred, signed by thousands of people, was gotten up after 
the following fashion: 

That the said Goodwin— 

He himself circulated the petition; was the source of these 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3413 


affidavits; he was one of the circulators of the remonstrance 
which the Senator from Arkansas refers to, and here he is, Mr. 
William L. Goodwin, swearing that he was one of the circula- 
tors of that paper— 

That the said Goodwin did on the 21st day of TOURT, 1894, circulate one 
of said petitions and secured names of taxpayers and residents, together 
with the names of large numbers of fictitious persons not residing this 


city or Territory; that at least three-quarters of said signatures were ficti- 
tious and fraudulent and written by said residents and circulators. 


And so he goes through with all of these affidavits. 

I have filed with the Senator from Arkansas telegrams from 
gentlemen reported to us to be of the highest character and re- 
sponsibility, the telegrams themselves embodying their affida- 
vits, in which they state and swear that amass meeting was held 
at the Government town itself, composed of citizens of both the 
rival towns, and that resolutions were adopted unanimously de- 
manding the passage of the bill as amended by the Senate. 
Under this state of case it is that I move, and Iam so instructed 
by a majority of the Senate conferees that the Senate insist, 
upon its amendments and ask for a further conference with the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, there have been handed me 
also a number of petitions from inhabitants in County O, signed 
by several hundred citizens of that county, urging the Senate 
to permit the residents of the Territory of Oklaboma and of 
those counties to settle their own differences, and that we shall 
not assume to dstermine for them where their side tracks and 
water tanks and railroad stations shall be located. The peti- 
tions ars supported by certifications from notaries public that 
the signers to the petitions are bona fide residents of the county. 
They are supported by other affidavits showing changes now 

oing on as to the occupancy of the different towns and indicat- 

ng somewhat their shifting character. 

n view of the fact that the Territory of Oklahoma is fully 
empowered by Congress to settle this whole matter, it does seem 
tome astounding that Congress should assume to determine 
where a systen?of failroad shall establish its water tanks and 
passenger stations. Anybody familiar with the shifting charac- 
ter of such towns, with the short life that often attends boom 
settlements, knows that in these very towns where we now com- 
pel by law a railroad company to erect its station at great ox- 
pense and trouble to itself, in a few months the owls and the 
bats will be the only inhabitants. It does seem extraordinary 
that we can not permit the people of Oklahoma to settle their 
own differences in a lawful and legitimate way. I present the 

' petitions, to be filed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, in answer to what the Senator 
from Colorado says, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] has already correctly stated that both Houses of Congress 
have agreed upon a bill requiring the railroads to stop their 
trains. The pill has been passed. That question is not submit- 
ted to the conference committee in any way whatever. The 
question, as was correctly stated by the Senator from Kentucky, 
is whether the Senate will insist upon its amendment compelling 
an election to take place there in regard to the location of a 
countyseat. The other House objocis to thatamendment. The 
Senate placed it upon the bill. The question in conference and 
pending before the conferees is, will the Senate recede from 
that amendment or will the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment? That is the question at issue. 

Now, in regard to what was said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to the eifect that parties in that section of the country 
have signed conflicting telegrams. I have here the telegram 
sent to the Senator from Kentucky, as well as those as sent to 
me. A telegram came to him, which I have here, purporting 
tocome from Mr. Spaulding, who is president of the board of 
trade at South Enid, signed with his name, in which it is stated 
that they had-held a meeting there and that the people of 
South Enid had agreed that the election should take place. I 
have Mr. Spaulding’s sworn affidavit, certified to by the judge of 
a court, that that telegram isa forgery; that no such meeting 
was ever held, and that he sent no telegram of any character or 
description to the Senator from Kentuc K 

Not only that, but the newspapers are here: there is affidavit 
after affidavit from a number of reputable citizens there that no 
such meeting ever took place in South Enid, and that the peo- 

le were unanimous and of one voice opposed to this amendment. 
Mr. Spaulding’s name was forged to a telegram in order to try 
to induce the House of Representatives to agree to the amend- 
ment. It is shown to be a forgery, and he has sworn that he 
never sent the telegram, and that no such meeting whatever 
took place. 

Mr. President, the question is narrowed down merely to 
whether we shall force those pronio to have an election when 
the governor of the Territory and numerous petitioners, num- 
bering thousands, say it would disturb the conditions there, and 


that the Legisluture of Oklahoma will determine whether a vote 
shall be taken upon that question, 


But the Senator from Kentucky says ho thinks the conferees, 
if the matter is submitted to them, will agree. I did not know 
that he held that opinion. I was of the opinion that we all 
thought we could not ee. We have had two meetings and 
have failed in both, but if the Senator from Kentucky thinks 
the conferees will agree, then let it go back and we will try it 
again. If we fail then, I shall desire to have a yea-and-nay vote 
in the Senate to determine whether the Senate will insist upon 
that amendment or will recede from it. Inasmuch as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky thinks there is a chance to agree, I am per- 
fectly willing that the matter shall go back to the conference 
committee, and let us try it over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. J am perfectly willing to have the Sen- 
ate decide by a yea-and-nay vote right now as to whether it will 
recede from the amendment which, by a liberal majority on a 
yea-and-nay vote, it put on the bill. 

So far as concerns the Senator's statement that a meeting was 
not held, and the denial by telegram of Spaulding’s dispatch to 
me, I very much doubt whether among the hundreds of tele- 
grams that have come either to him or to me, there has not been 
another denouncing the first one asaforgery. That the meet- 
ing was held at the Government town there can not be a quas- 
tion, and that the people passed resolutions unanimously insist- 
ing upon the Senate amendment can not be questioned. Among 
the many papers which I filed at the clerks’ desk is a sworn 
statement of the United States commissioner bearing out that 
assertion. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator says there can be no question that 
sucha meeting was held and that such resolutions werea lopted. 
Isay the evidence in my possession, to my mind, is conclusive 
that the telegrams were an absolute forgery, that there is not a 
man in South Enid to-day who is in favor of the amendment, 
and that no such meeting whatever was held. There is a large 
number of these telegrams. Since the question has been raised 
in this way I think it would be well to let the matter go back for 
the present to the conference committee. The conferces will 
take the question up, put the matter in shape, and we shall pre- 
sent the matter accurately before the Senate and see whether 
this is a forgery and whether any such meeting was held. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to inguire of the 
Senator from Arkansas whether he withdraws his motion? 

Mr. BERRY. I withdraw the motion and consent that the 
bill be recommitted to the conference committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and ask for a further conference with the House of 
Representatives. 5 

he motion was agreed to. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas Mr. PEFFER], 
on which that Senator is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. IfI can get the consent of the Senator from 
Kansas and of the Senate also that his resolution may go over 
until to-morrow without losing its place or its privileges. E will 
ask that consent in order that we may proceed with the considera- 
tion of the Bering Sea regulations bill. ? 

Mr.PEFFER. I have no objection to the request of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, provided, of course, the resolution retains its 
place. Ihave no disposition at all to be in the way of any im- 
portant proceeding of the Senate: but asa motion has been made 
to refer to the Committee on Finance the resolution which I in- 
troduced, I desire to be heard upon the resolution before the 
question is put on that motion. That is all I ask for. 

Mr. SHERMAN, In order to allow the Senator from Kansas 
to submit his remarks, I will withdraw the motion to refer, al- 
though the motion is debatable. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Alabamaasks that the res- 
olution may lie over another day, and I have no objection if it 
retains its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and the 
resolution will go over, retaining its place. 

BERING SEA AWARD. f 

Mr. MORGAN. Task the Senate, under the order, to pro- 


ceed to consider the bill to give effect to the award of the Tri- 
bunal of Arbitration at Paris concerning the preservation of the 


fur seals. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1836) to give effect tothe award 
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rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain concluded 
at Washin February 29, 1892, for the pur of submitting 
to arbitration certain questions concerning the preservation of 
the fur seals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate, and 
the pending question is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
us ordered to a third reading. [Putting the question.] Thenoes 
seem to have it. The noes have it, and the motion to reconsider 
is not d to. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope no Senator will refuse a reconsideration 
of a bill which has p.ssed the amendable stage when it was not 
understood by the Senate and was hastily done. I do not under- 
stand the chairmanfof the committee to ask for any such thing. 
Iam quite sure there would be no detention of the measure. It 
would go throuzh very quickly, and there would be no amend- 
ment insisted upon, in probability, that would not be agree- 
able to the chairman of the committee, nor probably to any mem- 
ber of the committee. But to have in the Senate the custom 
when a measure is taken up, whether Senators are in fault or 
not, without the attention of the Senate when it gets past the 
amend able stage, to insist on such a snap judgment, would turn 
the Senate into a legislitive assembly of a character such as has 
never yet been supposed to belong to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill has got into the shape in which we find 
it not by the slightest pressure on my part. Senators who, of 
course, witnessed the progress of the bill through the Senate 
seemed to have no amendments to offer. Thereuponit was read 
the third time, and the parliamentary question rose: Shall the bill 
pass? Then the Senator from Massachusetts desired toofferan 
am ndment, which I understand he does not now care to press. 
I have made inquiry this morning to know whether there are 
Senators who haye amendments to offer, and I can hear of none. 

I shall not be at all responsible for any informality or any im- 

ropriety in legislation upona provision of this character, or, in- 
eed, upon any bill. But if the Senate will sustain me in it, I 
ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was or- 
dered toa third reading be reconsidered, in order that all the 
formlities of legislation may be observed in the passage of the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent for a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the pending bill was ordered to a third i Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that while I think my amend- 
ment would improve the bill a little, out of deference to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, who hus examined it and who thinks the bill is en- 
tirely sufficient without it, I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read the 
third time. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a very few moments to make a presentation of cer- 
tain facts in relation to the bill and this subject which have not 
as yet become officiai in any of the archives of the United States, 
for the reason that the final record of the arbitration tribunal 
has not as yet been officially certified to the Government of the 
United States. Neverthelessthe Government, through its agent, 
has been put in possession of the final decree of the tribunai and 
also of all of the protocols which led up to it, and even beyond 
that, the discussions of counsel orally at the bar of the tribunal 
during more than four months of the investigation. 

Since the adjournment of the tribunal, and within a few days 
one of the most eminent of the gentlemen who comprise that 
body has died, Lord Hannen, whose name when mentioned in 
the United states will carry with it a remembrance of his iilus- 
trous history. I feel very free to speak of him asa man not only 
of eminent abilities, but of broad, elevated character, splendid 
r ee bearing and grand statesmanship. I desire to pay this 

ttle tribute to his lordship as he has just passed away from the 
world. In order that the Senate of the United States and the 
American people may understand the terms of confidence and of 
friendship that existed between the American arbitrators and 
his lordship, and lade d all the members of the tribunal, and 
with a view of getting before the Senate in authentic forma 
statement of the feeling and opinions of the several arbitrators 
at the close of this very anxious and long-protracted period of 
discussion, both before the bar of the tribunal and in their ses- 
sions with closed doors, I desire to have read the concluding 
proceedings on the löth day of August, which I have handed to 
the Secretary. I ask him to read the matter between the places 
Ihave marked. : 

Ta VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. ? 


The Secre read as follows: 

“At II o'clock the meeting with closed doors came to an end, 
and was immediately followed by a public meeting. 

„All the arbitrators were present, also the agents of the 
Governments of the United States of America and of Great 
Britain. 

„Upon the request of the president, Mr. Imbert, secretary 
of the tribunal, handed to the Hon. John W. Foster, agent of the 
Government of the United States of America, the signed copy 
of the award of the tribunal intended for the Government of the 
United States. 

‘ Mr. Imbert then handed to the Hon. Charles H. Tupper 
agent of Her Britannic Majesty, the signed copy of the awar 
of the tribunal intended for the Government of Her Britannic 
Majesty. 

The two copies of the declarations of the arbitrators, signed 
by them and intended for the Governments of the United States 
of America and of Great Britain, were handed in the same form 
to the agents of the two Governments.” 

The President then spoke as follows: 

Gentlemen, now we have come to the end of our task. We 
have done our best to accomplish it, without concealing from 
ourselves the difficulties which complicated it,nor the heavy 
responsibilities which it has im upon us. Selected from 
various nationalities we have not considered ourselves the rep- 
resentatives of any one in particular nor of any Government or 
any human posers but, solely guided by our conscience and our 
reason, we have wished only to act as one of those councils of 
wise men whose duties were so carefully defined by the old 
capitularies of France. 

Joassist us. we have had at our disposition a library of docu- 
ments, compiled with extreme care, and in order that we might 
not lose our way among so Many sources of information, men 
holding a high rank among the most learned jurists and eloquent 
orators of which the Old or New Worlds could boast, have been 
willing so liberally to bestow upon us their advice. 

During weeks and months our labors have been 3 ed, 
and it constantly appeared that some new matter eee 
before us and that some new problem pressed upon our attention. 

To: day, on this great holiday, we eee ee toinform zon 
of the result of our labors, hoping with all our hearts that they 
may be profitable to man and conformable to the designs of Him 
who rules his destiny. 

We know that our work is not perfect; we feel its defects, 
which must be inherent in all human efforts. and are conscious 
of its weakness, at least in certain points as to which we had to 
base our action on circumstances necessarily liable to change. 

The declarations which we offer to-day to the two agents and 
which we hope will be taken into consideration by their Govern- 
ments, indicate some of the causes of the necessary imperfec- 
tion which we have mentioned. 

We have felt obliged to maintain intact the fundamental 

rinciples of that august law of nations, which extends itself 

e the vault of heaven above all countries, and which borrows 
the laws of nature herself to protect the peoples of the earth 
one inst another, by inculcating in them the dictates of 
mutual good will. 

In the regulations which we were charged to draw up, we 
have had todecide between conflieting rights and interests which 
it was difficult to reconcile. The Governments of the United 
States of America and Great Britain have promised to accept 
and execute our decisions. Our desire is that this voluntary en- 
gagomeny may not cause regret to either of them, though we 

ave required of both sacrifices which they may, perhaps, re- 
gard asserious. This part of our work inaugurates great inno- 
vation. 

Hitherto the nations were agreed to leave out of special leg- 
islation the vast domain of the seas, as in times of old, according 
to the poets, the earth itself was common to ali men, who gath- 
ered its fruits at their will, without limitation or control. You 
know that even to-day dreamers believe it 3 to bring 
back humanity to that golden age. The sea, however, like the 
earth, has become small for men who, like the hero Alexander, 
and no less ardent for labor than he was for glory, feel confined 
in a world too narrow. Our work is a first attempt at a sh: 
of the products of the ocean, which has been hitherto undivided, 
and atapplying a rule to things which escaped every other law 
but that of the first occupant. If this attempt succeeds it will 
doubtless be followed by numerous imitations, until the entire 
planet, until the waters as well as the continents, will have be- 
come the subject of a careful partition. Then, perhaps, the 
conception of property may change amongst men, 

sE Before laying down the mandate which we have received in 
trust from two great governments, we desire to offer our grati- 
tude to all those whose efforts had for their object to facilitate 
the accomplishment of our tusk, and especially to the agents and 


and Groat Britain. 

„And now, a Frenchmanmay be permitted to use a word which 
his ancestors employed when they sung the lay of their great 
Emperor, and to say to all of you, Gentlemen, may you retain 
a kind remembrance of sweet France!’ 

Lord Hannen, then addressing the president, said: 

Mr. de Courcel, on behalf of your late colleagues I have to ex- 
ress my great regret that the absence of the President of the 
French Republic and Mr. Develle from Paris prevents our 

waiting upon them before leaving this city, where we have been 
so kindly treated. We must therefore beg you, as the French 
member of the late Tribunal of Arbitration, to convey to the 
President and to the French Government the expression of our 
sentiments of profound gratitude for the gracious reception and 
generous hospitality which they have extended to us. Our thanks 
are specially due to Mr. Develle, who, so much to his own incon- 
venience, has provided us in this palace with so splendid a domi- 
cile, and we oer him our apologies for having so long, though 
involuntarily, trespassed on his kindness. 

t: And now, Mr. de Courcel, I have to discharge a duty which 
gives me peculiar satisfaction. I have toexpress to youour high 
appreciation of the manner in which you have presided over our 
deliberations. The public has had theopportunity of witnessing 
the sagacity, the learning, and the courtesy with which you 
have guided the proceedings during the arguments. Your col- 
leagues only can know how greatly those qualities have assisted 
us in our private conferences. Let me add that our intimate re- 
lations with you have taught us to regard you with the warmest 
esteem and affection. Permit me to say that you have won in 
each of us an attached friend. 

must not conclude without an allusion to the remarkable 
occ :sion which has brought us together. We trust that the re. 
sult will prove that we have taken part in a great historical 
transaction, fruitful in good for the world. Two great nations, 
in submitting their differences to arbitration, have set an ex- 
ample which I doubt not will bə followed from time to time by 
others, so that the scourge of war will be more and more re- 
pressed. Few can be so sanguine as to expect that all interna- 
tional quarrels will be speedily settled by arbitration, instead of 
by the dread arbitrament of war. But each occasion on which 
the peaceful method is adopted will hasten the time when it will 
be the rule and not the exception. 

One of our poets has that every prayer for universal 
peace avails to expedite its coming. 

We have done more than join in such asypplication; we may 
hope that we have been the humble instruments through whom 
an answer has been granted to that prayer which I doubt not 
ascended from the hearts of these two kindred nations that peace 
may for ever prevail between them. 

I bid you heartily farewell.’ 

“Senator MorG..« then addressed the following remarks to 
express his share in the sentiments which Lord Hannen had just 
interpreted: 

“The arbitrators on the part of the United States most sin- 
cerely unite in the very happy expressions that have fallen from 
Lord Hannen of grateful appreciation of the splendid hospitality 
of the French Government and people. We have been their 
guests for many months, and have been under the shelter of 
their laws and in the presences of their grand and beautiful civil- 
ization, and during all that time we have felt that our welcome 
did not cease to be cordial, 

If we should take anarrow view of the results of this arbitra- 
tion, the United States would have a regret that the important 
judicial questions we have been considering were not stated in 
a broader form in the treaty between these great powers. The 
3 was offered when the tre ity was in prose of forma- 
tion to have presented in a more equitable light the rights of 
the nations to whose islands and coasts the fur seals habitually 
resort for places of abode and shelter in the summer season 
to control and provers them under the legal rules and intend- 
ments that apply universally to the animals that are classed 
as domestic, or domesticated animals, because of their useful- 
ness to men. 

*** My colleagueand I concurred in the view that the treaty pre- 
sented this subject for consideration in its broadest aspect. Our 
honorable colleagues, however, did not so construe the scope of 
the duty prescribed to the tribunal by the treaty. They consid- 
ered that these questions of the right of property fj protec- 
tion in t to the fur se ls were to be decided upon the exist- 
ing state of the law, and, finding no existing precedent in the 
international law they did not feel warranted in creating one. 

As therights claimed by the Unit.d Stites could only be sup- 
ported by international law in their estimation, and inasmuch 
as that law is silent on the subject, they felt that, under the 


counsel of the two Governments of the United States of America 
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treaty, they could find no lal foundation for the rights claimed 
that extended beyond the limits of the territorial jurisdiction 
of the United States. 

This ruling made it necessary to resort to the power conferred 
upon the tribunal to establish, by the authority of both Govern- 
ments, regulations forthe preservation and protection of the fur 
seals,to which the treaty relates. In this newand untri d field 
of experiment much embarrassment was found in conflicting in- 
terests of an important character, and yet more difficulty in the 
uncertainty as to the facts upon which regulations could be based 
that would be at once just to those interests, and would afford 
to the fur seals proper preservation and protection. 

„The United States will fully understand and appreciate those 
difficulties, and will accept the final award as the best possible 
result under existing conditions. A very large measure of pro- 
tection is secured by the regulations adopted by the tribunal to 
the Alaskan herd of fur seals: and the virtual repression of the 
use of firearms in pelagic sealing is an earnest and wise guar- 
anty that those common interests may be pursued without 
putting in serious peril the of the two countries. 

„It isa great pleasure to the arbitrators e highest on the part 

n 


of the United States that they can bear the hest testimony. 
to the ability, integrity, patience, industry, and judicial impar- 
tiality of their colleagues in this tribunal, : 

tt‘ Our labors have been arduousand protracted, but have been 
attended with uniform courtesy and good feeling on the part of 
all the members of the tribunal. 

*** We hopeforstill broader and better results from the founda- 
tions we have laid in this new field of international agreements. 

Jo the presidentof the tribunal weoweadebt that wegrate- 
fully acknowledge. that he has so patiently and with such dis- 
tinguished ability discharged the difficult duties of his position. 

The agénts of the respective governments have prepared, at 
great expense of labor, and with unusual skill and industry, 
every available fact that would throw any light upon the mat- 
ters in controversy, and the counsel have dealt with the great . 
masses of -evidenco so prepared with that marked ability for 
which thoy have become renowned upon other occasions. Oon- 
scious of having done all we could to reach conclusions that are 
just and will be salutary, we close our labors in the hope that 
they will be acceptable to all nations.’ 

The president thereupon said that he cheerfully nope. Sy the 
mission to transmitto the President of the French Republic and 
to Mv. Develle the thanks of the members of the tribunal. 

He thanked personally Lord Hannen and Senator MORGAN for 
the sentiments which they had expressed concerning himself.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senate will see there an 
expression on the part of the American arbitrators of their ver: 
high appreciation of the bea tiful hospitality of France towa 
the tribunal while we were the guests of that Republic. The 
Senate will also see the amicable spirit which characterized the 
close of that very protracted examination, differing somewhat 
in that respect from a former occasion of great nitude in 
which the two Governments, the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, had participated. We have had many arbitrations with 
Great Britain, and in most of them I believe the communities of 
both Governments have been practically satisfied. 

What the judgment of the American people may be upon this 
award it is not for me to say. I can only state that T have been 
very agreeably surprised that the award has so far escaped severe 
criticism at the hands of publicists in the United States or in an 
of the American States or of Europe: from which [infer that it 
is reasonably satisfactory as a solution of the question that was 
committed to the tribunal. 

I have ventured to put these facts upon the record to-day 
with a view of giving to the Senate and the people of the United 
States an authentic statement of the manner in which the award 
found its way into the possession of the respective Governments, 
and the conclusive effect of it, according to the treaty of the 
29th of February, 1892, in being so delivered into the hands of 
the agents of the Governments. The award became operative 
instantly upon its being so delivered in all the breadth and scope 
in respect of which the tribunal had any authority tospeak any- 
thing whatever. That award, however, contemplates some ad- 
ditional action by legislation, as 1 consider, and it seems that 
the Government of Great Britain also has the same opinion, be- 
cause I am informed that at this hour perhaps a bill similar in 
its substance is pending in the Parliament of Great Britain. I 
think when this bill is passed we shall have a very firm assur- 
ance that the award will be carried out to the satisfaction of 
both the great Governments, and that this long existing and 
very irritating subject will have had its final solution and per- 
fect 89 I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
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BOOK-MAKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I nean ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to consider the bill (S. 1680) to more effectually suppress 
Tt in the District of Columbia. The Senator from Kan: 
sas [Mr. FEFFER] objected to it yesterday, but this morning he 
said he would withdraw his objection. It is a short bill and will 
take but a few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1680) to more effectually suppress 
gambling in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not rise to object to the request of 
the Senator from Michigan for the immediate consideration of 
the bill, but simply to put on record the fact that on a some- 
what similar bill a minority report signed by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] and myself was R and is in 
print. Iam opposed to the proposed legislation in toto, but I 
shall content myself with voting against the bill with the under- 
standing that the minority report may be printed in the Recorp 
in connection with the action about to be taken to-day. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia has reported an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, which will be read for information. 

: The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
usert: 

That the provisions of the act of Congress approved the 3ist day of Janu- 
ary. 1883, entitled “An act to more effectually suppress gambling in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” and also the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
the 21 day of March, 1891, entitled An act to prevent book-making and pool- 
selling in the District of Columbia,” shall not appiy to book-making at the 
spring and fall meetings at the Benni: and lvy City race tracks when such 
meetings are held by organizations duly incorporated under the laws of the 
District of Columbia: ovided, That such meetings shall be held only be- 
tween the Ist day of March and the 15th day of December in any year, and 


shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each: And provided further, That 
there shall be but one spring meeting and but one fall meeting at each of 


* the above-named tracks in any one year. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the passage of the bill will not be 
pressed at this moment. I have sentoutfor the minority report 
which was made on a similar bill two or three weeks ago, and I 
desire to have it read before the question on the passage of the 

bill shall be put. It will be here in a moment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the report be printed in the RECORD without being 
read 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I think I shall have to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill to-day. I have no objection to its going 
over until to-morrow, or to its being taken up then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the bill. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. IJ ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration during the remainder of the morning hour of Senate 
bill 1545 for the extermination of the Russian thistle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistle or Russian cactus, techn caly Salsola kali tragus. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe I shall object, in the absence of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. He expected to address the 
Senate on this subject, and left the Chamber some minutes 
ago y the understanding that the bill would not come up this 
morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Perhaps the Senator from North Dakota 
éesires to npon upon the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
object to the present consideration of the bill? 

r. GEORGE. Ishall, if itis apparent thatit will come to a 
vote before the Senator from Texas |Mr. MILLS] can be notified. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Iam willing that the bill shall go over 
on that account. I was not aware that the Senator from Texas 
desired to address the Senate this morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas was here and had 
some documents which he desired to read to the Senate, but he 
has left the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from North Dakota desire 
that the bill shall go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam willing it shall go over on that 
goorn k so that the Senator from Texas may address the 

nate. 


Mr. CALL. I suggest that the Senator from Texas may be in 
the cloak room. I have sent there to see. 

Mr. GEORGE. No: he has gone to his committee room. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none. 


ALICE K. POTTER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, 
widow of Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments: In line 8, 
before the word dollars,” to strike out one hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;” and in the same line, after the word month,“ to 
insert ‘in lieu of that she is now receiving;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Alice K. Potter, widow 
of the late Gen. Joseph H. Potter, United States Army, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of existing laws, and pay her a pension of 850 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 
F The Calendar, under Rule VIII, will 
called. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before proceeding to the Calendar I wish to 
give notice that after the consideration of the bill for the exter- 
mination of the Russian thistle, which the Senate has consented 
to consider during the morning hour to-morrow, I shall ask the 
Senate to consent from day to day to the consideration of the 
tariff bill immediately after the routine business of the morning 
hour. Isimply wish to give the notice now, so that the Senate 
may understand that after the disposition of the bill in charge 
of the Senator from North Dakota J shall ask the Senate tocon- 
sider the tariff bill each day immediatalv after the conclusion 
of the routine morning business. 

VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 

The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of Ore- 
gon, Idaho. and Washington who served with the United States 
troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock and 
Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those killed 
in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as first 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of some one why these 
State troops, as I suppose they were, are to be re any more 
than oe States troops? Ido not know who is in charge of 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON] reported the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. During the absence of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who is entirely familiar with it, I re- 
Logs the bill for him. The bill might be passed over tempo- 
rarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
make that request? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask that the bill may go over, retain- 
its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered, in the absence of 

objection. 


in 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, 


The bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and as- 
sistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. : 

Ths bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act the sealer of weights and meas- 
ures shall receive a salary of $2,500 per annum in lieu of fees. Such oficer 
shall be appointed by, and shall be under the direction and control of, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. He shall have the custody and 
control of such standard weights and measures of the United States as now 
are, or as shall hereafter be, provided by the District of Columbia, which 
shall be the only standards for weights and measures in said District, 

SEC. 2. That the sealer of a . and measures shall give bond to the 
United States in the penalty of 85.000, with two sureties, or with the guaran- 
tee of a company incorporated under the laws of the District of Columbia, 
to be approved by the Commissioners, conditioned on the taithful discharge 
of the duties of his office, and shall take and subscribe an oath or affirma- 
tion before the Commissioners that he will faithfully and impartially dis- 
charge the duties of his office, which bond or guarantee and oath shall be 
deposited with the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Seo. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on the recom 
mendation of the sealer of weights and measures, be, and they are hereby,- 
authorized to appoint one assistant sealer of weights and measures, at a 


salary of $1,200 per annum. The said Commissioners shall appointsuch ad- 
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assistant sealer of weights and measures a suitable room or rooms to be 

for an office; and the said Commissioners shall also prones a horse and 
wagon for the use of the sealer and assistant sealer of weights and meas- 
ures at such times as the business of their ofice shall require. 

SEC. 4. That the Commissioners of the Districtof Columbia are hereby em- 
powered and directed to prescribe a schedule of fees to be charged by the 
Sealer of weights and measures for his services, in lieu of the fees now 
charged. which schedu eshall be printed and conspicuously displayed in the 
office of the sealer of weights and measures. Such schedule of fees shall be 
80 4 as to provide as nearly as may be for all the salaries and ex- 
penses connected with the office of the sealer of weights and measures, and 
no more. All fees collected by the sealer or assistant sealer of weights and 
measures shall be paid over to the collector of taxes of the District of Colum- 
bla. under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. and be covered into the Treasury of the United States as other 
revenues of the District are now. 

Sec. 5. The assistant sealer of weights and measures shall take the tame 
oath his principal is Oe bondi to take, and may, during the continuance of 
his office. discharge and perform any of the official duties of his principal, 
and any default or misfeasance in office by the assistant surveyor, or other 
assistant or helper of the sealer of weights and measures, shall be deemed a 
breach of the official bond of his principal. 

Sxc. 6. The sealer of weights and measures and, under his direction. the 
assistant sealer of weights and measures shall have the exclusive power to 
perform all the duties of their office. They shall from time to time try and 
prove all scales, weights, beams, and measures of every kind whatsoever 
used in the District of Columbia for the purpose of buying and selling, and 
such as shall be found to conform to the standards kept in their office they, 
or either of them, shall stamp with the word approved,“ or with the letter 
W,“ and the year in which said inspection is made; and such as are found 
not to conform to the standards in their ofice they, or either of them, shall 
stamp with the word “condemned” and the year in which the inspection is 
made. Upon the written request of a open ent of the District of Columbia 
the sealer of weights and measures shall test, or cause to be tested, within a 
reasonable time after the receipt of such request the weights, scales, beams, 
or other instruments used in buying or selling by the person, firm, or corpora- 
tion designated in such request: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall bs construed to prevent any manufacturer or other person from keep- 
ing for sale scales, beams, weights, or measures; but on the written request 
of such manufacturer or other person the sealer of welghts and measures 
shall test, or cause to be tested, and shall stamp as herein provided all such 
Sen es. beams. weights, or measures offered for sale: And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to uire or to authorize 
ee of weights and measures to test any scales belonging tothe United 

tes. 

SEC. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall furnish 
the sealer of weights and measures a book to be kept in his office, in which 
book he shall register, in alphabetical order, the name of each person whose 
measures, scales, beams, or other instruments he or his assistant has in- 
spected, together with the number and size of the same,and what number 
of each Was approved and what condemned, with the time of inspection; 
and such book shall be open to the inspection and examination of the pub- 
lic at all reasonable times. 

Sec. 8 No person shall neglect or refuse to exhibit any weights, scales, 
measures, beams, or other instruments by him or her in weig or 
measuring to the sealer or assistant sealer of weights and measures when and 
whenever demanded by them, or either of them, for the 52 een oti e- 
tion and stamping: Provided, That no fees shall be collec for examina- 
tions made in excess of the number of examinations prescribed in the 
schedule of fees hereinbefore provided for. 

SEC. 9. No person shall use, for Paying or selling, any weights, measures, 
scales, beams, or other instruments, unless the same has been inspected and 
stamped approved.“ or with the letter W,“ by the sealer or assistant 
sealer of 1 bta and measures. 

Sec. 10. No person shall sell, or offer for sale, in any market, or in the pub- 
lic streets or alleys, or anywhere in the District of Columbia, any fruits, 
vegetables, or berries, in crates, baskets, or other measures, or any butter 
in prints, or any ice or coal, at or for a greater weight or measure than the 
true weight or measure thereof; and all ice, coal, meats, poultry, and pro- 
visions (excepting vegetables sold by the head or bunch) of every kind sold 
in the markets, streets, alleys, or elsewhere in the District of Columbia, shall 
be weighed or measured by scales, weights. or balances, or in measuresduly 
tested and stamped bythe sealer or assistant sealer of weights and measures: 
Provided, That poultry may be offered for sale and sold in other manner 
than by weight; but, in all cases where the person intending to purchase 
vey ye so desire and request, poultry shall be weighed as hereinbefore pro- 
v i 

Sec. 11. Any person who shall neglect or refuse to exhibit his weights, 
measures, scales, beams, or other instruments used for the purpose of weigh- 
ing or measuring to the sealer or assistant sealer of weights and measures; 
or any person who shall use, in buying or se , any weights, measures, 
scales, beams, or other instruments used for weighing or measuring, which 
shall have been inspected and condemned oy the sealer of weights and 
measures, or which, upon examination, shall not be conformable to the 
standards in the office of the sealer of weights and measures: or an 1 
who shall violate, or fall to comply with, any of the foregoing Drow ons of 
this act, shall be punished oe ne not to exceed $100 and costs of prosecu- 
tion; and the court may make a further sentences that the offender be im- 
het igea in the district jail till the payment of such fineand costs: Provided, 

at such imprisonment shall not exceed the period of six months. 

Sec, 12. That no person shall sell or deliver any coal within the limits of 
the District of Columbia unless there shall be delivered to the person in 
charge of the wagon or conveyance used in delivering such coal a certificate 
duly signet by the person selung the same and showing the weight of the 
coal purporting to be delivered, the weight of the wagon or conveyance used 
in such detivery, the total weight of coal and conveyance, and the name of 
the purchaser. 

SEC. 13. That no person in charge of the wagon or conveyance used in de- 
8 to whom the certificate mentioned in section 6 of this act has 
been delivered, shall neglect or refuse toexhibit such certificate to the sealer 
or the assistant sealer of weights and measures, or to any person designated 
by them, or to the purchaser or intended purchaser of the coal being deliv- 
ered; and when said officers. pe so designated, or such purchaser or iun- 
tended purchaser shall demand that the weight shown by such certiticate 
be veritied, it shall be the duty of the person delivering such coal to convey 
the same forthwith to some fone scale of the District, or to any private 
scale the owner whereof shall consent to such use, and to permit the verify- 
ing of the weight showa, and shall after the delivery of such coal, return 
forthwith, with the wagon or conveyance used, to the same scale and verify 
the weight of the wagon or conreyance. 


SEC. 14. That it shall be the duty of the sealer of weights and measures to 
inspect, or cause to be inspected and tested, the weight of coal sold or de- 
livered as aforesaid within the District of Columbia, and to take the proceed- 
ings ni to enforce the provisions of this act. 

SC. 15. That any person who shall violate or who shall neglect or refuse 
to comply with the provisions of sections 6. 7, and 8 of this act, or any per- 
son who Shall deliver or attempt to deliver coal of less weight than that set 
down in the certificate hereinbefore mentioned, shall be punished with a fine 
not to exceed $100 and costs of prosecution; and the court may make a fur- 
ther sentence that the offender be imprisoned in the District jail until the 
payment of such fine and costs: Provided, That the term of such imprison- 
ment shall not exceed six months. 

Src, 16. That all laws and ordinances inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. > : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was announced as next in order on the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. QUAY. Iobject to the consideration of that bill at this 
time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator want the bill to go over under 
Rule IX or to go over without prejudice? 

Mr. QUAY. It may go over without prejudice. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

FORM OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PASCO. LIsuggest that the same order be made in ref- 
erence to the next bill on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 832) to 
simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, trust, and releases of 
land in the District of Columbia. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who has charge of the bill, is not in the 
Chamber at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
passed over without prejudice. 


PENITENTIARY IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 41)relative to the erection of a peni- 
tentiary in the State of North Dakota, and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH] is in the Chamber, and I wish to have his atten- 
tion called to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over until the atten- 
tion of the Senator can be called to it, and in the mean time we 
can go to something else. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that the bill had better be passed over, 
for when it was last under consideration the Senator from North 
Dakota asked that it might lie over. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. X 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, and 
the next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bül (S. 1305) to amend ‘‘An act relating to the incorpora- 
tion of certain corporations within the District of Columbia,” 
an voyag October 1, 1890, was announced as next in order on the 

endar. a 

Mr. PUGH. Let that bill go over. The Senator who has it 
in charge is not present, and the main subject is before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Alabama. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 


The bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE, That bill was reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I see that two or three members of the com- 
mittee who feel an interest in the bill are absent, and I suggest 
that it be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

oe VIORE ESPEN ES Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 1655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the 
peace in the District of Columbia, and to regulate proceedings 
before them, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment in section 23, line 8, after the word ‘‘claim,” 
to strike out “and shall also notify the plaintiff in such writ, or 
Berens or attorney, of such claim;” so as to make the section 
read: 


Sec. 23. That when personal property is taken on execution or attach- 
ment issued by a justice of the peace, and such r is claimed by a per- 
son other than a defendant therein, or is claimed by the defendant to be 
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property exempt from execution, and such claimant shall tice 1 
Writing to the constable of his claim to such or thes ie is exempt 
as aforesaid, the constable shall notify the pl in such writ, or his agent 
or attorney, of such claim, and shall also notify such plaintiff and the claim- 
ant before what justice and at what time and placea trial of the right of 
property shall be had. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BERING SEA AWARD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To lie Senate: 


ing to that arbitration. : 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 3, 1804. 

_ THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other 1 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next at 
2 o'clock, after the close of the morning business, with the in- 
dulgence of the Senate, I shall submit some remarks on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. ALLISON addressed the Senate over two hours, when he 
was interrupted by 

Mr. CALL. Task the Senator from Iowa if it will be entirely 
agresable to him to yield toa motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business? 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will proceed 
and conclude his remarks tuis evening if he can do so with per- 
sonal convenience to himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [hope that the convenience of the Senator 
from Iowa will be consulted in the matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island certainly did 
not hear my remarks or he would not have volunteered the re- 
mark he has made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did understand the remark of the Senator 
from Tennessee, I think, perfectly well. 

Mr. HARRIS. That remark submitted the matter to the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I have never heard any remarks of a 
similar nature when a Senator was addressing the Senate and a 
question of that kind has been asked him by a brother Senator. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad to know from the Senator from 
Towa if it is entirely agreeable to him to yield? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, after the intimation of Sena- 
tors I think I shall conclude what I have to say to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa evidently indicates 
that he would 3 going on longer to-night. As the Sena- 
tor from Iowa has been speaking for two or three hours, I hope 
_ Senators on the other side will notobject to laying the bill aside 
and allowing the Senator to finish his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lam perfectly satisfied that the Senator from 
Towa can speak for himself, and I shall,sofaras I am concerned, 
be glad to accommodate any wish of hisinrespect to the matter; 
but if entirely convenient to the Senator, I think it important 
that we showld proce d with the consideration of this bill as 
rapidly as we conveniently may. 

. CALL. I desire to say that it was my purpose to consult 
the convenience of the Senator from Iowa. it is entirely 
agreeable to him I shall make the mot.on indicated, but not 
otherwise. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould be glad, of course, in the near fu- 
ture to have the Senate adjourn or attend to other business and 
finish my rem irks to morrow; but I do not wish to do so if it is 
distasteful to those who are in charge of the bill, I will say to 
the Senator from Tennessee. 


[The speech of Mr. ALLISON is withheld for revision. 
be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the statement of the Senator from 
Iowa, I am sure that it is the wish on this side of the Chamber 
to accommodate as far as possible every Senator on this floor in 
respect to such matters; but believing, as I do, that it is vitally 
important that the business interests of the country should be 
informed at the earliest moment possible as to what the import 


It will 


duties are to be in the future, I shall hereafter insist upon pro- 
eseding as rapidly as ible. In deference, however, to the 
expressed wish of the Senator from Iowa, I consent that the Sen- 
ator from Florida may make his motion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have never known in my service 
in the Senate in the discussion of any measure, however impor- 
tant, on the second day of general debate, when a Senator 
spoken earnestly and 8 two hours, as the Senator 
from Iowa has not reading listlessly from manuscript, and 4 
o clock had been reached and a suggestion had been made by a 
Senator on either side that the Senator speaking suspend in or- 
der thut an executive session bo had—any such suggestion made 
as that which was mide a few minutes ago by the Senator from 
Tennessee, thereby thrusting upon the Senator from Iowa the 
imputation that he would be consenting to an adjournmentwhen 
the other side desired him to go on whether he would or not. 
Ido not believe that that kind of moral duress will prevail if it 
is attempted hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask him if he thinks he finds cause 
of complaint when I left the whole question to the convenience 
of the Senator from Sowa? 

Mr. HALE. The whole thing was left in the most courteous 
manner to the convenience of the Senator from Iowa by the sug- 
gestion which the Senator from Florida made, that he desired 
to interpose a motion to proceed toother business if the Senator 
from Iowa would yield: and the Senator from Tennessee, not 
content with that, sought to spur on the Senator from Iowa, 
and, as any. Senator would naturally feel hesitation about giving 
up when it was said that he might as well go on 

„ I must ask the Senator to yield again fora 
second. : 

Mr. HALE. Certainly I shall. 

Mr. HARRIS. The object and purpose of my suggestion was 
that, as a mere matter of courtesy to the Senator from Florida, 
the Senator from Iowa should not yield the floor if he proposed 
or preferred to proceed with his argument: and therefore I re- 
ferred the whole question to his convenience, The Senator can 
make whatever complaint he pleases of the course I have pur- 
sued in respecttothematter. Lam indifferent as to his criticism. 

Mr. HALE. Might it not have been well in the well-conceded 
and well-understood courtesy of the Senate if that suggestion 
had been left to the Senator from Iowa to make himeeft The 
proposition was made by the Senator from Florida, as it ismade 
every day before Senators havespoken two hours that we should 
have an executive session, which it is known is desired by some 
Senators, and why could not the Senator from Tennessee have 
left the Senator from Iowa to say, if he preferred to go on, that 
he should go on? 

If, Mr. President, this is a sample of the way in which the 
Senator from Tennessee proposes to railroad this bill through 
the Senate, not granting the customary courtesies, we shall take 
notice of that here and now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam greatly obliged to the Senator from Maine 
for the lecture he habitually has to deliver about once a week, 
and T am glad that he has got it off this early in the week, as 
po hiy we may Dave no occasion to havo another during the 
week. 

I shall not be found wanting in courtesy to any Senator upon 
this floor now or hereafter, and I should a great deal rather sub- 
mit the question as to the propriety of my conduct to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa than to the strained construction the Senator 
from Maine chooses to put upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, let me say to the Senator 
from Tennessee that whether or not he shall submitted to 
what he is pleased to call a lecture from me—and I fancy Ispeak 
for other Hepublican Senators—will depend greatly upon the 
course that is pursued by the other side with reference to this 
bill. 

Here is a bill of the greatest importance of any that has come 
before the country for many years. We have just opened the 
general debate upon it; it has not been proceeded with in a dila- 
tory fashion for weeks and weeks as debate has proceeded in 
matters years ago on other subjects in the Senate; but on the 
second day of debate we are twice during the day notified by the 
Senator from Tennessee that extraordinary motionsand methods 
will be resorted to to drive this bill through. 

It is no lecture, I can tell the Senator from Tennessee, what- 
ever he may term it, to be informed that this side is aware of 
its rights on this subject and will endeavor to maintain them. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
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consideration of executive business. After one hour and fifteen | 


minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, April 4, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 3, 1894. 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 


John B. Brawley, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant register 
of the Treasury, to succeed Henry H. Smith, resigned. 


AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPART- 
MENT. 


George A. Howard, of Tennessee, to be Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post-Office Department, to succeed John B. Brawley, 
resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Assistant Engineer James H. Perry, United States 
Navy, to be a chief engineer in the Navy from April 1, 1894, 
vice Chief Engineer Nathan P. Towne, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John H. Stotesbury, to be postmaster at Leadville, in the 
county of Lake and State of Colorado, in place of William W. 
Old, whose commission expires April 11, 1884. 

Charles [. Balch, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the placeof Levi Drake, 
whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 

Samuel E. McElroy, to be postmaster at Chicago Heights, in 
the county of Cook and State of Illinois, the appointment of a 

tmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1891. 

James J, Pearson, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the coun 
of Livingston and State of Lilinois, in the place of Ralph T. Brad- 
ford, removed. : 

Alonzo B. Poole, to be tmaster at Rochelle, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in the place of Alfred W. Hartong, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

George R. Howard, to be postmaster at Neola, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 18%. 

Benjamin F. Wintersteen, to be postmaster at Akron, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Iowa, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Lida J. Cooper, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a * 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after April 1, 1894. 

James H. McKeeman, to be postmaster at Rumford Falls, in 
the county of Oxford and State of Maine, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

George R. Theobald, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine, in the place of John H. 
Fellows, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Elihu B. Pond, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the county 
of Washington and State of Michigan, in the place of Eugene 
E. Beal, whose commission expires April 17, 1894. 

Weston Dawson, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the county 
of New Madrid and State of Missouri, theappointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 189+. 

John W. Jamison, to be tmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of Audrain and State of Missouri, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said olfice having, 
Presidenton and after April 1, 1594. 

Calvin D. Van Cleave, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Hosea E. Doughty, to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey, in the place of H. 
A. Clement, whose commission expired April 3, 1894. 

Forrest A. Rice, to be postmasterat Flemington, in the county 
of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in-the place of James I. 
Fisher, whose commission expired February 19, 1894. 

L. K. MeGaffey, to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county 
of Chaves and Territory of New Mexico, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

James A. Lodge, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, the appointment ofa 


8 for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Percival B. Salisbury, to 88 at Theresa, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New Vork, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1. 1894. 

George T. Roof, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio, the ä of a postmaster for 
the said office having, bylaw, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1894. 

William W. Smith, to be postmaster at Lei in the county 
of Putnam and State of Ohio, in the place of John C. McClung, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

James W. Bennett, to be postmaster at East Brady, in the 
county of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1, 1894. z 

James S.Crawford, to be postmaster at Duquesne, in the county 
of Allogi eny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Howard 
L. Black, resigned. 

G. E. Donehoe, to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Pennsylvania, the 9 of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Emmet W. Gibson, to bs postmaster at Oxford, in the count 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Thomas D. 
Alexand, whose commission expired February 19, 1844. 

John T. Killeen, to be postmaster at Luzerne, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, the 3 of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
Pres dent on and after April, 1, 1894. 

Harry Marietta, to be postmaster at Connellsville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Josephine Reid. whose commission Het nk March 13, 1894. 

John J. McDonald, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of David S. 
Clark. whose commission expires April 16, 1884. 

J. Evans Wright, to be postmaster at Parkesburg, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
a J. Galloway, whose commission expired December 21, 

Gustavus Schnasse, to be postmaster at Rapid City, in the 
county of Pennington and State of South Dakota, in the place of 
John M. Blakely, whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 

S. S. Turner, to be postmaster at Yankton, in the county of 
Yankton and State of South Dakota, in the place of Wheeler S. 
Bowen, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Richard H. King, to be postmaster at Alvin, in the county of 
Brazoria and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster . 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after April I, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Breculive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign Houston Eldredge, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Henry B. Wilson, to be lieutenant (junior grade). 


> APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Henry J. Schulte, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry D. Lemon, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Ciacinnati, in the State of Ohio. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Americus V. Rice, of Ottawa, Ohio, to be pension agent at 


y law, become vested in the | Columbus, Ohio. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE.. 
John G. Newbill, of Springfield, Mo., to be register of the land 


| office at Springfield, Mo. 


Herman Von Langen, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the 

land office at Topeka, Kans. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Ernest F. Kelley, to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of 

5 and State of Maine. 
arker T. Fuller, to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county 

of Knox and State of Maine. 

Peter Weigerding. to be postmaster at Defiance, in the county 
of Defiance and State of Ohio. 

Howard E. Perkins, to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

Frank W. Cowden, to be postmaster at Red Cloud, in the 
county of Webster and State of Nebraska. 
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Charles Hammond, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Bear Lake and State of Idaho. 

A. G. Moderow, to be tmaster at Stanton, in the county of 
Stanton and State of Nebraska. 

Frank H. Stratton, to be postmaster at Blossburg, in the county 
of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

William T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa. 

J. A. Ladd, to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of Tama 
and State of Iowa. 

Oliver C. Jackson, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

John A. Fry, to be postmaster at Ephrata, in the county of 

Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alexander M. Dick, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the 
county of Westmoreland ad, State of Pennsylvania. 

Evan T. McGaw, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Patrick J. Langan, to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Pennsylvania. x 

Willis W. Kitch, to be postmaster atSharpsville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles Schmitt, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Albert R. Saylor, to be postmaster at Royersford, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

R. J. O'Donnell, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 3, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and reg hh 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, there were certain very in- 
teresting public telegrams in the newspapers this morning, and 
I rise to inquire whether a motion would be in order to have them 
read at the Clerk's desk for the information of the House? They 
relate to the elections which took place on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will lay 
before the House certain executive and other communications 


ELECTION CONTEST—O'NEILL VS. JOY. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to call for 


the re order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands 
the regular order. The regular order is the further continua- 


tion of the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the House adjourned a few even- 
ings ago after having adopted a resolution for the arrest of ab- 
sent members. Is that not the first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. No report has been made. 

The question is on the motion to layon the table the motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan toreconsider the vote by which 
the House rejected the first substitute resolution of the minority 
of the committee. On this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 12, 
not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—167. 

Alderson, Cate Erdman, Latimer, 
Al 4 Clancy, Everett, Lawson, 
Allen, Clark, Mo, Fielder, Layton, 
Bailey, Clarke, Ala. Geary, Lester, 
Baker, Kans. Cobb, Ala. Geissenhainer, Lockwood, 
Baldwin, Cobb, Mo. Goldzier, yoch, 
B ead, Cockrel Gorman, Maguire, 
Bartlett, Coffeen, Grady, Mallory, 
Barwig, Conn, Gresham, Martin, Ind. 
Bell, 0. Coombs, rimn, McCreary, Ky. 
Bell, Cooper, Haines, MeCulloch, 
Berry, Cornish, 1, MecDannold, 
Black, Ga. Cox, Hare, MeDearmon, 
Bi i Crawford, Hatch, McEttrick, 
Boatner, Culberson, Hayes, eGann, 
Bower, N. C. Cu Henderson, N. C. McKaig, 
Branch, Davey, Hendrix, McLaurin, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Davis, Hines, MeMillin, 
Bretz, nson, Holman, McNagny, 
Brickner, Dinsmore, Hooker, Miss. cRae, 
Broo! Dockery, Hudson, Meredith, 
Brown, Donovan, Hunter, Meyer, 
Bynum, Hutcheson, Money, 
Cabaniss, Dunphy, Montgomery, 
Cadmus, Durborow, Jones, Moses, 
Caminetti, Edmunds, Mutchler, 
Cannon, Cal. es a Kribbs, Neill, 
Cape’ Enloe, Kyle, Oates, 

Epes, O'Neil, 


Outhwaite, Robbins, Strait, 
Paschal, Robertson, La. S ler, 
Patterson, Rusk, Swanson, Warner, 
Paynter, Russell, Ga. Talbert, S. C. Weadock, 
Pendleton, Tex. rors Talbott, Md. Wells. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Schermerhorn, Tarsney, Wheeler, Ala. 
‘ott, hell, Tate, Whiting, 
ce, Sickles, Taylor, Ind. Williams, Miss. 
Reilly, perry, Terry, Wise, 
Richards, Ohio Springer, y, Wolverton, 
Richardson, Mich. Stallings, Tucker, Woodard, 
Richardson, Tenn. Stockdale, Turner, Ga. The Speaker, 
Ritchie, Stone, Ky. Turner, Va. 
NAYS—1I2. 
Boen. De Armond, Harter, Morgan, 
Bryan, Hall, Mo. Marshall, Ryan. 
Cooper, Ind. Harris, McKeighan, Sibley. 
NOT VOTING—I74, 

Abbott, Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Rayner, 
Adams, Ky. De Forest, Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, 
Adams, Pa, Dingley, Jounson, Ohio Reyburn, 
Aitken, Dolliver, Joy. Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Doolittie, Kem, Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Draper, Kiefer, Scranton, 
Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Settle 
Avery, | Ellis, Oregon Lapham, Shaw, 
Babcock, Fithian, Lefever, Sherman 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, Linton, Simpson, 
Barnes. Forman, Lisle, Sipe, 
Bartholdt, Funk. Livingston, Smith, 
Belden, Funston, Loud, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan, Loudenslager, Somers, 
Bingham, Gardner, Lucas, Stephenson, 
Black, III. Gear, Maddox, Stevens, 
Blair. Gillet, N. V. Magner, Stone, G. W. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stone, W. A 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Marsh, Storer, 
Brattan, Gra Marvin, N. Y. Strong. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, McAleer, Sweet, 
Broderick, Grout, McCall, Tawney. 
Brosius, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, T, McDowell, Thomas, 

unn, Hainer, Meiklejohn, 8 
Burnes, Hammond, Mercer, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burrows, armer, liken, Van Voorhtis, Ohio 
Caldwell, Hartman, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Haugen, Morse, Walker, 
Cannon, III. eard, Murray, Wanger, 
Causey, Heiner, Newiands, Washington, 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Northway, Waugh, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Page, Wever, 
Cochran, epburn, Payne, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pearson, White, 

mpton. Hicks, Pence, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Tex. Hilborn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Wilson, W. Va 
Covert, Hopkins, III. Post. Woomer. 
Crain, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Honk. Quigg. Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, ada 
Daizell, Hull, Ray, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a recapitula- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. The 
House will please ba in order, so that gentlemen may hear how 
they are recorded. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The Clerk called the Speaker, who voted in the affirmative. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

PAGE with Mr. MORSE. 
. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 
. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, 
. MADDOX with Mr, GROUT. 
. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas. 
. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 
. BARNES with MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 
. STEVENS with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 
. COMPTON with Mr. LEFEVER. 
. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 
. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 
r. LISLE with Mr. RANDALL, 
Until April 9: 
Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. 
For this day: 
Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 
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Mr. CRAIN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. GILLET of New Vork. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], but with the under- 
standing that I may vote to make a quoram. The question of a 
quorum is involved in this call, and Í therefore have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is laid on the 
table. The Clerk will now report the second resolution of the 
ma ority, for which there is pending a substitute. The Clerk 
will first report the second resolution offered by the majority of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh district of souri, and that he is en- 
titled to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The minority of the committee offer asub- 
stitute for that, on which the vote will first be taken. The 
Clerk will now report the substitute for what has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was not legally elected to a seat in the 
Fitty-third Congress from the Eleventh district of Missouri, and is not en- 
titled to a seat in this House. 


The SPEAKER. That is the resolution upon which the vote 
will now be taken. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a sufficient number —- 

Mr. REED. Tellers on the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported, on the demand 
for the yeas and nays, 107 in the affirmative. 

Accordingly the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this vote is decided in the negative, 
will there be another vote upon the question of the right of Mr. 
O'Neill to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. There will. . 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—O'NEILL VS. JOY. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute offered by the minority of the committee, which has just 
been read, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 23, nays 160, not 
voting 168; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bryan, Geary, Hudson, Moses, 
Cooper, Ind. Griffin, Hutcheson, Outhwaite, 
Cooper, Tex. Halı, Mo. Kem. Pendleton, Tex. 
poama Hare eee Aii 
unphy, arter, C g ey. 
Everett, Hendrix, Moran, 
NAYS—1u. 
Abbott, Cockrell, Hayes, Mutchler, 
Alderson, Coffeen, Henderson, N. O. Neill, 
Alexander, Conn, Hines, Oates, 
Allen, Coombs, Holman, O'Neil, 
Bailey, Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss, Paschal, 
Ba Cornish, Hunter, Patterson, 
Bankhead, Covert, lkirt, Paynter, 
Bartlett, Cox, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Barwig, Crawford, Kilgore, ott, 
Bell, Tex. Culberson, Kribbs, ice, 
Berry, Cummings, Kyle, Rayner, 
Black, Ga. Davey, Lane, Reilly, 
Bland, Davis, Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Boatner, Denson, Lawson, Richardson, Mich. 
Bower, N. C. Dinsmore, Layton, Richardson, Tenn, 
Branch, Dockery. Lester, Ritchie, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Donovan, Lockwood, Robbins, 
Bretz, Dunn, Lynch, Robertson, La. 
Brickner, Durborow, Ma: ê, Rusk, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Mallory, Russell, Ga. 
Brain — lish, 1 icy Sen pec y 
ynu, 09, cOreary, Schermerho: 
Cabaniss, Epes, McCulloch, Shell, = 
Cadmus, Erd McDannold, Sickles, 
Caminetti, Fielder, McDearmon, Sperry. 
Cannon, Cal. Geissenhainer, McEttrick, Springer, 
Capehart, Goldzier, McKaig, Stallings 
ut Go McLaurin, Stockdale, 
te Grady. MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Causey, Gresham, McNagny, Strait, 
Clancy. Haines, Mc Straus, 
Clark, Mo, Hall, Minn. Meredith, Swanson 
Clarke, Ala. Hammond, Meyer, Talbert, 8. . 
bb, Money, Talbott, Md. 
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, Montgomery, ey, 


Tate, Turner, Va. Weadock. Williams, II. 
Taylor, Ind. Turpin, Wells. Williams, Miss. 
Terry, ler, Wever, ise, 
Tucker, arner, Wheeler, Ala. Wolverton, 
Turner, Ga. Washington, Whiting, 
NOT VOTING—I68. 

Adams,Ky. Dalzell, Hulick, g, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hull, Bante, 
Aitken, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. 1 
Aldrich, be Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Kiefer, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Draper. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Scranton, 
Baker, Kans, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Linton. Shaw, 
8 83 oer 9 N 

artholdt, orman, vingston, mpson, 
Belden. Funk, Loud, Sipe, z 
Bell, Colo. Funston, Loudenslager. Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan. Lucas. Snodgrass, 
Biagham. Gardner, Maddox, Somers, 
Black, Ul. Gear, Magner, Stephenson, 
Blair, Gillet, N. V. Mahon, Steve 
Boen, Gillett, Mass, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Marvin, N. V. Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, McAleer, Storer, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, McCall, Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Broderick, Grow, McDowell, Tawney, 
Brosius, . Hager, McGann, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Bunn, Harmer, Mercer, Tracey, : 
Burnes, Hartman, Milliken, Updegran, 
Burrows, Haugen, Moon, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell, Heard, Morse, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell, Heiner, Murray, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, III. Henderson, III. Newlands, Walker, 
Chickering, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wanger, 
Childs, Hepburn, Page. Waugh. 
Cockran, Hermann, Payne, Wheeler, III. 
Cogswell, Hicks, Pearson, te, 
Compton. Hilborn, Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Perkins, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crain, Hopkins, III. Pickler, Woomer, 
Curtis, Kans, Hopkins, Pa. Post, Wright, Mass, 
Curtis, N. Y. - Houk, Powers, Wright, Pa. 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. POWERS, for the rest of the day. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 23, nays 160. 
The nays have it, and the substitute is not agreed to. 

The Clerk will now report the resolutions of the majority. 

Mr. WEVER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAIT I make the point of order that the mo- 
tion to reconsider is not in order under the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How did the gentleman vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
that the motion to reconsider is not in order under the special 
order. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatimmediately upon adoption of this order the House proceed 
to consider the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy from Mis- 
souri; that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections 
and on any substitute that may be pending therefor; that then, without in- 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution ne wha from the committee. 

That immediately after said case is disposed of the House shall proceed to 
consider the contested-election case of English vs. Hilborn from California; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previons question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and 
on any substitute that may then be pending therefor; that then, without in- 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day 
to day until both cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 

Mr. REED. We have already had one vote upon a motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No point of order was made against it, 

Mr. REED. And the rules—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point of order was 
not made. 

Mr. REED. The rules of the House show very clearly that 
the right to a motion to reconsider exists. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They do not override a special order 
which provides just what votes shall be taken. 

Mr. REED. The rules of the House do not seem to override 
. - 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair will indulge me a moment. 

Under the very terms of the special order, while it restricts 
the vote to the resolutions and the substitute, I contend that all 
legitimate motions relating to the substitute would be in order; 
and therefore a motion to reconsider would be inorder, Any 
“intervening motion” not connected with the subject-matter of 
the resolution would clearly not be in order; but any legitimate 
motion in connection with the substitute or with the main prop- 
osition would be in order, like this motion to reconsider. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The very same might be said equally of 
a motion to adjourn or a motion to take a recess. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Not at all. This is a legitimate motion, 
arising under the rules, upon a vote upon the substitute, and is 


as much in order as the vote on the substituteitself. The House 
certuinly is not to be deprived of its legitimate right to recon- 
sider the vote by which this resolution was rejected. It is one 
of the motions permitted under the order. Suppose the House 
voted under a mistake or misunderstand of the resolution, is 
it contended the vote could not bə reconsidered with a view of 
correcting the error? 

Mr. REED. If these rules are made 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The rule is very explicit, clear, and dis- 
tinct. It leaves no room for doubt,it seems to me. The lan- 

eof the resolution not only presents thesubjeet- matter that 
shall be considered, but presents distinctly and definitely what 
votes shall be taken upon that subject-matter, and goes so far, 
in addition to that, as to say—no intervening motions shall be 
entertained. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (continuing). And the point of order 
would be well taken if the gentleman from Michigan made the 
motion immediately on the motion to lay on the table, but we 
have passed beyond that. 

Mr. BURROWS. And does the gentleman believe that this 
would be xn intervening motion within the meaning of the order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Any motion between two others is an in- 
terven motion, if I understand the English language. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the motion to agree to this last reso- 
lution would be anintervening motion. Any vote on the sub- 
stitute, whether upon its passage or to reconsider, is certainly 
within the terms of the apt order. 

oe . ny such motion as provided for in the 

order. 

Mr. BURROWS. A motion to take a recess, or to fix a day to 
which the Huse shall adjourn, would be an intervening motion, 
and not in order under the special order; but under the special 
order it seems to me that any motion connected with the subject- 
matter would be in order, and a motion to reconsider that vote 
also in order under the special order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then a motion to recommit this subject 
to the Committee on Elections would also be in order. 

Mr. REED. It would depend upon who made the motion 
whether it would be admissible or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the objection; and the 
Clerk will report the resolutions of the majority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives of the rifty-third Congress 

Mr. LACEY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Imakethe point of order as to that, too. 
[Cries of Too late!” on the Democratic side.] 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolutions: 
pon — 5 Eleventh Congressional district ot Missouri, and is not entitled to 

Se: 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. REED (during the reading). The House ought to be al- 
lowed to express its opinion on a matter like this. I respect- 
fully addressed the Chair. I think—— 

The SPEAKER. 
the Clerk was reading a matter before the House. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa has appealed from the 
decision of the Chair; and it seems to me, on a question like 
this, a proposition to refuse the Houss the right of reconsidera- 
tion, a point which has never been decided before, that the 
opinion of the House ought to be taken, especially as the rules 
N to us the right of appeal. I will read the rule that I 

er to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was not it too late? [Cries of Too late” 
on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. It was too late, of course. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa stood at his seat and 
endeavor d to attract the attention of the Chair at once. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentlemanfrom Iowa came in about 
two minutes late. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. REED. Here is the fourth clause of Rule I: 

4. He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, and 
subpoenas of, or issued by order of, House, and decide all questions of 
order, subject to un appeal by any member. 

The language is absolutely explicit and conclusive; and the 
statement that a gentleman can be deprived of his right of a 
pear oe utterly exciuded by anything that has ever happened 

e House. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the Chair permit me to make a sugges- 


tion 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


The gentleman addressed the Chair while 


Mr. LACEY. Iwant to make a suggestion as to the ruling of 
the Chair. The Chair held that a motion to reconsider was a 
— — of the main question, and as such could not be stopped. 

hat the House must proceed to the end, because it was a part 
of the main question. This is a motion to reconsider-—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intends to refer to that now. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, that being the case, under the same rule 
why should the Chair stand up and say thatthe House shall not, 
ina question where the right of a member to his seat is in- 
volved, have the right of appeal? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is responsible to the House for 
whatever he does. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair has refused to accept the re- 
sponsibility. 

Mr. LACEY. I took the appes as promptly as I could. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icallthe gentleman from Maine to or- 


der. 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen wiil take their seats. The 
Chair is going to decide the question, and does not desire to 
hear further. 

The gentleman from Iowa will take his seat. 

Mr. LACEY sat down. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Some days the House 
adopted a ial order relating to the consideration of this con- 
tested electioncase. Thatspecial order particularly named what 
mo ions might be made. It took this case out of the rules of the 
House, and it did so for the express purpose of preventing any 
gentleman from obstructing a vote on the case by a majority of 
the House. The language of the special order is: 

That immediately u the adoption of this order the House proceed to 
consider the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy from Missouri; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and on 
any substitute that may be pending therefor; that then, without interven- 
ing motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the resolu- 
tion reported from the co 

On the demand of the gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED]adivi- 
sion of the substitute was had. The first branch of it was voted 
upon. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] entered 
a motion to reconsider. No point was made against it, and the 
attention of the Chair was not addressed to it at the moment. 
There was a motion made to lay that motion on the table. Sub- 
sequently the point was raised that the motion was not in order. 
The Chair stated that the point not having been made at the 
time, it could not be entertained then, mad the Chair was in 
some doubt as to whether the motion to reconsider was not 
legitimately a part of the vote. 

r. LACEY. May L ask the Chair a question right there? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not be interrupted. The 
Chair was in some doubt whether the motion to reconsider was 
not a part of the vote upon the resolution within the spirit of 
the rule, but subsequent examination has satisfied the Chair 
that that motion is no part of the vote. It is a distinct privi- 
lege which is granted to the House under the rules whereby 
they may review a vote, whereby a member may again invite 
the opinion of the House upon the question, and, if the special 
order did not prevent it, the motion would be in order now. 
But the motion to reconsider is distinctly, in the opinion of the 
Chair, an intervening motion. It intervenes between the mo- 
tion which has just been disposed of and the next resolution 
which comes before the House. Therefore, the Chair submits 
to the House the other question provided for in the special or- 
der, and the Clerk will report the resolutions reported by the 
majority of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I again appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again declines to entertain the 
a) , because that, too, isan intervening motion. The Clerk 
wil) report the resolutions. 

The Clerk.read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives to the Fifty-third Congress from the Eleventh Congres- 
sional district of Missouri, and is not entitied to the seat, 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is not the question divisible, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a division? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thequestion was already put to the House, 
and the House was voting u it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands a 
division. The Clerk will report the first resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved. That Charles F. bee bys not elected a member of the House of 

from th Congressional 


Represen: tothe Fifty- the Eleven 
district of Missouri, and is not to the seat. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken by count, the Speaker declared that 
there was a sufficient number. 

Mr. REED. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. PAT- 
TERSON of Tennessee and Mr. REED. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported 100 in the affirm- 


ative. 

The SPEAKER. A sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

3 PEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain that mo- 
pair 
Mr. REED. That is an intervening motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the motion, 
and the Chair has heretofore stated that unless he chose to give 
reasons for a decision at the time he makes it he would not give 
3 The yeas and nays are ordered. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156,nays 24, not 
voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS—156. 

Abbott, Covert, Lane, Ritchie, 
Alderson, x. Latimer, Robbins. 
Alexander, Crawford, Lawson, Robertson, La. 
Allen, Culberson, Layton, Rusk. 
Bailey, Davey, * Russell, Ga. 
Baldwin, Denson, Lockwood, ayers. 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, ch, ermerhorn, 
Bartiett, Dockery, aguire, Shell, 

wig, Donovan, Mallory, Sickles, 
Bell, Tex. Dunn, Martin, Ind. Sperry, 

ry, Durborow, McCreary, Ky. 1 
Black, Ga. Edm) McCulloch, Stallings, 

' English, MecDannold, Stockdale, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
— ich, ee Epes, 1 — 

ckinridge, Erd ann, wanson, 
Bretz. Fielder, McKaig, Talbert, S. C. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Talbott, Ma. 
Broo: Goldzier. McMillin, Tarsney, 
Brown, Gorman, Tate, 
Bynum, Grady, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Caba iss, Gresham, Meyer, Terry, 
Cadm CEN Money, Tucker, 
Caminetti, Hall, Minn. Montgomery, Turner, 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Mutchler. Turner, Va. 
Capehart, are, eill, 
Caruth, Hatch, Oates, ler, 
— ne Paschal: Washington, 
usey. nderson, asc as 
Clancy, nes, Patterson, penne 5 
Clark, Mo. Holman, Paynter, ells, 
Clar: e, Hooker, Miss. Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, Ala, 
Cobb, Ala. Hunter, Pigott, Whiting, 
Cobb. Mo. Hutcheson, a Williams, II. 
Cockrell, Ikirt, Rayner, Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Jones, Reilly, Wise. 
Conn. Richards, Ohio Wolverton, 
bs, Kribba, Richardson Mich. Woodard, 
Cornish, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. The Speaker. 
NAYS—24 
Broderick, Dunphy, Harter, Moses, 
un. Everett Hendrix, Outhwaite, 
Cooper, Ind. 7 Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. 
per. Grifin, Marshall, Ryan, 
Hall. Mo McKeighan, Sibley, 
De Armond, Morgan, Straus. 
NOT VOTING—172. 
Adams, Ky. Cockr: Hager, Maddox, 
ms, Cogswell, Hainer, M er, 
Aitken, Compton, Harmer, Mahon, 
25 Cooper, acre! 1 ny. 
ey, Cooper, augen, arvin, a 
Arnold. Cousins, Heard, McAleer, 
Avery. ain, Heiner, McCall, 
Curtis, Kans, Henderson, III. McCleary, Minn. 
Baker, rtis. Henderson, Iowa McDowell, 
Baker, N. H. Dalzell, epburn, MeNagny, 
Barnes, Daniels, Hermann, Meiklejohn, 
Bartholdt, Davis, Hicks, ercer, 
Beiden, De Fores Hilborn, Milliken, 
Bell. Colo. Din mey, Hitt, Moon, 
Belizhoover, 38 2 Foor, a ae 
Bingh: oolittle, opkins, III. urray, 
Black tit Draper, Hopkins, Pa. Newlands, 
Blair. Elis, Ky. Houk. Northway, 
Boatner, Ellis, Oregon Hulick, Be 
Boen. Fithian, Hull, Payne, 
Boutelle, Fletcher, Johnson, Ind. Pearson, 
Bowers. Cal. Forman, Johnson, N. Dak. ence, 
Brattan, Funk, Johnson, Ohio Perkins 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Kem, Phiilips, 
Brosius, Fyan, Kiefer, Pickler, 
Bundy, Gardner, Lacey. Post. 
Bunn, Gear, Lap) Powers, 
Burnes, Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, Quigg, 
Burrows, Gillett, Mass. Linton. Randall, 
Caldwell, Goodnight, Lisle, Ray, 
poell Graham, Livingston, Reed, 
on. Grosyenor, Lo’ Reyburn, 
Chic’ Gront, Loudensiager, Robinson, Pa. 
Childs Grow, Lucas. Russell, Conn. 


Stephenson, ‘Thomas, Wever, 

Soar Ste 8. W Updegt Wane 

aw, tone, C. W. y te, 
Sherm Stone, W. A. Van Voorhis, N. Y. Wilson, Ohio 
Simpson, torer, Van Voorhis, Ohio Wilson, Wash. 
Sipe, Strong, Wilson, W. Va. 
—.— TrA Wanget Wright, Mass. 

modgrass, wey, anger, 

Somers, Wavior, Tem. Waugh, Wright, Pa. 


So the resolution was adopted. 
The SPEAKER at the conclusion of the roll call, having di- 
rected the Clerk to call his name, voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr, Speaker, I am paired, but have voted to 
makeaquorum. I would like to withdraw my vote. 
Mr. S NGER. There is no objection if there is a quorum 
without the gentleman's vote. 
1 SPEAKER. The gentleman asks consentito withdraw 
is vote. 
Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will it interfere with 
a goran 
he SPEAKER. One hundred and eighty members have 
voted. In the absence of objection the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to withdraw his vote. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. On this question—— 
Mr. REED. I ask for a rec.pitulation of the vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 
The vote having been recapitulated— 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 
The SPEAKER. In the negative. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. I wish my vote recorded in tho affirma- 


ve. 
The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

; 0 SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. ; 

i ae SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question having been taken on ordering the yeas and 


nays— 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a sufficient number. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. REED 
were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes, 82. 

The SPEAKER. Asufficient number; and the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move a reconsiderationof the vote just taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the motion. 
The yeas and nays are ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Tue question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 28, not 
voting 168: as follows: 


ti 


YEAS—155. 
Abbott, Covert, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Alderson, x, Lawson, Robbins, 
Alexander, Crawford, m, Ro 
Alien, Culberson, ter, Rusk, 
Bailey. Davey, Lockwood, Russell, Ga. 
Baldwin, De Lynch, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Maguire. Senarmethord, 
Bartlett, Dockery, Mallory, hell, 
Barwig, Donovan, Martin, Ind. perry, 
Bell, Tex. unn. McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Berry, Durborow, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Black, Ga. Edmunds, McDannold, Stevens, 
land, English, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Enloe, McEttrick, Stone, Ky 
Bower, N. C. Epes. McGann, Strait, 
Branch. Erdman, McKaig, was 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fielder, McLaurin, Talbert, S.C. 
Bretz, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Talbott, Md. 
Brickner, Goldzier, McNagny, Tarsney, 
Brooks: Gorman, McRae, te, 
Brown, Grady, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Bynum, Gresham, Meyer, Terry, 
Cabianiss, Haines. Money, Tucker, 
Cadmus. Hall, Minn, Montgomery, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Caminetti, Hammond, Mutchler, Turner. Va. 
Cannon, Cal Hare, eill, Turpin, 
Capehart, Hatch, Oates, ler, 
Caruth, ayes, O'Neil, arner, 
Catchings, Henderson,N.C. Paschal, W. 
Causey, Patterson, Wead 
Clancy, Paynter, ells, 
Clark, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Pendieton,W.Va. Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hunter, ‘ott, Whiting, 
Cobb. Mo. Jones Rayner Williams, Miss, 
b. Mo. ones. g 
Cockrell, Kilgore, Reilly, 
Coffeen, ple h Richards, 8 Wolverton, 
Conn, Ý Richardson. 
Cornish Lane, Richardson, 
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- NAYS—23. 
Bryan, Dunphy, Hendrix, 
Cockran, Evere Hudson, Outhwaite, 
Coombs, 5 Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Ind. Kem, Ryan, 
Cooper, Tex. Hall, Mo. Marshall, Sibley, 
a * McKeighan, Sickles, 
De Armond, Harter, Morgan, traus. 
NOT VOTING—168, 
Adams, Dalzeil, Houk, uigg, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hwuick, Sage, 
Aitken, Davis, Hull, Ray, 
Aldrich, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Apsley, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Arnold, Doliiver, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Doolittle, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Babcock, Draper, Lacey, Scranton, 
Baker, Kans, Ellis, Ky. Ses cients Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Shaw. 
wr copy Fithian, Linton, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lisle, Simpson, 
Belden, 00 Livingston, Sipe. 
Bell, Colo. Funk, Loud, v Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Bingham, Fyan, Lucas, Somers, 
lack, Gardner, Maddox, Stephenson. 
Blair, Gear, Magner, Stone, ©. W. 
oen, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Bontelle, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y, Strong, 
Brattan, raham, McAleer, weet, 
Breckinridge, Ky Grosvenor, McCall, Tawney. 
Broderick, Grout, McCleary, Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
ius, Grow, McDowell, omas, 
Bundy, Hager, Mellclejohn, Tracey, 
Bunn, Hainer, ercer, Updegraf, 
Burnes, Harmer, Milliken Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burrows, Hartman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
COANA Haugen, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Camp Heard, Murray, Walker, 
Cannon, Th. Heiner, Nowlands, Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Northway, Waugh, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Pago, Wever, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Payne, Wheeler, III. 
Compton, Hermann, Pearson, White, 
Cooper, Fla. Hicks, Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Perkins, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hitt, Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crain, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Woomer. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. Post, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Pa. 


Zo the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COCKRAN (when his name was called). 
it be in order, I ask to be excused from voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The Chair can not entertain that request now. The roll call 
can not be interrupted. The gentleman must vote or not vote. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then I vote no.“ 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I voted to make a quorum, having reserved 
that right. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCCALL), with whom Iam paired, if present would vote 
t no,” and would vote for the contestee on all these questions. 
I voted simply to make a quorum, having that understanding 
with him. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will come 
forward and take the oath of office. 

Mr. O'Neill of Missouri, having appeared at the bar of the 
House, was duly qualified, taking the oath of office prescribed 
by law. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found uy epee’ joint 
resolution (H. Bea. 139) to print Agricultural Report for 1893; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


CONTESTED ELECTION, ENGLISH VS. HILBORN. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the second part 
of the special order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That immediately after said case is disposed of the House shall proceed to 
consider the contestad-election case of English vs. Hilborn from California; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and on 
any substitute that may then be pending therefor: that then. without inter- 
vening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the res- 
olution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day to 
day until Born cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Elections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Samuel G. Hilborn was not elected a Representative in the 
Pifty-t Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 


Mr. Speaker, if 


j And ia not entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That Warren B. E 
Fifty-thirå Congress from the 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a substitute 
for the resolutions just read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


(1) Resolved, That Samuel G. Hilborn was Hn pcg ex, to a seat in the 


lish was elected a Representative in the 
Congressional district of California, 


Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional 
on) Mesoloed. That Warren FP ti 
the Fifty-third Congress from the Thira Congroteional ARAN ot ‘California, 
and is not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] tocontrol the hour in support of the 
report of the committee, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

AUGH] in support of the minority resolutions. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the debate be extended in this case. 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Foran additional hour on each side. 

Mr. REED. Is that satisfactory to the members of the com- 
mittee on this side? 

Mr. BROWN. It will besatisfactory if members on that side 
wiil vote on this case all the way through. 

Mr. REED. Well, this side is not prepared to enter into any 
such conditional agreement as that, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose we have the regular order. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is there objectionto my request, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The 338 from Ohio has objected, and 
the matter is not before the House. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, this case comes from the Third 
Congressional district of California. The district is com 
of seven counties. On the face of the returns, certified to the 
secretary of state under the law of California, it appears thatthe 
contestant received 13,138 votes at the election A controversy 
and the contestee received 13,163 votes, giving the contestee on 
the face of the returns a plurality of 25 votes: 

Clarksburg precinct, in the county of Yolo, was not included 
in the returns. That precinct gave contestee 8 plurality. 

The law of California requires that as soon as the polls are 
closed some one selected by the election board must carry the 
returns to the county seat and file them with the county clerk. 
When the board of election meets at the county seat it must 
canvass the returns if they are all in. If they are not all in the 
board must adjourn from day to day until all of the election re- 
turns are received or six adjournments are had, and then the 
county board makes up the returns for the county and the county 
clerk forwards them to the secretary of state. In the case of 
Clarksburg precinct, Yolo County, there was no such adjourn- 
ment of the board as the law required. There was but one ad- 
journment, and the vote of Yolo County forwarded to the secre- 
tary of state did not include the vote of Clarksburg precinct. 

The committee thought, in view of the fact that the law had 
not been complied with respecting Clarksburg precinct, and 
that the contestee had received a plurality of 8 at that precinct 
that this plurality should be counted for him, and in the report 
made by the committee that was accordingly done, which in- 
creased his plurality from 25 to 33, making it incumbent upon 
the contestant to overcome the contestee’s plurality of 33 votes 
b2fore ho can be entitled to a seat on the floor of the House of 
Representatives. 

This case is in a very narrow reas ip It is agreed by all con- 
nected with it, the parties to it and their attorneys, and by all 
the members of the Committee on Elections, that the Altamont 
precinct, in Alameda County, is the only precinct to be consid- 
ered in the determination of the case. That precinct is a small 
one, there being but 70 votes in all cast in it, and but 51 of these 
votes were cast for the parties to this contest. On the face of the 
returns at Altamont precinct it appears that the contestant had 
received but 15 votes, while the contestee had received 37. This 
created a great surprise in the mind of the contestant and all his 
friends, for the reason that that precinct is composed of an un- 
changing population almost exclusively of farmers, with a few 
laborers. There is not a town within the boundaries of the pre- 
cinct. It had invariably given a Democratic sox eat not only 
for Democratic candidates to Congress, but for all who were can- 
didates on the Democratic ticket until the last election. 

In 1876 the Democratic candidate for Congress reeeived 4 ma- 
jority. In 1880 he received 5 majority; in 1884, 8 majority; in 
1888, 27 majority; while in 1892 the unaccountable thing occurred 
and there was returned for the Republican candidate a majority 
of 22. 

The contestant immediately proceeded to take affidavits touch- 
ing the valid ty of the returns from this precinct, and the hon- 
esty of the conduct of the election there. As before said, but 
70 votes in all were polled, and but 51 of these votes were cast 


trict of California, and 


1894. 
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for the contestant and contestee. Thirty-five of these voters 
made affidavits that they had voted for the contestant. That 
led to the commencement of this contest, and during the taking 
of the testimony in supportof it 47 out ot the 51 electors who voted 
for contestant and contestee at that election came forward and 
testified as to how they had voted. Thirty-seven of them testi- 
fied that they had voted for the contestant; 6for J. L. Lyons, 
People’s candidate; 2 for L. B. Scranton, Prohibition candidate; 
and 2 for no candidate at all. 

This left but 23 of the 70 voters of the precinct unaccounted 
for. How they voted no one knows. If you take the testimony 
of the voters who testified for whom they had voted, the re- 
turned plurality for the contestee in the entire district is over- 
thrown and a plurality of 3 for the contestant is made to appear. 

This statement is made on the hypothesis, however,or rather 
the presumption that all the voters of the precinct who did not 
come forward and testify as to how they had voted are counted 
as having voted for the contestee, a presumption which ought 
not to be indulged, for it is the duty of persons claiming votes 
in acontest to prove their votes before they are entitled to re- 
ceive them. 

Mr. PENCE. Did they have the Australian ballot system 
there? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, 

Mr.PENCE. How long ago was that system adopted there? 

Mr. BROWN. Only a short time. Perhaps this election was 
the first one held under the Australian system of voting. My 
friend from California knows all about that and need not ask me. 

Mr. PENCE. I am not from California; I am from Colorado. 
Nx. BROWN. You are out in that Western country and 

know all about it. 

Mr. PENCE. Iam about as far from California as I am from 
Indiana, and that is a long distance. 

Mr. BROWN. In the case of Langston vs. Venable, a con- 
tested-election case heard and determined by the Fifty-first 
Congress, it was declared in the report and affirmed by the 
House that— 

Where the returns were rejected for fraud, and the only votes proved aside 
from the returns were for contestant, held, that no others could be counted, 
for itis evident that giving to contestee the vote not accounted for would be 
a direct encouragement to election frauds, asit would give him the benefit 
of every fraudulent vote which his friends made it impossible for the opposi- 
tion to expose, even after the 1 clearly established fraud to such an ex- 
tent as to destroy absolutely the integrity of the oMcialreturns. In no case 
has such a rule been adopted. 

And again, in Featherstone vs. Cate, the House decided as fol- 
lows (Contested-election cases Fifty-first Congress, page 75): 

Where the evidence shows a return to be false and not a true statement of 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence. But 
the rejection of a return does not necessarily leave the votes actually cast 
ata precinct uncounted. The return being shown to be false, the parties 
are thrown back on such evidence as it may be in their power to produce, to 
show how many votes were cast, and for whom. All the votes may thus be 
proved and counted, but if only a partis proved those proved are to be counted 
and the rest disregarded. 

In the same case it is also said: 

The return having been overthrown, and the contestee having failed to 
prove any vote in the township, is not allowed the 61 returned for him. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. In this case, as I understand, they 
had the Australian system. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And the ballots were preserved? 

Mr. BROWN. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And counted? 

Mr. BROWN. I am coming to that point. 

Mr. LACEY. In the case of Langston vs. Venable did not the 
Democrats all d © with this report? 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not yielding to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey}. 

The SPEAKER Pe tempore. The gentleman can not be in- 
terrupted without his consent. 

Mr. BROWN. To overcome this testimony the contestee ap- 
plied to one of the judges of the county court of Alameda County, 
the suns before whom the testimony was being taken, for a re- 
count of the ballots. Therecount was had, and the result of the 
recount was that the contestant had received 29 votes and the 
contestee but 22 votes, astriking difference between the returns 
made by the board and the result ascertained by the clerk who 
made the recount upon the application of the contestee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Were the officers of the election Democrats 
or Republicans? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from In- 
diana yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. BROWN I do not. 3 

This recount gives the contestant a plurality at this precinct 
of 7; and if the recount stands and governs the case the con- 
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testee is elected by 4 plurality. That is all the contention that 
the contestee, his counsel, and his friends on the committee 
make for him. 

The contestee concedes that the returns made by the Altamont 
recinct board of election are false, worthless, and wholly unre- 
iable. He stakes his case exclusively upon the result of the re- 

count, and insists that the law is that the ballot is the best evi- 
dence; that it is the primary and controlling evidence, and that 
it must be heard in opposition to the testimony of the voters as 
well as all other testimony in the case, and govern and control. 
To some extent the contention of the contestee is true, but not 
in the broad sense he claims. In connection with the claim 
that the ballot is the primary and best evidence, a duty is im- 
posed upon him who makes this claim, and that duty is to show 
that the ballots have been safely and securely kept; that there 
has not been tampering with the ballots, nor has there been an 
opportunity afforded by which tampering with them could have 
taken place. 

When the rule grew up that the ballot was the best evidence, 
the present system of voting, which now prevails in almost every 
State of the Union, did notexist. Anentirely different system 
of voting existed then, asI willshow presently. Thecommittee 
reached the conclusion, on consideration of all of the evidence 

iven, and all circumstances connected with the case, that the 

lots were evidence, proper and legitimate evidence, and should 
be taken and considered honestly and fairly with all the other 
evidence, surroundings, and circumstances connected with the 
case, but that they should notarbitrarily overthrow all ths other 
evidence and absolutely dictate tho decision of the case. 

A word in reference as to whether the ballots in question had 
been safely and securely kept, as to whether they had been tam- 
pered with, and whether opportunity had been afforded by which 
they might have been tampered with, and whether if they are 
the identical ballots cast, whether they are in the same condi- 
tion they were when cast. They were not safely kept: they were 
not securely kept. No man of common sense, inthe light of the 
testimony in this case, will affirm that they were safely kept. 
They were sent in a package to the Clerk's office in 1 
County, and loosely thrown, along with a large number of other 
packages of the same kind, on the floor in one of the rooms of 
the public office, and there they lay and remained for several 
days, until after the question of inquiry into the validity of the 
election at Altamont precinct was fully known throughout the 
entire district. 

Then they were gathered up and carried into the recorder’s 
office, and ikar they were hermetically sealed in the safe of that 
office; I venture to say no case can be found where election re- 
turns were so safely and securely sealed up and kept as were 
these in the recorder's office after it was known that an inquiry 
respecting their integrity was to be made. But for more than 
a week or ten days before, they had been subject to the inspec- 
tion and risk of being improperly interfered with by everybody 
about the clerk's office who chose so to do. A registration of 
voters had taken place, and several young men had been em- 

loyed to assist the clerk of Alameda County in making the reg- 
istration; and these young men came forward, oratleast several 
of them did, and testified that they had kept guard watch over 
the packet containing the ballots by day and by night, and that 
it was in the precise condition when the recorder’s safe was 
opened and it was par into it that it was when received by the 
county clerk and filed with him in the manner in which I have 
stated. 

But the testimony makes it plainly appear that at least on one 
night this packet containing the Altamont ballots was left with- 
out this remarkable guard of young gentlemen who styled them- 
selves deputy clerks, watching over it, and that the packet of 
ballots was left on the floor of the room all day and all night in 
the manner I haye stated. No one will controvert but that I 
have stated the testimony correctly as to the manner in which 
this packet of ballots was kept. 

No opportunity,” says the law, shall be given for the bal- 
lot to be tampered with.” 

The board of Altamont precinct was called and every member 
of it save one, Mr. Udy, the Republican clerk, came forward and 
testified. Why that gentleman did not testify is unknown to 
the committee, and will remain a mystery in the minds of all 
except those who are closely connected with him. They testi- 
fied that when the packet of ballots was opened it was in the 
precise condition it was when it was received by the county clerk, 
and two members of the board testified that these ballots had 
their initials on them; that they had put their initials on the bal- 
lots as the voters came in to get the ballots. Why were these 
initials put on the ballots by these worthy members of the board? 
The law of California did not require it to be done. Nothing 
required it to be done. There was too much method, precision, 
and arrangement, in guarding this packet by the deputy clerks 
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and in the preparation of these ballots by that board of election 
which stands confessed as having madea false, fraudulent, and 
worthless return, to give much value to their testimony concern- 
ing the matter. I have, in brief, stated all that I care to say at 
this time, and perhaps at any time, concerning the keeping of 
these bal ots. 

Referring to what I said a moment ago as to the system of 
voting which prevailed when the rule was established that the 
ballot, if properly, safely, and securely kept, was the best evi- 
dence, Idesire to call attention to the fact thatat that time there 
Was no such thing known as an official ballot. Every man who 
desired to cast his vote voluntarily procured his ballot and pre- 
pared it or had it prepired by his own voluntary action. 

There was nothin z compulsory upon him in respect to obtain- 
ing a special or oficial ticket, or as to how it should be made 
out. The tickets were furnished by the political ties, and 
were distributed to the voters outside of the polls. the voter 
was an illiterate person he received his ticket outside of the pre- 
cinct, away from the polis, and he could give it to any person in 
whom he had confidence, or to any number of persons in whom 
he had confidence, to be pared for him to vote. It was pre- 

according to the ctions which he voluntarily gave for 
preparation, and if he had the slightest doubt as to whether 
his directions hud been correctly followed, he could make fur- 
ther inquiry, and when fully satisfied that no imposition had 
been practiced upon him, he carried his ballot to the and 
saw it deposited in the box. That freedom of choice is not ac- 
corded to the illiterate voter nowin any State,and especially in 
the State of Cali ornia. There an official ballot is prepared 
forthe voter. All the ballots are kept inside the polling place. 
The illiterate voter goes inside the polling place, if he 
votes at all he must take the official ballot, which he receives 
from the hands of some officer or officers of the board, with the 
selection of whem he has not had the slightest thing todo. He 
must submit to have his bailot made out, not by the man of his 
choice, but by the man the law has chosen for him; who may be 
a man in whom he has confidence, or may be à man in whom he 
has no confidence. He has no opportunity to inquire and ascer- 
tain whether the ballot has been prepared as he directed. He 
must vote it as the officer has prepared it or not vote at all. 
Such was the case at Altamont precinct at this election, where 
some 10 or 12 illiterate voters voted. They went into the voting 
and from this board, which stands confessed as having 
made a false, fraudulent, and spurious return, they were com- 
elled to receive their ballots and have them made out by mem- 
3 of that board. Well may we come to the conclusion, us the 
committee did. that the rule that the ballots are the best evi- 
dence. whatever force it may formerly have had, should now be 
relaxed to some extent at least. 

In opposition to these baliots, which were keptin the manner 
Lhave casera, and passed through the hands and custody of 
a board whose official conduct stands stamped with falsehood 
and uncertainty, the contestant puts the testimony of the voters 
at Altamont precinct. As | have already said, they are a class 
of voters not shifting and o from place to place, but they 
are people who have lived there for many years, und if you will 
look at the record of this case and ascer from it the places 
of their nativity, you will find that they belong to the better 
classes of po tion. It was an easy mitter to ascertain how 
51 men voted. Thirty-seven of them came forward, those who 
made out the ballots for themselves and those who had had them 
made out by some of the members of this board, and swore that 
they had voted for the contestant. 

In viewof all the facts and circumstances surrounding the case 
the committee reached the conclusion, and I think wisely and 

ustly, that these ballots, pissing through the hands of sucha 
as the con estee ts this board to have been, and after- 
wards kept in the manner in which they were, ought not to be 
permitted to brand the browsof these voters with falsehood and 
perjury and condemn their souls to perdition. If the voters who 
voted at Altamont precinct are to be believed, there is no ques- 
tion but that the contestant has been elected to this Congress 
by am jority of 26. 

A moment or two upon the subject of the admissibility of the 
testimony of the voters, and then I am done. There never was 
a time, so far as my limited information concerning the law is 
concerned, but that where the integrity of the ballot itself was 
called in question, where the question was whether it was the 
ballot,which the voter had cast, and if so, whether it was still 
in the condition in which it was when he cast it—there never 
was a time, Isay, when that was the question that the law did 
not say that the voter was a competent witness to testify as to 
how and for whom he had voted. So, in any view of this case, 
the testimony of these men, unimpeached and u hable, 
is admissible, and should be given the value the House ma; 
deem it entitled to in connection with all the other facts 
circumstances of the case. 


In the ease of Bisbee vs. Finley (in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, I think) it. was held that— 

Where the evidence shows. return to be false and not a true statement of 
the votes cast, such return is ed and destroyed as evidence, and the 
books as voriag at such poll and Ho woves Noe Othermios mroven ened a 
counted. (6 Congressional on „Page 62.) a 1 

This case was affirmed by the Fifty-first Congress in the case 
of Featherstone vs. Cate, and that Congress has gone into his- 
tory to the great gratification and glory of the gentleman from 
Maine who presided over it with such grace and beauty. 

In that case the testimony of the voters who testified as to how 
they had voted overthrew all ballots and everything else, and 
seated the contestant. 

Mr. REED. Were the ballots in that case preserved? 

Mr. BROWN. I can only suppose that they were, from the 
fact that the law required them to be preserved. I know noth- 
ing about it. 

r. REED. Were they produced here in evidence? 

Mr. BROWN. I can not say. My friend from Maine had 
more to do with that Congress than I had. 

2 REED. But I did not have much to do with the elec- 
ons. 

Mr. BROWN. Perhaps not; but you had much to do with 
the 8 of contestants during that Congress. k 

Mr. REED. Now, will my friend from Indiana reply to me on 
that point—because that is the vital point here—were the bal- 
lots preserved? 

Mr. BROWN. Iwasnot on the Committee on Elections in 
that Congress, and, speaking truthfully and sincerely, I do not 
know whether they were or not. But am now informed bythe 
gentleman from Arkansas now representing that district that 
the ballots in that case we e kept. 

Mr. REED. Now, if the gentleman will allow me another 
question, is not that the vital point? Is not the- issue here be- 
tween the ballots which were absolutely produced and the testi- 
mony of she voters, while in the Featherstone case that was not 

e point? 

Mr. BtOWN. Ido notagree with the gentleman from Maine 
that that is the vital point in this case. Lagree that it is a point 
to be considered, and I have referred to it; but in view of the 
fact that under our present system of voting the illiterate voter 
is compelled to take some one not of his own choosing to pre- 
pare his billot for him, or not vote at all- n viewof the fast 
that he does not and can not now exercise that freed »m of action 
and voluntary conduct connected with his vote that he could 
formerly—the ballots shou'd not be so strongly held to be the 
best evidence as they formerly were. 

Mr. REED.. That is not . kara to the St. Louis case? 

e BROWN. We have, Providence, got through with 
at case. 

Mr. REED. I would not say thank Providence.” I would 
say thanks to the inter vening motion” theory! [Laughter.] 

r. BROWN. That was an instrument Providence by 
which we got through with the case. 

Mr. REED. In the nature of a “special Providence.” 

Mr. BROWN. McCrary on Elections, section 539, says: 

If an oficer of the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud upon 
the ballot box, the better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity of 
his oficial acts, even th the fraud discovered is not of itself suficient to 
affect the result. 

Again, in the case of McDuffie vs. Turpin, in the Fifty-first 
Congress, it was stated: 

If these oficers would falsify the returns, it follows that no reliance could 
be Daren in the contents of the ballot boxes left in their hands after the 
e . 

Payne on Elections, 596, says: 


When the proceedings are so tarnished by fraudulent, negligent, or im- 
proper conduct on the part of the o ficers that the result of the election is 
rendered unreliable, the entire returns will be rejected, and tae parties left 
to make such proof as they may of the votes legally cast for them. 


The actionand conduct of the Fifty-first Congress answers, it 
aenn: to me, thequestion which my friend from Maine has sug- 
gested. 

In the contested election case of McGinnis vs. Alderson, in the 
Fifty-first Congress—in which cise my friend from Iowa[Mr. 
Lach] made the report, the report which was not acted upon 
by the House, though undoubtedly it would have been if it had 
ever been brought in—it was held: 


The recount in Kenawha County showed a change of 9 votes in Alum Creek 
precinct, and 25 votes in Charleston precinct. 

In the West Virginia election cases in the present Congress, and in the 
famous case in the gubernatorial contest between Flembig and Goff, we 
have had striking illustrations of the dangers of a recount of the ballots 
where a ch. of a few tickets may affect the result. The lawof West Vir- 
ginia, whilst it provides for such recount, attempts to throw around the re- 
count such elements of safety as will prevent a frauduieat cha of the 
ballots, Such recountisalways vie with suspicion, and is full of danger. 


I subscribe to that, and that is the contention here. I say to 
my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] that I am not one of those 
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who kick, cuff, and eondemn everything the Fifty-first Congress 
did. Here is one thing it did which I a ve. 

I now refer to the case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge another 
eontested- election case in the Fifty-first in which case 
also my friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] made the report, which 
however, was not voted on in the House. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes it was. 

Mr. BROWN. Soit was. I thank my friend for correcting 


me. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. And Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was unseated. 
Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] 

* against the correctness of that report, and now he isciting 


Mr. BROWN. Well, “the light of experience ” ought to be 
worth something, ought it not? 

Mr. LACEY. ‘While the lamp holds out to burn.“ - 

Mr. BROWN. While, perhaps, Ididnotagree with my friend 
from Iowa at that time, yet und er the rules of the Fifty first 
Congress I was compelled to surrender while he carried the flag 
to victory. Here is what that report said, and it is well said: 

It the returns have been falsified by the election oflicers, it a well-settled 
rule of law that they cease to have any prima facie effect, and each party 
can only be credited with such votes at the box in question as he may show 
by other ce. This rule is one of long money S It works no hardship 
upon contestee which does not fall as heavily on the contestant. The con. 
testant in the first instance, to show the fraud in the return, and 
then must follow that up by proving his vote: or, m some instances, the 
proof of the fraud is connected with the proof of his vote. 


Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Indiana notice the 
words used there—' falsified” and fraud“? 

Mr. B OWN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. REED. Is there any such thing charged here? 


Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. REED. Against whom? 
Mr. BROWN. If fraud is shown, it is immaterial who com- 


rhe it. No one knows that better than the gentleman from 
Aline. 

Mr. REED. Then nobody is charged with this fraud? 

Mr. BROWN. Iam uot charging any particular individual 
with the fraud. 

Mr. REED. On what basis do you make the charge of fraud? 

Mr. BROWN. My friend well knows—— 

Mr. REED. Do not tell me what I know; I am trying to find 
out what I donot know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN. Very weil, I will tell the 
Maine what he does not know 

Mr. REED. Thank you. 

Mr. BROWN. But what he ought to know; and if he will 
listen to me, he will know hereafter. 

Mr. REED. Well, perhaps the gentleman had better not Hs- 
ten to the suggestions of some of those quite near him. 

Mr, BROWN. Now, my friend ought to know that fraud lies 
in circums antiality always. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not always. 

Mr. BROWN. Well,nearlyalways. It is as difficult to prove 
a fact counted on as traud as it is to prove that someone saw the 
felon sneak into the house at night tostesl. Let circumstantial 
evidence may prove him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. So 
it is with the question of fraud. The article in this contest re- 
ferring to Alt mont precinct declares against the validity of 
the conduct of the election at that precinct and the trutn of the 
returns. It questions the honesty of the election and all con- 
nected with it; and whether it is mistake, inadvertence, fraud, 
or anything else, if the returns are impeached for any of these 
causes in such way as to call in question the integrity of the 
conduct of the men who made the returns—the men who consti- 
tuted the election board—in that event I say that all that went 
through the hands of this election board is spurious and fraudu- 
lent, and of no vulue. 

Mr. REED. But that 

Mr. BLOWN. Let me continue. And I put the testimony of 
the honest and incorruptible voters of that precinct against the 
testimony and conduct of this election board, which, the con- 
testce admits, made a false, unreliable, and worthless return. 
Against this election return, and the ballots which passed 
through the hands and custody of this disreputable election 
board, I put the unimpeached testimony of the voters, and leave 
it for this House to say whether it will put most confidence in 
the testimony of these voters or in the oath and conduct of this 
impeached election board. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman accepts these men as voters. 

Mr. BROWN. And now, to weaken the credibility of most of 
the men composing this election board in the mind of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, I will say that to give force and effect to 
their testimony t ey swore that they voted for the contestant. 
Mr. REED. That is precisely the point I wanted to get at. 

Mr. BROWN. It isa fact that they so swore. 


gentleman from 


Mr. REED. That is what I wanted to ask, whether they were 


not all to Mr. Hilborn? 

Mr. BROWN. That was their statement. They said so, but 
I would no more believe them on their oaths as to who they voted 
for than I would believe them on their oaths respecting a return 
that is confessed by all to be false and fraudulent, so admitted 
by the contestee. 

Mr. KEED. Still, you count them to make a plurality. 

Mr. BROWN. Notat all. We can dispense with them and 
still have the plurality. 

Mr. REED. But you indorse them in your report. 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman from Maine knows that an im- 
peached witness is always counted, unless the opposite party 
calls him in question. $ : 

Mr. REED. But in order to reduce the plurality of the con- 
testee you proceed to say thess men are scoundrels, and then 
count their votes, although you attack them from your side on 
account of this election. 

Mr. BROWN. It is immaterial whether they are counted or 
not. They can be cast out of the count and the contestant will 
have a plurality of 19. 

And as much as [ admire the skill and adroitness of my friend 
from Maine in attempting to draw the attention of the House 
away from the actual question, I again say that the question, 
and the wy AY evened here is, will the House rely upon a re- 
turn which is false and made false by the same men who had the 
custody and control of the ballots, and also in view of the fur- 
ther fact that ten or twelve illiterate voters were compelled to 
have their ballots made out by this board or some member of 
it. or will the House take the testimony of thirty-seven gentle- 
men who voted for contest :nt at the precinct,and against whom 
not a word of suspicion has ever been uttered? 

Now, with all due deference to my friend [Mr. REED], I must 
decline to yield further. I havedone an injustice to our side by 
having taken all the time but fifteen minutes in opening the 


case. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman has a right to decline, of course. 

Mr. BROWN. I decline from the want of time only. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fifteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. BROWN. I reserve that. 

Mr. WAUGH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Mane [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, right here I venture to ask the 
attention of the House, because the gentleman from Indiana 

r. BROWN] was kind enough to permit a sufficient amount of 
interruption to get before the House in a general way a propo- 
sition which is very astonishing to me. 2 

The House will recollect that at this precinct there were only 
two men outof the election board who were favorable to Mr. 
HILBORN, the sitting member. The other six were against 
him; two for him and six him. A return was made, not 
a false return as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brown] 
says, but an incorrect and mist ken return was made. This re- 
turn was made by this election board, six of whom were against 
the sitting member and two of whom wereforhim. Apparentl 
there was no elementof fraud there. When fraud iscommit 
it is by partisansof the same side, and not by partisans upon the 
opposite side. There is an utter absence of any proof of mis- 
conduct on the part of these men, except what arises from the 
error in the returns. 

Now fraud, notwithstanding the very luminous description 
which was given of it by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWN], notwithstanding the -haziness of fraud, it must be 
proren Fraud is one of tae things which the law never infers. 

t must be proven. Now, the sole proof that is offered here is 
the fact ofa mistaken return. When thit was discovered, and 
it was apparent from the other votes that there had been a mis- 
taken return, recourse was had to the next best evidence. What 
is that? It is the ballots themselves, which were preserved, 
which could not have been falsified; for everybody testifies to 
facts which show that they could not have been falsified. When 
those ballots were counted, a sufficient vote was given and found 
there to elect Mr. Hilbora, and above all things the b dlots as 
counted were perfectly congruous with all the rest of the votes. 

That is, the vote for Mr. Hilborn and the vote for the gentle- 
man who is contesting his seat was of normal size, compaired 
with other party votes. thus plainly negativing the idea of fraud, 
and showing simply that a mistake was made, and that amis- 
take was made in favor of Mr. Hilbora by his opponents. Now, 
you are asked to regard that as evidence of fraud. You are 
asked to infer fraud when the absence of fraud is absolute 
proved. Now, let me tell you what was done ` 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. REED. Let me finish my point and then I will answer 
the gentleman. The majorityof the committee absolutely take 
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the testimony of five of these fellows whom they charge with 
fraud. They take their testimony that they voted for this con- 
testant and give full credit to that testimony, and count their 
votes in favor of the contestant. They were scoundrels when 
they testified that nothing had been done to stuff the ballot 
boxes, but ain tos honest citizens when Shey an that they 
yoted against Mr. Hilborn. This committee have given thema 
certificate of good character by counting their votes; and at the 
same time they ask you to reject their testimony that nothing 
dishonest was done. They ask you to reject the fact that they 
were ee eiro Mr.Hilborn. Andwhy? Simply because 
Mr. Hilborn is only elected by 4 votes. That is the only reason 
on earth that can be given. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend explain this matter: The record 
shows that there were two Congressional elections held at that 
time, one for the short term and one for the long term, and this 
same falsity respecting the returns occurred exactly the same 
in each of the elections, the one for the long term and the one 
for the short term. 

Mr. REED. Now, you will perceive very plainly that this is 
acharge made that the partisans of the contestant have done 
something wrong; and it is simply a mere inference, nothing 

else. There is no proof of fraud, such as will enable you to go 
back of the ballots. There is no testimony to show that the bal- 
lots are not there just as they were cast. On the contrary, the 
evidence is pent that the ballots were in the pouches just as 
they were cast, and you are asked to go back, under the Austra- 
lian system, or a system similiar to that, and take the testimony 
of voters as to their votes, when you have the votes themselves. 
In other words, you are substituting oral testimony for written, 
ou are to substitute the word of mouth for a deed which proves 
tself. 
As I said as to the last case, my belief that this injustice will 
_be perpetrated is going to be reluctant. If it had not been for 
the doctrine of the ‘‘intervening motion,” I have no doubt it 
would have been as reluctant as it has been on the previous case; 
but you can not afford to discredit yourselves twice. The news 
from outside would not encourage this method of election. 
I reserve whatever time I have remaining. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has used seven 


minutes. 

Mr. WAUGH. Yield me the remainder of the tims that you 
have not consumed. 

Mr. REED. I yield to the gentleman such time as I have not 
consumed. 

Mr. WAUGH. Does any gentleman on the other side desire 
to address the House at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is 
recognized. / 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, the whole question in this case 
turns upon the vote of Altamont precinct. It has narrowed 
down to the legal question. There is no question of fraud in 
this case; but thore was a mistake made, and I believe honestly 
made, by the election officers of Altamont precinct. It is con- 
ceded on both sides that there wasa mistake in the count of the 
vote and the return of the vote between the contestant and the 
contestee at the Altamont 1 Now, let us see the situa- 
tion we are in froma legal standpoint. The contestant brings 
before us the testimony of thirty-seven persons who he claims 
voted for him. This he asks the House to take in correction of 
the mistake in the returns, and to determine the state of the 
ballot between him and the contestee. Upon the other hand, 
the contestee brings into the House the ots that were actu- 
ally cast by the electors at that precinct, properly preserved as 
I will show further on, and asks that the ballots cast by the 
electors, the voters, be accspted in correction of the mistake in 
the returns made by the election board of Altamont precinct as 
determining the correct state of the vote between him and the 
contestant. A 

Now, at this point I desire to read so much of the California 
statutes, together with a decision, or an extractfrom a decision 
of the supreme court of Califo: , giving the interpretation 
and meaning to the sections that I will read, so that as we go 
along in the history of the case we may bring the facts and the 
law up face to face and see the application of the facts to the 
law and the law to the facts in the case at hand. 

The law provides that at the close of the balloting the ballots 
shall be counted in the presence of the bystanders. 

The law also provides by section 1259 t the ballots as they 
are counted shall be handed toone of the members of the elec- 
tion board, who shall string them uponastring. The law fur- 
ther provides when they are thus strung upon astring they shall 
besecurely placed in a cloth envelope, which shall be ed se- 
curely, and the names of the election officers shall be written 
across this sack or envelope, up t the seal of the package: 
that this sealed package shall be delivered to one of the mem- 


bers of the board, and that he shall deliver it to the clerk of the 
circuit court. Now, upon the subject of the preservation of the 
ballots I want to read, so that we may get the idea the supreme 
court of California has as to the meaning of the preservation of 
the ballots and the intent of their preservation. 

The question is not the opportunity“ to meddle with them. 
That is a circumstance, I will admit; but the controlling ques- 
tion is, was that opportunity ‘‘improved,” and were the ballots 
meddled with? That is the question. Why, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWN] says the question was whether there was 
an opportunity.“ That is only a circumstance, but does not go 
to the essence of this case. The question is, was that opportu- 
nity improved, and the ballotstampered with? The law of Cali- 
fornia requires the ballots to be sealed up in a package and re- 
turned to the county clerk, whose duty is prescribed by the code 
of California: 


or 6x 


Now, I call attention to the following extract from the opinion 
of the supreme court of California upon the proper interpreta- 
tion and meaning to be given to the two sections I have read: 

The Legislature could have had no other design in thus providing for the 

rvation of the ballots than to make them evidence of their own con- 
mts and a test of the correctness of the returns made up from them by the 
officers of the election. 

* * * Thus they are recognized by the law not only as a part of the elec- 
tion returns, and therefore evidence of what transpired at the election, but 
as evidence of a higher and more satisfactory grade than the tally paper. 
3 considered, it must be conceded by all that the ballots them- 
selves are more reliable, and therefore better evidence than a mere sum- 

made from them. Into the latter errors may find their way; but with 
the former this can not happen. Therelation between the twois at least 
analogous to that of primary and secondary evidence. 

I read from California, on page 306: 

In case of a contest the ballots are the primary and best evidence of the 
number of votes received by any candidate, provided they have not in any 
way Deon tampered with; and the burden is upon the contestant to show 

Now, I desire to call attention for a short time to the facts in 
the case. The Third district of California is Republican. The 
county of Alameda is Republican. Altamont preeinet is slightly 
Democratic. It cast but 70 votes at the last election, only 51 
votes as between candidates for Congress. The evidence shows 
conclusively that there was no general interest taken at Alta- 
mont precinct in the election for Congressman, The evidence 
shows conclusively that there was not a voter who cast his bal- 
lot at Aitamont whoeven knew Hilborn. Hilborn was not in 
that precinct during that entire canvass; neither did he haye 
anyone looking after his interests on the election day or the day 
preceding the election. 

The election board at this precinct consisted of Edward Gunn 
inspector, John Campbell, judge, W. H. Donohoe, clerk, an 
Timothy Ryder, clerk, all Democrats; W. R. Thomas, judge, 
Prohibitionist, William B. Faulkner, clerk, Independent, T. M. 
Shatter, inspector, Republican, and Henry Udy, clerk, Repub- 

can. 


There was nota Republican who touched a single ballot that 
was cast at that precinct except Shaffer, and he touched them 
only for the purpose of writing his name upon the back of them 
along with Gunn's. After the close of the voting the count pro- 
ceeded, Thomas reading the ballots. He voted against Hilborn. 
Mr. Gunn, who voted against Hilborn and for English, was look- 
ing over over his shoulder to see that he read them right. 
Campbell, a Democrat, who voted for English, strung them on 
a string and Gunn and Shaffer indorsed their names upon the 
backs of the ballots. The clerks who kept the tally were Dono- 
hoe and Faulkner, both of whom votedfor English. Mr.Camp- 
bell was the member of the board who was selected to transmit 
the packages, after they were sealed, to the county clerk. He 
was a Democrat. Every one of these six men voted against 
Hilborn and five of them voted for English, Mr. Thomas, the 
Prohibitionist, voting for his Prohibition candidate; and every- 
one of them swore that the ballots put into the envelope at the 
close of the election were the identical ballots that were cast on 
that occasion. 

The ballots were sealed up in the cloth envelope, and the Dem- 
ocratic clerk of that election, in the presence of all the members 
of the board, did the sealing. Every member of that board said 
that the election there was conducted upon that occasion in such 
a way that those ballots could not have been tampered with or 
even touched by any outside hand. They were put in an en- 
velope and ed up. Every member of the election board 
2 mean the judges and inspectors, there being two of 
each—wrote their names across the lapel of the envelope. The 
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packages thus sealed up were handed to Mr. Campbell on the] Now, I want to call attention to another matter as accountin. 
evening of the Sth of November, at the close of the election, and | for the mistake which was made, When the Democratic cler 
were taken to the clerk’s office on the 9th day of November, and | was on the stand he was asked, on cross-examination by Mr. Hil- 
the canvassing board did not meet until the 14th of November. | born, Did you see anything wrong that day, or anything that 

These ballots were placed in a pile with all the other ballots | might cust a doubt upon the result of your count?” * Well,” re- 
of the county. This was the first election held under the Aus- plied he, ‘‘I do not know what you might call a doubt.“ Well, 
tralian system, and the ballots and other election papers made | what occurs to your mind as a matter which might raise some 
such an immense pile that they could not be put in the safe, but | doubt or some question?” “I donot think,” said he, that Mr. 
they were piled up in a corner, under the eye of a clerk, were | Thomas was a competent man to read those ballots; for he could 
guarded 5 by two election officers, and were never out not see.” 
of sight of a Democratic officer. On the 16th of November the What motive was there for those five men to perpetrate a 
canvass had concluded, and on the 17th the package to which I | fraud in connection with those ballots and render themselves 
have called attention, inclosing the ballots cast at the poor liable.to be sent to the penitentiary? Instead of perpetrating a 
in question, was put into another sack in the presence of quite a | crime and running the hazard of punishment, why in the world 
number of poruo including the secretary of the Democratic | should they not have cast their five votes for Hilborn? What 
board of Alameda County, and put into the safe and securely | was the inducement for them to tamper with the ballots and try 
sealed. All the persons watching this second wrapping and | tochange the vote? This district was Republican by 2,000 ma- 
sealing, together with the Dem icratic clerk, signed their names | jority. 
upon the outer wrapper. When the contest was had, and the | Could it occur to any mortal man that a change of 5 or 6 votes 

* ballots were brought into court, the secretary of the Democratic | at that precinct would elect English. Was there any induce- 
committee of that county, and all the gentlemen who had in- ment in the world for them to perpetrate a fraud? None at all. 
dorsed their names on the outer wrapper, came into court and Mr. PENCE. After the recount 9 a vote of 29 on the 
identified their signatures and swore that the package had not | one side and 22 on the other, did that still leave a majority for 
been tampered with. Hilborn? 

The outside wrapper had been torn off and it disclosedtheen-| Mr. WAUGH. Yes, sir, a majority of 4, and the majority 
velope which had been sealed up at Altamont precinct. The | of this committee has not the courage to contradict it. Gentle- 
members of that board, the inspectors and judges, were present | men on the other side will not deny what is shown upon the tes- 
and they identified their signatures on the back ofthe envelope | timony of Democratic witnesses, that the votes counted were the 
as genuine. They testified that the package was in the same | ballots cast. They ask this House to act upon a sheer suspicion 
condition that it was in when it left their hands after Donahoe | as against positive unmistakable evidence. [applause] 
had completed his work of sealing it up. The little sack was Mr. Speaker, how much time have I occupied? 
opened and it disclosed 70 ballots strung upon astring, the same The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
number that was cast at Altamont precinct. Shafer and Gunn | Twenty-three minutes. To whom does the gentleman yield? 
and Campbell and Thomas were there, the two inspectors and| Mr. WAUGH. Does the other side want to occupy any time 
the two judges, and Gunn and Shafer identified theirsignatures | at this point? 
on the back of the 70 ballots and identified them as the ballots The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other side has only fifteen 
cast at that precinct. The ballots were then opened and read, minutes remaining. 
and the result was 29 votes for English and 22 for Hilborn, Mr. WAUGH. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from 


which would give Mr. Hilborn the election by 4 majority. New York, Judge DANIELS. 

Of the men who swore as to the integrity of the ballots and 
Sne ator a aos of the ballots in the sack, all except one voted | [Mr. DANIELS addressed the House. [See Appendix.] ` 
against Hilborn. 


Mr. EVERETT. I wish to ask a question for information. | The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman 
The gentleman says there were 70 votes, and that 20 were for | from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] yield? x 
one candidate and 22 for the other. What became of the remain-| Mr. WAUGH. Does not some gentleman upon the other side 
ing votes? desire to address the House? 

Fr. WAUGH. There were 11 voters who did not vote at all The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are only fifteen minutes 
for Congressman. remaining on the opposite side, while the gentleman's side has 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What mistake is it that the gentleman | twenty-five minutes. 
says it is admitted the committee made? | Mr. WAUGH. I yield to the gentleman from California, Mr. 

r. WAUGH. Well, I will give the facts. The official re- HILBORN. ; } 
turn shows 37 votes for Hilbornand 15 for English, Therecount| Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, the result of the vote on this 
shows 29 for English and 22 for Hilborn. In my, judgment there | re-olution is not of supreme importance to the country or to 
can be no question about these being the ballats counted. I mysell. The addition of one to the majority of this House and 
might almost challenge any man to show any state of facts more the subtraction of one from the minority will not seriously 
positive and convincing as to the preservation of the ballots than | change the current of legislation. 
we have in this case. It is desirable, however, that no bad precedent be here estab- , 

Now, let me call attention to another thing which is very | lished which may rise up to trouble the House hereafter, that 
strange. The majority of the committee ask that these votes | no wrong and dangerous principle be engrafted upon this branch 
be impeached because they come from an impeached custody. | of the law, which is already unsightly enough. As for my- 
Who had the custody of these ballots, let me ask? Why, the | self, the disagreeable ordeal through which Tack now passing 
six men who voted against Hilborn had. And who is it we are | will soon be over, and its ill effect will be as transient as the 
now asked to believe in order to impeach those ballots? Thesix | passing cloud. z 
men who swore that those ballots were preserved, although they But there are members on both sides of this House who have 


voted against Mr. Hilborn. honored me with their friendship and their confidence, and I 
Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. desire to call their attention to the facts of this case, which will 
Mr. WAUGH. Very well; be quick, please. tend to show the honesty of my claim to this seat, andthat I am 


Mr. COX. Iwill be. [understand the gentleman's argument | not an intruderin this House. t 
in regard to the ballots. Now, how does ho account for the mis- | I invite your attention particularly to one feature of thiscase. 
take which the officers made in making the returns? How is | If any fraud was committed at any precinct in that district at 
that explained? | the last election, no one has charged or intimated that it was ° 
Mr. WAUGH. That is unexplained in this testimony except | with my knowledge or connivance. I might go further and say 
by two witnesses; the testimony of those two witnesses furnishes | that no one has charged that any friend of mine, personal or po- 
the only explanation of the mistake. This was a farming com- litical, participated in any fraud upon the ballot box at that 
munity. I intimate nothing against the intelligence of the farm- | election. 
ers of the country; but these men were voting for the first time The contestant bases his claim to my seat on this startling 
under a new system—the Australian voting system. The entire | proposition, that certain of his political friends and associates, 
vote was cast by farmers except the vote of the young man who | after working for his election and voting for him, committed a 
put these ballots into the sealed package; he was the school- | felony by falsifying the election returns of that precinct in m 
teacher. Upon cross-examination one witness was asked, ‘Can | favor, and therefore he ought to have my seat; that certain oft 
you account for the mistake?” This witness was Mr. Faulkner, | cers of that election board who counted and canvassed the votes 
one oftheclerks. He answered, Yes, we clerks made mistakes. of the precinct, all but one of whom voted for him, and not one 
In counting those 37 votes we got behind one another, so that | of whom voted for me, stuffed the ballot box in my favor, with- 
there was a difference between us of as much as 2 votes.” Well, | out my knowledge or connivance, or that of my friends, and 
how did you do?“ Why, we stopped until the other fellows | therefore I ought to be unseated. 
caught up.” I submit, it is hard enough to be held responsible for the acts 
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of one's political friends; but it is the refinement of cruelty to 
make him suffer for the actsof his political enemies. {Laughter 
and 3 

If there was fraud at the election in that precinct, it was not 
committed by my supporters, for no man who voted for me was 
in a position to miscount a vote or to change a ballot. Of the 
—.— election officers of that precinct, only two voted for me. 
Six of them swear they voted against me, and five of them swear 
that they voted for the contestant. And yet the contestant 
bases his claim to this seat upon the charge that his Democratic 
friends and so spon deliberately and intentionally returned a 

_fraudulent tally sheet, committed a felony, braved the terrors 
of the penitentiary in my interest. 

Tf his contention is correct, all the members of that board, in- 
cluding his Democratic friends, were in the conspiracy. They 
were all ballot-box stuffers and perjurers, whose oaths are to be 
reject d except when they swear that they voted for him, and 
then they are to be believed. The committee, in order to make 
up the 37 votes which they say they find for the contestant in 

t precinct, are compelled to include these five men. They 
can not get the 37 votes without them, and they are compelled to 
include them. 

In their report the committee say: 

Thirty-seven of these electors swore unmistakably that they voted for the 
contestant. * The character of these voters has much to do in deter- 
mining the confidence to be pinoa in their testimony. 

They are unimpeached and unimpeachable. * + + 


The committee believes that they spoke the truth, and that their testimony 
ought to be relied on. 


The Democratic members of that board are made in this case 
to play the double part of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde; an official 
character which is satanic, and a private character which is 
saintly. Asoificers of the election they committed crimes against 
the ballot so flagrant, and perjuries so rank, that the ballots 
themselves are tainted with their leprous touch and must be re- 
jected; but the scene changes when their votes are necessary to 
make up the plurality for the contestant, and then they appear, 
cleansed of all their sins, with their faces gowing with such a 
halo of virtue that is an affront to doubt their veracity. 

As officers they are felons; as Democratic affidavit makers they 
aresaints. {Laughteron the Republican side.] The crimecom- 
mitted by these Democratic officials must besternly and severely 
rebuked: and the way to do that is to turn outa Republican Con- 

ressman and put in a Democrat. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask hima question? I ask for inormation. 

Mr. HiLBORN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the gentleman, it 
is alleged that these five election officers committed perjury, to 
say the least? 

r. H:LBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON o“ Illinois. 
the ballots are rejected? 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. And then these same five men go 
on the stand and swear that they voted for the contestant? 
Nr. HILBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So they reject them as officers and 
take their evidence as individuals, and their evidence is neces- 

to seat the contéstant? 
r. HILBORN. Yes. 

But these men are not perjurers, are not ballot-box stuffers. 
They are good citizens of that community, who have the respect 
of their neighbors. Every one of them, Democrats, Prohibi- 
tionists, Republicans, and Independents alike swear that that 
ballot box was not stuffed and that there was no opportunity to 
commit such a crime. 

This contest hinges upon the vote of Altamont precinct. The 
contestant relies entire y upon the oaths of the voters. I rely 
entirely upon the ballots themselves. 

The question is whether the ballots, which have been care- 
fully kept, according to law. in the hands of the proper custo- 
dian, and are perfectly identified as the ballots cast in the precinct 
on that day, shall be received as the bestevidence of the vote of 
that precinct, or whether the uncertain depositions of the voters 
shall be accepted as the best evidence of the vote. 

The law governing the case is well established and hás been 
unquestioned for years. It is that the ballots are the primary 
and best evidence; that the deposition of the voter is secondary 
evidence, and can not overcome the force of the ballot. 

This rule is sọ well established and the reasons for the rule 
so evident th :t it seems unnecessary to discuss it. 

It can not be be ter stated than by Mr. O Ferrall, in the case 
of Greevy us. Scull. It is proper here to state that the contest- 
ant relied upon the testimony of the voters’ oaths to show for 
whom they cast their ballots. 


In falsifying the returns, so that 
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In that case Mr. O'Ferrall says: 

It is a well-established principle that the ballot of a voter which has been 
safely preserved by some authorized custodian is the best evidence as to 
how or for whom he voted and must be proiuced, and that the testimony of 
the voter himself is secondary and inadmissible. 

And again: 

The ballots were papers pertaining tothe election; „ è „ they were the 
best evidence; they were mute witnesses, Ea they told their own story and 
were unimpeachable; they could not be bribed nor corrupted. 

This rule is long established. In Otero vs. Gallegos (1 Bart- 
lett, 477), decided in 1856, the committee say: 

It would be productive of unending frauds and perjuries to permit parties 
to come forward, after an election by ballot, and swear they voted different 
from what the ballots themselves exhibit. + + * The only ft whic 
ought to be admitted to establish a fraud, such as that charged in this case, 
would be to show by a'irmative testimony that the judges, clerks, or some 
other persons actually withdrew the tickets given by the voters and substi- 
tuted others for them; the oath of the voters should not be received to con- 
tradict the record and the ballots themselves. The very nature of the ballot 
renders this —— — a necessity; otherwise, every election might be tried 
over a second time by the oath of the voters instead of the ballots deposited 
in the boxes. 

I invoke another rule of law which is also well settled, and 
may be stated as follows: 

‘The ballots are the primary and best evidence. The tally list is only sec- 
ondary evidence, and the mere fact that itis incorrect does not destroy the 
Weight of the ballots as the best and primary evidence. 

When the statute expressly provides for the preservation of the ballots 
by a particular officer for the specitic purpose of de the right toa 
public office, the ballots are the highest.and best evidence for that purpose, 
and, if preserved as the law requires. are the only conclusive evidence of the 
result of the election. The certitied statement and declaration of the offi- 
cers of election are prima facie evidence only. (Paine on Elections, section 
TRA, 7755 Reynolds vs. State, 61 Indiana, 392; Hudson vs. Solomon, 19 Kan- 
sas, 177. 

In California the ballots are preserved for the very purpose 
of correcting the tally sheets. 

Upon the receipt of the packages the clerk must file the one containing 
ballots, and must opis unopened and unaltered for twelve months, after 
which time, if there is nota contest commenced in some tribunal having 
jurisdictior about such election, he must burn the package, without opening 
or examining its contents. (California Political Code, section 1266.) 

If within twelve months there is such a contest commenced, he mustkeep 
the package uno; ed and unaltered until it is finally determined, when he 
must, as provided in the pre section, destroy it, unless such package 
is, by virtue of an order of the tribunal in which the contest is pending, 
brought and opened before it, to the end that evidence may be had of itscon- 
tents, in which event the package anicontents are in the custody of such 
tribunal, (California Political e, section 1265.) 


These sections have been construed by the Supreme Court of 
California in the case of People vs. Holden, 28 California, 136, in 


which case the court says: 

The Legislature couid have had no other design in thus providing for the 
preservation of the ballots than to make them evidence of their own con- 
tents and a test of the correctness of the returns made up from them by the 
officers of the election. 

+ è „Thus they are recognized by the law not only asa t of the elec- 
tion returns, and therefore evidence of what transpired at the election but 
as evidence ofa ee and more satisfactory graie than the tally paper. 
Intrinsically considered, it must be conceded by all that the ballots them- 
selves are morereliable and therefore better evidence than a mere summary 
madefromthem. Into the latter errors may find their way, but with the 
former this can not happen. The relation between the two is at least anal- 
ogous to that of primary and secondary evidence. 

In the case’ of Hudson vs. Solomon, 19 Kansas, 177, Judge 
Brewer, now justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
speaking for the court said: 

As between the ballots cast at an election, and a canvass of those ballots 
by the election officers, the former arethe primary, the controlling evidence. 

In this case there was a difference of 23 votes between the bal- 
lots and the tally list, and it was not considered that the re- 
turns or election officers were impeached thereby. 

The same rule is again laid down in the same court in Dory vs. 
Lynn, 31 Kansas, 755; and Reynolds vs. State, 61 Indiana, 392; 
and State vs. Judge, 13 Alabama, 805. 

In a very late case Ex- parte Brown, 97 California, 83) decided in 
December, 1892, the supreme court of California discussed the 
question of the ballots as evidence in a case where a fraudulent 
tally list had been made by tho election officers, and said the bal- 
lots were still the best evidence. That the fact that some member 
or members of the board had been able to return a fraudulent 
tally list did not impeach the bourd or the ballots, but the latter 
wers preserved to be resorted to in just such a case. 

In that case Napthaly, one of the election officers, was on trial, 
charged with having intentionally committed a fraud in count- 
ing the b lots, so that the tally list returned was false and fraud- 
ulent. The magistrate examining the criminal case ordered the 
registrar, the legal custodian of the ballots, to produce them be- 
fore him to prove the crime. The registrar refused to obey the 
order on the ground that the law required the ballots to be pre- 
served for evidence in contested-election cases only, and that he 
could not give them up even to bo used incriminal proceedings, 
The supreme court sustained this contention, and in the decision 
the court said: 

Ever singe the system of voting by ballot came into use it has, of course, 


been possible for election oMicers to commit frauds in coun tho best evi- 
dence of which would be furnished by an inspection of the ots them- 
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selves. „ + + It was to preserve the best e. 
the trial of contested elections, and to 
thrown aro’ 


be: afford the ‘of impeaching the returns of the election officers 
mony all candidates, but the entire public, is interested in preserving the 
integrity of the sealed packages of ballots. 

Bear in mind that this language is used by the court in a 
case wherein some of the officers of election had intentionally 
counted the ballots incorrectly and returned a fraudulent tall 
list, and the court holds that the ballots are still the best evi- 
dence. 

The law does not impeach an entire election board of eight 
members because some one or two of their number, uninten- 
tionally or even intentionally, returned what is admitted to be 
an incorrect tally list. F 

I claim the ballots-are fully identified, are the best evidence, 
and the recount should be taken as showing the correct vote of 
the previnct, giving English 29 and Hilborn 22 therein. 

On the taking of testimony on the part of contestantin this 
precinct he ed 47 witnesses, which included all those who 
were opposed to me, and took their depositions as to whom they 
voted for. ; 

On cross-examination my attorney, in order to find out about 
the fairness of the election and the credit to be given the ballots, 
questioned each of the six members of the election board who 
were opposed to me, as to those matters. All six of the officers — 
five of whom had just testified that they voted for English and 
one for the rohibition candidate - testilled that the election was 
fair and legal, and the ballots could not have been changed or 
tampered with. 

All the officers questioned on the subject swore that the bal- 
lots taken from the ballot box, read, tallied, sealed up by the 
board, and delivered to John Campbell, Democratic judge, to bo 
by him delivered to the county clerk, were the identical ballots 
cast in that precinct that day, and were, when so sealed up and 
delivered, in the same condition as when cast. There is notany- 
where the slightest contradiction of this testimony. All the 
witnesses agreed perfectly as tothat. Nowhere in all the testi- 
mony does any witness intimate that the ballots were in any way 
changed or tampered with, but all the witnesses, of all parties, 
testify that there was no opportunity for any changing or tam- 
pering with them. 

John Campbell, Democratic judge of election, on cross-exami- 
nation testified as follows (page 11 of testimony): 

Q. Did anybody at that election have an oppor tunity of stuffing that bal- 


lot box? 
A. None whatever; it would have taken a smarter man than I know to do 
t 


it. 
Q. Then you don't believe, Mr. Campbell, that the ballot box in this case 
was stuffed? 

A. No; 1 don’t believe it was. 

Q. Then. Mr. Campbell, you believe that the ballots that you counted when 
you canvassed the election returns were the ballots that were cast by the 
voters at that election? 

A. It could not be any other. 

Q. The ballots were duly sealed up, were they not, as soon as counted, in 
an eng ma placed in your custody? 

. Yes. sir. 

Q. And by you delivered in the same condition to the county clerk of Ala- 
meda County? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you believe that the ballots delivered by you to the county clerk 
were the identical ballots cast by the yoters of Altamont precinct? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Again,on pages 97 and 98, Campbell testifies to the same ming 
in stronger language; and to the question, Mr. Campbell, di 
you deliver to the county clerk in that envelope, on November 
9, the very same ballots that were cast by the electors at the 

election in Altamont precinct on November 8? ” answers,“ They 
must have been the same ballots, because they were in there. I 
could not see that they could change themselves. They could 
not turn over in their coffin. They were all sealed up.” 

To the same effect is the testimony of W.H. Donohue, election 
clerk (p e 23). : 

W. R. Thomas, election juige, testifies to the same effect as 
fully and completely as Mr, Campbell (page 30): 

Q. Was there any opportun ity for any person to change those ballots or 
any of them [rom the time the y were cast until they were sealed up in the 
envelope and placed in the hands of Mr. John Campbell to be delivered to 
the county clerk? 

A. No, sir. 

The above was on cross-examination, and afterwards when 
called as a witness by contestee (page 94) he reiterates the same 
thing. 

Edward Gunn, Democratic inspector of election (page 32), testi- 
fies on cross-examination: 

Q. Do you believe, Mr. Gunn, that the ballots which were counted, can- 
vassed by the election board in the evening, were the same ballots cast by 
the electors? 

8. Was chere any op 

as 
time they were cast to 
up by the ? 

A. No, sir. 


of the actual vote for 


unity for those ballots to be changed from the 
e time they were placed in an envelope and sealed 


And again (page 95), when called by contestee, he testifies to 
the same effect. 

W. B. Faulkner, clerk (page 39), saw nothing illegal or unfair 
about the election, but saw two irregularities: First, that Mr. 
Thomas, who called off the ballots, was an incompetent reader; 
and, second. that Mr. Campbell was selected by lot to take the 
returns to the county clerk. 

Timothy Ryder, clerk (page 46), says he saw nothing irregu- 
lar or illegal, and there was no opportunity for any person to 
staff the ballot box. 

All the above are witnesses called and examined by English. 
All but Thomas swear they voted for English, and none for 
me; and on the testimony of each and every one of them con- 
testant relies for the vote he claims. 

Afterwards, on the opening of the ballots, my attorney called 
T. M. Shaetler, Republican inspector on the board, who corrob- 
orated the other oiticers (page 96): 

Q. Do you know, Mr. Shaeffer. whether the ballots which were cast at that 
election are the same ballots which were sealed up in that envelope that 
evening? 

A. The same ballots. 

Q. Was there any opportunity of their being changed during the day? 

A. None whatever. $ 

In short, contestant complains in his brief on page 8 that con- 
testee ‘‘surfeited the record with this kind an evidence,” and 
then complains that we did not call Udy, Republican clerk, to 
testify he did not change the ballots, when Udy is shown by good 
Democratic witaesses to have had nothing to do with the ballot 
box and no opportunity to change the ballots. 

All the election officers were present when the ballot box was 
opened after the polls closed. The box was opened publicly on 
along table around which the election officers sat. As soon as 
the billots were takenoutof the ballot box they were first counted 
and numbered on the back from 1 to 70 by the inspectors, and 
the Republican and Democratic inspectors both wrote their 
initials thereon. 

The ballots were then canvassed upon the long table spoken 
of, Thomas calling them all off, Gunn looking at each ballot to 
see they were called correctly, Donohue and Faulkner acting as 
tally clerks and Campbell stringing the ballots, All these men 
were opposed to and swear they voted against me. 

When the ballots had been canvassed they were strung upon 
a string, placed in an envelope, the envelope sealed with sealing 
wax, and each member wrote his name against the seal. The 
sealed package of ballots and the other election papers were 
then delivered to John Campbell, Democratic judge, selected b 
lot to deliver them to the county clerk. From the time t 
package went int) the hands of Campbell, the Democratic judge, 
to the time the package of ballots was opened in the courtroom 
in Oakland, and the ballots counted in this contest in the pres- 
ence of contestant and contestee, it is carefully and completely 
traced by the evidence. & 

Campbell delivered the sealed package in the same conjition 
he received it to the county clerk of Alameda County, the proper 
custodian, on the next day, the th of November, 1392 (page ¥7, 
98, 99). This package, with the packages from the other pre- 
cincts, remained in the custody of the county clerk, guarded by 
deputies, until the supervisors of the county examined the tally 
lists and declared the official result, when they were sealed u 
in a vault, and remained in a vault, of which the county cler 
held the combination, until produced in the court room and re- 
counted (testimony pages 9% 100, 101). Before the package of 
Altamont ballots was placed in the vault by the county clerk, it 
was inclosed in an additional wrapper, which outer wrapper was 
securely tied and sealed by representatives of the Republican 
and Democratic parties, including the secretary of the Demo- 
cratic county committee. 

When the package was produced in court to be opened these 
witnesses were present and testified the package was in the 
same condition as when the outer wrapper was put on and sealed 
up, all the wrappings, fastenings, and seals be int ot (testi- 
mony, pages 103, 10+). Afterward the outer wrapper was taken 
off and the inspectors and judges of election—Gunn, Shaeffer, 
Campbell, and Thomas, the four principal election ofticers—were 
produced and testified the package was in the same condition as 
when sealed up at Altamont, the seals and signatures being in- 
tact, so that it could not have been opened (testimony, 8112 
to question 30, 113, page 114 to question 23, page 115). The 
envelope containing the ballots, being a strong cloth bag cov- 
ered with paper, was then opened and the ballots of Altamont 

recinct, 70 in number, found folded up, strung upon a string at 

th ends. the strings being tied so as to hold the ballots to- 
gether (testimony, page 107). The ballots were then counted in 
the presence of the parties and their attorneys and 29 found to 
be for English, 22 for Hilborn, 6 for Lyon, 2 for Scranton, and 11 
blank (testimony, pages 107, 108, 100, 110, 111, and 112). Each bal- 
lot was found to be numbered on the back and to bear the initials 
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“T, M. S.“ and“ E. G.,“ being the initials of T. M. Shaeffer and 
Edward Gunn, the Republican and Democratic inspectors of elec- 
tionin the precinct, placed thereon in the presence of the election 
board as soon as the ballots were taken out of the ballot box on 
the evening of the election, and before they were read, as before 


stated. In doing this the inspectors had followed a requirement 

ol the law which is only considered compulsory in San Francisco. 
Being recalled, after the ballots had been taken from the envelope 
and recounted, they identified their initials and the number in 
their respective handwritings on the back of cach and every one 
of the 70 ballots (testimony, pages 112, 115), conclusively identify- 
ing the ballots, if we believe their testimony. 

Contestant did not attempt by any direct testimony to show 
the ballots produced in court and recounted were not the iden- 
tical ballots voted at Altamont, or that they were not in the same 
condition they were in when cast by the electors. He offered 
no direct evidence at all upon the subject, and he could not well 
do so, for all his supporters and witnesses who were in a position 
to know the facts, testified to the integrity of the ballots. Their 
identity and integrity was demonstrated beyond a reasonable 
doubt by seven of the eight members of the election board (all 
but one of them opposed me), by the county officers, the sec- 
retary of the Democratic county committee, and others. 

I claim that the testimony proves this: That the ballots 
counted were the identical ballots cast at Altamont precinct; that 
there had been no opportunity for tampering with them; that 
they had been properly preserved by the proper custodian, as re- 
quired by law. And therefore they are the best evidence for 
whom the vote of the precinct was cast. 

IMPOSSIBILITY OF CHANGING THE BALLOTS. 

I want to call your attention to the impossibility of changing 
the ballots in this election. Suppose one of the officers of the 
election had attempted it. How could he have carried it out? 
In the first place, he would have had to open the ballot box, 
which was always in sight of the eight election officers and the 
bystanders. He would have had to pick out and open the bal- 
lots until he got one of the kind he wanted. Then the difficulty 
would just commence, because he could not change the ballot, 
as the cross is stamped opposite the name of the person voted 
for. There would have to be an entirely new ballot. He could 
not change the cross from one name to another. There would 
have to be a change in the paper itself. 

Now, there is ony one place where he could get a ballot and 
that is from the ballot clerk. He has got to get the new ballot 
from the ballot clerk, and it must be torn from his book of ballots 
when they are bound and numbered. He must stamp the bal- 
lot op te the names of the candidates, and fold it and place 
it in the ballot box without being discovered. I say that that 
would be a feat of legerdemain more wonderful than has ever 
been seen on the stage. 

Another difficulty would occur when the ballots were returned 
to the county clerk, for all the tickets missing from the ballot 
book must be accounted for. Fraud or mistakes in counting those 
ballots was possible, but a change of the ballots of that precinct 
‘was impossible. 

There was no intentional fraud practiced in that precinct. 
The high character of the election officers negatives that. The 
fact that six of the eight election officers were opposed to me 
adds to the improbability. If the ballots were changed in the 
interest of Mr. English they would have been made to corre- 

_ spond with the affidavits of the voters. If they had been tam- 
pered with in my interest they would have been changed to cor- 
respond with the tally sheet. 
r. COX. With the returns. 

Mr. HILBORN. Withthereturns. The ballotsas recounted 
show just the normal vote for that precinct for Congressman. 
We both get just the vote which might naturally be expected. 
Here is the proof of it. The Democratic candidates for the 
county officer's in that precinct, got an average of 29 votes, and 
Mr. English gets 29 votes in this recount. The average of the 
Republican’ votes for caont officers was 26 votes and I got 22, 4 
less. Do you suppose that if that had been done in my interest 
the sould have allowed me to fall 4 ballots behind all the local 
candidates? This was the first election held under the Austra- 
lian ballot. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. HILBORN. Havel consumed all the time allotted to me? 

The SPEAKER g: tempore. The gentleman has consumed 
all the time allotted to him. There are ten minutes remaining 
to that side. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
California may have ten minutes. He is the contestee, and he 
should be allowed further time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not hear the gen- 
tleman. 


Mr. WISE. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed ten minutes more, and that it be extra time. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent that ten minutes’ additional time be 
given to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BRYAN. Task the same for the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tem And that it be given to him 
without being charged to the minority side. 

Mr. BROWN. | object to that. 

Mr. BRYAN. Lask thatthe debate be extended ten minutes 
on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 

uest. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimous consent 

at the time be extended ten minutes on each side. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILBORN. In thatdistrict and all over the State of Cali- 
fornia, it being the first time that we had voted under the Aus- 
tralian ballot, it seems that thousands of men, not understand- 
ing it, went into the booths and got confused and voted only for 
the head of the ticket. In this one district there were forty- 
five hundred voters who voted for the Presidential electors and 
for nobody else. The local county olficers suffered in the same 
meri and in the country precincts in Alameda county, adjoining 
and abutting upon Altamont, Mr. English ran behind the Cleve- 
land electors 17 per cent. Now, Mr. Cleveland received at that 
precinct 36 votes, and deducting 17 per cent from that, it leaves 
a fraction over 29. 

There is another thing about this to which I ask your atten- 
tion. I was never in Altamont precinct in my life until after that 
election. I had never heard of it. My district is a Republican 
district and I and everybody else thought there was no danger 
of my election. I went through that canvass without asking a 
single man to vote forme. In all the speeches that I made I 
never, with one exception, mentioned the fact that I was a can- 
didate for office, so certain was I that I was to be elected. Now 
is it probable that under such conditions I would go up into that 
Democratie precinct where there were 8 tiS election offi- 
cers and try to perpetrate a fraud for the sake of 70 votes? 
Why if they had offered me the 70 votes I don't think I would 
have accepted them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, as I said before, I never was in that precinct un- 
til this contest commenced. On the day of the election there 
was not a man in Altamont precinct who knew me or whom I 
knew. If there was anything wrong in the election there it was 
the gratuitous act of men who were strangers to me and of a 
different political party. Now, ought I to suffer under those 
circumstances? 

It is just possible that the smallness of my plurality may have 
invited this contest, but I can not think that will weigh with 
this House. I believe this House has too much respect for the 
genius of our institutions to disregard a majority, no matter how 
small it may be. 

I believe, 1 that you will not ruthlessly unseat a 
member of this House who has been lawfully elected, even though 
it be by the small plurality of 4 votes. The smallness of the 
plurality does not palliate the wrong. Iam not here asking favors. 
Alllwantis justice. Ihave done nothing in this matter of which 
Iam ashamed. I hope every member of this House will be able 
to say the same thing after this vote is taken. 

I would not change places with the man who would do an in- 
justice to another because he had him in his power. I pity the 
position of the honest man who feels constrained by party fealty 
to do an unworthy act, the recollection of which will bring to“ 
his cheeks the blush of shame. I thank you, gentlemen, for 
your kind attention. I yield the balance of my time tothe gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUdHI. [Applause.] 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other side 
have twenty-five minutes remaining, and they ought to occupy 
some of that time now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are twenty-five minutes 
remaining on the side of the majority, and fifteen on the side of 
the minority. 

Mr. BROWN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MAGUIRE]. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, this contest has been practi- 
cally reduced to a single simple question of fact, namely: Were 
the ballots offered in evidence 1 as the ballots cast in 
Altamont precinct, Alameda County, so far discredited as to 


justify a resort to the parol evidence of the voters to determine 
‘the vote cast for member of Congress in that precinct? All 
other questions are practically eliminated. 

Contestant concedes Mr. Hilborn is entitled to have the 5 votes 
claimed in Clarksburg precinct counted for him, and the returns 
kon all other precincts, except Altamont, are accepted by both 
parties. 
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Tho official returns from Altamont precinct showing the vote 
of Mr. Hilborn to be 37 and Mr. English 15 are admitted by con- 
testee to be incorrect. 

Contestee claims that the ballots produced on this contest 
should be received as conclusive evidence of the vote cast for 
Representative in Congress in that precinct, while the contest- 
ant claims that the ballots so produced have been so far dis- 
credited that the vote ought not to be determined by them, but 
ae be determined by the testimony of the voters of the pre- 
einet. 

If the ballots produced are to be received as conclusive evi- 
dence of the vote, then contestee is shown to have been elected 
by a e of 4 votes. If the ballots are rejected, and the 
vote proved by the testimony of the voters, then contestant is 
shown to have been elected by a plurality of 26 votes. There 
are 23 votes castin the precinct that are unaccounted for in the 
testimony. If it be conceded that they were all cast in favor of 
Mr. Hilborn, Mr. English would still have a plurality of 3 ac- 
cording to the testimony. But under the uniform decisions of 
this House, when resort is had to the testimony of electors to 
determine how they voted at the election in question, votes not 
proved can not be considered. There is no presumption that 
they were cast for the sitting member. I refer to the cases of 
Featherstone vs. Cate, Fifty-first Congress, page 103; and Bisbee 
vs. Finley, 6 Congressional Election Cases, page 62. 

THE BALLOTS WERE DISCREDITED. 

Were the ballots produced and offered in evidence by contes- 
tee as the ballots cast at Altamont precinct so far discredited as 
to justify their rejection and a resort to parol evidence to show 
how the electors voted for Representative in Congress? It seems 
to me that the bulots were overwhelmingly discredited. In 
the first pe it must be remembered that the burden of proof 
is upon the party offering the ballots as evidence to satisfactorily 
prove that they are the identical ballots cast at the election in 
question, and that they are, when produced, in the same condi- 
tion in which they were when cast and counted. 

How was that proof made in this case? Contestee called all 
of the election officers in the precinct, except Mr. Henry Udy, 
the Republican clerk of the board of election, who could not be 
found or subpoenaed by either contestant or contestee, as appears 
from the record. The.officers of election identified the ballots 
produced as those cast at Altamont precinct, basing their iden- 
tification of the ballots upon their recognition of the initials of 
two members of the election board on the back of each ballot, 
these initials having been placed on the back of the ballot with- 
out any requirement or authority oflaw. The officers also tes- 
tified that the package containing the ballots was in the same 
condition when produced as evidence that it was in when sealed 
up by the board at Altamont, 

Contestee also introduced the testimony of officers connected 
with the county clerk’s office to prove that the package contain- 
ing the ballots had been safely kept, after delivery to that officer 
by the representatives of the election board conveying the bal- 
lots from the precinct polling place to the county clerk’s office. 
But it appeared from their testimony that the package contain- 
ing the ots was thrown upon the fioor of one of the rooms of 
the county clerk’s office with other similar packages, and re- 
mained on the floor of that room, which was open to the public 
during the day and to a number of deputy clerks during the 
night. for several days after the election, when the package was 
placed in another cover, sealed up, and deposited in a safe. 

The evidence of safe-keeping from the time of this final seal- 
ing and deposit in the safe is fairly satisfactory. But the evi- 
dence of sa‘e-keeping from the time the ballots were cast until 
they were put in the safe of the county clerk is most inconclu- 
siveand very unsatisfactory. ‘The proofofsafe-keeping required 
by the laws of California as the condition precedent ior the in- 
troduction of ballots in evidence to prove the vote cast was in- 
sufficient under the laws of California toentitle the ballots to be 
received in evidence, even if they were not otherwise discredited. 
But they were otherwise positively discredited by evidence both 
direct and circumstantial. 

In the first place, sir, the evidence shows that there were two 
elections for Representative in Congress held on the same day 
in that district and voted upon in the precinct of Altamont. 
One election was for Representative in Congress for the short 
term, made vacant by the resignation of Hon. Joseph McKenna, 
and the other for Representative in Congress for the full term, 
commencing March 4, 1893. Mr. English and Mr. Hilborn were 
respectively the Democratic and Republican candidates for both 
terms. Under the Australian ballot law of California, the elec- 
tions were not only held on the same day, but the candidates, 
both for the short term and the full term, were voted for on the 
same Official ballot. They were, however, separate elections as 
truly as if they had been held on different gave, 

No, it appears conclusively and confessedly that the election 


officers, who were the first custodians of the ballots in question, 
not only defrauded contestant out of 29 votes, by mistake or 
otherwise, for the long term, but that they also defrauded con- 
testant out of 31 votes for the short term, giving contestee the 
benefit and advantage in both cases of every vote taken from the 
contestant. The mistake in the returns concerning one election 
only might be accounted for upon the theory that tne election 
officers, or some of them, had honestly blundered, but it is ab- 
solutely impossible to conceive that the mistake against con- 
testant and in favor of contestee in both elections could have 
beon honest,or could have been otherwise than willfully fraudu- 
ent. 

It is impossible to explain both of those wrongs against the 
contestant upon any theory consistent with the honesty of all 
members of the election board. Let the ballots, if received as 
evidence, must depend for their value upon the testimony of the 
very men who confessedly defrauded contestant out of 29 votes 
in one election and 31 votes in the other election upon the same 
day. 

Another circumstance is that Altamont is a small precinct, in 
which but 70 ballots were cast altogether, and easily accessible 
to the county seat of Alameda county by rail. The ballots could 


have been easily counted within a short time after midnight of 


election day, but the returns were among the last to be delivered 
at the county clerk s office. 

Mr. HILBORN. Where does the gentleman find evidence of 
that? They were not the last returns that came in. The re- 
turns from Altamont were in the open court-house at 5 O clock. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Well, I donot mean to say that the evidence 
shows that they were the last to come in; but it does show that, 
considering the small number of ballots to be counted, they were 
very tardy in coming in,and several hours before they did come 
in it was well known that the vote for the full term at least was 
very close in the district. The returns should have been in the 
county clerk’s office by 9 o'clock on the morning after the elec- 
tion at latest, and they were not delivered there until 5 o’clock 
in the afternoon. In the meantime there was ample . 
for men who had confessedly certified and presented false an 
worthless returns in both elections to tamper with the ballots if 
they were so disposed and if they deemed it necessary to the ac- 
complishment of their ends. 

Mr. HILBORN. Iam sure the gentleman does not want to 
misrepresent. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No, sir; but J have only ten minutes in which 
to present my views and I wish you would wait and answer what 
Isay in your own time. I do not wish to be abrupt in refusin 
to answer the gentleman from California [Mr. Hilborn], but 
must ahi more time, Mr. Speaker, or I must not be inter- 
rupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The ballots,when opened, disclosed another 
peculiar condition. They purported to show a vote Wee 
at variance not only with the returns, but with the testimony of 
the voters as to how they had voted. The testimony of 37 voters 
was positive and direct that they had voted for the contestant, 
while the ballots produced showed only 29 votes for the contest- 
ant, and the returns made by the election officers, upon whose 
testimony the value of the bollots as evidence must rest, showed 
that contestant had received only 15 votes. 

Again, it appears from the evidence that there were several 
illiterate voters in the precinct who were obliged to rely in the 
marking of their ballots upon membersof the very board of elec- 
tion who had made such glaring and inexplicable mistakes 
against the contestant and in favor of the contestee in counting 
the votes for them respectively in the matter of both elections. 
The presumption may well be indulged from all the evidence on 
this subject, that some of the election officers in marking the 
ballots of these illiterate voters falsified them. Ido not claim 
that the testimony of the voter, standing alone, without any 
other circumstance to discredit the ballots, ought to be taken to 
overturn the showing made by the ballots, even when marked 
by an election officer for illiterate voters under the law. 

I am not prepared to go so far as the majority of the com- 
mittee has gone in the matter of discrediting the ballots as 
evidence of the votes cast by illiterate voters. But it is 
wholly unnecessary to discuss the question thus raised by the 
committee, because in this case the substitution of parol evi- 
dence for the ballots does not rest upon the mere oath of the 
voter against the baliot as found in the box, but upon over- 
whelming evidence of fraud commit'ed by the election officers, 
upon whose official oaths the presumption ordinarily arises that 
they have done their duty, and that the ballots truly represent 
the will of the voters as expressed in writing at the election. 

It is urged that five of the election officers testitied that they 
had voted for Mr. English and against Mr. Hilborn; and gen- 
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tlemen on the other side seem to attach great importance to 
this testimony given by the election officers. Indeed, no cir- 
cumstance appearing in the evidence seems to be given so much 
weight by the gentlemen on the other side as this testimony of 
the election oiicers that they voted for Mr. English; and they 
speak of our allegations of fraud as an attempt to prove that 
Democratic election officers had defrauded a Democratic candi- 
dateforCongress. Someof these election officers were appointed 
as Democrats and same of them were appointed as representa- 
tives of other parties; but the so-called Democrats were selected 
by a Republican board of superyisois to represent the Demo- 
cratic party in that precinct. 

But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] says we are play- 

hot and cold in this matter; that we are asking the mem- 
bers of this House to discredit the ballots, because of willful 
fraud committed by the election otlicers against the contestant 
and in favor of the contestee, while in the same breath we are 
asking the House to accept the testimony of these same election 
officers that they votedfor Mr. English and that we counted the 
votes of those election officers for Mr. English upon their tes- 
timony. The criticism is unjust. We are not bound to re ect 
the testimony of these men in so far as it bears in our favor, sim- 
ply because we charge some of them with having committed a 
great fraud, involving a violation of their oath of office, against 
contestant in another matter. : 

I do admit, however, tnat the gentlemen on the other side 
have a right to ask that the testimony of these witnesses to the 
effect that they voted for English ba discredited or even re- 
jected, apan the ground that the testimony concerning their 
conduct in the countand in the keeping of the ballots absolutely 
discredits them. Yet, if their votes for Mr. English, as shown 
by their testimony, be thrown out entirely, Mr. English would 
still appear to be elected by a plurality of 21 votes. 

Mr. HULICK. What motive had those election officers to 
commit & fraud? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What motive prompts any election officer 
to commit a fraud? I do not know, nor is it necessary that we 
should know. 

Mr. BROWN. To get their party in. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not charge that Mr. Hilborn was a 

ty to this fraud. I have known him for twenty years as an 
eat at and upright man, incapable of engaging in any such 
fraud. But he had interests behind him in that election in 
which I have not the same faith that I have in Mr. Hilborn per- 
sonally. Behind Mr. Hilborn was the Republican party, and 
behind the Republican party there was the most powerful and 
corrapt combination of specially privileged interests that ever 
sought to pervert or subvert the popular will anywhere in the 
world. Those interests had built up for themselves, through 
the Republ:can party, a protective system of special privileges, 
for the enrichment of classes by the robbery of the masses, and 
they relied upon ths Republican representatives in Congress to 
sustain their special privileges by sustaining th it system. 

Those interests have in every n tional election spent millions 
of dollars in support of the Republican party by means and 
methods which Mr. English asserts were resorted to in order to 
deprive him of the right accorded him by the votes of his fel- 
low-citizens of the Third district of California. Those benefi- 
ciaries of the Republican protective system were a thousand 
times more interested in the election of Mr. Hilborn than Mr. 
Hilborn was himself, and the fact as stated by Mr. Hilborn (and 
I a‘cept his statement), that he was practically unacquainted 
with the precinct and did no canvassing there, cuts but little 


figure, 

‘Mr. HULICK. Then you charge that those election officers 
were bribed to commit fraud? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not charge anything. I state the facts 
as they appear from the evidence now before the House. If to 

ur mind those facts show that the o‘icers in question were 
bribed, draw your own conclusions. You have drawn that con- 
clusion from the facts which I have stated without any state- 
ment from me of the conclusions which I have drawn. 

One of the judges of election at Altamont, Mr. John Camp- 
bell, seems to have been inclined to reach the same conclusion. 
On page 11 of the N I find the following questions and 
oe In the course of his examination contestee’s attorney 
asked: 

Q. Do you think that any of them would stuff a ballot box or make a false 
return of an election? 

A. The:e is a shadow of a doubt in my mind as to that question, and I can 
not answer it. 

. Whatis that shadow of a doubt? 
That is as far as I want to answer the question. 

Mr. HULICK. That is the conclusion you wish us to come 
to, that they were bribed. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It is notnecessary for me to state whatI de- 
sire youtoconclude. Lhave stated the facts; you have suggested 
the conclusion. That is your affair. 
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Mr. LACEY. Were there two sets of tickets? > 

Mr.MAGUIRE. No:oneset. The names of the candidates for 
the long and theshort terms were separately printed on a single 
ballot, but the counting was as separate as it would have been 
if there had been two sets of ballots. 

There is a sample ballot of reduced size attached to the testi- 
mony here, the part relating to both Congressional elections 
being in the following form: 


Representative in Congress. Vote for one. 


Ane Democrat 

ang eae een oc ve apacsiteuss Republican oe: 
dt RR fr BL gees CE VES LS N AORA People's party El 
Srl esos tek T ONENE Prohibition 25 


Vote for ono. 


Representative in Congress (to fill unexpired term). 


HAWA ss english Democrat 


Se] Sen Gel Oe RUDO 2 a as ces-bagne stat aero season sie Republican 
53 J. L. Lyon nee ere — People's party 


Mr. MARSHALL. How many votes did Cleveland get in that 
precinct? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Thirty-six. 

Mr. MARSHALL. How many did Harrison? 

Mr.MAGUIRE. Twenty-two. 

This reminds me of another circumstance—the circumstance, 
in fact, that first discredited the returns from the precinct and 
which also discredits the ballots. Neither the ballots nor the 
returus conform at all to the known political views of the voters 
of that precinet. The precinct is made up of citizens who are 
permanent residents, conservative farmers whose political views 
are not subject to tho sudden changes that fre juently appear in 
3 having a floating or comparatively transient popu- 
ation. 

In 1888 the Democratic vote for President in that precinct, 
with the same population was for Cleveland, 48; for Harrison, 
19; and for Representatives in Congress: Democratic, 47; Repub- 
lican, 20. This, I take it, is also a circumstance against the bal- 
lots, as it was a most striking circumstance to discredit the re- 
turns when they were publicly announced. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BROWN. Lyield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I thank the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Brown] for this courtesy, and will avail myself of this oppor- 
tunity to sum up my statement. 

I have practically said all that I desire to say upon the ques- 
tion. ; 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who handed out those tickets? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Two of the election clerks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the unquestioned cir- 
cumstances which I have detailed, and which are fully supported 
by the evidence, in connection with the direct testimony of the 
37 voters of Altamont precinct, who upon the stand as witnesses, 
with the full right of the contestee to cross-examine them, tes- 
tified that they voted for the contestant, Mr. English, are en- 
tirely sufficient to absolutely discredit the ballots produced as 
evidence of the votes cast for contestant and contestee at the 
election in November, 1892. 

Loan not imagine how in the natureof things, considering the 
conditions under which elections must be conducted and the ab- 
solute contro] which election officers must be given of the bal- 
lots until they are delivered to the county clerk, or other de- 
positary designated by law, the ballots can eyer be more com- 
pletely discredited thin they have been in this case, There is 
no dispute about these circumstances, and there is no denial 
that 37 voters testified that they voted for Mr. English. It is 
simply denied that the circumstances which I have stated, and 
which are conclusively proved, are sufficient, in connection with 
tho testimony of the voters, to justify the rejection of the bal- 

ots. 5 

But these circumstances, in connection with the legal require- 
ment that the party seeking to inirođuce the ballots in evidence 
shall make sitisfactory proof of their identity and safe-keeping, 
and the striking circumstance that the election officers who had 
the custody of these ballots made a false return of the votes cast 
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for Representative in Congress for the unexpired term nst 
Mr. English and in favor of Mr. Hilborn, just as thy did in the 
matter of the election under consideration, makes it absolutely 
n in order to determine the rightsof the parties by any- 
thing like relisble evidence to reject the ballots. This circum- 
stantial evidence, complete as it is, seems to me to be more con- 
clusive than would be the direct testimony of any witness that 
he saw the election officers commit the fraud charged, because 
the circumstances are proved by entirely satisfactory and un- 
questionable evidence and concur in indicating the fraud beyond 
reasonable question, while a witness might wilfully lie about 
his observation of the fact. 

Mr. LACEY. Did you not run several thousand votes behind 
Mr. Cleveland in your district, and was not the case similar in 
other districts in California? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The vote for member of Congress in my dis- 
trict was lesson both sides than for Presidential electors. That 
resulted from the failure of many voters to place the marks re- 

uired by law opposite the names of all candidates for whom 
the y desired to vote. Many of them marked opposite the elec- 
tors and failed to mark . the names of any other candi- 
dates, evidently having the idea that the mark opposite the 
Presidential electors of either party carried the party ticket, 
as in many States such a mark legally does. 

But I can not see how any confusion on the part of the voter 
in the matter of marking his ballot could possibly account for 
any of the suspicious circumstances relating to the returns and 
ballots in Altamont precinct upon which I have commented or 
upon which contestant relies. It does not in any way tend to 
explain what I conceive to be the principal fact. namely, that 
the election officers made false returns against Mr. English and 
in favor of Mr. Hilborn in both elections, giving Mr. Hilborn 14 
votes to which Mr. English was entitled in the election for the 
long term, ani 15 votes to which Mr. English was entitled in 
the election for the short term. 

Mr. LACEY. It shows, if So gantenn will permit me, that 
the voters did not mark their ots as they thought they did. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is probably true of the illiterate voters 
and it may be true of others, but it does not in any way change 
the fact that the ballots, as produced, show that in both elec- 
tions Mr. English was deprived of votes that should have been 
counted for him even according to the ballots, and that Mr. Hil- 
born was credited with votes in both cases which should not have 
been counted for him, and that the number of votes so miscounted 
in each case constituted a very large proportion of the entire 
vote cast in the precinct. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Certainiy. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. If there wasachange in the returns, why 
did not they change the ballots so as to correspond with the re- 
turns and make the whole thing conform? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not know, nor would it shed any light 
upon this discussion to state my theory of that matter. If the 

ection officers, or some of them. sought to accomplish a pur- 
ach fraudulently tampering with the ballots, as well as by 

ying the returns, it is probable that difficulties may have 
arisen in the matter of manipulating the ballots, and that such 
work must, almost of necessity, have been done in a hurry. 
Enough of changes to accomplish the desired result would prob- 
ably satisfy their desires. Fraud generally leaves a track by 
which it can be traced. Rarely does fraud cover all of its 
tracks. But this is all conjecture. 

It isnot necessary that we should develop theoretically acom- 

lete scheme of fraud by which the result was or might have 
0 accomplished. It is enough that we show fraudulent acts 
which discredited the evidence ordinarily relied upon to justify 
the receipt of the ballots as evidence, and that we show other 
circumstances indicating a probable willingness on the part of 
the persons connected with the keeping of the ballots to com- 
mit fraud, and some sort of opportunity for its commission. This 
has been done in the case of Altamont precinct very conclu- 
sively. These things have been shown aflirmatively by Mr. 
English, although the law requires from him only a negative 
showing in order to defeat the right of the contestee to use the 
ballots as evidence. 

Mr COX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I 
understand the ballots called in cuestion were marked ballots? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Les, sir: marked with the initials of certain 
of the election officers. These initials as shown by the majority 
of the committee on elections in its report. were superfluous and 
were neither authorized nor required by law. 

‘Mr.COX. Why were they marked if there was no law requir- 
it? What was the object in marking them? 
r. MAGUIRE. I do not know upon what theory the elec- 
tion ofiicers marked the ballots. ` 


Mr. COX. Who did mark them? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That I do not know, but they 
be marked by two of the five men whose testimony 
ferred to in this discussion. 

Mr, COX. I can not see their object, I must confess. 

Mr. LOUD. It should be stated that the law always required 
the ballots to be so-marked prior to this election. 

Mr. REED. That is to say, the previous law required it? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think that is correct. My impression is 
that the law prior to the adoption of the Australian ballot sys- 
tem required the ballots to be marked. That has been for many 
pone the rule established by the laws governing elections in 

an Francisco, and I think it was general prior to 1892. L have 
had no occasion to examine that question 9 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from California allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. If the ballots were tampered with, how can the 
gentleman account for the fact that say were not made to cor- 
respond with the returns? Why should there, in other words, 
be two tamperings to produce this result? 

Mr. BROWN. But the Democrats can’t read” you know. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman suggests that the Democrats can 
not read. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentieman from Maine asks me to ex- 
plain why the ballots were not made to correspond with the re- 
turns, if they were in fact tampered with after the election. In 
effect he asks me why it was that men ge apes. a fraud did not 
proceed to do it in a particular way. [am notable to give the 
gentleman any information on that point. It may be that their 
opportunities for making their fraudulent acts correspond with 
euch other were limited, or it may be that they did not have 
time to complete the job. 

Mr. REED. Do you not think, in view of that fact and the 
other evidence in the case, that there was no fraud? Is it not 
an indication that there was no fraud, that this act was done in 
such a way as that? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not think that the failure to make the 
ballots correspond with the returns is any evidence that there 
was no fraud committed. 

Mr. REED. And the gentleman insists that there was fraud? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Nothing could convince me that the men 
who made false returns against Mr. English and in favor of Mr. 
Hilborn in the two elections, could have made those false re- 
turns through any honest mistake. The falsity of the returns 
in the matter of both elections is the controlling circumstance 
to my mind, indicating fraud, and nage fe me that a willful 
wrong was committed by at least some of the election officers of 
that precinct against Mr. English and in favor of Mr. Hilborn. 
It is that circumstance more than all the rest of the evidence 
that convinces me that the ballots, the integrity of which de- 
pends so entirely upon the testimony of those election officers, 
ought not to be received as evidence superior to the 3 
of the voters. It is quite unnecessary now to discuss the > 
form rule of this House so mercilessly followed in the contested- 
election cas sof the Fifty-first Congress, namely. that whenever 
the election returns and the ballots are discredited. this House 
will resort to the testimony of the voters for the purpose of de- 
termining the election of a Representative. , 

The majority report of the Committee on Elections cites a 
number of these cases, notably Featherston rs. Cate, affirmi 
the case of Bisbee vs. Finley; also the case of McGinnis vs. Al- 
derson and Clayton vs. Breckinridge. 

In the case of McGinnis vs. Alderson (Contested Election 
Cases of the Fifty first Congress, page 635) the report of the 
Republican majority of the Committee on Elections, relating to 
the rejection of ballots and a resort to parol evidence, says: 


The recount in Kanawha County showed a change of 9 votes in Alum 
Creek precinct and 25 votes in Charleston precinct. 

In the West Virginia election cases in the present Co: 
famous case in the gubernatorial contest between Flem 
have had striking illustrations of the dangers of a recount of the ballots 
Where a change of a few tickets may affect the result. Tue law of West 
Virginia, whilst it provides for such recount, attempts to throw aroun 
ot 


urported to 
been re- 


the recount such elements of safety as wiil 1 a fraudulent cha: 
ballots. Such recount is always viewed with suspicion, and is 
anger. n 


This report was submitted to the Fifty-first Congress by the 
distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

In the case of Bisbee vs. Finley, Sixth Congressional Election 
Cases, page 62, it was held 


Where the evidence shows a return to be false, and not a true statement of 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence, and 
the true vote a proven by ing the electors whose names are on the 

n shocks yon yor at such poll aud no votes not otherwise proven should 
counted. 
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In McCrary on Elections, section 539, the rule is stated as fol- 
lows: 

If an oMcer of the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud 
upon the ballot box, the better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity 
of his official acts even though the fraud discovered is not of itself sufficient 
to affect the result. 


In Paine on Elections, section 596, it is said: 


When the proceedings are so tarnishod by fraudulent, negligent, or im- 
Labs ped conduct on the part of the officers that the result of the election is 
rendered unreliable, the entire returns will be rejected and the parties left 
to make such proof as they may of the votes legally cast for them. 


In McDuffie vs. Turpin (Fifty-first Congress, 299) it was held 

If these officers would falsify the returns, it follows that no reliancecould 
be placed in the contents of the ballot boxes left in their hands after the 
election. . 

The case of McDuffie vs. Turpin, which certainly ought to be 
recognized as the ngacar ossible authority by the gentlemen 
on the Republican side of this House, seems to retty conclu- 
sive of the present case. We submit that a vindication of the 
purity of the ballot and of the sacredness of the elective franchise 
requires that the ballots, as well as the returns, from Altamont 
precinct should be rejected, and that the testimony of the legally 
qualified voters of that precinct who voted at the election in 
question should be received and accepted as the best evidence, 
under the circumstances, of the votes cast by them at that elec- 
tion. Upon that evidence the contestant, Mr. English, has a 
plurality of 26 votes and is entitled to the seat now oceupied by 
the contestee. 

Mr. WAUGH. [yield five minutes now to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. BOWERS]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I desire first to 
allude to a remark which my colleague from California [Mr. MA- 
GUIRE] made, that there were two elections held. There was 
but one election that day, and there was but one ballotfor all the 
offices. That ballot read, For Congress, long term, Samuel G. 
Hiltorn.” Immediately under it,“ For Congress, short term, Sam- 
uel G. Hilborn,” And Mr, English's name was the same. There 
was but one election and one ballot. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And one pioa of paper went into the 
ballot box for the whole. It was all on one ballot? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I as a Republican apprehend as 
well asany Democrat can the necessity which exists for the 
Democratic party to add to its present majority a sufficient num- 
ber to enable it do business. It isa laudable desire. But. sir, 
I want to caution my Democratic friends that while the people of 
this country are quick to condone a mistake of judgment, they 
willresenta deliberate wrong and sin against one of their dearest 
rights, theelective franchise. The history of this country makes 
this fact plain, that sooner or later every person who subverts 
an honest election comes to grief; and todoa great wrong for 
a temporary advantage, never pays in the end. 

The alternative presented in this case is, Shall the ballot, as 
freely cast by the voter on the day of election, or shall affidavits 
made weeks or months after the election, govern as evidence of 
the election of a Representative in Congress? This is all there 
is of this case. 

The ballots cast at the election in question, not one of which, 
I want you to remember, has been impeached, elected Mr. Hil- 
bron, the sitting member, and he was sworn in as a member of 
this House. If some affidavits, procured some time after the 
election, by the contestant, are to be held as setting aside the 
ballots, and to be the better evidence, then the sitting member 
must give way, for he has no affidavits. He was under the im- 
pression that the majority of legal ballots cast at the election 
was to decide. 

In this case the contestant procured, in the precinct of Alta- 
mont, the affidavits of thirty-seven persons, resident therein, 
that they voted for the contestant; whereas the ballots them- 
selves testified that but 29 votes were cast in that precinct for 
the contestant. Which of these are best entitled to credence? 

Gentlemen of the other side, are you ready to adopt this prec- 
edent, this practice that affidavits shall govern and not ballots 
determine the elections of members of Congress? ; 

Have youstopped and considered for amoment where this will 
lead, and the momentous consequences that may ensue? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How does the gentleman account for 
this mistake? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I have onl 
have not interrupted anybody and I can not 
interrupted. 

Let me suggest a possible case. It is charged that in many 
of the Congressional districts many voters are allowed to vote, 
but that their votes are not counted to srs A Nive extent. Now, 
my friends, it must be apparent to you that the signs ampo - 
tend that the majority will soon, very soon, swing to this side. 


five minutes, I 
low myself to be 


You believe it. Youcome very near knowing it. And in view 


of this fact that stares you in the face every day, are you 
quite ready to establish this practice of counting affidavits in- 
stead of votes? If the majority thatis soon to take your place 
follow this practice, which it seems you have determined on, 
they could, by affidavits that would be true, unseat half the 
delegation from several States, and you could not elect a baker’s 
dozen of members from States that now have db members. And 
if that majority see fit to adopt the practice now to be inaugu- 
rated by you, are you not wort ar from complaining by your 
ownacts? What think you of the facility with which such aifida- 
vits by the thousands can be procured in several States, affida- 
vits that will be true. 

If you gentlemen desire to establish this practice, I think this 
side can well afford to lose one member now by your act, which 
will give us a gain of fifty members in the next Congress by do- 
ing as you do now. 

‘Will you say to the voters of the United States that their rights 
in respect to electing Congressmen are wholly at the mercy of 
and subordinate to any ignorant, malicious, or rascally judge, 
inspector, or clerk of election. and from such malicious rascality, 
or from any unintentional mistake of theirs, no appeal will be 
entertained by this House? This is the question to be decided 
by the vote on this case: Shall affidavits or legal ballots deter- 
mine? 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ing on each side. 

Me. WAUGH. Lask unanimous consent that all gentlemen 
who have spoken, or who may speak on this case, have leave to 
extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It is understood that that request applies to 
both sides? 

Mr. WAUGH. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
that all gentlemen who have spoken or who speak upon this 
subject have leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WAUGH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, in ten minutesit ishardly possible 
to argue this election case, and I am therefore compelled to con- 
fine myself to just one pointin the case. Before coming to that 
poni however, I desire to answer one or two suggestions made 

y my colleague from California 17 MAGUIRE}. He first 
stated that the returns from the Altamont precinct had been 
mysteriously withheld. Now the facts in the case are that the 
returns from the Altamont precinct were received at half past 
4 on the next day, and that those returns were among the 
first country precinct returns that were received. The gentle- 
man, swelling with assumed patriotic pride, seemed to give a 
reason to this House why an object existed for counting Mr. Hil- 
born in, and proceeded to say that there were millions behind 
this gentleman, behind the policy that he would enunciate it he 
came to Congress. The gentleman forgets that when this pre- 
cinct came into controversy, there was not a man, woman, or 
chid in the United States who did not well know that this 
House was overwhelmingly Democratic and that Mr. Hilborn's 
presence here would have no effect to change any condition that 
existed. So much for that. 

Now then, the question was asked the gentleman about the 
mysterious method or manner of ae Sete ballots. My 
friend from Tennessee asked the question why these ballots were 
marked. I will tell the gentleman. The law in California for 
twenty years has required the officers to mark the ballots. It 
was changed in so much of Californiaas lay outside of San Fran- 
cisco by the last election law, so we can easily dispose of that 
question as to why the ballots were marked. But look for a 
moment. You proposed to unseat, and did unseat, Mr. Joy, be- 
cause, under the law, the ballots were not marked, and it is here 
an import int factor in this case, becuse the ballots were marked. 

You have proceeded in this case to impeach the testimony, the 
reliability, and the truthfulness of six of the election officers of 
this precinct whoare Democrats; five of whom in the testimony 

Iven in their affidavits swear that they voted for Mr. English. 
Kor you hold that in their returns, as officials, they rendered 
false returns, that they laid themselves liable to be sent to the 
penitentiary of the State of California, but when it comes to 
taking their affidavits, then, of course, their testimony must be 
believed. 

Let me present to this House one feature that the members of 
the committee have never taken into consideration. This was 
the first time that we had ever voted under the Australian bal- 
lot system. It wasa new en it was a confusing system to 
us. The gentleman from C ifornia well knows that, and I would 


‘There are ten minutes remain- 
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not make oath to-day, sir, as to who I voted for on the ticket I 
cast in the last election. They had but one ticket, containing 
the names of 480 candidates for office, and you were obliged to 
go into an obscure, dark stall ina booth and select about 80 
names on that ticket. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But there were not 480 candidates for office 
in Alameda County. 

Mr.LOUD. There were not that many candidates in Alameda 
. County, but there were 60 or 80 names on their tickets, and it 
was quite a lengthy ticket. 

Now then, there was a falling off in the Congressional vote in 
the whole of the State of California, permeating every district 
and every precinct. There was a falling off of nearly 30,000 
votes—a f: ling off of 10 per cent as compared with the Presi- 
dential vote. The falling off in that district was nearly 4,090— 
more than 10 per cent, nearly 17 per cent; and you will find that 
that same falling off went throughout the districts. 

Mr. PENCE. That many less for Congressmen than for the 
President? s 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; that many less for Congressmen than for 
President. Now, what have you done under this peculiar sys- 
tem of affidavits that you have here adopted? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. You mean depositions? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, then, depositions; I do not care what you 
call them. You have been compelled to give Mr. English, the 
contestee, one more vote than Mr. Cleveland received. Now, is 
that a possible contingency, when you know that there hasbeen 
a falling off in every precinct of more than 10 per cent on the 
Congressional vote? 

Mr. GROUT. Highly improbable, to say the least. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, you have taken one vote from the People’s 
party candidate, whereas the result shows all through the State 
of California that the People’s party candidate for Congress ran 
ahead of their candidate for President, and on the Republican 
and Democratic sides they fell behind by from 10 to 17-per tent. 
That may fe A peepee to you, butIcanexplainit. Thenimes 
of the Republican and Democratic candidates for Congress came 
at the bottom of the column in which were contained the names 
of the Presidential electors. There was a group of four tickets, 
and at the bottom there was just room for the names of the Re- 
publican and Democratic candidates for Congress. Turning to 
the top of the next column, you came to the Populist, or People’s 
party candidate for Congress. It was very naturally assumed by 
parties who cast these ballots, as this was the first election hel 
under this system, that when they put their cross opposite their 
group of electors they had completed that column. 

I believe that is the reason why the vote fell off so far below 
the votə for President. Now, I do not believe, and there are 
reasons why no reasonable person can be made to believe that 
the Democratic candidate for Congressman in that precinct re- 
ceived over 30 votes. This whole case hinges upon this one 
pe Five Democratic officers of election, whose whole con- 

uct had been discredited up to this moment, until the moment 
when they were brought forward to give their depositions or 
affidavits as to how they voted, and then we are called upon to 
place reliance and confidence in their testimony there, and to 
discredit every action on their part that had taken place before 


that. 

Mr.HULICK. Has the reputation of any of these officers ever 
been questioned in the community in which they live? 

Mr. LOUD. No gentleman from California upon this floor 
will dare todothat. These are gentlemenabovereproach, honest 
farmers. That is not the kind of place where you find crooked 
politics. My colleague from San Francisco knows that very well. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Do you refer to the voters? 

Mr. LOUD. I refer to the voters of that precinct, who are 
honest farmers of the State of California. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes; that is true. 

Br How long is a voter allowed to remain in the 
th? 

Mr. LOUD. Ten minutes. This new system of voting was 
most confusing tothe voters. I never was more confused in my 


e. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. How does my colleague account for the dif- 
ference against English and in favor of Hilborn in both the elec- 
tion contests? 3 
Mr. LOUD. I do not know that I understand the point the 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. There are ten minutes remaining on the other side. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, if I can get the attention of the 
House [ will try and call the minds of gentlemen back tothe 
point in question. The returns of Altamont precinct gave a 
plurality of 22 votes for the contestee. The recount gave a plu- 
rality of 14 for the contestant. The recount of the ballots elected 
the contestee by 4 votes. He concedes that the returns are un- 
reliable and can not be trusted for any purpose, but he main- 
tains, or seeks to maintain, thatthe ballots are the best evidence 
and that they must control and overthrow all other evidence in 
the case. Now, I concede that if there were no question before 
the House but that the ballots recounted were the ballots cast 
and were in precisely the same condition when they were re- 
counted that 18 were in when voted, his point would be well 
taken. But the burden of proof is on him to show this fact. 

The burden of proof is on him and he has utterly failed to 
show the fact, because the exhibit made as to how these ballots 
Wore kept clearly shows that they were liable to be tampered 
with. 5 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Are not the ballots themselves prima facie 
evidence, and is not the burden of proof upon the other side? 

Mr. BROWN. Not at all; unless it is first shown that the 
have been safely and securely kept. The cas2 put by my frien 
from Maine do?s not exist way down in Maine.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, the gentieman will find it so if he 
comes down to Maine, and he will get some good instruction on 
the subject of voting, too. Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN. Now, I will ask my friend to allow me to go 
on, for we want to get away from here as soon as we can, But, 
Mr. Speaker, aside from that question, if these ballots are to be 
relied upon by the contestee, the onus probandi is upon him to 
show that the ballots recounted were the identical ones that 
were cast. The integrity of these ballots is called in question. 
Nobody disputes that. This record shows that there were from 
12 to 14 illiterates who voted at that precinct; why has not the 
contestee produced his Republican clerk, Mr. Udy, and proved 
by him that those illiterates were not defrauded and their votes 
stolen by the whelps who made out the ballots for them? If 
you will take the votes of those illiterates and count them for 
the Democratic ticket it just about makes out the case accord- 
ing to contestant’s contention. 

Mr. WAUGH. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion at 
this point, so that the whole facts may be before the House? 

Mr. BROWN. I can not yield. 

Mr. WAUGH. Well, I will ask the gentleman who prepared 
the ballots for the illiterate voters? I say every one of them 
was prepared by a Democrat, by a man who voted for English. 

Mr. BROWN. If I were to set out to perpetrate a fraud and 
forgery on the ballot box by which I am to be benefited I would 
hire Republicans to do it, and not Democrats; because the Re- 
publicans would have the power to aid me, while the Democrats 
would not. So it was out there. If these Democrats—for whom 
I have no respect if they were guilty of this thing, if they com- 
mitted this wrong—had the power to aid the contestee it shows 
the shrewdness of the Republican managers in perpetrating this 
election fraud by employing these men instead of their own po- 
litical kith and kin. 

I call attention to the fact that while this contest was going 
on, the testimony of thirty-seven votersof Altamont precinct was 
taken. Every one of them was subject to cross-examination by 
a most adroitand skiliful lawyer. If they were not honest men, 

| if they did not speak the truth, if their testimony is not to be re- 
lied on, why has not the conteste2, whose residence is in the 
same county with these voters, cast suspicion on them? May I 
not say that they were unimpeached and unimpeachable? 
One thing more and I am done. There seems to be confusion 
| in the minds of some members as to what the result of this elec- 
tion would be if we exclude the election board, whose members 
testify that they voted for the contestant. 
| As said before, if, in considering the testimony of the voters 
o! Altamont precinct, you assume that the 23 voters in that pre- 
cinct who were not sworn voted for the contestee, then contest- 
ant's 2 is but 3; and if you then exclude the members of 
| the election rd of course his plurality would be overcome. 
| But no gentleman has disputed or will oe that when you 
departfrom the returns and also from the ballots, and the parties 


gentleman desires to make. Will he please repeat the question? | are obliged to prove their votes aside from the returns and aside 


Mr. MAGUIRE. English was credited with 14 votes less than 
he was entitled to, and 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I do not believe that the returns were-cor- 
rect at all. = 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But how do you account for the discrepancy 
in both the elections? 

Mr. LOUD. They were on the same ticket. They succeeded 
one another, 


from the ballots, each man is credited with the votes he proves. 
Mr. Hilborn proved none; therefore, the contestant's pluralit; 
is 26. But you may take these Democrats of this election boar 
and hug them to your bosoms dear and throw their votes out of 
the count, and the contestant is elected by 19 plurality. 
— the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate has expired. 

The previous question is now ordered. The Clerk will report 
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the resolutions submitted as a substitute by the minority of the i 

committee. NIEA, eevee 
The Clerk read as follows: Newlands, Settle, 
Resolved, That Samuel G. Hilborn-was legally elected to a seat in the Fifty- Page, Shaw, 

third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, and en- earson, 

titled to retain his seat in tnis House. Powers, Sibley, 
Resolved, That Warren B. English was not legally elected toa seat in the anes Sick) 

third from the Third Congressional district of California, and Iner, 


Robertson, La. Sipe, 


So the resolution was rejected. 

Before the result of the vote was announced— 

Mr. GROUT, Iam paired with the konger from Georgia 
[Mr. Mappox]. I find on inquiry that he has not returned. I 
therefore withdraw my vote. : - 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. De FOREST with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, until fur- 
ther notice. {g ` 
2 t- BALDWIN with Mr. CURTIS of New York, for the rest of 

e day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next branch of 
the substitute on which the vote will be taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


isnot entitled to a seat in this House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon adopting, as a substi- 
tute for the resolutions of the majority of the Committee on 
Elections the resolutions just read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Icall for a division, so that the two reso- 
lutions embraced in this substitute may be voted on separately. 

The SPEAKER. A division bsing called for, the question 
is now upon the first of the resolutions just read. 

The question having been put—— 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. WAUGH. Division. 

Mr. BROWN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 155, not 
voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—%5. * Wee 1 — Warton B. Bagua Tas not e to a seat in 
er -third Congress from the essional district of Calffor- 
8 ee nl N. Dak. Ray, nia, and ts not entitied toa seat in this House t 
Apsley, Doolittle, re y, Reynar, The question was taken. The House proceeded to divide. 
very, raper, er, yan, á = > È 
Baker. N. H. Ellis. Lona, Shell a RO 6 Task the bp 8005 9 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Smith. e yeas and nays were ordered. 
Bel, Colo. h, te The question was taken; and there were—yeas II, nays 159, not 
Gardner. Marvin, N. V. Stone, G. W. voting 182; as follows: 
Boen, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Stone, W. A. YEAS—I1 
Boutelle, Sov, eee = — H 
Bowers, a trai 
„Ark. aloes, Mercer, Sweet, 
B 4 Hall, Minn. Milliken, > 
Harris, Moon, Walker, 
Cam III. Northway, x 
Chick 3 Henderson, III. Payne, Waugh, 
Childs, p ce, Wever, 
rmana, Perkins, Wheeler, II. 
Hicks, hillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Crawford, Hits, Pickler, 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins. Il. Post. 
els, Johnson, Ind. j 
NAYS—155. 
Alderson, Covert, Jones, ‘ott, z 
Alexander, X, re, ice, 
Allen. Culberson, Kribbs, 
Baily, Cummings, Kyle, Rich: Ohio 
Bankhead, Davey, ane, Richardson. Mich. 
Barwig, d, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Betl Layton, Ritchie, pes, nnold, Stone, Ky. 
ny r. Brown. Erdman, McDearmon, Straus, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Livingston, Bryan, Everett, McEttrick, Swanson, 
Bland, Lockwood, McG: Talbert, S. C. 
£ Dunphy, Lynch, Sayon 
Bower, N. C. Durborow, uirė, ermerhorn, 
Edmunds, Mallory 
English, Martin, tat Stallings, 
Brickner, oe, eCreary. tock AALO: 
cCull Stone, Ky. Capehart, Haines. Money, Tucker, 
aroma —— —— — h, =e; 0. Montgomery, 5 Ga. 
i ve are, Morgan. rner, V. 
—— Fielder, MeEttrick, Talbert, S. C. 9 — 
Geary, McG: „ 
nhainer. McKaig, 
Caminetti, Goldzier, Me N ‘Taylor, Ind. 
Campbe Meredith, A 
on, Grady, Meyer, Tr: 
pehart, Money, Tucker, 
Caruth, Haines, Montgomery, „Ga. 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. organ, ‘Turner, Va. 
Causey, are, oses, Tyler, 
cy. Harter, Mutchler, arner, 
Clark. Mo. Hatch, eill, Weadock, 
Clarke, Ala. Bayes, O: ire 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N. C. O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockran, Hendris, O'Neill, Mo. Whi 
Cockrell, Hines. Outhwaite. Williams, In Adams, Ky. Bunn, Fielder, Henderson, III. 
Holman, P: „ Adams, Pa. Burnes, Fithian, Henderson, Iowa 
Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Wise, Aitken, Burro Fletcher, 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter. Paynter. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
5 Ikirt. Pendleton, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—112. 
Adams, Ky. Burnes, Gear, Hulick, 
dams, Pa. Caldwell, Gillet, N. Y. Hull, 
Cobb. Ala. Gillett, Mass. Johnson, Ohio 
Arnold, Cogswell, Goodnight, Kem, 
Compton, Graham, Lapham, 7 
Baker, Kans. Cona. Grim™in, Lefever, Belden, Crain, Grimn, Hull. 
Bald T, Wis. Grout, Beitzhoover, Curtis, Kans. Grosvenor, Johnson, Ind. 
Bornes n, Lisie, B Curtis, N. Y. Grout, Jonnson, N. Dak. 
t, Curtis, N. Y. Harmer, Lucas, 
Belden, Dalzell. Haugen, Maddox, 
Beltzhoover, De H. er, 
ham, Dolliver, Be: A on, 
Black. III. Dw Henderson, Iowa 
Brattan, Ellis. Ky. 1 McAleer, 
kinridge, Ky, Fithian, Hooker, N. Y. M 
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Lucas, Page, Shaw, 
Maddox, Payne, Shell, 8 
Magner, Pearson, Shi Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Pence, Sibley, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Marvin, N. Y phinips Si Waren; 
i pe; er, 
McAleer, Pickier, Smith, Wanger, 
McCall. ost. Snodgrass, Wi 
McCleary. Minn. Powers, Somers, Wa 
McDowell, gg. 8 Wever. 
McLaurin, Randall, Stephenson, Wheeler, Il. 
McNagny, ay. Steve hite, 
Meiklejohn, Rayner, Stone, C. W. Wilson, Ohio 
Mercer, d, Stone, W. A. Wilson, Wash. 
Milliken, Reyburn, Storer, Wilson, W. Va. 
oon. Ro ertson, La. Strong, Woomer, 
Morse, Robinson, Pa. Sweet, Wright, Mass. 
Murray, Russell, Conn. Talbott, Md. Wright, Pa. 
Newlands, Scranton, Tuwney, 2 
Northway, Settle, Taylor, Tenn. 


No quorum voting: 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 think it is evident that there will be no 
quorum to-night, and I move that the House now adjourn. 

Tho motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 6188) 

anting a pension to Eleanor Shea, dependent mother of Wil- 

m J. V. Shea, late a private in Company H, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment United Stites Infantry, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
reeord of John A. Jack. (Report No. 645.) 

By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the same committee, 
the bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett, as a former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in war of the rebellion, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge therefrom. (Report No. 646.) 

By Mr. BRETZ, from the same committee, the bill (H. R. 
1110) to correct the military record of Calvin Daniel. (Report 
No. 647.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph 
and Dora L. Stark. (Report No. 648.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, andseverally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: A bill (H R. 6541) to provide for the 
appointment of United States commissioners, and to define their 
jurisdiction, powers, and duties—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 6542) to change the lines 
between the eastern and western judicial districts of North 
Càrolina and fixing time for holding courts in said eastern dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6543) to remove restrictions 
upon the taxation and alienation of the lands of certain Indians 
in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes - to the Commit- 
tes on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6552) to amend section 550 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to the judicial districts of the 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 155) for the 
proper enrollment of Thomas R. Prostor in the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution to print 3,000 copies of the 
complete compi ation of all the annual, special, and veto mes- 
sages—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A resolution calling on the Attorney- 
General for information rslative to receiverships of Union Pa- 
cific Raiiroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to make investi+ 
gations of certain interruptions to interstate and foreign com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief of M. C. 
Vinton, administrator of the estate of Samuel S. Vinton, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6545 for the 
relief of Johanna litzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6546) for the relief of F. 
W. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6547) for the relief of the administrator of 
J. L. Combs—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6548) to place Maj. Robert P. Barry on the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 6549) for the relief of I. Calvin 
Fox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON; A bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of the 
roan representatives of Massalon Whitten—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 6551) for the relief of the 
Enterprise Manufacturing Company, Akron, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of graphical Union, 
No. 49, of Denver, Colo., favoring the establishment of postal 
telegraph system and Government control of telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Army Executive and Memorial 
Association of the State of Colorado, in favor of the ceding by the 
United States tothe State of Colorado of the Fort Lyon reserva- 
tion, to be used for the establishment of a soldiers and sailors’ 
home thereon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of F. G. Berger and 50 others, 
of Seneca, Kans., together with resolutions of Seneca Camp, No, 
614. Modern Woodmen of America, in favor of fraternal society 
and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of R. H. Wilbur and others, in 
the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COMMINGS: Petition of the New York Tobacco Ex- 
change in favor of amending section 26 of the tariff law of 1890 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of Red Rock Council, O. U. F., 
of Lynn, Mass., in favor of admitting fraternal journals to the 
same privileges as other second class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of Clay Center 
(Nebr.) Camp. No. 176), of Modern Woodmen of America, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer biil—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.HAYES: Petition of citizens of Center Junction, Iowa, 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee onthe 
Post-Oltice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
William B. Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCALL: Petition of B. H. Welsh and 21 other citi- 
zens of Somerville, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bili—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Port-Roads. 

By Mr. McKAIG: Petition to accompany bill for the relief of 
J. Calvin Fox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers toaccompany claim of Sarah A. 
Skinner—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of 70 citizens of Williamsburg, N. 
V., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bili—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: Resolutions of Monroe 
Union, No. 738, E. A. H.; of Toronto Union. No. 859, E. O. U.; 
of the Grand Lodge Ancient Order United Workmen; of Amer- 
ican Lodge, No. 205, Ancient Order United Workmen, and pe- 
titions of 24 members of Friends Council, No. 6, Royal Tem- 
pan of Temperance; of Webster Tent, No. 193, Knightsof the 

faccabees, and 89 other residents of the Thirty-first Congres- 
sional district of the State of New York, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 51 residents of South Greece, praying for 
the passage of an act for the regulation of the traffic in oleo- 
ma e—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

50, petition of 115 members of Webster Grange, No. 436, 
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signed by master and secretary, praying for the passage of an 
actregulating the traffic in oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition signed by the faculty of the University of Roch- 
ester, N. Y., requesting that the United States prohibit lottery. 
matters heing brought within the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of citizens of Waverly, 
Humphreys County, Tenn., requesting that the National Build- 
ing and Loan Association, etc., be exempt from operation of in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 4, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO WHEAT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secret: of Agriculture, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of February 12, 1894, relative to the wheat 
supply in the United States on March 1, 1893, and other infor- 
mation in regard to the export and consumption of that article; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BATE presented a petition of Tullahoma Lodge, No. 75, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Tullahoma, Tenn., and 
a petition of the Royal Arcanum of Tennessee, praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. - 

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of A. W. Jacobs and sundry 
other citizens of Delavan; of W. W. Dehler and sundry other 
citizens of Sylvan Grove; of J. D. Smith and sundry other citi- 
zens of Newton; of J. F. Hooper and sundry other citizens of 
Fairview; and of J. H. Williams and sundry other citizens of 
Leoti, all in the State of Kansas, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Cushenberry, E. W. 
Majors, and sundry other citizens of Girard, Kans., praying for 
the imposition of a tax on corporate and individual incomes, and 
that the tax on distilled spirits be increased to $1.50 per gallon; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Alfred Pratt, T. H. Williams, 
and sundry other citizens of Hamilton County, Kans., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5245, providing for an irriga- 
tion survey of the Great Plains; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MARTIN. I present the petition of Le Grand Byington, 
of Iowa City, Iowa, praying for the adoption of sundry constitu- 
tional amendments in the interest of a better form of Govern- 
ment. I move that the petition be printed and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented a memorial of the pastors of the 
Baptist churches of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating against the 
adoption of an amendment to the poe of the Constitution 
of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Camp No. 1021, Modern 
Woodmen of America, of Bloomington, III., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Bloomington, III., praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. ? : 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Centralia Lodge, No. 190, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Centralia, Mo., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Den- 
ver, Colo., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law, to prohibit the fining and imprison- 
ment of individuals for violations of such law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


PETITION OF PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE, 


Mr. QUAY. I presenta petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of adequate duties 
on sugar. As Philadelphia has some $30,000,000 invested in this 
industry, and as the petition is very brief, I should be glad to 
have it read and dates in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the petition 
will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks for the reading of a petition. 

Mr. QUAY. It is a petition of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Philadelphia relative to the imposition of additional duties 
upon sugar, refined and raw. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator wants it printed asa document 
I have no objection, but I object to its being read at the desk or 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire, if the Secretary will return it to me, to 
explain the petition, which I will do by reading it. . 
Mr. PLATT and Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. QUAY). You will not 

be allowed to do that. 

Mr. QUAY. I have aright to explain the contents of the pe- 
tition. It is a petition of the Board of Trade of the city of Phil- 
adelphia, an association of gentlemen of the very highest respect- 
RoR engaged in mercantile and other business in that city. 

reads thus: 


PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE, 
Drexel Building, Philadelphia, March 31, 1594. 


The Philadelphia Board of Trade, through its committee on domestie pro- 
ductions, respectfully asks the attention of the Senators and Representa- 
tives of Pennsylvania to the fact 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
will suspend until the question of order is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. The rule requires that a brief statement of a 

tition or memorial shall be made to the Senate. It can not 

read at length, neither by the Senator presenting it nor by 
the Secretary; nor can it be printed in the RECORD without 
unanimous consent. If it is yielded to in one instance, I should 
not feel warranted in objecting to every memorial being read 
and the RECORD being encumbered by all the petitions and me- 
moriais that come to us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask for the reading of the rule to which 
the Senator from Tennessee refers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rule is undoubtedly exscely as stated 
by the Senator from Tennessee, but I suggest to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that immediately after the routine morning 
business is concluded he can make some remarks on anything 
which happens to be before the Senate, and read the petition as 
part of his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is an 5 method of evading and 
violating the rule, but I think the Senator from Rhode Island is 
ried That course may be resorted to if any Senator chooses 
to do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the rule be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read. 
i The Secretary read the fourth paragraph of Rule VII, as fol- 

Ows: 

Every petition or memorial shall be signed by the 2 or memo- 
rialist and have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its contents, and shall 
be presented and referred without debate. But no petition or memorial, or 
other paper. signed by citizens or subjects of a foreign power shall be re- 
ceived, unless the same be transmitted to the Senate by the President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Chair and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will allow me, I do not see that the rule states that peti- 
tions shall not be read. It simply says that a petition shall be 
presented and referred without debate. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has attempted no debate. The rule does not say that 
a petition shall not be read. It says that a petition shall have 
indorsed upon it a brief statement of its contents, and so far as 
we know that is the case with this petition. I should like to 
have the Senator from Tennessee point out where the rule is 
which he announces with such gravity—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The rule that has just been read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will wait a moment, I ask 
him to point out anything in the rule which has just been read 
which says that if a petition is properly signed and briefly in- 
dorsed the Senator presenting it shall not read it. I do not see 
it in the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no express prohibition, I grant, but 
the rule prescribes the method of dealing witha petition, which 
is by a brief statement, and not by reading it either at the clerk’s 
desk or by the Senator presenting it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Chair allow me one word fur- 


ther? + 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The rule being complied with, that there 
shall be a brief statement upon the petition of its contents, which 
itis to be presumed was done in this case, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is not prohibited by any rule whatever from read- 
ing the petition. He is prohibited from debating it after it has 
been read. While I am willing to take thé commentary of the 
Senator from Tennessee under ordinary circumstances the same 
as a rule itself, I am not willing to do so in this case.. I submit 
that under the rule, so far asthe language of the rule goes every 
Senator has a right to read a petition in full ifit has the proper 
indorsement. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask for a decision of the question raised as to 
my right to read the petition, it being properly indorsed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the views of 
Senators on the question. 

Mr. PLATT. 255 I be permitted a word? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will be very glad to hear 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Isee no order in the rale that a petition shall 
not be read, nor do I suppose that a single objection can prevent 
the reading of a petition. If an ob ection is made, it seems to me 
it is a question for the Senate to determine whether the peti- 
tion shall be read. 

Mr. VEST. It is never a very pleasant thing to object to the 
request of a Senator that a petition from his constituency may 
be read. It has been my duty on one or two occasions—one, I 
distinctly remember, to object because a Senator saw proper to 
enter into an argument as to a pending issue before the Senate 
under the guiss of presenting a petition. ï take it for granted 
that the meaning of the rule is very distinct. It is in the in- 
terest of saving time and to prevent an abuse that could be 
easily inflicted by any Senator upon this body. ; 

The rule requires that a petition shall be accompanied by a 
brief statement of the nature of the petilion. Anyone can ap- 
preciate very easily how an abuse of the rule would absorb all 
the time and attention of this body. Petitions have been 
brought here which would fill a wheelbarrow. 

Is it possible that a Senator could stand here and read or re- 
quire the officers of the body to read such petitions with all the 
signatures, and take up one week's time of the body? Is that 
the meaning of the rule? What did the framers of it mean when 
they said a brief statement of the contents should be indorsed 
upon every petition or memorial? It was based upon the idea 
of the sacred right of petition, as our fathers termed it; not that 
this abuse should be inflicted upon the Senate; not thatthe Sen- 
ator should make it a vehicle for a speech on pressnting a peti- 
tion from his constituency, but that any citizen of the United 
States, or any number of citizens, could come here and petition 
this body for legislation and their representatives could in a 
brief statement bring the matter before the attention of the Sen- 


ate. N 
Now, the rule ought to be observed or it ought to be abrogated. 
If one Senator can do this, as a matter of course every member 
of the body can avail himself of the same privilege. The Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania presents a petition. Idonot know what 
it is, but coming from that locality I take it that it is an attack 
upon the pending tariff bill. I could present to-morrow and have 
read a petition from my constituency in favor of the bill, or as 
the Serator from Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN] says, 40 or 100 
titions; and so we would indulge in this game of shuttlecock 
rom one side of the Chamber to the other under the pretense 
of presenting petitions for legisiation from our constituents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are some circumstances at the present 
time surrounding this class of petitions which, while itdoes not 
take them out of the strict letter of the rule, certainly should 
lead the Presiding Officer and the Senate to construe the rule 
in its spirit very liberally. The majority of the Senate Finance 
Committee have selected certain interests of their own to be 
heard upon the tariff question, and have by theiraction precluded 
any possibility of any other class of people being heard, either 
before the committee or before the Senate. Under these cir- 
cumstances to deny the right of the reading of the petitions in 
the Senate is to deny the right of petition. I hope that the 
Senate—a majority of the Senate atleast—will be extremely lib- 
eral in their construction of the rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am very glad to see the 
Senator from Rhode Island exercising that candor for which he 
is justly proverbial, when he admits that under the rule the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has no right to demand the reading of 
the petition. As a member of the Committee on Rules, I ex- 
pected nothing less from the Senator frum Rhode Island. He is 
too good a parliamentarian and too expert in the interpretation 
of plain Anglo-Saxon not to know, and too honest not to admit, 
that under the rule a Senator has no right to demand the read- 
ing of a petition. 

would warn the Senate of the dilemma into which it might 
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be betrayed, amounting toan absurdity. I could now send to 
the clerk's desk, upon the call for petitions and memorials un- 
der the order of morning business, enough petitions and memo- 
rials upon the subject of the pending tariff bill to keep the Sen- 
ate here listening to the clerk’s reading them for the next four 
days. If it were the purpose of anybody here to resort to dila- 
tory tactics, or what is denominated filibustering maneuvers, 
this would be the most efficacious method that could possibly be 
suggested; for I doubt not that I am inside of the mark when I 
say that if all the petitions pro and con upon the pending tariff 
bill were read in extenso from the desk the ides of June would be 
here before the Senate would ever have one hour or one minute 
to devote to any other business. 

It can not be denied that the rule does not say in express terms 
that a petition shall not be read at the clerks desk. There is 
no necessity for any inhibition of the sort. The rule does pro- 
vide what shall be done with a petition when presented, and the 
limitation ends with the privilege granted by the express terms 
of the rule, and that is,as stated by the Senator from Tennessee 
anithe Senator from Missouri, that it shail be accompanied by 
a brief statement, simply indicating to the Senate the purpose 
and drift of the petition. Then it is referred to the committee 
that appropriately has charge of the meas re to which it relates, 
and there it receives its proper consideration. But the Ssnator 
from Rhode Island admits, what I take it every parliamentarian 
will have to admit, that under the rule as it stands to-day it is 
not the right of the Senator from Pennsylvania to demamd the 
reading of the petition. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have no question in my 
mind at all but that the rule which has been read in the hearing 
of the Senats prohibits the reading at length, either by a Sena- 
tor or at the desk, of any petition that may be presented to the 
body. By inference that is prohibited, and the Senator present- 
ing a petition is confined to the making of a brief statement of 
its contents. Of course, what is a brief statement of the contents 
of a petition must be left very largeiy to the discretion of the 
Senator who presents it. I know of no method by which he can 
be curtailed even if in- the opinion of Senators or of the Senate 
or of the Presiding Officer his statement should be verbose 
rather than brief. I have no question but that the rule is that 
he shall confine himself to a brief statement, and a desire to con- 
form to the rule would prevent any violation of the rule by in- 
direction. 

But whena paper of this kind is presented to the body as this 
has been, and handed to the clerks, it is a paper the reading of 
which I think can be called for by any member, and if objection 
is m ide to the reading of the paper, then it cin be decided bya 
vote of the Senate. The President of the Senate now in the 
Chair will undoubtedly remember a discussion over this very 
matter during the extrasession, in which the question as to what 
another rule might mean came up. That the papers when ob- 
jected to might be read by a vote of the majority of the Senate 
is the substance of the rule. Now, what are the papers that may 
be read in this fashion? Not a newspaper article. That can 
only be read by the Senator himself, making it a part of his re- 
marks. Not an extract froma book. Thatisnotapaper within 
the meaning of the rule to which I advert. The paper must be 
something that is incident to the business of the body, or it must 
be something of a public nature—an act of Congress—some paper 
that is official from one of the Departments, or a paper incident 
to the business of the body; and that I take this to be. I think 
it then comes under the rule laid down very closely by Cushing: 

Bes les papers of the description above referred to j 

That is to say, bills and resolutions that are up for a vote of 
the body— 
which in fact make 2 part of the question before the House, there are other 
documents of a public nature, accessible to everybody, as acts of Parliamen 
journals of the House, proclamations and papers. private or official, receiv 
or ordered by the House, etc., which members desire to have read for the in- 
formation of the House, either with reference to some question then pend- 
ing, or for the purpose of laying a foundation for further proceedings; and, 
in all such cases, as well as in reference to papers, involved in a pending 


8 which have already been once read, the reading must be on motion 
and vote. 


It seems to me that this petition, being presented to the body 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania and handed to the Secretary, 
is one of the papers the reading of which can not be had when 
objected to except by a majority vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. r. President, I do not quite agree with my 
friend from Nebraska. Rule VII prescribes the exact method of 
dealing with a petitionor memorial. Another rule refers to the 
reading of papers, evidently papers other than petitions and 
memorials. I do not know what the memorial which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has proposed to read is. So far as the 
Senator read it. he read it in so low a tone that I could not hear 
a word of What he said. But my object and purpose were to main- 
tain and enforce the rule, and not to encumber the RECORD with 
that or any other petition or memorial in violation of what I 


> 


conceive to be the proper construction of the rule. I want to 
state, and I do so with absolute distinctness and certainty, that 
during the seventeen years which I have been here I have never 
heard the construction of thisrule questioned untilto-day. One 
ob,ection to the reading of a memorial or petition has n in- 
variably recognized as fatal to the prapor on to read it or print 
it in the RECORD; until this hour I have never heard that con- 
struction of the rule questioned by anybody upon this floor; and 
I think I can state with absolute confidence thatit has been the 
uniform ruling of the Chair that an objection to the reading of 
such a paper is fatal. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish 
he would address himself to a further proposition. I think he 
is perfectly right as to the construction of the rule that, if ob- 
jected to, it being a paper filed with the Senate pertaining to a 
question involving legislation and part of the files, as it becomes 
when it is handed to the Secretary, such paper can not be read 
if objected to, but is it not subject to be read under the other 
rule by a vote of a majority of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think not in the case of a petition or me- 
morial, for the reason that the rule specifically prescribes the 
method of de ding with such a paper. Then, another rule pre- 
scribes what shall be done when papers other than petitionsare 
sought to be read. I think one rule applies to petitions and 

- memorials and the other rule applies to papers other than peti- 
tions and memoriuls. : 

Mr.PLATT. I can not believe that the Senate by any rule it 
may have adopted has intended to cut itself off or has cut itself 
olf from the reading of any petition which it may desire to have 
read in this body. That it has passed a rule, the general effect 
of which is to have petitions presented without reading, is un- 
doubtedly true, because the business of the Senate could not s 
for the reading of all petitions; but the Senate has left to itse 
the power to discriminate as to what petitions it will have read 
and it has always discriminated in that it has universally ha 
read memorials and resolutions of the Legislature of a State. 

- Mr. HARRIS. That is under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no rule which requires the reading 
of memorials of a State Legislature or resolutions passed by as 
Legislature any more than thememorial or resolution of aboard 
of trade in Philadelphia: and if this rule cuts off the reading 
of a petition, it cuts off the the reading of the memorial of a 
State Legislature. If it has the construction to prevent the 
Senate from having the resolution of a board of trade read, it 
has the construction of preventing the Senate from having the 
memorial of the Legislature of a State read upon a single objec- 
tion. These two documents stand in no different position with 
regurd to the rule. 

This rule has not been invariably observed, for I remember 
that within three days the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the cit 
of Portland, if I am not mistaken, and asked to have them mead 
and they were read without objection. The resolutions of a 
board of trade or chamber of commerce in an important city or 
of a large number of people in a State stand upon somewhat dif- 
ferent groundsthan the petitionof a singleindividual. Nobody 
has any desire to have every petition of every individual read 
here, and the Senate would not permit it; but there is nothing 
in this rule which prohibits it any more than there is which 
prohibits the reading of a memorial of a Legislature. 

WhatI claim is, that when objection is raised, the Senate 
must certainly be held to have reserved to itself the right, if it 
chooses, to have the petition read. Otherwise weshould scarcely 
have any right of petition here; otherwise we might have the 
motion to prevail at once to throw all petitions in the waste bas- 
ket, and never have them referred to committees. I do not 
think the Senate has intended to deal with the right of petition 
in this way. Ido think that it has intended not to allow its 
record to be encumbered by all petitionsand every petition which 
may be presented here; but [ think it must have reserved to it- 

the right to have a petition read, if it so desires, and I do 
not see why, under this rule, it is not expressely provided that 
the Senate can determine that ae poe or any petition to 
which objection is made shall be read. 
Rue XI. 
OBJECTION TO READING A PAPER. 

Wen the reading of a paper is called forand objected to, it shali be deter- 
mined by a vote of the Senate, without debate. 

When this petition has been presented by the Senator from 
Pennsylvunia, is it not an official paper of the Senate? There 
is nothing in the rule which refers to the memorial of a Legis- 
lature which requires it to bə read. That rule refers to the 
printing of papers, and is as follows: 

RULE XXIX. 
PRINTING OF PAPERS, ETC. 

. ti rint document 5 other matter transmit- 

ted 1 oF ae Executive . —— W oly ar print memorials, peti- 


` 
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documents, or anyother paper, except bills of the Sen- 


tions, accom 
ate or House of ntatives, resolutions submitted by a Senator, com- 


munications from s or conventions, lawfully calied, of the 
respective States, and motions to print oY order of the stand or select 
committees of the Senate, shall, unless the Senate otherwise er, be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


All that rule says is that when a motion is made to print the 
memorial of a State Legislature the question of printing need 
not to be referred to the Committee on Printing. We have in- 
variably read, notwitanding this rule, the memorials of Legisla- 
tures of States, because, I suppose, it was taken for granted that 
a majority of the Senate thought in all such instances it was 
proper that such memorials and resolutions should be read. LI 
can notconceive that any rule has been passed here by which the 
Senate has deprived itself of the power of having read a resolu- 
tion, a memorial, or a petition when it thinks that that resolution 
or memorial or petition is of sufficient importance to have it 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, we are now proceeding under 
Rule VII, in the regular. order of business as laid down by that 
rule and that is the presentation of petitions and memorials.” 
We have not reached that order of business when it becomes a 
part of the consideration to have a paper read; we are only in 
that part of the morning business for the presentation of peti- 
tions and memorials,” What can be done in this order of pro- 
ceeding? Nothing, but receive petitions and memorials under 
the rule prescribed for the reception and disposition of petitions 
and memorials. The part of the rule which refers to the read- 
ing of a paper is therefore not intended to apply to the recep- 
tion of petitionsand memorials, because no paper can be offered 
to be read during this order of business set apart for the recep- 
tion of petitions and memorials. 

The reading of papers, when objected to or not ob‘ected to, 
arises in a different order of business as laid down by the rules, 
and petitions can not be presented in that part of the order of 
business prescribed by the rules 3 for the e a 
paper. Therefore, that of the rule which provides that a 
paper may b> read, and, if objected to, read by order of the Sen- 
ate, does no apply to petitions at all. When the Senate by its 
rules provides how petitions shall be received and dis of, 
it follows under the universal rule of construction of all laws, 
parliamentary, constitutional, and statutory, that the expression 
of one thing excludes every other thing. 

A petition can not be presented in this body except in the 
manner pointed out by the laws of the body. It is nota sound 
argument to say that the rules do not prohibit a petition being 
read. A petition can not get into the body except in the man- 
ner prescribed by its own rule. When it gets here, it is subject 
to the rules prescribed—thatis, it must be referred in obedience 
to the manner prescribed. It must be received, a brief expla- 
nation of the Senator offering it be had, and then it must be ap- 
propriately referred. 

M r. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret that my brief in- 
quiry should have occasioned such a lengthy debate or made 
such a learned discussion necessary. 

It may ba-that the practice has grown up under this rule of 
prohibiting Senators from reading petitions, but certainly it is 
a construction of the rule, and nothing in the language of the 
rule itself. The rule itself has one añirmative proposition and 
one negative proposition. The negative proposition is that the 

tition shall be presented without debate. That means noth- 

in addition to what is contained in the petition; it means 
nothing else, and it excludes caper else. 

The affirmative proposition of the rule is that the petition 
shall have a brief statement of its contents indorsed thereon. 
That is clearly for the convenience of the clerks of this body, in 
order that there may be, £o to a brief title to the petition 
contained on the petition, which is the only deserptiion of the 
petition which is to go into the RECORD. 

Mr. President, that is all there is to the rule—an affirmative 
statement that there shall be an indorsement upon the petition, 
and a negative statement that there shall not be debate in con- 
nection with its presentation. But I say now, as I said when I 
interrupted the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], that 
there is nothing in the rule itself which provides that a petition 
shall not be read upon peneme 

I repeat what I said in the ing. It may be that such a 
custom has grown up under the rule, but it is not in the rule 
itself; it is something which has grown out of the enforcement 
of the rule. 

I was induced to rise, Mr. President, only because the Senator 
from Tennessee, as I understood, in that way of his, 
which becomes him so much and which pleases and gratifies us 


all, announced that the rule forbade the reading of a petition. 
I did not understand that it forbade the reading of a petition 
then, and I do not understand that it forbids the ofa 


petition now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The decision of this question de- 


1894. 


— — 


n the construction given to the fourth clause of the 
ule VIL, which provides: 

4. Every petition or memorial shall be signed by the petitioner or memo- 
rialist and have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its contents, and shall 
be presented and referred without debate. 

This rule of the Senate was evidently enacted in the interest 
of economizing the time of the Senate. The Chair in constru- 
ing the rule is compelled to sustain the point of order made by 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. QUAY. Is it the decision of the Chair that I am per- 
mitted to make a brief statement of the contents of the memo- 


nds u 


rial? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the custom has 
been for a Senator presenting a petition or memorial to make 
a brief statement of its contents if he desires to do so. 

Mr. QUAY. Waiving ali question, then, Mr. President, of 
the right of petition and bowing without appeal to the decision 
of the Chair, I will mention briefly that this is a petition from 
the Philadelphia Board of Trade, one of the strongest commer- 
cial organizations in the country, composed of gentlemen of 
high intelligence, large wealth, and great respectability. Itre- 
lates to the duties upon sugar. It sets forth the ideas of these 
gentlemen that under the proposed tariff of $1.38+ per 100 pounds 
all sugar above 95 degrees nee pe test, or above No. 16 Dutch 
standard, can be imported, and that this, in their judgment, 
would stimulate this importation of loaf and granulated sugars 
in large quantities. F 5 

The petitioners mention also the fact that under the tariff of 
1890 granulated sugar to-day is being supplied to the eitizens of 
the United States at 44 cents per pound, a price below that of 
any other country in the world, with the possible exception of 
England, which may be slightly lower. They say further that 
the capital, as I have already stated 

Mr. FARRIS. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me 
tousk him if he thinks the reading of that memorial, after the 
ruling of the Chair, is the“ brief statement” required by the 
rules? Isimply want the Senator to decide that question for 
himself. 


self. 

Mr. QUAY. It is a very brief statement that I am about to 
malte, as the Senator from Tennessee will bear me witness when 
I have concluded; and I beg to say that I am not literally read- 
ing the memorial which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. HARRIS. I supposed the Senator was reading it. 

Mr. QUAY. No, sir. ) 

As I have already stated when presenting the petition, the 
capital invested in the refining of sugar in the city of Philadel- 
phia is in excess of $ 0,000,000, and by means of the industry em- 
ployment is given to 6,000 workmen, with familiesaveraging five 
or six personsapiece dependi be ps them for support. There- 
fore there are some 30, 000 people dependent upon the industry in 
that city, whose interestsare represent d tosome extent by these 
gentlemen in the presentation of this memorial. 

In view of that fact, the committee of the board of trade say 
that they are of the opinion that the duty chargeable on all 
sug ir above 93 degrees polariscope test, or No. 16 Duteh stand- 
ard, should not be less than 1.26 cents, and ose-quarter of a cent 
per pound in addition, or say, $1.51 per hundred pounds. 

They mention that in their judgment any less duty than this 
willd sip the business of r g sugar at the port of Phiia- 
delphia, where, as I say, there are $30,000,000 capital invested, 
and through which port 500,000 tons of sugar pass annually. 

If the destruetion of American refineries is accomplished, 
there will be sudden advances in the price of loaf and granulated 
sugar to a very large extent. The petitioners suggest also that 
whereas other countries are now paying an export bounty on 
sugar and are actively exerting themselves in this body and 
elsewhere to secure the American markets, any bill passed b 
this Congress should contain a clause providing that the addi- 
tional bounty paid by any nation should be met by a sufficient 
duty upon export bounty sugar when imported into this country. 

This Mr. President, is the sum and substance of the petition 
which I have the honor to present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask, if in order, to have the indorsement 
on the petition read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The indorsement on the petition 
will be read. 

The Seeretary read as follows: | 


Petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the imposi- 
tion of adequate duties on sugars. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill to which the petition re- 
fers having been reported, the petition will lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill S. 1442) to provide for the enlargement and 
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improvement of the United States Naval Hospital, Brooklyn, 
N. V., submitted a report thereon, and asked to be dischar; 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Appropri- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill S. 1201) for the relief of the suiierers by the wreek of the 
United Statessteamship Tallapoosa, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, towhom was 
referred the bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1834) to require patents to be is- 
sued to land actually settled under the act entitled“ An act to 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unset- 
tled part of the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842, 
Re dai it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom w -8 referred 
the bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 
Mo., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill S. 313) n funds 
for investigations and tests of American timber, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 310) reconveying to the original grant- 
ors the title to certain lands in the State of Louisiana conveyed 
by them to the United States, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendmentsubmitted by himself on the 
ist of March last, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, reported it. favorably and moved 
that it be referred to tha Committee on Appropriations and 
printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. I am direeted by the Committee on Publie 
Lands, to whom was referred the (S. 819) providing for the 
survey of the land described in an act of Congress 2 
July 5, 1866, granting the land therein mentioned to the State 
of Oregon, to aid in tha construction of a military w road, 
which land was subsequently, on the 24th day of October, 1866, 
granted by the State of Oregon to the Willamette Valley and 
Cascade Mountain Wagon Ro d Company, to submit an adverse 
report thereon and to move the indefinite postponement of the 
bill for the reason that another bill has been recommended by 
the committee covering the same matter. 

‘The report was to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 72) to permit Ca: 

T. O. Selfridge, jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration 
conferred upon him by the Presideut of the Republic of France, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. HOAR, on the 3d instant, intended 
to be proposed fo the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill 
reported it without amendment, and moved that it be rinted 
and ee to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 

reed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 84) for the relief of Robert 
Travila for loss of carbine in the late war, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent at 
White Earth Indian Agency, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself, March 
12, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that Pi be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1855) to provide for the 
closing of part of an alley in square 622, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D.C., and for the relief of the president and directors of 
Gonzaga College; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1856) granting a 
Mary Ann Lafferty; which was read twice by its ti 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1857) granting an honorable 
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discharge to William B. Barnes; which was read twice by its | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read at length, 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1858) to grant an honorable 
discharge to George S. Raymond, late captain Company G, Six- 
ty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 1859) for the relief of the 
owners of the steamer Leesburg; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to bo proposed 
by him to thesundry civilappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public ds,and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ He also presented an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committ e on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. > 
7 Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BERING SEA AWARD. 


Mr. MORGAN. Task that the vote be reconsidered by which 
an order was made yesterday to print certain papere coming 
from the President of the United States in regard to the Bering 
Sea tribunal: and I ask that the papers may be allowed to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations without an order 
to print, as they have to be edited before the printing can be 


done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and it will 
be so ordered. i 

TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. IJ ask an order from the Senate for the 
Vice-President to appoint the conferees that were directed yes- 
terday at the further conference upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill 151 R. 3606) to require railroad com- 

ies operating railroads in the Territories over a right of way 
granted by the Government to establish stations and depots at 
all town sites on the lines of said roids established by the In- 
terior Department. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BERRY, 
M . BLACKBURN, and Mr. PETTIGREW were appointed. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business that order is closed and the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to re lall laws author- 
izing or 8 the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
vue issues in future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtained. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yesterday, on my request, the Senate took 
up the bill (S. 1630) to more effectually suppress gambling in 
the District of Columbia, and after the bill and the amendment 
reported by the committee had been read its further considerit- 
tion was e to by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON], and it went over until this morning. The Senator 
from New Jersey has withdrawn his ob ection, and as the bill is 
short and has been read L ask that it may now be considered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield for that purpose, 


BOOKMAKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Lask unanimous consent for the consider- 


ation of the bill 1 have indicated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1680) to more 
effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia. 


and the question is on the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, which was read yesterday. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire rise to the amendment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; but I desire to discuss the merits of 
the bill, and I can do that, perhaps, quits as well upon the ques- 
tion of the passage of the bill if theamendment shall be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 

That the provisions of the act of Congress approved the 31st day of Janu- 
bn 45 1833, entitled , An act to more effectually suppress gambling in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” and also the i ovisions of the act of Congress approved 
the 24 day of March, 1891, entitled An act to prevent bookmaking and pool- 
selling in the District of Columbia.” shall not apply to bookmaking at the 
spring and fall meotings at the Bennings and Ivy City race tracks when such 
meetings are held by organizations duiy incorporated under the laws of the 
District of Columbia: Provided, That such meetings shall be held only be- 
tween the Ist day of March and the 15th day of December in any year, and 
shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each: And provided further, That 
there shall be but one spring meeting and but one fall meeting at each of the 
above-named tracks in any one year. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that amendment ought to be 
printed, and then we ought to have an opportunity to examine it. 
Ifthe consideration of the bill can be ovjected to now, I shall object. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The bill has been twice read, yesterday and 
the day before, and the amendment has been read. It is neces- 
sary for the bill to para the House of Representatives, and if 
passed at all it should be done at once. 

Mr. TELLER. IfI understand it, the bill comes in with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes; and the amendment has been printed 
for two days. — 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it a committee amendment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is a committee amendment. The pur- 
pose of the amendment is to regulate racing in the District of 
Columbia, so that bookmaking will be allowed on the tracks and 
nowhere else, and it prohibits winter racing in the District of 
Columbia. The committee has carefully considered the subject, 
and thinks it very important that the bill should pass. 

Mr. DOLPH. Do I understand the amendment which has 
2 172 read is a committee amendment, to be substituted for the 

7 A 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know much about this bill, but it 
seems to be an important one. I did not know of the amend- 
ment until this moment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The sub’ect has been given a great deal 
of care by the committee, and they have gone over it two or 
or three times. The committee think the bill covers the ground 
thoroughly. i 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I can make a brief statement to the 
Senator from Colorado that will ke satisfactory to him. ; 

Mr. TELLER. All right. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill simply authorizes racing by organ- 
ized associations in the spring and fall, no meeting extending 
beyond eighteen days, and but the two meetings annually on 
each of the race tracks in the District known as Bennings and. 
Ivy City. That is all of the bill except that it authorizes pool 
selling on the track pending the races. : 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall withdraw my objection; for I do not 
know anything about the bill and will let it go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator rise to the ques- 
tion of concurring in the amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. I objet tothe amendment. I objected tothe 
consideration of the bill in the first place, but concluded to 
withdraw my objection with the expectation of repeating my 
reasons for it when the bill should be presented to the Senate. 

Iam not sufficiently familiar with the nomenclature of the 
race track to express myself intelligently perhaps upon the bill, 
but as I regard it, Mr. President, it proposes to relieve two 
classes of gamblers from the operation of existing statutes relat- 
ing to the general subject of gambling, That being my under- 
standing of the object of the bill. I should not feel that I was 
doing my duty properly if I sab quietly by and let such a bill 
pass without entering my protest against it. : 
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I do not believe that the respectability of a gambler should 
shield him from the due penalties of the law. The little fellow 
who gambles for $15 or $20 around about the hotel corridors we 
send to prison, we ostracise him from society, we regard him as 
a man not worthy to be associated with; but men who will gam- 
ble for hundreds and thousands and even for millions of dollars 
are esteemed honest. It seems to me that the whole country is 
becoming debauched with this spirit of gambling, and I simply 
enter my protest against the passage of a bill which in any way 
recognizes it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,a few weeksago the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, of which I have the honor 
to be a member, ordered reported a bill very 8 milar to the bill 
that is now under consideration. I took exception to the report 
at the time and filed a minority report in behalf of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] and myself, which I shall ask to 
have read in a moment as part of my remarks. 

I do not think that the present bill in any wiseovercom?s the 
objection I then found to the bill that the committee acted fa- 
vorably upon, and I will say that the vote in committee oa the 
present bill, or the amendment to the bill that was then ordered 
to be reported, was taken at a time when I was absent from the 
committee by my own fault, it is true, and I had not an opportu- 
tunity to enter my protest: gainst this report when it was made. 

I shall now ask that the views of the minority of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia be read, after which I desire to add 
asingle word. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read the views of the minority, submitted 
March 13, 18%, as follows: - 


The undersigned. a minority of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, beg leave to respectfully dissent from the favorable report on the bill 
(S. 1680, “to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Colum- 
bla.“ for the following reasons: 

On the 3ist day of January, 1 

“That every person who shall 
any gambling table, or any house, vessel, or place on land or water for the 
2 of gaming, or gambling device commonly called A. B. C., faro-bank, 

G., roulette, equality, keno, thimbles, or little joker,’ or any kind of 
gambling table or gambling device adapted, devised, and designei for the 

urpose of playing any game of chance for money or property, or who shall 

duce, entice, or permit any person to bet or play at or upon any such gam- 
ing table or gambling device, or on the side or against the 1 per thereof, 
shall,on conviction, be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be pun- 
ished by imprisonment for a term of not more tha. ten years." 

That law is still in force, and doubtless does much toward suppressing 
gambling in the District of Columbia. 

On the 21 any of March, 1891, an act was approved entitled An act to pre- 
vent bookmaking and pool selling in the District of Columbia,” the first sec- 
tion of which provides— ` 

hat it shall be unlawful for any person or association of persons in the 
cities of Wasaington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, or within 
said District within 1 mile of the boundaries of said cities, to bet, gamble, 
or make books or pools on the result of any trotting race or running race of 
horses, or boat race, or race of any kind, or on any election or any contest 
of any kind, or game of baseball.“ 

It is claimed that it wasthe intention of the last-named act to permit book- 
making and 1l selling on race tracks located more than 1 mile from the 
boundaries of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and the language 
of the act seems to justify that construction. It did not, however. modify 
or repeal the act of January 31, 1883, and bookmaking and poo! selling con- 
tinue to b> prohibited under that act. The present hill in its amended form 
will modify the act in question sufficiently to permit gambling on race 
tracks situated I mile from the boundaries of said cities. 


an act was approved which provides— 
the District of Columbia set up or keep 


We are of opinion that the principle emoodied in the act of January 31, 
1883, is a wholesome and wise provision. It absolutely prohibits gambling 
by cards and o:herwise in all parts of the District of Columbia. The poor 
man who is caught ata game of policy, keno. roulette, or any other of the 
well-known devices of the common gambling fraternity, is punished se- 
verely; but in the face of that the present bill, misnamed A bill to more 
effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia,” proposes to 
legalize gau:bling on race tracks in the interest of the rich and the profes- 
sicnal sporting element of the community. We believe the propo: legis- 
lation is vicious in TASo: and for that reason dissent from the report of 
the committee, and recommend that adverse action be taken on the bill 
when it comes before the Senate for consideration. 

J. H. GALLINGER. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate but a single moment in further opposition 
to the pending bill. My views are so clearly expressed in the 
minority report that it is unnecessary for me to add more than 
a single word. 

We have in the District of Columbia a very strict and effica- 
cious law against gambling. It prohibits the poor man from en- 
gaging in games of chance under very severe penalties. I have 
reason to believe that the law is being very successfully edmin- 
istered and that the vice of gambling is reduced to a minimum 
in the District. The law applies not only to the ordinary games 
such as policy, and roulette, and keno, and I suppose poker 
games with which other Senators are perhaps more familiar 
than I am), but it likewise prohibits gambling on race tracks, 
gambling by rich men, the society men and women, the people 
who stake large sums of mo ey upon the chance of horse races, 
not one race in a hundred of them very likely being honesily 
conducted, which encourages vice and, in my judgment, does 
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more to sap the foundations of morality so far as this question is 
concerned than all the gambling that is engaged in by the poor 
inen of this District. 

It is proposed by the pending bill to name two certain associ- 
ations which may for the space of thirty six days in each year 
permit gambling on race tracks, and hence to that extent it is 
a nepa of the existing stitute. I do not believe the people of 
the District of Columbia are prepared to encourage legislation 
of thiskind. There hasbeen no petition praying for thischange 
in the law. The citizens of the District have not asked for it, 
and I do not believe the citizens of the District desire it. But, 
certain racing corporations, certain men who are interested in 
trials of speed, more particularly as I look upon it for the rea- 
son that it encourages what they call a good time and permits, 
if this legislation is enacted, gambling in its worst form, are 
here urging that the law shall be amended as is proposed. New 
Jersey has driven from its borders this class of men. Almost 
ores State in the American Union is prohibiting this sort of 


ing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
name any State in the Union of forty-four States, except New 
Jersey, that prohibits it? > 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am very clear that I could do so if I 
anaga refer to the statutes. I know that my own State prohib- 

ts it. ` 

Mr. PLATT. And Connecticut. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ithink Connecticut prohibits it, and I 
am very sure almost all the States of the North do. New Jer- 
Sey has driven from its borders this class of men. They came 
here a few months ago and flaunter before the citizens of the 
District their purpose to conduct winter racing here in violation 
of law. The very track they occupied is included in the bill, 
and it is proposed now to legalize this gambling device. 

Mr. President, I believe it is vicious legislation; I believe it 
is wrong legislation, and I believe the Senate of the United 
States ought not to give it its approval. It is proposed that the 
races shall occur in May and December each year, which comes 
very near being winter racing, and that even the racing frater- 
nity, I believe, concede ought not tobe permitted. I read in the 
Star an evening or two ago, I think last evening, an editorial 
bearing on this question; and I submit that the newspapers of 
the District are very fair in dealing with all matters which con- 
cern the welfare of the city of Washington and the District of 
Columbia, The editorial to which I refer is as follows: 


Members of the National Legislature who are really interested in the wel- 
fare of the District of Columbia might well, in some of the frequent modifi- 
cations of the race-track bookmaking bill. amend it by limiting the book- 
making to months suitable for racing. December is unfit; so, ordinarily, is 
March. There shouid beabsolute prohibition of booxmaking except during 
months when pleasant posi 3 Weather may reasonably be expected. Rac- 
ing that is merely an excuse for bookmaking operations should be stop 
completely. Washington does not want and will not endure the location 
me br Mag on the fringe only of winter, of that all-the-year-around race 

mbling 
nited Sta 


Mr. President, I go further than the editor of that paper, be- 
cause I oppose the matter in toto, and trust the bill will be re- 
jected by the Senate. Having said this much, I shall content 
myself by recording my vote against it, trusting that the Sei- 
ate will second my demand for a yea-and-nay vote on this impor- 
tant question. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire, before he takes his seat. what is the present condi- 
tion of the law? Does the law now prevent bookmaking and 
winter racing? $ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Abzolutely, I will state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Under the existing law there is no possibility 


gang which was ignominiously defeated last winter by the 
tes district attorney. 


5 


for legal bookmaking at any season of the year? 
Mr. GALLINGER. There is none whatever. 
Mr. LODGE Then the bill proposes to legalize bookmaking 


during the period when it could not otherwise be carried on? 


Mr.GALLINGER. Itamends the existing law to that extent. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it occurs to me the bill ought 
not to passthe Senate. I move to strike out all of the substitute 
from the third line down to and including the word provided” 
in the thirteenth line; in line 13 to strike out the word “such” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘racing;” in the same line 
to strike outthe word ‘‘shall” and insert“ may;” in line 14 to 
strike out the word “ March” and insert ‘‘April;” in the s:me 
line to strike out the word `‘ fifteentb“ and insert flrst; in the 
fifteenth line to strike out the word“ any“ and insert each;“ 
in the same line, after the word year,“ to insert within the 
District of Columbia.“ and after the word each” in line 16 to 
strike out the additional proviso in the following words: 


And provided further, That there shall be but one spring meeting, and but 
one fall meeting at each of the above-named tracks in auy one year. 
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So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That racing meetings may be held only between the Ist 
day April and Ist day of December in each year within the District of Co- 
lumbia, ana shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each. i 

That, I understand, would leave the present law in force against 
bookmaking and prohibit all gambling upon the race tracks and 
in connection with racing. I know of no reason why a monopoly 
of racing in the racing season should be conferred upon some 
corporations organized under the laws of this District. 

r. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Neitherof theracing associations named 
in the bill was organized under the laws of the District. They 
were chartered by act of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. I stand corrected. I meant to say that they 
were chartered by act of Congress. I know of no reason why 
Congress should grant a monopoly of horse-racing to those as- 
sociations. It strikes me that about the only th ng Congress 
should do with reference to horse-racing is to prohibit gambling 
in connection with it, to prevent cruelty tothe animals engaged 
in it, and to hedge in that kind of amusement by laws mak 
it as harmless as possible. Tue amendment would leave the ex- 
isting laws in force in the District so that they could be enforced 

ainst bookmaking and all species of gambling in connection 
with race tracks. 

Mr. LODGE. Lask for the reading of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDRNT. The Chair will state the question. 
The question is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to the amendment agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be read. j 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the amendment so 
as to make the bill read: 


That racing meetings may be held only between the Ist day of April and 
ist day of December in each year within the District of Columbia, and shall 
not exceed a period of eighteen days each. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to inquire of the Senator from 
Nebraska if the amendment he proposes will leave the present 
law intact. I understand that the law now prohibits pool-selling 
anywhere in the District of Columbia, and these race tracksare 
located within the District. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is precisely right. 

Mr. MOPHERSON. The amendment allows race meetings 
simply and purely. 

r. ALLEN. Les, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And confers upon the associations no 
power to sell pools or conduct book- making at the race tracks? 

Mr. ALLEN. It prohibits book-making and every species of 

bling in connection with racing, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered. ` 5 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote“ yea” on the amendment. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called), I have a general 
p with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Not 

nowing how he would voteon this question, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], who is absent. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask if the junior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SmrrH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. . 
Mr. DUBOIS. Unless his colleague 72 MCPHERSON] can 
tell me how he would vote I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I can not inform the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH after having voted in the negative). I inquireif 
the senior Senator from Mass:chusetts{Mr. HOAR} has voted? 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he has 
not voted. 

Mr. PUGH. I have a standing pair with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], and as I do not know how he would 
vote, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative), I should 


like to inquire whether the junior Senator from South Carolina 
He has not voted, the Chair is in- 


[Mr. IRR] has voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formed. 


Mr. CAREY. Lask permission to withdraw my vote. Iam 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY}. 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


< YEAS—2. 

Aldrich, Dolph, McPherson, Perkins, 
Allen, Frye, ettigrew, 
Berry, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Piatt, 
Chandler, George, Morrill, ‘octor, 

Kyle, Pasco, Roach, 
Coke, Lodge, Poller, Teller. 

NAYS—21. 
Bate, Camden, Jones, Ark. 
Blackburn, vis, McMillan, Stewart, 
Blan $ Gibson, Manderson, est. 
Brice, Gorman, Martin, 
Butler, wi Mitchell, Wis, 
Call, Hunton, Power, 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Allison, Gray, MeLaurin, Stockbridge, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Turpie, a 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vance, 
Carey, Hawley, Palmer, Vilas. 
Cullom, H Pugh, Voorhees, 
Dani Yy, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, White, 
Dubois, Irby, Show ‘Wilson, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Smith, Wolcott. 
Gordon, Lindsay, Squire, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read as amended. 

9 — VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as amended will 
read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill and insert: 

That racing meetings may be held only between the Ist day of April and 
istday of December in each year within the District of Columbia, and shall 
notexceed a period of eighteen days each. 

The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as 
amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. x 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the biil 


pass? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY|, and with- 
hold my vote. If he were present I should vote yen.“ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS when his name was called). I am peog with. 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pee with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 32, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—-322. 
Aldrich, Gallingor, McPherson, ` Perkins, 
Alien, George, Martin, Platt, 
Bate, Gordon, Mills, Proctor, 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Ransom, 

Š Hawley, Morgan, ach, 

Chandler, Jones, Ark Morrill, Telier, 
Coke. Kyle, Pasco, Uns, 
Frye, Lodge, Peffer, Wilson. 

NAYS—I11. 
Biackburn, Camden, McMillan, Quay, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Vest. 
Butler, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. 

NOT VOTING—41. 
Allison, Dubois, Lindsay. Stewart, 
Brice, Paulimer, McLanrin, Stockbridge, 
Caffery, Gorman, Murphy, „ 
Cameron, Gray, Palmer, Vance. 
Carey, Hale, Petticrew, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hi 8. igh, White, 
Daniel, N Sherman, Wolcott, 
Davis, Hoar, Show 
Dixon, Irby, Smit! 
Dolph Jones, Nev. 
So the bill was passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: A bill to amend an act 
approved January 31, 1883, entitled: An act to more effectually 
suppress gambling in the District of Columbia,” and so forth. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


Mr. PEFFER. Task thatthe resolution submitted by me some 
dos ago bo laid before the Senate. 

Tuo VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]; which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or 3 tho Secretary of the Treasury to ue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
ae — pa future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtain 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. Prdsident, the time has come when it is 
necessary for the people to lay heavy hands on their public 
agents. It has become fashionable for men to procure office by 
means of false pretenses, and it has resulted in vicious legislation 
and destructive government, 

A national convention representing a great political party, in 
1888, pledged itself, its voters, its candidates, and its policy in 
these words: 


The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
money, and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its 
efforts to demonetize silver. 


Bimetallism was: proclaimed to bo an American doctrine— 
one that we had inherited and that we had adopted and practiced 
because it was to our interest to do so. And this great part 
1 through its regularly chosen channels of communi- 
cation with the voters of the country, says: 


We demand the use of both gold and silver as standard money.“ 


As ‘‘standard,” remember—standard money, which means the 
lawful money of the country, one standard made of two metals, 
as we had it continuously from the beginning of our Govern- 
ment until 1873—a bimetallic standard, gold and silver as one 
equal, full legal-tender money of ultimate payment. 

The people were taught to believe that this was a free-coinage 
platform, and they were led to believe that with the success of 
the Republican party would come a restoration of the monetary 
system we had before the fatal act of silver demonetization, Feb- 
ruary 12, 1873. 

In.a speech delivered in this Chamber on the 17th day of June, 
1890, the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr| used the 
following words, when referring to the attitude of his party in 
1888, with respect to the restoration of silver to its old place as 
a money metal: 

The open and avowed views of ex-Presfdent. Cleveland, while. they con- 
vinced nobody apparently, either in the Democracy or ont of it, were yet 
sufficient to pa: or the efforts of the friends of silver in both political par- 
ties to secure its recognition. Theday star of hope did not rise for us 
until the national convention of 1888. Then the Republican convention de- 
clared for sliver. It seems droll now to reca)l the enthusiasm created in tho 
far West in the last campaign. The Republican candidate for the Presidency 
had been in public life, but his utterances had not been many or particularly 
Important. + * But we hunted up the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and be- 
ing ardent and sanguine, and our hearts being illumined with hope, many of 
us found here and there a phrase or a sentence which indicated a friendly 
gesting for silver: And we labored among the f: ers in the valleysand on 


and with the toilers in the mining camps in themountain gulches 
and canyons with these as texts. 


The party was successful at the polls and its candidate for the 
Presidency was inaugurated March 4, 1889. An attempt was 
made to carry asilver-coinage bill through Congress and it ended 
in the enactment of what became known as the Sherman law, be- 
cause of a few words which the Senator of that name succeeded 
in getting incorporated in the body of the law which took out 
of it about all t there was vital in it. The great Senator 
whose name the law now bears can take to himself all the credit 
that is due for openly, and in the very face of the people’s pro- 
tests, thrusting aside his party pledges, and again defeating the 
popular will. 

When it was proposed in August, 1893, to repeal so much of 
the Sherman law as authorized the purchase of silver, a large 
majority of Republican Senators were found voting with their 
venerable leader to complete the work of destruction which he 
began twenty years before, and thus get rid of the last bit of leg- 
` islation that authorized the coinage of standard silver money. 

In 1892, with its platform record favoring silver money, this 
werful party, then in power, and having violated its pledges 
y the enactment of the Sherman law, held another national 
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convention, and announced its position on the money question 
in these words: 


The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of gold and silver as standard money. 


The party vote in both Horses of Congress on the repeal of 
the Sherman law is sufficient by way of comment, . 

The party promises and pledges in favor of silver money, but 
the party votes against it—an open, bold defiance of the popu- 
lar will in the interest of speculators who prey upon the sub- 
stance of the people. 

In 1884, the Democratic party in national convention assem- 
bled, officially said to the people: 

We believe in honest money, the gold aud silver coi: e of the Constitu- 
tion, and a circulating medium convertible into such medium without loss, 

With those words in its platform and with thefree-silvercoin- . 
age oratory of its speakers and the ‘‘ honest-money ” editorials 
of its newspapers writers, the party was successful in the elec- 
tion of that year. But the Administration of President Cleve- 
land was so hostile to the coinage and use of silver as money 
that not a word was said on the subject in the party platform of 
1888, and the party was defeated. 

Profiting by experience, the party pledged itself strongly in 
1892, when it declared its monetary policy in these words: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver. as the standard money ofthe 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver, without discrimination 
against either metal and without charge for minting. A 

That was intended to bo construed and it was construed to 
mean a free and unlimited gold and silver coinage decluration, 
and the party made a successful cam withit. But within 
four months after the new Presiden nauguration he calied 
Congress together in extraordinary session for the single pur- 

se of repealing the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, 
which the Ohio Senator had himself proposed to do by bill only 
a short time before. 

A Democratic House, elected on afree-coinage platform, gave a 
large majority vote in favor of supporting the President's gold 
monometallic doctrine, and a Democratie Senate, alike pledged to 
a free-coinage policy, violated its solemn party pledges and gave 
one-half its party vote in favor of discarding apolicy which had 
descended to it from the fathe s of the Republic. The Presi- 
dent and both Houses of Congress—all Democratic—united in an 
open betrayal of the people who intrusted them with power. 

In view of these facts, it is not surprising that the present Ad- 
ministration, aided and abetted. by the able and trusted financial 
leader of the Republicans—that subtle financior and monetary 
diplomat, whose footprints are clearly traceable in our fiscal 
legislation since 1869—the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] should brush the laws'aside and issue interest bear-, 
ing obligations of the Government with which to replenish a 
gold reserve that has been maintained without the mandate of 
law nearly twenty years and used as a fund for speculators to 
gamble with. 

After the approva of the act of May 31, 1878, there was no 
need of any redemption fund, and there has not been any legal 
requirement for such a fund since. 

That law was a short one, easily understood, and enacted in 
compliance with the almost unanimous desire of the people of 
the United States that our greenback currency should not be 
retired. 

That law reads: 

[Punta No. 65.] 
An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal- tender notes. 


Beit enacted by the Senaleand House of Representatives of the United States 
of Amarica in Congress assembled, That from and after the of this 
act it shall not be lawful for the Secre ary of the Treasury or other officer - 
under him to cancel or retire any more of the United States legal-tender 
notes. And when any of said notes may be redeemed or be received into 
the Treasury under any law from any source whatever and shall belong to 
the United States, they shall not bo retired. canceled. or destroyed, but 
thoy shall be reissned and paid out again and kept in circulation: ovided, 
That nothing herein shall p-ohibit the cancelation and destraction of mu- 
tilated notes and the issue of oiher notes of like denomination in thelr stead, 
as now provided by law. 

Allacts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

Approved May 31, 1878. 


There has.at all times been money enough in the Treasury to 
exchange for United States notes (greenbacks) as they were pre- 
sented for exchange. : 

Ihave here a table copied from the Statistical Abstract for 1892, 
showing the amountofgold money, coin and bullion, in the Treas- 
uryon the Ist day of July ineach year from 1879 to 1892, inclusive, 
showing that there was at all times an abundanceof money with 
which to redeem the greenbacks as they were presented with- 
out any extra drait for gold whatever, and these figures will 
show that over and above the amo int of the $100,000,000 reserve 
that is so frequently spoken of, there was an abundance of god 
with which to make this redemption. 
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The table is as follows: 


Amount of gold coin and bullion in the Treasury and gold certificates in the 
Ui States on July 1 of each year from 1879 to 1892, inclusive. 


From the report of the Seqetary of the Treasury.) 


Goldin Gold certificates— 
Treasury, in- 
July 1— Af 
. bul In Treasury. |Incirculation. Total 
$135, 236, 475 $133, 880 $15, 279, 820 $15, 413, 700 
126, 145, 40,700 7, 983, 900 8, 004, 600 
163, 171, 661 23, 400 5, 759, 520 5, 782, 960 
148, 506, 8, 100 5, 029, 020 5, 037, 120 
198, 078, 568 22,571, 270 59, 807, 370 82, 378, 640 
204,876, 594 27, 246, 020 71, 146, 640 98, 392, 660 
247, 028, 13, 593, 410 126, 729, 730 140, 323, 140 
232, 554, 55, 129, 870 76, 044, 375 131, 174, 245 
277, 979, 654 20, 261, 380 91, 225, 437 121, 486, 817 
B14, 705, 822 20, 928, 500 121, 094, 650 142, 023, 170 
303, 581, 937 86, 918, 323 117, 130, 229 154, 048, 552 
„304, 106 26, 732, 120 130, 830, 859 157, 562, 
„208, 32, 423, 360 120, 063, 069 152, 486, 429 
255, 706, 511 15, 530, 310 141, 093, 619 156, 623, 929 


Mr. President, I see that the hour of 2 0b elock is about to arrive, 
and J ask unanimous consent that the resolution may lie over, to 
be called up again to morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before Senate the unfinished business. The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] requests that the resolution 
may lie over, and that it þe again laid before the Senate to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. PEFFER. And that I may conclude my remarks then, 
during the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly there ought to be no objection to the 
rejuest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the resolution goes over I give 
notice of an amendment to the resolution. I propose to insert 
after the word “` practicable,” in the second and third lines of 
the resolution, the words, if they shall deem it expedient.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HARRIS and others. No objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
itissoordered. The unfinished business will be proceeded with. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committdée of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 4864) to reduce taxition, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] is entitled to the floor. 


[Mr. ALLISON resumed the floor and concluded the speech be- 
gun by him yesterday. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PEFFER and Mr. MILLS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Kansas, if he desires to address the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Texas or the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PEFFER. For what purpose? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unadvised. 

Mr. PEUTFER. Mr. President, Ido not desire to proceed with 
the discussion of the pending bill at this hour; but I wish to 
retain the floor, so that in the morning, when the proper time 
comes, I shall be permitted toproceed. With that understand- 
ag Aa yield to the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALLII 

r. MILLS. If the Senator from Kansas will yield to me this 
evening, my friend from Florida agrees to yield, I shall yield 
the floor after I conclude my remarks, and the Senator from 
Kansas can take the tloor Seats in the morning. 

Mr. PEFFER. That will be agreeable to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to call theattention of the 
Senate to only one sub’ect discussed by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] this afternoon, and that is the question of the 
specific as against the ad valorem system of taxation. 

I have no quarrel with Republican Senators or members of 
the House of Representatives, or Republican people who be- 
lieve in a protective tariff, who favor duties so imposed upon 
articles as to exclude importations, and give a monopoly of the 
American market to the American producer. I say I have no 
quarrel with them because the specific system of taxation is the 
most efiicient instrument for the execution of that policy. 


‘What is the specific system which has been so extolled by my 
friend from Iowa? It isa tax levied on the article by specific 
quantities, disregarding value. The Democratic system of tax- 
ation isa taxation levied ad valorem, interpreted into English 
“according to value.” 

No other tax imposed by law, either national, State, or local, 
is a just and equal tax upon the taxpayer. The specific system 
of taxation is un-American, unequal, unjust, and un-Democratic. 
It is in perfect harmony with Republican principles. It is in 
perfect harmony with that policy that would build up a rich, a 
powerful, a governing class in the community, 

But, sir, the institutions which have been established by our 
fathers in this country, and established primarily to secure and 
perpetuate the liberties of the people, are based upon the funda- 
mental rock of ages, that all legislation of the Government must 
rest upon the principle of the absolute equatity of the citizens in 
the Government. uality of right is the fundamental principle 
upon which all free people associate wherever they do associate 
in the compacts of government. 

Hence a tax by value and not the tax by 87 is the tax of 
equality. A tax on an acre of land of $1 when the land is worth 
$100 an acre, and on another acre of land at $1 when the land is 
worth $1 an acre, is a tax to burden the poorer part of the com- 
munity one hundred times more than it does the richer part of 
the community. How can any man stand in the blaze of the 
civilization of the nineteenth century and in the midst of a leg- 
islative assembly of a free people demand thata tax shall be im- 

sed whose purpose is, first, to conceal from the taxpayer the 

urden which is being placed upon him; and, second, a tax that 
from the day of imposition grows day by day more burdensome 
as long as it lasts? These are the twodistinguishing features of 
the specific system of taxation. : 

Mr. President, the values of all products made by human 
labor, and N those made H are falling all 
over the world and have been falling for fifty or sixty years. 
Therefore, when a tax of adollar per pound is to-day placed on an 
article that is worth $1, as the article falls by the decreasing of 
the cost of production, by the multiplying of the forces of pro- 
duction, the tax grows and becomes more burdensome; and the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa in his speech commended it 
for that very feature. He indorsed that feature, a feature that 
makes the tax grow more burdensome yéar by year. 

Mr. President, it is a principle acknowledged in all our courts 
that a tax is a burden on the taxpayer, and a people who believe 
in just taxation to support the necessary wants of the Govern- 
ment maintain that that burden ought to be made by the Gov- 
ernment as light as possible to meet the necessary wants of the 
Government. But the Senator from Iowa commends the other 

rinciple of taxation, that makes the burden grow heavier and 

eavier from the moment of its imposition. 

If a specific tax is the tax, and the only tax that is right, why 
does my friend from Iowa and my other friends on the other 
side of the Chamber insist on haying so many ad valorem arti- 
cles in their existing tariff law? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Texas 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. I was going to answer that question myself. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
a question. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MLLLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If a specific Any is un-Ameri- 
can, un-Democratic, oppressive, and wrong, as the Senator has 
characteri ed it, why is it that the bill contains within its pro- 
vision between two and three hundred items upon which spe- 
cific duties are laid? 1 

Mr. MILLS. As my friend from Oregon and I are both Lan- 
kees, I will answer his question by asking himanoths:. The 
Senator from Iowa said the doctrine of ad valorem duty is an 
ignorant and an antiquated doctrina. If that be true, why did 
he and why did the Senator from Oregon put so many ad valo- 
rem duties in the existing law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isaid the ad valorems were put in because 
the people who made tariffs were ignorant necessarily of the re- 
lations as to quantity, and therefore, where tariffs were made in 

ursuance of expert knowledge, as in France, Germany, and Eng- 

and, there are few or no ad valorem duties. 

Mr. MILLS. Now I will answer my friend from Oregon. I 
want to be frank and honest about all these things. I donot wish 
to deceive anybody. All legislation isacompromise. Iam giv- 
ing my opinion now, not the opinion of anybody else on this side 
of the Chamber. There are gentlemen on this side of the Cham- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3449 


ber who are protectionists. There are gentlemen here who be- 
lieve in specific duties, and who believe in them for the same 
reason you believe in them und who advocate them for the same 
reason you advocate them. But I believe that taxation can only 
justly be imposed upon a people for the purpose of raising a sufti- 
cient amount of money to run an honest administration of the 
Government, and that when so imposed it must be imposed upon 
the people so as to fall equally upon the taxpayers. That can 
only be done when you tax by value. ; 

I should like to knowif there ever has been a man in any 
State in this Union since the organization of the Federal Gov- 
ernment who has ever intimated any such thing in a State Leg- 
islature as the imposition of taxation upon property according 
to quantity. How are your State governments supported? By 
taxation alone. There is not a community in any State in this 
Union that would not overturn any party at the firsttime it had 
an opportunity under its law that dared to impose such a taxa- 
tion us is now advocated for the Federal Government. No such 
system has ever been imposed in any State, in any county, in 
any community. All the vast and complicated systems of taxa- 
tion in our Government are by value. But it is contended that 
the ad valorem system opens upa door to undervaluation and 
fraud. Certainly; any system does. The thing that multiplies 
the frauds, the smuggling, the undervaluations, the under- 
weightings, the under-descriptions, all these things arise out of 
the intensity of the burden placed upon the shoulders of the tax- 
7 er. 

Piho venerable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whom I do 
not now see in his seat, came before the Committee on Ways 
and Means when my friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and I were 
on it, and we had a long struggle with the sugar duties. They 
were specific, but the Government was losing heavily under their 
operation. The Secretary of the Treasury said the Government 
Treasury was being robbed of millions by this specific system of 
taxation that we are taught is infallible and can noterr. The 
committee studied over the proposition a long time until they 
abandoned the color test and adopted a new system that would 
point out more nearly the actual value of the sugar to be taxed. 

You have a tax on opium by the pound, an enormous tax, not 
imposed this time to build up an American industry, because 
there isno opium industry in the United States, but imposed 
this time to moralize people and correct their bad habits. What 
has been the result? We have recently passed through one of 
the most shameless scandals that has ever occurred in our Gov- 
ernment, which showed that nearly every officer on our Pacific 
coast in the Northwestern territory was involved in that scan- 
dal. Bribery and corruption ran rampant through the specilic 
system that did not secure the Treasury against smuggling and 
fraud. 

A few years ago while I was a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the Houseof Representatives a distinguished 
manufacturer from Pennsylvania, himself one of the members of 
the tariff commission selected by President Arthur, Mr. Oliver, 
came before the committee and said: There are great frauds In 
the importation of iron. The finest Swedish bars, taxed by 
specific duties so much per pound, are cut up, thrown into salt 
and water and rusted, and brought in as old scrap iron,” when 
the Swedish bars were valued at perhaps five times as much as 
scrap iron. I could stand here and enumerate any number of 
instances: I have a list of them here, but I will not take up the 
time of the Senate. Why is it? [tis because the people want 
the trade. Itis because the owners of these products want to 
get them into a market and make a profit, and it is because you 
say to them by your specific duties, intended so to operate, You 
shall notenter. We have made these duties purposely to keep 
youout. We have made these duties purposely to give a mo- 
nopoly to the American manufacturers of these articles. We 
intend to keep you out.” 

Then the man tries to beat the law. But if you put a low duty 
the man will pay the duty. He will have no object in trying to 
smuggle and undervalue if he can come in, because if he can come 
in at all he transfers to the shoulders of the consumer the burden 
of taxation which he pays for entering. If you want to stop un- 
dervaluations reduce your duties; and if you reduce your duties 
and put them on an ad yalorem basis so that the people can all 
see them, the goods will all come in and the people will know 
just exactly what amount of burden they are bearing to support 
their Government. 

Mr. President, I have here an official report from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in relation to the wealth of the United 
States. I was struck with this table when I saw it the other 
day. The Secretary gives us the assessed valuation for t xa- 
tion in 1850, 18 0, 1-70, 1880, and 1830. Notwithstanding the 
very low revenue tariff of 1850, a tariff every item of whose 
duty was ad valorem and a tarif that had the indorsement of 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa as having been the best 


tariff that has ever been made in the history of the Govern- 
ment, the assessed valuation of property for taxation in the 
United Stites was 26,000, 000,000. The true valuation was $7,000,- 
000,000. It was valued at 84.43 per cent of its true value. In 
1860, when the duties were still lower by the tariff of 1857, the 
taxes still more easy to pay, the assessed valuation was 74.79 
of the true valuation. In 1870 a change had come over the 
spirit of the dreamsof the taxpayersof the United States. The 
burden was harder to bear. Now come your frauds and your 
undervaluations in the States as well as in the imports from 
foreign countries, and the assessed valuation was 47.59 per cent 
of the true valuation. In 1880 it was 39.28 per cent of the true 
valuation: and in 1890 it is shown to be 39.17 of the tr.e valu- 
ation. Why isit that the people of the United States have so 
far undervalued their property? It is because of the depression 
of the country: it is because the chief occupation of the labor- 
ing people of this country has been to pay taxes, and not taxes 
to support the Government that protects them in the enjoyment 
of their natural and acquired rights, but taxes to build up a 
powerful and controlling class that is to put its foot upon their 
neck. Thatis why itis that the barometer is falling so fast 
and so far. - 

Sir, when we had the tariff of 1846 the country never saw such 
a period of prosperity. There was but little talk about under- 
valuations. The people were trading, our imports were in- 
creasing, our exports were increasing, and the value of all the 
property of the country rose at the rate of 12.6 per cent per an- 
num for ten years. Who has ever seen such an exhibition of 
the prosperity of a country? a 

But my friend from Iowa calls attention to the ad valorem sys- 
tem adopted, and shows how it would work on hay from Canada, 
and he quotes a provision of the bill. He said: 

Let me illustrate some of the items in this bill. I notice that the Commit- 
tee on Finance have changed hay from rate of duty in the existing law of $ 
a ton and from the House bill which reduces the duty to 2 a ton, to 20 per 
cent ad valorem. There is laid down in section 40 of the bill a principle of 
dutiable value which declares that the values shall be ascertained by the 
appraiserin the principal markets ofthe country whenceexported. Hereis 
hay. which comes from the Dominion of Canada intoour country on ashore 
line with anartiticial boundary of more than4,000miles. Therefore itis open- 
ing up to the Dominion of Canada t market for hay in competition with 
our farmers at 20 per cent ad valoreim. That hay will come from Nova Sco- 
tia; it will come from New Brunswick; it will come from the oppor and 


lower provinces of Canada; it will come from Manitoba, Is this 20 per cent 
ad valorem to be levied upon hay at Halifax or at St. Johns or at Montreal? 


I will answer the Senator's question by giving him the lan- 
guage of the existing law, of which he is the father: 


That it shall be the duty of the appraisers of the United States, and every 
of them, and every person who shall act as such appraiser, or of the col- 
lector, as the case may be, by all reasonable ways and means in his or their 
power to ascertain, estimate. and appraise (any invoice or affidavit thereto 
or statement of cost, or of cost of production to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing) the actual market value and wholesale price of the merchandise at the 
time of exportation to the United States in the principal markets of the 
country whence the same has been imported, 


My friend arraigns the Democratic committee in the other 


House for adopting a new principle, when he is slaughtering 
his own o'spring, for they copied that part of it from his own 
bill, the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When it is convenient to the Senator from 
Texas I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not want to take the time of my friend from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFPFER] and my friend from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 
I suppose I had better conclude. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will wait until the Senator is through, but 
whenever it is convenient to him or whenever he is through I 
should like to ask him a question or two. 

Mr. MILLS. We will have lots of time to answer questions. 
There will be questions on both sides before we get through. 

I wish to confine myself very closely to the question of specific 
and ad valorem duties. My distinguished friend from Iowa says 
there has been but one Secretary of the Treasury who has fa- 
vored ad valorem duties. He is mistaken. Ad valorem duties 
have been favored by Secretaries Walker, Guthrie, Cobb, and 
Carlisle. I will give extracts from all of them, but before doing 
so I will give an extract from the message of President Polk, 
December 2, 1845. 

In that message he says: 

Irecommend to Congress the abolition of the minimum principle, or as- 
sumed, arbitrary, and false values, and of specific duties, and the substitution 
in their place of ad valorem duties as the fairest and most equitable indi- 
rect tax which can be imposed. By the ad valorem principle all articles are 
taxed according to their cost or value, and those which are of inferior qual- 
ity or of small cost bear oniy the just proportion of the tax with those which 
are of superior quality or greater cost. The articles consumed by all are 
taxed at the same rate. 4 

A system of ad valorem revenue duties, with proper discriminations and 
proper guards — frauds in collecting them. it is not doubted will afford 
ample incidental advantages to the manufacturers, and enable them to de- 
rive as great profits as can be derived from any other regular business. It 
is believed that such a system, strictly within the revenue standard, will 


place the manufacturing interests on a stable footing and inure to their 
permanent advantage; while it will, as nearly as may be practicable, ex- 
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tend to ali the great interests of the country the incidental protection which 
can. be afforded by our revenus laws. Such a tem, when once firmly es- 
tablished, would be permanent and not subject to the constant complaints. 

ons, and -ci es which must ever ocvur when duties are not laid for 
revenue, but for the protection merely” of a favored interest. 

In the deliberations of Congress on this subject itis hopes that a spirit of 
mutual concession and compromise between conflicting interests may pre- 
Vail, and that the result of their labors may be crowned with the happiest 
consequences. 

The next I will give is from the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Hon. Robert J. Walker, mado to Congress December 
3, 1845, in which he says: 

Minimums are afictitious value, assumed by law, instead of thereal value 
and the operation of all minimums may beillustrated by a le example, 
Thus, by the tariff of 1842, a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem is levied on all 
Manufactures of cotton; but the law further provides that cotton goods 
not dyed, colored. printed, or stained, not exceeding in value 20 cents per 
square yard, shall be valued at 20 cents. per square yard.” If, then, the real 
value of the cheapest cotton goods is but 4 cents a square pu it is placed 
by the law at the false value of 20 cents per square yard, and the duty levied 
on the fictitious value, raising it five times higher on the cheap article con- 
sumed by the poor than upon the fine article purchased by the more wealthy. 
Indeed, by House Document No. 306, of the first session of the Twenty-eighth 
Congress, this difference. by actual importation, was 65per cent between the 
cheaper and the finer article of the 20 per cent minimum, 131 per cent on the 
30 per cent minimum. 48} per cent on the 35 per cent minimum. 84 per cent 
on the 60 per cent minimum, and 84 per cent on the 75 per cent minimum, 

This difference is founded on actual importation, and shows an average 
discrimination against the poor on cotton imports of 82 cont beyond what 
the tax would be if assessed upon the actual value. The operation of the 
sae duty 3 a similar discrimination against the poor and in favor 
of the rich. us, upon salt the duty is not upon the value, but it is 8 cents 
a bushel, whether the article by the same docu- 
ment, from actual importation, a discrimination of 64 per cent against the 
cheap and in favor of the finer article: and this, to a greater or less extent, 
is the effect of all specific duties. When we consider that $2,892,621.74 of the 
revenue last — was collected by minimum duties, and 813.311.085. 40 by pa 
cific duties, the discrimination * the cheaper article must amount, by 
estimates founded on the same document, to a tax of 85,108,422 exacted by 
minimums and specific duties annually from the poorer classes by raising 
thus the duties on the cheaper articles above what they would be if the du- 
ties were assessed upon the actual value. 


be coarse or fine. showing 


If direct taxes were made specific, they would beintolerable. Thus, if an 
annual tax of #30 was assessed on all houses, without res: to their actual 
value, making the owner of the humble tenement ox ca a tax of $30 


—.— 6, by establishing a maximum standard, a 
<b — the finer article should be higher, and below which they should be 


equal, and can only be accomplished by ad. valorem duties. 
Again from the report of Secretary Walker, December 9, 1846, 
in which he says: 


At the date of the repeal of the tariff of 1842, the revenue was 8 
The receipts undor it into the Treasury were less by the sum ot $815,444. 
during the last fiseal veer terminating on the 30th June, 1846, than the re- 
cei aoe the fiscal year ending on the 30th June, 1845. 

that this decline was. progressive, and arose from the prohibitory char- 
acter of the specific duties, is proved by the table hereto annexed (marked 
G), from which it appears that, for the fiscal year e: 30th June, 1844, the 
excess of revenue uced by specific over ad valorem duties was $81,860.74; 
whereas, during the fiscal year end 30th June, 1845, the ad valorem ex- 
ceeded the specific cuties $1.737.379.57; and, Sa the last fiscal year, the ad 
valorem exceeded specific duties §$2,683,534.94. As the specific duties in 
their practical operation were becoming every day more prohibitory, the 
revenũe under the tariff of 1842 must have continued to sink so rapidly as 
soon to have caused a great deticit, even in time of peace, and thus have re- 
quired ultimately a resort to direct taxes or excises to support the Govern: 
ment. 


Also I quote from his report December 8, 1847, as follows: 


It is not only the reduced duties that have produced these happy results, 
but the mode of reduction—the substitution of ad valorem for unequal and 
oppressive minimum and specific duties. The higher duty was thus al- 
ways imposed, by the very nature of the duty, upon the articles of the low- 
est value consumed by the poor, and the lower duty assessed upon the arti- 
cles of higher value, used by the more wealthy, often operating at a duty of 
10, 20. or 50 per cent upon the higher priced 8 and of 100 or 200 per cent 
ad valorem upon articies of lower price. Nearly the entire burden of the 

was thus thrown upon labor; by whose wages, chiefly, the cheaper ar- 
ticles were purchased, whilst capital, with whose profits the more costly 
were bought, was almost exempt from the tax. Itnever would have 
n tolerated to have imposed a duty of 10, 20, or 30 per cent by name upon 
costly articles. and 100 or 200 per cent upon cheaper fabrics, when the ad va- 
lorem rates would have exhibited the injustice and inequality of the duty; 
but it was accomplished by minimum and specific duties, which assessed a 
higher duty in 8 to value upon the cheaper articles and the lower 
duty upon similar articles more costly in price, thus imposing the higher 
duty upon labor and the wages of labor as effectually as though the tax- 
erer had collected from the workin n a third or fourth of his wages 
every day, whilst capital was comparatively exemptfrom taxation, 

Such is the system which has been overthrown by the substitution of the 
reduced ad valorem, operating the reverse ot the former system. in favor of 
the poor and the wages of labor as far as any tariff can so operate, and. as 
We see, even with lower duties collecting a larger revenue. A tax in pro- 
poran to the value of imports or property must always be more produc- 

e than one which is the reverse of that rule, or which disregards it alto- 
ther. Thus, if we impose a tax of $10 each upon all houses, it must pro- 
luce less revenue than the ad valorem tax in proportion to value, because 
the former tax would fall most heavily n the r. Who are least able to 
bear it, and more lightly upon the wealthy, who had ter means of pa ‘= 
ment; and thereby revenue would be diminished. ns, if the tax of $10 
were imposed alike on the cabin and the costly dwelling, it would bring less 
revenue than if the same rate ad valorem, beginning with the lowest, atthe 
Tate of $10, were assessed in proportion tothe value upon all houses. Ind 
the tax u the cabin might be reduced to a dollar, or say 1 per cent, an 
— valorem to all dwellings, and it would yield a larger revenue than 
anti ad valorem specific tax of 310 upon all houses, irrespective of their 


venue, which is no more unjust or unequal than the same minimum or spe- 
cific duties upon hats, caps, boots, shoes, etc., and like articles of im) rt, 
without regard to their value. The ad valorem duty incorporates itself: < 
separably with the exact value of the article, and collects the tax in exact 
Wopen to the value—the form which, of all others, must yield the larg- 


Again, in the same report: 

Pennsylvania, s rich in coal and iron, and but a year since so 
unanimous for protection, has tried low duties. Her coal and iron pour 
forth their treasures in in abundance; her breadstnffs and pro- 
visionsfind a better and more abundantmarket: her agriculture, commerce, 
her manufactures and navigation, her mines, farmers, and merchants and 
seamen, manufacturers and mechanics, and above all, her tof workmen, 
with enhanced wages, and every. pursuit of industry blessed with increased 
prosperity, rise up in favor of the new and more liberal cemmercial policy; 
and her people. by a majority unprecedented, largest in the counties where 
her iron and coal do most abound. recall their former verdict in favor of pro- 
tection, and 5 becomes the very keystone of the arch ot com- 
mercial freedom, which must span the hemisphere we inhabit and unite the 
interests of mankind. 


Also from the report of Hon. James Guthrie, Secretary of the 
Treasury, December 4, 1854: : 


The present tarif has eight schedules, or different rates of duties, as fol- 
lows: The first of 100 per cent, the second of 40 per cent, the third of 30 per 
cent, the fourth of 25 per cent, the fifth of 20 per cent, the sixth of 15 per cent 
the seventh of 10 per cent, and the eighth of 4 percent. The bill pre 
by the committee of the House of Representatives has five schedules, as fol - 
lows: The first of 100 per cent, the second of 20 per cent, the third of 15 per 
cent, the fourth of 10 per cent, and the fifth of 5 per cent. And the bill pre- 
pared at this Department, and which is substantially the one repo by. 
the minority of the committee of the House of Representatives, has but two 
rates of duty: The first of 100 per cent, and the second of 26 per cent. There 
are difficulties in the execution of the present tariff feces, Rip of the re- 

uired classification under the eight schedules; and these culties con- 

us to increase by the acts of manufacturers in assimilating one class of 
goods to another, and in REOT ROME the material of chief vaiue in the 
fabrics. The dificulties would be uced under the bill of the committee, 
and would entirely disappear under that proposed by the Department, 

Secretary Guthrie says also in his Report on Finances, De- 
cember 3, 1855: 

In remodeling the tariff act of 1846, I think it would be proper to retain 
Schedule A of that act, and constitute another schedule to include iron, 
Manufactures of iron. steel, manufactures of steel, sugar, wines, and all 
fabrics. of which silk, wool, cotton, flax. or hemp is a component part, whether 
manufactured in whole or in part, and to impose a duty on the same of Bor 
30- per cent. except flannels and cloths cos per 
blankets, and to reconstruct the free listso astoincludeall the raw material 
used in our manufactures as 1 See in my last rogor and to impose on 
all articlesnot in the above: sc ules, or in the free list, a duty of not less 
than 15 nor more than 20 per cent. 

Under a tarif act so constructed there would be little or no difficulty in 
carrying it into execution in the same way in all the ports, and in proper! 
classing the articles under the scheduies in the same nor in the col- 
lecting officers understanding exactly what duty was to be levied upon each 
article. nor the importer the amount required to be d; and would cer- 
tainly take less time at the port of entry, and require fewer officials to exe- 
cute the law. The rate of duty under the pro schedule, and of all other 
articles except Schedule A and the free list, could be so fixed as to make the 
necessary reduction. and leave the annual revenne to increase or diminish, 
as the imports of duty-paying merchandise should increase or diminish. 


After the passage of the act of 3d of March 1857, the country 
was visited by a panic. Importations fell off, and the revenues 
were greatly reduced. Hon. Howell Cobb, then Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his report to Congress.of December 6, 1858, recom- 
mended an increase of duties on imports, and in his recommen- 
dation adhered to the principles of the then existing ad valorem 
tariff of 1857. In that reportehe says: : 


Adhering to the principles of the pres-nt tariff act, I would recommend 
such changes as will produce the amount required for the public service. 


In accordance with the suggestion contained in lastannual Irec- 
ommend that Schedules C, D, F, G. and H be respectively to 25, 20, 1 
10, and 5 per cent. Isee no reason for having de in the act ot 


I also call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the re- 
port of the present Secretary of the Treasury made to the pres- 
ent Congress: ; 

The equal distribution of the burdens of taxation— 


Says Secretary Carlisle— 

depends not alone upon the rates of duty imposed upon the different arti- 
cles, but largely upon the manner in which the amount of the duty is ascer- 
tained and fixed by the law. The basis of the duty must bea unit in some 
form. and thequestion whether it shall be computed upon the weight, quan- 
tity, number, or dimensions of the article, or upon its actual value. is one 
which lies at the very foundation of every proposition to impose taxes. and 
upon its determination depends to a great extent the justice or injustice of 
every revenue measure. 

The imposition of specific or compound rates of dnty is so inconsistent 
with the true principles of just taxation that nothing but the plainest neces- 
sity can justify it in any case, unless it be in a few exceptional instances 
where all the articles taxed at the same specific rate are so nearly equal in 
value that the danger of unjust discrimination is not greater than it would 
be if an official valuation were req It is estly unjust to com 
one citizen to pay the same amount of tax on a yard of cloth worth $1 that 
another citizen pays on a yard of cloth worth $5. In such a case it is evident 
that one has been too much for the support of the Government or the 
other has been taxed too little. and the law has not dealt fairly with them in 
a matter which affects the equality of their rights and duties as citizens. 

A tariff is a tax upon consumption, and the condition of those who are 
aa by poverty of means to purchase and use the coarser and cheaper 
grades of goods should certainly protect them against unjust discrimina- 
tions, even if it does not entitle them to some measure of exemption from 
the exactions of the Government. Taxation to value does in- 
justice tono one, unless the rates are too high or are unequally adjusted 
upon articles of the same general character and utility. It is distinctly the 
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American system of taxation, and is recognized as just and ultable by 
the ie in all the States in their laws for the assessment collection 
n the ad valorem basis. It isnot probable that any 
be tolerated in roe Spores of the Union where the tax is 
imposed solely for the purpose of raising revenue with no incidental or 
ulterior. object, in view affecting the public health or morals; and it would 
never have been tolerated in our Federal legisiation, except in rare instances, 
if the use of the taxing power had been limited to the real purpose for which 
it was delegated. As a means of concealing from the taxpayer the actual 
proportion which the charge upon his earnings. bears to the value of the 
taxed article, specific and compound rates have been for many years in- 

miously employed to mask and perpetuate a system which subordinates 
fhe interests of the Government to the exactions of private individuals and 
corporations in particular industries and trades. 

But the objections urged against the ad valorem system of tariff taxation 
are not generally based upon the proposition that it lacks the element of 
justice or Sana „ but , upon the grounds that it is difficult of ad- 
ministration, and that it furnishes strong inducements for the commission 
of frauds and perjuries in order to secure false valuations of imported goods. 
While there is some force in this contention, lam not able to see how un- 
equal taxation can be justified upon the ground that the burdens upon the 

le ought to be increased in order that the labors of public officials may 
Be diminished, or that the honest citizen should be punished in order to 
vent the dishonest one from attempting to violate the aw. But the dim- 
cuities of administration have always been tly exaggerated, and so far 
as they really existed in former times, have now been much diminished by 
our in facilities for ascertaining market values in other countries, 
and by the improved organization of our customs service. The markets of 
the worid have been brought so near to each other by the use of steam and 
electricity that, as to all staple articles especially, it is not now much more 
dificult to their cost or value abroad than at home: and if under these 
stances it shall be demonstrated that official intelligence and integ- 
rity can not be safely relied 1 — tor an honest collection of the revenues 
under the existing system of indirect taxation, it will become necessary to 
consider whether some other method can not be devised to raise moneys for 
the support of the Government. 

So far as the inducements to commit frauds and juries constitute ob- 
jections. the slightest examination of the subject show that they are 
much greater under the tem of compound rates, which is one of the 
most prominent features of our existing legislation, than . 
bly be under a purely ad valorem arrangement of duties. 0 law 
now in force imposes compound rates of duty upon a t many impor- 
tant articlesin common use among the people, and which are largely im- 
pora from abroad. and in ev such case a tempting premium is offered 

‘or fraudulent undervaluations rter or consignee: For instance, 
on woolen or worsted cloths, shawls certain other manufactures of 
wool, worsted or hair of the camel, goat, al orother animals, valued 
at more than 90 cents, and not more than 40 cents per pound, the tax px 
pound is three and a half times the duty imposed upon a pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class (38} cents), and in addition 40 per cent ad valorem; 
but if the goods are valued at more than 40 cents per pound the tax is four 
(imes the POE TERROR apon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class 
44 cents) and 59 per cent ad valorem. 

Upon an importation of 100.000 pounds of such goods under this law, an 
undervaluation to the extent of one-half of 1 cent per d. so as to reduce 
the appraisement below 40 cents a pound, would result in a clear gain to the 
importer and a loss to the revenue of $9,725, whereas if the compound rate 
imposed upon the first classification mentioned, exorbitant as it is, had been 
made purely ad valorem and applied to all tho goods of like character and 
description, such undervaluation would have resulted in a gain to the im- 
porter and a loss to the revenue of only #68, being a difference of £9,010, or 
more than 22 per cent upon the whole cost of the importation. 

Thisis only one 5 out of a great number in the present law under 
which substan the same result can be accomplished by a v. small 
unde rvaluation of imported goods; and it would seem difficult to devise a 
scheme better calculated toencourage frauds upon the revenue and make 
their prevention or detection next to impossible. 


Mr. Secretary Walker was during the late war the financial 
agent of the Government of the United States, and in an open 
letter written by him November 30, 1867, and addressed to the 
people of the United States, he says: 


But there was another reason why the tariff of 1846so soon tripled our rev- 
enue, and that was the mode of collecting the duties. The tables annexed 
to the Treasury reports of 1816-'47 will show, even under the tariff of 1842, that 
the ad valorem duties produced 20 per cent more that the specific duties. 
And how can it be otherwise in the absence of fraud? It may aswell be said 
that a direct tax of I cent an acre on all lands or S on all houses will pro- 
duce as large a revenue as a tax in proportion to their value. In all cases 
of direct or indirect taxation, the tax, in proportion to value, incorporates 
itself proportionately with the price, and must necessarily increase the rev- 
enue. 

And now as to frauds. When there are but five or six duties, as under the 
tariff of 1846, and hundreds of different duties under the cific system, it 
is much easier to perpetrate frauds by ch names and classification of 
reducing their values. That there were comparatively no 
frauds under the tariff of 1816 is proved by the immense augmentation of 
revenue, but still more by the favorable balance of our foreign trade, as 
compared with previous systems. Thus, with imports under the tariff of 
1846 valued at the custom-house at $350.000,000, if there had been an under- 
valuation of only 10 per cent, as compared with real values and consequent 
sales here, it would have turned the balance against tho country from that 
cause alone $35,000,000 in gold a year. There is another insuperable objec- 
tion to the specific system, viz, that it unnecessarily and invariably taxes 
labor vastly more than capital, and the poor in a much greater proportion 
than the rich upon the goods consumed. Under the system of specific du- 
ties of so much per pound or yard or gallon, ete,, the specific duty is the 


of local revenues u 
other method wonl 


us: 
But the tariff of 1846, altho: 
any other tariff and produ 


it remained much longer in operation than 
much more beneficial results, was suscep- 


tidle of t improvements, especially in its application to the present con- 
dition of our country. b 

Lask my friends who constructed the existing law, if the s 
cific tax is sufficient for the collection of the revenues of the 
Government, why did they resort to the ad valorem duty all 
through the woolen schedules? The value duty is in almost all 
its provisions. It is on yarns, cloths, blankets, hats, flannels, 
dress goods, and clothing of every kind. On goods valued at 
not exceeding 30 cents per pound the duty is one rate, valued at 
not more than 40 cents another rate is prescribed, and these 
classifications run through the schedule. 

Why is it, if gour specificsystem is sufficient to raise the reve- 
nues, that you have resorted to the ad valorem? 

Then, there isa more important question than that. If itis 
impossible, as my friends contend, that the appraisers can not 
ascertain the true value so asto reach the correct duties, how 
can they obtain the true value to make theseclassifications? And 
they run all through your schedules. You have got first to de- 
termine upon sufficient evidence what is the foreign value in 
order to make your classifications; and* yet you contend that 
frauds will arise under that, and that there is nobody of sufficient. 
intelligence and sufficient integrity to be trusted with the ad- 
ministration of that law. 

Mr. President, T want to call attention a little more pointedly 
to the fact of the injustice of the specific system. Take the cot- 
ton schedule, and you will find that the highest duties are upon 
the lowest priced and the cheapest goods, and the lowest duties 
are upon the highest priced goods. Iwant to know if my friends 
indorse that principle of imposing taxation; and it runs Sirona 
out the entire system, and must necessarily run mathematically 
so; and mathematics, they tell us, is an exactscience? When you 
say that a certain kind of goods shall pay by the yard or by the 
number of threads, or by any other specific designation, 25 cents 
or 40 cents or 50.cents, you place that tax upon the highest priced 
article. Then the next under that goes up, and the next still 
goes up. The tax goes up as the value of the thing goes down, 
and the tax goes up because the value goes down. It is a logical 
result and it can not be otherwise. 

Therefore, you must contend for the un-American proposition 
to tax the groat body of our people upon a confessed principle 
that the richest people in the country must pay the lowest rate 
of taxation and the poorest people in the sonnig must pay the 
highest taxation. ou can not escape it, and I am very glad 
that my friend has so frankly indorsed that as a correct princi- 
ple of taxation. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go further into this question 
this evening, as my friend from Florida wants to have an execu- 
tive session. I suppose we shall have some considerable debate 
on all these questions as we go along, and we will drop a word 
here and a word there on each side of the Chamber. So I will 
yield the floor, after hearing what my friend from Rhode Island 
wants to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Texas is swift in his 
championcy of this measure, and as he was a member of the 
somewhat celebrated subcommittee which prepared the bill, at 
least in its earliest stages, and has had a great. deal to do with 
its production here in the Senate, I desire to ask him, if he isso 
strenuous in his opposition to specific rates, how it is and by 
what influences all, or nearly all, the great articles of prime ne- 
cessity that are used in this country (the only exception I know 
of being woolen cloths) are assessed by this measure with spe- 
cific duties? I should like to have him tell the Senate and the 
country frankly why it is, for instance, that sugar has a specific 
duty in this bill, why window: glass has specitic duties in the 
bill, why lumber, lead, tin plate, iron ore, rice, and all the great 
necessaries of life-— : 

Mr. MILLS. And cotton goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And cotton cloths are assessed by the bill 
by a mode and manner which he says is un-Democratic? Who 
are the men, I should like to have him tell me, who are respon- 
sible for these duties, and how does it happen that a measure is 
brought here and has his advocacy which contains such an un- 
American and un-Democratic method of assessing duties? 

Mr. MILLS. I will answer my friend with a great deal of 
pleasure, as I e t to answer with a great deal of pleasure a 
number of questions of that sort, and I will answer him againas 
one Yankee will answer another. 

A few years ago there was a tremendousagitation in the State 
of Iowafor protection of hides, for a duty of 15 per cent on hides; 
and they even quoted me all over the State of Iowa as havin 

one back on my free trade views on account of the fact tha 

‘exas produced a great many hides. The campaign, as my 
friend knows, was run over Iowa for a duty of 15 per cent on 
hides. When the question came up here the Iowa people strug- 
gled as though it was a case of life and death to have ine 
rated in the McKinley law a tax of 15 per cent on hides, and the 
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committee at one time reported 15 per cent on hides. Now, tell 
me how it got out of that bill. I will tell youhow. The New 
England ple said to the committee and the party, Youshall 
not doit.” That is all there was about it. They said, ou shall 
not pass any such bill here;“ and the Iowa one had to submit 
and take in all of their campaign thunder on the subject of pro- 
tection to hides. That is what is the matter with these items. 

Now, we will come right down to brass tacks about this thing. 
You come to the confessional, and I will come to the confessional. 
You had gentlemen in your party who would not permit you to 
do that and vote with you to pass your bill. Now, as honest 
men, we have to admit those things. We can not pass our bill 
unless we make concessions. 

I say again, what I said a while ago, the bill doss not suit me. 
Jam between the devil and the deep sea; and when a question 
is presented to me whether I shall go to the devil and sustain 
the McKinley law or go to sea, I am going to sea with the hope 
that some fair wind or tide will bring me ashore again. [Laugh- 
ter.] Iam going to vote for the bill, and I am going to vote for 
it I do not care what changes are made, so you do not make it as 
bad as the McKinley law. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, i i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hourand twenty- 
two minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Thursday, April 5, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 4, 1894. 
JUDGES OF PROBATE. 


Samuel Francis, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Morgan, in the Territory of Utah, vice Lars P. 
Edholm, whose term expired March 14, 1894. 

E. G. Da Freize, of Utih Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Uintah, in the Territory of Utah, vice Isaac Bur- 
ton, whose term expired March 14, 1894. 

Joshua Greenwood, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, 
in the county of Midland, in the Komar of Utah, vice George 
C, Veile, whose term expired March 14, 1894 

Henry L. Steed, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
tho county of Boxelder, in the Territory of Utah, vice Edward 
B. Kirk, whose term expires April 4, 1894. 


POSTMASTERS. 


George S. Haines, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the count; 
of Chatham and State of Georgia, in the place of Joseph F. 
Doyle, removed. 

. W. F. Lowrey, to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Terrell and State of Georgia, in the place of Jacob M. Alex- 
ander, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. 

Dennis S. Sheppard. to be pos master at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel 
C. Zinser, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Harry D. Caskey, to be postmaster at Austin, in the count 
of Potter and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William P. 
Lewis, removed, 

David F. Fortney, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the county 
of Center and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James A. 
Fiedler, whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 

Samuel M. Totten, to be postmaster at Vermillion, in the 
county of Clay and State of South Dakota, in the place of Silas 
W. Kidder, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

‘Isaac Ardis, to b2 postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Hunt and State of Texas, in the place of Henry Wagner, whose 
commission expired February 28, 1894. 

Thomas H. Haynie, to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the 
county of Lampasas and Stite of Texas, in the place of Wilber 
H. Webber, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. 

C. C. Carlin, to be postmas er at Alexandria, in the county of 
Alexandria ani State of Virginia, in me paos of Park Agnew, 
whose commission expired M irch 12, 1894. s 

Drummond G Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
Matthew H. Taylor, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ezecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 


W. F. Daley, to be postmaster at Du Bois, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 4, 1894, 


The House met at 12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPRAKEN: Without objection, the Journal will be ap- 

roved. 
p Mr. LACEY. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move thatthe Journal be approved, and 
on that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
67, noes 0. : 

Mr. LACEY. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

ne question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 0, not 
voting 184; as follows: 


YEAS—168, 
Alde Coombs, ti 
Alexander, Cooper, Jones, Rat oe 
Allen, Cooper, Tex. Kem. ,. 
Arnold. Cornish, ah Slag Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Covert, Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baker. Kans. X. Kyle, Ritchie, 
Baldwin, Culberson, ne, Robbins, 
Bankhead, m Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Bartlett, Davey, Lawson, Russell, Ga. 
wig. Davis, Layton, Sayers, 
Bell, Colo. De Armond, Lester, Sohermerkorn, 
Bell, Tex. De Forest, Livingston, Shell, 
— Dinsmore, Lockwood, Sibley, 
Bist mets Matton Spri 
5 unphy, ory, 
E au 
ch, muu cAleer, Stockdal 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, cCreary, Stone, Ry. 
Bretz, Epes, McDannold, Strait, 
Brickner, Erdman, MecDearmon, Straus, 
Brookshire, Everett, McEttrick. Swanso: 
Brown, Fielder, McG: Talbert, S. C 
Bryan. Geary, McKaig, Talbott, Md. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McLa ‘ate, 
Cabaniss, Goldzier, McNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Cadmus, Grady, McRae, TTY, 
Caminetti, Meredith, Tracey, 
Campbell, Haines, Meyer, Tucker, 
Cannon, Cal. all, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Capehart, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Turner, Va. 
Caruth, Hammond, Morgan, Turpi 
Catchings, are, Moses, ler, 
Causey, Harris, Mutchler, arner, 
Clancy, Hatch, Neill, ‘Washington, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N. C. O'Neil, Mass. Wells, 
Clarke, Ala. Hendrix, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
bb, Ala. Hines, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Cobb, Mo. Holman, Paschal, Williams, III. 
Cockran, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, Miss, 
Cockrell, Hudson, Paynter. Wise, 
Coffeen, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Conn, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—184, 
Abbott, Daniels, Hilborn, Page, 
Adams, Ky. nson, Hitt, Payne, 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. Pearson, 
Aitken, Dolliver, Hopkins, III. Pence, 
Aldrich, Donovan, Hopkins, Pa. Perkins, 
Apsley, Doolittle, Houk, li 
Avery, Draper, Hulick, Pickler, 
Babcock. Dunn, ull, Post. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind. Powers, 
Barnes, Ellis. Oregon Johnson, N. Dak. Price, 
Bartholdt, Enloe, Johnson, Ohio uigg, 
Belden, Fithian, efer, andal 
Beltzhoover, Fletcher, acey, Y, 
Bingham, Forman, Lapham, $ 
Black, Ill. Funk. Lefever, Reyburn, 
Blair, Funston, Linton, Richardson, Mich. 
Boen, an, Lisle, Robinson, Pa. 
Boutelle, Gardner, Loud, Rusk, 
Bower, N. C. Gear, Loudenslager, Russell, Conn. 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. V. Lucas. Ryan. 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Scranton, 
Breckinridge, Ky Goodnight, Magner, Settle, 
Broderick, Gorman, ag Shaw, 
Brosius, Graham, Mahon, Sherman, 
Bundy, Griffin, Marsh, Sickies, 
Bunn, Grosvenor, Marshall, Simpson, 
Burnes, Grout, Marvin, N. Y. Sipe, 
Burrows, Grow, 11. Smith, 
Culdwell, > McCleary. Minn. Somers, 
Cannon, III. Hainer, ¢ McCulloch, Sperry, 
Chickering, Harmer, McDowell, tephenson, 
ds, Harter, McKeighan, Stevens. 
Cogswell, Hartman, McMillin, Stone. C. W. 
Compton. Haugen, Meiklejohn, Stone, W. A. 
Cooper, Ind. Hayes, ercer, Storer, 
Cooper, Wis. Heard, Milliken, Strong, 
Cous Heiner, oon, Sweet, 
Henderson, III. Morse, Tarsney, 
Crawford, Henderson, Iowa Murray, Tawney, 
Curtis, Kans. epburn, ew Taylor, Tenn 
Curtis, N. Y. Hermann, Northway, omas, 
Dalzell, Hicks, Oates, Updegrag 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3453 


Van Voorhis, N.Y. Wanger, ‘Wheeler, III. Wilson, W. Va. : aee 
7 TEET wane 4 Se 8 D and there were—yeas 0, nays 185, not 
Wadsworth, Weadock, Wilson, Ohio Wright, Mass. g 1613 : 
Walker, Wever, Wilson, Wash. Wright, Pa EAS. 
No quorum voting. e Nea 
Preto ie pairs were announced: 3 8 eae ; oe ea 
ntil further notice: x Allen, Crawford, Kribbs, Richards, Onio 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. Arnoa, Culberson, 2 Richardson, 5 — 

Mr. WRa Dock with Mr. HOOKER of New York. ey, Cummings, ne, chardson, Tenn, 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. ai born 3 Rooba. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. HOUK. hese a = Arona; Tarin eg La. 

: urtle ‘orest, elever, SSE) 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. Barwic, e Taster: ey e 

Mr. GOODNIGHT With Mr. CALDWELL. Beil, Colo. Dockery, Livingston, Savers. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. Bell. Tex. Donovan, 55 Schermerhorn, 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. MORSE, except on silver. erry, unphy, ynch, pees 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 3 Durborow, Maguire, Sickles, 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. GROUT Bost English” Marshall 5 

r. A X r. . oatner, 1 ars) + Try, 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas. Boer Enloe, 12 Springer, 
Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. Breckinridge Ark KN say EY: ne 

0 1 äge, Erdman, McCulloch. Stock ale. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Brote S Everett, MeDannold, Stone, Ky. 
A rickner, elder, cDearmon, Strait, 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. LEFEVER. Ny I ne 
Me BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. Bryan, Geissenhainer, Mekaig Talbert, $. o 
r. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. kares oldzier, cruan tt, A 
Mr. MCALEER with Mr. HOPKINŞ of Pennsylvania. 9 8 e ee Ind. 

Mr. VAN VoorHIs of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. Caminetti, Gresham, McRae, Terry, 

For this day: - 9 Hall. Minn. . “Pucker 

2 > * e $ 8 
f — 8 5 of Pennsylvania. Sum Hall a Money, Turner, Ga 

r. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. aruth. ammon ontgomery, rner, Va. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 8 Harris + po a Saron 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. Clancy. Harter, Mutchler, arner, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. GILLET of New York. 9 Baik, one 8 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. _ | Cobp, Ala. Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala 

Mr. OATES. Mr. SE I desire to vote on this question. Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, O'Neill. Mo. Whiting. 

The SPEAKER. as the gentleman in the Hallof the House | Cockrell, Hines, Outhwaite, Williams. I. 
and failed 10 hear his name? oo eee eee 5 

Mr. OATES. I was in the Hall of the House during the roll Coombs, Hudson, Paynter, ’ Wolverton, 
call up to the time it was interrupted by the message from the | Cooper. Fla. ~ Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard, 
Senate, and just stepped inside the door of the cloak room when | G20Per Hex 3 F 
my name 555 called. I heard my name, but could not answer | Cornish, Jones. Price, 
on the o II. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama, of course, e 
knows the rule. J ] ͤĩ?W1ü real ag Dy om 

Mr. OATES. I think I was in the Hall of the House. I so} Adams. PI. Doolittle, 2 en Ohio Rusk. RE 
consider it. . Aitken, Draper, Kiefer; Russell, Conn. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Alabama say that h . uon —.— “Scranton, 
was in the Hall of the House? . > 8 Eilts. 8 3 Soa 

Mr. OATES. I stated that I was in the Ha up to the time Bebenek. — aan 3 Shell, 
the message from the Senate interrupted the roll call. While | Baker A- wor.” . OTARD; 
that was being delivered I stepped into the cloak room. Imme- Fe Funston, 13 1 
diately afterwards m pame a ec $ hearditealled, and I Helden, a Eran Mandor, Smith, 
consider that I was in the Hall of the House. But from the COMER ardner, . mers, 

ition I was in I could not answer. Poe Gott . v. — r 

The . The ee thinks the gentleman hardly Blair, Guesa an Marvin, N, Y. Stone. . y: 
brings himself within the rule. oütelle, er, me, W. 

Mr. OATES. I donot think the gentleman from Maine stands Bowers NG Grma” PF 
in the position to object to my voting, because I remember dis- Brattan, Grosvenor, McDowell, Sweet, 
tinctly that he counted me on one occasion when I was in the | Breckinrlage, Ky. Grows, Melkiclonn, marae, $ 
cloak room. Brosi H 4 

Mr. REED. I think 2 pooner Sere Aitame. was in the Bundy.” Ha et Milliken, Thomas, 

roper place. I am not objecting to his voting at all. I think | Bunn, rmer, oon, pde; 
e had the right to answer on the call from where he was. I Burrows, eines R Van Feorbls, le 
2 * * 
only complain that he did not answer. Caldwell, Heard, Newlands, Wadsworth, 

Mr. OATES. I think I was in the Hall of the House at the | Cannon. Ul. Heiner, Northway, Walker, 
time. 15 ne 9 Peres we h. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman | Cockran, Hepburn, ` Pearson, Weadock, 
comes within the spirit of the rule. Cogswell, Hermann, Pence. Wever. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the | Cooper Wis,  Hilootn, Phillips. e 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. MCCALL, but voted under Cousins, Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
an understanding with him to make a quorum. Crain, Hooker. N. X. Post. Wilson, Wash. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that my colleague, Mr. ABBOTT, be Curtis. Kans. oes a once Bp merit tee 
excused from attendance on account of illness. Dalzell, Honk. Randall, Wright, Mass. 

There was no objection. Daniels, Bonon Ray, Wright, Pa. 


gt he ask that be 8 to-day on account of sickness. So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 
ere was no objection. The result of the vote was t = 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. corded. ‘ ig SN 
Mr SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn, and | Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, what is the question now be- 
ask the House to vote the motion down. fors the House? 
Mr. REED. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will not de- The SPEAKER. The Journal was read, and the gentleman 


Mr. BURROWS. Iam requested by my colleague, Mr. GRIF- | n Siras : 
l] 


bate the question. from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moved the previous question u 
The question was taken, and the House proceeded to divide | the approval k thè Toe The vote U% care upon pn pas 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iask for the yeas and nays. a motion to adjourn was made. 


on the demand of Mr, LACEY. | ing the previous question, and, no quorum appeared, whereupon 
The yeas und nays were ordered. Mr.SPRINGER. A quorum having appeared, Mr. Speaker, I 


make the pan that nointervening motion can prevent proceed- 


ing with the election cse, 
Mr. BURROWS. The election case has not been called up. 


Mr. SPRINGER. It comes over under the rule. It is thè or- 
der from day to day, without being called up. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is absurd. 

Mr. REED. We arè in the midst of a division. We have di- 


vided once. It is too late to make thut point. 

Mr. BROWN. Has the Journal been approved? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BROWN. I make the point of order that the special 
order should be proceeded with notwithstanding the Journal 
has not been approved, and I call up the eontested-election case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brown] 
calls up the pending contested-election case. 

Mr. REED. But, Mr. Speaker, we are dividing on a proposi- 
tion for the previous question on a motion to approve the 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Weare not dividing. 

Mr. REED. We have taken one vote on it, and discovered no 
quorum. Wehave moved toadjourn, and discovered a quorum, 
and it seems very plain sailing that we should go on now to re- 
new the vote to ascertain what the House will determine on the 
question which is before it, and on which it has divided or tried 
to divide, and is now trying to divide. 

Mr. BROWN. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that if it is insisted 
upon the special order must be executed, no matter whether the 
Journal has been approved or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt at all that under 
the terms of the special order the gentleman might call up the 
contested-eleetion case at any time before the reading of the 
Journal. The special o der continues from day to day, and no 
motion can intervene to prevent the consideration of the case. 
That was the object and purpose of framing the order, so that 
gentlemen who desired by any sort of motion to delay legisla- 
tion would be prevented from having an opportunity to do it; 
and while the Chair thinks that of course the House must ap- 
prove the Journal, yet the Chair decides that if the election 
case is called up the House must first vote upon that election 
case,and that other motions can not intervene so as to prevent 
the House from voting upon that question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair, before the matter is closed, as to the sugges: 
tion of gent emen making motions for the purposes of delay, that 
for my part I do not think that ought to be charged upon the 
gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. SPRINGER], whose motion we are 
now passing upon, and Ido not think that he intended it for 
delay; but perhaps the Speaker does not regard the question of 
intention at all, but simply takes the result of the action of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Illinois has no apolo- 
gies to make. 

i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute reso- 
ution. 

Mr. LACEY. T appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 
The Clerk will report the substitute resolution. 

-The Clerk read as follows; 

Resolved, That Warren B. was not 8 elected to a seat in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the T! Congressional district of California, and 
is nen entitled to aseat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays were ordered upon this 
resolution. As many as favor agreeing to the substitute reso- 
lution just read will, when their names are called, say aye, those 
opposed no. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 12, nays 167, not 
voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Bartlett, Coombs, Harris, McLaurin, 
Bell, Colo. Crawford, Hudson, an, 
*Breckinridge,Ark Hall. Minn. Kem, Shell. 
NAYS—167. 
Alderson, Bryan, Coffeen, Edmunds, 
Alexander, Bynum, Conn, os ota 
Allen. Ca Cooper, Fla. E. x 
Arnold, Cadmus, Cooper, Ind. Epes, 
Batiey. Cooper, Tex. Erdman, 
Baldwin, Campbell, Cornish, Fielder, 
Bankh n. Covert, 
Capehart, Cox, Geary, 
Bell, Tex. Caruth, Culberson, $ 
> Qa Goldzier, 
„Ga. Causey, De Gorman, 
Clancy, De Forest, Grady, 
Boatner, Clark, Mo. Dinsmore, Haines, 
Clarke, Ala. Dockery, Hall. 
Bretz. Cobb, Ala. Donovan. d, 
Brickner, Cobb. Mo. Dunn, —. 
Brown, Cockrell, 5 — Hatch, 


Hayes, Martin, Ind. Paynter, _. 8 
Henderson, N. C. McCreary, Ky. Pendleton. Tex. Talbert, S.C. 
Hendrix, McCalloch, Pendleton, W. Va. Talbott, Md. 
Hines, McDaanold, Pigott, Tate, 
Holman, MecDearmon, Price, Taylor, Ind. 
Hooker, Miss. McEttrick, Reilly. Terry, 
Hunter, McGann, Richards, Ohio Tracey, 
Hutcheson, McKaig, Richardson. Mich. Tucker, 
Ikirt, McMill Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Ga. 
Jones, McNagny, Ritchie, Turner, Va. 
Kilgore, McRae, Robbins, 
Kribbs, Meredith, Robertson, ler, 
Kyle, Money, Russell, Ga. arner, 
Lane, Montgomery, Sayers. Washing 
Latimer, Morgan, Schermerhorn, Wells, 
Lawson, oses, ibley, Wheeler, Ala. 
Layton, Mutchler, Sickles, Whiting, 
Lester, Neill, Snodgrass, ° illiams, Il 
Livingston, tes, Springer, Wiliams, Miss. 
Lockwood, O'Neil, Mass. Stallings, ise, 
Lynch, O'Neil, Mo. toekd. Wolverton, 
Maguire, Outhwaite, Stone, Ky. ard, 
Mallory, Paschal, Strait, The Speaker. 
Marshall. Patterson, Straus, 
NOT VOTING—174. 

Abboit, Denson, Johnson, Ind. 4 
Adams, Ky, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. poun, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Johnson. Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Doolittle, er, Rusk, 
Aldrich, Draper, Yy. Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Scranton, 
Avery, Ellis. Oregon Lefever, Settle, 
Babcuck, Everett, Linton, Shaw, 
Baker, Kans. Fithian, Lisle, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, Loud, Simpson, 
Barnes, Funk, Loudenslager, Sipe. 
Bartholdt, Funston, Lucas, Smith, 
Belden, Fyan, Maddox, Somers. 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, — peeh Sperry, 
Bingha ar, Manon, Stephenson, 
Black, III Gillet, N. . Marsh, tevens. 
Blair, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, G. W. 
Boen. McAleer, Stone, W. A. 
. S Grenen, McCall, pier, 

wer. N. C. resham, Minn. trong, 
Bowers, Cal. Griffin, Me. : Sweet, 
Breckinridge K. Guan Meikiefonn? Tawney, 

„Ky Grou wney, 
Broderick, Grow, Mereer, Taylor Tenn. 
Brosius, 8 ar. „ 
Bundy, er, Milliken, ‘pa 
Bunn, Harmer, Moon. Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Burnes, Hartman, Morse, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Hangen, urray, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell. Heard. Newlands, Walker. 
Cannon, III. Heiner, Northway, Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Waugh. 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Payne, eadock, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Pearson, Wever, 
Comp’ Hermann, Pence, heeler, 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Perkins, ite, i, 
Cousins, Hilborn, Phil Wilson, Ohio 
Crain, Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker. N. Y. Post. Wilson. 
Curtis, N. Ho Powers, Woomer, 
Daizell Hopkins, Pa KR. Wright. Mass. 
Daniels, Houk, „ Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Hutick. Ray, 
avis, ull, Rayner, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 


The name of the Speaker was called, and he voted nay. 

ThesS On this question the yeas are 12; the nays 
167; the nays have if,and the substitute is not agreed to. The 
Clerk will now report the resolutions reported from the major- 
ity of the committee. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Samuel G. Hilborn was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved. That Warren B. English was elected a Representative in the 
Fift¥-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker,I ask for a division of the propo- 
sitions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
not that such a motion as should not be entertained under this 
rule? 

The SPEAKER. These aredistinetsubstantive propositions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But the substance of the first resolution 
has virtually been passed oe just now by a vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the right to have a 
separate vote upon this resolution must exist. The Clerk will 
report the first resolution. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Sammel G. Hilborn was not elected a Representative in the 


pre: 
Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this resolu- 


tion. 
Mr. BROWN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


| | 
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1894. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 13, 
not voting 169; as follows: 
YEAS—170, 
Alderson, Cox, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Alexander, Culberson, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Allen. Cummings. Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, Davey, Lawson, Ritchie, 
Bailey, De Armond, Layton, Robbins, 
Baldwin, De Forest, ter. Robertson, La. 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Livingston, Russell, Ga. 
arw Dockery, Lockwood, Sayers, 
Bell, Tex Donovan, > Schermerhorn, 
K Dunn, ý Sibley. 
Black, Ga. 38 Mallory. Sickles, 
Bland, Durborow, M all, Snodgrass, 
Boatner, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Sperry. 
5 nglish, McAleer, Springer, 
Bretz, Enloe, McCreary, Ky. Stallings, 
Brickner, Epes, McCulloch, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Erdman; MeDannold, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Everett, MeDearmon, Strait, 
Bryan, Fielder, McEttrick, Straus, 
Bynum, Forman, McGann, Swanso 
Cabaniss, eary. McK ai; Talbert, S. O. 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, oMIII Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Goldzier, Rae. Tate. 
pben, Gorman eredith, Taylor, ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, Meyer, Terry, 
Capehart, Haines, Money, Tracey, 
Caruth, Ball, Mo. Montgomery, Tucker, 
te Hammond, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Causey, Hare, Moses. Turner, Va. 
Clancy, Harter, Mutchler, ‘pin, 
Clark. Mo. Hatch, Neill, ler, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, a arner, 
Cobb, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Washington, 
Cobb, Mo Hendrix, O'Neill. Mo Wells, 
Cockran, Hines, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
$ Holman, hal, hiting, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, II. 
Conn, Hunter, Paynter, Wiliams, Miss. 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. Wise. 
Cooper, Ind. Ikirt, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pigott, ard. 
Cornish, es Price, 
Covert, Kribbs, i 
NAYS—13. 
Bartlett, Crawford, Kem, Shell. 
Precktartign Ark Harris. MeNagny, 
cNagny, 
Coom Hudson, Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—169. 
Abbott, Denson, Johnson, Ind. y burn, 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio usk, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Draper, Y, Scranton, 
Apsley, Elis, Ky. Lapham, Settle, 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Shaw, 
Babcock, Fithian, ton, Si 
Baker, Fletcher, Lisle, Simpson, 
Baker, N. H. Funk. „ Sipe, 
Barnes, ts Loudenslager, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Fyan, Lucas, Somers, 
Belden. Gardner, Maddox, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, Magner, Stevens, 
Bing 3 Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Stone, C. W. 
Black, III. Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stone, W. A. 
x ht, Marvin, N. ¥ Storer, 
Graham, McCall, Strong, 
Boutell Gresham, McCleary, Minn. Swee 
Bower, N. O. Griffin, McDowe! 
Bowers. Grosvenor, — a Tawney, 
Brattan, Grout, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Ky. Grow, Mercer, omas, 
Broderick, H A 9 
Brosius, Hainer. Moon, VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
Bundy, Harmer, Morse, VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Bunn, ` Murray, Wadsworth, 
Burnes, Haugen, Ne alker, 
Burro Heard, Northway, Wanger, 
Caldwe! Heiner, „ Waugh, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Payne, Weadock, 
Chickering, Henderson, Iowa Pearson, Wever, 
Childs, Hep ence, Wheeler, III. 
Cogswell, Perkins, White, 
Compton, Hicks, Phillips, Wiison, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Sas. Hopkins, ai N Weſenk. M 
op uigg, right, Mass. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Soe, Wright, Pa. 
Dalzell, ouk, Ray, 
Daniels, Hulick, Rayner, 
Davis, Hull, i 
Mr. LACEY. Task to have the vote recapitulated. 


The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution, and the 
ker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


8 
. LACEY. Division. 


‘Mr. BROWN. Idemand the yeas and nays. 


The 8 was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a sufficient number. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

The question was taken on the demand for tellerson ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Asufficient number, and tellersare ordered, 
The gentleman from Indiana M BROWN] and the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Rexp] will please take their places as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 74 in the 
affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis one-fifth of the whole House, and 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 165, nays 17, 
not voting 170; as follows: 


YEAS—165. 
Alderson, Cox, Kyle, Reilly, 
Alexander, Culberson, Lane, Richardson, Mich, 
Allen, Cummings, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, Davey. Lawson, Ritchie, 
Bailey De Armond, Layton, Robbins, 
Baldwin, De Forest, Lester, Robertson, La 
3 3 2 puosca, Ga. 
arwig, ockery ockwood, ayers, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lynch, r 
Berry, Dunn, s ire, Sibley, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Marshall, Sickles, 
land, Durborow, Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Boatner, Edmunds, cAleer, perry, 
Branch, English, McCreary, Springer, 
Bretz, oe, McCulloch, Stallings. 
Brickner, Epes, McDannold, Stockdale, 
ksi Erdman, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Fielder, McEttrick, Strait, 
Bynum Geary,” Mekai Talbert, Š. C. 
ynum, eary, cKaig, rt, 
Cabaniss, Geissenhainer, MeMilita, Talbott, Md 
Cadmus, Goldzier, cNagny, te, 
Caminetti, Gorman, McRae, Taylor, Ing 
Campbell, Grady, Meredith, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Gresham, Meyer, ‘Tracey, 
pe: Money, Tucker, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Cate! Hammond, Morgan, x Turner, Va. 
Clancy, Hare, Moses, Turpin, 
Clark, Hatch, Mutchier. ap, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Neill, ashington, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Oates, ells, 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockran, Hines, O'Neill, Mo. hiting, 
Cockrell, . Holman, Outhwaite, Wiliams, fil, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Williams, Miss. 
Hunter, Patterson. Wise, 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Paynter, Woiverton, 
per, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pendleton, W. Va 
` gore, igott, 
Covert, Kribbs, Price, 
NAYS—17. 
Baker, Kans. Crawford, Kem, Straus, 
Bartlett, Everett, McLaurin, Warner, 
Bell, Colo. Hall. Minn. Richards, Ohio 
Breckinridge, Ark. Harris, apan, 
Coombs, Harter, Shell, 4 
NOT VOTING—170 
Abbott, Johnson, Ind Reed, 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Dolitver, Johnson, 9 Rovinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kiefer, Rusk, 
Aldrich, Draper, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky Lapham, Scranton, 
Avery, llis, Oregon Lefever, Settle, 
Ba Fithian, Linton, Shaw, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, Lisle, Sherman, 
arnes, Fuuk, Loud, Simpson, 
Bartholdt Funston, Loudenslager, Si 
Belden, van. Lucas, Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Maddox, Somers, 
Bingham, Gear, Magner, Stephenson, 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Stevens, 
lair, Gillett, Mass. Mallory Stone, C. W. 
Boen, Goodnight, Marsh, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Bower, N. O. Grita, McCall, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Grosvenor. McCleary, Minn. Sweet, s 
Brattan, Grout, McDowel, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow. McKeighan, Tawney, 
Broderick, ager, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broslus, Hainer Mercer, Thomas, 
Bundy, Harmer, Milliken, Upa ff, 
Bunn, riman, Moon, Van Voorhis,N. Y. 
Burnes, Hauger, Morse, Van Voorhis, Ohie 
Burrows, Heard, Murray, adsworth, 
Caldwe Heiner. Newlands, Walker, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Northway, Wanger, 
Causey, Henderson, Iowa Page. Waugh, 
Chickering, Hepburn, Payne, Weadock, 
Childs, Hermann, Pearson, Wever, 
Cogswell, Hicks, ence, Wheeler, III. 
Compton, Hilborn, Perkins, hite, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Crain, Hopkins, III. Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Woomer, 
Curtis, N. Y. Houk, uigg. Wright, Mas 
Dalzell, Hudson, ndall, Wright, Pa 
Hulick, y, 
Davis, Hull. Rayner, 
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So the resolution was adopted. 
During the rol! call the following 1 took place: 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the rule of the 
House be observed by the Clerk calling the name of a member 
but once and not repeating it in a manner that is a reprimand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). The Clerk 
will proceed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There has been no ruling requiring the 
8 be called in a manner different from the call which is now 
going on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no rule which 
provides that the name of a member shall be but once called. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No. There was some controversy on that 
pani recently, but the Speaker did not rule that the call should 

in any manner different from the call which is now being 
made. eruling was that the voll should be called as bad been 
customary, and thecustom had been tocall aname twice insome 
instances when the member’s attention seemed to have been ac- 
cidentally withdrawn. 
Rone BURROWS. I think the gentleman is in error about 
at. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the ruling. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was not the ruling. 

The Clerk resumed, and completed the call, as above. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeasare 165 and the 
nays are 17. The ayes have it, and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. English] will come forward and take the oath. 

Mr. English then appeared at the bar of the House and was 
sworn in by the Speaker. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the approval of 
the Journal. The yeas and nays have been ordered upon order- 
ang sho previous question. 

r. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent that the Journal 
be approved. 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the 
regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. — 

r. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The yeasand nays have been ordered on the 
previous question upon theapproval of the Journal. Those who 
are in fayor—— 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the motion before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is on ordering the previous question on 
the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BURROWS. On that the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

“Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the yote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous 
question on the approval of the Journal. Upon this question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call the 
roll 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 0, 
not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—179, 

Alderson, Clancy, A Livingston, 
Alexander, Clark, Mo, Geissenhainer, Lockwood, 
Allen, Clarke, Ala. Goldzier, 2 
Arnold, Cobb, Ala. Gorman, uire, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. Grady, Mallory, 
Baker, Cockrell, Gresham, Marshall, 
Balawin, Coffeen, Haines, Martin, Ind. 

CS Conn, Hall, Minn. McAleer, 
Bartlett, Coombs. Hall, Mo. cCreary, Ky. 
B: si Cooper, Fla. Hammond, McCulloch, 
Bell, Colo. Cooper, Ind Hare, McDannold, 
Bell, Tex. yooper, Harris, McDearmon, 

X Cornish, Harter, McEttrick, 
Black, Ga Coveri, Hatch, McGann, 
Bland, . Cox, Hayes, McKaig, 
Boatner, Crawford, Henderson, N.C. McMillin, 
Boen, Culberson, Hendrix, MeNagny, 
Bower, N. ©. Cummings, Hines, ae, 
Branch, Davey. Holman, Meredith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Davis, Hooker, Miss. Meyer, 
Bretz, De Armond, Hunter, Money, 
Brickner, De Forest, Hutcheson, Montgomery, 
Brookshire, Dinsmore, Ikirt. Morgan, 
Bryan, Donovan, Jones, oses, 
Bynum, Dunphy, Kem, Mutchler, 

Durborow, Kilgore, Neill, 
Cadmus, Edmunds, Kribbs, Oates, 
Caminetti. os mag Kyle, O'Neil, Mass. 
Campbell, Enloe, Lane, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cannon, Cal. Epes, Latimer, Outhwaite, 
Capehart, Erdman, Lawson, Paschal, 
th, Everett, Layton, Patterson, 

Catchings, Fielder, Lester, Paynter, 


Pendleton, Tex. Ryan, Wanso: r. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Sayers, Talbert, 8 Q. Washington, 
Pigott. Schermerhorn, Talbott, Md. ells, 
Price, Shell, Tate, Whe ler, Ala 
Reilly, Sibiey, Taylor, Ind. Whiting. 
Richards, Ohio Snodgrass, Terry, Wiliams. 
Richardson, Mich. Springer, Tracey, Williams, 
Richardson, Tenn. Stakings, Tucker, Wise, 
Ritchie, Stockdale, Turner, Ga. Wolverton, 
Robbins, Stone, Ky. Turner, Va. Woodard. 
Robertson, La. Strait, Turpin, The Speaker. 
Russell, Ga. Straus, Tyler, 

NAYS—0 


Abbott, Dockery, Johnson, Ind, Reyyan; x 
Adams, Ky. Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa, 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Rusk, 

Aitken, Draper, iefer, Russell, Conn, 
Aldrich, Dunn, Lacey, Scranton, 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Settle, 

Avery, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Shaw, 
Babcock, Fithian, Linton, Sherman, 
Baker, N.H Fletcher, Lisle, Sickles, 
Barnes, Forman, Loud, Simpson, 
Bartholdt, Funk. Loudenslager, Sipe, 

Belden, Funston, Lucas, Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan, Maddox, Somers, 
Bingham, Gardner, Magner, Sperry, 
Black, III. Gear, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Stevens, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, Stone, C. W. 
Bowers, Cal. hr, McCall, Stone, W. A. 
Brattan, Graham. Mevleary, Minn. Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky Griffin, McDowell, Strong, 
Broderick, G osvenor, Mekeighan, Sweet, 
Brosius, Grout, McLaurin, Tarsney, 
Brown, Grow, Meiklejohn, Tawney. 
Bundy, Hager, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bunn, Hainer, Milliken, omas. 
Burnes, Harmer, Moon, Updegraff, 
Burrows, Hartman, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell. Haugen, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohi 
Cannon, III. Heard, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Causey, Heiner, Northway, Walker, 
Chickering, Henderson, II. Page, Wanger, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Waugh 
Cockran, Hepburn, earson, Weadock, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pence, Wever, 
Compton, Ilicks, Perkins, Wheeler, III 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Phillips, ite, 
Cousins, Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Crain, Hooker, N. Y. Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, N. V. Hopkins, Pa. r. g. Woomer, 
Dalzell, Houk, s Wright, Mass. 
Daniels, Hudson, Ray. Wright, Pa. 
Denson, Hulick, Rayner, 

Dingley, Hull, Reed. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). The ques- 
tion now is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 


tleman rise? 

Mr. LACEY. To speak on this question. 

re SELOR pro tempore. The previous question has been 
ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. But there has been no debate. 

Mr. REED. We are entitled to debate—fifteen minutes on 
each side. s : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is 
recognized. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is an old adage among lawyers 
that that which has never been done never cught'to be done,” 
and we may look absolutely in vain through all the parliamen- 
tary books for a ruling such as was made yesterday and is em- 
bodied in the Journal which we are now called upon to approve. 
The Speaker within the last few days has ruled both ways. On 
page 3338 of the RECORD certain e relating to this 
matter appear. I made a motion to reconsider a vote, and the 
Speaker said he did not see why it was not in order. An objec- 
tion was made. That motion torcconsider was held by the Chair 
to be in order. A motion was then made to adjourn, which mo- 
tion was voted upon. Then someone renewed the point of order. 
The Speaker made the remark, Is there any suggestion offered 
that the decision is wrong?“ and then, upon a reconsideration 
of the matter, he ruled the other way. Now, sir, it seems to me 
that a question which is so doubtful that an eminent parliamen- 
tarian like the adhere Aare Speaker of this House decides it 
one way at the first blush, and upon second thought decides it 
another way, ought at least to be entitled to so much considera- 
tion as to be submitted to the House when an appeal is taken by 
a member of this baay. 

The uppeal was made in good faith, not merely for delay, be- 
cause the question involved the right of a member to his seatin 
this House, a se.t to which beyond controversy he was elected. 
The majority report admitted that he was elected, but owing to 
the failure of some of the judges to properly indorse some of the 
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ballots, those ballots, they reported; should be thrown out, and 
another man, who was not elected, should be counted in; In the 
report on the next case—the Hilborn case—the committee stated 
that the ballots were indorsed by the initials of the judges of elec- 
tion, and therefore should be thrown out. In other words, that 


one gentleman should be unseated because the ballots were not |- 


indorsed, and another unseated because they were indorsed. 
Now, an appeal upon a question like this ought to be submitted 
to the House, so that the Chair might have the satisfaction of 
having his ruling in a case of this kind passed upon by the action 
of this House. 

Mr. n I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all the time on this 
side. I think the ruling of the Chair was sufficiently under- 
stood yesterday, and there is no necessity for making any re- 
marks now. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon approving the Journal. 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. LACEY)—ayes 128, noes 1. 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowamakes the point, 
as the Chair understands, that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 183, nays 0, not 
voting 170: as follows: 


YEAS—183. 
Alderson, Cornish, Price, 
Alexander, Covert, Jones, Rayner, 
Allen, x, Kilgore, Reilly, 
Arnold, Crawford, Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Culberson, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Cum i Lane, Richardson, Tenn. 
å Davey, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Bankhead, Davis, Lawson, Robbins, 
Bartlett, DeArmond, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Col Dunare EHriags to mer DoR 
ž 0. more, n, yan, 
Bell, Dockery, W ayers, 
n Donovan, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Bu Dunph A Stole; 
y, ory, ey, 
Boatner. Be Marshal Sickles, 
Bower, N. C Edmunds, Martin, nodgrass, 
Breckinridge; Ark English, N J. MeCrear} Springs 
rec. ge, Ar N. J. reary, pr. r. 
Bretz, Babe MeCulloc tallings, 
Brickner, Epes, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, Everett, McKttrick, trait, 
Cabaniss, Geary.” cKaig, Talbert, S. C 
us, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Goldzier, eMillin, Tate, 
Campbell, Gorman, McNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, Ras, Terry. 
pehart, Haines, Meredith, Tracey 
th, - Hall, Minn eyer, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, all, Mo. Money, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Hammond, Montgomery, 
Clancy, Hare, Morgan, ler, 
Clark, Mo. Harris, Moses, arner, 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, Mutchler, Washington, 
bb, Ala. Hatch, Neill, Wells. 
Cobb. Mo. Hayes, Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
kran, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. 
Cockrell, Hen K O'Neill, Mo. Williams, III 
Coffeen, Hines, Outhwaite, Williams, 
Conn, Holman, Paschal, ise, 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard, 
Cooper, Ind Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. The Speaker. 
Cooper, Hutcheson, Pigott, 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—170. 
Abbott, Caldwell, Gillet, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. 
3 Chicke RA Goodnignt ‘ Johan Olen 
ams, Pa. cke: r 5 ohnson, Ohio 
Aitken, Childs, Graham, Kem, 
Aldrich, well, Gresham, Keifer, 
Apsley, Compton, Griffin, v. 
Avery, Cooper, W Grosvenor. Lapham, 
Ba . usins, Grout, Latever, 
Lei N. H. 8 118 5 1 
arnes. urtis, Kans. A sle, 
Bartholdt, Curtis, N. Y Hainer, Loud, 
Belden, Dalzell. Harmer, Loudenslager, 
Beltzhoover Daniels, Hartman. Lucas, 
Bingham, Denson, Haugen, Maddox, 
Black, III. pinpas Heard, Magner, 
lair, Dolliver, Heiner, Mahon, 
Doolittle, Henderson, III. Marsh, 
Boutelle, Draper, Henderson, Iowa Marvin, N. v. 
pore Cal a Ky. Sorun Call. 
ra 5 Oregon, ermann, McCleary, Minn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fielder, Hicks, McDowell, 
Broderick, Fithian, Hitt, McKeighan, 
Brosius, Pletcher, Hooker, N. Y. Meiklejohn, 
Brown, Hopkins, III. Mercer, 
Bundy, Funston, Hopkins, Pa. en, 
Bunn, Fyan, Houk, Moon; 
Burnes, Gardner, Hulick, Morse, 
Burrows, Gear, Hull, Murray, 
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Newlands, Stone, C. W. Walker, 
Northway, Reyburn, Stone, W. A. Wanger, 
Robinson, Pa. Storer, bg jn 

Payne, Rusk, Strong, W. „ 
Paynter, Russell, Conn. Swanson, Wever, 
Pearson, Scranton, Sweet, Wheeler, III. 
Pence, Settle, Tarsney, te, 
Perkins, Shaw, Tawney, Wilson, Ohio, 
Phillips, Sherman, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, Was 
Pickler, Simpson, Thomas, Wilson, W. Va. 
Post, Sipe, Tucker, Woomer, 5 
Powers, Smith, Updegramt Wright, Mass, 

uigg. Somers, Van Voorhis, N. X. Wright, Pa. 

ndall, Stephenson, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
: Stevens, Wadsworth, 


So the Journal was approved. 
BERING SEA AWARD. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that 
the House take up for consideration now the bill (S. 1836) to 
give effect totheaward rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration 
at Paris under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the preservation of fur seals. % 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objction. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to make an ex- 
pares: if my friend from New York will allow me. This 

ill has passed the Senate unanimously, and it comes here 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the regular order, and the Chair can not indulge discussion on 
the matter. The regular order is the call of committees for 


rts. 
he Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. = É 


Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- | 
ported a bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficien- : 


cies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RIDGE ACROSS NIOBRARA RIVER. 2 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1403) to au- 
thorize the reconstruction of a bridge across Niobrara River, 
near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., and making appropriation 
therefor: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign — 
Commerce, 8 back the bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize the < 
New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct a 
bridge across the Hudson River between New York City and 
the State of New Jersey; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar. - 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA -RIVER. 


Mr. GEARY, also from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back the bill (S. 1759) to amend an act 
entitled, “An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Columbia River between the State of Oregon and the State of 
Washington, and to establish it as a post-road;“ which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. ' 


PROTECTION OF BIRDS AND ANIMALS, YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in the 
Yellowstone National Park, to punish crimes in said park, and 
for other purposes: which was referred to the House Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the absence of my colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. DocKERY] I desire to present another report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


! Adverse report on the concurrent resolution to increase the Capitol police 
orce. x 


The SPEAKER. This resolution will lie on the table. 
UNCOMPAHGRE AND UINTAH RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 6557) providing for the opening of the Uncom 
and Uintah Indian Reservations in lieu of House bill 4511; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 4511) will lie on the table. 
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OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS. 


` Mr. LYNCH, also from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill H. R 5426) with an amendment to amend 
an actentitled An act to provide for the sale of the remainder of 
the reservation of the confederated Otos and Missouria Indians 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,” 
puree eres 3, 1581; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following ti- 
tles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S.491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow 
of Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased; 

A bill (S. 055) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the 

ace in the District of Columbia, and to regulate the proceed- 

gs before them: and 

A bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain concluded at Washington, 
February 20, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration 
certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 324% for the appointment of a sealer 
and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

A further messaze from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced thatthe Senate further insists upon its amend- 
ment to the bill H. R. 3605) to require railroad companies oper- 
ating railroads in the Territories over a rightof way granted by 
the Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites 
on the lines of railroads established by the Interior Department 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, asked a further 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hoses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Burry, Mr. BLACK- 
hae and Mr. PETTIGREW as the conferees on the part of the 

enate. 


COINAGE OF THE SEIGNIORAGE., 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the seigniorage bill and move that it pxss, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lraiss the questioa of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill be first reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4996) directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the 
Treasury, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury shall immediately 
cause to be coined as fast as ible the silver bullion held in the Treasury, 
purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, entitled “An act directing the pur- 
chase of silver bullion and the issuingof Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other pu to the amount of the gain or seigniorage of such bullion, 
to wit: The sum of $55,156.681, and such coin or the silver certificates issued 
thereon shall be used in the payment of public expenditures, and the Secre 
retary of the Treasury may. in hisdiscretion, if the needs of the Treasury 
demand it, issue silver certificates in excess of such coinage: Provided, That 
said excess shall not exceed the amount of the seigniorage as herein au- 
thorized to be coined. 

Sr. 2. After the coinage ee. for in the first section of this act, the 
remainder of the silver bullion purchased in pursuance of said act of July 
14, 1890, shali be coined into legal-tender standard silver dollars as fast as 

ible, and the coin shall be held in the Treasury for the redemption of 

ury notes issued in the purchase of said bullion. That as fas t as 

the bullion shall be coined for the redemption of said notes, the no es shall 

not be reissued but shall be canceled and destroyed in amounts equal to the 

coin held at any time in the Treasury, derived from the coinage herein pro- 

vided for. and silver certificates shall be issued on such coin in the manner 

now provided by law: Provided, That this act shall not be construed to change 

pel law relating to the legal-tender character or mode of redemption 
of the freasury notes issued under said act of July 14, 1890. 

SEC. 3. ThatasuMicient sum of money is hereby appropriated to carry 
into effect the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
the question of consideration can not be raised against a bill in 
this condition, for the reason that the Constitution requires the 
House to proceed to reconsider it. 

Mr. SICKLES. But it does not prescribe any time when it 
shall be considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, if the question of consideration could 
be raised now it could be repeated every time the bill is called 
up, and thus a rule of the House might defeat the plain mandate 

the Constitution, 

Mr. 3ICKLES. The question of consideration may be raised 
at any time on any question or a Hage ee pending before the 
House. I refer the Chair to Rule XVI, which permits that 

‘question to be raised now. 


The SPEAKER. There does not seem to have been, so far as 
the Chair has been able to ascertain by hasty examination of the 
Journal as to Executive vetoes, any question of consideration 
raised or any ruling u that point. The Chair finds that in 
every instance to which its attention has been referred the 
House either procseded to consider or voted to postpone the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. H it is competent for the House to pa e 
the consideration, then it is, of course, competent for the House 
to say that it will not consider it now. 2 X 

The SPEAKER. But the trouble is in the language of the 
Constitution, to which the Chair cails attention: 


Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall, before it becomes a law, be presented to the President of the 
United States. Ifhe approve he shail it, but if not he shall return it, 
with his objections, to tnat House in which it shall have originated, who 
— — igi the objectionsat large on their Journal, and proceed to recon- 

er 


That is the language of the Constitution. 
Mr. SICKLES. But whether the House will proceed to re- 
consider it now or at some specified time is for the House itself 


to determine. The Constitution does not prescribe that it shall 
Latin ie at a specific time. It is for the House to say when it 
will do so. 


Now, if it is competent for the House to 8 
consideration of a vetoed bill, as it has done in the case of the 
present bill, it is competent also for the House to determine 
whether it will consider it now or at some future time. It is 
always competent, and must be, for the House to determine 
whether it will now consider a question or will consider it to- 
morrow, or on some future day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will bear in 
mind thata 3 is a form of consideration. 

Mr. SICK . Precisely. And this is equivalent to a mo- 
tion to postpone. 

The SPEAKER. But the point the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY] makes, is that the question of consideration can 
not be raised. i 

Mr. SICKLES. The A apap of consideration only raises the 
question whether it shall be considered now. The House may 
vote with me to-day on that proposition, but they may never- 
theless consider the bill to-morrow, or at some other time. Ido 
not move the indefinite postponement of the subject. I do not 
think that would be consistent with the Constitution. I do not 
move to lay the bill on the table. I simply raise the question 
whether the House will now consider it, and this is allowed by 
the rules of the House. No precedent is cited against me. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the language 
of the Constitution is very explicit, that the House shail pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this measure. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SickLES] can accomplish bis purpose just as 
well, if he desires to P the consideration, by mg a 
motion in that form; but it seems to me that he can not raise 
the question of consideration. He may make a motion to post- 
pone the consideration, and reach his object in that way. 

Mr. SICKLES. If it is obligatory on the House to consider 
the question at once, then it was obligatory onthe House to con- 
sider it as soon as the veto message was read. That was not 
done. The House proceeded to the consideration of other busi- 
ness, and it is just as much in or ier now to proceed to the con- 
sideration of other business as it was then. 

Mr. ENLOE. There was a special order then. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to remind the Chair that a few 
days ago I brought up the constitutional provision which re- 
quired the House to proceed to reconsider this bill; and if the 
Speaker remembers, he ruled against that question of privilege 
on the ground that a certain special rule of the House would in- 
tervene: that the order under which we were then acting, the 
report of the Committee on Rules, took precedence of, or rather, 
as I understood it, put in abeyance the constitutional provision. 
Now, it seems to me that if the order of business under which 
we were then acting, which was simply a rule adopted by the 
House, could be interposed against the constitutional require- 
ment, then this rule of the House, which admits of the raising 
of the question of consideration, might also be interposed, while, 
of course, I believe that neither of them could properly be. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what the gentleman 
says, I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the House 
was then considering a privileged matter, the question of the 
right of a member to his seat,a question of the higt est privilege, 
and was considering it under a special order of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it would take along time for the gen- 
tleman and myself to discuss the relative privilege under the 
rulings in this Congress of the proposition to proceed under a 
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constitutional requirement to reconsider an Executive veto and 
another question of high privilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. It might take some time. for us to agree about 
it, but it se ms to me hat to the ordinary mind there would be 
no difficulty in determining that the first question to be con- 
sidered, as a matter of privilege, is the right of a member of 
the House to his seat. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, at the time indicated by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES| there was another 

uestion of higher privilege than the veto message pending. 
Therefore it was incumbent u on the House to complete the 
order upon which it was engaged, which was of a higher privi- 
lege than this; but when we have reached the question of the 
consideration of this measure, which is provided for under the 
Constitution, it seems to me that it can only be displaced in.one 
of two ways: First, by a question of higher privilege, which does 
not now come before the House; and, secondly, by a motion to 
postpone its consideration, or to commit, or to put the question 
upon the passage of the bill, the objections of the President to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

We are guided in this case by.a rule fixed in the Constitution, 
not by our own rule which is to this effect, that when we do 
reach the place where it is in order to consider it, it must then 
be considered; and consideration means that one member can not 
move that we do not consider it, but that we take up something 
else. If there were a question of equally high privilege pend- 
ing, it might determine the question as to which should be con- 
sidered, but there is no such question now pending, and therefore 
this question before us demands the consideration of the House, 
its consideration being provided for by the Constitution. It 
seems to me that it can only be disposed of by a motion that 
amounts to consideration, and a motion that prohibits consider- 
ation would not be in order. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the Constitution makes this a privileged 

uestion, then it is a question of the highest privilege, and this 

ouse can not put any question above it, because it can notsuper- 
sede the Constitution. Now this Hous; has regarded this as an 
ordinary question, and not as a privileged question. The House 

ave pr.cedence over it toa privileged question, and if it has 
3 t once it can do it Hy Sos 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide. The Chair 
has not been able to find, by ahurried examination of the pree- 
edents, that there has beenat any time a question of CONAS 
tion raised against a veto message. The Constitution of the 
United States declares that the message shall besent to the House 
in which the bill originated, which House shall proceed to re- 
consider the bill. The prenant message was sent to the House 
afew days ago, at which time the House had under considera- 
tion a contested-election case, and was 3 under a rule 
which might fairly be held to postpone the consideration of any 
other question until that ouestion had b-en disposed of. Un- 
doubtedly the House would have the right, as has been the prec- 
edent, to postpone the consideration of a veto message, although 
the question of consideration might not be raised. 

Postponement is itself consideration; and it may be fairly held 
that the order adopted by the House, under which they were con- 
sidering the con’ested-election case, was a postponement of any 

uestion that might come in to interfere with the measure until 
the House had fully disposed of it. Treating it in that way, it 
is regarded as a postponement of this veto message until that 
order had exhausted it-elf. The order has now exhausted it- 
self; ths message is before the House. The Constitution says 
the House must proceed to consider it; the House the other da 
ordered a postponement until that order was exhausted, an 
that time has come. Therefore, the Chair holds that the ques- 
tion of consi ‘eration can not now be raised. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How could there be any postponement of 
Sa a before the message was written or sent in to the 

ouse? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has heretofore, on occasions when 
he has made a decision, held that no gentleman had the right 
to ask for any other and further reasons than those stated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose that is a later innovation? 

The SPEAKER. That is one of the rulings that has been 
made to resent what the Chair E . as impertinence. [Loud 
sppisune on the Democratic side.] ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Speaker [loud cries of Sit down!” 
on the Democratic side}, I hope the Chair will incorporate these 
ner 5 that he has ee as to the rights of mem- 

rs in the printed rules, so that we may know what our r 
are now held to be. z, e 
- [Great confusion in the Hall.] 

r. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, as soon as I can have order I would 
like to state that on Saturday at 3.o’clock I shall demand the 


penen question on the motion, hoping that if that is not sat- 
tory to the gentlemen in opposition some agreement may 
now be made. Very loud cries of ** ner | 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr.Speaker, in behalf of the minority mem- 
bers of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, I 
would say that (cries of “ Vote: J so far as the Democratic mem- 
bers who are in favor of sustaining the veto message are con- 
cerned, we would like to take the vote immediately; but I am 
not satisfied that that will be acceptable to the minority mem- 
bers, who are the Republicans, on that committee. I wouldlike 
to hear the views of the gentleman who made the minority re- 
port [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE of Pennsylvania]. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to taking the vote now. 
[Renewed cries of " Vote!“ 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, so far as I am ad- 
vised— 

Mr. TRACEY. Sofar as I am concerned, it would be very 
agreeable to me to take the vote atonce. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is right. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The House will prohably re- 
member that on the discussion of this bill the disposition was 
such that even the members of the committee were prevented 
from expressing their views upon it. Some of the members of 
the committee were absent, and I am unwilling at this time to 
make any agresment that would result in preventing them from 
having an opportunity to express their views. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House on recon- 
sideration pass the bill, the ob ections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? On this the Constitution requires 
that the yeasand nays be entered upon the Journal. The Clerk 
willcall the roll. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the Chair 
proposes immediately to have the roll called without debate? 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman desired it. The Chair can 
not interrupt the call of the roll. 

Mr. TRACEY. A parliamentary inguiry—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TRACEY. If the Chair will permit—those members who 
desire to sustain the veto of the President will, then, vote 
“no,” as I understand it? y 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the roll call. 

Mr. REED. Mr. 8 i 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair can not interrupt the roll call. 
The first name has been called, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
[Cries of Vote!”] 

Be lng popes i cl x 

uring the ro the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Speaker, I rise toa e order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is a very important matter, and it is 
impossible to hear the Clerk call the roll, owing to thedisorder. 

he SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there was so much confusion at 
the time the Chair stated the question that a great many gentle- 
men do not understand what is the question before the House. 
It ought to be stated again. I presume that is the reason—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House on recon- 
sideration agree to pass this bill, the objections of the President 
to the contrary notwithstanding? ; 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] was 
2 to address the House upon this question before the roll 
call began. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. DINGLEY] made no 
such statement until after the first name on the roll had been 
called. [Cries of Regular order!” on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. The reason why he did not was because the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was entitled to the floor. I 
submit to the Speaker and to the House that this is not suit- 
able, because my colleague was ready to address the Chair, and 
if he did not do so it was because, in the confusion, the firstname 
on the roll was called before an opportunity was afforded to the 
House to know what the situation was. [Cries of Regular 
order:”] The discussion that was going on was in reference to 
an arrangement for time for debate, and before anybody had an 
opportunity to understand what the situation was the first 
nume was called. [Renewed cries of Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The House will bear the circumstances in 
mind. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was recog- 
nized, whereupon some suggestion was made asto an agreement 
between that gentleman and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TRACEY], who c:lled upon the gentleman from Pennsyiva- 
nia Mr. CHARLES W. STONE], one of his colleagues in the mi- 
nority on the committee. There was a general call throughout 
the House of Vote!“ Vote!“ whereupon, the agreement fail- 


ing, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] stated that he 
was willing to have the vote taken now, and no gentleman rose 
to address the Chair. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair listen—— 

The SPEAKER (continuing). The Chair stated the question, 
and stated that under the Constitution the yeas and nays must 
be entered upon the Journal. Still no gentleman rose to address 
the Chair. The Chair then directed the Clerk to call the roll, 
and the first name was called, and then, for the first time, the 
Chair had any intimation that the gentleman from Maine Mr. 
DINGLEY] desired to address the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A single statement in this connection, Mr. 
Speaker. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. DINGLEV. An arrangement was made between the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and myself. He was to open 
the debate and I supposed that it was 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I make the point that gentlemen can not inter- 
rupt the roll call. [Confusion in the Hall.] 

r. REED. I want the Speaker to understand this matter. 
My. colleague states 

he SPEAKER. The Speaker does understand it, and the 
Speaker directs the Clerk to resume the call of the roll. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. St 579 8 2 my colleague 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will not allow the roll call to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. REED. My colleague states, Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemancan not interrupt the roll call. 

Mr. REED. I think the Speaker has not heard my colleague’s 
statement. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will take his seat. 

Mr. REED. Certainly I will. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take hisseat. 
tlemen will be seated. 
persistence. 2 

Mr. REED. There is no resistance, Mr. Speaker, but 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. REED sat down, but immediately rose again and said: 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to hear the gentleman. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker—— 

ae SPEAKER. The gentleman must not interrupt the roll 
call. 
Mr. REED. Will the Speaker hear a word? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will not. 

Mr. REED. My colleague states—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear the gentleman. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall decline to cast my vote in such a 
condition of confusion as this. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the roll 


call. 

Mr. BURROWS. Irise to a question of order. Nobody can 
hear, owing to the confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Tyranny! Tyranny! 

The SPEAKER. Until order is restored public business can 
not be transacted. Members can not hear their names when 
they are called. The House will be in order. 


. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think unanimous consent 
should be given—the House should understand—it is not 


50 f 
a e SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. The 
Chair will hear nothing. The roll call has been entered upon 
and must be concluded. The House will be in order and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am sure the Speaker can not have 
heard my colleague—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has twice said to the gentleman 
from Maine that he declines to permit the roll call to be inter- 
rupted. If the gentleman persists in this violation of the rule 
as determined by the C. , the Chair can only appeal to the 
fairness and justice of the House. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair permit me? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will not permit the gentleman to 
interrupt the roll call. The Chair hopes the gentleman will un- 
derstand that. The Clerk will call the roll. 


All gen- 
othing will be accomplished by this 


1—— 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the call of- the roll. 


Apri 4, 


The 


question being taken, there were—yeas 144, nays 114, not voting 


95; as follows: 


YEAS—Il4t, 
Aitken, x, Lane, 
Alderson, Crawford, Latimer, 
Alexander Culberson, Lawson, 
Allen, Curtis, Kans Layton, 
Arnold, Davis, Lester, 
Bailey, De Armond, Livingston, 
Baker, Kans. Dinsmore, Magulre, 
Bankhead, Docke: Mallory, 
Bell, Colo, Doolittle, Marsh, 
Bell, Tex. Edmun Marshall, 
Black, Ga. Ellis, Oregon Martin, Ind 
land, Enloe, McCleary, Minn. 
Boatner, Epes, McCreary, Ky. 
Boen, Funston, McCulloch, 
Bower. N. C Geary, McDannold, 
Bowers, Cal. Grady, McDearmon, 
Branch, Gresham, Megan 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hall, Mo. Mec Laurin, 
Bretz, Hammond, McMillin, 
Broderick, Har McNagny, 
Brookshire, Ha: cRae, 
Brown, Hartman, Meredith, 
Cabaniss, Hatch, Money, 
Caminetti, Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, 
Cannon, Cal Hepburn, Moon, 
Capehart, Hermann, Morgan, 
Catchings, Holman, Moses, 
Clark, Mo Hooker, Miss. Neill, 
Clarke, Ala. Hudson, Oates, 
Cobb, Ala. Hunter, O'Neill, Mo. 
krell, Hutcheson, Paschal, 
Coffeen, rt, Patterson, 
Conn, Jones, Paynter, 
Cooper, Pla. Kilgore Pence, 
Cooper, Ind. Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Tex Lacey, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—114. 
Adams, Pa, Cummings, Hitt, 
Apsley, Curtis, N. V. Hopkins, III. 
Avery, Davey, Hulick, 
Babcock, De Forest, Hull, 
Baker, N. H Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Baldwin nn, Kiefer, 
Bartlett, 2 s Kribbs, 
Barwig, English, N. J Lefever, 
Belden, Erdman, Lockwood, 
Berry. Everett, Loudenslager 
Blair, Fletcher, 2 
Brickner nk, N. Y. 
Brosius, Gardner, McAleer, 
Burrows, Gear, McEttrick, 
Bynum, Geiss nhainer, McKaig, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, Meiklejohn. 
Campbell, Gorman, Mercer, 
Cannon, III. Grout, Meyer, 
uth, Grow, Milliken, 
Causey Hager, Morse 
Chickering, Hainer, Mutchler, 
hilds, Haines. Northway, 
Clancy, Hall, Neil, 
Cobb, Mo. Harter, Outhwaite, 
Cockran, Hayes, Payne, 
mbs, Henderson, Ill. Perkins, 
Cornish, Hendrix, ps, 
Cousins, Hicks, tt. 
Covert. Hines, BB, 
NOT VOTING—95. 
Abbott, Donovan, Johnson, Ohio 
dams, Ky. Draper, Kem, 
Aldrich, Durborow, Lapham, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Linton, 
Bartholdt, English, Cal Lisle, 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Loud, 
Bingham, Fithian, Lucas, 
Black, III. Forman, Maddox, 
Boutelle, an, M er, 
Brattan, Gillet, N. V. Mahon, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillett, Mass. McCall, 
Bryan. Goodnight. McDowell, 
Bundy, Graham, McKeighan. 
Bunn, Griffin, Murray, 
Burnes. Grosvenor Newlands, 
88 8 Pearbon 
Cogswell, ugen, e: 
Compton, Heard, Powers, 
Cooper, Heiner, Price, 
Crain, Henderson, Iowa Randall, 
Dalzell. Hooker, N. Y. Rolly. 
Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. Robertson, La 
Denson, Houk, Robinson, Penn. 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, 


Pickler, 
Richards, Ohio 


Wilson. Wash. 
Wise, 
Woodard, 

The Speaker. 


yner, 
Reed, 


Rey burn. 
Russell, Conn. 


an, 
Schermerhorn, 
er man. 


Wolverton, 
Wright, Mass. 


Taylor, Tenn. 

Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Van Yoorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 


hi 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the bill was not 


8 
r. PAYNE (before the result of the vote was announced). 
eall for a recapitulation. 

The vote was 5 


The following add 


Until further notice: 
Mr. BRYAN with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. MADDOX with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
Mr. DENSON with Mr. WOOMER. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. LUCAS. 


tional pairs were announced: 


/ 
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Mr. ROBERTON of Louisiana with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. SWANSON with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

On this question: x 

Mr. NEWLANDS with Mr. MAHON. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BINGHAM, asks leave of absence on account of sickness. If there 
be no objection this leave will be granted. 

There was no objection, - 

Mr. HARRIS. _ ‘The gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. KEM, was 
called home on account of sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 144, the nays 
114. Two-thirds not having voted on reconsideration to repass 
the bill, it is lost. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS (at 5 o'clock p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 


: REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 5990) for the relief of Alfred M. Burnham, 
of Lynn, Mass. (Report No. 649. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 6190) for the relief of James M. Newman. 
(Report No. 650.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) for the relief of George Lewis Cousens. 
(Report No. 851.) 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: A bill (H. R. 4012) for the aid of Thorwald Olsen. (Re- 
port No. 652.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3487) granting a pension to Eliza K. Starr. (Re- 
port No. 662.) 

By Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps. (Report No. 663.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUDSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6553) providing for 
the sale of certain lands in the Pawnee Reservation, Oklahoma 
Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6554) to repeal an act entitled 
An act to provide for the permanent preservation and custody 
of the records of the volunteer armies, andfor other purposes,” 
approved May 9, 1892—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6555) to appoint a commission 
to determine the advisability of constructing a transcontinental 
boulevard—to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining 
claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 156) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to recognize Frank D. Baldwin as lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers 
Spee the 15th day of May, 1865—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A joint resolution (H. Res. 157) provid- 
ing fora conference at the city of Washington of representa- 
tives of the American republics on the silver question—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 11,000 copies of report of Bureauof Statistics of im- 
ports for consumption and domestic exports from 1884 to 1894— 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pone bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 6559) granting a pension to 
Marguret Derry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6560) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Mason W. Presby—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CADMUS: A bill (H. R. 6561] granting a pension to 
Lydia Ann Haskin Cole—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CORNISH: A bill (H. R. 6562) for the relief of Henry 
Lane to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

ayan HULICK: A bill{H. R. 6563) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claim of William T. Scales for compensation for the 


loss of his 8 mill and contents, located at California, Ky., 
on the 10th day of September, 18 32, by order of Gen. Lew Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 6564) to pay wa A Galley 85.503, with in- 
terest from the 2Ist day of March A. D. 1361, for the destruc- 
tion of property by the Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Lynn, daughter of John R. Lynn, who served asa 
private soldier from rennsylvania in the war of the Revolu- 
tion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

ey. Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6566) granting an honorable 
aae arge to Cyrus Payne—to the Committee-on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6567) for the 
relief of Mrs. M. L. Piper and Mrs. E. A. Hawkins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6568) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Jackman 
and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6509) for the relief of Mary A, Lewis—to. 
the Committee on War Claims. > 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 6570) for the 
Aa of James L. Townsend—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to 
Bridget Turley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6572) for the relief of Mary 
J. Houck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill H. R. 6573) for the 
relief of A. A. Braden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) to donate certain lands in Alabama for 
educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Banking and 
Currency was discharged from the consideration of resolution of 
the Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Association, favoring the enact- 
ment of a national bankruptcy law, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL ol Colorado: Petition of inmates of the Soldiers’ 
Home at Monte Vista, Colo., asking for the passage of House 
bill 6168, 5 for the ceding to the State of Colorado of 
the Fort Lyon reservation, and further prays for the remoyal 
of the home from Monte Vista—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Carpenters’ Union, No. 689, 
of Detroit, Mich.. for the establishment of Government tele- 
graph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany House bill 225, 
to license persons living on boats—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of John H. Rogers, printing and 
bill clerk of the House of Representatives, 155 increased com- 
pensation—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GORMAN (by request): Two petitions of citizens of 
Michigan, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

e of the faculty of the University of Michigan, 
against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


Also (by request), petition of citizens of Ann Arbor, and Car- 
penters’ Union, No, 689, of Detroit, Mich., asking the establish- 
ment of a Government telegraph system—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of Z. W. Montague 
and 17 others, members of Center Camp, No. 892, Modern Wood- 
men of America, Center Junction, Iowa, favoring the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Boulder Creek, Cal., 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Resolutions of the Wholesale Lumber 
Dealers’ Association, favoring the enactment of a national bank- 
ru tog Heke the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. MEREDITH: Papers relating to the claim of John L. 
Combs, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of F. W. Lewis 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE; Petition of J. J. Whipple, mayor; Ziba C. 
Keith, ex-mayor; Albert R. Wade, ex-mayor: and 98 other citi- 
zens of Brockton, Mass., praying for national legislation against 
the lottery evil and crime, especially the Louisiana lottery, os- 
tensibly moved to Honduras—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. À 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of Wayne County, 
Ohio, for a Federal act to enable States to enforce State laws 

- regalating the sale of substitutes for dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Carpen- 
ters’ Union, No. 689, of Detroit, in favor of the governmental 
control of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of H. D. Pixley and 79 others, 
citizens of Utica, N. Y., asking for the passage of an act regu- 
lating the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Petition of Patrick G. Meath, 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of House of Representatives, referring claim 
of Patrick G. Meath to Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 5, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CLAIM OF IRWIN TUCKER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in accordance 
with law, the claim of Irwin Tucker, late postmaster at New- 
port News, Va., for credit on account of losses resulting from 

rglary of the post-office at that place February 9, 1894, with 
the recommendation that a bill authorizing the allowance of the 
credit claimed be passed: which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GEORGE presented a memorial of sundry buiiding and 

loan associations of Mississippi, remonstrating against the im- 

ition of an income tax upon such associations; which was or- 
Teroa to lie on the table, } 

Mr. GORMAN presented the tion of Joseph German and 
8.other citizens of Lauraville, Md., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1566, providing for the free coinage of silver and 
directing the issuance of $500,000,000 in legal-tender notes to pay 
the outstanding debts of the Government, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committve on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of C. E. Morrison & Co. 
and 17 other merchants of Boston, Mass., praying that the duty 
on potatoes and onions be restored to the rates existing prior to 
the passage of the McKinley law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of M. C. Grier and 14 other 
citizens of Malden, Mass., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of the Trades 
Council of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of St. Paul. Minn., praying for an early settlement 
of the tariff question; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of members of 
the colored Presbyterian Church and sundry citizens of Hot 
Springs, Ark., praying that a certain i paron of ground in the city 
of Hot Springs, Ark., be donated them for church purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Langs. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Justin McCarthy, of 
Wasbington, D.C., praying that damages be granted him in the 
construction of the dry dock at Port Royal, S. C., caused by the 
cyclone of August, 1893; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. : 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lancaster 
County, S. C., and a petition of sundry citizens of Yorkville, S. 
C., praying that one or more terms of the circuit and district 
courts be held at Yorkville, S. C.; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referréd the amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 
4th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported it fayorably, and moved thatit be referred 
to „„ on Appropriations and be printed; Which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 168) ting to the State of 
Wyoming certain lands in the Fort D. A. Russell military res- 
ervation for agricultural fair and industrial exposition grounds, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report back favorably an amendment intended to 
be proponat by me to the sundry civil appropristion bill. I 
move that the amendment, with the accompanying report from 
the Quartermaster General's office and the War Department, be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1482) to relieve John Holbrook 
from the charge of desertion, submitted an adverse report there- 
on, which was agreed to, and the bill postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1483) to. correct the military record of Elisha B. Bassett, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the Univer- 
sity of Utah a site off the public domain, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1778) to amend an act entitled 
An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on 
Education and Labor an amendment relating to Howard Uni- 
vomit, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. I nowsubmita report upon the amendment, which I 
aoc be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the 
port.of New York, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I report back, by direction of the Committee 
on Commerce, the bill (S. 1192) makingan appropriation for the 
establishment of range lights ut the mouth of the Willamette 
River. in the State of Oregon, with a recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed. It seems that legislation providing for 
erecting lights atthe mouth of the Willamette River has already 
been enacted, and all that is required is an appropriation. 

Tan VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. : 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Com- 
merce, I report an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill to carry out the object intended to be accomplished by the 
bill which has just been postponed indefinitely. I move that 
the amendment be printed and referred to the Committes on 
Appropriations. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1191) making an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the light-houseatCape Arago, in the State of Oregon, 
reported it with an amendment. h 

r JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian AT- 
fairs, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by him- 
self March 22, relating to the Eastern Shawnees, intended to be 
proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. CAREY on the 2ist of February, 
relating to the Big Wind River Bridge on the Shoshone Indian 
Reservation, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, reported it favorably,and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


reed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, Lam directed by the Committee on Naval Af. 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill S. 1587) to open the naval 
reservation in Lafayette County, Fla., to settlement and entry, 
to submit an adverse report thereon. I ask that the bill 
placed on the Calendar. 


* 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 
PROCEEDINGS OF PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. GOR- 
MAN, January 4, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth, of the proceedings of the Pan-American Medi- 
cal Congress, held in Washington City, in September, 1893, under the au- 
thority of a joint resolution of Congress approved July 18, 1892, 10,000 copies; 
of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribution by the Department of State, 
the same to be indexed under the direction of the Committee on Printing. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S.1860) to authorize Prof. 
Asaph Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept a gold medal 
from the Academy of Science of France: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. WASHBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1861) for 
the relief of George F. Brott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1862) to prevent the manufac- 
ture of clothing in unhealthy places and the sale of clothing so 
manufactured; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (S. 1863) to provide for and to 

ate the admission of attorneys and solicitors to practice in 
the courts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1864) for the relief of 
George W. Harbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1865) for the relief of 
certain Pottawatomie Indians, of Michigan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

PROPOSED REDUCTION OF OFFICIAL INCOMES. 

Mr. GEORGE. I submit the following resolution, and ask its 
reference tc the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That in view of the present depressed tinanciai condition of the 
people, the low price of agricultural and other products, the indebtedness of 
many of the le, and the increased value of money, the Committee on 
the l Aiciary be fastenctedt to prepare and report to the Senate a bill reduc- 

ing 20 per cent all official incomes payable out of the Treasury of the United 
Siams not protected from reduction by the Constitution of the United 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committe on the Judiciary, if there ba no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Why should it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary? I have no special objection to make to its 
reference to that committes, but itseems to me it would be more 
appropriate to refer it to the Finance Committee. I know the 
Senator from Mississippi is upon the Judiciary Committee, and 
I shall not object to a reference of the resolution to that com- 
mittee if he desires it to go there. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire the resolution to go to the Judiciary 
Committee, because I think that is the appropriate committee 
to consider it. 

, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred, 
in the absence of objection. 
PROPOSED REPEAL OF BOND PROVISION. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill 
1 — 1457) to repeul a part of section 3 of an act entitled An act to provide 

r the resumption of e payments, approved January 14. 1875. and for 
other purposes.“ be, is hereby, discharged from the further considera- 

tion thereof. and said bill is ordered to be placed on the Calendar for con- 
sideration by the Senate in its regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the resolution had better go over. 
I do not see present any member of the Committee on ance 
upon the other side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE HEARINGS. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce 100 copies of hearings had before’ said committee during the 


1885, and during each year subsequent thereto, including the hearings 
Ton dorme the present session of 88. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that if it is 
agreeable to the Senate, on Monday next at 2 o’clock I will sub- 


mih some remarks on the subject of the pending tarif legisla- 
on. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate resolu- . 
tions passed by the House commemorative of the lifeand services 
of Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print 
the Agricultural Report for 1893; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER), com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in the future without express authority by act of Congress first 
had and obtained. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask the Senator from Kansas if he 
w ll not be kind enough to yield until I make a request for unani- 
mous consent to take up a Senate bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection tocomplying with the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota provided the resolution. 
goes over and retains its place. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that order will be made and that the 
resolution will retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there. objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bili (S. 1545) to 
provide for the destruction and extermination of the noxious 
plant or weed known as Russian thistle or Russian cactus, tech- 
nically Salsola kali tragus. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
has an amendment which he desires to offer to the bill. Ido 
not see him in the Chamber. I will object until the Senator 
from South Dakota is present. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from Mississippi 
will withdraw the objection. The Senator from South Dakota 
was in the Chamber a few moments ago. I see the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] in his seat, and I understand he desires 
to ba heard on the bill. 3 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; if the Senator from Texas desires 
to occupy the floor I withdraw my objection. I can send for the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from North Dakota does not ob- 
ject. I will with his consent move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. I wish to have a short ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from Texas will be 
permitted to address the Senate on the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Icare very little about talking on it. I should 
like to accommodate my friend from Florida ior a little while; 
if he wants the Senate to go into executive session I will give 
way entirely. 

Me CALL. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will not 
object. x 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I trust the Senator from Florida will 
allow us to proceed with the bill. 

There being no ob ection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the ob‘ection that I have to the 
present bill is that it does not appear before the proper govern- 
ment that has charge of the matter submitted by the bill. I 
know the bill is in the line with other measures which have been 
adopted by Congress in invading the territorial jurisdiction of 
the local sovereignties and taking upon the Federal Government 
the discharge of duties which have been reserved by the com- 

acts of the Constitution to the several States. I think itis a 
ndamental truth, at the bottom of our whole system of Govern- 
ment, that the best ible government over any people is that 
which is most kra within the control of each separate local- 
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‘hundred years has walked in the precepts and t 


_territorial jurisdiction o 


ity. It is upon that principle that our complicated system of 
Government was founded by our fathers. 

The Government of the United States was established by its 
founders for the purpose of regulating affairs between the whole 
body of our people and foreign people and the concerns of the 
several States, Being international and interstate in its opera- 
tion. Here comes a measure proposing to ess that itshall 
go into a State of the Union and regulate the digging up of 
weeds, extirpating grasses and noxious growths, directing how 
farms are to tilled, what improvements are to be made, and 
taking upon the National Government and the people who sup- 
port it by a national system of taxation all the expenditures that 
are necessary to clear the farms of individual farmers in the 
several States of the Russian thistle, crab grass, foxtail, cactus, 
and all of the things that hinder the cultivation of the soil. 

I have simply taken the floor, Mr. President, to recall this 
body (not so much our friends on the other side as our friends on 
this side) back to the old truths of our fathers. My friend on 
the other side yesterday rather taunted us with Jeffersonian 
Democracy, and I come to talk a little more Jeffersonian De- 
mocracy, or to permit Mr. Jefferson himself to talk to us, who 
claim to be the disciples and followers of him, and to those who 
believe in the principles which he taught, the pariy that for a 

e faith of Mr. 
Jefferson. In discussing some of these collateral questions in 
his seventy-seventh year, in his autobiogra hy; in speaking of a 
decision, I believe, of the Supreme Cours of the United States, 
which in his judgment had assumed legislative functions instead 
of judicial, he says: 

We have seen too that, contrary, to all correct example, they are in the 
habit of going out of the question before them, to throw an anchor ahead, 
and grapple further hold for future advances of power. 

That is what legislatian has been doing. Jefferson dreaded 
the encroachments of the two departments of the Government, 
the judiciary and the legislative. In all foreign governments 
the dread had been of the encroachments of the executive upon 
the liberties and rights of its people; but he foretold, with the 
correctness of a prophet of the ancient days, that the rightsand 
the liberties of the people of this country would be invaded by 
the judiciary and by the legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment, and that they would do it by throwing out anchors and 
catching hold and pulling up, and, as he said, making a viola- 
tion of one right a precedent for the violation of another. Now, 
listen: 


They are then, in fact, the corps of Lea d cong and miners, steadily work 
to anderasine the independent rights of the States, and to consolidate al 
power in the hands of that Government in which they have so important 
a freehold estate, 


Now, he lays down a principle: 


But it is not by the consolidation or concentration of powers, but by their 
distribution, that good government is effected. Were not this great country 
y divided into States, that division must be made, that each might do 
for itself what concerns itself directly, and what it can so much better do 
than a distant authority. Every State again is divided into counties, each 
to take care of what lies within its local bounds; each counu: n into 
townships or wards, to man: minuter details; and every ward into farms, 
to be governed each by its individual proprietor. 


Not by Congress, but in the subdivision of power it goes down 
and down until each farm is governed by its owner. Let him 
dig up his Russian thistle, and not come to Congress to have 
Congress direct how he is to dig his thistles and at what time 
of the year he is todig his thistles, and assume the burden of the 


ic iar } } 
call the attention of my friends to this: 

Were we directed from Washington when to sow and when to reap, we 
should soon want bread. It is by this partition of cares, descending in gra- 
dation from 4 to particular, that the mass of human affairs may be 
best managed for the good and prosperity of all. 

That is Democracy; that is the gospel in which we have been 
taught; and I ask my Democratic friends on this side of the 
Chamber where do they find a resting place in the Constitution 
of this Government, by appropriation or otherwise, toinvade the 

f a State and assume to control the in- 
ternal concerns of its people? 

They come now with an appropriation of a million dollars. 
Yes, Mr. President, thatis the Greeks coming bearing gifts. It 
isa million dollars to be given to the people for the privilege of 
breaking down their constitutional rights to take care of their 
own liberties. A million dollars is the prize offered to tempt 
the peopie to accept this infringement of State authority; but 
when they get inside ol the gates, then it is a Trojan horse. 
After a while the effort will be made to regulate your elections, 
to regulate the succession and descent and distribution of prop- 
erty, to regulate your taxation, and to do everything else that 
Congress or the party in power may wish to do. 

I received, sir, a printed pamphlet the other day, some rew 
paper established for the purpose of inculcating a new idea, in 
which it is boldly taught that State lines ought to be abolished; 
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that there should be but one legislative assembly in this whole 
country, and that should be here in Washington, and that this 
legislature should legislate for everything in which the whole 
65,000,000 American peopleare interested. We are going along 
on that line. If we go on in that line, if we continue to follow 
it, we shall be running over all the landmarks and all the prin- 
ciples our fathers have laid down as absolutely essential to the 
preservation of the liberties of the people. 

Again, I will call attention to what the same great founder 
said in 1816. He was talking about schools. He believed in 
local self-government in schools; he believed that the ward re- 
public, as he termed the little district, understood how to build 
up schools, and would do it better and would control them bet- 
ter than the schools would be controlled by the whole State; and 
I believe Mr. Jefferson is correct in that, for we have schoolsof 
that sort in my own State, where we control them in our own towns, 
levy our own taxation, build up our own schoolhouses, and select 
our own teachers, and they are the pride of each locality, and 
are the very best schools we have in the State. 


But if it is believed that these elementary schools will be better managed 
by the governor and council, the commissioners of the literary fund, or an 
other general authority of the Government, than by the parents within eac 
ward, itis a belief against allexperience. Try the principleone step further, 
and amend the bill so as to commit to the governor and council the mana 
ment of all our farms, our mills, and merchants’ stores. No,my friend, the 
way to have good and safe government is not to trust it all to one, but to 
divide it among the many, 5 everyone exactly the functions 
he is competent to. Let the National Government be intrusted with the de- 
fense of the nation, and its foreign and Federal relations; the State govern- 
ments with the civil rights, laws, police, and administration of what con- 
cerns the State generally; the counties with the local concerns of the coun- 
ties, and each ward direct the interests within itself. 

Itis by dividing and subdividing these republics from the great national 
one down through all its subordinations, untilit ends in the administration 
ofevery man’s farm by himself; by 8 under everyone what his own 
eye may superintend. that all will be done for the best. at has destroyed 
liberty and the rights of man in every government which has ever existed 
under the sun? The generalizing and concentrating all cares and powers 
into one body, no matter whether of the autocrats of Russia or France, or of 
the aristocrats of a Venetian senate. And I do believe that if the Almighty 
has not decreed that man shall never be free (and it is a blasphemy to believe 
it), that the secret will be found to be in the making the depository 
of the powers respecting himself, so far as he is competent to them, and 
delegating only what is beyond his competence by a synthetical process, to 
higher and higher orders of functionaries, so as to trust fewer and fewer 
55 in proportion as the trustees become more and more oligarchical. 

he elementary republics of the wards, the county republics, the State re- 
publics, and the Republic of the Union, would form a gradation of authorities, 
standing each on the basis of law, holding every one its delegated share of 
pone: and constituting truly a system of fundamental balances and checks 

‘or the Government. 


This is the doctrine which I wish to recall to our friends on 
this side of the Chamber, that we have no right to make a law 
to regulate the Russian thistle in any State of the Union. if the 
Russian thistle comes to the District of Columbia, under the 
Constitution we are empowered to exterminate it or to extermi- 
nate any other foe here, but beyond the boundaries of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia we have no power to go. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to make any 
extended remarks this morning upon the pending bill or to dis- 
cuss its constitutionality. I recognize the objection raised by 
the Senators on this side of the Chamber to the bill, and there- 
fore I will move the amendments which I now send to the Secre- 
tary’s desk to be read, 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read the amendments intended to be proposed 
by Mr. KYLE, as follows: 

5 out all of section 1, after make,“ in line 17, page 2, and insert the 
ollowing: 

As fair an estimate as practicable of the total cost of exterminating said 
thistle in each of the States in which it exists. He shall, thereupon, divide 
the sum hereinafter appropriated among said States in the proportion that 
the cost of exterminating said thistle in each shall bear to the aggregate 
cost of such extermination in all the States.“ 

Strike out section 2, and insert the following: 

“Sec, 2. That the sum of $1,009,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
carrying out this act, and the same shall be paid out of the Treasury to the 
Secretary of Agriculture on warrants made by him.“ 

Strike out section 3, and insert the following: 

“SEC. 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall, after 1 6x- 
penses to be incurred on account of the agents provided for in the first sec- 
tion of this act. pay the remainder of said sum of 81,000,000 to the governors 
of the several States in which said thistle is found to exist, in the proportion 
hereinbefore provided for, taking from each of said governors an obligation 
in writing that the sum received by him will be expended in connection with 
any other sum or sums which may be provided in his State, either by taxa- 
tion or voluntary contribution, for that purpose in exterminating said thistle 
in his State. If any governor shall refuse to execute sald obligation, then 
the quota of his State shall be covered into the Treasury.” 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, personally I believe it is compe- 
tent for Congress to legislate upon all matters of public concern. 
I do not think there can be any question in regard to that. It 
has been the practice of Congress in cases preceding this, when 
cholera and other contagious diseases have approached the 
shores of the United States, to make appropriations for the pur- 
pose of stamping them out. A short time ago, when pleuro- 
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pneumonia made its appearance, a law very similar to that now 
pro was enacted and put into operation. 

I donot see the parallel between the bill before us and the 
teachings from the works of Jefferson read by the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. MILLS], who has just preceded me; but to avoid the 
difficulty which may arise before us now in regard to this ques- 
tion I have prepared this amendment. It does not provide that 
the Government shall send its officers into the various States of 
the Union to dig up the Russian thistle or other noxious weeds; 
but that the money shall be appropriated outright from the 
United States Treasury to the States, to be used by the governors 
as they or the State Legislatures may direct. 

Whether it be constitutional or not to operate in the States in 
the way indicated by the Senator from Texas, I believe in this 
instance it is the duty of the United States Government to co- 
operate with the States interested in fant a out the Russian 
thistle, which has become a matter of public concern in a large 
section of the Mississippi Valley. 

The Russian thistle was brought to this country only about 
fifteen or twenty years ago, and first appeared in the city of 
Yankton, in my State. It has spread since that time as far south 
as Kansas, as far north as the British possessions, as far west as 
Montana, and as far east as Wisconsin, covering, I believe, about 
seven or eight States. ; 

As to the duty of the Government to cohperate in extirpating 
this noxious weed, I have this to say: If we, by State legisla- 
tion, should attempt to extirpate the thistle, we should be con- 
fronted with the difficulty that in the several States named the 
United States holds a very large acreage of public lands. Were 
this weed removed, therefore, from the cultivated farms, it 
would immediately appear upon the pubiic lands. 

Let me give you the acreage of public and private lands of the 
States interested. The State of North Dakota has 45,561,600 
acres of land, of which the United States Government holds at 
the present time 19,500,555 acres, nearly half the land in the 
State 


South Dakota has 50,643,200 acres, of which the Government 
holds 13,006,396 acres, alittle more than a quarter of the whole. 
Nebraska has 49,077,359 acres, of which the Government holds 
10,799,332 acres, nearly a fourth. The State of Iowa has 35,228,- 
800 acres; the United States Government holds none. The State 
of Minnesota has 53,459,840 acres, ol which the Government still 
holds6,510,61lacres. Montana has 92,016,640 acres, of which the 
Government holds74,558,143 acres, more than three-fourths of the 
amount being public land. Wisconsin has 34,511,360 acres, of 
which the Government holds 871,087. The total acreage in these 
States is thus shown to be 370,498,799, of which 125,246,124 acres 
belong to the United States. 

Mr. President, this has become an important question for us 
in the West. This weed is not like the foxtail and crab grass, 
as stated by the Senator from Texas. It is entirely different. 
It is not like the measles and the whooping cough, mentioned by 
some Senator, as compared with other contagious diseases. It 
is as different from foxtail and crab grass as the measles and 
the whooping cough are different from Asiatic cholera. 

The Russian thistle is peculiarly of the noxious class. It 
grows from a single small tap root, and on coming up looks no 
more destructive than a spear of asparagus; but it begins to 
branch out in boll shape until it is 2 or 3 feet in diameter at the 

top. It becomes woody, and then thorny. By and by the root 
becomes loosened. and the weed goes tumbling over the prairies 
for a distance of 20 miles, 9 seed on every side. 

There are in the State of South Dakota, where I live, whole 
farms, of which every acre was cultivated a few years ago, and 
from which abundant crops of wheat were raised, which have 
been abandoned in consequence of this weed. The same is true 
of North Dakota; and it is a serious question as to how we are 
going to eradicate the evil. 

As I stated a moment ago, suppose we should extirpate the 
weed from cultivated farms, the seeds become scattered over the 
public lands, and they take root on every sandy molehill, where 
they grow, and are carried back again upon private lands. 

The Government, therefore, is obliged to this extent—cer- 
tuinly morally, if not legally—of removing the weed from the 
public lands; and hence aa appropriation should be made for the 
pur of cohperating with the States. 

r. MCPHERSON. I will ask the Senator how this weed 
which he describes so graphically, ever obtained a foothold? 
Is it indigenous to the soil? 

Mr. KYLE, Iwill answer the Senator by saying that the 
seed was brought here by virtueof the immigration laws estab- 
lished by Congress. As stated before the Senator came in, cit- 
izens of my State who came from Russia some years ago brought 
the seed with their goods, or in some other way. It obtained 
a foothold in Yankton, S. D.,and hasspread within fifteen years 
over about seven States. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Why was the weed permitted to spread 
by the people who own the farms which the Senator declares 
are so valuable? Why did the farmers in that section of coun- 
try permit this weed, so destructive in its nature and character, 
to spread over such an area of territory that to-day the Govern- 
ment of the United States is called upon to suppress it? 

Mr. KYLE. I presume the reason may be explained in this 
way. Nobody at first seemed to pay any attention to it; it was 
anew weed; they knew nothing of it, and almost before we were 
able My discover what it was, it had spread over the States 
named. 

I have already explained how the seed is scattered over the 
count A weed, when it is grown and the seed has ripened, be- 
comes loosened at the roots and goes tumbling across the prai- 
ries, scattering the seed for 15 or 20 miles, so that in a single 
year a section that did not have a weed before becomes entirely 
covered so as to render the lan | valueless. 

I think, therefore, Mr. President, the amendment I have of- 
fered provides the best solution of the question. Under it there 
will be distributed in the neighborhood of $200,000 to the States 
affected, which will be placed inthe hands of the governor. He 
can then codperate with the State authorities in stamping out 
the noxious weed. The sum is not too large. At the same time 
the amendment removes the objection rasoo Dy the Senator from 
Texas and other Senators on this side of the Chamber in regard 
to the constitutionality ot the measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the report of the committee ac- 
pasion tres this bill shows briefly these historical facts. In 
speaking of the Russian thistle the committee say: 

In them we find that the Russian thistle was lanted to the United 
States by Russian immigrants who came here under the provisions of our 
national immigration laws. The was brought from Russia about 1878 
in some black flaxseed which was sown and the pan was first discovered 
to be growing upon our soil about 1880, in the southern portion of South Da- 
kota. From there it has spread, according to official reports, over an area 


of 70,000 square mil two-thirds of the in-growing regions of 


es, cove: grain-gro 
South Dakota, almost one-third of the arable land of North Dakota, and it 


is to be found in many parts of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Nebraska, and 
Wyoming. 


On page 2 of the report I read: 


The Russian thistle is like no other t which has in the past threatened 
the material interests of our institutions. The danger to culture from 
its ravages is now far greater than were the reg, “rig to the live-stock inter- 
ests of the country from pleuro-pneumonia in 1 In that year Congress 
enacted a law establishing a Bureau of Animal Industry, ma it a part 
of the Department of Agriculture and empowering the Department, through 
the Bureau, to make a campaign against the malignant disease then decimat- 
ing our cattle herds. As a result, eee has been completely 
extirpated in the United States. The expense of the work of ex 
pleuro-pneumonia has been twice as great as the amount now asked 1 1 
committee to exterminate the Russian thistle, but it is conceded by that 
the expenditure was a most economical one. 

I read these extracts from the report of the committee for the 

se ag of showing the ravages the Russian thistle is making 

the agricultural lands of this country. That there is a neces- 
sity for some action upon the part of the Federal and the State 
governments to extirpate this weed it seems to me but few, if 
any, willdeny. The only objection made to such action by the 
Senator from Texas goes to the constitutional power of the Gov- 
ernment to take charge of this matter and eradicate this weed 
from the agricultural lands of the Missouri Valley. The Sena- 
tor from Texas, in my judgment, is wrong in his construction of 
the Constitution so far as the power of Congress is concerned in 
this respect. : 

I agree with much that was said by the Senator from Texas. 
Lagree with him in the necessity of preserving distinctly the 
line of demircation between the powers of the nation and the 
State governments. This line must be preserved. 

But every similitude in the history of this country, the entire 
ractice of the Government, so far as I am informed, from which 
eductions are to be drawn in support of this measure, are in 

favor of the existence of the power of the General Government 
to deal with this question and employ its men and means in ex- 
tirpating this noxious, foreign, and destructive weed. 

The weed, it must be remembered by Senators, is not indige- 
nous. It is not something that was found in this country when 
the State and National Governments were established. It is a 
weed that has come to our shores as a public enemy, coming in 
disguise. It is a weed that threatens the life of our agriculture; 
and, in my judgment, the Congress of the United States not only 
has the power under the Constitution, but it becomes its duty to 
protect the agricultural interests and agricultural lanis t 
the invasion of this public enemy by the means provided in this 
bill as well as any other public enemy. 

Suppose, in answering the argument of the Senator from 
Texas |Mr. MILLS], that by some means a person, a foreign im- 
migrant who under our lawis prohibited from coming into this 
country and finding lodgment 1 — should slip across the line 
and come within the territory of the United States in violation 
of the law; would the Senator from Texas say that the moment 


` 


he gok rose the line and located in some particular State the 
jur ction of the General Government ceased and the jurisdic- 
mof the State government alone attached to him? Suppo-e 
a foreign enemy with flags and with munitions of war was as- 
sailing some portion of our country, and by secrecy should find 
lodgment in the State of Texas; would have sed from the 
common seas into our territory and into the territory of the State 
of Texas before being discovered, would the Sen tor from Texas 
claim, would he fora minute claim that this Government would ba 
powerless to take the matter in hand and drive from ourshores 
an enemy of that kind simply because through secrecy he had 
crossed the line of some particular State? If he was a public 
enemy before he landed, if he threatened the integrity and sov- 
ereignty of this nation, whether upon land or upon sea, it would 
be a subject over which this Government would have complete 
jurisdiction and with which it would be compelled to deal. 

Suppose again, that articles of merchandise are smuggled into 
this country, we will say across the Canadian line, across our 
Northern border, in violation of the revenue laws of the country. 
I suppose the Senator from Texas would say that if we knew the 
smuggler was coming across the line, and could meet him at the 
line between this country and Canada, the General Government 
would have power to prevent his coming, but if by cunning or art 
he should cross the line with the prohibited articles, the mo- 
ment he would cross the line the General Government would be 
powerless to deal with him or the articles he had imported in 
violation of our statute. If the General Government has power 
to enact a law to prevent the importation of certain articles or 
to prevent their importation uniess certain duties are paid, and 
that law is violated by smuggling, the Government has power 
likewise to follow the smuggler and the goods he smuggles from 
Maine to Texas if need be. That was the decision of our Su- 

reme Court early, in the Maryland case, and it has been the 
aw from that time to this moment. 

It may bə said that this is not a general subject with which 
the General Government is to deal in the sense of the Constitu- 
tion, but does not the preservation of our agriculture lie at the 
very foundation of our Government? If anything threatens the 
life or the health of our people, such for instance as cholera, or 
if any foreign disease threatens invasion of this country, we all 

t the power and the duty of the Government to meet and 
suppress it. Suppose that cholera, for instance, should cross 
into this country, should bo brought to some of our ports, and 
by some process should be carried into the interior of the coun- 
try, would any Senator stand here to say that this Government 
would not hive power to follow and extirpate it because it had 
located in some particular State? 

Mr. President, the same law which aims at keeping from our 
country the invasion of disease, the preservation of the health 
of our people, the sime law of self-preservation and self-defense 
inherent in every government, that gives us power to meet a 
common enemy at the border of our country and repel him, and 
a power that is implied in this Governmentas much as it is ina 
natural individual, gives us not only the power to meet this for- 
eign enemy in the form of a formidable weed that threatens the 
destruction of our agriculture. but it gives us power to follow 
that weed wherever it goes in this country and destroy itin the 
interest of our agriculture. Noone disputes the fact that this 
Government may by proper appropriation, aid the carrying 
commerce òf the nation. e have power to grant subsidies, to 
encourage the carrying of our productsacross the ocean, and en- 
courage the building of ships. Is it true that we may expend 
money in this respect; is it true that we may expend money in 
the construction of railroads and other enterprises of that kind 
for the convenience of commerce and the benefit of our people, 
and yet when a seed or a plant is brought from a foreign coun- 
try by stealth or by accident, which threatens to overrun and 
destroy a great portion of our country, it is said that we are 

werless un er the Constitution to meet and destroy it? I 

ave no faith in the constitutional position of my friend from 
Texas on this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I believe it to be my duty to 
sar something about the amendments proposed and about the 
bill generally. I have given some attention in the last few days 
to the subject of the Russian thistle. I find that it is a most ter- 
rible pest. I find that it 7s of that peculiar nature where a man 
owning a farm can not eradicate it on that land unless it also be 
eradicated ontheneighboring lands. It is a verysingular weed. 
That the Senate may understand it fully, I propose to make 
some statements upon the subject. 

When it is very young. probably for two months after it comes 
up in the spring of the year —it is an annual—the weed is a very 
fine pasturage. Ih ve before me some letters from gentlemen 
who claim th t on account of its value as eee and on ac- 
count of its value as hay when mowed for rah san they ob- 
ject to having it exterminated on their land. Yet the proof 
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also is that when it matures, which it does about the Ist of Sep- 
tember up in the latitude where it prevails now, and when it has 
had a fair chance to grow, it becomes an enormous weed, full of 
what I might call thorns; they are pricks that nobody can 
handle. Where the weeds are thick a horse ridden or driven 
through them is injured by contact with the thorns. 

I find that it is spread in the way shall state, and I wish to 
have the Senate understind this matter. When the frost comes 
and then the winds afterwards—and that is a country in which 
winds prevail—it breaks off at the ground. Then these large 
weeds are blown by the wind for miles, and at every step of their 
progress they deposit some of their seed, so that ina prairie 
country and in a level country like the country up there is with 
this process existing no man can protect himself against the 
weed by his own unaided exertions. Some of the persons who 
have written here say that the weed has already cost the farm- 
ing interest of that country several million dollars. I admit 
that it isa very serious pest, and the question which engages 
my attention now is how we may deal with it. 

The bill as drawn up can not be enforced, so as to make an 
effectual extirpation of the weed, and I should like to call the 
attention of Senators who desire to have the weed exterminated 
to that fact. Now, if the United States are to undertake by their 
own machinery to extirpate the weed, the United States, by their 
agent, will have to go upon every quarter section of land in 
which the weed is found jaag I understand that there are about 
45,000 square miles now in which it is found) and commence a 
process either of plowing them up or of cutting them up. I wish 
to call the attention of 3 to the question whether under 
the Constitution, the United States can enter upon private prop- 
erly, and there, against the will of the owner, plow or dig up or 
perform any other operation in respect to this weed? IconfessI 
can not see how that can be done. 

So, I say, if the bill is passed as reported by the Senator fronr 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] it will be utterly inefficient 
to produce the result which he desires and which I desire and 
which the people of the Northwest desire. Youcan not go upon 
a man’s land and cut and plow and dig without his consent, and 
there is no authority in the Constitution of the United States 
which allows Congress to invest one of its agents with power to 
enter upon land for this purpose. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ill the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGGH. I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that what he says can not be done has been 
done repeatedly anil was done explicitly in the pleuro-pneu- 
monia act of 1884, and that Federal officials went into cattle 
pastures all over the country and exterminated pleuro-pneu- 
monia just as we propose they shall exterminate this poison to 
agriculture. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator know of an instance in 
which they went npon a man’s land against his consent? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They went into his stable. 

Mr. GEORGE. Did they go into his stable without his con- 
sent? That is the point. Of course the United States can send 
its agent upon any man's land if the man will consent to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. I would rather develop this idea a little more 
fully, and then Iwill answer the Senator’s question. 

I have evidence here that some of the landholders believe the 
weed is a blessing. Here it is. The Senator from North Da- 
kota smiles, but I will read it. Here is a letter addressed to the 
Department from Winnipeg, Manitoba, in which the writer says 
it isa blessing. Here is an article from the Dakota Farmer, an 
agricultural paper, from which I believe I will read a sentence 
or two. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is not an editorial article. 

Mr. GEORGE. It says: 

I object to any law compelling me to destroy an article that is a benofit to 
me because it is a damage to other men who wish to follow a system of 
farming that will rum any man aud any country. 

That is from an article taken from the Dakota Farmer. Then 
here is another from the Northwest Farmer, an agricultural 


paper, in which the writer advocates the idea that it is a bless- 


ing. I believe as far as Ican learn that it is a curse rather than 
a blessing. I believe that whilst it is a blessing in some small 
degree, yet taking the whole together it is a very great curse. 
But yet there are men who believe it is a benefit. ow can an 
agent of the United States go upon the land of that man and 
perform his o ‘erations without his consent? I wish to call the 
serious attention of the lawyers of the Senate to that proposi- 
tion. You can not do it. 

There is, however, a jurisdiction which the United States have, 
and which they may properly exercise in this matter, and that is 


~ 
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the mere power of appropriation. Since the days of Mr. Monroe 
as President of the United States the distinction between the 
power to appropriate money and jurisdiction over the subject of 
which the appropriation is made has been well understood and 
well recognized. The United States may grant money to the 
States to enable them to do certain work, as they have done, but 
that does not mean that the United States themselves may take 
the money and go into the States and do the work and have pr 
diction over it. That is the point to which I desire to call the 
attention of Senators who wish to have alaw on thissubject which 
is worth something. X 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May Task the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi a question on that point? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 2 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi believe that if an appropriation were made by Congress to 
a Etate in order to enable the State to do what is now proposed 
to be done by the United States the State in that case would 
have any more power to go on the land of a private person than 
the United States has? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no doubt about that, because that is 
within the jurisdiction of the States. The destruction of a 
noxious weed is entirely within the jurisdiction of the States. 
It comes within the police power of the States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What does the Senator say in 

d to the public lands of the United Statés? 

r, GEORGE. I will come to that. The destruction of 
poxious animals, noxious weeds, and all that sort of thing is 
peculiarly within the jurisdiction of a State. It may do what 
it pleases on that subject, and many of the States have laws on 
the subject already; some of the Northwestern States have laws 
upon thesubject. I should like the Senator from Oregon to point 
out under what clauseof the Constitution of the United States the 
United States may by one of their agents oremployés enter upon 
a man's land er his consent to destroy a noxious weed. He 
will find trouble on that subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oragon. If the Senator will allow me, 
after all it comes back to the question as to whether Congress 
has power to legislate on the subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. Exactly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Congress has power to levy 
taxes, for instance; to license breweries, distilleries,and all that 
kind of thing. Having that power the United States has the 
authority, without the consentof the owner of the private 
erty, to enter upon that private property and do all that the law 
requires to b2 done in order to execute the law. If the power 
exists in this cuse,as I believe it docs under the general e x 
to legislate against this noxious weed, then the authority to do 
everything that is necessary to be done in order to execute leg- 
islation under that power exists,and you can goon private prop- 
erty or any other property in order to extirpate the w and 
execute the law. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I agree with the Senator exactly. If 
the power exist on the part of to declare the weed a 
noxious weed and to destroy it, then Congress may enter upon 
the land for the purpose of the destruction. But that is the 
very point in dispute. Inever before heard it eontended that the 
United States may declare any particular weed or grass growing 
upon the farms of this country a noxious weed or grass, and there- 
upon proceed, without the consent of the State and without the 
consent of the owner, to extirpate that weed or grass. That is 
a proposition which I undertake to say the Senator from Oregon 
in his cool moments will not assert. 

I endeavored to draw a distinction between the power of juris- 

diction over a matter and the power to appropriate. That dis- 
tinction is plain in our history. II it were not, if we had no 
power to x ele spy money pros where we had jurisdiction 
and control of the thing to which it is appropriated, you would 
wipe out the a dey ea Department entireiy; you would wipe 
out the Geolog Survey entirely; you would wipe outa great 
many other institutions which we have kept up by appropriations 
made under the general power of Congress to appropriate money 
where it has no jurisdiction over the thing. 
Nr. President, I wish to say that I am anxious to have this 
weod extirpated. I believe it is a great curse to that part of the 
country, and I believe it will become a greater curse the longer 
we delay or the longer there is delay in working it out. Now, 
what are we going todo? Here are some people—how many 1 
do not know—who believe the weed is a blessing and nota curse. 
You can not, by authority of Congress, go on the land of such 
aman. Your agent would be sued for trespass; he could not 
enter. 

Then what are we todo? There isa way out of it, I think, 
and that way is pointed out by the amendments offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. There is this equity 
in favor of the adoption of hisamendments. In theseven States 


in which this weed exists there are public lands to the amount 
of 125,246,124 acres. These landsare affected by the weed. The 
interests and rights of the United States as landed proprietor 
are affected by the prevalence of the weed. The United States 
may, invirtueof their proprietorship of these lands, make anap- 
8 to rid tho-e lands from this pest in common with the 
ands of private persons in the same neighborhood or in the 

same State, and the United States may authorize the States to 
do it as is proposed by the amendments offered by the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will my friend read that amendment, so that 
I may understand what it is? 

ae r. GEORGE. It requires the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make— 
as fair an estimate as practicable of the total cost of extermina said 
thistle in each of the States in which it exists. He shall, thereupon, divide 
the sum hereinafter appropriated among said States in the proportion that 
the cost of exterminatingsaid thistle in each shall bear to the aggregate cost 
of such extermination in all the States. 

Another amendment provides— 


That the sum of 31,000,000 be, and is h appropriated, out 

in the Treasury not paana apa ein a tort the purpose „ 
this act, and the same shall be ont of the Treasury to the Secretary of 
Agriculture on warrants made 

Then the third section proposed requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to pay to the governor of each of the several States 
in which the thistle is found the quota of the State, and the gon 
ernor shall enter into a contract in writing that the money s 
be appropriated to this purpose. Those are the amendments. 
There is no jurisdiction assumed. The United States, as the pro- 
prietor of 125,000,000 acres of land in the seven States, contrib- 
utes $1,000,000 for the purpose of exterminating the weed. No 
question of jurisdiction willarise. The State then takes control 
of it, and does the work. The total cost of exterminating the 
weed will amount to several million. 

There is another point to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate, and especially of the Senator from North Dakota, 
who is in charge of the bill. It is shown in the evidence which 
I have here that the weed comes up in the wheat fields, and that 
the only way to exterminate the weed when it has thus infested 
a wheat field is to destroy the wheat. If you allow it to seed 
then all work in the way of killing it or exterminating it is put 
off until the next season when the new plant comes up. Soun- 
der the bill the very extraordinary specticle is witnessed of a 
mere agent of the United States going ona man’s farm and plow- 
ing up his wheat for the purpose of destro ing a weed which 
the man may say, I prefer to have.” I call the attention of 
the Senator to that clause; whereas under the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] the money 
is given to the State, and the State, through its local organiza- 
tion, will proceed in its own way to id the money, together 
with its own money and the money that may be contributed 
either by taxation or by voluntary contributions, to exterminate 


it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him if he concedes the power to appropriate money from 
the Federal Treasury to a State ſor such a purpose? 

Mr. GEORGE, I have no doubt we have the power to appro- 
priate this money, and that it is justified upon the ground that 
we are landed proprietors in those States to the amount of 125,- 
000,000 acres of land, and that our lands are as much affected 
by the weed as the lands of any private individual. In addition 
to that it, would be impossible, according to all proof here, for 
the citizens who own land to exterminate the weed upon their 
land if it is allowed to grow upon adjoining public lands. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me to make a sug- 
gestion, I am very glad he finds an excuse in the idea of improv- 
ing the lands that the Government owns. There may be some 
pla» sibility in that doctrine, 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not making a speech to make it plausi- 
ble to the Senator from Tennessee. I know very well his views 
on these subjects, and I know his views are not in accord either 
with the Constitution of the United States or the practice of the 
Government under it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very glad to have that oracular announce- 


ment. Let it go of record. 
ee rin aie Whether it be oracular or not, it is the truth. 
at is all. 


Mr. President,the Secretary of Agriculture has been consulted 
upon this subject, and I think his views are entitled to some 
weight. I will read some questions that he propounds. 

Will the owners of these lands— 

Says the Secretary of Agriculture— 
unanimously consent to their invasion at any and all times and seasons by 
the hired weed-killers of the General Government? 

Some of them will not, and if you leaveany of them untouched, 
then all your expenditure amounts to nothing, because that little 
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will seed all the lands adjoin and then the next will seed the 
other lands, and soon it would be the same thingitisnow. You 
have to exterminate every one of them. 

Will landowners and railroads submit toa Federal authority at Washing- 
tay, pape peti of miles away, invading their real property and interfering 
with its tillage? 

There is another question. Then says the Secretary: 

Do you believe that the Federal Government can legally empower the 
Department of Agriculture, throughits agents, to enter upon private lands 
for the purposes mentioned? 

Then he asserts: 

The successful extirpation of this thistle depends upon the virtual confis- 
cation of all infested crops, or upon the abandonment of the lands which 
bear those crops, during the process of extermination. 

How are we going toforce men to do that? I think the best 
disposition to make of this question is contained in one of the 
amendments proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. We 
will give the States the money and let them exterminate the 
weed themselves. 

I wish to call attention to another point in the bill. The Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is required— 

To make written contracts with residents of said districts for the destruc- 
tion and exte: tion of all Russian thistle or Russian cactus wherever 
found growing upon the highways, in cultivated fields. 

There is the express authority given here to enter into a 
man's field to destroy his property inorder to destroy the thistle. 
Isay the Government of the United States can not do that, but 
we can give the money to a State and allow the State to expend 
it in its own way for this purpose. 

Upon abandoned lands— 

Whatever that may be. I do not know what it is. Will the 
Senator from North Dakota explain what the bill means by 
abandoned lands?“ 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Mississippi will permit me 
I will explain what it means. It means the agricultural lands 
that are so thickly overgrown with this thistle that the owners 
can not do anything with them, and therefore abandon them. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is precisely what it means. 

Mr. GEORGE, Very well; then I understand that. That is 
one thing the Government may do. If the lands are so bad that 
they are abandoned, of course it is all right; but what about the 
cultivated fields? Now, I ask my friend from Nebraska, who is 
a good lawyer, where in the Constitution he finds the authority 
for Congress to authorize one of the agents of the Government 
to go into a man's wheat field and destroy the wheat in order to 
destroy the thistle? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow me 
I will answer the question, because there is the gist of the 
wholeargument. If the Government has the power to follow a 
common enemy of the race through this country, it has the 

wer to follow him into the house of any individual upon the 
find of any individual; and because this weed, which is not in- 
digenous to this country but was brought here, is destructive of 
the agriculture of the country, not of one farm simply but a 
whole section of country, and is a weed that is passing from 
State to State, as this weed is, the power of the Government is 
ample to go into the field of any particular individual and ex- 
tirpate the weed or cause the owner of the land to do so. I 
never yet have discovered anything in the Constitution or in 
the constitutional history of this country that would in the 
slightest degree prohibit the Government from doing that. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Veta A 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator has laid great stress upon 
the lack of power in the Government to go upon private prem- 
ises for the extermination of the weed. I call his attention to sec- 
tion 2 of the proposed act. I further call his attention to the 
fact that this matter was discussed in the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, and that at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi, section 2, which is identical with section 2 of the 

leuro-pneumonia act, was inserted in the bill. I think, if the 
ee will read it, he will find it fully covers his objections. 
I will ask the Secretary to read at the desk, for the information 
of the Senate, section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. It may be read after a while. I have read it. 
The Senator is mistaken in supposing that I am the author of 
the idea of placing section 2 in the bill. Ideclined to have any- 
thing to do with the bill in the committee, except that I was 
willing the United States, on account of their proprietorship of 

ublic lands in those States, should contribute a liberal quota 

or the purpose of exterminating the weed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator will remember that in 
the discussion in the committee, he raised the question that he 
raises here, and that 1 called his attention 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not care to waste my time in discussing 
what took place in the committee. 
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Mr, HANSBROUGH. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. i wish to state that whatever is said to the 
contrary is not correct. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never gave my assent to the bill in the com- 
mittee in any shape, manner, or form. On the contrary, I dis- 
sented from it, and the Senator when he reported the bill was 
directed by me to state (and he complied with the direction) 
that it was a majority report only. 

Of course, Mr. President, I would not be guilty of the absurd- 
ity of taking section 2 as wiping out the constitutional objec- 
tion to which I haye alluded. Section 2 is absurd on its face as 
applied to the bill. Section 2 speaks, you understand, of regu- 
lations to be prepared by the Secretary of Agriculture and sub- 
mitted to the States for their coöperation, and it also provides 
for the acceptance by the Secretary of Agriculture of rules and 
regulations formed by the States. It provides for coöperation, 
but if section 2 is to be considered as the limit of the power of 
the Secretary of Agriculture on this subject it contains a very 
remarkable provision. He is authorized— 

Toexpend so much of the money appropriated by this act as may be neces- 
sary in the execution of said plans and methods, and r 

Following the pleuro-pneumonia law 
to 8 the spread of Russian thistle or Russian cactus from one State 
or Territory to another. 

That seems to confine the power of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to the simple duty of preventing the spread of this thistle 
from one State to another; but the point is, if the Senator re- 
lies upon section 2 as giving the authority to the Secretary of 
Agriculture to enter upon lands, then he can not enter until the 
States have formulated their rules or agreed to his rules, and 
that can only be done by the Legislatures, and it destroys the 
groundwork as set out in the Senator’s report for action now by 
the Senate. He says the Legislatures do not meet for a year. 
So if you rely upon the coöperation authorized by section 2 as 
giving authority to the Secretary of Agriculture to enter upon 
the lands, he can not go on the lands until the Legislatures 
shall have met and given him authority todoso. I admit when 
the Legislatures do meet and give him authority he can do it, 
but he goes there then not in virtue of Federal law, but in 
virtue of State law. 

That is one of the great defects in the bill. It is that whilst 
it seemingly authorizes immediate action upon the part of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, it in legal and constitutional effect 
prevents his action until the Legislatures of the several States 
shall meet and authorize him to do it. 

Mr. President, I have said about all I desire to say on this sub- 
ject, with ope more remark, that it would be avery remarkable 
spectacle that the local authorities of a State inlested by this 
pest should be utterly ignored, and that the business of exter- 
minating the thistle by plowing, and digging, and fire, and the 
destruction of crops should be confided to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture when the people interested are not to beconsulted, when 
maoy are to do nothing, and are not to have any agency whatever 
in estroying the pest. With these remarks I submit the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Mississippi takes his 
seat I should like to ask him a question. Certainly there would 
be no constitutional objection to the Government passing a law 
prohibiting the importation of this weed or the seed of the 
weed. Would there be? 

Mr. GEORGE. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if we had a law prohibiting the importa- 
tion of this weed, preventing it from being brought into the 
country, attaching proper penalties thereto, and it was brought 
here in violation of that law, would not the Government have 
the right to follow it and the weeds that it reproduced through- 
out the entire country until it was exterminated? Would there 
Says be clear constitutional power on the part of the Government 
to do so? 

Mr. GEORGE. There would not. It could follow the seed 
where it could find it imported into a State in violation of law 
and seize it as smuggled goods; but after it has changed its na- 
ture and become something else, I should take it there is not an 
earthly basis for the Senator’s statement. For instance, to show 
how absurd the position is (if I may use that term, as 1 do with 
the greatest respect), the United States has the right to pro- 
hibit the introduction of wheat into this country under the com- 
merce clause, and to prohibit the introduction of any article of 
commerce. It has done so. Sometimes it is done directly; some- 
times it is done by a prohibitory tariff. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska say that if Congress could in its wisdom decide that 
the introduction of a particular kind of wheat into this country 
should be prohibited, and then if it were smuggled and planted 
Congress could go to the field in which it was planted and ex- 
tirpate the growing wheat. If it could do that, then, according 


to the argument of the Senator, when that crop is gathered and 
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another crop is sown, as long as you can trace the crop to the 
original prohibited introduction of the seed, the Government of 
the United States would have a right to go in and destroy the 


crop. 
Of course the Senator does not mean any of that sort. 
Besides, that is purely a hypothetical inquiry and has nothing 


to do with this case. Congress has not prohibited the introduc- 
tion of the seed. It came here without any prohibitory law on 
the part of the United States, and therefore any argument based 
upon the suggestion of the Senator is worthless. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Mississippi is clearly 
wrong upon this proposition. We have laws authorizing a quar- 
antine inst cholera, for instance, and diseases of that char- 
acter. The Government gets its power to pass those laws in 
consequence of those diseases being the common enemy of our 
poeni and its duty to preserve every material interest of the 

nion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Under the power to regulate commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN. And because they are of foreign origin, and de- 
structive of our commerce and the health of our people. Now, 
would the Senator from asap deny thatif a patient suffer- 
ing with the Asiatic cholera should by any secret means gaina 
footing upon the shores of this country in violation of the law of 
the Government, that Congress, as a necessary incident of the 
power to pass that law, would not only have a right to quaran- 
tine that patient, but would have the further right of quaran- 
tining every other patient to whom the disease might be com- 
municated by the first? It strikes me that there can be no 
question about that power. : 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator’s argument fails in this, that no 
law of Congress ever prohibited the introduction of this seed. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the ganerion is a constitutional question, 
not a statutory question. Here is a weed that is a native of 
Russia. It is not indigenous to this country at all. It is con- 
ceded to be destructive to the agriculture of the country. It is 
a foreign enemy to the commerce and agriculture of this coun- 
try. Now, if it is destructive to the agriculture of the country 
Lask the Senator from Mississippi if the Government does not 

sess opioa power to destroy it and its consequences when 
tis brought here? 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, let me ask the Senator from Nebraska 
a question. He isa good lawyer. If there is anything settled 
in constitutional exegesis in this country, it is that there must 
be either an expressed grant of power or you must have an im- 

lied power, and when you have the implied power, says the 
Supreme Court, you must put your finger upon the express 
wer from which the implication comes. Will the Senator put 
his finger upon the express grant of power which authorizes 
Congress to interfere in this matter? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not take the definition of the Senator from 
Mississippi in the language in which he puts it. The Supreme 
Court have held, and jurists and statesmen have held from the 
organization of the Government, that although a power may not 
be expressed in the Constitution in words, if it is a power essen- 
tial to the life and welfare of the Government, a power such as 
the Government could not refuse to execute and atthe same time 
sustain itself, that power is granted by implication, by irresist- 
ible and conclusive implication, as conclusively and fully as 
though it were expressed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow ma to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. No courtin the world ever held any such doc- 
trine as is stated by the Senator; and if it did, it amounts to just 
this, that whatever Congress would think would be necessary 
for the life of the nation Congress might do; and of course that 
amountssimply to destroying all constitutional limitations what- 
ever. 

Mr. ALLEN. With all due deference to my distinguished 
friend from Mississippi, whose legal judgment I 8 appre- 
ciate, I must say to him that not only the Supreme Court of the 
United States have held the doctrine that I state in substance, 
but there is not a court of last resort of any of the States of the 
Union where this question has been presented that has not held 
substantially the same thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator can find a case of that kind I 
will de much obliged to him. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is that power which goes to the foundation 
of every government itself. It is the inherent power of self- 
preservation, the power to preserve itself against the common 
enemy, whether that enemy be an army of invasion, a deadly 
disease, or a destructive weed which destroys its agriculture. 

Suppose our Constitution were silent as the grave upon the 
subject of raising armies to repel an invading foe. Suppose 
there were nothing said in the Constitution upon that auniant, 
would the Senator from Mississippiclaim that this Government 
would be powerless to raise armies and equip navies and repel 


invasion simply because there wasno word conferring that power 
in the Constitution? It is an implied power thatthis Govern- 
ment possesses; an implied power that every government pos- 
sesses. In fact, it is impossible to conceive of the existence of 
a government without that power. 

r. GEORGE, Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. LEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Weare here construing the Constitution as 
it is written and not as it might have been written. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that quite well. 

Now, Mr. President, this weed, the ravages of which I think 
the Senator from spoon vol fails to fully comprehend, is more 
destructive of the agriculture of this country than the penre 

neumonia is of the cattle interest. Itaims direc:ly at the very 
oundation of our agriculture. It destroys the chief industry of 
this nation. Itisa common and foreign foe, not invading di- 
rectly our commerce, but indirectly, in consequence of invading 
our agriculture; and yet we are told when this common enemy 
is brought from the shores of a foreign country, and is invading 
State after State and ruining its agricultural lands, that under 
me 3 the Government has no power to check and erad- 
cate it. 

Mr. GEORGE. No: not exactly. The Senator is not answer- 
ing my argument. I have said that the Government has the 
right to appropriate money to States to aid them to do it, and 
that ought to satisfy the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi to another rule which he will recognize, that if the 
Government has not the power to meet this thing directly it has 
no constitutional power to meet it indirectly by the appropria- 
tion of money, for nothing is better settled in our law than the 
doctrine that you can not accomplish by indirection that which 
can not be accomplished directly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the Tri- 
bunalof Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain concluded at Washington, February 
29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain 
questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3605) to require railroad companies operating railroads in the 
Territories over a right of way granted by the Government to 
establish stations and depots at all town sites on the lines of said 
roads established by the Interior Department; agreed to the 
further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama, Mr. KILGORE, and Mr. AVERY managers at the 
further conference on the part of the House. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILas in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4364) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER and Mr. CALL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PEFFER. For what purpose: 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me that 
I may move to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. I desire a short executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not yield 
at this time. I think the Senator from Florida and the Senate 
can come to an agreement with respect to a time when he may 
have an executive session, but [ hope it will not be held now. 

Mr. PEFFER. I had taken the floor for the purpose of en- 
gaging in the discussion of the pending bill and would prefer 
not to yield at this time. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas de- 
clines to yield the floor. The Senator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand that the Senator from Kansas 
declines to yield? 

Mr. PEFFER. If the executive session would not require 
much time, and the Senator from Florida is prepared to assure 
me upon that point. I should not object to yielding; but I prefer 
not to pass over three or four hours and begin my remarks this 


evening. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to 
commence his speech to-morrow morning. 
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-Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, I will 
mote that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
usiness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield for that pu ? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield on condition that I shall have the 
floor after the executive session. rÀ 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope, if the motion is made, it will be voted 
down at this hour. There are times—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of or- 
der. Is a motion to go into executive session debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no motion yet enter- 
tained by the Chair to go into executive session. The Senator 
from Kans s has not yielded to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Florida to 
make the motion. 

Jed PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
eld? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield for the purpose of allowing the 
2 from Florida to make a motion to go into executive ses - 

on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Kansas yields 
the floor. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. ; - 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken resulted— 
yeas 31, nays 19; as follows: 5 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Kyle, Proctor, 
Allen, George, Lodge, Pugh, 
Bate, e, Mauderson. Quay, 
Call, Hansbrough, Morrill, ach, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Davis, 8 . 
Dubois, latt, ashburn. 
Frye, Irby, Power, 
NAYS—19. 
NMI. II. m Peffer, 
Bisckburn, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Wis. 
Caffery,. cLa $ Morgan, Vest, 
Sore McPherson. Palmer, Vilas, 
Dolp 5 „ 
NOT VOTING—&. 

Allison, Daniel, + Jones, Nev. Squire, 
Blanchard, Dixon, dsay, Stockbridge, 
Brice, Faulkner, McMillan, Vance, 
Butler. Gibson, artin, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gordon, Murphy, White, 

Gorman, Wilson, 
Carey, Gray, She: Wolcott 
Cockrell, ` Hoar, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hunton, Smith, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o clock 


and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- | 


day, April 6, 1894, at 12 o clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 5, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Robert Calvert, of Wisconsin, to be surveyor of customs for 
the pa of Lacrosse, in the State of Wisconsin (reappointment), 
his former term of office having expired by limitation. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Alexander Hamill, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed John F. Henry, jr., resigned. 

W. Hart, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Cyrus A. Stevens, removed. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. P. D. Lochridge, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant April 2, 1894, vice McAnaney, Eighth Cavalry, de- 
ceased. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Edward C. Holt, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the county 
of Jones and State of Iowa, in the place of Elihu J. Wood, whose 


commission Se ante April 30, 1894. 
Charles H. tt, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of Van Buren and State of Iowa, in the place of William 


Thero, removed. 
August Bondi, to be postmaster at Salina, in the county of 
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eee State of Kansas, in the place of Wallace H. Johnson, 
removed. i 

Gilman L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine, in the place of Charles S. 
Ham whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Michael A. Barrett, to be postm ister at Caribou, in the county 
of Aroostook and State of M uine, in the place of Joseph W. Gary, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1594. 

Ernest E. Pinkham, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of Henry 
C. Brewer, whose commission expires April 11, 1834. 

James A. Shaw, to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the county 
of Kent and State of Maryland, in the place of Hiram Brown, 
whose commission expired January 21, 184. 

Henry Timmich, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howardand State of Maryland, in the place of Hamil- 
ton Oldfield, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Adeline Edwards. to be postmaster at Durant, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi, in the place of Robert A. 
Carson, whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

James W. Owsley, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Marion and State of Missouri, in the place of Henry W. Koch, 
whose commission expired February 17, 1894. 

George Schmelzel, jr., to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the 
county of Richardson and State of Nebraska, in the place of 
August Frank, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

John F. Sherman, to be tmaster at Wahoo, in the county 
of Saunders and State cf Nebraska, in the place of J. Robert 
Kenney, removed. 

John W. Alsop, to to postmaster at Galion, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio, in the place of Morris Burns, whose 
commission expired March 29, 1894. 

John H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio, in the place of Schiller Fogleson, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1891. 

John D. Black, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Coos und State of Oregon, in the of Alonzo D. Border, 
whose commission expires April 12, 1894. a 

W. B. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of McMinn and State of Tennessee, in the place of E. H. Mat- 
thews, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Allen M. Beville, to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the county 
of 8 and State of Texas, in the place of Charles J. Lewis, 
removed. 

John Robinson, to be postmaster at Bennington, in the county 
of Bennington and State of Vermont, in the p of Charles A. 
Pierce, removed. 

C. B. Tilden, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of J. H. Orcutt, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 5, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Frank H. Lalor, tobe postmaster at Trenton, in the county of 
| Mercer and State of New Jersey. 

Herman Herzberg, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county 
of Etowah and State of Ala 

Benjamin C. Black, to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county 
of White and State of Arkansas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 5, 1894. 


* 5 met ati2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor 
rected, and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

The SPEAKER having laid before the House the credentials of 
Mr. James F. Izlar, elected to till the vacancy for the unexpired 
term from the First district of the State of South Carolina, Mr. 
Izlar appeared at the bar of the House and was duly qualified, 
taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION, PRINTING AND BINDING, STATE 
DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of the 
deficiency in the ry ee ie for printing and bin for the 
State Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


` 
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MONOGRAPH, HIGHER EDUCATION, TENNESSEE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Education, in response to House resolution inquir- 
ing by what authority the Commissioner of Education had pub- 
lished, at public expense, a monograph on higher education in 
Tennessee, containing an attack on said State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education. 

SAM YUEN VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting certain papers 
in the case of Sam Yuen in the United States circuit court for 
the northern district of California, and recommending an appro- 
priation therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, : 

INDIAN SCHOOL, CHEROKEE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secre of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation submitted by the Secretury of the Interior for the 
support of the Indian school at Cherokee, N. C., for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

INDIAN SCHOOL, FORT SHAW, MONT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting 5 of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from 
the Secretary of the Interior of appropriation necessary for the 
support of the Indian school at Fort Shaw, Mont., for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

CHARLES JOHNSON, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement 
showing the personal losses sustained by Charles Johnson, as- 
sistant keeper of the light-house at Sand Island, Ala., during 
the hurricane of October 1, 1893; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

BURGLARY, NEWPORT NEWS POST-OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting pipers in the claim of the late 
postmaster at Newport News, Va., for credit on account of losses 
sustained by him by burglary of the post-office; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the | 


Acting Secretary of the Treasury, with accompanying documents, 

in response to House resolution adopted March 16, 1804, relative 

to plans and specifications for public buildings 

ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War, relating to Senate bill 310, donating 
a certain cannon to the Naval Veteran Association of Baltimore, 
Md.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before House findings of the Court 
of Claims in the cases of George Case, d „vs. The United 
States; F. N. Gaddy et al. vs. The United States, and G. C. Har- 
per vs. The United States; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

COLUMBIA ARSENAL, TENNESSEE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting estimate of de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for Columbia Arsenal, Tenn.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

: PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Commissioner of Patents, transmitting the annual report for the 
calendar yeur of 1893. 

The SPEAKER. This communication has heretofore been 

sented to the House and was referred to the Committee on 
atents. It should have been sent to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and the change of reference will now be made. 
RAILROAD STATIONS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3606) to 
require railroad companies operating railroadsin the Territories 
over a right of way granted by the Government, to establish sta- 


tions and depots at all town sites on the line of said roads estab- 
lished by the Interior Department, with an amendment thereto, 
upon which the Senate asked a further conference with the 

use on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, having ap- 


; which was re- | 


pointed Mr, BERRY, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. PETTIGREW as 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House insist 
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment to this bill, and 
agree to the further conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done will the gentlemanfrom 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] please state the point of the disagree- 
ment? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The House passed a bill pro- 
viding that railroad comp inies operating railroads in the Terri- 
tories, over aright of way, obtained by grants from Congress, 
should be required to stop their trains at all town sites estab- 
lished along the lines of said railroads by the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

think the House understands that this law only applies to 
two railroadsin Oklahoma. The officers of these two railroads 
refuse to stop their trins at town sites which have from three 
to four thousand inhabitants, and the purpose of the bill was to 
prevent the continuance of this wrong injustice. 

The Senate passed the House bill with an amendment which 
provided that within twenty days after the passage of the net 
the governor of O clahoma should, after thirty days’ notice, hold 
an election in two of the counties of Oklahoma for the purpose 
of determining a permanent county seat for said counties. 

The House by a very decided vote refused to concur in the 
Senate amendment, and the conferees on the part of the House 
i to carry out the will of the body of which they are mem- 

rs. 

There are many objections to the Senate amendment. One 
objection is that there is no registration in the two counties 
where it is proposed to hold the election. Another is that it 
appears to be admitted that the purpose of tacking on the 
amendment was to defeat the bill 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then you have made no progress 
since the conferees were appointed? ` 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, we have he'd several con- 
ferences, but no agreement has been reached. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The bill is in the same situation 
as when the first conference was ordered? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes: the conſerees ean only re- 
port that no agreement has been reached. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ulinois. What is the object of reporting 
and asking for a further conference? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We have some very full infor- 
mation which has been received since the last con erence. It is 
evidence from Oklahoma. We shall be able to show—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Could not you use that evidence 
be‘ore the conference committee without bringing the bill back 
into the House? * 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. After the Senate conferees re- 

orted the bill back to the Senate and asked for a further con- 
erence, we thought our power us con’erees was at an end, and 
that we could not proceed and hold another conference without 
further instructions or orders from the House. I think that is 
the correct parliamentary view of the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the fur- 
ther conference asked or. 

The farther conference was to, and the Speaker ap- 
pointed as con erees on the part of the House Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama, Mr. KILGORE, and Mr. AVERY. 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3246) 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, with a Senate amendment thereto; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills, which were severally read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the committees named: 

A bill S. 653) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace 
in the District of Columbia, and to regulate the proceedings be- 
fore them—to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow of 
Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceused—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

BERING SEA AWARD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1836) to give 
effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at 
Paris. under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the preservation of fur seals. 3 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the bill the 
title of which has just been read passed the Senate unanimously, 
and a bill exactly like it has been considered by the Committee 
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on Foreign Affairs of the House, and I was directed to report 

that bill favorably to the House. 

There are important reasons why this bill should be acted 
upon immediately. It is to give effect to the award rendered by 
the Tribunal of Arbitration in Paris under the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, concerning the preserva- 
tion of fur seals, and the bill is drawn exactly in accordance with 
the treaty made between the United States and Great Britain, 
in February, 1892, and in accordance with the award. I hope 
therefore that unanimous consent will be given for its present 
consideration. z 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. When this matter was brought up yesterday I 
objected to its consideration, not because I did not understand 
the importance of the bill, and that it wasa good bill; but I 
thought then that, being a good bill, it would probably pass the 
House by suspension of the rules, substantially by action of the 
Committee on Rules or otherwise, and that there would be no 
particular delay. For that reason I objected to its consideration 
on yesterday. On subsequent reflection, I thought that this was 
the first really good bill of a general nature that was liable to 

s this House, and thought I ought to withdraw the objection 
had made. I went to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

CATCHINGS] last evening, when he proposed to make the mo- 

tion to adjourn, and told himif he would withhold the motion 

1 would withdraw the objection then. Now, then, being a good 

bill, I hope it will this House, and yet I suppose it is use- 

less to hope that. e will wait and see. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration at Paris, under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, for the purpose of 
submitting to arbitration certain questions concerning the preservation 
of the fur seals. 

Whereas the following articles of the award of the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion, constituted under the treaty concluded at Washington the 29th of Feb- 
ruary, 1892, between the United States of America and Her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, were delivered 
to the agents of the respective Governments on the 15th day of August, 1893; 

ARTICLE 1. 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall forbid their 
citizens and subjects respectively to kill, capture, or pursue at any time, 
and in any manner whatever, the animals commonly called fur seals, within 
a zone of 60 miles around the Pribiloy Islands, inclusive of the territorial 
waters. 

The miles mentioned in the preceding paragraph are geographical miles, 
of 60 to a degree of latitude. 

e ARTICLE 3. 

The two governments shall forbid their citizens aud subjects respectively 
to kill, capture, or pursue, in any manner whatever, during the season ex- 
tending, each year, from the Ist of May to the 3lst of July, both inclusive, 
the fur seals on the oa sea, in the part of the Pacific Ocean, inclusive of the 
Bering Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of north 
latitude, and eastward of the one hundred and eightieth degree of longitude 
from Greenwich till it strikes the water boundary described in Article 1 of 
the treaty of 1867 between the United States and Russia, and following that 
line up to Berings Straits. 3 

TI 8 


During the > parod of time and in the waters in which the fur-seal fishing 
is allowed, only sailing vessels shall 8 to carry on or take part 
in fur-seal fishing operations. They „ however, be at liberty to avail 
themselves of the use of such canoes or undecked boats, propelled by pad- 
dies, oars, or sails, as are in common use as fishing boats. 

ARTICLE 4. 


Each sailing vessel authorized to fish for fur seals must be provided witha 
special license issued for that purpose by its Government, and shall be re- 
quired to carry a distinguishing flag to be prescribed by its Government. 

ARTICLE 5. 

The masters of the vessels engaged in fur-seal fishing shall enter accu- 
rately in their official log book the date and place of each fur-seal fis 
operation, and also the number and sex of the seals captured upon eac 
day. These entries shall be communicated by each of the two governments 
to the other at the end of each fishing season. 

ARTICLE 6. 

The use of nets, firearms, and explosives shall be forbidden in the fur-seal 
fis: . This ction shall not apply to shotguns when such fishing 
takes place outside of Bering Sea, d the season when it may be law- 
fully carried on. 

ARTICLE 7. 


The two governments shall take measures to control the fitness of the 
men authorized to © in fur-seal fishing; these men shall have been 
proved fit to handle with sufMicient skill the weapons by means of which this 

shing may be carried on. 


ARTICLE 8. 


The regulations contained in the preceding articles shall not apply to In- 
dians dwelling on the coast of theterritory of the United States or of Great 
Britain, and carrying on fur-seal fishing in canoes or undecked boats not 
transported by or used in connection with other vessels and propelled wholly 
by dies, oars or sails, and manned by notmore than five ons each, in 
the way hitherto practiced by the Indians, provided such Indians are not in 
the employment of other persons, and provided that, when so hunting in 
canoes or undecked boats, they shall not hunt fur seals outside of territorial 
Waters under contract for the delivery of the skins to any person. 


` 
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Pn reine 2 aye 8 to tg the 1 of either 
nor 8 exten e waters o ring Se: 
the Aleutian Passes. e e 
Nothing herein contained is intended to interfere with the employment ot 
Indians as hunters or otherwise in connection with fur-sealing vessels as 
heretofore. 
ARTICLE 9. 


The concurrent regulations hereby determined with a view to the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals, shall remain in force until they have 
been, in whole or in part, abolished or modified by common agreement be- 
tween the governments of the United States and of Great Britain. 

The said concurrent regulations shall be submitted every five years toa 
new examination, so as to enable both interested governments to consider 
whether, — the light of past experience, there is occasion for any modifica- 

0 ereot. 

Now, therefore, be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That no citieen of the United 
States, or person owing the duty of obedience to the laws or the treaties of 
the United States, nor any person belonging to or on boardof a vessel of the 
United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, at any time, or in any manner 
whatever, outside of territorial waters, any fur seal inthe waters surround- 
ing the Pribilov Islands within a zone of 60 geographical miles (60 to a de- 
gree of latitude) around said islands, exclusive of the territorial waters. 

Sec. 2. That no citizen of the United States, or person above described in 
section 1 of this act, nor anr person belonging to or on board of a vessel of 
the United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, in any manner whatever, 
during the season extending from the Ist day of May to the 31st day of July, 
both inclusive, in eac h year, any fur seal on the high seas outside of the zone 
mentioned in section 1, and in that of the Pacific Ocean, inclu 
Bering Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of nort: 
latitude and to the east of the one hundred and eightieth degree of longitude 
from Greenwich, till it strikes the water bound: describedin Article 1 of 
the treaty of 1867, between the United States and Russia, and following that 
line up to Bering Straits. 

Sud. 3. No citizen of the United States or person above described in the 
first section of this act shall, d the period and in the waters in which 
by section 2 of this act the killing of fur seals is not prohibited, use or em- 
ploy any vessel, nor shall any vessel of the United States be used or em- 
ployed in carrying on or ta part in fur-seal fishing operations, other 
than asailing vessel . y sails exclusively, and such canoes or un- 
decked boats propelled by pad , Oars, or sails, as may belong to and be 
used in connection with such sailing vessel; nor shall an saflin vessel 
carry on or take part in such operations without a special license obtained 
from the Government for that purpose, and without carrying a distinctive 
flag prescribed by the Government for the same purpose. 

Src. 4. That every master of a vessel licensed under this act to engage in 
fur-seal fishing operations shall accurately enter in his official log book the 
date and place of every such operation, and also the number and sex of the 
seals captured each day; and on co 
the master shall verify, on oath, such offi log book as con 
and true statement of the number and character of his fur-seal fishing oper- 
ations, including the number and sex of seals captured; and for any false 
statement willfully made by a person so licensed by the United States in this 
behalf he shall be subject to the penalties of porjury: and any seal skins 
found in excess of the statement in the official log book shall be forfeited to 
the United States. 

SEO. 5. That no person or vessel e in fur-seal fishing operations 
under this act shall use or employ in any such tions, any net, flrearm, 
airgun, or explosive: Provided, however, That t 55 shall not ap- 
ply to the use of sho s in such operations outside of Be: Sea during 
the season when the K of fur seals is not there prohibited by this act. 

SEC. 6. That the foregoing sections of this act s not apply to Indians 
dwelling on the coast of the United States, and taking fur seals in canoes or 
undecked boats 16 2 wholly by paddles, oars. or sails, and not trans- 
poe by or used in connection with other vessels, or manned by more than 

ve persons, in the manner heretofore . by the said Indians: Pro- 
vided, however, That the exception made in this section shall not apply to In- 
dians in the employment of other persons, or who shall kill, capture, or pur- 
sue fur seals outside of territorial waters under contract to deliver the aking 
to other persons, nor to the waters of Behring Sea or of the passes between 
the Aleutian Islands. 

SEC. 7. That the President shall have power to make regulations t- 
ing the special license and the distinctive flag mentioned in this act and reg- 
ulations otherwise suitable to secure the due execution of the provisions of 
this act, and from time to time to add to, modify, amend, or revoke such 
By Neer as in his j ent may seem expedient. 

EO. 8. That, except in the case of a master ma afalse statement under 
oath in violation of the or of the fourth section of this act, every 
person guilty of a violation of the provisions of this act, or of the re; 
tions made thereunder, shall for each offense be fined not less than or 
imprisoned not more than six months, or both; and all vessels, their tackle, 
apparel furniture, and cargo, at any time used or employed in violation of 
t act, or of the regulations made thereunder, shall be forfeited to the 
United States. 

SEC. 9. That any violation of this act, or of the regulations made there- 
under, may be prosecuted either in the district court of Alaska or in any 
district court of the United States in California, n, or Washington. 

Sec. 10. That if any unlicensed vessel of the United States shall be found 
within the waters to which this act applies, and at a time when the killing 
of fur seals is by this act there prohibited, having on board seal skins or 
bodies of seals, or apparatus or 3 Suitable for killing or taking 
seals; ox if any li vessel shall be found in the waters to which this 
act ap 
seals, but forbidden then and there to be used, it shall be presumed that the 
vessel in the one case and the apparatus or implements in the other was or 
were used in violation of this act until it is otherwise 9 roved. 

SEC. 11. That it shall be the duty of the President to cause a cientnaval 
force to cruise in the waters to which this act is applicable to enforce its 
pressions and it shall be the duty of the comman 7 Oe of any vessel 

10 to the naval or revenue service of the United States, when so in- 
structed by the President, to seize and arrest all vessels of the United States 
found by him to be engaged, used, or employed in the waters last aforesaid 
in violation of any of the prohibitions of this act, or of any regulations made 
thereunder, and to take the same, with all persons on board thereof, to the 
most convenient port in any district of the United States mentioned in this 
act, there to be dealt with according to law. 

SEC. 12. That any vessel or citizen of the United States, or person de- 
scribed in the first section of this act, offending against the prohibitions of 
this act or the ations thereunder, may be seized and detained by the 
naval or other duly commissioned officers of Her M. ty the Queen of 

tain, but when so seized and detained they shall elivered as soon as 
practicable, with any witnesses and proofs on board, to any naval ox revenue 
Officer or other authorities of the United States, whose courts alone shall 
have jurisdiction to try the offense and impose the penalties for the same; 


into port, and before landing cargo,- 
a full 


lies, having on board apparatus or implements suitable for taking 


* 
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Provided, however, That British officers shall arrest and detain vessels and 
as in this section specified only after, by 7 bala ose legislation, 
reat Britain shall have authorized officers of the Un States 


uly com- 
missioned and instructed by the President to that end to arrest, detain, and 


deliver to the authorities of Great Britain vessels and subjects of that gov- 
ernment offending against any statutes or regul tions of Great Britain en- 
oo. made to enforce the award of the treaty mentioned in the title of 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a treaty was 
concluded at Washington February 29, 1892, between the Gov- 
ernments of the United States and of Great Britain, submitting 

“ to arbitration certain questions which have arisen between tho-e 
Governments concerning the jurisdictional rights of the United 
States in the waters of Bering Sea. 

The articles of the award of the tribunal of the arbitration are 
set forth in the bill, and the bill is drawn in accordance with 
the stipulations of the treaty and in accordance with the award, 
the object of the bill being to give effect to the award rendered 
by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, held under the treaty of 
1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain ques- 
tions concerning the preservation of fur seals. 

The treaty to which I have referred provides in the fourteenth 
article that— 

The high contracti 
ings of the tribunal of arbitration, as a full, perfect, and final settlement of 
all the questions referred to the arbitrators. 

This bill should pass immediately: our Government is pledged 
to stand by the award, and I hope there will be no opposition to 
the immediate passage of the bill. 

- Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Speaker, before the gentleman sits down 
I would like to call his attention to the last section of this bill. 

By the way, I may say that the bill is exceedingly important, 
and should be passed at once; but there is a provision in the last 
section 

Mr. HITT. Section 12? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Section 12. Authorizing a naval or other 
commissioned officer of Great Britain to seize vessels or to de- 
tain vessels of the United States, on condition, of course, thata 
reciprocal law shall be passed by Great Britain. 

hat I desire to know is whether there was a provision in the 
award for such legislation as this, and whether it is copied, some- 
what perhaps, from the provisions in the treaty with other na- 
tions with reference to the suppression of the slave trade. This 
provision in the twelfth section of course is exceptional, where 
a British officer is authorized to seize an American vessel. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The section was drawn in ac- 
cordance with the award, indeed the whole bill is drawn in ac- 
cordance with the award and the stipulations of the treaty, and 
is somewhat similar to a provision in the treaty of 1870, to which 
he refers. The authority given to a naval or other commis- 
sioned officer of Great Britain to seize vessels or detain vessels 
of the United States is on condition that a reciprocal law shall 


parties engage to consider the result of the proceed- 


be d by Great Britain. 
r. HITT. The section was drawn as it is in order to carry 
out in good faith the award of the Tribunal of Arbitration. It 


has been reyised by the gentlemen who represented the United 
States before that tribunal, and is similar to a provision in the 
treaty of 1870, authorizing a search of our ships by British armed 
vessels, and a search of British ships by our armed vessels, for 
the suppression of the slave trade. Th it is the pur ose and that 
is the precedent, and it was thought by those who drew the bill 
that this was absolutely essential in order to carry out the reg- 
ulations to protect the seals, contained in the award, which bot 
this Government and the Government of Great Britain have 
promised by the treaty to accept and execute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it does not go into effect until Great 
Britain shall pass a similar law? 

Mr. HITT. It does not go into effect until a like act of Par- 
liament is passed, which we are now waiting, which was intro- 
duced, but was withdrawn last Friday, and which will probably 
not be ed until we act. Nor could we with much grace re- 
proach them for delay, for they may sy If you will not take 
2 of your own seals you can not reproach us with being 
tardy. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask fora vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and pee 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed 
table. 


a motion to re- 
was laid on the 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account 
of important business ` 
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To Mr. GROSVENOR, for one week, on account of important 
business, : 

To Mr. MCKEIGHAN, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr, DAVEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MORSE, for two weeks, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MAHON, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BROSIUS, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, for two weeks, commencing on 
Monday, April 9, on account of import int business. 

To Mr. SCHERMERHORN, for ten days, on accountof important 
business. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I wasabsent yesterday afternoon 
when the vote was taken upon the motion to pass the seiynior- 
age bill over the veto of the President. I was called away by 
an important engagement about 4 oclock, but before going I 
conferred with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], who 
had charge of the bill, ana was informed that he would not ask- 
for a vote until Saturday. Thinking it impossible that any vote 
could be taken, I left the Hall. I was fully protected by a pair 
with the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HENDERSON], but | desire 
to say, that the RECORD may show my position, that if present I 
would have voted to pass the bill over the veto, and would have 
favored a reasonable debate upon the proposition. I would not 
have been absent under any circumstances if it had seemed pos- 
sible to reach a vote. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You would not have had an opportunity to 
say that much if you had been here. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to say the gentleman is correct in his 
sta ement. I had no idea that a vote would be taken; but the 
whole House seemed anxious to yote. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a personal 
expianation. After the election case of Hilborn and English 
wa: disposed of, I received a telegram which necessitated my 
leaving the House. Iw s vety anxious to be presentand vote 
upon the Bland seigniorage bill. I was informed, in conversa- 
tion witb various gentlemen, that no yote would be asked for by 
the gentleman from Missouri until Saturday. I was very desir- 
ous of having my views upon that question distinctly under- 
stood. I was in favor of th- passage of this bill. If present, I 
would have earnestly and cheerfully voted to pass the bill over 
the veto of the President, and would have liked an opportunity 
to express my reasons for sovoting. The gentleman with whom 
I was paired would have voted to sustain the veto. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mislead the gentleman, did I? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent 
yosterday afternoon when the vote was taken on the seigniorage 

il. I desire tosay that if I had been present I would have voted 
no“ on the question of passing the bill over the President's 


veto. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, since explanations of this kind 
seem to be in order, I will say that I left the House yesterday 
afternoon supposing that the vote on that bill would not be taken 
until Saturday. Had I been present I should have voted no.“ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That there 
be printed and bound in cloth, of the ings of the Pan-American Med- 
ical Col held in Ht oem, Mop ty. in September, 1893. under the au- 
thorityo. ajoint resolution of Co; approved July 18, 1892, 10,000 copies; 
of which 2,000 shall be forthe use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4.000 for distribution by the Department of State; 
the same to bo indexed under the direction of the Committee on Printing. 


The message also announced that the Senate had sed the 
bill (S. 1680) to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled 
An act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District 
of Columbia,” eto.; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the privi- 
leged report which I send to the desk, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Whereas by a communication to the House of Representatives under date 
of October 20, 1 the Attorney-General of the United States informed the 
House that there is grave doubt as to the validity of the proceedings taken 
by the management of the Union Pacific Railway Company to place that road 
in the hands of receivers appointed by the United States circuit court, and 
that in their practical, if not their technical, operation and effect. such pro- 

must be regarded as tending to Serious! prejudice the interests of 
the United States as protected and secured by existing laws; and 


‘Whereas the rg lage Fe Hs ere further reported that he had ere 
special counsel for the United States to represent the interests of the Gov. 
ernment in said proceedings, which require, as he states, the continuous and 
almost exclusive attention of competent co and that it is more than 
probable that the per protection of the United States will be found to 
call for special 1 lation by Congress: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Attorney-General of 
the United States be, and is hereby, requested to inform the House what ac- 
tion, if any, has been taken by the special counsel employed by him to test 
the validity of the proceedings aforesaid, so far as they affect the United 
States, whether any effort has been made to secure the appointment of re- 
ceivers to represent the interest of the United States in the management of 
said road, and what steps, if any, such counsel have taken to protect the 
same, and whether the receivers in charge of the said Union Pacific Railway 
were not oppona on the suggestion of the officers and directors thereof. 

Finally, whether existing laws are sufficient to enable the Department of 
Justice to secure and protect the indebtedness due by said company to the 
United States. 

The Committee on Pacific Railroads having had under consideration a 
resolution, introduced on the 3d instant, requesting certain information 
from the Attorney-General in regard to the action taken by the Department 
of Justice to protect the rights and interests of the United States in the 
Union Pacific Company, now in the hands of receivers, report the 
same favorably and recommend that the same do pass. 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was ere ; E 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


= ISSUE OF CERTAIN TREASURY NOTES, 


Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub- 
mitted the following as a privileged report: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 2, 1594, 

Mr. BAILEY submitted the following, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to communicate to the House of Re ntatives the amount of ‘Treasury 
notes gr bie interest at the rate of 7, ope cent ye annum, which were is- 
sued by the United States from June 1861, to June 30, 1865; the dates on 
which They were issued, and the amount outstanding at the close of each fis- 
cal year between the above-named dates and the date of their retirement." 

o Committee on the Judiciary having had under consideration a resolu- 
tion of inquiry addressed to the Secretary in reference to the issue of Treas- 
ury notes bearing interest at the rate 7.3 per cent per annum, respectfully 
recommend its adoption with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “resolved ™ and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
communicate to the House of Representatives the amount of reas notes 
bearing interest at the rate of 7.3 per cent per annum issued by the United 
States from 1861 to 1870; the years when they were issued, the acts under 
which and the denominations in which they were issued, and the amount 

“outstanding at the end of each fiscal year prior to 1870; the years when they 
were redeemed, and the manner in which they were redeemed. Also if the 
2 under each act could be distinguished from all other issues, and if 
80, how.“ 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there is no objection 
to the resolution, and ĮI therefore ask for a vote. 

Theamendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

On motion of Mr, BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER ST. LOUIS RIVER. 


Mr: BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN . the reading). Mr. Speaker, some 
mornings ago this bill was ca led up and unanimous consent was 
asked for its consideration. The bill was then read at length. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF'| objected to its con- 
sideration at that time, but has since withdrawn his objection, 
being satisfied that the measure is meritorious. The bill having 
been read in full once I ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of it now be dispensed with. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it in the usual form of bridge bills? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is in the usual form and has been approved 
by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that this bill has been read 


twice. 

Mr.HAUGEN. It may have been. I know it has been read 
once. 

There being no objection, the further reading of the bill was 
dispensed with. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

and bong engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BALDWIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE OVER Sv. LOUIS RIVER. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of another bridge bill, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. These two bills have been considered to- 
gether, and the Chair submits the request of the gentleman 
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from beta that this bill be now considered by unanimous 
consent. 

The bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge 
Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. Louis River 
from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the village of West 
Duluth, Minn., to the most available point opposite, in the State 
of Wisconsin, was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The following amendment, reported by the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, was read and agreed to: 


Strike out, on page 2, Unes 30 to 33, the following: 

‘That the right to charge tolls for the passage of wagons, carriages, ve- 
hicles of all kinds, animals, foot mgers, and travelers shall not extend 
beyond a period of twenty years from the passage of this act. 

nd insert the following: 

That said bridge and its approaches shall be made free of tolls to wagons, 
teams, foot passengers, and street railways at the end of twenty years from 
the passage of this act if not made free before the end of said time.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CHILDS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5649) providing an additional district judge 
in the northern district of Illinois. 

The bill, with the amendment reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, was read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let us have 
the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The reportis long; would not the 
gentleman from Tennessee consent to hear a statement? 

Mr. CHILDS, The report itself is very short, though there 
is considerable additional matter appended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to take further time for 
the consideration of this measure. 

Mr. CHILDS. This will take only a moment. 
vory brief. 

r. HOLMAN. Ithink we shall have to have some further 
time to examine the measure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, as the Chai 
understands, objects. ; 

Mr. CHILDS. Lask the gentleman from Indiana whether he 
will not give me an opportunity to explain this measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be very glad to hear the gentle- 
pec pa? I feel constrained to ask for further time to consider 

e i 


LOAN OF ORDNANCE, ETC., TO HIGH SCHOOLS. 


Mr. MERCER. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution, authorizing the Secretary of War toloan 
ordnance and ordnance stores for military instruction in high 
schools, was read. 

Mr. MERCER. T hope there will be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has it been reported favorably by any com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MERCER. This resolution seeks to carry out the policy 
adopted by the present Secretary of War in introducing militar 
training into the high schools of the United States. Thou 
just entered upon, this policy where already tried has proved a 
great success. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I wish to know is whether this bill 
has been reported favorably by any committee? 

Mr. MERCER. It has not been referred to any committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It strikes me the measure is of sufficient 
importance to require consideration by a committee before action 
by the House is asked. 

Mr. MERCER. It does not require any appropriation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it practically appropriates property 
which has been paid for by the money ol the Government. 

Mr. MERCER. There are thirty thousand guns which have 
been turned in, and which are not required for use by the War 
Department. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I presume the gentleman’s proposition is 
right; but a measure which deals so extensively and in so many 
different places with property which may be of great value to 
the Government in case of an arose bea ought at least to have 
the consideration of the Commitee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MERCER. This is a very urgent case. The students are 
now being drilled in different parts of the country; and they 
need these guns for the purpose of military training. I have 
consulted the War Department 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Vacation will be here before they can get 
the guns atany rate. I have no objection to the introduction 
and reference of the resolution. It may be a very proper meas- 
ure; but I think bills of this class ought to be considered by a 
committe; and in the present case the committee itself would 
do well to call on the Secretary of War concerning the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution is objected to. It will be referred. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 158) was read twice, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY LEVANS. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension 
o Mary Levans. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not wish to object toa 
pension bill, but I would like the privilege of asking the gentle- 
mana ques ion. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that may be done. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman, I believe, is 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions: 

Mr. MOSES. Iam. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, I understand this is a 
bill for a pension to the widow of a soldier of the warof 1812, or 
some Indian war? 

Mr. MOSES. The war of 1817, the Seminole war. There is 
no general law, I will state, to cover this case. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam not going to object to the 
gentleman’s measure, but I want to say that there are numbers 
of the same class of people, who were participants in the war of 
1856, in the States of Oregon and Washington, who endured 
hardships in the service of the country, and yet the gentleman's 
committee will not report their bill. He comes here as pen- 
sions for his poopie when he declines to report a bill absolutely 
just and fair to the people I have the honor in part ord ge Screg 

Be ip I never object to a pension bill and shall not object to 
this one. 

Mr. MOSES. Your bill has never been brought to my atten- 
tion. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Has this bill been passed on in Commit- 
tee of the Whole in the Friday night session? 

Mr. MOSES, We have not reached it yet; and I ask unani- 
mous consent to make an exception in this case. The commit- 
tee unanimously reported the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think it ought to take the same course 
as other bills of this character. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the regular order 
being demanded, the Clerk will now call the committees for re- 
ports. 

RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported a joint resolution (H. Res. 150) to authorize the interven- 
tion of the United States in a suit to determine rights to lands 
in railroad indemnity limits in California; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, 

Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE 
ARMOND] asks leave to submit a minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The minority report may be filed and 
pee with the report of the committee, if there be no objec- 

on. 

There was no objection. 

ACCEPTANCE OF CERTAIN DECORATIONS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize 
Rear-Admiral John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, 
of the United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the 
“ Busto del Libertador” of the third class from the President 
of Venezuela; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported a bill H. R. 6578), in lieu of House bill 3566, to pension 
certain persons not regularly mustered, their widows, children, 
and dependent relatives; which was read a firstand second time 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


On motion of Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent, it was or- 
dered that the Committee on Pacific Railroads be authorized to 
have printed such mattersas are necessary for the consideration 
of subjects pending before the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the pu of considering appropriation bills, and 
pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the urgent defi- 
ciency bill be considered. 

REED. I think we had better have the rules complied 
with. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

The gentleman from Texas moves that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole to consider general appro- 
priation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole, Mr. HATOH in the chair. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to have permission to make a 
short explanation. 

Mr. REED. If the same privilege is accorded to gentlemen 
upon this side. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is very important that the urgent deficiency 
bill should pass as soon as possible, for the reason that the terms 
of the Federal courts will begin to be held in many of the States 
next week, and it is necessary that appropriations should be 
made for witness fees, jurors’ fees, marshals’ fees, and also for 
the support of prisoners. 

Mr. REED. , Why were not these appropriations made at the 
regular time? 

r. SAYERS. Because in the last Congress the paar sche 
tice was followed of only appropriating about one-half the 
amount that was necessary for the support of the courts. ' 

Mr. REED. How long has that been the custom? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ever since I have been on the committee, 
and through the Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and the pres- 
ent omea; and I suppose for many years previous. 

Mr. REED. Is this something that was saddled onto you by 
the Fifty-frst Congress? i 

Mr. SAYERS. By the Fifty-second Congress, 

Mr. REED. How much is the amount that you fell short of 
providing for the needs of the Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I can not tell. I suppose about ten or 
twelve million dollars. 

Mr. REED. And this after you had surpassed the billion 
dollar Congress, was it not? : 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not responsible for the appropriations 
of the last Congress. 

Mr.REED. Youhave got to supply a deficiency of $12,000,000 
after exceeding all that you clamored against, have you? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to ask 
unanimous consent 

Mr. REED. I have no doubt the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] would like to get it through as quietly as possible. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. And Isympathize with him; but from a sense of 
pe auty, T want in a pointed way to call the attention of the 

ouso to it, because there are some questions which, thank 
Heaven, are still debatable in the House of Representatives, or 
in the Committee of the Whole at least. : 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the request of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS}? : 

Mr. SAYERS. Since the gentleman from Maine has called 
the attention of the committee to that question, I will state that 
these deficiencies, so far as the courts are concerned, are just 
about the same as the deficiencies which were made by the 
Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. I know, but they are at the end of asetofappro- “ 
priations that were in excess of those of the Fifty-first Congress; 
an excess so bad that an actual chunge took place in the chair- 
manship of the Committee on Appropriations on account of 
them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. What was the reason—— 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason was 

Mr. REED. The reason for the change in the chairmanship 
of the Committee on Appropriations? 4 

Mr. SAYERS. The . Committee are observing 
the same policy in regard to the support of the courts that has 
been observed for the past ten years, 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman know the reason for the 
change that was made in the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Appropriations, if it was not made for the extraragance of the 
last committee? 

Mr.SAYERS. I do not know that there was any change made 
on that account. 3 

Mr. REED. There was a change made in the chairmanship 
and the gentleman [Mr. HOLMAN] who had been chairman 
the committee before was noted for his frugality all over the 
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country, and itseems that notwithstanding he had exceeded the 
billion-dollar Congress in his appropsiations, yet the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], who is virgin soil, comes here to 
claim ten or twelve millioas of dollars more in addition to that 
enormous excess over what was denounced as wickedness by the 
Democratic party from one end of the country to the other. I 
see the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is listening, and 

rhaps his case will be brought up before we get much farther. 

ughter on the Republican side. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN] 
is here to speak for himself. 

Mr. REED. [hop2 we shall have an explanation of both cases, 
for they were very extraordinary and astonished the country, to 
see such able men deposed for the work which they did, which, 
however, has not met the approval of the nition to any consid- 
erable extent. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. REED. I see the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
is anxious for an opportunity to spe.k, and I yield to him. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill only occupy for a few minutes the time 
of the committee. For many ye rs it has been customary for 
the Committee on Appropriations of the House, whether Demo- 
cratic or Republican, to seek to retrench expenditures of our 
Federal judiciary. Tais effort has been made for years. There 
has been an opinion upon the part of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the House that the expenses of the Federal judiciary 
were very excessive and unnecessary, and it is for that reason 
and others that many members of the House object to the en- 
largement of the Federal judiciary system and would be glad to 
see its jurisdiction greatly reduced. This state of affairs and 
growth of its expenditures has existed for a number of years 
under both Republican and Democratic Administrations, and I 
fear will continue toexist: but my friend from Texas is certainly 
mistaken as to the amount of deficiencies. 

The expen jigra for the Federal judiciary will have been of 

une xampled extravagance if so large an amount of increased p- 
propriation is found to be necessary, as stated by him, to carry 
on the system for the presant fiscal year. 

Mr.SAYERS. Lunderstand the gentleman from Maine ask d 
me what would be th: total amount of the deficiency, and I re- 
sponded to that question, I thought it would be $10,000,00) or 
$12,000,000, 

Mr. REED. What I wanted to say was 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not say $10,109,000 or $12,000,000 defici- 
i for the support of the United States courts. 

r. HOLMAN. Of course that is correct. 

Mr. REED. What I wanted to say — 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a well-known fact that within a compar- 
atively few years there hive been only $3,000,0.0 or $4,000,000 
necessary to carry on our Federal judicial system. The in- 
creas is enormous, and that is why gentlemen propose to reduce 
its jurisdiction; but of course it is absurd to talk about $10,000,- 
000 or $12,090,000 of deficiencies. 

Mr. REED. What I wanted to say was, that after the appro- 
priations that were so ‘‘ bad,” that the chairman of the commit- 


tee was, so to speak. cashiered [laughter] for so exceeding the 


„bad Congress,” called the Fifty-first Congress. called the bil- 
lion-doliar Congress;” for being in excess of a billion-dollar Con- 
„ik I may so say, why is it that we have this $12,000,000 
gofciency? ter so bad a record, why should $12,000,000 be 
lastered on the country in addition, “‘ gilding,” as it were. re- 
ned gold, and painting the lily?” [Laughter.] The statement 
of the gentleman from Indiana did not give any explanation as 
to whether he was punished on that account or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Wny, Ido not mean to assert that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana” has been punished for anything. 

Mr. REED. I do not mean to say that he had. 

Mr. HOLMAN (continuing). The S er of the House had 
the right to appoint whoever he thought well to appoint, and he 
exercised that privilege. 

Mr. REED. That is so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think the gentleman from Maine 
will find in that a matter for comfort or consolation, 

Mr. REED. Ido not. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Changes will occur all the time in the organ- 
ization of this House. 
~ Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwas succeeded years ago as chairman on 
not coming back to Congress. 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will meet the same experi- 
ence the next tims. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. It may be. The pitcher that goes often to the 
fountain is liable to be broken; but I think the holding powers 
of the gentleman are still good. 


Mr. HOLMAN. How was it that the change was made in the 
case of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Judge Kelley], one of 
the greatest political economists the House had for years. He 
was substituted. Will the gentleman give a reason for that? 

Mr. REED. A reason! I am perfectly willing to give reasons 
for my conduct, but some of my predecessors and successors are 
not willing to do so. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can you give the reason why that change 
was made? 

Mr.REED. Les; will very cheerfully give the renson. Judge 
Kelley had reached a period of years which the gentleman from 
Indiana, Iam happy to say, has not yet reached, when his pugnis 
cl condition was not equal to the task. Now, I could wish gen- 
tlemen in my position would always be ready to give reasons as 
I do, and perhaps I may, without vanity, hope as good a reason. 
[Laughter.] And now, I have no doubt, in due course of time 
we will get an explanation, and I hope it will be more full and 
satisfactory, from the other gentleman [the gentleman from Illi- 


nois]. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman complains of the deficiency 
for thesupport of the United States courts. The estimates for 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the United States courts 
which the present House will have to provide for do not exceed 
81, 00,000. If any gentleman will take this book which I hold 
in my hand, he will find that the deficiencies for United States 
courts heretofore have amounted to largely more thanthe defi- 
ciencies which the present House willhave toappropriate. Now, 
for instance 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair must insist that the gentleman 
from Texas shall either mike some motion or suggestion which 
the Chair can put to the committee. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas is proceeding by 
unanimous consent, and very happily, I think. 

Mr. NEILL. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask that the committee will 

Mr. REED. The gentleman asks for the regular order, and I 
hope we will have it, he asks for the regular order. 

Mr. NEILL. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that we now proceed 
to the consideration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. REED. One question—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition and 
then will hear the genfleman from Maine. The gentleman from 
Texas asks unanimous consent that the committee shall now 
proce2d to the consideration of the bill known as the urgent de- 
ficiency bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. I object unless I can hear from the gentleman in 
charge of the bill some reasons for that course of procedure. 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 mike the request for the reason that there 
are several appropriation bills before it on the Culendar and it 
is quite important that this bill should bə pissed at this time. 

Mr. REED. The public necessities require it, do they? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. REED. Well, this side of the House always yields to that 
consideration. [Derisive cries on the Democratic side.] 

There being no objection, the Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this is the first 
reading of the bill, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the first reading of the bill. 

The reading being concluded, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if there is no desire for gen- 
eral debate I ask that the committee proceed to consider the bill 
by paragraphs. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy 
a few minutes. This bill reported by the committee carries 
$1,237,255.65. It is reported as an urgent deficiency bill. Call- 
ing it a deficiency bill is in some respects misleading. Itisa 
bill that is made necessary by insufficient appropriations made 
during the last Congress, known to be insuthcient when they 
were made, known to be insufficient for the public service in 
branches of it where the service must cease unless the pace 
isappropriated. Therefore the bill might properly be call 
“additional appropriations for the public service for the cur- 
rent year where expenditures are not allowed unless appropria- 
tions are previously made.” There is a class of expenditures 
that the law calls for, liabilities for which can be incurred in 
certain instances, whether the money his been appropriated or 
not; but this bill does not apply to that class. Those items will 
follow later, in the regular deficiency bill, but I believe noth- 
ing is included in this bill except matters where additional ap- 
ee are necessary in order to have the public service 
continued. = 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The history of urgent deficiency 
pills in this Congressis peculiar. Ordinarily heretofore—in the 
Fifty-first Congress especially, but quite generally heretofore— 
an urgent deficiency bill has been sed by Congress before 
the regular deficiency bill came up, but in this Congress we be- 

an early with urgent deficiencies and have broken the record. 

Fumber 1 of these urgent deficiency bills was enacted on the 
Tth d y of last September and carried $396,090, Number 2, for 
assistant custodians, janitors, etc., was enacted on the 21st day 
of last December and carried $370,588. Number 3, for the cus- 
toms service, census, etc., was enacted on the 2ist day of last 
December and carried 81,889, 455.86. Number 4, for the United 
States courts and various other items, was enacted on the 12th 
day of last March and carried $768,278; and now comes number 
5, carrying, as reported from the committee, for the Printing 
and Engraving bureau, the courts, and the War, Navy, and 
Treasury, 81,237,555. 6; making a total of urgent deficiencies, 
or more properly speaking, additional appropriations for the 
current fiscal year of $4,971,577.52. 

It would be well enough for gentlemen to understand that if 
there is no additional deficiency appro riation bill for service 
during the current year where the law does not c ill for the serv- 
ice with or without appropriations the service will stop. I 
think it is fair that gentlemen should know on this side, and 
for that m :tter on theothersidealso, that they ought toexamine 
this bill und see whether they know of any branch of the service 
that reasonably requires additional aporopriation and for which 
such appropriation should be made rather than have the service 
stop for the remainder of this fiscal year. It may be that num- 
ber 6 of these urgent deficiency bills will come in later, Ido 
not know, but I should think it probable that it would not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Do I understand the gentle- 
man ¢o say that in all probability there will be no further de- 
ficiency bill? The reisonI asc the question is this: I have quite 
a number of constituents who have performed service for the 
Government: as, for instance, in the survey of the public lands. 
The work has been performed about a yeir and has been ap- 

oved at the Land Office, but the money has lapsed into the 

re:isury, and the men who have done the work can not get their 
pay except by a deficiency bill, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman at the head of the 
committee canspeak more certainly about this matter than I can. 
This bill, I will say to the gentleman, only carries appropriations 
for the publicservice for the remainder of this fiscal year where 
the public service would stop if the appropriations were not made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Keferring to p ge 4 of the bill, 
I find a paragraph entitled Public land service appropriat- 
ing $25,000. This is not a case where the service would stop if 
the appropriation were not made, because this particular sery- 
ice seems to h we been already performed. I do not see why in 
connection with this service an appropriation should be mide 
for paying rent. ‘The Government in no other instance of this 
kind pays rent. This appears to be an appropriation for clerk 
hire, rent, and other incidental expenses connected with open- 
ing up the Cherokee Outlet, a matter which has already been 
appropria ed for (and this continues the appropriation) by the 
deficiency act approved December 21, 1803. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is only to authorize 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The expenditure of the 
money? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is it for? 

Mr. SAYERS. It authorizes the auditing of the accounts 
connected with expenditures already made; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. An appropriation in these exact 
terms - for payment of expenses connected with the opening of 
the Cherokee Strip—was made in the act of Decomber 21, 1893. 
The Department detailed a number of clerks and sent them out 
in connection with the land service. The object of this item, as 
I understand, is to utilize that appropri:tion for the payment of 
those clerks, their payment being fairly contemplated in the 
app opriation made in the former bill. 

r. WILSON of Washington. That part is correct; but this 
appropriation goes further and says, For clerk hire, rent, and 
other incidental expenses.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now,I contend that the De- 
partment had no right to depart from the uniform practice and 
allow rent for land offices in the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. When that i em is reached the 


gentleman, if he thinks it subject to a point of order, can of 
course riise that point. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Rent has never been allowed 
under similar circumstances anywhere else. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Lam not defending the appropri- 


ation. While I think it probable it is apt and proper, I have no 
ob,ection to its going out on a point of order or being stricken 
out on a vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I contend that if the Secre- 
tary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office aliows rent for United States land offices in the Cherokee 
Outlet, he has the same right and is in duty bound to allow rent 
to registers and receivers in Oregon, Washington, Nebraska, or 
wherever else they may be located. But in no instance where 
the office isa maximum office—that is to say, where it returns 
fees amounting to as much as $3,000—is the register or receiver 
allowed rent. And that being so, rent ought not to be allowed 
in this case. 

I bring up this matter for the purpose of showing that when- 
ever any opportunity is given to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office or the Secretary of the Interior to give some- 
thing to the people down South, the opportunity is always em- 
braced: but when the matter involves dt 6 the people in my 
part of the country, no such allowance is made. 

Mr. MCRAE. Do you call the Cherokee Strip“ South“? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. MCRAE. You do not know the geography of your own 
country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, I know as much about my 
country as the gentleman from Arkansas does. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say that it is no part of my 
purpose to defend the administration of the Secretary-of the 
In erior. Hot weather is coming on, and I do not want to 
shoulder any heavy burdens. Atany rats that duty does not 
fall upon me. There is much in this Administration that is, I 
apprehend, subject to very severe censure; so that I donot know 
but I shall strengthen the arms of my friend from Washington 
= ton up his hands as certain Israelites held up the hands of 

oshua—— 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think it was Joshua in my Bible. 
Laughter.) The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] who sits 

side me says that they held up the hands of Moses. 

Mr. REED. That settles it. k 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, let it be Moses. The object 
was that he should have strength while he was smiting the 
Philistines or the C :naanites. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. The Malachites. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ihave no objection to any fighting 
that my friend may do; I think there is ample room for it. An 
I will say I am delighted to be able to verify the fact that my 
colleagues here in the House are so familiar with the history of 
the Lord's chosen people as recorded in the Old Testament. 

There are some amendments, as I understand it, to be moved 
to this bill, when we come to the consideration of it by para- 
graphs, in connection with the work of the Census Bureau. Per- 

aps some other amendments adding o her items will be pre- 
sented. The gentleman from Texas has them in charge and 
they can be discussed when they are offered. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I desire to state anything 
more touching the bill at this time. It carries not a very large 
amount of money, but added to the bills heretofore passed, the 
regular bills for the service of this fiscal year, eh the defi- 
ciency bills heretofore passed, and those that are to follow, it is 
evident to the eae student of this question, touching 
the 55 and expenditures of money by the people 
of the United States, that this Government and this country is 
growing. 

I suspect that we have nearly 70,090,000 people now. I did 
think possibly at the close of the Fifty-first Congress, when I 
had the honor to be chairman of this committee, and after it 
had made recommendations for the public service according to 
the best of its ability, and after they hid been considered in the 
grand aggregate all told, definite and indefinite, including the 
Post-Offics appropriation, amounting up to nearly a thousand 
miilions of dollars—I thought then that perhaps the criticism 
that was received from the other side of the House, under the 
leadership of the gentlomin from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and 
by the Democratic press throughout the length and breadth of 
the land, that we hid come toa time when the population of 
this country would cease to increase and thecountry would cease 
to grow, and that from the expiration of that Congress on, at 
least for the rest of this century, there would be no increase of 
expenditures, but rather a decrease. 

That was the natural inference to be drawn from their asser- 
tions. But, strange to say, with our friends on the other side 
coming in with the Fifty-second Congress, and liter on with 
their control of the Fifty-third Congress, somehow it appeared 
that the population was still increasing, Somehow or other, 
notwithstanding the hard times, notwithstanding the hundreds 
of thousands of. men out of employment, notwithstanding the 
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less amount that is being expended for the construction of the 
Navy, notwithstanding the great economy that our Democratic 
friends exercised, holding the purse strings of the country as 
eg aid in this House during the Fifty-second Congress—not- 


th 

withstanding all of these facis, strange to say, in the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress there was an increase, and this year the expendi- 
tures do not decrease. 

The gentleman from Indiana made provision to decrease them 
absolutely, because under his leadership the appropriations 
were made for this and the last fiscal year. Iwas notin the last 
Congress, but read the debates and knew pretty well what was 
going on, as attention was called to the fact that there was going 
to be an era of economy and a great reduction in expenditures; 
and yet, strange to say, men are contrary enough throughout 
the length and breadth of the country to refuse to serve the Gov- 
ernment unless they are paid for it, Still it is necessary that 
the Navy should beutilizedinsome manner. True, owing to the 
shortness of appropriations, or extravagance, whichever you 
choose to call it, many ships of our magnificent new Navy are 
tied up for want of repairs, absolutely as useless as if they had 
never been constructed. Still, notwithstanding all of these con- 
ditions, these expenses have continued to increase. And I sus- 
pect maybe that the country will still continue to grow. 

I am not here to charge extravagance where the charge will 
not lie against this Congress and against this Democratic Ad- 
ministration, except where it ought to be criticised. I am not 
here merely to show thut they have broken the record we made 
in the Fifty-first Congress, because that would be a cheap kind 
of buncombe, we made apt and proper appropriations. I call at- 
tention that under the lead of the gentieman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. HENDERSON] the Post-Office appropriation bill this 
year breads the record of any since the Government was organ- 
ized, notwithstanding it has been cut down muny millions of dol- 
lars below what the service will cost, and confessedly so where 
the law calls for the service and the appropriation should be 
made. 

Now, having said this much, I yield the remainder of the time 
to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it must be borne 
in mind that the basis for . is laid by the heads: of 
the various Departments of the Government. Under the law 
each Secretary makes estimates in advance of the fiscal year 
for the amount of money that will be required for his particular 
Department during the coming fiscal year. He bases that esti- 
mate u his experience in the Department. He knows what 
it has cost in the past and what will be necessary to continue it 
in the future, and is therefore well poe to enlighten Con- 

ress as to what appropriation should be made for its support. 

hes» estimates, mde up by the heads of the Departments un- 
der the law. are sent to Congress through the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who, adding his own Department, makes up what is 
called the Book of Estimates for the information of Congress. 

These estimates are made quite extensively and in detail. I 
make this statement for the information of those not on the 
Committee of Appropriations, to show that we have one strong 

ide so start with—the experience of the heads of the various 
artments, 
ow, there are two classes of people that need a little atten- 
tion in connection with appropriitions. Frequently I see state- 
ments mide out of the deep fountain of ignorance in the large 
daily . ol the country, attacking the extravagance of Con- 
gress. That Congress does some, I might say many, extrava- 
gant things I will not deny; but the general assaults made by 
many of the leading journals of the country about the extrava- 
gance of Congress are not merited. 
There is another class that need attention, and that class is 


com d of those legislators who, with a full blaze of light 
touching appropriations, take the paring knife and cut down 
below all reason, and in the face of absolute knowledge of what 


the future will demand. 

Now, for the purpose of treating these two classes a little, I 
want to enter into a few of the details of this deficiency bill. 
The discussion that has already been had tells us that these are 
deficiencies for the current fiscal year, caused by the insuffi- 
ciency of appropriations contained in our appropriation bills of 
last year for the fiscil year which ends on the 30th of June next. 
Weare now confessing in this bill that we did not appropriate 
what was needed, 

Now, in order to be perfectly fair, let me say that while we 
have the guidance of the estimates of the heads of the great De- 

tments, still Congress is bound to exercise its judgment, and 
oes 80. and we can not always go to the extent of the recom- 
mendations of the heads of the Departments. Sometimes ques- 


tions of policy are involved. Sometimes the question whether 
they can be compelled to do it for less is involved, and sometimes 
we cut in these appropriation bills when we know we are doing 


it a little too closely to the line, perhaps, for the purpose of 
warning the heads of these great 8 to practice econ- 
omy; and I believe that every co ttee, Republican and Dem- 
ocratic, since my connection with this body, has gone to the 
extreme of economy in the main. I will not touch certain ex- 
travagances. I am not here entering into what ht be termed 
a political discussion. That may come later on, when we come 
tosum up the work. Now, for the purpose of throwing a little 
light upon the details of this bill, the aggregate of which has 
been stated to you, I want to call your attention to a few items, 
and to show what the estimates were, what we appropriated 
last year for this year, and what we are compelled now to give, 
confessing that we did not give enough. y 

Take, for instance, the Treasury Department. In the matter 
of suppressing counterfeiting, this bill carries a deficiency of 
810,000. How much did the Secretary of the Treasury estimate 
asthe amount which would be needed? Seventy thousand dollars, 
Weonly gave $60,000. We cut 810, 000 below the estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and this bill now brings it up to what 
was estimated by the Secretary. I give that as one instance, 

Now, comes the Bureau of Printing and Engraving. For sal- 
aries of clerks and employés, the estimate for 1894 was 8425, 000. 
We gave $378,000. his bill carries 862,549 as a deficiency, 
which is $15,549 above the estimate of the Treasury Department 
as to what would be needed. I say that I believe that in the two 
cases now given we cut too closely to the line, and in that and 
many instances, I believe with my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] that the last Congress was trying to demonstrate that 
the Fifty-first Congress was extravagant, a demonstration that 
has most signally failed. 

Now, come to the wages of plate printers, ete., in the Bureau 
of Printing and Engraving. The estimate of the Department 
was $538,500. We only gave $109,469. We are now compelled 
to come in and appropriate $72,665.92 in addition, bringing the 
appropriation above the estimate to the extent of $3,165.92. 

nder the head of the War Department, for a vessel called 
the Nimrod, to be used in the harbor of New York to keep de- 
its cleared away, the estimate was $10,000. We shaved that 
2,000. Here we come with a deficiency of $2,000, bringing it 
right up to the estimate. The Department could tell, within a 
very few dollars, what would be needed. 

Come tothe Interior Department. For postage to postal union 
countries with which we have agreements they asked $2,500. 
We sliced them $500. In this bill we give them 8750, or $250 
above the estimate. In that way we have to repair the effect of 
the pruning knife. 

Now, take the work on this very Capitol. aie emer repairs, 
including wages of mechanics, laborers, eto. They 8 $30,- 
000,and we gave them $20,000. In this bill we give $8,000. We 
are 3 to come close up to the estimates of the Depart- 
ment. 

Now, take the Department of Justice. For the expenses of 
Territorial courts in Utah Territory they asked $70,000, and 
made out a good case. We cut them down to $5,000. That was 
allwegavethem. This bill carries that$35,000 which we refused 
to appropriate before, and brings it up to the estimates of the 
Department. 

For detficiencies of Indian depredation claims they asked $30,- 
000, and we gave them only 822,500. One deficiency bill has al- 
ready given them $2,500, and this gives them 89,000additional; so 
that we are $4,000 above the estimates of the Department, 

Now for fees of jurors. I would like the members of Congress 
to give especial attention to this. for your districts are all inter- 
ested; and since I have been in Congress we have seen the Fed- 
eral courts at times compelled to stop business for the want of 
money to pay jurors and to vai She the business of the Federal 
courts. They asked 8650, 000. e gave them only $600,000, cut- 
ting them $50,000. 

This bill carries that $50,000 we cut a year ago, and brings it 
up to the estimate. Take the support of United States prison- 
ers. They asked for $450,000. e slashed them $150,000, only 

iving them $300,000. This bill carries $275,000 deficiency, 
125,000 more than the Department asked. We knew well when 
we were makin. up aae bill that it wouid be less than needed. 

Mr. LOUD. Ww the gentleman yield to me for a question 
there? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not this portrayal totally destroy the record 
of our economical Fifty-second Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman will have to draw 
his own conclusion, I am giving the facts, 

Mr. LOUD. It makes me feel sad to see my record destroyed 
in this way 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Facts are chiels that winna 
ding.” I will nae you the facts and you must make your own 
inference. Take the printing and bin In the Department 
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of Justice they asked 810, 000 for printing. We slashed off $1,000. 
This bill gives that $1,000. Now, we will come to the House of 
of Representatives. I will confess that there is a matter where 
you can not alwaysforesee amounts needed; but you will see that 
the Committee on Appropriations errs on the sale side in keep- 
ing down the appropriations, especially if they want to draw a 
comparison with the past. Take the miscellaneous items first. 
They asked for $20,000, and we gave them $20,009. We have 
heretofore given $28,000 deficiency, and this carries $2,500, so 
that we are $30,500 above the estimates for that alone. Take 
furniture. They asked $12,000, and we only gave them $9,000. 
They have had $2,500 in another urgent deficiency bill, and 
now we give them $1,500; so that we have $1,000 above the esti- 
mate; to say nothing about the appropriations for material for 
folding, and that is pretty hurd to estimate, because we can not 
tell how many speeches we are going to.blow off during the ses- 
sion; but we kept pretty safe. They estimated for $17,000, we 
gave them $10,000. Already we have given them 85,000 in 
another urgency deficiency bill, and this carries 810,500 more; 
being $14,500 above the estimates. 

Now, I call attention to these few items in detail in this little 
urgency deficiency bill so that you can see how this thing works. 
And this, as I maid at the opening, will reach two classes of men 
that say we are extravagant, when we are in fact cutting down 
below what we ought to give and have got tocome in and repair 
it or the wheels of the Government stop; and the class of men 
who condemn the Fifity-first Congress because we did not do 
well enough, and they can notdo as well to save their souls. 


[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I believe Ihave a little time left. 
At the proper time, near the close of this Congress, when the 
appropriations made by the first and second sessions of this Con- 
gress are completed, I have no doubt that a full statement will be 
made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] of the aggre- 
gate result, and that a statement will be made by somebody on 
our side of the House, and by such other membersof the House 
as desire to make statements. Until that time comes, the work 
of this session of Congress can not be fully and intelligentl 
criticised as to appropriations. I will await that time before 
seek to make the statement, if I make it at all. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]—and I speak 
respectiully, because I have served many years with him in this 
House—with all his ability and devotion to the ponte service, 
is as apt as any man I know to play the cuttlefish, and after he 
has muddied the water, to swim away. [Laughter.] He has 
criticised the Fifty-first Congress, when I had the honor to be 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Now, all the ap- 
propriatious made in the Fi ty-tirst Congress were not good. 
All the 5 e meg of any Congress have not been good, and 


never willbe. There were appropriations in that Congress that 
I ccmbated with all the feeble power that I had. a: eoe of 
ave one 


them paying | t a good many millions of dollars. 
in mind which in my judgment was vicious, and I will so say to 
the gentleman from Indiana 

I refer to the claim of three millions of dollars in round num- 
bers, the money that was appropriated to pay what was called 
the Choctaw claim. If I recollect correctly, that was carried 
through this House near the close of the session, late at night. 
It was carried against the most determined Opposition that I 
could make, and the great majority of this side of the House 
stood with me in opposing it. Theothersideof the House stood 
substantially a unit in favor of it, and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] himsel/, who is a watchman upon the tower 
touching expenditures, us gentlemen will see by examining the 
RECORD, was neither paired, nor did he vote for or against the 
appropriation. Since that time much criticism has been made 
of this appropriation. The President of the United States re- 
fused to expend it, and it was not expended until long after- 
ward, when the Fifty-third Congress, two thirds of the House 
being Democratic, directed its expenditure by another act. 
Now, that is an appropriation in which I had no pride. 

But aiter all is said and done, having replied tothe gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] touching his manner of presenting 
this question, I will not take my seit without saying that sub- 
stantially the appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress were 
clesn and liberal, 

The Republicans believe that whatever is worth doing should 
be well done, and that true economy abounds in liberal, not ex- 
travagant or parsimonious appropriation of money for the pub- 
lic service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not intend to make any remarks with 
reference to the subject which has been launched upon the 
Ho se, but some statements have been made by the gentleman 


from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] which I can not allow to go uncon- 


tradicted. 

This question of appropriations by the Fifty-first and Fifty- 
second Congresses was gone over thoroughly in the last Con- 
gress, and at the close the simple result, as officially stated by 
the clerk of the committee, was found to be that the 1 BN ga 
tions by the Fifty-tirst Congress were $88,417,183 and by the 
Fifty-s-cond Congress $1,027,104,547, or $38,637,364 more by the 
Fifty-second than the Filty-first Congress. 

But in determining the expenditures of this Government, 
statements of total appropriations by any Congress afford ver 
littlelight. When estimating appropriations you may 3 
upon the basis of including all appropriations, both for deficien- 
cies und otherwise, or you may deduct deficiencies at one end 
and fail to add them at the other, or you may deduct at one end 
and appropriately add them at the other. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has pursued the course of deducting 
from the appropriations of the Fifty-second Congress all appro- 
priations for deficiencies for previous fiscal years, and has omit- 
ted to add the necessary deficiencies at the other end. 

Now, I am not now disposed to (cag any time on this ques- 
tion of comparative appropriations by ditierent Congresses. I 
think that whatever the Congress may be, whetherof one pariy 
or the other, the appropriations for the most part are only suc 
as are necessary for carrying on the Government properly, and 
completing the particular permanent public works that may be 
undertaken at that particular period. When there are no per- 
manent public works being carried on, and no appropriations 
therefor, the appropriations, of course, decline. en the Gov- 
ernment is building anew Navy, is erecting fortifications, is en- 
larging its river and harbor improvements, is purch lands 
from Indians afterwards to be sold to actual settlers, is con- 
structing a large number of public buildings, all permanent 
works, necessarily the appropriations and the expenditures in- 
erease. 

Mr. PAYNE. The refund of direct taxes to the States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The refund of direct taxe to the States, as 
the gentleman from New York says. is an appropriation once for 
alltime. There are times when certain expenditures are made 
that do not occur at other periods. In the decennial year, for 
example, there is an expenditure of $10,000,000 for taking the 
decennial census. Ithap 
tion at Chicago, and the Government undertook to aid that ex- 
position. So there was an appropriation for it: That was nec- 
essarily added to the other expenditures. There was a large 
increase in expenditures for pensions during certain years. 


Now, when these permanent works are entered upon, and pay- 


ments for pensions are enlarged, inevitably there is un increase 
both of appropriations and expenditures; but for the ordinary 
work of the Government there is little difference from year to 
year, except such as grows out of the increase in population and 
enlargement of the public objects undertaken. You may take 
any of the recent years after the close of the war, and deduct 
the expenditures growing out of the war, such as pensions, 
bounty, and back pwy, an 8 of certain war claims, and 
you will find that the oxpenditures run along year by year, per 
inhabitant, with great similarity. It is only when we extend 
our operations and enlarge the expenditures on permanent 
works that these appropriations run up. 

The Fifty-first Congress undertook to make appropriations for 
certain important permanent works. We were building a new 
navy, we were entering upon a system of co st fortitications, we 
were enlarging somewhat our expenditures for rivers and har- 
bors; were purchasing a large quantity of land from the Indians 
to be resold to settlers, and we were constructing public build- 
ings. When permanent work is done of course appropriations 
are increased, and when Congress refuses to enter upon any pub- 
lic works, why of course the expenditures go down. But that 
has nothing to do with the question of economy. These public 
works are to be done at some time, and when undertaken the 
bills must be paid. 

Now, one further remark with reference to the 
appropriations. When the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] was at the head of the Committee on Appropriations the 
distinct puo which he pursued, from beginning to end, was to 
appropriate less for the current work of the Government than 
he knew, and every member of the Committee on . 
tions knew, would reqtired, in order to cut down the appar- 
ent figures of the appropriations for the current year, in the 
face of the fact that everybody knew that the reduction would 
have to be made good in deficiency bills of the succeeding 
year. 
some persons outside of this House, but you will not deceive 
them long; and we shall not deceive ourselves bysuch a process 
as that. If we desire to compare the relative expenditures from 


ned in 1893 we had a World's Exposi- 


uestion of | 


Now, all of that amounts to nothing. You may deceive’ 
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year to year we shall not compare the appropriations. The $ 
priation may be made and not used; it may be pid 975 than 
Tonna ultimately to be required for the i und it may be 
ee necessitate a deficiency appropriation in the succeed- 
ear. 
Son the test of economy, if youare going to apply it at all,in 
disregard of the permanent work or exceptional objects sub- 
served, is in the expenditures. If you will follow the expendi- 
tures from year to year you will find that, setting aside those 
expenditures that grew out of the war, such as pensions, back 
pay; bounty, ete., there has been very little change, as I have 
already said, except when these great public permanent works 
were entered upon. 

How is it as to the present fiscal year, nine months of which 
have expired? A great deal was said in the last Congress by 
the gentleman from Indiana about how he was going to re- 
duce the expendit.ires for the present fiscal year, when a Demo- 
cratic Senate and a Damocratic Administration would be in. 
Well. we have had a Democratic Administration and aCongre:s 
Democratic in both Houses now all through the present fiscal 

ear, nine months of which have expired. How do the expen- 
itures stand? 

I have before me the official stitement of expenditures from 
July 1 last to April 1 of the present year. Here are the ex- 
penditures for the first three quarters, or nine months of the 

resent fiscal year, as compared with the nine months of the 
fast fiscal year, when it was said that there was so much ex- 
travagance. Outside of pensions the expenditures in nine 
months of the present fiscal year, beginning July 1 and ending 
April 1, are over 81.,½00, 000 more than they were last year for 
the same period. There has been a reduction of about 813,000, 
000 in the amount of expenditures, but it has all been in the re- 
duction of pensions. Fourteen million dollars have been cut off 
from the boys in blue for pensions, and if any credit is to be 
taken for having saved money, there, and there only it has been 
done; the 1 in every other direction have increased. 

Mr. GEAR. It was suggested in the beginning that this Ad- 
ministration was going to save $20,000,000 by reductions in pen- 


sions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will be done the present year, if it can 
be called Saving. There will be twenty millions, or at least 
- eighteen millions less paid to the boys in blue in this fiscal year 
for pensions than was paid last year, and here is where all the 
so called saving is found. We all know how that has been done; 
atleast I know how it has been done in my district. We all 
know of the many deserving men who have had their pensions 
suspended, and of the delay that is occurring in the adjudica- 
tion of pension claims, and if there is any credit to be taken for 
the reduction of expenditures, let it be taken just at the point 
where it belongs and nowhere else. There has not been a dol- 
lar of reduction anywhere else, but, on the contrary, there has 
been an inerense. 

Mr. Chairman, I should not have brought up this question if the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN| had not undertaken to 
make some Haren capital out of the great economy which 
he practiced last year. There was no economy. There was 
simply an attempt to deceive the . sd ate riating less 
than the gentleman himself knew would be required to meet the 
necess ry expenditures of the Government. Why. sir, for all 
the great purposes of Government we can not change the ex- 
peaditures unless we change the laws. The expenditures go on 
Whether we appropriate or not. The gentleman from Indiana 
last year cut the appropriation for the Federal courts $250,000 
below what he knew would be necessary, but that appropriation 
comes in this year as a deficiency, and if we should now do as he 
did then, the result would be the same. 

Is there any saving? He had all the credit of the saving last 
year. and now he is not willing to take account of the deliciency 
which we are called upon to appropriate for at this time. Why, 
ay friends, there is nothing in all these suggestionsof economy 
which have been made by reducing appropriations for neces- 
sary ob ects of Government. When we get through, no matter, 
what miy be your appropriations, the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment for all ordinary purposes will go on at substantially the 
same rate, no matter what party is in power, and all this attempt 
to make capital out of the appropriations by appropriating less 
than the necessities of the Government demand is simple non- 


sense. 

Now, I want to say before I sit down—and Isay it to the credit 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], the present chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations—that there has been 
no attempt on his part, so far os I have observed, to repeat the 
deceptive operations to which I have alluded. There has been 
an honest endeavor on his part to appropriate what seemed to 
be required to meet the real necessities of the Government, and 
there has been no attempt to play politics with appropriation 


bills. That, I think, should be said to his credit. It is other 
gentlemen who have attempted to drag in and claim great credit 
for the kind of ‘economy which I have described. 

Mr, PAYNE. The gentleman from Texas did not report the 
Post-Office 1 bill, and the remark of the gentleman 
from Maine does not apply to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. He did not report that bill. Let me say that 
my remark applies to the appropriation bills which come under 
the gentleman s charge and the other bills that are under the 
charge of the Committee on Appropriations. It does not apply 


at all to some of the other appropriation bills that have been re- 


ported here containing amounts which are known to be less than 
will be required to meet the necessary current expenditures of 
the Government. 

Mr. REED, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to dissent from 
anything which has been said by my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] 
with regard to the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Ido wish the House would give a little bit of considera 
tion to the significance of the debate which has taken place to- 
day. No charge is made that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
1 5 himself to indulge in unsuitable appropriations, 

hether he did or not is beyond my ken, but there is no charge 
of that sort, and, so far as I have heard, there is no suspicion of it. 

The point involved is this. The gentleman from Indi na and 
his friends, the gentlemen upon the other side, day in and day 
out, denounced the Fifty-first Congress as a spendthrift Con- 
gress and delighted themselves with calling it a ‘‘ billion-dollar 
Congress.” They commenced the Fifty-sscond Congress, of 
which they had control, with a scene in which they passed api- 
ous self-denying ordinancs, announcing that they were in favor 
of economy, and then they proceeded with one accord to get up 
0 ones bills which surpassed in amount the appropriation 

ills which those same gentlemen had so vigorously denounced 
from every stump. 

The point at issue here is not the propriety of the appropria- 
tions in either case. The point is as to the moral dishonesty, 
if I may use such a term without offense—and I do not mean to 
be offensive—the moral se 5a abet of declaiming on the stump 
against appropriations made by men of another party and then 
going into the business yourselyes and making still larger ap- 
propriations. There is the gist of the charge. We have pretty 
well cleared the skirts of the Fifty-first Congress of a certain 
class of charges that were made against it, and now it seem ap- 
propriate that we should take up another set. 

The charge was continually made, reiterated and reiterated 
again, that the Fifty-first Congress was extravagant, and yet 
the man who led in that charge himself, as chairman of a Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, contrived to pass a more enormous set 
of appropriations than those against which he had declaimed. 
I want to get the id2a into his mind that for a man to charge an- 
other man with crime in doing a thing which he afterwards re- 

ts himself to excess is unsuitable. {Laughter ] I do not 
now whether I can make the impression upon his mind that I 
desire to make or not. I want to make theimpression not only 
upon his mind, but upon the minds of his party, so that they may 
live in a certain degree cleanly hereafter. and not permit them- 
selves, when the next Republican Congress comes in, to induige 
in the kind of talk which nas so discredited them with the com- 
munity in times past. [Laughter.] In other words, I want 
them to learn the lesson that mere abuse is in time discovered 
and denounced, and it rejects discredit upon the abusers. Now, 
if by any means by careful iteration and reiteration—that idea 
can be brought home to them, the politics of this country will 
be so much the purer. 

The gentleman from Indiana undertakes to make up a lot of 
figures. He has tried itso many times that I have the charity 
to believe he will some time or other credit them himself if he 
keeps on. [Laughter.] Again and again he has eliminated this 
set of figures and that set of figures; he has tried all the expe- 
dients which have been denounced by my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] and depicted by the gentleman from Iowa, Yet 
the plain fact remains that the appropriations in the Congress 
in which he was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
were greater than those in the Congress whose appropriations 
he so bitterly denounced. 

Now, if he and his friends would come up manfully, acknowl- 
edge they had been mistaken, say they were wrong, or if they 
would even exhibit the penitence of silence, we would be rea- 
sonably satisfied with them, because it would be assurance of 

‘ood conduct in the future—a shining contrast with their con- 
uct in the past. [Laughter.] In time we shall bring them to 
it. In time we shall bri g them to a full private acknowledg- 
ment on the subject, as we have done upon the matter of a quo- 
rum and the rules of the Fifty-first Congress, They will do it 
privately; they will do everything except make a public ac 
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knowledgment. What is really good for their souls is a public 
admission. [Laughter-] I had entertained the hope that they 
might make it some time or other. 

A MEMBER. That is hoping too much. 

Mr. REED. Well, it is only a slight hope. Ido not want to 
be blamed for it. It arises out of the welling charity of my na- 
ture; [laughter] the disposition to think kindly even of those 
who have despitefully used us and persecuted us.” [Laugh- 
ter.] But the world is beginning to understand the matter; and 
when the gentleman from Indiana (who is entitled to be in the 
forefront on this occasion) gets up and undertakes to hugger- 
mugger with the figures, the country is beginning to understand 
it; and even some members of the House of Representatives are 
beginning to catch hold of it. 7 

hy not just frankly say, “ Yes, we were wrong in making 
this assault on you; we were excited, stirred up, disturbed in 
our minds; something had happened that we did not want to 
happen: we felt exasperated, and we went around and said all 
sortsof loose and unkindly things.“ Now,let us goon hereafter 
upon a diferent basis; and when the next Republican Congress 
takes control and does its duty by the country fairly and faith- 
fully, let us have at leist a reasonable degree of judicious silence 
on the other side, remembering what has happened to youwhen 
you broke silence. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. SAYERS. Now that gentlemen have spoken who desire 
to speak, I ask unanimous consent that general debate be con- 
sidered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection general de- 
bate will be regarded as closed. 

There was no ob ection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask that the bill be read by paragraphs 
for amendment. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 

Public Land Service: That all the traveling and incidental expenses of 
the clerks detailed from the General Land Office to assist in the opening of 
the Cherokee Outlet, in Oklahoma Territory, shall be paid from the sum of 
$25,000, for clerk hire, rent, and other incidental expenses of the several 
land offices, appropriated by deficiency act approved mber 21, 1893. y 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,. I have a very important 
amendment to offer by authority of the subcommittee, and ask 
the attention of the committee while it is being read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of page 4 insert the following: 
“ELEVENTH CENSUS. 

“ The Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census is hereby 
directed to prepare forthwith an abstract giving the State and ocher totals 
of the main facts collected at the Eleventh Census with comparative data, 
which abstract shall not exceed 250 octavo pages and shall be printed at the 
Government Printing Office and be ready for distribution on or before the 
Ist day of August next. There shall be printed and bound in cloth of such 
abstract 100,000 copies, of which 60,000 copies shall be forthe use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, 30,000 copies for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, 7,500 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
and 2.500 copies for the use of the Census Office. 

“The provisions of section 17 of the actof Congress approved March 1, 1889, 
entitled, An act to vide for the taking of the Eleventh and subsequent 
censuses,’ and of su uent acts rela to the publication of the names, 
organizations, and length of service of those who had served in the Army. 
Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the war of the rebellion. and 
who were survivors at the time of the Eleventh Census, and of the widows 
of soldiers, sailors, or marines at that time, are hereby repealed, and the 
Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census is hereby directed 
to transfer to the Commissioner of Pensions, for use in the Army and Navy 
survivors’ division, the speci:1 schedules collected at the Eleventh Census, 
containing such names, organizations, and length of service. 

“He is also authorized to bind the report on Fish and Fisheries with the 
Report on Agriculture, instead of as a Spera volume. as provided forin 
An act to provide for the publication of the Eleventh Census,’ approved 
February 24, 1893. 

“The provision of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the taking of the 
Eleventh and subsequent censuses,’ approved March 1, 1889, for the collec- 
tion from official sources of information relating to animals not on farms, 


8 in the act entitled An act to extend the time for com- 

prung the work of the Eleventh Censusand for other p ses,” approved 
stober 3, 1808. is hereby extended from the 30th day of June, 1894, to and 

including the 4th day of March, 1895.“ F 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the at- 
tention of gentlemen on both sides while I explain briefly the 
amendment which I have just offered. The amendment has 
been submitted to the Acting Superintendent of the Census, and 
has the unanimous indorsement of the subcommittee in charge 
of the deficiency bill. 

During the present session of Congress the time for the abol- 
ishment of the Census Bureau was extended to the Ist of July 
next. But upon consultation with the Acting Superintendent 
of the-Census we were advised that it would be absolutely im- 
possible to complete thit work by the Ist day of July, and he 
recommended,and the subcommittee in charge of the deficiency 
bill also recommend to this Committee that the time should 
ba extended to the 4th day of March next. The Acting Super- 
intendent of the Census informs us that, with the exception of 
proofreading, all of the work of the census will certainly be 
completed by that date. 


Another 


paragraph in the amendment directs that the Super- 
intendent of the Censusshall prepare anabstract of the Eleventh 


Census, to consist of not more than 250 pages. No gentleman 
present would undertake to gothrough the entire census reports 
for the Bl pos of gathering the information which they con- 
tain. ey will be very large volumes, some amounting to more 
than a thousand pages: and the object of the abstract is to print 
only such matters as are of prime importance, so th t they may 
be easily accessible to members of Congress and to whomever 
they may be sent. We believe that this clause should be 
adopted, because it will not only facilitate the publication and 
distribution of these important facts, growing out of the taking 
of the census, but also beca se they will come in so convenient 
a form as will make them more accessible. 

There is another clause of the amendment to which I will call 
the attention of the committee. In the original act directing 
the taking of the census a provision was made requiring the enu- 
meration of all those who served in the Union Army during the 
late civil war, and also of the surviving widows of such soldiers. 
It is beliéved now, in fact the Acting Superintendent of the Cen- 
ss so advised us, that in order to publish the names and give 
their addresses seven large volumes of about a thousand pages 
each would bə required, costing near $250,000. Now it is recom- 
mended by the Superintendent of the Census, and by the com- 
mittee, that the Superintendent of the Census be required to de- 
liver to the Pension Olfice all the names that have been taken, 
with their addresses, etc., so that the Pension Office may be able 
to utilize the work that has been done. 

There was another provision in the original act, Mr. Chair- 
man, which required that a census of all animals not upon farms 
should also be taken. We are informed that it has been impos- 
sible to comply with this provision; and that the census thus far 
had of animals not belonging to farms, or upon farms has been 
very incomplete; and that the officials of the different counties 
and States have not been able to furnish the Census Olfice with 
the in ormation asked of them upon the subject. So we recom- 
mend the repeal of that clause in the original act. 

The final clause provides that the report on fish and fisheries 
should be incorporated in the report onagriculture. It was first 
intended that the report on fish and fisheries should bə published 
asa separate volume. But the former Superintendent of the 
Census was unable to gather statistics upon the subject of fish 
and fisheries that would amount to more than fifty or sixty pages, 
if printed, and the committee thought it an unnecessary and un- 
wise expenditure of the public money to publish this small re- 
port ina separate volume. We therefore recommend in this 
amendment that the report on fish and fisheries, amounting, as 
T have said, to not more than fifty or sixty pages, shall be incor- 
porated with the reporton agriculture. 

Mr. GROUT. Wasthat with theconsent of the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries? 

Mr. SAYERS. We did not consult the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries, because he has nothing to do with the taking of 
the census. 

Now, I yield to my friend from Illinois, if he desires to say 
anything upon the sub‘ect. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Perhaps I can ask a question or 
two of my friend from Texas, and we can discuss certain facts 
connected with one or two matters in a conyers itional way, bet- 
ter than for me to make a speech upon the subject. 

` Touching the abstract of not exceeding 250 pages, the gentle- 
man from Texas speaks of. 

Mr. GROUT. Is that what is ordinarily known as the Com- 

ndium? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No. The Compendium will consist 
of three volumes, and probably two or thres years will expire be- 
fore it will be completed. 

are SAYERS. And some six or seven hundred pages to the 
volume. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, There is an abstract authorized b 
law not yet completed: and my recollection is in accord wit 
that of the gentleman from Texas, that the abstract now pro- 
vided for by law would require certain reports yet to be per- 
fected: and it is not practicable to get it ready before the Ist day 
of January next. 

Mr. SAYERS. That accords with my recollection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Further, I believe, if I recollect 
aright, that Mr. Wright—Mr. Carroll D. Wright, in charge of 
the Bureau—stated that this abstract would be practically as 
useful as the one that is to come in January. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iso understood him. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And that there would be only 
slight additions on rather unimportant reports. 

I concur in what the gentleman from Texas has said, and 
state further that the Ist of August next is the shortest time 
within which he said he could get the proposed abstract, ready 
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but he said he could get it ready by that time, so that it could 
not only be prepared but could be printed and bound and put in 
the folding room by that time. That gives the members of Con- 
gress and the people at large practical possession of the impor- 
tant matters to be embodied in these twenty or twenty-one reports, 
three of which have been published and the remainder of which 
will be published in the next two or three or four years. In 
other words, this will give us the result of the late census and 
acomparative statement as well, by the Ist of August, for use 
in this life, 

Mr. PICKLER. How many copies do 0 provide for? 

Mr. SAYERS. One hundred thousand copies, 60, 000 for the 
use of the House, 30.000 for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 for 
the use of the Departments. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If Lam correct in my recollection, 
the cost of this abstract will be 25 cents per copy, bound. That 
is, the 100,000 copies will cost $25,000. > 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say here that the material in the ab- 
stract which is to be first published will be used asa part of 
the material of the abstract already authorized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. So thit really the expense of it does not 
amount to $25,000 exclusively. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no doubtin the world about 
the exceeding value of this abstract, and the wisdom of this 
amendment that the gentleman proposes. 

Now, one other matter that the gentleman refers to, that I 
will be glad to have a little more fully stated. That is the re- 
peal of the portion of the census law requiring the publication 
of the names of the soldiers of the late war and their widows. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that I intended to 
leave the explanation of that paragraph to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON} makes the explanation, I will not pursue that mat- 
ter, except to say that I am in harmony with the amendment, 
which was recommended by Mr. Wright, and it seems to me 
the reasons for it are su‘ficient, and that the amendment is wise. 
I do not know that I desire to say anything further if the gen- 
tleman from Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] will cover that point. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is proper that 
the House should understand this amendment affecting the sol- 
diers. The census law now contemplates the publication of a 
number of volumes giving the names, service, and residence of 
the soldiers of the late war, and members of the Navy and the 
Murine Service, and the names of the widows and their location 
at the time the census was taken. 

In making these data some of the enumerators omitted a great 
deal of information that should have been taken, In many in- 
stances the residence was given, and not the regiment and com- 
pany to which a soldier belonged. It would require a vast 
amount of correspondence to perfect this. A great deal of cor- 
respondence has been conducted on the part of the Pension Office 
in trying to complete these data. 

The object of the original legislation was twofold. I remem- 
ber participating in it to some extent. The double parres was 
that the lawmakers and the Pension Office could know how 
many survivors there were, and where they were located, and 
this further motive governed the soldiers who advocated this 
matter, viz, to get the information by which one soldier seeking 
to prove his claim could find out where a bunk mate or com- 

e was located, so that he could correspond with him to get 
the affidavit that he might need in vrder to perfect his claim. 
These two considerations governed Congress in putting that en- 
actmentinto law as a part of the fundamental lawof the Eleventh 
Census. 

Now we find that it will probably be two years before this will 
be perfected. It will take seven large volumes, costing from 
$225,000 to$250,000, an item of expense, however, which the com- 
mittee will not hesitate to incur if, when done, the work would 
meet the end for which the original legislation was enacted: but 
sọ many soldiers have died, so many have changed their resi- 
dences, and so imperfect are the data, and it will be so long be- 
fore the information will become at all useful, that it will utterly 
fail of the purpose for which it was enacted. 

In the Pension Office there is a special division that hascharge 
of looking up the records and residences of the survivors of the 
late war. They have accomplished a great deal in that direc- 
tion. I recall many instances where I wrote to the Pension Of- 
fice and tried to get the residence of soldiers to help out some 
correspondent, and I never yet failed to get the name and the 
residence, and any member here in the House who has had a 
similar experience will, I think, sustain me. 

Now this amendment will put all the data that the Census Of- 
fice has immediately into the Hands of the Pension Office and 
of that division,and we require them in that amendment to util- 
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ize it toperfectthatrecord. By this means, therefore, we attain 
the end originally sought at once, and at the same time save the 
Government an expense of $225,000 to $250,000. I want to 
that those upon the subcommittee and the committee have Erd 
mously recommended this to the House. I have consulted quite 
a number of soldiers of the House, and all are in accord with 
the expression that this is the wise thing to do. 

Passing from that point, I want to say a word about the cen- 
sus matter. I had some confusion as to what rights we had as 
to documents for distribution; and yesterday, when we had Gen. 
Wright before us, I pressed him a little on this point. I find 
we will have twenty-fourlarge volumes-of the census when com- 
pleted, which, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says, 
will be two to four years hence. Three of them are now ready 
for distribution, 

Mr. WALKER. How many copies of each will we have? 
Mr. HENDERSON of fowa. It varies. On some the number 
is 10,000 copies, and in some 50,000 are authorized to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER. Of each book? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There are different numbers on 
different volumes. Three of these are now ready for distribu- 
tion; and if you designate the library or a county auditor's office 
these will now be sent under your designation. And those three 
are the only documents that are now ready for distribution, ex- 
ceptthe first volume of the Compsndium, or ready for the orders 
of members of Congress. In addition to that, we will have the 
Compendium, consisting of three volumes, which will be quite 
heavy and cumbersome, but a condensation of these great quarto 
volumes. This Compendium will not be ready, except as just 
stated, for a long time. 

Now, this is all fixed by the original law. In addition tothat 
we will have a digest of the census, but that will not be ready 
for sometime to come. It will be two or three years hence be- 
fore the digest is ready. All the data must be compiled before 
that is completed. In addition to that there is to an atlas 
with shaded indications of the development of the country. 
That will be something attractive to the eye and desirable 
libraries, and give a sort of condensation of that feature of the 
census. These will include all that we will finally have under 
the law. All of them are far from completion, except the four 
volumes now ready. 

This abstract which we have provided for in this bill will give 
in a nutshell, in a little volume of 250 pages, the meat of the 
Eleventh Census; and it will be on your desks, ready for distri- 
bution, on the Ist of July next. My judgment is that this little 
abstract will furnish the information of the census which will 
be mostdesired. Theother great volumes, when they come out, 
will be for students and statisticians, and for the editor to take 
and delve in them, and so will the statesman and politician, if 
such a distinction exists. But it is the little abstract you want 
to fight for, for it will contain almost everything you need, 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask for a vote on the amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand you propose to extend the pe- 
riod of operation of this department until the Ist of March next? 

Mr. SAYERS. Until the 4th of March next. 

Mr. HULICK. To what extent will the clerical force of the 
Census dep irtment be affected? Will it be reduced? 

Mr. SAYERS. It will be reduced as the work is completed 
between now and the 4th of March. Thelawnow requires a re- 
duction of the force as the work is being finished: but the Su- 
perintendent of the Census said it was of exceedingly great im- 
portance, and that it would be a grave error not to provide in 
this bill for the extension of the time until the 4th of March 


next. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand that under the law as it now 
stands the clerical force will be practically disbanded on the Ist 
of July. Am I correct? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but we propose to extend the time. 

Mr. HULICK. The amendment you suggest will extend that 
to the 4th of March, the same as if no provision in the present 
law affected the clerical force. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HULICK. Then those in the departmentcanrestassured 
that there will be no radical change in the clerical force until 
the 4th of March. A ree, Haniel - 

Mr. TUCKER. e will want to have a hearing on that. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to a prragraph in this amend- 
ment. Itis that which proposes to bind the Tapora of the Fish 
and Fishery Commission wish the Agricultu Report. This, 
I think, isa movement in a right direction. A bill been in- 
troduced and is now pending which purposes to transfer the 
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Such mail boxes shall be erected without expense to the United States, 
and for the privilege hereby authorized the persons using such mail boxes 
shall pay to such tmaster as the Postmaster-General shall designate, for 
the use of the United States, for each such box not exceeding 88 annually, 
two-thirds of which shall be paid to the person — the contract for car- 
rying the mail over such route as full compensation for the extra duty re- 
quired of mail-carriers on routes where such boxes are established. And 
allsums received under this provision in excess of the amounts allowed the 
contractors for extra services imposed by this act shall be appien in par 
ment of transportation of inland mail, and the appropriations therefor 
be reduced to the extent of such receipts.” 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, we had the other day 
adiscussion with reference to the free delivery of mails through- 
out the country. Itseemed that that proposition was not ac- 
ceptable at this time, beyond the extent of making an nd oan 
pranon forthe purpose of experimenting with reference to free 

elivery in rural districts. y proposition, contained in the 
amendment which I have sent to the desk, is that the inlind 
mail may be delivered along the routes between post-olfices and 
that, on application to the Postmaster-General, authority may 
be given to individuals along the line to erect boxes such as the 
Postmaster-Genvral shall prescribe for the purpose of receiving 
mail matter from the carriers as they go along their routes. 

Mail is delivered now through many of the rural districts in 
that way, but there is no law authorizing it to be done, and I 
maintain that we ought to try this experiment, which is without 
any ex} ense to the Government, and ascertain whether or not 
the system can be made to operate to the satisfaction and the 
advantage of the people. Ifa gentleman lives quite a distance 
from a post-office and the mail-carrier passes his house every 
day, I see no reason why there should not be erected on that 
mail route, near that man’s house, a box where his family may 
deposit their mail matter, and there the mail-carrier may take 
it up and carry it to the nearest post-office and there mail it; 
and into which box the mail-carrier may deliver the m 
matter addressed to such person or members of his family. My 
prveceision is that this shall be done without any expense to the 

overnment. Indeed, the amendment provides for some revenue 
to the Government, although I have introduced that feature 
simply for the purpose of making the amendment come within 
the rules of this House, 

ag judgment is that there ought to be no such provision in 
it. lieve thattheman whois willing to pay for a box such 
as the Postmaster-General shall prescribe, and have it placed 
near his house along the road, or any man living off the road 
who desires to erect a box on the road,that his mail may be de- 

ted therein and is willing to pay the cost of erecting the 
xes authorized in this amendment, ought to be permitted to 
have this facility for seading and receiving his mail matter. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. What is the amount? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Not to exceed $3 a year. This pro- 
vision would enable any person who is willing to expend #3 a 
32 for this pur to have his mail delivered to him without 

is being oe paled to go to the post-office for it. It would not 
cost the Government one dollar, while it would be a great con- 
venience to people throughout the country, enabling them to 
send and receive their mail without being obliged in every case 
to go to the post-office. 

It seems to me that one of the greatest necessities of the pres- 
ent time is that the peop e who live in places remote from post- 
offices should have greater mail facilities. It is important they 
should receive promptly the newspapers, which add so much to 
general intelligence and promote so highly the comfort and 
happiness of the rural homes. 

If itis impracticable at this time to have free delivery through- 
out the country (as I believe it is, on account of the expensive- 
ness of such an arrangement where the population is sparse], it 
is not impracticable to have on these inland mal routes collec- 
tion and delivery of the mail in the manner proposed in this 
amendment. I think there would be scarcely any addition to 
the present expense. I believe that the prices charged by con- 
tractors for carrying the mails would not be appreciably in- 
creased; but whether such would or would not be the case, there 
is a provision in the amendment that two-thirds of the amount 
paid for these boxes shall go to the contractor in order to com- 
pensate him for the extra duties devolving upon him by reason 
of this arrangement. 

Here the hammer fell.]} $ 

r. LOUD. Task thatthe gentleman from Ohio be allowed 
ten minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. In the carrying out of this amend- 
ment the detiils would depend upon regulations to be estab- 
lished by the Postmaster-General. He would prescribe a regu- 
lation mail box, the cost of which to the Government would be 
perhaps very small. Whoever desired a mail box at his resi- 

ence or at any point along the route would make application 
to the Postmaster-General, who would adopt such re; tions ag 


Fish Commission to the Agricultural Department. I think 
every member of the House and of the committee who will give 
the matter a moment’s thought will easily reach the conclusion 
that this Fish and Fisheries Commission should be transferred 
to that Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that the amendment 
does not propose anything affecting the Fish Commission. It 
simply requires that the statistics and information gathered by 
the Superintendent of the Census shall e in the re- 
portof the Departmentof Agriculture inst of being published 
separately. 

Xe HAINER of Nebraska. Very properly; and I do notseek 
to antagonize that proposition. On the contrary, the observa- 
tions 1 am makin will give some additional reasons why that 
should be done. ow, Mr. Chairman, that Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries has to do with a great food product, it has to do 
with the propagation and distribution of animal life, and this be- 
ing so the Commission should be transferred to the Department 
of Agriculture. Such being the case, it is highly proper that 
this committee anticipate somewhat this action and give to the 
farmers, among whom the agricultural reports mainly circulate, 
the benefit of reports of this Commission. I trust the commit- 
tee will bear this in mind and that when the bill is reported, 
as I trust it will be soon, that transfer will be made. <A similar 
bill has been favorably washers by two committees of the Sen- 
ate, and I trust that the House will approve the proposition. 

The amendment offered by Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For nting and binding, including materials therefor, to be executed 
at the Government Printing Office, as follows: 

— 5 SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 10 insert: 

“For the Department of State, 85,000.” 

The amendment was adopted, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
1 report the bill to the House with the recommendation that 

t do puss. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 

) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes, had made 
sundry amendments thereto, and had directed him to report the 
pa as amended to the House, with the recommendation that it 

0 pass. 

r. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
on the amendments and the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. The bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of general 
appropriation bills. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The House avcordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 
The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6016) making ee fina for the service of the Post-OMce 
93 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
ages, line 18: 


“OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


“For inland mail transportation, namely: Inland transportation by star 
routes, $6,000,000." nf 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 20. page 3, add: 

“ Provided, That the Postmaster-General, when application is made for 
such purpose, and under such regulations as he shall establish, may author- 
ize eee placing: of private mail boxes along the line of any iniand mailroute; 
and when such boxes are established, the mail-carriers over such routes shall 
deposit therein the mail of such persons as are authorized and desire to 
use such boxes, and receive such mail as is ovna aren duly stamped for 
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would protect the Government, protect the contractor, and pro- 
_ tect the people in the execution of this system, so that nobody 


would suffer from it. 

Locks would doubtless be provided for these boxes; and the 
mail carriers would carry the keys to each of these locks. so that 
they might open the boxes to take out mail matter which they 
would carry with them for deposit in the nearest post-office and 
to deposit mail intended for the owner of the boxes. Perhapsa 
box might have two compartments; and it might be used for the 
mail of a single family or for that of aneighborhood, that mat- 
ter depending upon the wishes of those making application to 
the Department. This would be a great convenience to people 
along these mail routes. 

There was much interest expressed during the discussion on 
a former day in devising some means for enlarged mail facili- 
ties. In many parts of the country the post-offices are 5 or 10 
miles apart. Icanat this moment think of a mail route where 
it would be a great convenience if the people living along that 
route could have these boxes provided. The expense ought not 
to be great, and if the experiment proves a success the proba- 
bilities are that the expense will eventually be not to exceed the 
cost of the private box. 

I can not conceive of any objection whatever to the amend- 
ment. There cin be none on the ground of expense to the Gov- 
ernment. There is no objection of insecurity to those who are 
to have the mail boxes. There is no objection in the world ex- 
cept that it would be an experiment, and we can not tell how 
many people will want to use the boxes or whether many would 
desire to have them. 

Mr. MOSES. My interest is the same as the gentleman’s in 
that regard but in my section of the country the people who 
live along the routes get the mail service now for less than $3 a 
year. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether this amend- 
ment would add anything to what the people can already get 
under the decision of the Postmaster-General? Heallows these 
contractors to take the mail outand deliveritto the people along 
the line. 
expense greater than it is now. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. This provides that the cost shall not 
exceed $3 a year. If the Postmaster-General could mike it less 
of course he would do so. But the trouble now is, I think, that 
the delivery of the mail under the present system is contrary to 
or rather is unauthorized by law. I think the sureties on the 
bond of the mail carriers, or any person handling the mail, would 
not be responsible for loss of mail or the misuse of any power now 
exercised in thatregard. The arrangement whereby mail is de- 
livered, as the gentleman says is practiced, is a private matter, 
and there is no security in such a practice. It isnot authorized 
by law, and, as [ understand, it is a violation of the law. 

Mr. MISES. But it is done at all events. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio continuing). Ik such permission isgiven 
it is without authority of law. There is no safety in that way of 
doing it. This amendment, if adopted, will legalize the trans- 
action and afford a system which would be perfectly sife and 
convenient to the people, and legalize the acts of the mail car- 
riers. The extra labor imposed upon mail carriers would not be 
great, and the delay caused by stopping to recaive or deposit 
mail in the boxes would not be more than the horses ought to 
have for rest and a breathing spal 

The pro‘ect is entirely feasibl>, and would benefit large num- 
bers of persons. One of the chief objections to country life is 
the lack of proper mail fac lities. If letters and newspapers 
could be brought to the country homes daily [believe tie pleas- 
ures of home would ba largely increased. This is an age of prog- 
ress and enlightenment, and I would afford all people the very 
best facilities for growth and advancement which are attaina- 
ble considering their circumstances and surroundings. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I must 
insist upon the point of order. This amendment changes exist- 
ing law and does not reduce expenditures. It is obnoxious to 
the provisions of Rule XXI. clause 2, page 263, of the Digest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
that portion of the rule. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Nor shall any pranon in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
exis law be in order, except such as being pormang to the subject-mat- 
ter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number 
and salary of officersof the United States, by the reduction of the com 
tion of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or 
reduction of the amount of money covered by the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under this rule the Chair thinks the 
amendment not in order. It certainly changes existing law. 
The Chair can see no provision in the amendment, after a care- 
ful rereading of it, that would justify the Chair in holding that 
it would in any sense reduce expenditures. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. May I be permitted to call the atten- 


nsa- 
y the 


As I understand this amendment, it would make the- 


tion of the Chair to the last provision of the amendment? This 
amendment proves that there shall be not to exceed $3 col- 
lected annually for each box, and that two-thirds of that sum 
shall be paid to the contractor as compensation for the extra 
duty of depositing and receiving the mail, and that the other 
fraction shall go to the Government and shall reduce the appro- 

riation for this inland mail service to the extent of the receipts 

rom these boxes. I think that it does reduce the appropriation. 
It was put in for that purpose. I did not think it ought to be 
there, but it does reduce it. If there should be a thousand boxes 
there is a thousand dollars, and the probability is that there will 
be ten thousand or a hundred thousand; and this provides that 
the boxes shall be erected without expense to the Government. 
It does not add a dollar to the expense, while it gives one-third 
for every box that is erected, and of course if there were a hun- 
dred thousand boxes there would be a hundred thousand dollars 
to be applied to the reduction of the appropriation for the inland 
mail service. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is nothing in 
this bill about the revenue to be derived from boxes, or the re- 
duction of expenditures on account of revenues from boxes. It 
is the reduction of the amount of money covered by the bill 
that the rule applies to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment requires extra work to 
be done on the part of the Postmister-General and other ofi- 
cers, and it changes existing law in many respacts, so that the 
Chair is compelled to adhere to his former ruling. It does not 
reduce expenditures, so far as the Chair can determine. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 20, page 3, add the words, “of which sum, $30,000 shall be used under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General in supplying temporary service to 
newly established offices, in cases where ths establishment of star routes is 
contemplated.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, it is well known that when 
new post-offices are established, the Postmaster-General has no 
authority to use a single doilar of this appropriation to aid the 
people who are to be benefited by the new offices in establishing 
route service: and this amendment seeks to divert $30,000 of the 
$6,000,000 appropriated for the star route service, for this pur- 
pose, and gives the Postmaster-General the discretion and au- 
thority to use it as he may see fit and deem necessary for the 
benefit of those people wh» have no service, by miking such al- 
lowance as will en ble him to supply service until the perma- 
nent service is established. 

It is well known that that is one of the chief grievances of the 
people who live in remote sections of the country, in new set- 
tlements, where they have pushed out beyond the established 
lines of postal communications, and have no means whatever of 
securing this service except they hire a carrier at their own ex- 
pense, and this is a hardshipno Government should impose upon 
its citizens. As I understand it, it is not the purpose of the 
Government to make money out of the mail system, for we know 
that large sums are appropriated for general ob ects that do not 
pay anything back to the Government, not even expenses. We 
know that quite a sum was diverted the other day—%2u,000, I be- 
lieve—for the purpose of making an experiment in the free-de- 
livery system. Every gentleman upon this floor knows that the 
free-delivery system does not pay any profit, that is to say, a 
large per cent of the offices pty absolutely nothing. Taking it 
asa whole it does pay expenses, some of the olfices, like New 
York, Philadelphia, and Chicago, pay large profits, but quite a 
number do not pay any profit to the Government, but on the 
contrary are an actual burden upon the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Now, if that be true, why should not a small sum be appro- 
priated to help these people who live out in the remote sections of 
the country to get service upon contemplated routes? They 
must make an experiment first, to show to the Government that 
there is a possibility of its paying in the future. Now, that is 
not afair test, because business men who live in out of the way 
places can not afford to wait from one to three years and risk he 
contingency of picking a fellow up once or twice a week to go 
after the mail to see whether or not an office will pay, and the 
consequence is th it many of these offices are abolished and the 

ople have to go from 3 to 5 miles to get their mail as before, 

f they get it at all, for they can not pay a carrier to carry the 
maildaily or tri-weekly, as youvery well know. And the con- 
sequence is when a carrier is regularly employed they have to 


walt from one to three years to get the Government to establish 


service upon these routes, and frequently it is not done at all. 
Now, there is no gentleman upon this floor who believes that 

these pone ought to be subjected to this inconvenience and to 

this long delay. If there is any such gentleman, I should like 


to hear the reason which he has to offer. If justice were done 
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. 
a daily route with fullservice would be established to every post- 
office Jn the land. 

As it is now, the Postmaster-General can not use this money 
for this purpose, because section 3971 of the Revised Statutes 
provides that the Postmaster-General shall not use any more 
than two-thirds of the cancellation of the new offices established 
to aid the special service for carrying the mail. Therefore he 
has no power to use any of this fund. .Now, I ask simply that 
this $30,000 be diverted for this purpose. 3 

This bill carries $155,000 more for star-route service than the 
corresponding bill in the Fifty-second Congress. Now, if all you 
gentlemen who live in cities, or who live in country places where 
there are daily routes, which are ready to receive the benefits of 
free-delivery experiments in the rural districts, will contrast 
your advantages with ours, I do not believe there is a single one 
who will object to a provision of this kind for our districts which 
are in less favored sections of the country and which have not 
been provided with the mail facilities they are entitled to. I 
ask for no special privileges. They want none. I ask for jus- 
tice and fair play—and I am sure you will grant it. That is my 
opinion about it. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. I invite it. 

Mr. LOUD. Doyou hold that the Postmaster-General has not 
now the power to establish new routes or temporary routes, and 
to establish new star service and new post-offices? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have not been contending that he has 
not. If I have, I have made myself An understood. 

Mr. LOUD. That seems to be about all your amendment cov- 


ers. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This is the difficulty I desire to obviate. 
Whenever there are new post-offices established the Postmas- 
ter-General has no power to establish routes or tosupply service 
until an experiment is made, except two-thirds of the cancella- 
tion of the stamps in these new offices, 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman must be mistaken about 
t 


hat. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not mistaken. I have examined the 
subject thoroughly. I know how much my people are inter- 
ested init, Iknow how much they have suffered on account of 
this law. There is no mistake about it. It is two-thirds of the 
salaries of the new post-offices, and that is two-thirds of the can- 
cellation, because they can not get any more. 

Mr. LOUD. Ican show the gentleman where there are star 
routes now in existence, where the contract service calls for 
$2,500, and the receipts of the whole route are not over 88. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I can show the gentleman where offices 
return from $20 to $30 per annum, and have been in existence 
for three years, and no service has been supplied. Your people 
are more fortunate than mine, or stood in better with the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. LOUD. That is the fault of the Post-Office Department: 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, I want to make the Department do 
its duty, or enable it to see its duty more clearly. 

Mr. Loub This will not part that purpose. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yesitwill, The Postmaster-General de- 
clares that he can not divert any of the sum appropriated for 
this purpose. This will set it apart and provide that he shall 
use it, in his discretion, for this purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. L should like five minutes more. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Lask that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
tended five minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask the 
if he will yield. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 

7 5 MOSES. You refer to those offices denominnted “spe- 
cial”? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes; ‘'special service.” 

Mr. MOSES. Is there any law requiring that all offices es- 
tablished in the country shall be special“ until it is shown 
that the receipts pay for the service of those offices? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. They are to be established as an experi- 
ment. Itis held by the Post-Office pope that the ex- 
periment must be made before the establishment of permanent 
service upon those routes, in order to determine whether or not 
there is suilicient demand for establishing routes with perma- 
nent service. 

Mr. MOSES. Is there a general law to that effect? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Section 3971 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides that in establishing offices the Postmaster-General shall 
not use more than two-thirds of the cancellation for each estab- 
lished office for this purpose, as I have already explained. It 
does not say for any specified time. It is entirely indefinite, 
and runs all along from one to three years. I have examined 


gentleman a question, 
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into the matter and know that to be the fact. I investigated 
the whole matter at the Department. 
Mr. LOUD. Do you mean to say that that applies to the trans- 
portation in the country on the star routs? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. do not. Where no routes have been 
established, but new post-offices. It is not the routes with per- 
manent service we are now speaking of. 
Mr. LOUD. Get the statutes and see. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Where new oifices are established the 
Postmaster-General can not establish the service without first 
making an experiment, and it is to be a special service fora 
time. That time is indefinite; it isin his discretion. He may 
not do it at all. Frequently he does not do it and the conse- 
quence is that those people who have petitioned the Department 
and worked for these offices for years have to have them abol- 
ished and go back to the old point and the old way to get their 
mail. That is poor encouragement to the people who are going 
into new countries and settling wherever it is inhabitable. 
These are the people who are pushing our civilization into 
every nook and coruer of the country. It seems to me p2rfectly 
fair and just that they should be supplied with the best possible 
mail facilities. Is it right, and is it proper, that a great Gov- 
ernment like this should require the citizens to go from three 
to six miles to get theiry mail? Ido not think it is. You pro- 
vide by appropriations that free delivery shall be established 
under certain circumstances in certain towns, so that the mail 
carrier takes the letters right to the doors of the people, and they 
do not pay the Government a single cent, but we go into the 
Treasury and take money out of the general fund of the people 
and pay for that free delivery service. 
Now, then, is it fair to uire the people who live in the 
newly settled country of the West and South, or anywhere else 
in the United States, to go this long distance to get their mail 
when it can be supplied at so little cost? You can not expect 
these people to be much interested in building up any busi- 
ness enterprise so long as you withhold from them their just 
rights as citizens of acommon country. Butyoulook atit away 
from the great central points, and fail in a large measure to ap- 
reciate our situation. I insist that it is right and necessary 
or this amendment to be adopted. I have no doubt that the 
Postmaster-General will be very glad to use this money for this 
specific purpose. I think the merits of the case are so gener- 

ly understood and Ne eee that there will be no objection 
to the application of this amount for this purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the 
committee, but this proposition is soeminently fair to the sparsely 
settled portion of the country that I hope it will be accepted by 
the committee without further argument. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no objection to the amendment. It should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will be 
considered as adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if he does not believe and know that the law‘at present cov- 
ers this entire su ject? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the adoption 
of the amendment? 

Mr. LOUD. It is putting two tails on one horse. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from California that I was under the impression at first 
that the law was ample to cover this very question; but the 
practice of the Departmentis certainly againstit. The Depart- 
ment now rules that youcan not get a new mail route before you 
estiblish the post-oftices along the route; so that the post-offices 
have to be created before the route can be 8 

Mr. LOUD. You want to establish the route before you es- 


| tablish the offices? 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would rather do 
that. Of course the route is always between two points. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will 
be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For mail messenger service, $1,285,000, 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire tooffer 


the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: : 
After the words “eighty-five thousand dollars,“ in line 24, page 3, of the 


bill. insert: E 
“Provided, That hereafter no discrimination shall be made in the rate of 
8 on books transmitted through the mails by publishers and authors. 


ut all such mail matter shall be transported at the rate now provided by 
law for books transmitted by publishers through the mails." 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I reserve the point of 
order on that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That it changes ex- 
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isting law and does not reduce expenditures, but, on the con- 
trary, rather increases them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Mississippi Mr. HOOKER] on the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairm i, the amendment 
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk proposes to equalize the 
rates of charge for transportation through the mails of the 
classes of matter referred to therein so as to make them bear 
equally upon publishers and authors. The gentleman in charge 
of the bill makes the pointof order that thisamendment changes 
existing law. It does not change existing law. Itsimply makes 
it the duty of the PostmasterGeneral, in establishing rates of 

tage upon second and third class mail matter, to make no 
8 in favor of publishers or against authors 

That is all. There is no law which gives publishers a prefer- 
ence over authors in the transmission of the matter which they 
desire to send through the mails. There is no statute which 
does that. It is done bya regulation of the Department. Now, 
this practice of putting rates of postage upon books transmitted 
by their authors through the mails as compared with the rates 
upon the same books when transmitted by the publishers does a 
very great injustice to the authors, and it rests solely upon a reg- 
ulation of the Department. I raised this question in the last Con- 
gress and had occasion to call attention, as I now call attention, 
to the st ea of this Department regulation. Let me refer to 
the provision in the postal laws and regulations under which 
this inequit ble distinction is enforced: 

Third-class matter defined. and the rate. That mail matter of the third class 
shall embrace books. transient newspapers, periodicals, circulars, and other 
matter wholly in print (not included in section 12), proof sheets, corrected 
proof sheets and manuscript copies accompanying the same: and postage 
shail be paid at therate of i cent foreach 2ounces or fractional part thereof; 
and shall be fully prepaid by postage stamps affixed to said matter. 

Now, sir, the right of authors to their productions was secured 
by the original provision of the Constitution of the United States. 
That provision, which is found in section 8, Article I, empowers 
Congress to promote the progress of science and useful arts 
by securing for limited times to authors and inventors the ex- 
clusive right to their respective writings and discoveries.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be obliged to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] if he will read the existing 
law upon this subject. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It is quoted on page 4978 of the 
RECORD, under the date of June 2, 1892, and is as follows: 

THIRD-CLASS MATTER DEFINED. 

That mail matter of the third class shall emorace books, transient news- 
papers, lodicals, circulars, and other material in print not included in 
section 12, proof sheets, corrected proof sheets and manuscript copies ac- 
companying the same, and postage shall 3 at the rate of 1 cent for each 
2 ounces or fractional part thereof, and s be fully prepaid by postage 
stamps affixed to said matter, 

Now, it will be observed that while the publisher, under the 
regulations of the Department, can transmit these books ata 
cost of | cent, theauthor, if he desires, for any purpose whatever, 
to transmit them through the mails, is required to pay 8 cents. 

This, L say, is manifest injustice to the author, to the mind 
which creates the book, to the thought which pervades it, and 
which desires to impress itself upon other minds. In this way 
the publishers are granted a special privilege which does not 
belong to the authors, the creators of the works. It seems to 
me that a 5 appropriation bill ought to deal primarily, 
not so much with the question of What amount shall be appro- 
priated, as with the question of the rates of postage upon letters, 
pamphlets, and periolicals. Thatis.a subject which a post-ollice 
committee ought specially to consider, Many petitions have 
come into this House and been referred to that committee in 
favor of reducing the rate of postage on letters from 2 cents to 1 
cent. There isa very widely extended sentiment in this country 
in favor of that change, making our rate like that which pre- 
vails in many of the European countries. 

Whether we have reached the point where we can do that I 
am not at present prepared to say, but certainly it is a subject- 
matter which the Committee on the Post-Oifice ought seriously 
to consider, and the very first object ol their considerationought 
to be equality in the rates of postage upon matters passing 
through the mail, whether it belongs to the first, the second, or 
the third class. In the instance to which L have called atten- 
tion a manifest inequality exists which ought to be remedied, 
and if that can not be done here I do not know how it is to be 
remedied. I have offered this amendment at the end of the gen- 
eral appropriation, ‘‘for mail messenger service, $1,285,000.” 
Here is an enormous amount of money to be appropriated to all 
these various matters to be transported through the mails, and 
certainly the Department ought to be required, in adopting its 
regulations in reference to the ape solargean amount 
of money, to make the postal tax bear equally upon the publisher 
and the author. I think the point the 
this amendment changes existing law 


entleman makes that 
not well taken, and 
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that the amendmentwould certainly reduce expenditures, if not 
to the Government, at'least to the authors of the works. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, The amendment 18 
not germane. It proposes to amend the paragraph contained in 
lines 23 and 24, for mail messenger service, $1,235,000.” Now 
there is nothing in that paragraph in regard to the rates of 
postage, and the amendment is not germane. Besides, it is ob- 
noxious to Rule XXI. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. In reply to the position taken 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], that 
this amendment is not germane to the subject-matter of the par- 
agraph under consideration, I callattention to the fact that the 
paragraph has relation to the very messengers who on trains 
and steamers and mail routes carry this mail, and it makes a 
large appropriation for such service. It seems to me that if 
there is any portion of the bill to which the amendment could 
be appropriate, this is the one. 

Besides, I do not think the gentleman from North Carolina 
ought to interpose this objection. He ought to be willing to 
have these charges equalized. How can it be to the interest of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads that there 
should be unequal charges to different citizens for the same class 
of mail service—a low rate to one class of citizens and a high 
rate to another—a low rate to the man who prints and publishes 
and distributes a book, and a high rate to the man whose brains 
have created the book? I submit that. this objection. even if 
there be anything in it, ought not to. be interposed. The gen- 
tleman certainly ought to be willing that this inequality should 
be cured. It would be an honor to his committee and to him as 
its chairman to be instrumental in curing this inequality which 
has so long existed under the regulations of the Post-Olfice De- 
partment. A 

Mr, HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iam perfectly willing 
to have equality of rates established wherever justice may de- 
mand it; but Í am opposed to tacking legislation of this sort 
upon an appropriation bill. The gentleman can not accomplish 
what he desires in this way. 

The CHAIRMAN, So far as concerns the second point made 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, the Chair overrules it 
because it has been held repeatedly that an amendment offered 
to an appropriation biil need not necessarily be germane to the 
pending 2 55 h, but must be germane to the general pro- 
visions of the bill. The citations will be found in the Digest. 
Theonly question then for the Chair to determine is whether the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi changes 
existing law withoutreducing expenditures. Theamendment is 
peculiarly worded; and unless the gentleman from Mississippi 
and the gentleman from North Carolina can agree as to what 
the existing law is the Chair will have to examine the law be- 
fore the point can be determined. The amendment offered b 
the gentleman from Mississippi to be added at the close of this 
paragraph provides— 

That hereafter no discrimination shall be made in the rate of postage on 
books transmitted through the mais by publishers and authors; but all 
such mail matter shall be transported at the rate now provided by law for 
books transmitted by publishers through the malis. 

Now, what the Chair desires to know is whether there is one 
rate of postage for books transported through the mails by pub- 
lishers, and another rate for books transmitted through the 
mails by authors. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I presume the gentleman from 
North Carolina will raise no question on that matter at all. 
This subject was debated very largely in the last Congress when 
I offered a similar amendment, and no one then disputed, as I 
think no one will dispute now, my statement of the law. If the 
Chair will send to the Library for the Postal Guide for 1894 he 
will find the law quoted just as I have stated it to be. 

Mr. LOUD. If, as I understand the gentleman to say, the 

resent law covers the subject and allows authors to send their 
See through the mails at the same rates as publishers, what 
is the necessity for this amendment? 3 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Because we want to inhibit 
the Post-Office Department from adopting any regulations which 
shall give, as I understand is now given, a preference to pub- 
lishers, allowing them to send books through the mails at the 
rate of 1 cent a pound, while the author of the book is not al- 
lowed to transmit it through the mails unless he pays 8 cents a 


und. 

Pour, LOUD. But, as I understand, the gentleman says this 
question is settled by the law, not by any regulation of the De- 
partment. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It is the regulations made by 
the Post-Office Department under the law and which favor the 
publisher while doing injustice to the author that I want to get 
at. I think the amendment is perfectly germane; for, as the 
Chair has very well remarked, if not germane to the pending 
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aragraph it is certainly so to the subject-matter, which ought 
AD be Included in a bill coming from the Post-Office Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman has no hesitation on that 
point. The only point on which the Chair is in doubt, and upon 
which he asks the gentleman in charge of the bill for informa- 
tion, is as to whether the existing law provides that one rate of 
postage shall be required upon books transmitted through the 
mails by the author, and another rate upon similar books trans- 
mitted by publishers? 7 

Mr. HOOKER ol Mississippi. The gentleman from North 
Carolina, I think, will not question that. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The law permits pub- 
lishers to send books through the mails at a certain rate, and 
does not permit authors to send their books through the mails 
at the same rate. If this amendment be adopted, authors will 
be permitted to send their books through the mails at a lower 
rate than now allowed, so that the amendment instead of reduc- 
ing will increase expenditures, and at the same time change the 


aw. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The amendment reduces the 
cost to the people and brings about an equality of rate as be- 
tween publishers and authors. r 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi ac- 
cept the statement of the gentleman from North Carolina as to 
the provision of existing law? 2 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Under the law as it now exists 
the great publishing corporations of the United States are per- 
mitted to send any book through the mails at 1 cent a pons. 
while the author of that very book under the law and regulations 
of the Department can not transmit it by mail unless he pays 8 
cenis a pound. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi changes existing law and does not retrench ex- 
penditures. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I desire to give notice to the 
-chairman of the committee, since he has objected to my amend- 
ment, on account of it being obnoxious to the rules of the 
House, that I am going to introduce a bill and have it referred 
to his committee to have the law changed, and we will see what 
sort of a report he makes upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 4 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inland transportation by ratiroad routes, of which a sum not exceed- 
ing $39,000 may be employed to pay freight on postal cards, stamped en- 
velo: es, and stamped paper, and other supplies from the manufactories to 
the po: ces and depots of distribution, $25,500,000. 

r. SPRINGER. Loffer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 16, page 4. insert: 

“ Provided, That hereafter all periodical publications issued from a known 
place of publication at stated intervals, and as frequently as four times a 
year. by or under the auspices of a benevolent or fraternal society or order, 
organized under the lodge system, and having a bona fide membership of 
not less than a thousand persons, or a regularly incorporated institution of 
learning, shalt be admitted to the mail as second-class matter, and the post- 
age thereon shall be the same as on other second-class matter and no more. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr.Chairman,I wish 
to reserve the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this does not change the 
existing law, but it changes a ruling of the Department. The 
Post-Office Department has ruled that publications which are 
embraced in the proviso are not the publications which are 
entitled to be admitted to the mails as second-class matter, but 
come under a different class, for some reason which I do not un- 
derstand. These publications referred to in the amendment are 
newspapers issued by fraternal societies, sometimes weekly, 
sometimes monthly, and sometimes quarterly; but they are 
frequently taken by a very large number of persons. I know of 
one publication myself that has over a hundred thousand sub- 
scribers, which contains general literature and the news of the 
day, and all matters that are given in the ordinary publications, 
while at the same time it is devoted to the interest of a particu- 
lar order, and is published for the benefit of those who are 
members of the society. 

It seems to me that there can be no reason for compelling 
such publications to pay a higher rate of tage. But the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General has decided that they are 
not admissible to the mails under the second-class rates. 

We have received during this Congress petitions from all over 
the United States, embracing hundreds of thousands of people. 
Isuppose there are atleasta million persons everywhere through- 

; a“ the Union who have been petitioning for the passage of this 

W. 

Mr. TUCKER. Is this the same as the Hainer bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. There is a bill pending, in substance 
the sime, both in the Senate and the House. 

Mr. Chairman, this does not change existing law, but only a 


ruling of the Department; and I have stated and argued the 

uestion to the Department myself. It is my opinion that the 

partment is wrong in its ruling, and that the law is just as is 
provided now in this amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is a very 
important matter. The gentleman from North Carolina makes 
a point of order on the amendment that it changes existing law, 
and that it not only does not reduce expenditures, but will have 
a tendency to vastly increase them for mail transportation, The 
Chair desires the gentleman from Illinois and other gentlemen 
addressing the Chair to contine themselves to the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was doing so, Mr. Chairman, and en- 
deavoring to show that this amendment does not change the ex- 
isting law, but only a ruling of the Department about which 
there is a considerable difference of opinion. Having myself ex- 
amined the law in regard to the sub,ect, it is my opinion that 
the Department is wrong in its ruling, and that the amendment 
embodies the law. It therefore amounts to an instruction on 
the part of Congress to the Department to carry out the law as 
it stands, and not change it. It is not a change of the existin 
law, but requires the Department to correct its ruling. That 
the purpose of the amendment, to enforce the law against the 
improper ruling which has been given to it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. To more particularly call the at- 
tention of the Department to the fact that it is the law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. And to declare that it is the 
law as construed by Congress. 

Mr. COOMBS. Interpreted by Congress. f \ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman from Illinois has practically 
answered the question I desired to ask him a few moments ago, 
that the n does not change existing law, but is a no- 
tice to the Department that it has misconstrued existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is my understanding of the case; that 


the law has been misconstrued, and a vast number of people are 


of the same opinion. The object of the amendment, as I have 
said, is to enforce the law as it exists. : 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have listened, Mr. Chairman—I 
just came in and have been informed what t eros of order is, 
and what the amendment is—I have listened with some interest 
to my colleague and wish to say to him by way of renforcement, 
if the Chair will indulge me, that Lagree with him that under 
this law this class of publications is entitled to go at the pound 
rates in the mails. It seems to me that it is perfectly competent, 
notwithstanding the rule that prohibits legislation on general 
appropriation bills, for us to place a limitation on the expendi- 
ture of this money, namely, that an official who misconstrues the 
law and refuses to comply with the law shall in the future ex- 
penditure of the money be made to comply with it as a condition of 
theappropriation. Tnerefore lamin harmony with my colleague 
and his remarks on this amendment, and if it would be in order 
I should like to say that the gentleman is re‘nforced almost uni- 
versally throughout the length and breadth of the country, by 
thousands upon thousands of people who are incerested in these 
publications, and who understand the law to be this way, and 
who have been surprised at the misconstruction of it given by 
the head of the Denartment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to gentlemen who 
desire to discuss this point that the Chair would be very glad 
5 houe any gentleman who will address the Chair on the point 
of order. 

Mr. HAYES. It is certainly a very interesting question as 
to whether or not this does change existing law. It seems to me 
that the position is well taken that where there is a doubt about 
the law, and where a Department has construed the law differ- 
ently from the general acceptation of it, and differently than the 
public generally construe it, it can not be said that it is a viola- 
tion of this rule to say that Congress may declare what the law 
is. That is all this amendment is. It declares what the law is, 
rather than seeking to change existing law. If we could not do 
that by reason of this rule, it would certainly be a very strange 
proceeding, and would be entirely out of keeping with what we 
ought to do. Certainly in the case of a dispute as between the 
text of the law and the application of it in the Department, we 
ought to have the right to here declare what the existing law is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is as I underst ind it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is an act of legislation. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman's amendment cover the 
case of journals issued by medical associations? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to offer such an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I could submit to the committee copies 
of publications which have been submitted to me, and I have no 
doubt to many gentlemen here. they could not tell those publi- 
cations by the reading and all the contents of those papers from 


3488 


CON GRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 5, 


any other newspapers that pass through the mails every week 
as second-class matter, and why they are excluded from the 
mails isa mystery to mə and to everybody outside of the office 
of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. EVERETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. EVERETT. When was the ruling made that these pub- 
ications do not come within the law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There have been a number of rulings as to 
particular publications, and as I understand it, it is not the effect 
of a general ruling upon all, but upon each publication when it 
is submitted, and that has been going on for several years. 

Mr. EVERETT. Arbitrarily, without any general rule? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is a rule of the last Administration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again requests the committee 
to maintain order. This argument is addressed to the Chair, 
upon the poar of order, and the Chair desires to hear it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To show that this is simply declaratory of 
the law, and to show that we who appropriate the money have 
aright to declare what the law is, and the purposes for which 
we make the appropriation, without violating this rule, I will 
say that the practice of the Department is to take two publica- 
tions and rule one out and the other in, and no man can tell why_ 
one was ruled out and the other ruled in. 

15 EVERETT. What officer of the Department makes the 
ruling? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is not this the law, that every paper 
which has a bona fide subscription list comes in at the cheap 
rate, but where it is simplya mode of advertising, then it comes 
in at the higher rate? Is not that the law? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That ought to be the law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is not that the law, and is not that the 
difficulty which the gentleman's ig age meets now? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There should be a distinction, and the De- 
partment makes no distinction. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does not the rule of the Department rest 
upon that law that I have quoted, and can the rule of the De- 
partment be changed without the law being changed? 


Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I do not 
agree with him as to his construction. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam making no construction. Iam ask- 


ing for information, 

Mr. HAYES. As I understand it, there is this distinction: 
where there is a specific subscription list of subscribers, and 
where the publication is sent out to the members of a society, 
although it may have all the elements, by way of advertise- 
ments and otherwise, of a newspaper, there is that distinction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the pretext for this ruling, which 
has no foundation, it seems to me, in fact. ; 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to ask the gentleman this question, 
Was this law ever construed by the Department different to what 
it is now? 

Mr. HAYES. Practically yes, and specifically no. [Laugh- 
ter. 

r. SPRINGER. The gentleman may answer both ways. 

Mr. HAYES. They let them go through the mails. The first 
ruling was in the case of the publication called Printer's Ink, 
ana that was the other way. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has answered it. 

Mr. HAYES. It is practically one way and specifically an- 


other. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is all I desire to say upon the point of 


order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ad- 
dress myself briefly to the point of order. With respect to the 
justice of this amendment there can be no question. The only 
question arising here is technical; and it is urged that this amend- 
ment violates a rule of the House which provides that no amend- 
ment shall be allowed or shall be in order which changesexist- 
ing law. Willthisamendment change existing law? Wehavea 
right, as the gentleman from Iowa has suggested, to correct an 
erroneous ruling of the Department. 

The inhibition of the rule is not against making this correc- 
tion, but is against making a new law or changing the law. In 
construing this rule we should bear in mind the familiar canon 
of construction that any rule in derogation of the right of the 
committee to transact its proper busin ss in its own way should 
be itself strictly construed, while we should incline to that con- 
struction which without doing violence allows the committee 
to perfect legislation. Technicality in method of procedure 
should not be allowed to defeat a meritorious amendment. It 


should be employed only to defeat vicious legislation. But the 
inhibition of the rule is not against a onango in construction of 
existing law. This amendment in factsimp 


y declares what the 


law is and always has been. It simply overrules aline of bad de- 
tmental precedents and does not seek to change any law. 
e construction of a Department does not rise to the dignity of 
law. The whole trouble in the case arises from an unfortunate 
bias in the early decisions made in the Post-Oflice Department, 
and these have been accentuated and increased from time to 
time down to the present Administration. The reasons upon 
which these publications have been excluded are these: First, it 
is alleged by the Department that the subject-matter contained 
is not of a public character.” If the same rule should be ap- 
plied, or if the same reasoning be applied, to every publicition 
all would be ruled out on the same ground. For instance, one 
man may take the American Economist, which is a paper pub- 
lished in New York to disseminate the principles of protection. 
That may be held of interest simply to a certain class of peo- 
le who believe in that theory. Then the same thing is true 
in respect to the American Industries, which is a publication 
issued by the so-called Tariff Reform Club, which also may be 
said to interest simply a certain class of readers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is interesting to everybody. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Take again,a party political pa- 

v, or a county paper, which contains simply the local news. 

ach is of interest to a number, and not all people; but there is 
no newspaper which goes into every family and that interests 
the entire public. Would you say the Staats Zeitung, of Illinois, 

ublished in German; the Pokrok Zapadu, of Omaha, published 
in Bohemian, which only a small fraction of our people can read, 
contain matter of public character, and these fraternal pipers 
reaching many more, do notcontainsuch matter? The Crimi 
Law Magazine reaches but a few lawyers, yet it is allowed pound 
rates. I make no objection to this. The papers I mention are 
properly admitted under the law. I cite them simply to show 
that the trouble is not with the law, but with the absurd con- 
struction which has bzen placed upon it. Then the next objec- 
tion is that they have not a legitimate list of subscribers. That, 
also, is not true. With all of these publications, I think nearly 
every one of them, the cost of publication is paid by someone, 
either by an association in its corporate capacity, by societies, 
or aggregations of individuals. So their subscription price or 
cost price isin reility paid. How can it affect the Government 
or its revenues who pays it? I may subseribe for my neighbor, 
and the paper passes without question. Every other man may 
do the same, but if they do it as a society it is all wrong. Is there 
not a strange lack ofreison in this distinction? A legitimate 
list of subscribers“ should be held to mean an honest list—one 
free from fraud. 

These publications are issued and disseminated not for the 
purpose of making a pecuniary profit, but for the dissemination 
of information; and here we have the Government and a great 
Dep.irtment, presumably founded on intelligence, which seems to 
me ought to foster and encourage the distribution of informa- 
tion, expressly inhibiting the dissemination of useful knowledge, 
tabooing the publications of schools, colleges, learned societies, 
and fraternal and benevolent institutions, but allowing pubiica- 
tions issued for pecuniary profit, including the Police Gazette, 
special privileges! 

Mr. HAYES. Why should there be any distinction as toa 

per for which subscription is taken. Is not the subscription 
incorporated in the dues to the society. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. There is absolutely no reason for 
making the distinction, but that was the point I was undertak- 
ing to illustrate. 

Mr. HAYES. In the dues are included the subscription to 
the paper. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. In the majority of 
cases that is the precise method. So it seems to me that there 
is no basis for the objection made by the Department. I say 
that the present rulings of the Department are due to an un- 
fortunate bias in the first decision upon this subject. It did not 
receive the consideration which it should have received and 
which it would receive if it were a new question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the Post-Office Department discrimi- 
nate only against that class of papers not regularly subscribed 
for by their readers? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Itdoes not even do that. There 
are a great number of books which are put in pamphlet form, 
and which circulate throughout the country, which are not sim- 
ilarly discriminated against. The attention of the Department 
has recently been called to the fraternal and educational publi- 
cations, and they have been excluded. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Are not these paid for or subscribed for? 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. Not simply as readers an! indi- 
viduals, but the subscription is paid in the shape of dues to the 
society, and it amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think the discrimination is absolutely 
wrong. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. And by the individuals belonging 
to that society. 

Mr BRYAN. Instead of collecting the subscription from each 
individual the society pays it all and then collects from each 


rson. 

Pe: TAYLOR of Indiana. In some instances they do. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will say tomy colleague and the 
committee that the usual way is where a 8 publishes a 
paper, for the society to pay for the paper and collect it along 
with other dues. 

They pay for these papers, either in their organized or cor- 
poratecap icity, and e ich individual pays h.s proportion just the 
Sime as gentlemen may subscribe for a paper in a club, and each 
individual pays his proportionate price, but it is paid by the in- 
dividuals in the end. The club or society acts simply as an in- 
termediary. : 

Mr. BRYAN. Are not Sunday school papers subscribed for 
in much the same way? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of indiana. They are sent to the superintend- 
ent and he distributes them. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Thera are two conditions, as I understand 
the rule, under which a paper can be admitted at the pound rate. 
One is that the mat er must be for the pubiic good, and the sec- 
ond is that the publication must have a bona fide list of sub- 
scribers who are voluntary. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, these papers that are excluded are 
admitted to bs for the public good, for the general interest, and 
not for a special interest; but the ground on which they are ex- 
cluded is that their subscribers are not voluntary, The men 
who appeared before the committee testified that their subscrip- 
tions were collected by the society instead of by the individual 
members, so that it is simply a technical distinction which ex- 
cludes these publications from the mils, while a paper like the 
New York Herald or the New York World is admitted, although 
the subject-matter may not be so much for the public interest 
as what is contained in these other publications. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is true; and. as a matter of 
fact, there are petitions here showing that many a million of 
people are intarested in this question. 

Vr. GEAR. Five millions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman 
from North Carolina in support of his point of order, but will 
ask the gentleman to first read the existing statute on the sub- 


ject. ` 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Itis the act of March 
3, 1879: 
That the conditions upon which a publication shall be admitted to the sec- 
ond class are as follows: 
First. It must regularly-be issued, at stated intervals, as frequently as 
four times a year, and bear a date of issue and be numbered consecutively. 
Second. It must be issued from a known office of publication. 
Third. It must be formed of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, 
leather, or other substantial binding, such as distinguishes printed books for 
preservation from periodical publications. 
Fourth. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of in- 
formation of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts. 
or some special industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribers: pro- 
vided, however, that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
admit to the second-class rate regular publications designed primarily for 
advertising purposes, or for free circulation, or for circulation at nomina 
rates. 


Now, of course, I contend that this amendment is obnoxious 
to the point of order, for the reason that it is intended to change 
existing law. It is not intended to change any ruling of the De- 
partment. It is not framed in such a way as to construe the 
meaning of this particular statute. Publications thit are en- 
titled to go through the mails at the pound rate all go through 
if they comply with the terms of the law. As to the fraternal 
journals, there are 125 of them in the United States, and at least 
115 go through the mails at the pound rate, and of the other 10 
the probabilities are that there are only 4 or 5 that have been 
rejected by the Department. Now, I am not going to argue 
whether it is desirable to change the law or not—that is another 
question—but I say the effect of this amendment is to change 
5 law and make it obnoxious to the rule: and, while upon 
that subject, I will have read a letter of the Postmaster-General, 

-which I send to the desk. The letter was read, as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 1893. 


Sm: I have the honor to 5 receipe of your communication of 
the 16th instant, transmittin, copy of bill H. R. 4003, to admit to the mails, 
as second-class matter. perlo publications issued by or under the aus- 
pices of regularly incorporated benevolent societies and orders and institu- 
tions of and asking me for “such information and suggestions” 
as the subject may warrant. 

In reply, I regret to say that this measure is one that does not commend 
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—.— to my favor. The reasons upon Which my objection is founded are 
ese: 


First. Just at this time I believe it to be unwise to make any reduction of 
tage rates or any e in the classification of mail matter that would 
about either a loss of revenue or an increase of postal expenditure. 
The fact that the Department's annual income is $7,009,000 short of its ex- 
penditure affurds sufficient warrant for this belief. 5 
Second. The law and theregulations of the Department regarding second- 
class matter are now too liberal. Many publications that oughs to be pay- 
ing third-class postage, go through the mails at a cent a on and the list 
of these. owing to the precedents that have been made and the practice grow- 
ing out of them that seems too deep-rooted to get rid of, is annually getting 
red BSF Iam very . to think taat the whole subject of sec- 
ond-class matter ought to be carefully examined, with a view not to enlarge 
the scope of the law. but to curtail it. This would be in the direction of real 
reform; it would enlarge the postal revenue, and it would be only fair to 
the panara of legitimate second-class matter, who are 5 beneti- 
ciaries of the liberal provisions of the law governing this d of matter, 
a whose rights are too often invaded by what are really bogus publica- 
ons. 
Third. If this bill should pass, the amount ot matter that would be let into 
the second class by it would. either immediately or eventually, be enor- 
mous. Let us see, generally, about what its terms would induce: 


First. The benevolent or fraternal societies or orders in this country 


amount to many thous nds. Masons, Odd Fellows, Knights of Pythias. and 
other secret orders; the extensive class of insurance organizations, with a 
fraternal or benevolent feature; probably all mutual insurance companies 
or sovieties; the many charitable societies in the great cities; the innumer- 
able societies connected with the churches, and, indeed, all the religious or- 
ganizations of the country could, if they chose, avail themselves of the 
benefaction conferred by the bill; and that they would, whenever it suited 
their purpose to do so, is certain. Many of these bodies, I know, do not now 
issue periodicals, but under the stimulus of the privilege given by the bill 
many of them would do so, and all that would be needed would be a charter 
of . which in most ot the States can be had for a trifling fee. 

Second. The institutions of learning in this country amount to thousands. 
Looking casually over the last reportof the United States Bureau of Educa- 
tion, I tind that the colleges and universities, the schools of theology, medi- 
cine, law, and science; vhe technological, normal; commercial, and business 
collezes, and other classes of schools—not, of course, includ the public 
schools—aggregate over 3,000. To these should be added scientific aud his- 
torical socie:ies; medical and law societies; agricultural, art, and scientific 
societies; and other societies the object of which is to advance lea 
all its great departments. When it is considered that any publication 
issued four times a year by these institutions and societies may, under the 
terms of the bill, Eo through the mails at the rate of a cent a pound, the 
burden that would be imposed eventually upon the postal service would be 
enormous. - 
Third. Among the present safeguards provided by lawagainst an inunda- 
tion of the mails by publications claiming second-class privileges, are that 
they shall not be ued to advance the other interests of the publishers: 
that they shall have a list of subscribers: that they shall not intended 
primarily for advertising purposes, or for gratuitous distribution; and 
these conditions have been found by experience to be in the interest of the 
Government as well as of legitimate publications. In the case of the, 
lications covered by the terms of the bill under consideration, all these = 
riers are removed, and the strange provision is substituted that the periodi- 
cals shall be “originated and published tofurther the objects and purposes 
of ae pornos 9 = 

us catalogues, prospectuses, reports. calls of meetings—everything, in a 
word, that is of an advertising character or calculated to help the society, 
or order. or institution—could come in. It needs but a moment's reflection 
to see that, under such a provision as this, the amount of mere advertisin 
matter—such as now pays when sent by mail 8 cents re poond oe woul 
be mailed at a cent a pound, would be almost incalculable. In the great 
cities this mass of matter would in many cases be so great that the letter- 
carriers could not handle 1t without a great increase of force. 
Altogether the bill is so objectionable that I trust your committee will not 
hesitate to report it adversely. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, Posimaster- General. 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, can we have the amendment read 
in connection with that letter of the Postmaster-General? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the amendment read 
later. This letter of the Postmaster-General is largely an ar- 
gument as to the merits of the bill to which it relates, and the 
Chair desires to examine the existing law as presented by the 
entlem in from North Carolina with the amendment submitted 
by the 8 from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], which the Chair 
is unable to read in the gentleman’s handwriting? [Laughter.] 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Idesire to ask tne gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether this question was considered by the 
committee? ~ 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is being considered 
now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. We have sent you more peti- 
tions on that subject than have ever been sent Ta on any other 
1 ae except, perhaps, the antioption bill. (Laughter.| 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There are a great 
many. : 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And were they not in the hands 
of your committee before you made up yoar bill? 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. A good many. Most 
of them, however, have come in since the bill was made up. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Does the letter of the Postmas- 
ter-General, which you have just had read, refer to this bill or to 
another one which is not either before the House by way of an 
amendment or before your committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not remember 
at this moment which bill it refers to. But that is not material. 
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The Postmaster-General’s letter applies to one bill as well as the | By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6582) for the relief of Anthony 
other. i McAndrew, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, I state asa matter of fact | By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6583) granting a 
that this letter of the Postmaster-General refers toa bill which | pensionto Martelia Selby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
was introduted in October, and since that time I have intro- By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 6584) to pension Capt. Peter. 
duced another bill, obviating the objections which the Post- | Heckert, late captainCompany B.Second Iowa Infantry, of Inde- 
master-General makes there, so that the letter doas not relate | pendence, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


to this at all. By Mr. LOODENSLAGER:; A bill | H. R. 65°5) granting a pen- 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- sion to Elizabeth Moore Eaglish—to the Committee on Pensions. 

mittee rise. By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6586) to ta ion 
The resolution was agreed to. to William Kemper—to the Committee on Invalid Pens ons. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R 6587) for the relief of 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of | J. A. Mellon, of Yuma, Ariz.— to the Committee on Claims. 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera- By Mr. STONE of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 6588) 
tion the bill (H. R. €016) making appropriations for the service \ for the relief of the Indian Sabine soldiers of 183ti—to the Com- 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year énding June 30, ittee on Pensions. 
1895, and had come to no resolution thereon. 1 PITI A bill (H. R. 6589) to pay me claim of 
| the Pacific Paving Company—to the Committee on Claims. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. H. 6590) for the relief of Barney Me- 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- | Kay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
WS: > By Mr. MCMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of Wil- 
To Mr. KRS, for one week, on account of important busi- liam F. Cowan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ness. 

To Mr. BRICKNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina PETITIONS, ETC, 

(at 5.o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George Kimberly, heir of M. P. 
Kimberly, deceased, of Tishomingo County, Miss., asking that 
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mathilda H. Reed, of Tishomingo, Miss., 
asking that her claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Louis Stoehr for the pas- 
sage of the bill to granthim a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Remonstrance of W. S. Greenleaf and others, 
of Littleton, N. H., against lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Ollice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Lasters’ Protective Union and Progress 
Knights of Labor Union, of Dover, N. H., for the establishment 
of Government telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of F. R. French and 23 
other citizens of Kansas, asking speedy action on H. R. 5245 and 
Senate bill 1450—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of G. A. Dodds, W. S. Davies, and 32 other citi- 
zens of Kansas, asking speedy action on House bill 5245 and 
Senate bill 10 to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of W. E. Butler and 31 other 
citizens of Vail, Iowa, asking for the passage of the Manderson- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, privats bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Ciaims): A bill (S. 
499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of the claim of 
Thomas Rhys Smith for work done and materials furnished for 
the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. (Report No. 664.) . 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the nameof Joseph G. Utter. (Re- 

t No. 665.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
4531) for the relief of George H. Jewett, Arlington, Washing- 
ton County, Nebr. Report No. 669.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 546) for the relief of Henry S. Saunders. 
(Report No. 670.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6575) to quiet the title to 


Anastasia Island, Florida, and to relinquish all claim of the Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
United States thereto—to the Committee on Private Land 


Roads. 
Claims By ree 8 Teor 25 ES ates ana 27 aye 
7 V 637 8 he | zens of West Unity io, asking favorable consideration of the 
ae be g SPRINGER: A Ul (H.R. 070 to prove for the | ital ane a -io the Commi on e Fer 

ton, District of Columbia, and for the relief of the president and and Post- 8. SEa : 

* i =s À By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of wholesale liquor merchants 
pe aoe o Gonzaga College—to the Committee on the District FFF tn the 
By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construc- 9 eon’ schedule—to the Committee on Ways and 

8 eans. 
tion of a wagon and foot bridze across the Chattahoochee River By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Sturgeon, Mo., and 


. o resolution adopted by Lodge 74, Ancient Order of United Work- 
By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R.6579)for the relief of telegraph | men, of that place, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 
operators during the war—to tho Committee on War Claims. 4897—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post- Roads. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota by request): A bill (H. Also, petition of John H. Alexander, asking that his claim be 
R. 6592) for Sunday rest to the Committee on Education. referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
By Mr. MERCER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 158) authoriz- | Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims | Ane 
ing the Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ordnance stores | Also petition o k nt (No.) Lodge. No. 199, ent 55 5 
for military instruction in high schools - to the Committee on der of United Workmen, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, 
Milit ‘Affairs. in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 


By Mr. DRAPER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 1€0) to print | Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 
10,000 copies of the special report of the Eleventh Census on the | 35 Mr. HENDERSON of lows: Petition of E. F. Fogg and 69 
textile manufactures of the United States—to the Committee on | Other citizens of Epwith, Iowa, opposing the Louisiana lottery, 
Printing eto. to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. f 
; Also, petition of W. J. Leffring and 18 others, citizens of New 
FUSTR Hampton, jowa; ere the pomaga or the 55 
7 ame $ bill, S. 1353, H. R. 489T—to the mmittes on the Post-Office 
2 PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. and Post Roads. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the Boiler-Makers’ Brother- 
titles were presented and referred as follows: hood, of Creston, Iowa, praying that House bill 2655 be not en- 
By Mr. ARNOLD (by request: A bill (H. R. 6580) for the re- acted into lav to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
lief of Elizabeth Cluly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | cries. 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bili (H. R. 6581) granting a pension By Mr. HOLMAN: Remonstrance of Hobart Smith and 25 
to Louis Stoehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. other citizens of Baltimore, Md., against the removal of the 


. 
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Southern Utes to the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. a 

Also, resolution of the Central Labor Union, in favor of the 
ownership of the telegraph lines by the United States to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition and affidavit of Capt. Peter Heck- 
ert, Company B, Second Iowa Infantry, for special pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: Petition of J. W. Roberts and S5 other 
citizens of Jersey ville, III., and of E. R. Burnham and 38 other 
Citi ens of Barry, III., asking for the passage of the Mandersonr 
Hainer bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post. 


Roads. 3 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of W. F. Cowan, praying that 
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 8 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky (by request): Petition of Susan 
M. Bel of Leesburg, Harrison County, Ky., for relief to 
the Committee on Pensions. = 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of Thomas Kel- 
bauzh and 30 others, citizens of Maryland, praying the passage 
of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of S. S. Troy and 125 other 
citizens of Nashua, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER: Remonstrance of the printersand envelope 
manufacturers of the city of Worcester, Mass., against the habit 
of furnishing printed and stamped envelopes to the public with- 
out extra charge for the printing—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 6, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, P. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
preezedings, and was interrupted by 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I notice that there is not 
a quorum inthe Chamber listening to the reading of the Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: r d 


25 Dubois, Irby, Peffer, 
Blackburn, Gailinger, Jones, Art. Perkins, 
Butler, 5 0. ettigrew. 
Call. Gibson, McPherson, Platt, 
Carey, Gorman, Manderson, Proctor, 
Chandler, e, Martin, guar, 
Cockrell. Hansbrough, Morrill, ‘eller, 

ke, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Culiom, Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Davis. Hunton, Pasco, Washburn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty senators have answered to 
their names. There is not a quorum present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate be instructed to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 1 is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. MORGAN en- 
tered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m). 
13 Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 

resent. 
Tr. MANDERSON. I move that further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal of yesterday's proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
u bill (H. R. 6558) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the servies of the Government for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 


concurrent resolution of the Senate to print and bind 10,000 cop- 


ies of the proceedings of the Pan-American Medical Congress 
held in Washington City in September, 1593. 
LIQUOR LICENSES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senatea communica- 
tion from the excise board for the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with section 2 of fhe act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, entitled, An act regulating the sale of in- 
toxicating liquorsin the District of Columbia,” the report of the 
operations of the board from the date of the passage of that act; 
which wus referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. ji 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LODGE. I present the memorial of Otis E. Weld & Co. 
and 31 other wholesale liquor merchants and importers of 
ton, Mass., in which the memorialists staie that the ultimate re- 
sult of the provisions of the internal-revenue tax on distilled 
spirits as now arranged in the Wilson tariff bill will be, in their 
opinion, a reduction of revenue to the Government and a grad- 
ual absorbing of their business by distillers. and, in fact, vir- 
tually the creation of another trust. They therefore remonstrate 
against the billand against these clauses in the bill which re- 
late to the direct tax on liquors. I move that the memorial lie 
on the table. 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Hiram J. Townsend and 
2t4other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the maiis as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Manito, III., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Olfices ana Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I presenta large number of petitions from 
the Saving and Loan Association League of Indiana, praying 
that such associations be exempt from the operation of the in- 
come-tax provision of the tariff bill. I wish to state that the 


prayer of the petition has been complied with by the Committee 


on Finance in making their report to this body. I ask that the 
petitions may lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that such exemption is con- 
tained in the bill as it now stands reported? : 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is in the bill as reported, and the bil 
was made so largely by the Senator from O [Mr. SHERMAN] 
sitting ontheright hand of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
myself. The Senator from Ohio can bear witness about the ex- 
emption of loan and building associations. I wish all such peti- 
tioners to understand that their prayer for the exemption of foan 
and building associations from the income tax has been granted 
by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. There area good many of such institutions in 
ny 5 which are not included in the phraseology of 

e bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If a copy of the bill is handed me, I think 
I can point out to the Senator from Massachusetts the provision 
exempting such associations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not listening to the Senator from In- 
diana. I desire to know what the paper purports to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to present some petitions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e petitions presented by the 
Senator from Indiana will lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not want to take up the time now. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of sundry millers, mer- 
chants, and manufacturers of St. Louis, Mo., and a tition of 
the board of directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying that section 104, which proposes to abrogate cer- 


tain 8 treaties with the Latin-American States, be 
N om: e pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of D. M. Hildreth 
and 9 other citizens of the District of Columbia, remonstrating 
against granting to the Metropolitan Railroad Company the 
right to extend its tracks around Lincoln Square, in the alty of 

ashington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of sundry millers and mer 
chants of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the retention of what are 
known as the reciprocity provisions of the McKinley law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Worcester Typothetæ, 
of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against a renewal of the 
contract of the Post-Office Department whereby stamped en- 
velopes are furnished to cousumers without extra charge for 
printed addresses thereon; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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He also presented a petition of Red Rock Council, No. 229, of 
Lynn, Mass., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the American Forestry Asso- 
ciation, praying for the passage of House bill No. 119, to protect 
public forest reservations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill: which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Lodge No. 105, International 
Association of Machinists, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against 
a reduction of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Nebo Grange, No. 664, of 
Columbiina County, Ohio, praying for the retention of the duty 
on wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of J. J. R. Walker, jr., 
and sundry other citizens of Wartrace, Tenn., aud the petition 
of T. J. Moore and sundry other citizens of Sharon, Tenn., pray- 
ing that national and local building and loan associations ba ex- 
empted from the income-tax provision of the Wilson tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the faculty of Cumberland 
University, Lebanon, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Survey and to 
transfer its work to the Navy and Geological Survey; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 5) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer a certain 
piece of land in the State of Michigan to the city of Saginaw, 
reported it without amendment. 

Ir. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill S. 1233) for the relief of Henry Lane, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the sume committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 925) granting an honorable discharge to John Russell, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was stponed indefinitely, 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj. Gen. 
George S. Greene, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE BUILDING AT ERIE, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1757) 
to provide for the sale of the old custom-house building in the 
city of Erie, Pa., to report it without amendment. It is a bill 
but ten lines in length, is recommended by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration, 

The Secretary read the bill, and the Senate, by unanimous 
consent, proceeded fo its consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to sell on the 
most advantageous terms, either at private or public sale, with 
or without public advertisements in the local newspapers for 
proposals, the old United States cust»m-house building and 
property of the United States connected therewith and apper- 
taining thereto, in the city of Erie and the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, and to pe a quitclaim deed to the purchaser thereof, and 
to deposit the proceeds of the sale to the credit of the Treasurer 
of the United States as ‘‘miscellaneous receipts derived from 
the sale of Government property.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a fe moments on a question of personal privilege. 

Upon reading the RECORD this morning I find some errors in 
the remarks I submitted yesterday which are of a very material 
character in my opinion. Idonotoftencare to make corrections 
of mistakes which I find in my remarks, but in this instance I 
am made in at least a dozen instances or more touse contrary to 
my universal practice the words“ United States” in the singular 
number. J understand from the Reporter that the cause of these 


violations of what I regard as the proper nomenclature of the 
Constitution to have cecurred in this way: That inadvertently 
when I first used the words“ United States” I used them in the 
singular number, and he afterwards made all that I said upon 
that subject conform to that expression. 


To show that the error is material, and very material, I desire 
to read to the Senate from the opinion of one of the eminent 
justices of the United States Supreme Court. He took occasion 
in a very recent case to animadvert upon the improper and un- 
constitution il practice of using the phrase or the words“ United 
States” in the singular number. In the case of Stanley and 
others vs. Schwalby and others, decided at the October term, 
1892, Mr. Justice Field used this language: 

The defendant, Davis S. Stanley, and his codefendants were officers of the 
Army of the United States, and as such were in possession of and held the 
land, and. answering for himself and them, he says that as individuals they 
do not claim, and have no title to, the land in controversy, but claim that 
they are lawfully in possession thereof as oficers and agents of the United 
States, and that the United States ‘holds tn herself" complete title to the 
property in controversy. 

The learned justice proceeds: 

The designation thus given to the United States as “herself” in a pleading 
drawn by one of their attorneysis open to criticism, as, in the Constitution, 
both before and since the civil war, the United States have always been des- 
ignated in the plural— 

In the Constitution— 
thus, Article III. section 3, declares that "treason 
shall consist only in levying war against them, or 
mies, giving them aid and comfort— 

The learned justice proceeds to show, as I will read in a mo- 
ment, that this nomenclature of the Constitution has been con- 
tinued in the amendments adopted since the war. He says: 

Ani Article XIII. adopted since the civil war, declares that “neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment forcrime, whereof 
the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist in the United States or 
any place subject to their jurisdiction. À 

I desire to say in reference to these quotations that in every 
single instance in which the United States are referred to in 
the Constitution, where it became necessary to designate the 
number as singular or plural, the plural number is always used. 
In addition to what Mr. Justice Field says, in Article If of the 
Constitution it is said: 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services, a compensa- 
tion, Which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the per od for 
which he shall have been elected, and heshall not receive within that period 
any other emolument from the United States, or any of them. 

Not any of it. Then, in the article on the judiciary, Article 
III, we have this language: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, arising 
under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties made, 
or which shall be made, under their authority. 

So that for myself I desire to disclaim any intention or any 
jower even to use the words United States“ in a sense different 

rom that in which they are used in the Constitution. In every in- 
stance, as I have before remarked, in which the United States 
are used in the Constitution they are used in the pluraland never 
in the singular. 

Up to within a very recent period the nomenclature of the 
Constitution has been universally followed by our public men. 
I know of no state paper, though there may have been, prior to 
the message of President Cleveland upon the subject of Hawaii, 
which as roe from the language of the Constitution on that 
subject. r. Calhoun universally used United Stutes in the 
plural and so did his great antigonist Mr. Webster. In the 
Hawaiian message (if Iam right in supposing that tobe the first 
one) I find for the first time a departure in a grave state paper 
from the language of the Constitution, and I regret to say that 
in a paper so able and so clear, both in the statement of facts 
and law, there exists the blemish of using the words“ United 
States“ in the singular number. 

I now ask to haye the correction made in the RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not know how much sig- 
nificance may attach to the grammatical question as to how the 
United States of America should be spoken of, whether in the 
plural or singular in addressing the Senate; but I do not wish 
to let this occasion pass without saying for myself that I con- 
sider this countr, tobe one Government, one nation, one people, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without ob‘ection, the correction 
will be made in accordance with the requestof the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the introduction of bills in order? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the request be stated from the Chair, so that 
the Senate may understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The request is to correct the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Mississippi rose 
to a personal explanation. and requests that certain corrections 
in his remarks be made in the manner he has indicated. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi one question before that is granted, if there be no objection. 
I ask him whether in his judgment in £ pluribus unum, ** unum” 
is in the singular or plural number? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the request? 


alnst the United States 
adhering to their ene- 


1894. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3493 


Mr. GEORGE. I want to answer the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. Unum” is eda and ‘‘pluribus” is 
lural. = 
i Mr. DOLPH. The request is to correct the RECORD, is itnot? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The uest is to correct the re- 
marks of the Senator from Mississippi in the RECORD. 

Mr. DOLPH. No one objects, I think, to the correction of the 

mmar of the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Chair has submitted the re- 
quest to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task that the remarks as corrected may 
be read to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senatorfrom New Hampshire will 
not insist upon that, for it would involve the reading of the Sen- 
ator’s whole 1 F. 155 

Mr. CHANDLER. In deference to my friend from Tennessee 
I withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the corrections will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS (by request introduced a bill (S. 1868) for the 
relief of Isaac L. Musselman, of Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fai 


rs. 
Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1867) sup lementary to an 
act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,” approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1868) to pension Catherine 
B. Marsh ll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN (by request] introduced a bill (S. 1869) for the 
relief of Edgar H. Bates; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1870) for the relief of 
the heirs of Gallus Kirchner, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title. and, with accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 
_Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 
THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 

Mr. GRAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
mblic interests, to inform the Senate as to the pesn: condition of affairs 
the Sam an Islands. and to communicate to the Senate copies of any cor- 
pe with the Governments of Great Britain and Germany throwing 
light upon the same. 


REPORT ON TEXTILE MANUFACTURES, 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Renresentatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the special report of the Eleventh Census on the textile manu- 
factures of the United States, 10,000 copies, of which 3,00) copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 7,00 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 


atives. 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE COMMITTEE HEARING. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That_5,000 copies of the arguments before the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage, February 21, 1894, and index, be printed for the use of the 


Senate. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

J. FLOYD JOHNSTON. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill (S. 1420) for the relief of 
J. Floyd Johnston, administrator, which has been reported and 
8 aoe upon the Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on 

ms, 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn until Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 


Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HOAR. No debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator withdraw the motion long 
23 for me to make a statement a minute and a quarter 

ong? 
r. ALDRICH. I have made no motion. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion was made by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is that the motion be withdrawn until I can 
make a very brief statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
that probably his briefstatement would lead to other brief state- 
ments upon the other side of the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Possibly it might; I can not tell. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we had better have the vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope,in viewof the present condition of the 
country and the pending measures here, the vote will be in the 
negative. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope it will be in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise toa question of order, Mr. Presi- 


dent. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is notinorder. The ques 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New York, 

Mr. VEST and Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am pairedon 
this question with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay” if he were present. 

Mr. PALMER ‘when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. If he 
were present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE). If he were 
present. he would vote“ nay“ and I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. TELLER | when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY]. If he were 
present, I should vote yen.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS after having voting in the negative). Has the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr. HARRIS. Being paired with that Senator, and not know- 
ing how he would yote on this question, I must withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who is 
necessarily detained from the Senate. I have no doubt he would 
vote “yea.” I have already voted ‘‘nay;” and I will pair the 
Senator from Iowa with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. SMITA] to the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. HIGGINS], and vote “yea.” 

The result was announced -yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—2, 


Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Quay, 
Carey, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Murphy, Washburn, 
Dolph, ill, Platt, 
Dubois, Hoar, . Power, 
Frye, Irby, Proctor, 
NAYS—26. 
Allen, Coke, Mills, Roach, 
te George, Mitchell, Wis. Turple, 
rry, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hunton. Pasco, Vilas, 
Blanchard. Jones, Ark Peffer, Voorhees 
Caffery. Kyle, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Martin, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—33. 

Allison, Faulkner, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Brice, Gibson, McPherson, Teller, 
Butler, Gordon Morrill, Vance, 

all. Gray, Palmer, White, 
Camden. Harris, Perkins, Wilson, 
Cameron Higgins. Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
Cullom, Jones, Ney. Shoup, 
Daniel, Lindsay. Smith, 
Dixon, MeLaurin, Squire, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
_ CAPT. SCRIVEN’S REPORT ON THE NICARAGUAN CANAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
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resolution of the Senate of March 29, 1894, a report on the Nic- 
aragua Can il in its military aspects, made by Capt. George P. 
Scriven, Signal Corps, to the Chief Signal Officer. which, with 
the accompanying papers. was referred to the Committee. on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge 
Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. Louis River 
from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the village of West Du- 
luth, Mini to the most accessible point opposite, in the State 
of Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill S. 1836) to give effect to the award 
rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain concluded 
at Washington, February 29, 1892, for the pur of submitting 
to arbitration certain questions concerning the preservation of 
the fur seals; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOL- 
corr]. coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WOLCOTT 

on the 2d instant, as follows: 
. Resolved, That the President of the United States with a view to encour- 
age and extend our commercial relations with China and other Asiatic coun- 
tries. be requested to enter into eee with the Republic of Mexico, 
looking to the coinage by the United States, at its mints, of standard Mex- 
ican dollars, under some pro: agreement with the said Republic of Mox- 
ico as to seigniorage, met and amount of said coinage; and that he be 
further requested to report the result of his negotiations to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. WOLCOTT] 
asked that the resolution which has just been read lie over until 
to-day with a view of submitting some remarks on it; but he has 
been unavoidably detained fromthe Senate, and I desire tospeak 
very briefly upon it. After that, if no other Senator desires to 
speak upon the resolution, I ask that it may go over until Mon- 
day in order that my colleague may have an opportunity of sub- 
mitting his remarks at that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and it 
will be so ordered. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Colorado to s at this time upon the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, since the passage of the act 
known as the silver-purchase repealing act of last October, 
silver in this country has disappeared as a money metal. It is 
a commodity, in the proper sense of that term, and the pend- 
ing resolution recognizes it, so far as the United States is con- 
cerned. as acommodity. The purpose of the resolution is to ad- 
vanca its price as a commodity, and not as a money metal, 

I need not state that in this country very large interests have 

rown up in the production of silver, and that those interests 
es been very seriously injured by the recent legislation to 
which 1 have referred. The Government of the United States 
was a purchaser of 54,000,000 ouncesof silver perannum. That 
was practically the product of this country. The market for 
that silver was destroyed by the act passed in October last. 
Since that time the producers of silver have been compelled to 
séek a market in other sections of the world. The Government 
by that repealing act declared that it would no longer attempt 
to maintain the price of silver. > 

Just before the pussage of the ropan ing act India, the great 
consumer of Amer.can and other silver, closed its mints to that 
metal, and thus another great market for silver was destroyed. 
The nations of Europe have closed their mints tosilver, and the 
only mints which are open to it to day are the mints of Mexico, 
China, and Japan. In every other part of the world silver is a 
commodity, and nota money me The demand, as we all 
know, for its consumption as a commodity is inconsequential. 
Weare all aware that the great demand for silver in all time 
has been for money, and that the demand for its use in the arts 
and sciences is so inconsiderable thatone of two things must 
happen. either the silver-miner must cease to produce silver or 
he must sell it at a price so exceedingly low that he will be un- 
able for any considerable length of time to produce it. 

Mr. President, the product of silver in this country has been 
one of the great products which have enabled us for several years 


to maintain apparently a balance of trade in our favor. Every 
dollar of this despised white metal which has been produced at 
the market value has been as good as gold in export and hus, in 
my judgment, very largely taken the place of gold. It can not 
tnerefore be denied by even those who are opposed to the use of 
silver as money that the people of the United States are as 
largely interested in the production of silver as they are in every 
other product which may swell our exports and enable us to 
properly settle our balances with foreign countries. 

As I said, the demand for the use of silver in the arts is so 
small that it may be set aside and notconsidered. The demand 
in India has been shut off, first, by closing her mints, and sec- 
ondly, as I understand, by an import duty uponsilver which may 
be sent to that country. So we are Lift very largely to China 
and Japan and that section of Asia not included in India for our 
market for silver. 

The proposition of my colleague in this resolution is that the 
Government of the United States shall do with the Mexican dol- 
lar what it attempted to do with the trade dollar, that it shall 
be coined for the purpose of commerce and not for the purpose 
of domestic circulation, 

I suppose I need not say there could be no arco danger if 
our mints were opened to the coinage of the Mexican silver dol- 
lars, that they would enter into circulation in this country. 
Not being a legal tender they would have, of course, only the 
value of the bullion inthe dollar. Theonly question is whether 
we can by this method make a market forour silver. If wecan, 
RON, oughttoobject. It seems to me that the effort is worth 
mal A 

While I do not desire to detain the Senate more than a few 
moments on this subject, I wish to state why I believe we can 
make a market for oar silver. Of course the Mexican mints are 
open to the coinage of our silver, but the delay and expense of 
sending silver to Mexieo and 3 it, and the delay that 
would be occasioned by its manufacture into dollars, are so great 
that I think it may be safely said that no portion of the Ameri- 
can product—I mean the United States product when I say ‘‘ the 
American product”—has gone to Mexico for coinage. So our 
silver has gone mainly to Europe. We have sent very little 
silver in bars to Asia. 

It is almost impo-sible to find a market for bar silver in China. 
I shall not say the same of Japan, because there can be some 
market found for it in Japan, but only to a small amount prob- 
ably. But in China bar silver is not favored, The Mexican sil- 
ver dollar, with the cactus, eagle, and snake stamped upon it, 
is thoroughly understood all over that great kingdom, and it has 
been demonstrated that those people are conversant with its 
value—I am speaking now of its purity as silver—and they are 
ready to take the Mexican dollar when they decline to take sil- 
ver in any other form because of their fear that it is not suffi- 
ciently fine. 

We attempted, as is known, to make a dollar heavier oven 
than the Mexican dollar, because we believed by making it a 
trifle heavier we could secure the Asiatic trade—thatis, the trade 
of China and of the English Straits Settlements, Ceylon, and 
that section. We utterely failed. Those people would not take 
it. The French made a dollar which they undertook to circu- 
late in Asia, and they failed. . 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator, if he has the figures 
at command, give us, not precisely but in general terms, tho 
3 trade dollars issued and the number which were kept 

n Asia? 

Mr. TELLER. I can not now give the figures. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can state approximately that the total 
coinage of trade dollars was about $35,000,000, of which $7,000,- 
000 was subsequently redeemed by the United States: so that 
about $28.090,000 was absorbed in the China or foreign trade. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that statement is substantially cor- 
rect. We were several years in disposing of that amount of 
silver, and that amount of silver was undoubtedly taken in 
China and melted up, because it did not enter into circulation. 
I will say that the Japanese also had a trade dollar of the exact 
weight of the Mexican dollar, and the Chinese declined to take 
that dollar. 

Thus the Government of the United States, the French Gov- 
ernment, and the Japanese Government all tried to force their 
dollars on the Chinese without success. A few years since the 
Government of Mexico changed the device upon its dollar and 
sent this dollar, which was of exactly the same purity and fine 
ness as the old Mexican dollar, to China, but they found that 
the Chinese declined to take that dollar. Consequently they 
returned to the old-fashioned Mexican dollar, with the cactus, 
eagle, and snake. 

I think it may be assumed, without any further discussion 
or argument, that the Chinese will not take any other coin or 
any silver in any other form so readily as they will take the 
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Mexican dollar. Then, it becomes a question whether, having 
ut our silver in that form, we can not obtain a new market for 
t. Of course we can only do that by the consent of Mexico, and, 

I think, by practically a g Mexico something for the priv- 

ilege of so doing, and I shall state the reason for that presently. 

It is suggested that while we sent 28,000,000 silver dollars to 
China, those silver dollars never entered into Chinese circula- 
tion, but were simply treated as so much bullion. They were a 
little he ivier than the Mexican dollars, and quite as fine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were stamped by the Chinese with a 
“yen,” and then I think they became Chinese coins and circu- 
lated as such. 

Mr. TELLER. It is certain that such efforts were never suc- 
cessful. A number of years elapsed before we repealed the act 
for the coinage of the trade dollar, and yet we only succeeded 
in getting into China the small amount I haye mentioned, while 
undoubtedly China takes in some years from Mexico from 
eighteen or twenty to twenty-five million silver dollars. I can 
not say exactly how much China takes of the whole issue, of 
which I shall speak in a moment, but China tales a large pro- 
portion of it, and the balance is taken in that immediatesection 
of the woeld. 

When the Mexican dollar went to China some years since it 
was stamped by the merchant who first took it and then passed 
on to another merchant who stamped it, and so on, till it be- 
came so marked that it was almost impossible to tell what it 
was; but [ am informed by those who are familiar with thit 
country that that system has largely ceased, and that the Mexi- 
can silver dollar now circulates there as money the same as it 
does in Mexico and other sections of the world, and as silver 
dollars do here. 

The question is whether China will take the silver if we put 
it into Mexican dollars. Last year the Mexican Government 
coined 26,000,000 of these dollars. Of that sum it is estimated 
that $25,000,000 were exported. Between six and seven millions 
of that amount of money went by the way of the Suez Canal to 
China and the Strait Settlements, and about eight and a half 
millions went by the way of San Franciseo, making a little over 
$15,000,000 which we can trace directly into China. The balance 
went perhaps largely into the hands of returning Chinamen and 
was used in various ways which are not so easily accounted for. 
It is, however, pretty certain that of the $26,000,000 coined in 
Mexico, 825.000.000 found their way into Asia, 

Is that the full demand of Chins and of that section of the 
world for silver? If so, it would seem that it would not be worth 
while to coin these dollars. That, however, is not the fact, and 
that is not the demand. Fora number of years China took at 
about the rate of $15,000,000 worth of silver a year, largely in 
bu lion. Then the import of ballion into China fell off very 
largely, and ‘or a number of years there has been very little sil- 
ver imported into China, except in the shape of the silver doilar. 

It is claimed by those who are familiar with this subject that 
China has exported to other portions of Asia within the last ten 
yeirs more silver than she has taken; in other words, that 
China has been losing silver for a number of years, and that there 
is no considerable amount of silver now in Circulation in China, 
but that that dearth or lack of silver can now be made up if it is 
put in the form the Chinese prefer to have it. 

Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate for 
a few moments to the fact that China is still on a silver basis; 
that is to say, neither gold nor silver in China is legal-tender 
money: that it is a mere matter of choice which may bə offered 
and taken. A man may take gold or he may take silver, but 
silver is the circulating medium and the transactions of China 
are almost exclusively in silver. Gold, of course, is treated as 
acommodity. Silver has lost none of its purchasing power in 
that country. 

At the last session of Congress I took pains to have inserted 
in the RECORD—and I shall not detain the Senate by repeating 
them now—some tables carefully prepared in China, showing a 
large number of articles, the prices of which had some what 
fallen and not risen, that is, that the purchasing power of silver in 
China was in 1893 more than it was in 1873, and the same is the 
case to-day. 

Ihave before me a copy of a report to the English foreign 
office, made by Acting Consul-General Jamieson to the Earl of 
Rosebery. dated August 5, 1893, from which I shall take occa- 
sion to read a few brief extracts to show that the statement I 
have made is correct—that the purchasing power of silver has 
not fallen in China, That being so, the price of silver remain- 
ing stationary and the prices of Chinese goods being what they 
were twenty years ago, while prices in other portions of the 
world have fallen, everyone may see at once that is a great 
stimulus to export, because while in England the prices of China 
teas have fallen materially, the prices, measured be silver, have 


not fallen atall in China on account of the depreciation of silver. 
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There has been a fall in Chinese teas because of the great pop- 
ularity of and the increased demand for Indian teas and the de- 
creased demand for Chinese teas, but no fall whatever to be 
attributed to the depreciation of silver. That may be said of all 
other products. Consequently they are sent abroad and sold at 
the gold price. and silver is returned at the Eastern or gold 
price and used in China at the old original price, thus acting as 
a bounty upon exports. That was also true of India up to the 
time that the English gave fictitious value to the rupee. 

The foreign trade of China for a people so numerous is rather 
small, it being only 252,000, 000 for the last year; but it is very 
much more than it was thirty years ago; it is much more than 
it was ten years ago; it is continually growing, and is bound to 
grow and increase; and, in my judgment, the more silver that 
can be sent there in a form that will be acceptable to those peo- 
ple. the greater will be the increase of their foreign trade. 

There are in the report which I hold in my hand, and from 
whi h I propose to read some extracts, a number of tables, which 
I donot care to insert in the RECORD, because they support the 
view I advanced on a former occasion, and the tables I had then 
inserted are very much more complete than those I have here. 

I desire to read a few extracts from the report of Acting Con- 
sul General Jamieson: 7 
aot See of those tables will, I think, establish the following con- 

uslons: — 

Lask the Senate to follow me while I read these extracts, be- 
cause they refer to a matter of great interest touching the mone- 
tary situation not only of China, but of our own country: 

1. As regards articles which are both produced and consumed in China, 
silver prices have on the whole tended to decline. There is a moderate rise 
in a few articles, principally food staffs, but all over there is a decline of 
about 9 per cent. 

In other words, the purchasing power of silver is 9 per cent 
more in China now than it was 20 years ago. 


2. As regards articles of native origin ange to foreign countries the 


silver price has not advanced with the fail in exchange. Prices, on the 


whole, are almost exactly on the level of the years 1870 to 1874. 

3. As re s articles of foreign manufacture or production imported for 
Sale in Ch the average price in silver has declined very considerably. 

That statement is so different from what is the understand- 
ing of the average man who discusses this question that I shall 
venture to read it again: ~- 

3. As regards articles of foreign manufacture or production imported for 
sale in C the average price in silver has declined very considerably. 


2 ee they must pay in gold, prices have not advanced in 
Ce 


Chinese can now obtain their supplies at a less cost even in silver than 
they could twenty years ago by some 25 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. That refers to foreign supplies? 

Mr. TELLER. Foreign supplies. 

In other words, the l pomor: of silver has not declined 


to any of the ciasses of commodities, and has even considerably 
in respect of the first and last classes. 


in respect 
increased 


The first class are commodities which are made and consumed - 


in China, and the last elas3 those brought from foreign coun- 
tries. > 


‘The purchasing power of gold, on the other hand—that is, its local market 
value—has steadily advanced with every successive fall in the rates of ex- 
change on London, till now 4s. will purchase 
£60 will nowdo whatu ed toreqnire £100, This is best illustrated by putting 
the gold and silver prices side by side as follows: 

The several quantities of commodities enumerated in the tables could 
have been bought as below. 


Then follow some tables. After giving the tables, Act 
Consul-General Jamieson says—and here is a proposition whic 
I think will not be denied: 


The only way, it would seem, in which foreign trade or the fluctuations of 
foreign exchanges can affect internal prices, é e., prices of articles which 
are not in demand for foreign trade, is by drawing away or bringing in one 
or other of the precious metals. If the result of foreign trade is to cause 2 
fiow of silver into or out of the country the value or the Durch sens wer 
of silver will tend to fall or rise as the case miy be, ani so with go a but, 
as we have seen, there has been no great addition to the stock of silver in 
China during the period under review— 

That is nine years— 
and consequently we ought not to expect a general rise in The 
fluctuations which we find in the prices of commodities in Table A can, in- 
deed, be shown to coincide closely with the greater or less supply of silver, 
From 1870 to 1880 there was a continuous favorable balance of trade, indica- 
ting a flow of silver into China. 

Acco’ ly we find there is during this period a tendency of prices to 
advance. From 1880 onwards there has been no silver coming to China, and 
as without this extraneous supply the stock in the country 18 insufficient to 
meet the growing wants of commerce, the price of commodities tends to fall. 


Skipping some portions of the report which are interesting, 
butwhich I shall not detain the Senate by reading, it continues: 


The experience of the last twenty years shows that with every fall in the 
goid price of silver there has invariably been a simultaneous low in 
the gold price of ties in Europe. This has variously been ascr: 
to the scarcity of gold or to the greater strain thrown upon existing stocks 
by its extended use, or to a reduction in the cost of production, but may it 
not be ascribed 3 or entirely to the competition of the produce of 
silver-using countries it is a fact that there has been no general rise in 


what formerly f. Ga. Gl., or 
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the silver price of produce in India or China and other gilver- us coun- 
tries, or a less rise than the fall in silver should produce, then the gold price 
of such produce when imported Into Europe must necessarily have fallen 
with ths fall in exchange. 
From this point of view it is really silver that rules the world; it is the 
hasing power of the cheaper metal that determines the price all over. 
ust as in a bimetallic country the cheaper metal drive out the dearer 
towards her monometallſe neighbors, so, as between countries of different 
standards, wilt the e prevailing in the country of the cheaper metal 
drag down prices all over to their own level. And reasoning forward from 
the experience of the past it would not, perhaps, be too rash to conclude that 
Prices of commodities in Europe, so far as these can be drawn in any fair 
5 from silver-using countries, must continue to decline with every 
rther fall in silver. 5 
In regard to the third matter of inquiry which I pro to discuss, viz, 
how far the fall in silver has stimulated expofts from China, an answer has 
in effect been ri penny by the foregoing remarks, There has been a stimu- 
lus, but not such a stimulus as might have been expected. The stimulus 
has been a readiness on the part of foreign merchants to buy native produce 
of all sorts at current quotations, but not the stimulus which comes from 
offering higher prices. 


Mr. Jamieson then goes on to argue the question whether 
there will be an increase of Indian exports, and how much the 
country will take of silver, etc. Of course, if the export is in- 

it will make a market for silver, Summing up, he says: 


Viewing the situation from the Chinaman's pomt of view, he finds that his 

tael or ounce of silver is just as valuable to him as it ever was. He can buy 

the same amount of all the ordinary necessaries of life for the same money 

as formerly, and of foreign articles he can buy a great deal more, If he has 

things to Sell to the foreigner, he can usually get rather a better price than 

mee toget, and he finds the foreigner mostly ready to buy, always except- 
te 


A. 
He has spoken in another place of the fall in the price oi tea. 


His eS, rent, and taxes have remained unaltered, as has also the price 
ol land. He can get the same interest on nis spare capital if he has Ra 
The only thing greatly changed is the price which foreigners are w. ling 


to pay for gold, and their strong desire to get it. Formerly the price of gol 
was 15 ou«ces to 16 ounces. weight of silver for 1 of gold, and there was not 
much demand for it. Now there is a universal desire to get it and send it 
out of the country at prices which have gradually risen from 16 taels to 18 
taels, 20 taels, 24 taels, and even 30 taels for 1 tael's weight of gold. 

Reverting to the questions which I proposed tomyself at the outset of this 
paper, the conclusions may be thus summarized: 

1, China not been within the amory of the present generation agreat 
absorber of silver. From 1870 to 1880 she did take off about £3,000,000 per an- 
num, but since 1880 this process has ceased, and there has even been of late 
yearsa slight 1 agile d 

2. (a) The fall in the gold price of silver appears tohave produced no effect 
on the genera! level of prices of articles 8 and consumed in China. 

(ù) As regards articles produced in China and commonly 0 gone to gold- 
using countries, there is a slight tendency to a general rise. This will prob- 
ably be enhanced in the near future. 

3. The fall in the price of silver has stimulated exports by making it pos- 
sible for foreign merchants to purchase and export ata profit a large va- 
riety of miscellaneous articles which formerly woald have yielded no return 
at all. The value of such miscellaneous articles has qualrupled within the 
lastten years. Tea has declined very largely both in volume and price, but 
for this there are no special reasons. 

That is all I care to read on that subject. If I felt disposed, 
and had the time, I think it would be a very interesting ques- 
tion to look a little further into the reason why silver-using 
countries have maintained a stability of value of their products, 
while in gold-using countries the value of products has fluctu- 
ated immeasurably. 

Mr.GRAY. Before the Senator from Colorado closes, I should 
like to have him explain why it is that if the purchasing power 
of silver in China has not fallen, as it is generally sup d that 
it had fallen—I understand from the statement just read in regard 
to articles of mOr shes wg consumption the purchasing power 
of silver had remained nearly the same—— 

Mr. TELLER. Practically the same. 

Mr. GRAN. There being a difference of about 9 per cent, and 
in regard to even foreign articles of consumption it is only about 
26 per eent below the purchasing power in 1870. That the con- 
sul attributes ins»me degree to the fact (as I understood the 
Senator to read) that silver had not been imported into China 
in any very large quantities during a rec ut period; that China 
had not been the great absorber of silver that it had been in her 
past. How does the Senator explain the fact that that state of 
things has not attracted silver into that Umpire, and that it has 
not been profitable and gainon for the traders of the world to 
take the silver there and buy cheaply in places where commodi- 
ties can bə bought cheaply and turn it into commodities which 
they may use for international trade? I ask for information. 
That point rather puzzles me in the exceedingly interesting 
statement of the consul, 

Mr. TELLER. That point would require considerable atten- 
tion and some discussion. I will tell the Senator brietly why J 
think that is the case. In the first place. China has been prac- 
tically for many years, until very recently, an exporter and im- 
porter in about equal quantities. Wewere formerly purchasers 
of tea from Chinato a great extent, and had not Ceylon and that 
sectionof the worldin India gone toraising a valuable and rather 
a superior tea, I suppose China would have been filled up with 
silver to a much larger extent than has been the case, But the 
taste in tea, or the fashion in tea, if I may use the term, has 
been the other way. So. oneof the great exports of China, which 
would have been stimulated by this condition, fell off for lack 
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of demand, because the. goods were not as acceptable to the 
world as the goods of another section of country. That is one 
thing that has probably caused it. 

Another, I suppose, has been because whatever the merchant 
bought in China he had to sell in a foreign country on a gold 
basis. While he might dispose of his silver in Chinaat un profit- 
able venture, and while the price of commodities in China re- 
mained as they did for twenty years, stationary, when he reached 
Europe with his goods he found that he had to sell them on a 
gold basis, and that sale had no reference whatever to what he 
had paid for them in China. So the difficulty has been that the 
profit was not as great to him as it would be toa Chinese mer- 
chant who sent the goods out, because the latter must receiva 
his profits at home. The Chinese merchant who sent out his 
goods would realize a profit that the European merchant would 
not. The Senator can readily see that that would be the case, 
because the Chinaman took his silver and converted it into 
money or into bars and treated it as money at the old price, 
while if the other man got silver he had to convert it into gold. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if the Senator will pardon me for a mo- 
ment, the obvious situation would still remain with the condi- | 
tion described in the exceedingly interesting statement of the 
consul, that a person who wishes to buy silver in London for 
gold can take the silver to China and purchase with it a quan- 
tity of foe that are valuable commodities 

Mr. TELLER. Tea and silk. 

Mr. GRAY. Articles that are valuable, and he would get 
nearly as many as he could purchase with gold. Then he can 
take the goods into the countries wanting those articles and get 
a gold price nearly equal to the silver price. Is not that the 
situation? 

Mr. TELLER. No; that is where the Senatorfrom Delaware 
is in error. The 1 merchant, we will say, goes to China 
with a quantity of silver. It may be Mexican do for which 
he has paid 48 cents. He buyssilk. His dollar is a dollar when 
he gets there. He has 52 cents on every dollar in advance. But 
he “nds that he can realize no more on what he has purchased 
with his dollar in China than he could with his 48 cents in go.d 
in Europe. There is the trouble. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not the statement in the consul's report. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; itis. That is the result. When the 
merchant buys his s in China and pays for them in dollars 
he takes them into Europe and turns them in, not at the price he 
bought them, but whatever the poe may be measured in gold. 
Instead of getting what he paid for them, he sells them very 
much below, because he sells them upon the gold price. Lat me 
illustrate that by supposing he took a bushel of wheat. 

Mr. GRAY. II the Senator will allow me one moment, I shall 
not interrupt him further. I understand the statement to be 
that the purchasing power of silver in China is much greater 
than it is generally supposed to be; that in twenty or twenty- 
five years it was only 9 per cent less than it had been. So the 
purchasing power being greater than it is here or in England, 
why would it not always be a profitable transaction to buy the 
silver and go to China and buy the commodities with it? 

Mr. TELLER. That would be the case if you could sell the 
commodities in silver, but you have to sell them at goid prices, 
because silver has ceased to be a money, although you can take 
silver and treat it as gold. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the name of the consul who made the 
report the Senator has referred to? I have forgotten it. 

r. TELLER. Mr. Jamieson. He says here: 

As regards articles which are both produced and consumed in China, sil- 

ver prices have on the whole tended to decline. There is a moderate risein 


a few articles, principally food stuffs, but all over there is a decline of about 
9 per cent. n 


That is, the purchasing power of silver is 9 per cent higher on 
those articles than it was twenty years ago, and on foreign arti- 
cles it is 26 per cent higher—not lower, as the Senator from Del- 
aware says. 

I dislike to start in upon a proposition that involves so much, 
and that is not a part of what I intended to say; but in discuss- 
ing this question a great many people say tome, How can it 
be possible that silver purchases just as much in Mexico as it 
ever did,” as is the case; that silver purchases just as much 
in China as it ever did,” as is the case, as the Senator will see, 
and it purchases a little more. It arises probably from the fact 
that China has had a dearth of silver, and a scarcity of mone, 
of course always means a decreased price of commodities an 
an increased purchasing power of silver, the same as gold would 
have an increased purchasing power. Now, we will take, for 
instance, the trade of the world, which after all is barter. I 

ro to China and buy a shipload of goods and take them to Eng- 
und and sell them. Then I take on board another cargo of 
goods and take them back to China and sell them. There is an 
exchange of the commodities of one country for the commodities 
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of another. That is done almost invariably. The balances, as 
we all know, are very rarely settled in gold or in money. It is 
only where there is a great balance of trade, where one country 
has some hing that some other country must have that it pays 
in money, like England takes our wheat and our cotton, because 
she can not get them anywhere else, and so settles the balance 
practically in money. But that is not the general business of 
the worid. It is an exchange of commodities. The commod- 
ities in China sell for just what they have been selling for. The 
ship is loaded at the old silver prices. The owner of the cargo 
goes to Europe and sélls the merchandise at the gold price, and 
ap ntly he has made a gre .t loss. 

| will illustrate it by supposing he goes to India and buys a 
shipload of wheat. He buys wheat there at $1.10, say, no mat- 
ter whut the priceis. He gets to England and itis worth 0 
cents. But he has paid for It in silver. He sells it for 60 cents, 
and if he buys silver and carries it back and coins it there it is 
apparently a prolitable transaction. But if, on the contrary, he 
buys ands that are demanded in India, he buys them at the 
gold price and consequently while he has paid for his goods in 
India or China at the old price, yet he gets as many goods in 
exchange when he gets to Europe as he did twenty years ago. 
Consequently when the goods are transported to India and Chin: 
the merchant can sell them for the same he could when he made 
the exchange twenty year's ago. 2 A 

That is rather foreign to what I intended to say this morning. 
As I am going to leave the city to-day I did not intend to open 
up the question. At some other time I shall be very glad to 
deal with the question, because it seems to me that it is pretty 
important. The only thing I wanted to say this morning (and 
I ald not mean to be diverted into saying half I have said) is 
that there is a probability that we may not have a currency 
transaction with China, but a commercial transaction by means 
of these dollars. If so, and if we can get the permission of the 
Mexican Government to coin them, I should think it would be 
profitable for us to encourage trade in that way. We paid last 
year to China seventeen or eighteen million dollars more than 
she bought from us. We paid it in gold by the way of Great 
Britain. Now, if we can pay that indebtedness hereafter in sil- 
ver we shall be so much the better off. 

If there is not a balance of trade in our favor we can send as 
many more silver dollars as will offset the indebtedness we have 
incurred by purchasing from them. We caa purchase gold bills 
from London, and we can turn our silver into account in that 
way. It seems to me the question is large enough to attract the 
attention of the Senate, and T believe ou a proper showing to 
the Mexican Government they will allow us, upon proper terms 
and proper restrictions (and, of course, we would not think of 
doing it in any otne. way),to coin American silver into Mexican 
dollars and send them to China or wherever we can find a mar- 


et. 

I will state also that it is very possible that we may finda 
market for these Mexican silver dollars in India. The Indian 
government has put an import duty on silver. These dollars 
will not go to India as bullion, butas money, and they can take 
them in that way, and I think they will be more popular in India 
than silver would be in the form of bullion, because they can use 
them in trade with China, and the silversmith of that country, 
who is generally a comparatively poor man, and can not buy a 
large amount of silver, and who does not want to buy big bars, can 
buy a few of these dollars to make sp ingles and bangles and orna- 
ments of silver. He would not have to purchase a largo amount 
of money. He could get whathe wanted, and it would be in a 
convenient form. It is barely possible that a good market might 
be found for our silver in that way also. 

Mr. GRAY. How does this proposition differ from the old 
trade dollar? 

Mr. TELLER. It differs in this respect: The old trade dollar 
was a 420 grain dollar, and this dollar will contain 416 grains. 

Mr. GRAY. But the object is the same? 

Mr. TELLER. The object isthesame. The only difference 
is that this is the popularized dollar of China, the Strait Settle- 
ments and all that part of Asia, up and down, and noother dollar 
has ever been popular; and, in my judgment. it would take a gen- 
eration or two to make a dollar that would be popular. The 
question is whether we shall avail ourselves of the prejudice in 
favor of this dollar to secure the opportunity to coin our silver 
into such dollars and send them to that country. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I understand this resolution to 
be a proposition to put our silver in the most available form for 
export to China. I do not understand it has any bearing on the 
currency question at all. In fact, it can not have any bearing 
on that question. for the Mexican dollar will of course pass here 
simply at its bullion weight. But the Mexican dollar, as the 
Sen tor from Colorado [Mr TELLER] has pointed out, is the rec- 
ognized dollar of China. The Chinese’ are a conservative peo- 


ple. Dollars in other forms have not been acceptable there, and 
the Mexican dollar is. 

The Mexican dollar at this moment, I understand, sells ſor a 
small premium in London or the purposes of the China trade. 
The demand is greater than the supply. Now, if we can make an 
arrangement by which we can put our silver into the form accept- 
able in China, we facilititeitsexport. We also enable ourselves, 
it seems to me, to make our payments directly through San Fran- 
cisco in our own commodity, put into this most desirable form, 
for tne teas or the silks or whatever else it may be that we im- 
port from China. 

As it now is, we pay for our China teas very largely by way of 
London; that is. by the purchase of bills upon London. If we 
can put our silver into these dollars in this convenient form, 
dollars on which there is to-day a premium, it seem; to me on 
the chances, indeed on all reasonable expectation, we shal! open 
a method by which we can send our silver directly from San 
Francisco into China to pay for our imports from that country. 
At all events the experiment is well worth trying. 
possible harm, and it may add largely to the market for our sil- 
ver product. z 

Bat it seems to me there isanother side to this matter which 
also makes this experiment worth a trial. If we can pay China 
direct from San Francisco it will throw into our hands a certain 
amount of trade that now passes by way of London, leaving there 
a profit. This seems to me an important consideration. 

However we may differ as to what is our best domestic 
policy in regard to silver, there is one thing I th nk all are 
agreed on, whether they favor immediate free coinage or the 
effort to restore silver by means of an international agreement, 
and that is thatitis England which is to-day the great enemy 
of any effort for the restoration of silver to the world’s curreney 
I do not mean the whole of England, tut the bankers and the 
mighty moneyed interestsof London. They are the people who 
to-day stand across the path of any intelligent movement for the 
restoration of silver. The people of England are divided among 
themselves There isa great cry to-day from all engaged in 
the Eastern trade, from all the manufacturers of Lancashire, 
that something should be done for silver. 

England is held in her present 


way. She is in great difficulty with her Indian exchanges; she 
is in great difficulty with her manufactures. She needs re- 
lief. No one who has followed the English newspapers or the | 
discussion of the Indian currency question can fail to see that 
the movement in favor of silver is growing in England all the / 
time. But England is governed in her attitude towards silver | 
solely by her own interests. She isnot engaged in maintaining 
the gold monometallie standard because she is in love with what 
some persons declare tobe an economic truth. She is engaged | 


it pays. The rest of the world stands either ready or anxious to 
do something for silver, and the gold monometallic policy of 
Great Britain now in force among all great civilived nations is, I 
believe, the g eat enemy of good business throughout the world 
at this moment. — 3 

Therefore it seems to me if there is any way in which we can 
strike England's trade or strike her moneyed interest it is our 
clear policy to do it in the interest of silver. Nothing, in my 
judgment, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] pointed out 
the other day, can help England so much in her present difficul- 
ties as to open the markets of this country to her under the pra 
posed tariff bill. But, Isupposetheevidences of popular delight 
with that bill are so great that we can not hope for any relaxa- 
tion in the effort of the Democratic party to press it to a conelu- 
sion. Nevertheless, wholly apart from the question of free trade 
or protection involved in the Wilson bill, or from the merits of 
the bill, itseems to me it is to the American interest, if we can 
reach English business or English interestsin any point, to strike 
at that point. 

Ithink thee 
trying. I think we may injure her in that way. But I would 
go very much further than that. I would strike her on those 
points where she would feel it most, on her colonial trade. In 
the interest of silver |I am not speaking now with the slightest 
reference to protection or free trade) I would strike her with 
prohibitive duties, if necessary. on her Cape diamonds. I would 
strike her in the same way on her Assam and Ceylon teas. I 
would pis discriminating duties on her Australian wool. We 
want, if we can, to force England to take the view of the silver 

uestion whick we believe is not only for our interest, but for 

e 3 of trade, of good prices, of better wages all ever the 
world. > 

There is only one way to deal with England on this question, 
and that is to make her feel it in her pocket. If, on the cther 
hand, we help her by opening to her wider markets, we shall 


It can do no 


ition by the banking and 
moneyed interests of London, speaking in a broad and general | 


riment contemplated in this resolution is worth ‘| 


— 


in maintaining it because her bankers and her capitalists oe 


2 


} 
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simply confirm her in her presentattitude in favor of gold mono- 
metalism and against all efforts to widen the use of silver amon 
the nations of the world. She has closed the mints of India. 
do not know whether it is by her intluence that the mints of 
Persia have been closed, but as it is we can seein her own Indian 
exchanges, in her failure to sell the council bills, the effect of her 
poor: Wecanseein the failure of Guatemala to pay her bonds, 
the threatened failure of Mexico tomeet her interest, what is 
coming from gold monometallism carried to the extreme to 
which it is now being carried. It seems to me that if any oppor- 
tunity offers for us in any direction to attack England, Which is 


the only way we have ever found it possible in the past to come 


to any agreement with her, either by discriminating duties or 
by an effort like this to open a wider market to silver, it is 
clearly in the best interests of the United States to do it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President,I shall not pretend to make any 

extended remarks. As J am going away from the city and will 
probibly not be here on Monday, I desire simply to record my 
wish that the resolution may pass. I think it is of much more 
advantage in every direction than the seigniorage bill or any 
legislation of that kind. 
: o far as I am concerned, I hope that no legislation like the 
_ seigniorage bill will be brought before the Senate or the House 
again. I think the silver advocates should stand squarely for 
free coinage and accept no intermediate legislation. 

I have not much faith in England to an interna- 
tional arrangement. We are, I think, unfortunately placed in 
this country. Almost all of the Republican party, at least the 
leaders of that party, and a great many Democrats of standing 
and influence, agree with England in her financial policy, while 
the whole Democratic party agrees with her in regard to her 
trade propositions. On the one hand, 1 ore benefits by our 
gold standard: on the other hand, she is benefited by the free- 

e proclivities of our Democratic friends. She is gaining 
the advantage, no matter which party is in power in this coun- 
. She has been struggling ever since 1416 to put the world 
on 2 gold basis. Now that she has succeeded and is reaping 
the benefits of it, it does not seem to me probable that she 
will give up this advantage and with us as to bimetallism. 
Therefore, I think we must fight this battle out alone. We 
must either make an arrangement with the silver-using coun- 
tries or take a firm stand ourselves in favor of bimetallism. 

This proposition does not at all interfere with our financial 
laws. tt has no effect. whatever on our financial system. The 
Mexican Government of course will be responsible for these 
Mexican dollars. Almost all of our silver mines are closed. I 
do not see any prospect of their being opened soon, unless through 
some such a rangement as the one now proposed. 

It does not occur to me that any possible harm can come. I 
do not believe any one financial interest will suffer at all by 
pan such a measure; and I am rather inclined to think that 

twould make a market for all of the silver which is produced 
> the West and restore prosperity in a measure to that part of 
the country. 

J am inclined to believe that the Mexican Government would 
agres to this proposition. They would collect their seigniorage 
of 44 cents on the 100 cents, and as we could take our silver now 
to their mints ind have it coined, I do not believe they would 
object to opening our mints to the coinage of their dollars. 

d year, as the Sen tor from Colorado has said, some 25,000,- 
000 Mexican dolls were used chiefly in the Chinese trade. 
Some seven or eight million dollars were so used in Singapore 
and the Strait Settlements. He has no doubt correctly stated 
that there is not a great deal of silver in China; and with the 

t m ss of people there it is altogether probable. it seems to 
ae that they could use 50,000,000 or 60, 000, 000 of these Mexican 

ollars. 

The Chinese do not care for bars of silver bullion. They do 
not like to use it in that form, but they will accept and use the 
Mexican dollars. Perhaps the reason why they will use the 
Mexican doliars and will not use our trade dollars is that the 
Mexican mints are opened to the unlimited coinage of silver. I 
am rather inclined to think that is the reason why those coun- 
tries prefer those dollars to our trade dollars or to the French 
trade dollars. 

Mr. President. this is all I desire to say, as I see the hour of 
2 o’clock has arrived. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 4705) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge Com- 
pany and the Duluth Transfer Railway 77 peer | to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. Louis River, from a 


int at or near Grassy Point in the village of West Duluth, 
— to ee most accessible point opposite, in the State of Wis- 
oousin; an 


A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 
enue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
some time, 

Mr. QUAY said: Mr. President, I rise to suggest 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield for a su n, Mr. President. 

Mr. QUAY. I rose to suggest that there is not a quorum of 
the Senate présent. 

Ene PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Allen, Gallinger, e, Proctor, 
Bate, George, McPherson, 1. 
Berry Gibson, in, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morrill, Shoup, 
Call. Gray, Murphy, Teller, 
Camden, Hale, Palmer, est, 
arey. Harris, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, Wilson. 
om. Irby. Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER resumed his speech, and having spoken alto- 
gether for over two hours— 

Mr. GALLINGER said: If the Senator from Kansas will yield 
to me for a moment, I desire to suggest that he has now in avery 
earnest and interesting way discussed this question for two hours 
and ten minutes: and while we alk know him to be a man of great 
endurance, I feel sure he must be very much fatigued. If agree- 
able to him, I will ask thathe be permitted to discontinue his 
remarks this evening and continue them at the next meeting of 
the Senate, or at such other time as may suit his convenience. 

Mr. PEFFER. To that I have no objection, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Kansas desire to sus- 

nd his remarks at this time and continue them to-morrow? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Kansas has suggested 
that such a course would be agreeable to him. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas desires it, of course 
I shall be glad to accommodate his wishes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let me state my own view of the matter. 
Now that I have begun, I should like to conclude in a reason- 
able time. I have spent a great deal of time and thought upon 
this subject, and my object is to continue the discussion some- 
what upona new line. Ishould like to be permitted to con- 
clude my remarks regularly; not to-day, butatthe first meeting 
of the Senate after to-day, if I can conclude them, and if not then, 
at the next meeting of the Senate. I wish to accommodate my- 
self to the convenience of the Senate, and at the same time I do 
not desire to have wy remarks dribble along, a little soey and 
a little to-morrow, so that I shall not have concluded until the 
end of two or three weeks. - 

I am not speaking against time. Iam trying to present some- 
thing that is interesting. I have a good deal more yet to come. 
I wish to devote a good deal of time to two particular articles— 
wool and sugar—and I think it is important to the Senate and to 
the country and to all the interests concerned that whatever 
any of us have to say seriously and earnestly, upon those two 
subjects especially, ought to be permitted to be said in a reason- 
able time. I am perfectly willing toaccommodate myself to the 
convenience of the Senate now or in the hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. I take it for granted the Senate wishes to ac- 
commodate itself to the convenience of the Senator. If he pre- 
fers to go onat the next meeting of the Senate, I apprehend there 
will be no objection to his discontinuing his remarks now and 
continuing them at the next meeting. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do so desire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That. I presume, will not interfere with the 
notices that have been given heretofore by other Senators. 

Mr. PEFFER’S Be eat will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that motion I ask that the vote be taken 
by yeas and nays. 


: 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3499 


Mr. HARRIS. I beg the Senator from Alabama to withdraw 
the motion for a single moment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 


insist upon his motion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not. 

Mr. AGDRICH. I did not understand what the Senator from 
Alabama said. i 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Alabama has withdrawn 
the motion. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair asked whether the Senator from 
Alabama insisted upon his motion. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was perhaps unable to 
hear the Senator from Alabama distinctly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdrew my motion in favor of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 5 

Mr. HARRIS. The pending bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and has not been read. When I asked 
that the formal reading be dispensed with, it was objected to. 
I now ask tht the reading of the bill may proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Pending that, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that IL ask for the yeas anf nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, anti the Secretary proceeded 
to cll the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HTLLIJ. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name wascalled). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], 
who is absent. I do not know how he would vote, and I do not 
know how I should vote if he were here. 

Mr. SHOUP when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Upon this W hat a Jam paired with the 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general paie with the júnior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whom I do not see in his seat. 
Hence, I have not voted. If he were present, I should vote 
en. 

r. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. COCKR . Lam paired generally with the senior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but I have paired him with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], who is now absent, 
and they will stand paired. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
is MORRILL], who I see is absent. The Senator from New 

ampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] announced a pair. Will it be con- 
venient to him that we transfer our pairs and both vote? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PROCTOR]. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. In his absence I 
will transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote 

nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE]. If he were here, I should vote “nay.” Ifany 
Senator on the other side of the Chamber wishes to transfer 
pairs, I shall be glad to know it. l 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL] announce that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
son] is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], and 
was so paired this morning. Both Senators from Iowa were 
paired with the Senator from Georgia this morning upon one 
vote. 

Mr.GALLINGER. The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
son] informed me to day that he has a standing pair with the 
Senator from Georgia Mr. GORDON}. 

Mr. COUKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I was 
told by our friend who keeps the list of pairs that the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON| was not paired with anybody, and 
therefore Ï announced the pair. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in theaflfirmative). I should 
like to inquire whether the junior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Irnpy] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. CAREY. I am paired with that Senator, and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted “‘ nay,” but Lam reminded that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS], who does not seem to be 


present. I wish, therefore, to withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—9. 
Aldrich, Davis, Gallinger, Shoup, 
Allen, Dolph, oar, Washburn, 
Cullom, 
NAYS—i8. 
Bate, Gorman, Palmer, Turpie, 
Berry, Gray, Pasco, Vest, 
Biackburn, Harris, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Coke, Jones, Ark Ransom, 
George, Morgan, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—57. 
Alliso: Frye, McMillan, Quay, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McPherson, Eoach, 
rice, Gordon, Manderson, Sherman, 
Butler, Hale, Martin, ith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mills, 

u, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. A 
Cameron, Morrill, V. 

Jarey, Hunton, Murphy, Vilas, = 
Chandler. Irby, Peffer, White, 
Cockrell. Jones, Ner. Perkins, Wilson, 
Dantel nne Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Lindsay, Platt, 

Dubois, Lodge. wer, 
Faulkner, MeLaurin, Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No quorum appearing, I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays; 
and 1 shall not take the time to suggest that I did not suppose 
the filibustering would commence so early. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee is out of order. I 
did not suppose this disorder would commence so early. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that de- 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order, but the Senatorfrom 
Tennessee has debated the question, and I wish to state that 
there is no filibustering on this side of the Chamber, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By what name do you call it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The absence of a quorum on the other side 
has forced the situation. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that the Senate do nowadjourn. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the call of the roll take place. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether a 3 is present. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Har Perkins, 
Allen, Davis, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Bate, Dotph, Hoar, Pugh, 
comet Frye, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, ae Shoup. 
Call. rge, McPherson, Stewart, 
Carey, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Taps, 

jer, Gorman, Morgan, Vi 
Cockrell, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hale, Pasco, Washburn. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Peffer, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question re- 
curs upon the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business; on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY}. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. LS]. 
Mr. LODGE (when his name wis called). Iam paired wi 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], and therefore 

withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILASI. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). the senior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 
Lam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 


Mr. POWER. 
[Mr. CAFFERY], and withhold my vote. 
Iam paired with 


Mr. RANSOM (when his name wascalled). 
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the senfor Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. Ishould vote ‘‘nay” 
if he were here. 

The roil call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], who is absent. The junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts 4 r. LODGE] announced a pair with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL]. Will it be agreeable to him to transfer 
our pairs? 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. LODGE. I vote t yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] 
announced his pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAF- 
FERY], and I announced mine with the Senator from Maine[Mr. 
HALE}. Se ed that we transfer our pairs. 

Mr. POWER. Very well. 

Mr. RANSOM. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. POWER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GIBSON. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. I transfer my pair to the junior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CAREY. I havea general pair with the junior Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. IRR], and J withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. While lam paired with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS], I am permitted to vote upon such ques- 
tions, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Power, 
Allen, Dolph, Lodge. Washburn. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Perkins, 

NAYS—22. 
Bate, Gibson, Morgan, Stewart, 

rry Gray, Palmer, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Har Pasco, Vest, 
Coke. Jones, Ark. Peffer, Voorhees. 
Daniel McPherson, Pugh, 
5 Martin. Ransom, 
k NOT VOTING—l. 
Faulkner, 1 — 

Blauchard, e, cLaurin, 
Brice, Guallinger, McMillan, Shou 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Smith, 
Caffery, orman, Mills, Sq 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Cameron, 5 Morrill, Vance, 
Carey, 3 A Vilas, 
Chandler, Hunton, Pettigrew, White, 
Cockrell, by, Platt, Wilson, 
Dixon. Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dubo: Kyle, Quay, 


is, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call discloses the lack of 
a quorum. 

r. HARRIS. It is obvious there is no voting quorum here 
at present, and there is but one of two things that we can do 
with propriety, as it seems to me, at this hour of the evening— 
either to move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request 
the attendance of absent Senators or to adjourn. I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 37 minutes p: 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturđay, April 7, 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 6, 1894. 


The House metatl2o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
REPORT OF EXCISE BOARD, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


. ‘The SPEAKER laid before the House the report of the ex- 
cise board for the District of Columbia, transmitted in compli- 
ance with section 2 of the act approved March 3, 1393; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
J SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1680) 
to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled“ An act to 
more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia,” 
etc.; in which the concurrence of the House was requested; 
8 was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia, 
PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed and bound in cloth, of the proceedings of the Pan-American Med- 
ical Congress, held in Washington City, in September, 1893, under the au- 
thority of a joint resolution of Co! approved July 18, 1892, 10,000 les; 
of which 2.000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribution by the De tment of State; 
the same to be indexed under the direction of the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask con- 
sent for the present consideration of that resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. : 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CAUSEY, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 3 
To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for to-morrow, on account of 
important business. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, HASTINGS, MINN. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5805) to au- 
thorize the city of N Minn., to construct and maintain 
a wagon bridge over the Mississippi River. ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 


On page 1, section 1. line 9. atter the word Minnesota,” insert or at such 
point in said city as the city council thereof, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War, may direct.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was accordingly considered, the amendment agreed 
to. and the bill as paces, oe ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HALL of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


NOTIFICATION TO PENSION CLAIMANTS. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a joint resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. R. 161) requiring attorneys and claim agents ha 
offices in the District of Columbia, who have undertaken or shall under- 
take to prosecute claims for pensions, to advise each of the claimants once 
every three months as to the condition of his or her claim. 


TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? X 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman if 
this resolution has been referred toand reported by acommittee? 

Mr. BRODERICK. No, sir. I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. This seems to bea very . resolution. 
1 think it ought to go to a committee so as to have a report upon 


it. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I hope there will be no objection, but if 
there is I suppose it should go to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

The SPEAKER. That would be a proper reference. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion? 8 i 

Mr. SAYERS. There is. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R.5293) concerning leases 
In the Yellowstone National Park. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and empowered to lease to any person, corporation, or company, for a pe- 
riod not exceeding ten years, parcels of land in ths Yellowstone National 
Park, of not more than 10 acres in extent for each tract and not in excess 
of 20 acres in all to any one pe 
may be erected hotelsan 


vided fi 
on ig Sn ed exclusive privilege within the park except u the 
= held — aud t — — 2 
ereatter made for any property in said park shall require the lessee to ob- 
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serve and obey each and every provision in any act of Co and every 
rule, order, or regulation or which may hereafter be e and pub- 
Hshed by the Secretary of the Interior concerning the use, care, manag - 
ment, or government of the park, or any object or property therein, under 
para forfeiture of such lease, and every such lease shall be subject to 
the right of revocation and forfeiture. which shall therein be reserved by the 
Secretary of the Interior: And provided further, That persons or corpora- 
tions now holding leases of ground in the park may. upon the surrender 
thereof, be granted new leases hereunder, and upon the terms and stipula- 
tions contained in their present leases, with such moditications, restrictions, 
and reservations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

This act. however, is not to be construed as mandatory upon the Secreta’ 
— the Tawon but the authority herein given is to be exercised in his soun 

cretion. 

That so much of that portion of the act of March 3, 1833, relating to the 

er A ene Park as conflicts with this act be, and the same is hereby, re- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object — 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if this bill has been reported from a committee? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be understood that objection is re- 
served. 

Mr. BURROWS. What committee reports it? 

Mr. HAYES. The Committes on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. HAYES. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If my colleague will permit me, 
I will state that this is unanimously reported by the committee 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior and everyone 
connected with the park. I know all of the facts in this case. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will reserve the right of objection until 
the gentleman from Iowa makes such statementas he may desire 
to make in connection with it. 

Mr. HAYES. I willexplain briefly what this bill is. It re- 
lates to the leasing of land for hotel purposes in the Yellowstone 
Park. Under existing law oniy 10 acres can be leased. That 
ground is already leased, and it fails to provide for the comfort 
and convenience of tourists, there being 130 miles of traveled 
roads in the park, and as a result more leases are needed and 
mo'e hotel accommodations. This is primarily asked by the 
superintendent of the park. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under existing law, then;only 10 acres can 
be leased? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; and that is already leased, and fails to 
pro ide the necessary accommodations. 

Mr. BURROWS. And this is to enlarge the powers of the 
Secretary, so that he may lease other ground? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, not exceeding 20 ac es toany one person. 
As [have stated, this relief was asked by the superintendent. 
This bill is prepared so as to protect the Government in all its 
rights, and to provide for the convenience of tourists and trav- 
elers inthe park. The Secretary of the Interior reports that 
the interests of the Government covered by the bill are amply 
protected, and upon that report is based the unanimous report 
of the committee. It is something that there seems to be no 
doubtabout. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any provision for the payment of 
rental to the Government? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, theSecretary of the Interior imposes such 
conditions as he sees fit about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Asa matter of fact is there any rental paid? 

Mr.HENDERSON of Iowa. There isa nominal rental charged. 

Mr. MCRAE. Only a nominal rental. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand that only 10 acres in all can 
now be rented in the prk? 

Mr. HAYES. Twenty, under the present bill. 

Mr. COOMBS. You said 20 to one individual. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that the Yellowstone Park 
is too important a public reservation to be trenched upon with- 
out the utmost care, and I hope the gentleman will let this bill 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DUNN. Ishould like to inquire what number of 20- 
acre leases may be granted? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. The bill authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to increase the area from 10 to 2) acres. 
The hotels now . occupy the 10 acres, and two more hotels 
a oie to complete the circuit for the accommodation of the 
public. 

Mr. DUNN. How many leases would there be altogether? 

Mr. HAYES. That is in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior. I have a letter from the president of the Yellow- 
stone Park Association to the Committee on Public Lands, 
which explains these questions, and I will put it in the RECORD. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 29, 1894. 
To the House of Representatives Committee on Public Lands: 


GENTLEMEN: The bill concerning leases in the Yellowstone Park isso short 
and simple as not to require any particular elucidation. It grants no right 


: 


y. except the authority given to the Secretary of the Interior; that 
is, after the bill becomes a law nothing is confe. upon any person, cor- 
poration, or company by it. 

Shortly after tne -para was opened, I think in 1883, certain lessees of the 

vernment claimed the exclusive right to the whole pars. It was a subject 
of debate in Co ss and resulted in a deciaratioa by act of Con de- 
claring all exclusive rights void that had been granted, and co: and 
res the amount that might bs leased to any ons parson to 10 acres of 
und. hen the park came to be jevelope 1. this amount was found to be 
Obviously insu.iciens. All visitors to the park go there for the purpose of 
Seong its many ant celeorated oojects of interest. To do so, they nave to 
travel around acircle of 130 miles, and this requires a series or chain of 
hotels at convenient points along the circuit. 

The hoteis at these diferent localities of the dimensions required by all 
tourists will in every case cover more than lo acres. If these hotels are 
owned by different persons or corporations they can not be operated with 
advantage, either to the owners or to the public. This, I be:ieve, is uni- 
formiy conceded by the persons going to the park. But there has an 
extreme jealousy. oving probably to the claim of original lessees to the ex- 
clusive right in the whole park, against granting any large amount of land 
many one lease. The Yellowstone Park Association own six leases made to 
it in 1889, and its hotels now cover the entire 10 acres allowed to it by law. 
It is very clear that it can not le y hold any more land. yet every 
wh has ever visited the park. I believe without exception, considers that 
another hotel ought to be bulltat Upper Geyser Basin, and that it should be 
built as soon as possible. 

In a Idition to this, while the park was still in its wild state, a law was 
passed forbidding any lease within one-quarter of a mile of any geyser or 
other object of curiosity. The local situation of the Upper Geyser is such 
that this distance precludes the building of a hotel at that place as long as 
this law exists. During the past six years a number of acts have been in- 
troduced in each House of Congress reducing the prohibited distance to one- 
eighth ofa mile. In all the contentions which have arisen regard the 
pr or its management and control, or the ac- 

Association, or any other lessees, and in all 

the park, no objection has made. so far 
as I know, against the restriction of the pro ted distance to one-eighth 
instead of one-quarter mile, nor is there any diversity of opinion among all 
those who have visited the park, that the propor place to build a hotel at 
Upper Geyser Basin is where the present old hotel, or shack, stands, and 
which is within the present prohibited distance of one-quarter of a mile. 

This short bill simply authorizes the Secre of the Interior to make 
leases for ten years to the extent of 20 acres in all. and not to be within one- 
eighth of a mile of any of the curiosities of the park. I will say here that 
wulle the Yellowstone Park Association has exhausted the limit allowed to 
it by the present law of 10 acres, which are covered by its bulldings and can 
not in law hold. nor can the Secretary of the Interior grant to it any right 
whatever to the hotel site at Upper Geyser Basin. it controls a lease for 10 
acres of ground to the Hendersons, at Mammoth Hot Springs. If this bill 
is p: it expects to give up the greater part of that lease to the Govern- 
ment and to obtain for the portion surrendered a new location at Upper 
Geyser Basin. In short it is not the intention to ask the Secretary of the In- 
terior to lease to it any more than is now leased by the Government. 

This can not be said to be a bill for the relief of the association, although 
it would obtain relief from it, because any other person orcorporation wo 
have the same rights to new leases before the Secretary of the Interior that 
the association would have. Except the curtailment of the prohibition as 
to distance and the enlargement of thé total amount allowed to be! 
the present bill is the same as the existing law of Congress. The matter was 
before this committee on an investigation ordered by the House about eigh- 
teen months ago. On page 65 of tne evidence take by this committee and 
reported to the House, Secretary Noble says that a hotel is needed at the 
Upper Geyser Basin and admits that it should be built on the site of the 
present shack hotel, and which is now used as a dinner station. The asso- 
ciation has repeatedly ani in wri the Department of the In- 
terior, and during the said investigation it assured this committee, that it 
would make no objection whatever to any other poron or corporation build- 
ing the required new hotel at Upper Geyser Bas: 

ireiterate that statement now. But for the past three years no person 
would come forward to do anything of the kind. Theassociation would not 
propose todo anything of the kind, The association would not propose 
anything of the kind now, but for the fact that the hotel is necessary to its 
system or chain of hotels in the park. I state also the im pores nt fact tha 
while this hotel has been so badly needed and the demand is unanimousan 
emphatic that not a lease has been taken out or applied for, nor has a ham- 
mer been struck in the park on any materialimprovement for the last three 
years. On the contrary. the 3 of the park has been comple 
paralyzed by contentions between the association and Secretary Noble an 

the inaction of Congress in changing the present law as to the prohibited 
tance of one-quarter of a mile. And I think I may safely say it will re- 
main in that condition until something is done by Congress 

This bill appears here with the approval of the Department of the Interior, - 
and I am ready to answer any questions concerning it, or any objscvions to 
its recommendation by this committee. I will state for the information of 
the committee that for seven years past various bills providing for the im- 
88 of the park and other matters concerning it have been before 

ngress at every session, but not one of them has been passed. As far as I 
know other parties having propositions concerning the park in other direc- 
tions have no opposition to the passage of this bill. If they have I would 
like to know what the objections are in order that I may answer them. If 
no objection is made I request the committee to recommend the Dill for pas- 
sage without delay. 

This biil is recommended by the present Secretary of the Interior, both in 
his annual report for 1893, and in his special letter to this committee. 

CHARLES GIBSON, 
President Yellowstone Park Association. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I hope this will go over for a day. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will not ask for delay. This is very necessary, and needed 


now. 

Mr. DUNN. I think there should be further time for con- 
sideration, and I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. They have been suffering for this 
right for a long time, and this is proposed for the benefit of the 
public. It does not carry a dollar ofappropriation. It 1 
to give them room to build hotels where they are needed. 
was all over the ground last summer and know the necessity for 
this. We had to travel 20 miles extra for the want of a hotel 
at the Upper Geyser Basin. A hotel is badly needed there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think,in passing bills of this nature by 


granting of leases within the 
tions of the Yellowstone Par 
the controversies conce 
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unanimous consent without an opportunity to consider them, 
we are sometimes in danger of failing to make proper provision 
for the protection of the public interest in such a great public 
reservation as this. Such failure may be without any inten- 
tion. Ishould be glad to have this bill lie over until to-morrow, 
until further opportunity is given to examine it. But at the 
same time, if there is no one else who desires to object, I will 
take the statement of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 


that the interests of the public and the Government are pro- 


tected. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to have the bill lie over. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that 
the interests of the Government are thoroughly protected. I 
havc examined the matter with great care, and it is approved b 
the Secretary of the Interior. The superintendent of the par 
recommended this. Secretary Noble recommended the same 
thing when he was Secretary of the Interior, and there is no 
con diet of opinion in respect to the necessity. I am personally 
familiar with the matter, and I hope that no objection will be 
mada to its present consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY.. I will not delay it on my own account, but 
will take the statement of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DUNN. I will withdraw A 

Mr. COOMBS. While I should lad to have further op- 
a ae to examine the matter, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED. Now that the bill is up forconsideration, Ishould 
like fo heir an explanation of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iwill be glad to make a further 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] is recognized. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. S er, at present there 
are four large hotels in the park. I wish this map I hold inmy 
hand were large enough to exhibit them so that all the members 
could see. The firstone, at the entrance to this great park, is 
called the Mammoth Hotel, at the Hot Springs, at the Grand 
Terraces. It is an immense hotel, almost equal in size and ac- 
commodations to the best hotels you will find in Long Branch, 
Capo May, or Atlantic City. They have expended over 8500, 000 
on tho:e hotels. Starting from hotel in coaches that can 
not be surpassed in com/ort by anything on the American conti- 
nent, you pass through the Golden Gate, a place of wonder, 
where men of courage even close their eyes in passing over the 
bridge, although you would be as safe as the babe in the lap of 
its mother. Then you come to the Norris Basin, where there is 
a lunch house, and on the evening of the first day's ride you 
reach the Fountain Hotel, where you enter the Great Basin of 
the Geysers. On this day’s trip you can drink from springs of 
pure Apollinaris water. 

I remember as we were riding eee on the top of a 
mountain before descending to this hotel and looking over that 
vast valley, it seemed as though 100,000 camp fires were burning. 
Thesteam of these geysers gives you something of the idea of a 
183 army encamped and the smoke arising from their camp 

s. The next day, leaving the Fountain Hotel, you go 10 
miles to the upper geyser. Earth has no wonders or beauties 
approaching this region. Hell's Half Acre” itself will hold you 
for days examining the wonders and splendors of that park. 
[Great laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Is that the Democratic park? f 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You may be in hell before you 
will appreciate the wondrous beauty of that park unless you can 
see it. [Great laughter.} 

„Hell's Half Acre” has a fearful sound, but it is a congrega- 
tion of beauties. Here isa lake of hot water containing in its 
bed all the beauties of the rainbow, with each hus intensified in 
its baauty. One spring constantly throws up a chain of bells 
perfectin form. Here, too, is found the monster geyser of the 
Yellowstone. It only speaks at the end of a six-year period, but 
then it speaks in thunder tones and continuously forsix months, 
throwing up water in such great-volume as to carry terror to 
the looker on. It casts greatbowlders, weighing many tons, into 
the air for hundreds of feet, playing with them as if they were 
little pobbles. The waters from this geyserformsa boiling river 
and flows continuously, even when the geyser is not in action. 

At the end of a 10-mile ride we come to Old Faithful“ Gey- 
ser, that throws water up every fifty-five minutes, and so high 
that you fancy the top of the column touches theclouds. There, 
too, you find the Lion,” he Lioness,” and The Cubs,” and 
other geysers. It issimply a wonderful field of attractions, that 
human language can not describe. This hotel, or shack rather. 
where we take lunch, is where taer ent the new hotel; and this 
bill isto provide for building it. e 10 acres, now the limit, are 
occupied by the other four hotels. This is to enable them to 


build a hotel at the Upper Geyser. Now, you have to go over 
the same track and back to the Fountain Hotel to spend the 
second night, and have to go over the same ground the next 
morning, making the trip three times, which would only have 
to be done once if you had a hotel at the Upper Geyser Basin. 
From that you go to the Great Lake, and when I tell you that 
that is a vast lake nearly 30 miles in length, on the top of a 
great mountain range miles higher than New York City, and 
where you can stand and fish and catch trout——. [Cries of 
„Oh, no;” and laughter]. 

Mr. GEAR. It is 6,900 feet. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Did I say six miles? [Great 
laughter. There was only one gentleman who knew it. [Re- 
newed laughter.] It is, 1 think, 6, C00 feot higher than New York. 
When I tell you that there isa lake there 30 miles in length 
and that I have stood on the edge of it and caught trout and 
thrown them over into a crater [great laughter], you gentlemen 
are learning something you will never learn again without you 
go there. fitonswed laughter.] Youcan catch troutin the lake 
und swing them into the crater and boil them on your hook 
{great laughter] and cook them to suit your taste. [Laughter.] 
I want to say to the fishermen here, and there are many water 
ducks in this House, that you can throw a line into the Yellow- 
stone River with six hooks and b out six trout at once. 
[Boisterous laughter.] IL have done it [renewed laughter], and 
that isno fish story [Great laughter.] You gentlemen who 
do not know the glory of fine fishing do not believe this. 
Go and see, and you will find how dense ydur ignorance is touch- 
ing the wonders of your own country. 

But I want to tell you of something else that I found on that 
lake that gave me especial pleasure. I found there asteamboat 
equal in accommodations and splendor to any that you will find 
upon the Potomac or the Chesapeake, which was taken through 
the Golden Gate in sections and which was made, every particle 
of it, inthe foundriesof my owncity. Thad the pleasure of riding 
on that steamboat in that great on the top of the mountain. 
Passing from this, you come to the hotel by the wonder of the 
world, the Grand Cañon. To describe that human language has 
proved inadequate. [Cries of ‘Try it.”] Ihave stood by that 
Grand Cañon at an elevated point and I have looked down and 
seen the eagles standing by their nests far above the bottom of 
the cafion below, and they looked like sparrows, although their 
wings from tip to tip measured 7 fect. The Yellowstone River 
passing along at the bottom of the cafion was like a 8 
thread, though it had all the ambition and impetus of Niagara, 
lacking only its volume. On every side there are beauties in 
the sand along the face of this cañon that baffle the pencil of the 
greatest artist. At one place rocks that look like veiled nuns 
are grouped together as though worshiping the God that created 
that wonderfulcanon. [Applause.] Oh, I can go on explaining 
this bill for hours if you want me to. ery Saree 

At the Grand Cañon there is only one difficulty: You are lia- 
ble to lose your fresh meat for breakfast sometimes. because the 
bears come there with theircubs and break open the meat boxes 
and eat up the meat. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Tell us a bear story. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. My friend has just returned from 
Rhode Island and he wants something fanciful. [Laughter.] 

Ames au He wants a bare story—the naked truth. 

ughter. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He is getting it straightnow. I 
was about to say, Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted by my 
overflowing colleague from Iowa, that these hotels furnish all 
the accommodations that you can get in the hotels of our best 
cities. The best class of waiters, with claw-hammer coats” 
and perfect deportment, together with the choicest things to 
eat, are found at these hotels, and this bill is for the sole purpose 
of granting such facilities as will permit the building of hotels 
sulticient in number to accommodate the public demand. 

I want to say toyou, gentlemen, that few of you know what the 
Yellowstone Park is. It is wellnamed “ Wonderland.” I have 
visited the World's Fair, and we all know something of what 
that was; but, great as it was, that was only the work of simple, 
powerless man, The Yellowstone Park stands there a maryel- 
ous creation, as though God himself were a competitor for the 
first prize for wonderful-preductions, and earth furnishes no par- 
allel to the splendors of that wonderful park. One of the no- 
blest men in my own State, Mr. Henry L. Stout,a man who 
shoved a jackplane years ago in Dubuque for a living, and who 
is now the richest millionaire in Iowa, becoming so by honest 
industry, not by trusts or combinations or thieving—a man more 
silent than Grant, but with a heart that began to grow where the 
big heart of Grant stopped growing—Henry L. Stout, a man of 
few words, when he heard that I was going to visit the park last 
summer said: “It is the most wonderful thing on earth, and if 
it was anywhere in Europe they would build an impassable wall 
around it and open their treasuries to protect and beautify it.” 
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The marvels of that park defy description, and I am glad that 
this House has had the wisdom to let this bill come up for con- 
sideration, in order that additional comforts may be provided 
for the popie who visit that region, so that millions may enjoy 
a trip which will give them pleasure, education, and powers of 
language which even my friend from Maine [Mr. REED], who 
asked for this explanation, does not yet dream of. [Laughter 
and applause. | 4 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am satisfied 
with the explanation of the bill. e y 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise out of 
sympathy for my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], because 
twenty years ago I felt exactly as he feels to-day; for, as a mem- 
ber of the Geological Survey under Prof. Hayden, I stood on the 
verge of that same luke and fished in it and drew a trout out at 
that same spot and threw it into thesame hot pool. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, will you gentlemen believe 
it? [Laugbter.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. When I returned from that 
expedition, I know that every man to whom I undertook to de- 
scribe it questioned my veracity [laughter], and my only object 
in rising now is to uphold the testimony of the gentleman from 
Towa, although I must frankly confess that I caught only one 
trout instead of six at a cast. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There are some commttee amendments 
which should be voted on first. If there be no objection, the 
amendments of the committee will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, after the word ears.“ in line 5, insert, at such annual rental 
as tho Secretary of the Interior may determine.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move further to amend by striking out the 
last proviso on the second page. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proviso which the 
gentleman from Maine moves to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And wife sen Further, That persons or corporations now holding leases of 

round in the k may, upon the surrender thereof, be granted new leases 

ereunder, and upon the terms and stipulations contained in their present 
leases, with such modifications, restrictions, and reservations as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may prescribe. je 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itwill benoticed, Mr. Speaker, thatall leases 
which may be granted hereafter of land within the Yellowstone 
Park are by this bill subject to revocation and forfeiture at the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. Inthe proviso which 
T move to strike out it is further provided that leases now exist- 
ing may be renewed. Now, there is not attached to the continu- 
ation of existing leases any provision for revocation by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. Itseemsto me that, whatever leases ma; 
be renewed as well as those that may be originally nee 
should, considering the public nature of this park, be subject to 
revocation by the Secretary of the Interior. The first proviso 
covers all cases of leases that may hereafter be granted. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If a lease is renewed it seems to 
me that is practically a new contract 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I fear that this provision for revocation 
might not apply to existing leases which may be renewed. 

Mr. HAYES. Ithink the gentleman is taken in that con- 
struction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is the fact I should be glad to be in- 
formed of it. 

Mr. HAYES. This proviso contemplates that existing leases 
may be revoked and new leases granted“ hereunder,” which 
would make these new leases subject to all the provisions of this 
bill. Under these provisions the existing conditions may be 
carried into the new leases. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What, then, is the object of authorizing the 

- renewal of the leases? 

Mr. HAYES. So that they may be entirely subject to the 
provisions of law proposed in this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not leave the granting of leases to be 

determined by the other provisions of this bill, which expressly 
include the right of revocation?, What I desire is that all leases 
which may be granted or renewedshall be subject to revocation 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Here isa great national park; 
and we ought not to grant to private persons any rights there 
which the Government may not at any time resume. 

Mr. HAYES. Whenever the existing leases are surrendered 
and new ones taken, those new ones will become subject to this 

rovision for revocation. It is provided that the holders of ex- 
ting leases may be granted new leases hereunder”—that is, 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY, It that is the construction given to the lan- 


guage of the bill—and I desire that it shall go into the REc- 
ORD—if it is understood that existing leases which may be re- 
newed, as well as new leases which may be granted, shall be 
subject to the provision for revocation, I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAYES. I think there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The bill as it stands provides 
thoroughly for all forfeitures and protects every possible in- 
terest. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine being withdrawn, the question is on ordering the bill as 
amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 6412) to protect the birds and animals in Yel- 
lowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and 
for other purposes, was read. 

1 5775 COFFEEN. I desire to introduce an amendment to this 

The SPEAKER. Thefirst question ison granting unanimous 
consent for its consideration. > i 

Mr. STORER. If there is a report, I hope it will be read be- 
fore the gascon is taken on granting consent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment which the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. COFFEEN] proposes to introduce may be 
read before consent is given. i 

Mr. COFFEEN. I should be glad to state the substance of 
my amendment; and I must object to the consideration of the 
bill unless this amendment can be considered. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for private agreement. 
The question is upon granting unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill. In the absence of objection the amend- 
ment can be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it may be read. + 

The SPEAKER. And the report can also be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendment has reference to the 
boundaries of this park, I shall have to object. 

Mr. COFFEEN. It has not.- It has reference to holding a 
term of the Federal court for the State of Wyoming at the town 
of Sheridan, in the northern part of the State, near to this park, 
so as the facilities for reaching the Federal court may be in- 
creased. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STORER. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, announced that the President had approved and 

igned bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On March 30, 1894: 

Anact (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 

On March 31, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money, amounting to $6,750,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee Nation. 

On April 2, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Riversin 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; 

An act (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia; and 

An act (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams. 

On April 4, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for the payment of sal- 
aries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the visions of the Chinese exclusion 
act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893. 
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On April 5, 1894: 

An act (H. H. 19ĩ9) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or near Moorings- 
port, La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

: ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported th it they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of 
Arbitration at Paris. under the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain, concluded at Washington, February 29, 1392, 
for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions 

-concerning the preservation of the fur seals; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


MESSENGER FOR THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress, That the 
Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed toin- 
crease his present force by the employment of one additional messenger for 
the remainder of the present session. at the rate of 8100 per month, and as- 
cag k him as messenger to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ne Committee on Accounts. to whom was referred the foregoing resolu- 
tion. relating to the appointment of a messenger to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, having considered the same, respectfully recommend its passage. 

Mr. RUSK. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
having reported to the Committee on Accounts that it is abso- 
lutely essential that he should have a messenger at the commit- 
tee door during the balance of the session pending the consider- 
tion of matters be ore that committee, and in view of the fact 
that the Doorkeeper is not able to assign a messenger for duty 
there during the entire day, the committee have reported favor- 
ably the resolution. 

I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary to say to the 
House that this action by the Committee on Accounts was in- 
dorsed in the early part of this session by unanimous; resolution 
of the Committee on Agriculture, and it is absolutely necessary 
for the performance of the work of that committee that we 
should have a messenger who can be assigned to that room dur- 
ing the entire day. The committee has leave of the House to 
sit during the sessions of the House; the subcommittees are 
employed in their work, and it is utterly impos ible for the 
committee to get along without the assignment of a messenger. 
At present we can only get one up to fifteen minutes of the 
assembling of the House. 

We had a mes-enger assigned to the committee in the last 
Congress for the same reasons, and it is just simply a matter of 
8 necessity in the performance of the business of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 
71, noes 20. é 

r. BYNUM. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BYNUM and Mr. RUSK as tell- 


ers. 

Toe. House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 117, 
noes 28. 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I renew it. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not 
insist on that. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I can not withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that no 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 42, not 
voting 150; as follows: 


YEAS—I61. 

Abbott, ‘an, Draper, Grady, 
Adams, Pa. Campbell, Dunphy, Gresham, 

tken, th, Edmunds, Grimn, 
Alexander, Catchings, Ellis, Oregon Grout, 
Allen, Chickering, English, Cal. Grow, 
Apsley, Childs, Enloe, Hager, 
Arnold, Clancy, Epes, er, 
Avery, Clark, Mo. Erdman, Haines 

abcock, Clarke, Ala. Everett, Hall, Mo. 
Baker. Kans. Cobb, Mo. Fletcher, Harmer, 
Baker, N. H. Cockrell, Forman, Hartman, 

ankh: s Coombs, Funk, Hatch, 
Bartholdt, Cousins, Funston, Hayes, 
Bartlett, Cummin; Gardner, Henderson, Iowa 
Barwig, Curtis, ` Gear, Henderson, N. 
Branch, De Forest, Geissenbainer, Hepburn, 
Breckinridge, Ark. D. re, Gillet, N. Hic 
Broderick. Donovan, Goldzier, Hin 
Brookshire. Doolittle, Gorman, Hitt, 


So the resolution was 


Holman, McMillin, Pigott. Talbott, Md. 
Hooker, Miss. McNagny, Post, 8 
Hopkins, III. McRae, Powers, Tawney, 
Hudson, Meiklejohn, Quigg, Terry, 
Hul, Meredith, yy ey, 
Tkirt, oney, in, 
Johnson, N.Dak. Montgomery, Reilly, 5 
Kiefer, oon, Richardson, Mich. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Kyle, Morgan, Robbins, Walker, 
Lacey, orse, Robertson, La. Wanger, 
Layton, Neill, Rusk. Waugh, | 
Livingston, Northway, Russell, Ga. Wever, | 
Lockwood, Oates, Sayers, Wheeler, Ala. 7 
Marshall. O'Neil. Mass. Shaw, Wheeler, III. 
Martin, Ind. O'Neill, Mo. Sibley, Whiting, 
Marvin, N. Outhwaite, Smith, Wilson, Ohio 
McAleer, Paschal, Springer, Wise, 
McCreary, Ky. Patterson, Stockdale, Woodard, 
McCulloch, Pence, Stone, C. W. Wright. Mass. 
McDannold, Perkins, Stone, W. A. 
McDowell, Phillips, Storer, 7 
McEttrick, Pickler, Sweet, 
NAYS—42. 
8 Cox. Latimer, Stallings, 
Bell, Tex. Crawford. Lawson, Stone, Ey. 
Black, Ga. Davis, Lester, Strait. 
Bland, De Armond, Lynch. Talbert, S. C. 
Bretz, Dockery, Maddox, Tate, i 
Bynum, Hare, Mallory, Taylor, Ind. 
Cabaniss, Hunter, McDearmon, Turner. Ga. 
Cannon, Cal. Hutcheson, McKaig, Washington, 
Capehart, ones, Moses, Wiliams, III. 
Cooper, Fla. Kem, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Tex. Lane, Snodgrass, 
NOT VOTING—150. 

Adams, Ky. Cooper, Wis. Izlar, Ritchie, 
Alderson, Cornish, Johnson, Ind, Robinson, Pa, 
Aldrich, Covert, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn, 
Baldwin, Crain, Kilgore, Ryan, 
Barnes, Culberson, Kribbs, Schermerhorn, 
Belden, Curtis, Kans. Lapham, Scranton, 
Bell. Colo. Dalzell, Lefever, Settle, 
Beltzhoover, Daniels, Linton, Shell, 

Try, avey, Lisle, Sherman, 
Bisse il i Eoutdensiager, d . 

uck, ngley, udens x, 
Blair, Dolliver, Lucas, ik Sipe, . 
Boatner, Dunn, Magner, Somers, 
Boen, Durborow, Maguire, Sperry, 
Boutelle, Ellis, Ky. Mahon, Stephenson. 
Bower, N.C English, N. J. Marsh, Stevens, 
Bowers, Cal. Fielder, McCall, Straus. 
Brattan, Fithian, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fyan, McGann, Swanson, 
Brickner, Geary, McKeighan, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, Thomas, 
Brown, Goodnight, Mercer, Tucker, 
Bundy, Graham, Meyer, Turner, Va. 
Bunn, Grosvenor, Milliken, Upaopren, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Hammond, Mutchier, Wadsworth, 
Cadm Harris, Newlands, Warner, 
Caldwell, Harter, Page, Weadock, 
C etti, Haugen, Payne, Wells, 
Cannon, Ill. Heard, Paynter, ite, 
Causey, Heiner, Pearson, Williams, Miss. 
Cobb. Ala. Henderson, III. Pendleton, W. Va. Wilson, Wash. 
Cockran, Hendrix, -~ Price, lison, W. Va. 
Coffeen, ermann, Randall, Wolverton, 
Cogswell, Hooker, N. V. Rayner, Woomer, 
Compton, Hopkins, P Reyburn, Wright, Pa. 
Conn, . Houk, Richards, Ohio 

Cooper, Ind. Hulick, Richardson, ‘Tenn. 


sed. 
After the first roll call the following proceedings took place: 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a misappre- 
hension, and I desire to ask unanimous consent to correct it. 
The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman 


rise? 
Mr. HATCH. 


I rise to ask unanimous consent to make a 


brief statement, that this is not an additional messenger 


The SPEAKER, 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED. Is this a roll call? 

The SPEAKER. This is the end of the first call. 

Mr. REED. There is a roll call going on, and after the severe 
treatment of the other day it would look rather queer to see it 
interrupted even by a request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects. 

Mr. REED. The “gentleman from Maine” did not object. 


The SPEAKER. The 
tude he does and then say 


It can only be done by unanimous consent. 


entleman can not assume the atti- 
e does not object, because he did. 


Mr. REED. Mystatementis in the record and shows for itself. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. REED (continuing). 
derstand it. 


And so is the statement of the Chair. 
And the people will be able to un- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not assume that atti- 


tude—— 
Mr. REED (continuing). 


It is simply a question of veracity. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not assume that atti- 
tude and at the same time avoid responsibility. 
The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 
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The roll call was resumed and concluded as above. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. WOOMER. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BROSIUS. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOOKER of New Vork. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL, 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. LUCAS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. VAN Voorais of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON, 

Mr. DuURBOROW with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. HARTER with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. BOWERS of California. 

Mr. Somers with Mr. SHERMAN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ETA HENDERSON of North Carolina. I call for the regular 

order. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] calls for the regular order. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. ONEILL of Missouri. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he rises toa 
question of privilege. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. In the St. Louis Republic of yes- 
terday, in a published interview with Congressman MORGAN of 
Missouri, the following statement appears: 

Besides, it was agreed by O'NEILL and aor that where the intention of the 
voter could be ascertained his vote should be counted. Why should we 
violate the solemn agreement of Mr. O'NEILL? He could not break this 
3 Without dishonor, and he asked too much of Congress to do what 

sense of personal honor precluded him from doing. 

Concerning that statement, Mr. Speaker, the only agreement 
ever entered into between Mr. Joy and myself was, that when we 
found ballots where the voter had scratched simply the caption 
of the ticket or portions of the ticket, we would take that 
to be the intention of the voter to have erased that ticket and 
voted for the one that remained intact. In the brief furnished 
by Mr. Joy, on page 19, he gives a list of the described ballots 
that were to be counted according to that rule. (See page 755.) 

On page 755 of the testimony, the rule that he refers to is 
mentioned in the testimony of Patrick Killoran, where Mr. Joy 
states: 

that the witn Patrick Kill his ballot l 
ot that ube ballot was desorined in the focond, nod thas this witness's ballot 
so described would have been counted for the contestant under the rule 
adopted later between the contestant and the cuntestee. And it is further 
saen that all described ballots during the first three days and prior tothe 

option of the rule shall be counted in accordance with the rule adopted 
afterwards in the count, as appears by the record. 

An examination of the ballots, in number amounting to 21, 
claimed by Mr. Joy under that rule, will be found to bear out 
my statement. All of those ballots are of this class. Ballot 
349-422 is claimed by me. f 

On the Democrati, People’s, and Prohibition tickets, on each one of them 
there is a cross-mark inthe middle of the ticket: on the Republican ticket 
the name of M. Kotenay is scratched by horizontal lines, and there are no 
other scratches on the ticket. š 

On the other ballots you will find the same description. When 
I noticed this interview I 11 my attorney at St. Louis, 
Charles S. Broadhead, and I have just received from him the 
following telegram: 


To Hon. JOHN J. O'NEILL, 
Washington: 

Zu the O'Neill-Joy case the agreement to abide by the intention of the voter, 
as testified by him, related only to those cases where the caption or some 
portion of the face of the ballot was scratched, and didnot relate to anything 
except what appeared on the face of the ballot. There was never an e- 
ment that the intention of the voter should or might be taken as to all the 
ballots or any large proportion of them. 
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Sr. Lovis, Mo., April 6, 1894. 


‘The agreement related wholly to the face of the ballot; that is, when the 
Witness Maroney could not determine from the face of the ballot who it 
should be counted for, and the contestant and contestee could not agree, it 
was agreed to call and abide by the declared intention of the voter. The 
number of the ballot, where there was an agreement to take the intention of 
the voter, was taken down by the contestant and contestee, and when either 
party introduced the voter who was supposed to have voted that ballot, the 
party calling the witness announced: This is one of the casesin which it 
was agreed to take and stand by the intention of the voter;“ and inscarcely 
any such case was the witness cross-examined. He was simply asked who 
he intended to vote for. answered, and was discharged. 

CHARLES S. BROADHEAD. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, when the statement was made before the 
committee that I had agreed to be bound by the intention of the 
voters according as the tickets were found in the box, | stated 
to the committee that there was no such agreement. On the 
23d of last October, immediately after that statement appeared, 


I published in the St. Louis Republican of that date the follow- 


ing: 

Joy's statement that I had agreed to count every fraudulent ballot is such 
a stupid falsehood that it answers itself. 

There is not in the entire record one iot» of an agreement or 
statement that I have not lived up to. There is not in that rec- 
ord the testimony of a single witness that shows where a single 
fraudulent practice was used in my interest. 

In the brief that I furnished to the committee I furnished in- 
stances of every conceivable kind of friud that could be prac- 
ticed at an election, and those instances were sufficiently fre- 
quent that the committee need never have re erred to the laws 
of Missouri. They need never have discarded one single ballot 
on account of having not been initialed or numbered. If they 
had simply taken the overwhelming mass of proof of fraudulent 
votes, it would have given me my seat upon this floor. 

I have borne patiently not only the misrepresentations and 
falsehoods in regard to this contest, but I have borne what is 
more. Under the surface my record on this floor as a Repre- 
sentative has been attacked in a cowardly and contemptible 
manner. I have been branded here—not openly, but covertly 
and quietly—as a firebrand, as a labor agitator, as one who, if 
seated in this Hous>, would cause disturbances here. With one 
exception, there is not a bill that I ever presented in this House 
that did not pass the House by an almost unanimous vote, and 
to-day those bills are on the statute books of your country. The 
convict labor bill alone fiiled to pass, and that bill went to en- 
grossment by an overwhelming vote. I want my status in this 
House established. I have been a representative of my people 
for over twenty years, and I have never been charged with either 
falsehood or dishonor. . 

My people for twelve years have unanimously nominated me 
for Congress. The people of my city know me. They have 
known me from the time when I traversed the streets of that 
city asanewsboy. They know me there as the son of an hum- 
ble Irish laborer; and if to advocate the cause of the people from 
whom [ norong ie to put me under the ban, then I am willing to 
retire from public life. 7 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. W. 

a question? é 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I will yield to the gentleman for 
any question he desires to ask. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isimply desire to ask the Chair if this isa 
question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman stated that he rose to a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the Chair hold that the gentleman 
has presented a Sang of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has finished his remarks, 
and no point has heen made. > 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I supposed that the Chair sometimes took 
cognizance of the proceedings and admonished members as to 
whether a question of n had been presented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not responsible for the gentle- 
man’s supposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we have heard 
about enough of the O'Neill contested election case; and the 
gentleman, now having his seat. would do well to devote him- 
self to the discharge of hisCongressional duties for the perform- 
ance of which Mr. Joy was elected by the voters of the Bleventh 
Congressional district of Missouri. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Now I have been referred to, and I think that I can speak on 
a question of personal privilege. I read from the election case 
of O'Neill vs. Joy, and I find this unmodified independent propo- 
sition mide by Mr. O'NEILL: 


Mr. O'NEILL. I am willing to take the intention of the voter right through. 
Mr. Joy. When I can see the plain intention of the voter lam perfectly 
willing to take it. 


| the gentleman allow me to ask him 


Iam not surprised that Mr. O'NEILL declined to take the in- 
tention of the voter. f 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Read the next line. 

Mr. MORGAN (continuing). In this case. 


Mr. ONEILL of Missouri. 
Mr. MORGAN (reading): 
By Mr. BATES. Either do that or describe it. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. That is it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Lask the Chair if this debate is in order? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
rose and had read an extract from a paper, and stated that he 
rose to a question of privilege that covered thestatement made 
in an interview purporting to be given by the gentleman's col- 
league [Mr. MORGAN]. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O NEILL] was permitted to make his statement, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN], his colleague, is making his 
statement in reply. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has just 
stated that we have had sufficientof the O’Neill and Joy contested- 
election case, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. But there has been a question raised, and 
the gentleman has been recognized to make a personal state- 
ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I admit that the interview was correct, as 
published in the St. Louis Republic. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Linsiston my point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
which is that the question under consideration is not in order. 
Mr. O’NEIL{-has made hisstatement of the question of privilege, 
and that is the end of the case. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
has had suggested some controversy as to the accuracy of the 
statement made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to havea ruling of the Chair. If 


Lam right, I object. 9 
The SPEAKER. The 3 will proceed in order, and 
uestion. 


confine himself to the 
Mr. MORGAN. I I will read from the election case to 
show that what I stated was correct. 

By Mr. O'NEILL. It is agreed and announced that where the intention of 
the voter is apparent, that the vote will be counted for the for whom 
he intended to vote. It applies all through the entire ballot. 

Applause on the Republican side.] 
‘hat is the language of Mr. O'NEILL. 
By Mr. Joy. Both parties agree to it. 

[Renewed af eerie 

And that is followed by other testimony, sustaining, as I un- 
derstand, the sb rare 8 

I did state tin that interview, when I was called upon to 
explain my vote, for having discarded the report of a Demo- 
cratic committee. I never criticised its conclusions of law. I 
was called upon to explain the reason I voted against the unseat- 
ing of Mr. Joy, being a Democrat, and I gave them. The gen- 
tleman did not read alltheinterview. I read the remainder, 
as it is short. 


I voted against turning Joy out because it appeared clear to me that he 
was fairly elected and received the certificate of election from the Demo- 
cratic official of the State, who carefully canvassed the returns. No fraud 
was subsequently shown to set aside this solemn and authoritative action. It 


isa r argument to say the blican majority in former Con: 
3 the votes of the legal electors, overthrown — — 
of State boards of canvassers and turned out ocratic Re: tatives 


presen 
fairly elected. We should avoid the wrongs of the Republicans rather than 
repeat them. 


[Applause on the Democratic side]. 


It is bad politics to take advantage of mere technicalities to defeat the will 
of the people. We have had too much of this inelectioncases. We ought to 
do right, and the right thing was to allow Joy to remain in his seat. 

Loud 


I still adhere to those declarations. They are true. 
applause on the Republican side]. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I beg pardon of the House for referring to 
this matter, and I hope we are done w th the O'Neill contested- 
election case, because I think it more than we can stand. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.) 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 

ports. 


Read the next line. 


CERTIFICATION OF CERTAIN CLAIMS. 


Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a joint resolution (H. Res. 
121) authorizing proper officers of the Treasury Department to 
examine and certify claims in favor of certain counties in Ari- 
zona’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
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PARTIAL PAYMENTS FOR WORK FOR REVENUE-MARINE SERV- 
ICE. 

Mr. BAILEY also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with an amendment a joint resolution H. Res. 150) 
providing for partial payments for work, etc., for Revenue-Ma- 
rine Service; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Whole House on the state of the Union,and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF THE FLAG OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. LAYTON, from theCommittee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 5315) to pre- 
vent desecration of the United States flag: which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


BELT RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. 6596) as a substitute 
for the bill (H. R. 5933) to amend the act approved February 18, 
1893. changing the name of the Capitol, North O Street, and South 
Washington Railway Company to the Belt Railway Company, 
and granting additional powers to said company: which was re- 
ferred to the Union Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


ordered to be printed. 
The original bill (H. R. 5933) for the same purpose was laid on 
the table. ; 
The call of committees was completed. 
TAXATION OF LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. y 


Mr. HALL of Missouri, from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency,reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4326) 
to subject to State taxation National bank-notes and United 
States Treasury notes, and asked that the bill and report be 
printed, together with the views of the minority, and recom- 
mitted to the commitee. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 

uiry in regard to that. The bill that came to the committee 
fois the House is not the one that is reported back. That bill 
was amended by the committee, and it is the amended bill that 
is authorized to be reported to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. Well, the gentleman. the Chair understands, 
has reported the bill that he was authorized to report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report shows that the committee have 
recommended amendments. Of course the committee had to re- 
port back the bill that was referred to it by the House, but it is 
reported back with amendments, which appear in the report. 

he bill, with the report and the views of the minority, was 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. - 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution reported 
a while ago by the gentleman from Texas from the Committee on 
the Judiciary in regard to partial payments for work for the 
Revenue Marine, Service. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. If that 
demand is withdrawn, the Chair will entertain the gentleman’s 
reques'. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will withdraw the 
demand for the regular order, Mr. Speaker, with the under- 
standing that if the matter which the gentleman from New 
York desires to call up occasions debate, it will be withdrawn. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Ido not think it will occasion any debate. 


PARTIAL PAYMENTS FOR WORK FOR REVENUE MARINE SERV- 
ICE. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of that joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled. That the Secretary of the Sohbet A be, and 
he hereby is. authorized to make partial payments from time to time upon 
all contracts forthe construction of vessels for the Revenue Marine Service, 
but not in excess of the amount of the value of the work already done: and 
that the contracts shall provide fora lien upon such vessels for all advances 
so made. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, how does this come before tho 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for its consideration at this time. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. REED. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I shall be happy to inſorm the gentleman. 
For a great many years it has been the custom of the Treasury De, 
partment, on contracts for revenue marine vessels and other ves- 
sels constructed for that Department, to make partial payments. 
Under the contracts as they have been made heretofore the Gov- 


I want to understand what it is before I consent. 
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ernment obtained no lien whateyer upon a vessel by these partial 
payments, but had to rely entirely upon the bondsmen of the con- 
tractor. It was formerly understood that under section 3643 of 
the Revised Statutes authority was given to make these partial 
payments, but froma late opinion given by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral it appears that partial payments can not be legally made; 
the Government does not acquire any property in the vessels. 
I have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury requesting 
that this joint resolution be passed by Congress in order that 
these partial payments may bə made from time to time as work 
progresses upon vessels which are being constructed for the Reve- 
nue Marine Service, the Light-House Service, and other branches 
of service connected with the Treasury Department. 

It has been the regular custom of the Dep rtment for many 
years to mike payments of this kind, but owing to the failure 
of one of the contractors the question has lately arisen whether 
partial payments should be made to the bondsmen who had been 
subrogated to the rights and obligations of contractors. The 
Treasury Department asked for the opinion of the Department 
of Justice on this question, and the 5 of Justice has 
held Hiner under the law as it exists to-day these payments can 
not ©. 

This joint resolution sipiy provides that partial payments 
not exceeding 75 per cent of the work done may be made to the 
contractors as the work on these vessels progresses. As I have 
sa d. there has beena regular custom of making such payments, 
but these payments apart from the sanction which custom gave 
have been entirely outside of the law. 

This resolution will not vary the practice which has prevailed 
for a great many years in the Treasury, Department, but will 
simply make plain as a matter of law and right what the Treas- 
ury Department should do. 

Mr. REED. Does this resolution provide that there shall be 
a lien for the amounts advanced? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes, sir. It is provided that hereafter 
upon any vessel on which partial paymentsare made the Goyern- 
ment shall have a lien for the amount advanced. 

Mr. REED. And this does not in any way release the bonds- 
men? \ 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Inno way. 

Mr. REED. Does this resolution provide for any such case as 
where the bondsmen, take possession of the vessel for the pur- 
pose of completing the contract? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It does not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that one of the amendments offered by the committee would 
cover that precise point. 

Mr. REED. So that, under this provision, advances could be 
made to the bondsmen when they undertake the fulfillment of 
the contract? 

Mr. BAILEY. Whenever they undertake the work in place 
of the original contractors, they become subrogated to the rights 
of the contractors; and consequently these payments could be 
made to them, 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. z 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was accordingly read the third time, and 


d. 
N of Mr. LOCKWOOD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I call for the regular 


order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] to yield to me fora moment. Ido 
not wish to call up any bill, but simply to submit a request. 

Thə SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Indiana rise? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I have expressed my request in 
writing. I send the paper to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lask unanimous consent that the previous question be considered as or- 
dered on the consideration, third reading. engrossment, and passage of all 
private bills on the Calendar of Unfinished iness which have been re- 
ported to tho House by the Committee of the Whole at Friday night ses- 
sions; subject to the reading and approval of the Journal, the of 
committees for reports, executive communications. messages from the Sen- 
ate. the right of way of general appropriation bills, and also to existing 
special orders for eulogies: and fifteen minutes’ debate on each side may be 
had on each bill; provided that this order shall not interfere with the regu- 
lar order at Friday night sessions. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that this order be made. Is there objection? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
inquire whether the order, if adopted, will take precedence of 
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all questions except those therein mentioned, and the appro- 
priation bills? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I suppose it would. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I see that the gentleman excepts from the 
operation of the order the very night sət apart for the considera- 
tion of these bills. It strikes me th it is peculiar. It is a matter 
of question ible propriety to order the previous question on forty 
dificrent measures at one time. I do not think it a good 
method of proceeding. Yet I dislike to make an objection which 
muy seem to prevent the orderly consideration of these meas- 
ures. If half an hour be devoted to each of these bills, assuming: 
that the yeas and nays are not called, then whatever may be the 
exigency of other business, twenty hours would be devoted to 
the disposition of these bills. : 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I have tried to make this order 
broad enough to allow the taking up of these measures when no 
others are rogularly before the House. I intend to observe en- 
tive good faith in that particular in asking the enforcement of 
the order. I do not wish to antagonize other business. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman except from the opera- 
tion of the order pregon reports? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that the order be again read. 

The Clerk again read the request. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Lask the gentleman to except also privi- 

d bills or privileged reports. x 

Ir. MARTIN of Indiana. Iacceptthat, and modify the resolu- 
tion accordingly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to have the gentleman give 
an explanation of the effect of this resolution. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It simply means that the previous 
question shall be ordered upon the various’ bills that have been 
alreidy considered and reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, with a view to taking them up for consideration when 
there is no business before the House of the kind specified in 


the exception. 
Had not the gentleman better 


le 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
broaden the resolution, and let it apply to bills that shall be con- 
sidered on Friday night sessions in the future, as well as those 
already considered? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indians. I think we had better not under- 
take to do that. 

Mr. REED. It probably could not be got through the House. 
The same influences that are against general pension bills would 
be aguinst that. 

0 PICKLER. I do not think this will help the matter very 
much. 

Mr. REED. It is the best that could be done in this House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indi ma? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I object. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
BLACK of Illinois until April 10, on account of 
ness. 


nted to Mr. 
portant busi- 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union tofurther consider general appropriation bills, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whale House on tae state of the Union, Mr. Haro in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A biil (EL R. 6918) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year en ling June 30, 1895. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, against which the point of 
order is made by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HEN- 


F. NGER. I desire to modify the amendment which 
is now pending, oilered by myself last evening, so as to read as 
follows. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That from and after the years, oF of this act all periodical publi- 
ations, issued from a known place of publication at stated intervals andas 
frequently as four times a year, by or under the auspices of a banevolent or 
fraternal society or order organized under the lodge system and having a 
bona fide membership of not less than one thousand persons, or by a 
larly incorporeted institution of learning, or by or under the auspices of a 
trades union, and all publications of strictly fessional or scient.fic socie- 
ties shall be admit to the mails as second-class matter, and the postage 
thereou shall be the same as on other second-class matter and no more: 
Provided further, that such matter shall be originated and published to 
further the objects and pu of such society, order, trades union, or in- 
stitution of learning, and shall be formed of printed paper sheets without 
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board, cloth, leather, or other substantial binding such as distinguish 
printed books for preservation from periodical publications. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I make thesame point 
of order, Mr. Chairman, against the modified amendment as I 
made again-t the original. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. This amendment is 
not germane to the subject-matter of the bill. The effect of the 
amendment is to make a permanent law. It is bound to change 
existing law; and if it isnot for that purpose, it is an idle amend- 
ment. 

In addition to that it does not reduce exponditures. On the 
contrary, it will greatly increase them. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. QuicG] desires to be 
heird on the point of order, and I will give way to him for the 
present. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the Chair on 
the point of order which was made on yesterday by the chuir- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads against 
the original amendment introduced by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, and is now renewed against the modified amendment, which 
point of order, if I understand it correctly, is that the amend- 
ment changes existing law without retrenching expenditure. 

The gentleman from Illinois urges that it does not change 
existing law at all, and in order that the committee my under- 
stand that this is the view of the publishers of this class of 
periodicals, and that they contend now, and have always con- 
tended, that their newspapers are entitled to admission as sec- 
ond-class matter, I desire to read from a letter that I have re- 
ceived from the recorder of the Grand Lodge of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, in which it is stated: 

First, I beg to assure you that fraternal beneficial societies, like the An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, the Royal Arcanum, the Knights of 
Honor, and many others, do not find so much fault with the ruling of the 
Post-Ofice Department, only that we feel that a wrong construction has 
rE Sy on the law relating to newspapers published in the interests of this 

Their claim is identical with the claim ofthe gentleman from 
Illinois. Incidentally, I desire to say that it seems to me that 
the Chair is placed in an unfortunate position by this point of 
order, for he is called upon to do precisely that of which we are 
complaining of the Post-Office Department. We are complain- 
ing that these newspapers have been subjected, not to the ope- 
ration of the law as it exists, but to the operation of bureau- 
made law; and I think that most members of this House will 
gros with me that there isa good deal too much of bureau made 
lawanyhow. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General, and the 
Assistant Attorney-General who serves in connection with the 
Department, and the Postmaster-General himself, know a good 
deal more about law in general than they do about newspapers: 
and if the observations which I shall bring to the attention of 
the Chair assist him in deciding this point of order, they may 
be of service, because I know alittle about law and a little about 
newspapers. too. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New Vork [Mr. 
QuUIGG] suspend fora moment? The Chair will take it as a per- 
sonal favor, and a very great courtesy on the part of the com- 
mittee, if members of the committee who are engaged in con- 
versition on the floor will allow the Chair to hear the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, Lam going to confine myself strictly and 
literally to this point of order, and not to the contention whether 
or not it is desirable to send newspapers through the mails ata 
cheap rate of postage, not to the point whether the papers will 
burden the mail, not to the point whether too much money is 
being expended by the Government in this way, but strictly to 
the point of order. Those are questions that are quite aside 
from this. 

I may say, in passing, that these publications must be admit- 
ted to be newspapers. They contain news. If anybody doubts 
that, I have a lot of themthataresubjecttoexamination. They 
are newspapers. They fulfill every requirement of the law, un- 
less one, and itis to th ıt one I am coming. Iwill inquire if the 
Chair has before him the law upon this subject? y 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ths law before him, and is 
following the question closely. 

Mr. QUIGG. 
that the first statutory requirement is that the newspaper must 
be regularly issued at stated intervals, as frequently as four 
times a yerr; that it must bear a date of issue and be numbered 
consecutively. These newspapers fulfill all those conditions, do 
they not? 

Rond. It must be issued from a known office of publication. 
Well, there is no trouble about that. They are all issued from 
well-defined places of business. 

Third. They must bə formed of printed 
board, cloth, leather, or substantial bind 


per sheets without 
, such as distin- 
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If the Chair will look at the law, he will see 
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guish printed books for preservation from periodical publica- 
tions. 

Well, they are not books or anything like books. : 

Fourth. 1t must be originated and published for the dissemi- 
nation of information of.a public character or devoted to litera- 
ture, the sciences, arts, or some special industry, and have a 
legitimate list of subscribers. 

Now, it may be said by some people, though it is not said by 
the Department, that these newspapers do not havea legitimate 
list of subseribers. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Thatis just what the 
Department does say. 

Mr. QUIGG. That claim is not urged by the Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. You are mistaken 
about that. Thatisoneof the points the Department makes. I 
will call the gentleman’s attention to the opinion of Mr. Tyner, 
Assistant Attorney-General under Mr. Harrison, and of Mr. 
Thomas. Assistant Attornzy-General under Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. QU.GG. Then the Department has gone a long way 
farther from the law than I supposed it had. The Department 
is b inder to the facts than I supposed it was. 

There is no question here about these newspapers haying le- 
gitimate lists of subscribers. That question ought not to be 
raised; but if it is going to ba raised, I will speak about that. 
They all have subscribers, and those subscribers are furnished 
by a society. A society supplies a list of subscribers, who agree 
to receive the paper, and who pay the society for the pper. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Is not the paper published by the society? 

Mr. QUIGG. It may or may not be. In some instances it is 


not. 

Mr. DUNPHY. The question that has come up in the Post- 
Office Department is whether the members of the society pub- 
lishing the paper become legitimate, bona fide subscribers with- 
out paying anything else except their annual dues. They pay 
nothing except their an ial dues, and the society, in 8 
ation of those dues, sends them this fraternal journal. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is what I am talking about. That is 
merely a method of collecting. The society acts as middleman, 
and collects the subscriptions from these subscribers, either by 
means of the regular dues of the society or by any other means 
that the society chooses to adopt, and forwards the subscriptions 
to the publisher of the paper, who may or may not be in the em- 
ploy of the society. Sometimes it is an entirely independent 
concern. Many of these 1 are published by individu- 
als. The paper is the individual property of one man, and not 
the property of a society at all in some cases: but because he 
isa member of the society, and stands well with the society, 
that society adopts his newspaper as its organ. That is the case 
in several instances. In other cases the papers are published by 
the scecieties themselves, and the question raised by the gentle- 
man is merely as to a method of collection. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question there? 

Mr, QUIGG. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Do yen not understand that this amendment pro- 
posed here will go beyond the cases you are arguing for and 
make it compulsory upon the Department to admit as second- 
class matter any journals published by the societies or organiza- 
tions mentioned in this amendment, whether they have a legiti- 
mate circulation or not, or any circulation? ‘ 

Mr.QUIGG. Why certainly not. If they have nocirculation, 
they will not want to go through the mails, 

Mr. LOUD. I mean legitimate circulation. I can issue a 
journal under this amendment simply as an advertising m2dium 
for a commercial college. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOUD. Ican, under this proposed law, simply as an ad- 
vertising medium. and not have a single subseriber. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no. I want to call the attention of the 
Chairman to this. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be obliged to members 
of the committee if they would allow the gentleman from New 
York Mr. QUIGG] to address the Chair to the conclusion of his 
remarks without interruption. The Chair will then recognize 
any gentleman who desires to present his views on this point of 
order. The Chair is very anxious to hear the gentleman from 
New York without further interruption. 

Mr. QUIGG. The point made by the gentleman from Califor- 
nia is that he can issue (and this bears on the question of order) 
a piper, and it does not make any difference whether he has any 
legitimate list of subscribers or not; it may simply be an adver- 
tising sheet, intended for the purpore of promoting his business, 
and that he can send it through the mails under this resolution. 
He can not do anything of the kind, for the simple reason that 
the law says very distinctly that no journal which is issued as an 
advertising medium, nor which has not a regular list of sub- 
scribers, can thus go through the mails. 
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That disposes of his supposititious case atonce. Now, then,I 


come down to the point of whether anewspaper hasa legitimate 
list of subscribers. What significance attaches to the use of the 
word “legitimate?” It is legitimate if they have to pay for 
them, is it not? Well, it makes no difference how they pay for 
them, then, provided they do pay for them. If they pay a mid - 
dleman, and he transfers it to the office, that is paying for it 
If they pay an agent of the newspaper, and the agent goes to the 
newspaper and pays it and takes oif his commission, that is le- 


gitimate. = ’ 
Suppose they pay it to the secretary of a society and he pa 8 
it into the fund, and the fund goes out to pay the expenses of the 


paper, what differences does it make? Is it not a legitimate list 
of subscribers? Of course it is. Then the final point is this, and 
I desire particularly 10 call the attention of the Chair to the 
preliminary expression which introduces this report: 
Provided, however— 


And I wish the gentleman in charge of the bill would do me 
the honor of listening to me at this point— 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I did not understand 
the gentleman, 

Mr. QUIGG. I say I will be obliged if the gentleman would 
give me his attention at this point. I want to make the point, 
and bring it closely to the gentleman's attention, that in the 
four statutory provisions in regard to these newspapers. after say- 
ing that the paper must be originated and publishea for the dis- 
semination of information of a public character, must te devoted 
to literature, science, or art, or special industries, and have a 
legitimate list of subscribers, before we come to the last qualifi- 
cation there are the words, provided, however.” In ot zer 
words, sir, this last qualification is simply a qualification of that 
which has gone before: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to admit to second-class rates regular publications designed primarily for 
advertising purposes— 


Will the gentleman from California give heed to that— 
or for free circulation— 

And that is not involved here, because it isa paid cireulation— 
or for circulation at nominal rates. 


Now, sir, this last qualification, ‘‘ nominal rates,” is all there 
is in this point of order; absolutely all. This is the law. What- 
ever else is in this subject, what the gentleman may insist is the 
law, necessarily may or may not be as we choose to decide. 
This is the Department view. That view is shown in a series 
of regulations, in which they have provided as to how a pub- 
lisher shall define his newspaper in offering it for circulation at 
pound rates. 

It appears that they have construed this provision in these 
words.“ That the paper must bə circulated when the publicition 
is controlled by a society, association, or club, and is distributed 
among its members upon the payment of regular dues or of an 
assessment covering the cost of publication.” Now, that is the 
construction of the Department as to the meaning of nominal 
rates. I want to say to the Chair again that that construction 
illustrates the fact with which I introduced my observations — 
that these lawyers in the Post-Office Department know a great 
deal more about law than they do about newspapers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please read that con- 
struction again? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, sir. 

When the publication is controlled by a society, association, or club, and 


is distributed among its members upon the payment of regular dues or an 
assessment covering the cost of publ.cation. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge of the bill says 
that the Department contends now, and he proposes to submit 
something in which the contention is urged, that these news- 
papers have no legitimate circulation. But that is an afier- 
thought. That is the point which the Department has been 
relying upon, the reason it has been furnishing to these adver- 
tisers and publishers for keeping their publications out of the 
m ils, and that is the last construction as to nominal rates. 
That is what it has been doing. whatever it may be saying to 
the House; and now that the subject is up, in its desire to pre- 
vent the House from doing what it may wish to do, is an after- 
thought. It does not put that in the design, or at least does not 

ut it in the regulation. The regulation on the subject is what 
have read to the Ch ir. 

Now, as I say, these gentlemen know more about law than 
they do about newspapers, or they would sse the point that if a 
literal construction were to be given to this word nominal ” 
it would bar out of the mails neirly every newspaper in the 
United States. Take, for instance, such newspapers as we have 


in New York—the Herald, the Tribune, the World, the Sun; 
the bills for the white paper on which they are printed amount 
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at the end of the year to nearly as great a sum as they receive 
from subscriptions; so that their subscriptions are really all 
„nominal“ in one sense. Mr. Chairman, when a man under- 
takes to argue about what Congress intended when it used cer- 
tun language in making some expression of its will, the field 
for speculation is very wide. Butif Congress meant anything 
sensible by the use of this word“ nominal,“ in view of the fact 
that literally all the newspapers are circulated atnominal rates, 
it meant, and it must have meant, simply to provide that none 
of the newspapers that are included in these four clisses should 
be allowed to sneak into the mails by charging a very triding 
sum for subscription. That was what was m>int by the use of 
the word nominal,“ and that is what must have been meant, 
for it is used as a qualification of what goes before. The inten- 
tion was to shut out advertising sheets, sheets designed to pro- 
mote individual interests 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ayer's Sarsaparilla, for instance. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes; any publication that is designed to pro- 
mote the interests of a particular business. There are largo 
dry-goods firms in New York City that issue papers and try to 
get them through the mails, although their sole parpose is to 
advertise the business of those firms. My colleague from New 
York [Mr. CUMMINGs]has mentioned another concern that does 
the sime thing. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Yes. They print a million copies. 

Mr. QUIGG. I believe so. Now, the law was intended to 
prevent the accomplishment of any such thing as that, to pre- 
vent those papers from getting access to the mails at newspaper 
rates by making a slight charge for subscription and circulat- 
ing as newspapers. when they were really advertising sheets in- 
tended to be circulated free. But these newspapers that have 
been excluded do not circulate for nothing. It costs a great 
deal of money to print them. Here is oneof them, the fraternal 
kind, against which this prohib tion is being urged. 

You see it is an &pige paper almost entirely composed of 
news. it has general advertisements on the back, and anoda 
in the world can get into it as an advertiser if he has a legiti- 
mate industry to advertise. That is the character of all these 
publications. They are newspapers if there ever was a newspa- 
per. They are just as much newspapers as the religious publi- 
cations that are circulating through the mails at pound rates 
and obviously the only intention of the law in using the wo 
„nominal.“ which is used as a qualification of what precedes it 
was to provide against the evasion of the law by publications o 
the several characters described—to provide that a publication 
which does not appear at stated intervals, that a publication 
which is not 1 as often as four times a year, that a pub- 
lication which does not bear a date, that a publication which is 
not numbered consecutively, that a publication which is not is- 
sued from a known oifice, that a publication which is not printed 
as u 11 but as a book, that a publication which is not 
originated and published for the dissemination of information 
ofa publiccharacter or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts. or 
some special industry—the intention, I say, was to provide that 
none of these so-called newspapers should gain access to the 
mails at the ponta rate by simply sticking on some triding 
charge for subscription. That is the meaning and the whole 
meaning of the word nominal“ as there used. 

Now, Mr. Chairm m, I submit that it must be clear to you, as 
it certainly ought to be clear to the committee, that these pa- 
pe to which I have heretofore called attention have been for- 

idden access to the mails upon a narrow and an incorrect con- 
struction of the law. The lawyers who read that word“ nomi- 
nal” did not know what it meant as there used. Thatisall there 
is of it, and it is nothing anusual for lawyers not to know what 
things mean. [Laughter.] They make mistakes all the time, 
like anen oc ioc 

Mr. LOUD. Does the gentleman say that this paper, the Fra- 
ternal Times, is denied access to the maiis as second-class mat- 
ter? 

Mr. QUIGG. I am so informed. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is mistaken. Here is a state- 
ment printed right on the face of the journal itself: “Entered 
as second-class matter at the New York post-otlice July 18, 1889.” 

Mr. QUIGG. It may have printed that on its face, and yet 
muy have been denied access to the mails afterward. 

Mr. LOUD. There are only two papers thitare denied access 
to the mails, and this, as I have said, is not one of them, for it 
bears the inscription I have just read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not necessarily show that it is 
allowed to go through the mails, though. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The official organ of the National Typo- 
graphical Union is denied the privilege of the mails. 

r. LOUD. That is all right. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. It is all wrong, and you know it. 
Mr. QUIGG. Now, Mr. Chairman, I dare to say that the 
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gentloman from California is mistaken in what he has just 
stated. 

The gentlemen who have sent me these papers as samples of 
the papers that have been denied access to the mails are not 
lying to me or imposing upon me; they ars honorable gentle- 
men; and the gentleman from California[Mr. Loup] is mistaken 
in his statement. They know whether their papers have been 
denied access to the mails much better thun the gentleman from 
California does. : i 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
single statement? 

r. QUIGG. With pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illlaols. The legislation now in question 
originated in the first session of the Forty-third Congress. I 
was at tha: time a member of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Ro.ids, was chairman of the subcommittee having this 
matter under consideration, and I had charge of the legislation 
during its passage through this House. The matter was dis- 
cussed very fully at that time in the committee and in the House; 
and it never entered the minds of that committee to suppose 
that the legislation would be so construed as to exclude from 
the mails this class of papers. 

Mr, QUIGG. I hope the Chair will give due heed to what 
has just been stated on the personal knowledge of the chairman 
of the subcommittee that originally had charge of this legisla- 


on. 

Mr. SWANSON. These papers were all admitted at one time 
under the existing law. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Quice] will allow me to suggest that I am in receipt of 
many communications in regard to this very paper to which he 
has referred. I am amember of that organization, and mem- 
bers of it have written to me that their paper is denied passage 
through the mails as second class matter. 

Mr. QUIGG. Iam sure it will not be supposed that I enter- 
tain a single thought of disrespect to the intelligence or good 
humor of the Chair in this matter, but I am very anxious that 
the Chair, in deciding this point, should ech out of its mindany 

other question than the point of order raised here. 

If the oc pant of the chair thinks that the mails are now too 
largely burdened with newspapers, and that there ought to bea 
retrenchment of expenditures in this respect, I trust he will not 
allow any such consideration to have anything to do with the 
determination of the question of order. Such considerations 
have had a great deal to do with the ruling adopted in the Post- 
Office Department and a great deal to do with this bureau-made 
law. Weare the judges—not the Third Assistant Postmaster- 
General—of how much money we want to spend in circulatin 
newspapers through the mails. He will do usa favor if he wi 
allow us to express our opinion on that subject. He is our serv- 
ant to carry out our will—not our master ath eds it and nar- 
row it down. This is all I have to say. [Loud app 4 

Mr. AITKEN. Mr. Chairman, this question of order, as I un- 
derstind, turns solely on the question whether it isa rule of the 
Department or a law that is to be changed in this case. I have 
had some experience with the Department, which I think will 
show thut it is merely a rule of the Department. I happen to 
be interested in the circulation of one of these frate jour- 
nals which have been ruled out of the mails, although it was la- 
beled as having been entered assecond-class matter. Lappeared 
before the ‘third Assistant Postmaster-General in connection 
with this question and I will say it was not during the present 
Administration. That officer immediately rang a bell, sent 
down into the basement, and brought up a young man who list- 
ened to what I had to say on this question. Then turning tothe 
young man, the Third Assistant Postmaster-General asked him 
whether I had satistied him that he had made a mistake in his 
ruling. Toe young man stated that he was not convinced; and 
so the Third Assistant told me that the matter would have to 
rest as it wus. 

As I wanted an authoritative determination of the Department 
on the question, I went with thecase to the Postmaster-General; 
for I took it for granted it was a ruling of the Department that 
we wanted to have changed. We finally got the question be- 
fore Judge Tyner as attorney for the Post-Office Department. 
The question was argued pro andcon. Those who were con- 
tending for the construction adopted by the Department brought 
in rulings of Jaage Tyner’s which they claimed, if applied to 
this paper, would rule it out as second class matter. After a 
long discussion. lasting some two days, Judge Tyner ruled in this 
particular case that the paper was entitled to pass through the 
mails as second-class matter, thus setting aside the ruling of the 
gentleman in the basement and that of the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General. 

Now, I take it, it is simply a rule that we wish to establish in 
the Post-Office Department. We claim, as the gentleman from 


New York has said, that the law admits these papers as second- 
class matter, and that these societies which represent millions 
of people in this country, should not have their legal rights de- 
nied because of the opinion or prejudice of those in authority in 
the Post-Office Department. 

Many of us know how these papers are circulated. These fra- 
ternal orders are not organized for profit. They have been des- 
ignated by the courts all over this country as-charitable insti- 
tutions rather than institutions for profit. They make their 
laws by representatives chosen by members of the local bodies; 
when those representatives get together they decide whether it 
is best that each of the mem ership should receive a copy of the 
society paper in order that information relating to the society., 
may be properly promulgated. If they make up their minds 
that the interests of the society require the circulation of these 
papers they instruct the committee, or some officer representing 
them, to go to some publisher and contract with him to furnish 
to each member of the order a copy of the journal in question, 
bring is designated by their laws as the official organ of the 
order. 

In the case I have mentioned, even those Foes in the De- 
partment who were copes to admitting this journal as second- 
class matter said. If you received your subscriptions’ directly 
from the individuals composing your order, the paper would be 
entitled to the mails as second-class matter.“ Well, then,” 
said I, it malces a difference whether we as individuals instruct 
some one as our agent to make contracts for these subscriptions, 
or whether we go as individuals and subscribe ourselves.” In 
the basement they said it did, and in the attic they said it did 
not. [Laughter.] 

Now, if it was not a ruling, how did we getthechange? And 
if these gentlemen will show you one ruling of that Department 
that has barred one of these journals, and will bring you in all 
of the rulings on the sub‘ect, I will show you three for every 
one that admits them. They are precisely the same. There is 
no difference in them. It is just merely a question of the con- 
struction of the law. 

Now, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON 
will doubtless bring in the decision of guage Tyner on one o 
these cases, where it was held up before him by the Third As- 
sistant as a reason why this paper I speak of should bea ruled out 
of the mails, and Judge Tyner said:“ We have got to consider 
every one of these as individual cases; we can not make any 
rules to govern all of them;“ and when it came to ruling on this 
paper he simply made a memorandum with a lead pencil, saying 
"Admit this to the mails as second-class matter.” That is all of 
the ruling in that Department. 

I talked with Judge Thomas about it, and he said that under 
a strict. construction of the law every one of them must-be de- 
nied the mails; and ths only reason why they were not put out 
was because there had been no objection made to them all. 
And when the gentleman from California undertakes to say that 
only two are now denied admission to the mails, he is in error. 
because I can show him that there are ten that are now denied 
access to the mails, and they have as much right to go through 
the mailsas the hundred of those now going through. Itissim- 
ply a question of whether we are going to construe the law our- 
selves or whether they are going toconstrueitforus. I believe 
the law should be construed liberally, as the amendment con- 
templates, and not left to the prejudice or caprice of some official 
who by accident or mistake may be in position to decide. The 
question of expense is not at issue; if second-class matter does 
not pay enough, that is another question; all we ask is that the 
ee cera be notified not to discriminate against this class of 
journals. : 

: Mr. TERRY was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very much obliged to 
the gentleman from Arkansas if he will confine himself strictly 
to the point of order. The debate has taken a somewhat wide 
range. 

Mr. TERRY. I propose to do so, Mr. Chairman. I shall ad- 
dress myself to the point of order and desira to confine my re- 
marks to that point. i ask at this time tò have a communica- 
tion from the Third Assist nt Postmaster-General, which I 
hold in my hand, read from the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, April 4, 1894, 

DEAR SIR: The case of the Journal of the Arkansas Medical Society was 
reopened at your request. After a careful examination and consideration 
of a new application for entry with explanations by the publisher, this office 
finds that the Journal is issued by the Arkansas Medical Society and fur- 
nished to its 238 members Whose annual dues are paid in 
scriptions.” It is therefore held to be rear A designed to furnish mem- 
bers with the proccedings of the society, and therefore under paragraph 4, 


section 277—as construed by paragraph 4, section 280. Postal Laws and = 
lations—is not entitled to the second-class rates of postage. 
action in the case, and 


I can see no good reason for modifying my 
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therefore am obliged to deny the request for its admission to the mails at 
the second-class rates of postage. 
9 $ KERR ORAIGE, 
; Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Hon. W. L. TERRY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, sir, I desire briefly to call the attention 
of the committee and the Chair to the law upon this subject. 
Omitting the first, second,and third subdivisions of section 277, 
the whole controversy turns on the fourth subdivision, and when 
you come to the fourth subdivision it is made to turn on this lan- 
guage: 

Having a legitimate list of subscribers. 

And then the following: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit 
to the second-class matter regular publications designed primarily for ad- 
per ening purposes, or for free circulation, or for culation at nominal 
Tates. 

Now, it is not contended here that this medical journal, re- 
ferred to in the letter I have just had read—and I uss it Jnak BY 
way of illustrating my position—is designed primarily for ad- 
vertising purposes.” Nor is it contended that it is issued for 
“free circulation” or ‘for circulation at nominal rates.” But 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General buses his ruling on that. 
He says: 


It is therefore held to tbe primarily designed to furnish members with the 
proceedings of the society. 


Now, sir, there is not a syllableof lawhere that would author- 
ize him to exclude from the mail a publication of this kind be- 
cause it is designed to furnish members with the proceed- 
ings of the society.” Because the law itself says in the very 
beginning of the fourth subdivision: 

It must be originated and published for the dissemination of information 
of a public character or devoted to literature and science. 

The publication referred to in this letter is devoted to the 
science of medicine, and therefore it is clearly within the pur- 
view of the fourth subdivision, unless it can be excluded on the 
ground that it is designed to furnish members with the pro- 
ceedings of the society.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. > 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If that be so, then why is any legisla- 
tion necessary at all? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
struction, 


It is simply changing a con- 


Mr. TERRY. Why, the real point in ute iswhether it is 
provided for under existing law. The gentleman from Ohio, I 
think, misspprehends the point. If we are not able toshow that 
this is provided for under existing law, the point of order made 
by the gentleman from North Carolina would be well taken. 
So the e fort is to show that it is authorized under the law, but 
was ruled out under a construction of the Department. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If there is such law, can not those per- 
sons who claim to be injured by the ruling of the Department 

into the courts and compel the Department to execute the 


wW? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, they might into the court; and they 
can also come to the Congress of the United States! [Applause.] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They have chosen a more expe- 
ditious 8 5 : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The duty of Congress is to legislate. 
Then if they come to Congress, they come to secure legislation, 
or to secure a change of existing law, do they not? 

Mr. TERRY. Fora long time it has been the practice of Con- 
gress to give construction to legislative enactments, or pass de- 
claratory laws. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it not true that the Department has made 
a great many different rulings upon this question? 

r. TERRY. Yes. - 
Mr. HUDSON. And that they are inconsistent and uncer- 


n? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes. I will state that in submitting the case 
of the Arkansas Journal to the Post-Oilice Department, I also 
sent along other medical journals, which were admitted as sec- 
ond-class matter, and circulated through the mails. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will my friend from Arkansassyield to me 
for one moment? 

Mr. TERRY. Certiinly. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas yields to me for a moment. In answer to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE| I wish to say that this clause would 
be in the nature of a declaratory act. such as the Legislatures of 
this country and of the old country have recognized for years. 
When Mr. Fox’s great law of libel was passed, which declared 
that juries in libel cases were judges of the law and of the fact, 


that was not new legislation, but was declaratory of what the law 
always had been, against the false decisions of all the courts for 
years; and this, in the same way, is not new legislation; it isan 
act declaratory of what is and hus been the law, but has been 
misapprehended pr ee executive department. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY! finished what he has to say? 

Mr. TERRY. Just one word more, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will 
not be further interrupted until he concludes his statement to 
the Chair, for the Chair desires to rule upon this question. 

Mr. TERRY. It will be noted, in this communication that 
has just been read, that the honorable Third Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General says that the decision is based upon paragraph 10 
section 277, as construed by paragraph 4 of section 280.“ I 
prehend that is a mistake in the number of thesection. Itmust 
mean section 281, because the fourth subdivision of section 280 
relates to ‘‘ market quotations, business cards,” etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the law before him. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, turning to the fourth subdivision of seo- 
tion 281, which is the one manifestly intended, that provides 
that when a publication is controlled by a society, association, 
or club, and is distributed among its members upon the payment 
of regular dues or assessments covering the cost of publication, 
it shall not be subject to second-class rates. 

Now, I undertake to say, without the fear of successful contra- 
diction, that there is nothing in the fourth subdivision of section 
277 that authorizes the ruling contained in subdivision 4 of se- 
tion 281 there referred to. 

Mr. LOUD. I will be very brief, Mr. Chairman. I desire to 
present to the Chairman one or two points in this case. Ido 
not care to argue the merits of the question. I might by way of 
1 say that probably there is not a man on the floor who 

had more and closer relations with fraternal societies than 
Imyself have had for a great number of years, and I also recog- 
nize the fact that our law probably needs some revision, but I rec- 
ognize the fact also, bsyond that, Mr. Chairman, that the revision 
of this law should be carefully digested by a committee. 

Now,as to whether this changes existing lawor not,I willask 
the Chairman, if it does not change existing law, then why is 
there any necessity forthe amendment at all? : 

It must be apparent to the Chair upon its face that it does 
change existing law, because it wipes out, in regard to the socie- 
ties herein enumerated, one of the most important safeguards 
now in existence upon the statute books regulating the admis- 
sion of newspapers at second-class rates. It prescribes that in 
this particular these publications of these organizationsors cie- 
ties herein enumerated shali have admission to the mails at sec- 
ond-class rates regardless of whether they have any subscription 
or not. That is the most important point in this question as to 
the change of existing law. Now, then, there has been an en- 
deavor in the argument on the point of order possibly to create 
ermpathy. A paper was presented here and it was claimed 
that it was denied the right of second-class rates. 1 will stake 
my word as a member of this House that that is not correct. 

Twill state to the gaatleman from New York a fact that he 
well knows, and if he does not he ought to know, that it is an 
otense against the laws of this land to place anything of that 
character at the head of a newspaper alone it be a fact—that it 
is admitted at second-class rates. I do not care particularly to 
dwell upon the merits of the case. As IL said to the Chairman, I 
believe that this changes existing law. As I said before, if it 
does not there is no necbssityfor it. But there is one point be- 
yond that on which the Chair incidentally ruled upon yesterday 
to which I desire to call his attention. I think one of the most 
important points in this case is that it is not germane. While 
I recognize that the Chair did incidentally ho d on yesterday 
that it must not necessarily be germane to the paragraph, but 
that it must be germane to the bill, if the Chair will look at 
the decisions he will find that they have been rendered both 
ways. ; 

On page 254 of the Digest a ruling was made upon an amend- 
ment which was offered on an item in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill making appropriation for building a mint, direct- 
ing the coinage of bullion on deposit in the Treasury, that that 
would come under the supervision of the Treasury Department, 
the coinage of the bullion, just as much as the erection of a 
United States mint. It was ruled that that was not germane. 
Now, we have a question proposing to appropriate a certain sum 
of money, $25,000,000, for carrying the United States mails upon 
railroads. This department of the Post-Olfice is under the su- 
pervision of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, and if 
this matter were germane at all to this question, it would prop- 
erly come under the Third Assistant Postmaster-Genoral. I be- 
lieve that one of the prime objects of departmental law isto pro- 
mote harmony in the working of the Department, and I desire 
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particularly to call the attention of the Chair to this last point, 
that this amendment would make this paragraph meaningless 
and not in harmony with the paragraph, and that it is not ger- 
mane to this subject. j 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 


entleman from 
New York for three minutes. The Chair will be compelled to 
. and will recognize the gentleman from New 
Vork. 

Mr. RAY. It very frequently happens, Mr. Chairman, that 
when laws are placed upon the statute books you find in them 
words and phrases in the construction of which men differ; the 
meaning is a matter of controversy. That seems to be the case 
here. We have a law upon the stitute book with certain words 
and phrases used therein, and men differ as to their proper con- 
struction. In such cases it has always been the praotce to go 
to the courts or to the legislative body and ask and procure the 
enactment of a declaratory act; an act . the construc- 
tion that shall be given by the courts or by the bodies charged 
with the duty of executing the law. Now, the only question 
that arises in this case is that a proposition is made to have, by 
way of amendment to this bill, a declaratory act passed by this 
House setting forth what construction shall be given to the 

resent law, and is or is not this legislation changing existing 


aw. 

J insist that it is not legislation changing existing law, but 
simply legislation which is declaratory, which defines the mean- 
ing of words and phrases already in the law, designed and in- 
tended to make the meaning clear, so that there shall be no diffi- 
culties hereafter in giving construction to existing law. It 
seems to me that right there hinges this whole centroversy; and 
if the Chair shall feel bound to hold that a declaratory act, 
specifying the construction thatshall hereafter be given to these 
words and phrases is a change of Seung ew then it must sus- 
tain this point of order, otherwise not. The ruling of the Post- 
Office Department may be considered forsome purposes a partof 
the law, but not when the question comes up on a proposition to 
define the meaning of the statute itself as written in the statute 
boo : 


k. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
for one minute. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr.Chairman, just one word in regard to this 

int of order, and strictly confined to thit. The gentleman 

rom Massachusetts |Mr. EVERETT] stated his rosie not 
only very clearly, but it is exceedingly pat to this proposition. 
It would leave us, unless his idea is correct, in this anomalous 
position. We pass a law with a specific idea and intent, and 
when we come to appropriate money for carrying out the pur- 
of the law,we may be met by some ruling in a Department 
that nullifies our intent or idea in regard to the law, as is the case 
here, and it makes it so that the very appropriation of money we 
make goes to u different purpose and is used in a different way 
than weintended to have it go and that we desired to have it go 
unless we can put on record, in connection with the appropria- 
tion, a decl ratory statement of what we meant and intended by 
the law and the appropriation. It seems to me there can be no 
question about it. 

In other wo.-ds, we are bound hand and foot either to pass some 
new law that may be again misinterpreted or misconstrued by 
the officials of the Department, or here in a declaratory way say 
how our appropriations shall go. or how our enactment is to be 
construed. Congress is the controlling power and ought to have 
and has the power to interpret its own laws, and can so do under 
the rules. It isin no wise new legislation or the changing of 
any existing law, but rather the correction of a misinterpreta- 
tion of existing law to carry out original legislative intent and 
give right construction of law. 

The CAAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
North Carolina if he desires to make any further suggestion. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The mat er has been 
very fully argued. I will only say this, that if the amendment 
does not change existing law it is entirely unnecess.ry, and, fur- 
thermore, if it does not change existing law it can not accom- 
plish what the gentlemen desire, because the fourth section of 
the law will still remain, providing that a paper to be entitled 
to this privilege must be originated and published for the dis- 
se mination of information of a public character, or devoted to lit- 
erature, thesciences, arts, or some special industry, and having a 
legitimate list of subscribers; provided, however, that nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to admit to the second- 
class rate regular pubiications designed primarily for advertisin 
purposes, or for free circulation, or for circulation at no 
rates.” 

The very language of the existing law which gentlemen say 


they wish stricken out is left untouched by this amendment. 
Therefore, I say if the amendment does not change existing law 
it is incompetent to accomplish what they desire. But it seems 
to me, of course, that it does ch inge existing law, and, at the 
same time, that it can not accomplish the object which the 
gentlemen are trying toaccomplish. I donot wish to argue the 
merits of the question further, but I would like to have pub- 
lished in the RECORD two rulings by two Assistant Attorneys- 
General for the Post-Office Department, one by Mr. Tyner and 
the other by Mr. Thomas. I do not undertake to say whether 
these rulings are correct or not, but I think they ought to be 
published for the informition of the House and the country. 
They are certainly very able opinions, and speak for themselves. 
The rulings referred to are as follows: 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 15, 1891. 

SIR: I return herewith all the papers, including a copy of the publication 

entitled The Equitable League, published monthly by a company com- 
of the officers of the supreme court of the order of the Equitable 
ague of America, submit with your letter of the 25th ultimo. 

Your inquiry is whether this publication is entitled to admission into the 
mai s as second-class matter. It is admitted that subscriptions are not col- 
lected direct from those whose names appear on the subscription lists, but 
are levied as assessments on the membership. In the of September 1, 
1831, which you furnish for my inspection, it is announced in an editorial 
that the supreme court adopted this paper as a means of sending the as- 
sessments to the membership direct from the supreme office. and at the 
same time to provide a means of furnis information directly to each 
member of the order, independent of the local court officers."* 

It, therefore, seems to be treated by the organization as a circular used in 
the enforcement and collection of assessments, and for the notification to 
the members of the amounts or conditions of the assessments. One of the 
essentials of a legitimate periodical is a bona tide list of subscribers, repre- 
senting persons who voluntarily and willingly subscribe, including those 
who accept the 3 as the gift of others. Collecting the subscription 
in the nature of an assessment is a compulsory collection, and can not be 
considered as constituting a legit e list of subscribers" within the 
meaning of the law, 

The pound rate should be denied to “The Equitable League.“ 


ery respectfully, 18 N HA 


J. 
Assistant Attorney-General, 
Hon, A. P. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster- General. 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
August 16, 1893. 

Sm: The opinion rendered by J ango Tyner on the 15th day of October, 
1891, in which I fully concur. covers the question oe by you verbally 
to me on the 15th instant, in regard to the mailability of the Good Fellow as 
second-class matter. 

It a that the Good -Fellow's subscription list consists of 500 or 600 
outside of lodge subscriptions and about 10,000 paid for by the lodge, without 
cost to the members beyond ar dues, it has not a legitimate list of 
subscribers within the m. g of section 277, Postal Laws and Regula- 
tions. If, as Judge Tyner held in the opinion referred to, the collection of 
subscriptions in the nature of an assessment from members of a fraternal 
society does not constitute a “ legitimate listof subscribers.“ a fortiori does 
it not constitute such a list when it is made by the lodge without any assess- 
ment whatever fur that purpose, and payment for which is made out of funds 
arising from the re; dues? 

I will add that it it appears to you that this paper waanor originated and is 
not published for the dissemination of information of a public character, or 
devoted toliterature, the sciences. or arts, or some industry, then it 
can not be tied to the mails as second-class matter though it have a le- 
gitimate list of subscribers. I presume it will not be contended that this 
paper is devoted to literature, the sciences, or arts, or to a special indus- 
try. and, if it comes within the purview of the statute at all. it must be be- 
cause it was originated and is puolished for the dissemination of informa- 
tion of a public character. Information of a 88 character, as here u 
I take it, means information that would be of interest to the public gener- 
ally. Information for the members of a secret society wo not, in my 
opinion. be information of a public character within the meaning of thelaw. 
And even though a paper may contain some information of a public charac- 
ter, yet ifit was not originated and is not pubiished for the purpose of dis- 
S such information, but for another purpose, then it is not admis- 
sible to the mails as second-class matter. 

To be more explicit: If the paper was originated and is published for the 
pi of disseminatin z information of a public character, and the infor- 
mation it contains, which is intended exclusively for the members of the 
Royal Society of Good Fellows, is thrown in as an incident only, and it has 
a legitimate list of subscribers, then it is mailable as second-class matter; 
but, on the other hand, if it was originated and is published 8 for 
the purpose of giving information to the members of such society, and the 
poetic and literar, pons contained in it are thrown in as sidelights only, 
then it is not mailable as second-class matter, though it have a legitima 
list of subscribers. 

1 herewith hand you a copy of the opinion of Judge Tyner, referred to 
above. 

Respectfully submitted. 

sf JOHN L. THOMAS, 
Assistant Attorney-General, 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL. > 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has given to the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDER- 
sox] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. SPRINGER] the most careful consideration. The Chair has 
listened with a great deal of interest to every statement that 
has been made upan the floor by gentlemen who have addressed 
themselves to the point of order, In the mind of the Chair 
there is but a single question to be determined in passing upon 


this point of order, and that is as to whether the amendment 
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offered by the gentleman from Illinois does in fact and in effect 
change an existing law, or whether it simply declares what the 
existing law is; in other words, whether it makes a change of 
existing law or merely a change of the interpretation and con- 
struction of that law by the Post-Office Dspartment. 

The Postmaster-General, as the executive ollicer of that De- 
partment, having the responsibility of the execution of all laws 
relating to the Department has, in the judgment of the Chair, 
the same right of interpretation and construction of an existing 
statute that a court of competent jurisdiction has in passing upon 
a law, and that construction or interpretation becomes a part of 
the law until the law is repealed, modified, changed, or declared 
to be otherwise, by the one power that has ths right to overrule 
a construction or interpretation made by an Executive Depart- 
ment, the Congress of the United States. The House having 
jurisdiction of this appropriation bill, and thisamendmentbeing, 

n the julgment of the Chair, germane to the bill, it seeks, in 
the opinion of the Chair, to declare what the existing statute is. 
It is simply declaratory in its terms, and it differs, of course, 
from the construction and interpretation placed upon the statute 
by the Postmaster-General. Holding this view, the Chair over- 
rules the point of order, and will submit the amendment upon 
its merits to the committee. The Clerk will report the modi- 
fied amendment. [Applause.] 

The modified amendment as printed above was again read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not rise to oppose this amendment, but Lask to have read for 
information of the House a statement which has come to me in 
the form of a petition, and which I now send to the desk. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, there was carried in the mails 
255,634.213 pounds n mail matter, on which postage was paid at 
the rats oft cent per pound. Many experts estimate the cost of handling 
and transporting this character of mail at 10 cents per pound, while none 
ace it at less than 8. If that is true, then the loss sustained by the Post- 
Pice Department amounted to $17,894,401.91, a sum of money that is sum- 
ciently large to cause a halt in its further expenditure. 4 
Second-class mater embraces newspapers, magazines, trade papers, story 
papers, novelettes, advertising sheets, and an endless tonnage of literary 
Pabbish sailing under the name of art, historical, and educational Portfo- 
n 


The bulk of second-class matter emanates from the large cities. New York 
furnished last year 60.914,149 pounds; Chicago, 34.077.601; Boston. 16. 130,8 0: 
Philadelphia, [3,003,418, and St. Louis 12,515,182. The gain in New York over 
1892 was over 17 per cent; in Chicago, 24; St. Louis, 23; Boston, 13, and Phil- 
adelphia,7. The new pees started last 54 and entered as second- 
class matter reached the enormous number of 5.492. 

Putting these facts together, it is plain to be seen that unless something is 
done to remedy the evil the efficiency of the service will be greatly crippled 
if not permanently injured. 

It isacardinal Democratic ciple to sustain no enterprise, however 
worthy, at the expense of the National Treasury, and yet 5 on. year 
after year. donating untold millions of dollars to the publishing interests of 
the United States by carrying its product in the mails ata rate of postage 
so low that it can not be regarded other than as an out and outgift. Weare 
aware that it is being done in the name of education.“ progress.“ the 
“sp ead of intelligence.“ and all that sort of humbuggery, but it is time that 
the farce should c*ase and the printing industry stand upon its own merits, 
the same as all others where capital is invested and labor employed. 

Why, in the name of common sense, do not you make a slash at the privi- 
Jeges accorded second-class mall matter and cut off a useless expenditure 
now es ewe A 5 $20,000 000 a year? From the fact that the rate on 
this rubbish is but 1 cent a pound while it is eight on school books, no fur- 
ther argument is needed to show the falsity of the claim that it is done to 
promote education“ among the masses. 

Almost all the daily ihe poi in the larger cities have gone into the business 
of selling paper-covered novels, World's Fair, and an endless variety of oher 
» P, rtfolios.’’ Printing presses in New York. 8 und St. Louis are 
running night and day to fill the orders for thess publications. all of which 
have been granted the privilege of second-class matter, and at the present 
rate of progress the tonnige of this stuff will exceed 200.000. 000 pounds ve- 
fore June 30, 184. and plunge the Department so deep into the m re of defi- 
ciency, that it will stagger Congress to raise the funds to liquidate it. 

We do not want the privileges accorded country weekly papers to be in- 
terfered with. as they are a positive and distinct benefit to tne communities 
where published. but we do hope that Con will have sufficient courage 
to pass a bill to raise the rate on all other second-clas3 matter to 8 cents per 
pound. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], who desires to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, and I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate upon this proposition close in ten minutes from 
this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that there are sev- 
eral gentlemen who have notified ths Chair that they would 
like to occupy a few minutes, as they did not have an opportu- 
nity to be heard upon the point of order, and therefore the Chair 
suggests to the gent eman thit less than thirty minutes for de- 
bate will be insutticient to accommodate them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then Lask unanimous consent that debate 
on this proposition close in thirty minutes, unless otherwise or- 
dered by the committee. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will move to close debate after the 
five-minute debate has progressed under the rule. 

Mr. REED. I think the debate will most naturally close when 
members have gotten through with it. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I merely wish toamend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois by inserting, after the 
word professional,” the words literary, historical;” so that it 
shall read, “professional, literary, historical, or scientific.” 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. EVERETT. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as is in my power, I accept that 
amendment. I hope it will be agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. EVERETT, 
it was SIN to. : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I desire to amend the amendment of 
5 from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] by adding a few 
words. 

The amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON was read, as follows: 


After the words "scientific societies" add the following: “Including the 
bulletins issued by the State boards of health.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. There are not,of course, more than 
forty State boards of health in the United States. To-day the 
bulletins issued by these important organizations have (with the 
3 of perhaps about three) been denied by the ruling of 
the Post-Office Department admission to the mails as second- 
class matter. This amendment will not very greatly increase 
the expenditure of the Department; and I think it is in accord- 
pace with humanity and justice and a proper interpretation of 
the law. ! 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. WASHING- 
TON was agreed to. 3 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I can see that itis useless to at- 
tempt to oppose an amendment of this character in this House. 
„ne sacred right of petition’ has evidently done its work. 
[Laughter,] But I desire to point out the danger of adopting in 
this manner a measure of this character. I call attention to the 
fact that the bill on this subject as originally introduced in this 
House has been withdrawn and reintroduced twice. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], evidently afraid that he 
might get left” on this F afraid that the 
committee might report a bill on the subject, or that the honor- 
able Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] or the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER]| might possibly get the credit 
of this pronosition—comes in and o.iers upon an appropriation 
bill an amendment d ingerous in form and character. 

This country is now being taxed to the extent of more than 
$16,000.00)a year for the transmission of periodicals and journals 
through the mails. Now you not only propose to open the mails 


further, to the extent suggested wi the gentleman from Illinois, 
but two amendments widening still further his roposition have 
already been adopted; and I can see there will no end to 


amendments. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 
TON] has proposed to admit documents issued by State boards of 
health. hat would necessarily admit the reports of such 
boards. which may assume the magnitude of millions of pounds. 
[A laugh and cries of Oh, no-] Well, you may laugh. but I ven- 
ture the prophecy here—time will demonstrate whether [ am 
wrong or not —that if you adopt this amendment of the gentleman 
from [ilinois, with such amendments as may be put upon it, you 
will increase the expenditures of the Post-Office Dapartment at 
least 810,000, 000 within the next two years. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have had 
this matter under consideration and are now investigating it. 
In due time they will present to the House a well-digested meas- 
ure. I believe that to be the prover method of proceeding, if we 
wish well-considered legislation on thissubject. I do nat believe 
it proper to adopt a measure of so much importance, when many 
members do not understand its full purportand effect. I believe 
if members of the House could have the opportunity of soberly 
considering this mitter, they might perhaps take a different 
view of it. Lam not opposed toa revision of the law on this 
subject, but I believe it should be made with care; that an 
measure we may adopt should be digested in a committee an 
duly considered by the House upon a deliberate report. 

Mr. B YAN. r. Chairman, the ob,ection raised by the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] is easily answered. We pro- 
pose simply to declare what the law is. The gentleman's com- 
mittee can go ahead and bring in a bill revising the whole law 
on this . There is nothing to prevent his committee 
from report any measure which it may deem necessary. 

But I doinsist that this law while it stands ought to be so con- 
strued that no higher privileges or greater rights shall be given 
to such a paper as the Police Gazette th n to papers which are 
educational in their purpose and beneficent in their influence. 
We desire by this amendment to change the construction which 
has recently been placed upon the law, so th it these newspapers 
und periodicals muy enjoy the privileges which it was designed 
togive them. The committee to which the gentleman belongs 
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qoa I havo said, take up this subject later and deal with it as 
a whole. = 

Mr.LOUD. This act would evidently take effect subsequently 
to any bill we might bring in. 

Mr. BRYAN. That need not be so. 

Mr. LOUD. It naturally would be, 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman intimates that the cost of car- 
sying toss papers through the mails is more than the amount 
which the Government receives forcarrying them, and possibly 
abana to the amendment on that ground. 

r. LOUD. I do not intimate it; I know it. It costs 72 cents 
a Ree more than they get for it. 

r. BRYAN. Then, if that is true, the committee of which 
the gentleman isa member ought at once to report a measure 
that will correct the wrong.a bill which willdeal with the whole 
subjectcomprehensively.and not attempt to discriminate against 
papers like the Modern Woodman organ and similar ones, which 
are, under the ruling of the office, prohibited from enjoying the 
rights that are accorded to less meritorious publications, It 
seems only fairand just that the House should act promptly upon 
this proposition. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I venture to make 
another suggestion to the Committee of the Whole in addition 
to those which have already been submitted. If it be true, as 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup} has stated, that this 
is one of the last bills to be passed by the House, it affords sim- 
ply another reason for the adoption of the amendment; for evi- 

ently if this is one of the last bills, we can not hope to get any- 
thing from the committee of which he isa member. 

Further than that, I desire to say that no member need hesi- 
tate a moment to vote in favor of this amendment by reason of 
the fact that it was proposed formally by the geatleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], as all of the friends of this measure 
have acted heartily in 8 in the effort to incorporate 

“this amendment in the bill. It is not a question of glory for 
any member. It is a question of justice to a very deserving 
class of pepers and millions of deserving people—the very best 
in the land. 

Mr. PiCKLER. Let me ask the gentleman whether the lan- 
guage of the amendment covers tho provisions of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill? x 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The amendment does fully and 
thoroughly cover the substance of that bill; in fact, the lan- 
guage is that of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then thisis practically the Hainer bill? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is in the exact language of the 
bill, and in addition embodies an amendment which I proposed 

to the gentleman from Illinois on yesterday, and two minor 
amendments just adopted by the committee. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
an interruption, I may have misunderstood what he said, but I 
thought he stated that nothing could be hoped for from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HAENER o! Nebraska. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope the gentleman from 
Nebraska will explain that statement then, because the commit- 
tee, Lam satisfied, are favorable to reporting a bill covering 
this ground. and I do not wish the committee to be placed in a 
wrong position. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have no desire to place it in 
any attitude of that kind. I suggested merely that if the infor- 
mation of the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] wascorrect 
as to this being one of the last bills to be passed by the House, it 
was useless to hope for anything from the Post-Office Commit- 
tee 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I merely wanted to place the 
committee, and myself particularly, in the right, because the 
people whom I have the honor to represent are disposed to be 
very favorable to some such action as is contemplated on this 
proposition; and a majority of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads favor the measure. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman from Nebraska please ex- 

what he means in reference to astatementof mine, to which 
has referred? 

Mr. HALNER of Nebraska. I referred to what the gentleman 
had said about this being oue of the last bills. 

Mr. LOUD. Isaid this would be the last bill, and of course 
I referred generally to appropriation bills. We all know that 
n bills coming from the Senate are usually the last 

ngs acted uvon by Congress. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman gavo us tounder- 
stand that there would be no further legislation. 

Mr. LOUD. Not at all. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Lam perfectly willing to accept 


the gentleman's T. 
Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, E do not think that there 


ought to be any hesitation upon the part of the committee in 
passing the amendment proposed by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, It is well enough for the gentleman from North Carolina 
to say that it is the purpose of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to report to this House a well-matured measure 
covering the objects proposed to be covered by this amendment. 
But we all know the difficulty in getting consideration for inde- 
pendent bills of such a character. 

Now, this proposition is one which has attracted a great deal 
of attention throughout the length and breadth of the land, and 
the petition box of this Congress has been filled by requests 
from all sections of the country for the passage of a measure 
like that now proposed. I have always thought that a fair con- 
struction of the law would entitle these papers to pass at the 
same rates through the mails as papers devoted to any other in- 
terest. 

I have long been identified with fraternal organizations in 
this country, and take a great dal of interest in the prosp>rity 
of such orders, because | know the facts, and because I know 
the vast amount of good accomplished by them. I know the 
suffering that they have relieved, the want they have alleviated; 
I know the blessings they. have brought to the widows and 
orphans of this land; and knowing that, I think it desirable to 
spread these institutions amongst the poorer classes of the coun- 
try so as to enable the heads of families everywhere to provide, 
through these organizations, an insurance fund jor their benefit, 
or for their wives and children when the hand that supported 
them is palsied in death, and the husband and fathercan no 
longer labor for their support. Anything of that sort ought to 
receive the encouragement o’ this House and of the country. 

I am glad that the gentleman from Illinois has introduced 
thisamendment. This is not a question as to who is to derive 
the glory or renown from the amendment, whether it is to be 
ascribed to the gentleman from II inois or to the gentleman from 
Nebraska, or to the Senatorfrom Nebraska. The question is to 
effect this desired and needed legis!ation—not to elfectit, but to 
declare the intent of legislation already upon the statute books. 
I hope this amendment will pass this House by an overwhelm- 
ing vote. [Applause.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I must say that Ihave been 
somewhat surprised, not only now, but for years past, at the 
ruling of the Postmaster-General on this 8 know that 
such papers as the African Colonization Journal, the Christian 
Intelligencer, the Christian Inquirer, the Methodist, and all 
other religious and denominational papers have been carried for 
years at second-class rates, without any protest on the part of 
the Post-Office Department. I will also mention the Army and 
Navy Journal, the Army and Navy Register, and other papers of 
that kind, to which no objection has been raised. 

For fifty years, Mr. Chairman religious newspapers have es- 
tablished elub rates for thecirculationof their journals. These 
club rates have ben paid by the members of thechurches in the 
various towns and cities o the United States. These members 
have received the papers at lower rates than the advertised 
price, and nobedy has made any objection. Now, when atrades 
union publishes a newspaper, and the different trades unions 
throughout the country taxe copies of that nawspzper, the samo 
as those clubs take the church papers, sending subscription 
to the publisher, L can not see why they should be ruled out, 
while these ain Sat papers are admitted. All I ask for is 
equality before law in this matter, thit the workingmen 
shall have the same rights in the use of the mails that the re- 
ligious organizations hive; that the workingman shall have the 
same right that an association of capitalists would have in re- 
ceiving the Financial Chronicle, or any of the other newspapers 
published in Wall street. 

I must compliment the chairman upon the ruling which he 
has made here, for it is evidently clear from the law itself that 
the Post-Office Department had made a wrong interpretation of 
it: and it is to the credit of this Committes of the Whole that it 
hasa chairman who has the integrity to mike a right ruling, 
and virtually to reverse the interpretation of the Post-Office De- 
partment. i x 

Sir, I believe that the House of Representatives will almost 
unanimously pass this amendment, because I know that it is 
right, and that the House itself feels satisfied that it is righting 
a wrong when it votes affirmatively upon this question. [Ap- 

lause. : 
p The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentlemen from Illinois as amended by the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follo 


railroad routes, of which a sum not exceed - 


For inland transportation by 
ing $30,000 may be employed to pay freight on postal cards, stamped en- 
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„ and other ies from the manufactories to 
ths post-offivas Sme rare, NEE, distribution, 500,000. 

Mr LOUD. Ioffertheamendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

0 words “twenty-five million five hundred 
imopsane dolars” cout inne’ che Sones 5 twenty-six million nine hundred 
thousand doliars.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I have simply offered an amend- 
ment providing for the amount covered by the recommendations 
of the Post-Oitice Department. I do not think the chairman of 
the commit es, or any member of the committee, will attempt 
to hold that this amount of money will not bs required during 
the next fiseal year to pay for the transportation of mails over 
railroads. r 

Of course I understand the object of the committee in cutting 
off $1,400,000, It is simply to make the aggregate amount of 
the appropriations at the end of this session so much less. But 
by referring to the report of thechairman of the committee you 
Will find that there has been a steady and constant deticiency in 
this item, by reason prin-ipally of the cutting off of so large an 
amount bubthecommittse this year have cut off a larger amount 
thanwaseverattempted before. Thereductions heretofore have 
been from $500,000 to $750,000. I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that there will in a few days be a defi- 
ciency bill here calling for $1,200,000 to cover a deficiency for 
transportation on the last . bill. Isimply desire to 
say that it is honest, fair, ani decent: that it is simply providing 
the amount of money that will necessarily be used during the 
coming fiscal year. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not think the amendment ought to prevail, and I will say tothe 
committee that the items of an appropriation bill either create 
a deficiency every year or they create asurplus. Heretofore— 
that is, previous to 1893—there has always been a very large 
surplus every year of ummexpended balances of different items. 

r. LOUD. Not on this item. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. On different items in 
the hg 55 riation bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Not on this item? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; not on this item. 
Now, what the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has 
proposed to do is to try and arrange itso that when we make 
appropriations all around for the Post-Office Department, the 
deficiencies shall about equalize the unexpended balances of the 
appropriation. : 

n my opinion, the money that will be required for railroad 
transportation during the next fiscal year, proposed by this bill, 
is amply suficient. [tis true that there may be a deiiciency, 
but the deficiency for 1893 has not yet come in. I do not believe 
that there will be a very great deficiency next year. I think 
we have recommended very nearly the amount that will be re- 
quired. [Cries of * Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question isonthe amendment of the 
gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendmént was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: Sar 

For railway post-office clerks, $7.186,000, of which sum not to exceed $15, 
may be used to pay necessary traveling expenses of chief clerks and rail- 
way postal clerks traveling on duty under order of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it has 
been agreed that the next paragraph shall be passed over until 
the bill is concluded. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This is the paragraph preceding 
that of which the chairman of the committee spoke. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 22. after the word Postmaster- General.“ add the following: 

“When any railway postal elerk who shall, withont his fault, be injured by 
accident in the line of ais duty as such clerk so as to render him unable to 
continue work for a limited time, such clerk shall be entitled to a leave of 
atsence for a period not to exceed two years from the date of such injury, 
With the same pay as though actually engaged in his work. Such ieave with 
pay to be granted by and under tbe direction of the General Superintendent 
of th: Rail vay Mati Service. under such reasonable regulations as may be 
necessar, to carry into effect the intent of this provision.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I reserve the point of 
order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order. 
The gentleman will pleas& state his point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That it changes ex- 
isting law and does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois upon the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question, if he will give me his attention. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina will 
please give his attention. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I understand the point of order raised 

nst this amendment is that it changes existing law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, And does not reduce 
expenditures. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, I understand your objection is 
that it changes existing law and doss not reduce expenditures. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Will you tell me what the law is in 
reference to this particular point,so that I may answer your 
point intelligently. 2 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I did not exactly un- 
derstand the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I would like to have it read again, 
because I think the chairman will not insist on his point of order 
when he underst \nds the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will insist on the 
point of order: but IL would like to hear the gentleman., 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again reported. 
ade SMITH of Illinois. I think the chairman will not object 

that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I must insist upon the 
point of order. It certainly changes existing law. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Taen, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
make a statement of my reasons for offering this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois on the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I understand that under the existin 
rulings in the Post-Oitice Department when a railway mail cler 
has been injured by accident on a railroad, and it is not the 
fault of the clerk at all, so that he is unable to perform his di- 
ties, the Post-Office Department allows him a leave of absence, 
not for any specifie time, but u leave of absence with pay not ex- 
ceeding one year. although, as I understand, there is no specific 
law on that subject; but that is the ruling of the Department. 
So much with reference to that. 

Then I desire tosay that my object in offering this amendment 
is this. We have in the Railway Mail Service 6,645 railway postal 
clerks. They have received the attention of the Post-Otfice 
Department, and there is in the report of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General a recommend tion made for legislation in 
the interest of those who are killed. 

During the last fiscal year there were four hundred and three 
wrecks in which postal clerks were involved as shown by the re- 
ports of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. In those 
wrecks ten of the clerks were actually killed; sixty-six 
were seriously injured,and one hundred and fifteen were slightly 
injured. The report of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral suggests and urges this House to pass some legislation dur- 
ing this session for the relief of those clerks. I desire to say to 
the chairman of the committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
of which I am a member, that this amendment is not offered for 
buncombe, but is in my judgment in the interest of a deserving 
classof ourpeople. Its benefits would reach every Congressional 
district in the United States, and would reach a class of men, of 
young men, who are the flower of the people. 

I know, as is stated in the reportof the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General, that this class of Government employés is en- 
gaged in probably the most hazardous work of any other class 
of Government employes. The postal car is next to the tender 
on the raiiroad train. These employés are kept from their 
homes. They have not an opportunity to look out for danger. 
They are attending to the business of 67,000,00) people of the 
United States, facilitxting the transportation of our mails, and 
their correct distribution. = 

There is, in my judgment, no class of Government employés 
whoare entitled to more consideration than are the railway- 


mail postal clerks in the service of the United States. When - 


an accident occurs, when a train has been run into by another 
train and a postal clerk has been injured. he is often laid up and 
unable to perform his duties for a long period, and in such cases 
he is granted by the Post-Office Department pay for a limited 
time — 

Mr.TAWNEY. What is that period? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Under a po tal regulation it is not to 
exceed one year. The purpose of the amendment which I offer 
is to provide that in case of accident without the fault or negli- 
ponce of the postal clerk himself, where the accident results in 

isabling him for the performance of his duties, he may be 
given—not that he shall be, but that he may be given—leave of 
absence fora term not toexceed two years, and the Superintend- 
ent of the Railway Mail Service is to grant him such leave in 
his discretion and in view of all the circumstances of tke case. 
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Suppose a clerk is so injured that he is unable to continue his 
duties in three months, or four months, or six months, ora 
year, this amendment provides that his salary shall be paid to 
him just as though he were able to do his work, for whatever 
period his disability may last, not to exceed two years: but if 
at the end of that period he is unable to resume work, then of 
course he may be dropped from the rolls and receive no further 
compensation. I present this amendment to the House and ask, 
in justice to this worthy class of employés, th ıt Congress will 
concede to them what I consider an honest and fair allowance in 
cases where they are disabled from accidents without any 
neglect or fault on their own part. I hope the amendment will 
prevail. In conclusion I repeat that this amendment does not 
compel the Department to pay any clerk who is injured fora 

riod of two years, but simply to pay him for such time as, un- 
255 the rules and regulations and in view of the circumstances 
of the case, the Postmaster-General may think proper, and it 
does seem to me that any gentleman on this floor will not object to 
these clerks, under such circumstances, receiving compensation 
while they are unable to perform their duties or to engage in 
8 business. 

r. LIVINGSTON. Why noinclude all Government employés 


and pension them all? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add a 
word on the point of order. I indorse fully everything that has 
been uttered by my colleague [Mr. SMITA of Illinois] respecting 
the merits of the pending amendment and the character of the 
employés whom it seeks to serve, and it seems to me that the 

int of order as taken by the chairman of tue committee [Mr. 

ENDERSON of North Carolina] is not well founded, for this 
reason: Under existing law, as the Postmaster-General has con- 
strued it, he has aright to pension employés of this class who 
are in ured under the conditions mentioned in the amendment 
for various lengths of time: in some instances the period has 
been only four months, in others six months, and in still others 
twelve months. Under the interpretation put upon the rate 4 
the Post-Office Department there is no limitation of the period. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please read the ex- 
isting law on thissubject so that the Chair may know whatit is? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have not the law before me. 
There is no controversy among members upon the floor as to 
the right of the Department under existing law to pension em- 
ployés who are injured under the circumstances mentioned in 
the amendment. Theamendment limits the time during which 
this benefit can be conferred upon such employés by providing 
that it shall not exceed a period of two years. Now, as I have 
alre idy said, under existing law there is no limitation, and it 
seems to me that the limitation contained in the amendment 
brings it clearly within the requirement of the rule. I trust 
therefore, the Chair will hold that the point of order is not well 
taken. I have used the word pension“ because it was used by 
my colleague: what I me in by it is the continuation of the pay 
which the employé was receiving at the time he was injured. 

The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. HENDERSON] state whether there is any existing law upon 
this subject? : 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I know of no existing 
law upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no existing law, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from IIlinois is new legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. But tie point of order which the 
gentleman made was that the amendment changed existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. New legislation would come within the 
prohibition of the rule. The Chair would like to know the fact 
as to the 1 8 i law before he passes upon the po nt of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I will state to the Chair that I have 
made in uiry in reference to that matter, and have been in- 
formed that there is no actual law on this sub ect, but that the 
Post Office Department does give leaves of absence with pay 
for periods not exceeding one year. That is simply prena by 
the Department without any law directly authoriz ‘4 it. In 
thse cases, leave of absence with pay is granted by the Post- 
Office Departm ənt without any specific law authorizingit. Here 
is the regulation, as contained in the report of the Second As- 
sistant Postmaster-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please read it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois (reading): 


Clerks so seriously injured in accidents while on duty as to prevent them 
from Hier d their regular runs are granted leaves of absence with pay in 
periods of thirty days each for one year, unless able to resume duties 
sooner. If unable to resume duty at the expiration of one year trom the 
date the injuries were received, they are retired from the service. During 
the time they are off duty the Department provides for their runs by em- 
ploying acting clerks at its own expense. : 


That is the Post-Office regulation; there is no statute on the 
sub ect. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I suggest further to the Chair 


that such a regulation as has just been read could not be adopted 
by the Department unless in accordance with existing law: and 
if there is such a regulation fixing the time within which an 
injured employé of the Department may draw salary, the amend- 
ment now proposed is a limitation upon the power of the De- 
partment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is any law on the subject the 
amendment is clearly subject to the point of order, because it 
changes the existing law. As the Chair sees this proposition 
this matter, under the general law, is within the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General; and if he can legally adopt a rulo giv- 
ing to these clerks twelve months’ leave of absence, he on give 
them leave for five years. If he has any discretion at all, there 
is no limit to his di-cretion, unless the gentleman who presents 
pie 5 can show that there is some limit fixed by exist - 

g law. 

Mr. MARSH. The point is that this is a limitation upon that 
discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it changes any law on the subject 
that may exist. 

Mr. MARSH. But as a limitation upon the power of the Post- 
master-General it is in the line of economy. he now can 
grant leave of absence with pay for five years, this cuts down 
the exercise of his discretion to a period of two years. Hence 
it is a limitation, and in the line of economy. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Inother words, it retrenches ex- 
penditures, and in that way comes clearly within the provision 
of the rule under which any amendment changing existing law 
is admissible if it retrenches expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN, Neither the reportsubmitted to the Chair, 
nor any statement made by either of the gentlemen from llli- 
nois has shown that the leave granted by the Department has 
ever been extended beyond two years. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois, The point I made was based upon 
the statement of my colleague [Mr. SMITH] that the law now 
permits the Department to allow the salary to go right on month 
aiter month while the employé is not actually rendering service 
to the Government, having been injured under the conditions 
suggested in the amendment. As the Chair has very properly 
suggested, under the present law allowing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral a discretion, he has the same authority to grant leave with 
pay for five years as for twelve months. But this amendment is 
a limitation upon that discretion, and operates as a retrench- 
mentof expenditures, because it denies to the Postmaster-General 
the authority of extending such leave beyond the period of two 


years. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. One of the objects of the amendment 
is to fix a time beyond which the Post-Office Department shall 
an gonn granting these leaves. Itisa limitation upon the ex- 
isting law. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. Upon the last statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois, the Chair thinks that whatever discretion the Post- 
master-General now has in adoptinga ruleor regulation to carry 
into effect this most beneficent provision, the amendment would 
so change the law that if an extreme case should arise. when in 
the judgment of the Postmaster-General or the Supe ‘intendent 
of the Railway Mail Service a railway mail clerk, bad y crippl.d 
while faithful y discharging his duties, ought to receive leave 
with pay for three years or five years, this amendment would 
deprive the Postmaster-General absolutely of the right of ex- 
tending this beneficence to such postal clerk. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order and rules the amendment out. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I feel constrained, with all due re- 
spect, to take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, bee use 
the action of the Department shows that it will not extend the 
provision in these cases beyond one year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the opinion of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the com mittee? 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. SMITH of IIlinois —ayes 101, noes 6. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 5 members voting in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late to make the point that no 
quorum voted upon the appeal; and upon ordering tellers no 
quorum is tame t A . 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I simply felt it my duty to raise the 
point. Ifthe Chair overruled it, of course I cheerfully submit. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the question of sustaining the opinion 
of the Chair the ayes have it, and the op.nion of the Chair 
stands as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the next paras 
graph is the one that was excepted until the bill is completed, 
and the Clerk will begin reading with line 6 on page 5. 
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Mr. KYLE. Idesire now to offer the amendment that I sub- 
mitted the other day. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, this matter is not under 
consideration until after the remainder of the bill has been 
upon. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk road as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
For manufacture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps, $243, 000. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to offer an 
amendment to this part of the bill, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the paragraph on page 5, line 20, by striking out the words two 
hundred and forty-three” and insert one hundred and sixty-three;“ so that 
the paragraph in lines 19 and 20 shall read: 
ane For manufacture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps, $163,- 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to have read 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, which gives the reason 
for the change. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1894. 
Sır: The estimate submitted by this Department for the cost of manu- 


facture of adhesive postage and Heston aes ivery stamps for the fiscal year 
ning July 1, next, was based upon the prices paid under the existing 


t. 

Under the favorable proposal of the Bureau of Soperas and Printing, 
which has been accepted, to furnish postage stamps for the ensuing fiscal 

ear, the cost to the Department for the manufacture of the stamps is so 

ely reduced that I desire to submit a revised estimate as follows: 

For the manufacture of adhesive and special-dslivery stamps.. $163. 000. 00 

This estimate is $80.000 less than the estimate heretofore submitted through 
the Secretary of the n 

The calculations showing ths cost of Heron . the stamps under the ar- 
rangement with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing are as follows: 


3. 207,911, 850 ordinary stamps, at 5 cents a thousand 8160, 397, 00 
4,115,140 special delivery stamps. at 11.4 cents a thousand 469. 
4,865, 160198 wspaper and periodical stamps, at 11.4cents a thousand. 554. 63 
21,114,125 postage-due stamps, at 6.05 cents a thousand ._.......... 1, 277. 40 
hh 102, 698. 15 
Or, in round numbers VV 163, 000. 00 
eee, . enbiasccesnal 243, 000, 00 
r AAAA EA E A EE a 80, 000. 00 
Very respectfully, 


W. S. BISSELL, Postmaster- General, 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 7 5 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 
House of Representatires. 
Mr. REED. What is this: a reduction on the amount of the 
appropriation? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
pro d to be n 
r. DINGLEY. This reduction is based on the assumption 
that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is to do the work of 
preparing these stamps? ; 
r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I imagine so. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Why, it is so stated in the letter that you 
have just had read. 
Mr. DUNPHY. If the gentleman from Maine will wait a 
moment, my amendment goes to that point. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment pro- 
gown by the gentleman from New York [Mr. DUNPHY] will now 
re? 


Yes; on the amount 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend page 5, line 20, by striking out the words two hundred and forty- 
three thousand dollars,” and in place thereof insert the words one hundred 
and sixty-three thousand dollars;” and no part of these stamps shall be 
F engraved, or printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I make the point of 
order onthat amendment. And I ask that the substitute be di- 
vided. The A ere is divisible. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. On what ground? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The point of order is 
that the amendment changes existing law, and does not reduce 
expenditures. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is a limitation on the expendi- 
ture of the money. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is new legislation. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DUNPHY] has offered the amendment as a sub- 
stitute to that of the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. DUNPHY. No; as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that if the gentleman offers it 
as an amendment he ought to strike out the first part. 

Mr.DUNPHY. This adopts the figures as they appear in the 
pebea bill and in the amendment of the gentleman from North 

olina. + 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. It seems to be a substitute. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Very well, 1 have no 1 


Let it be 
considered as an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The amendment that 
I propose will reduce the amount of the appropriation to $163,- 
000. The gentleman from New York proposes 

Mr. DUNPHY. To reduce it to the same amount, 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; so that his 
amendment, or that part of it, is surplusage, and I do not see 
how it can be an amendment to mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom New Yorknow states 
to the Chair that he offers it as an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. And to that substitute the Chair understands the 
gentleman from North Carolina makes the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, will the gentleman please state the 
point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is that the second 
clause of the amendment is new legislation. It is bound to 
change existing law because the proposition is that the Post- 
master-General sh Il be deprived of the power that he now pos- 
sesses, or a discretion that he has, under existing law. ou 
want to take it away from him; and the only way you can do it 
is by changing the law; so that this amendment, if it seeks to 
accomplish that, is subiect to a point of order. 

Mr.HAYES. Does the gentleman from North Carolina claim 
that the law would now permit the Postmaster-General to have 
this work done at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. ‘There is no question about that. 

Mr. HAYES. IL think there is a question. But I wanted to 
get the position of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. DUNPHY. The reason the amendment is offered, Mr. 

Chairman, just at this time and to this section, isin order to put 
oe bill the declaration of just what the law on the sub- 
jectis. 
: There is no intention whatsoever of changing the existing 
law. I have gone through all the sections of the statute con- 
ferring authority on the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
and I do not find a single paragraph or sentence in any para- 
graph that permits the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to 
print these stamps. Itis a well-known fact, however, that not- 
withstanding there is no authority of law authorizing it to be 
done, the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of the Treasury 
have concluded and determined to authorize the Bureau of Print- 
ing and Engraving to do this work, 

Mr.LOCK WOOD. They did that upon the opinion of the So- 
licitor-General. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I will get at that in a moment, if my colleague 
will allow me. I have no objection at all to allowing the Depart- 
ment to execute the laws in full. The objection that I have is 
in n the heads of Departments and chiefs of bureaus to 
make laws; and that is just what they seem to have done inthis 
case. 

It is true that the Solicitor of the Treasury has rendered an 
opinion in which he decides that there is authority for the Bu- 
reau of Printing and Engraving to do this work. He has arrived 
at his decision in this patchwork sort of way: He takes the 
section of the statute numbered 3577, which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to have the notes engraved and printed, 
and he supplements that by the appropriation acts which appro- 
priate money for work and materials for the Bureau. Then he 
takes another section—section 5413—and he finds there the defi- 
nition of what are the obligatious and securities of the Govern- 
ment, and he finds that stamps are ineluded in those. Therefore 
he says that the Bureau of Printing and Engraving has the au- 
thority. to print the stamps. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, and I wish tocall the attention of the Chair 

rticularly to this, the answer to the Solicitor of the Treasury 

s to be found in this fact, that heretofore, whenever it was at- 
tempted to do this thing, the matter was submitted to Congress 
and the authority of Congress was asked. 

Mr. REED. It has been repeatedly asked, has it not? 

Mr. DUNPHY. It has been asked repeatedly. It has been 
asked of four Congresses, Four Congresses have had the mat- 
ter up, and have discussed it, and after discussion have refused 
to allow it to be done. Notwithstanding that, Mr. Chairman, 
notwithstanding that the Solicitor of the Treasury may be a 
gentleman learned in the law, I think that the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, when he puts his mind upon a law ques- 
tion, is just as safe a person to follow, just as safe a judge to fol- 
low, as the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

Mr. REED. The present Secretary has asked the authority 
of Congress to do it, has he not, which he would not have done 
if he thought he had the authority already? 
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Mr. DUNPHY. Exactly. And now I want to read what the 
nt Secretary in his report to Congress says on this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At present this Bureau executes all of the work of engraving Soa PIRIN 

required by the Treasury Department, and mach of that regni by the 

other Departments of theGovernment. Tae most considerable work of this 

kind now executed outside of the Bureau is the postage stamps and postal 

notes required by the Post-Office Department. it might be well for Con- 

gress to consider the alvisability of having this portion of the work of the 
overnment also executed by this Bureau. 


Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, there isthe report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to this Congress, in which he saysit would 
be well for this Congress to consider this question, and yet the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General, without 
any consideration of this question by Congress, and without any 
authority from Congress. have determined to have this work done 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The reason I put the 
amendment in is, that they may be made to understand just what 
the law is on the subject, and that Congress will not permit such 
things to bs done without special authority given by it. 

Mr. SAYERS. May I ask the gentleman a question before he 
sits down? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Les, of course. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ishould like to have the gentleman from New 
York point out to the committee the law which requires the 
Postmaster-General to contract with private parties for the 
printing of these stamps. Is there any law upon the subject? 

Mr. DUNPHY. I will tell you what the law is upon the sub- 
ject of advertising. 

Mr. SAYERS. What I want to know is the law bearing apon 
the printing of these postage stamps. I want to know whatlaw 
there is that provides for the printing of these postage stamps 
under contract with private parties. 

Mr. HAYES. I can tell you what you desire to know. 

Mr. REED. There has got to be a positive provision of law 
authorizing this to be done. 

Mr. DUNPHY. But permit me to say that I do not see what 
this has got to do with the question of order before the Chair- 
man now. I know to what the gentleman from Texas |Mr. 
SAYERS] refers, and if he will permit the debate to go on a 
little further, I think I can satisfy him on that point when we 
reach it in the debate. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the question of law which 
now arises for consideration, to be submitted to the chairman 
and to the committee, is whether under the existing law the 
Secretary of the Treasury can allow the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing to print adhesive postage stamps; the point of order 
being raised that the amendment submitted by my colleague 
changes existing law. 

I shall endeavor to confine my remarks to the law and show 
to you, gentlemen, and to you, Mr. Chairman, that the existing 
law does not permit this Bureau of Engraving and Printing of 
the Treasury to do this work. i 

M r. HUTCHESON. Then what is the use of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The necessity for the amendment is found 
in the expressions made by the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the . that they propose to violate the exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. What law? 

Mr. BARTLETT. They propose to violate irregularly and 
by indirection that which is now existing iaw. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Can you name any stitute that they would 
violate by having this printing of stamps done at the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing? 8 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; section 3709. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I propose to argue the question in my 
own way, and then I will answer the question of the gentleman. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Very well. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I say under the construction of the law 
now advocated by me there has not been since the foundation of 
the Government, at any time since the question could possibly 
have arisen, such authority claimed by the Postmaster-General, 
or by the chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, or 
recognized by the Congress of the United States. Now for the 
first time it is sought to deprive us of our power, to take away 
from Congress the right to grant this privilege. 

Bear with me for a moment, and I will add, in the first place, 
when these first opinions were delivered. The Solicitor of the 
Treasury, F. A. Reeve, has submitted an opinion in which he 
holds that this power already exists. Thatopinion was written 
on the löth day of January. I shall ask to go back a little to 
show how this question arose, and in order to do so 1 must state 
some antecedent circumstances. In October last, under the pro- 


visions of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, which provides 
for advertising for contracts. for supplies or purchases, the Post- 
master-General advertised for bids for the printing of postage 
stamps for the ensuing four years. A special provision of law 
exempts this species offcontracts from the rule that they can onl 
obtain for one year. They advertised in October, and on the Lit 
day of November the bids were opened. 

There were bids by the American Bank Note Company, by 
the Hamilton Bank Note Company, and by Charles F. Steele, of 
Philadelphia, ranging from $179,000 to $146,0.0. Up to that 
time it had been assumed by the Postmaster-General that that 
was the way they should be obtained. He had failed to secure 
any authorization from Congress to give this work to the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing. Five days later, after all the 
bids had been opened, after the competition had ceased, when 
these private individuals had submitted their bids, the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing comes in and says“ We will do this work 
for #139,0U0.” Finding that the lowest bid was $5.25 a thousand, 
they come in and bid fl ve cents,” without any security and giv- 
ing no bond. A co rdinate branch of the Government comes in 
and tries to take this work from the public competitors. 

That is all right; but yau must have some authority of law for 
such action. at is their authority? Mr. Claude M. John- 
son, chief of this Bureau, then wrote to Mr. Reeve, Solicitor of 
the Treasury, asking his opinion on the existing law. Mr. 
Reeve wrote back saying that there was no express statute 
which sanctioned it, but that there was no prohibition of law as 
to work of that nature. That the printing of pension certifi- 
cates and patent certificates had been assigned to this Bureau 
at the request of heads of Departments: and that under the same 
rule this work could be assigned to the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. He said, I assume that the provisions of section 
3709 (that isas to advertising for contracts for supplies) have 
been duly complied with; and I assume that the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing is the lowest and the best bidder” * 

That assumption was not correct. Mr. Reeve ascertained 
subsequently that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing had 
made no bid whatever. There his opinion fell. It was based on 
the assumption that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was 
a competitorin the bidding, and that assumption being faulty, 
that opinion had to be abandoned. Then we have another 
opinion, an opinion sent to us in answer to a resolution of the 
House, an opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, in which 
an entirely new view of the law is taken. He gives a construc- 


tion. rather, of the statutory provisions diametrically different, 


and based on!entirely new viewsof the law; and that is sent only 
seven weeks after the Solicitor of the Department had ren- 
dered his former opinion, 

Now, what is this new view of Mr. Carlisle as to the existin 

wer to give this printing to the Bureau of Engraving an 

rinting? He draws attention first to that section of the Re- 
vised Statutes which provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may cause notes to be printed and engrayed. Then he 
goes on and takes an excerpt from the sundry civil appropri 
tion bill of March 3, 1877, where there is a provision making an 
appropriation for engraving and printing ‘‘notes, bonds, and 
other securities,” and he says that the words there used by the 
Congress of the United States in that sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill were meant to cover 8 stamps. 

Why, gentlemen, have you ever heard of such an extraordi- 
nary interpretation of a law? Bear in mind that on that same 
day, the 3d day of March, 1877, in the Post-Office appropriation 
bill, which was passed by the Congress on that identical day, 
there was an appropriation of $150,000 made for adhesive post- 
age stamps. Now, can it be contended that Congress, in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, meant to refer to postage stamps 
under the term securities“ when they had p another 
measure on the same day providing specifically for the manu- 
facture of postage stamps. I say that in every statute of the 
United States where reference is intended to be made to post- 
age stamps, the words ‘ pos stamps” or adhesive postage 
stamps” have been invariably used. But how is the web woven 
together? 

The Secretary of the Treasury then goes a step further. He 
turns to the criminal statutes, to the Revised Statutes, chapter 
70, asto crimes against the operations of the Government, and 
in section 5413 he tindsadefinition of what an obligation or other 
security of the United States is, and in that definition he finds a 
long enum ration of certificates. notes, bonds, checks, and stamps. 
Now. gentlemen, it is a familiar principle in the construction of 
statutory law that you can take no definition from a criminal 
statute and embody it in, or apply it in any way to, a statute ro- 
garding civil matters. 

The definitions of crimes, as Sir James Fitz-James Stephen 
the great English writer on criminal law who has ue 
away, says the definitions are purposely made b enough to 
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cover and inclade all crimes of a cognate nature, and the only 
reason for making a distinction in the definition of such similar 
crimes is found in cases where the mode of trial, or the punish- 
ment would be different, So the definitions of crimes are often 
broadened bsyond their ordinary meaning, just as we see the 
definition of larceny’ expanding and broxdening from year to 
year, until it now includes many offenses which formerly were 
not comprehended under that term. I repeat, therefore, that a 
definition in a criminal statute,in an act referring entirely to 
forgery and counterfeiting, can not be legitimately taken from 
that criminal statute and made to apply in a case of this kind. 
It is a forced, an unnatural, and unsound construction. I have 
never known an instince where a definition has been tukenfroin 
a criminal statute and embodied in any act relating to a civil 
matter like this. I know of no decision of any court where such 
aview has been taken of the law, and I submit that this opin- 
ion of the Secretary of the Treasury is unsound. Now, let us 
see, aside from this, whether I am not right in my assertion 
that Congress has always taken the view for which Iam now 
arguing. Bear in mind that this matter of printing adhesive 
postage stamps has come up for consideration before Congress 


on several occasions, 8 
In 1879 it was to allow these stamps to be printed by 
the Bureau of raving and Printing. The sition was 
not agreed to either in the Senate or in the House, but through 
some error of an enrolling clerk it apparently became law and 
remained on the statute book for two years, until 1881, when it 
was “i geyser The desired permission has never been granted 
since thut time. An effortin that direction has been made on 
one or two occasions, in 1885 and in 1886. In the one instunce 
such a provision was incorporated in the statute, but it failed ot 
pass. In the other instance the Postmaster-General recom- 
mended that such permission be granted. In the report of the 
Secretary of the asury at the beginning of the last session 
will te found a suggestion that Congress should pass such legis- 
lation. Now, ifthe power existed in the Department atthe time, 
that suggestion would have been entirely inapposite and inap- 
rite. 
ae r. LIVINGSTON. I desire to submit just one proposition, 
Mr. Chairman. If there is no existing law touching this matter 
the amendment is out of order because it is new legislation. If 
there is a law, it is out of order becauseit changes that existing 
law. So let the fact be either way he pleases, the gentleman is 
out in the cold“ on this proposition. 

Mr. HENDEKSON of North Carolina. There isanother point 
in regard to this matter to which I wish to call attention, and 
that is that a contract has been made with the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits to the gentleman that 
that relates to the merits of the proposition and does not affect 
the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It affects the law. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the measure of damages 
if the Government makes a contract and then turns round and 
breaks it? 

A MEMBER. Six cents, 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, The question here is 
whether this amendment is a new law or a change of law. It 
seems to me it must to be one or the other; and it is not only a 
new law or a change of law, but it is in violation of a contract 
made under the law. 

Mr. DUNPHY. All that we claim is that the amendment is 
a declaration of the existing law. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the question of order is very 
largely determined, of course, by the question whether there is 
any existing law on this subject, and if so, what the law is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very glad to hear the 
gentloman on that point and to receive any information he can 


ve. 

Mr. HAYES. Now, the position I take, from the examination 
I have made of this subject, is that there is no law authorizing 
the printing of these stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing.- Consequently, in my view, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York is simply declaratory of the 
view of Congress in regard to the existing law; so that the point 
of order is governed by precisely the same principles that ap- 
plied in the settlement of the question decided to-day with re- 
gard to the admission of fraternal journals in the mails as sec- 
ond class matter. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. Does the law authorize the Postmaster-General 
to let this contract to any party or parties? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest the gentleman is mistaken. 
=o section of the Revised Statutes does not name any party at 
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I do not know that I understood the gentleman's 
question. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the present law authorize the Post- 
master-General to let this contract to any specified party? 

Mr. HAYES. The present law provides in section 3914 of the 
Revised Statutes that— 

The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stamps of suitable denomi- 
nations, which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the pay- 
Ment of the postage thereon. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, if the gentleman will refer 

Mr, HAYES. Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, under 
which all these things are done where power is given as in the 
section I have just read, provides— 

All purchases aud contracts for supplies or services, in any of the De 
ments of the Government, except for persoual services, shall be made by 
advertising a sufficient time previously for proposals respecting the same, 
when the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of the ur- 
ticles, or performance of the service. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, to bring out tho point which Ihave 
suggested, I will ask the gentleman this question: Could not the 
Postmaster-General, under the law, award this contract to a 
railroad company, a mercantilecompany, a steamboat company, 
or any other company or persou in the world? 

Mr. HAYES. I presume so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then could he not award it to the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing? s 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir; because the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing is simply a bureau of the Government itself; and the 
idea which the gentleman suggests in its legitimate conse- 

uences would lead to the conclusion that the Government, 
through its various Departments, cando anything that it sees 
fit; that it need not advertise at all; need not let contracts at 
all, but can set up all kinds of manufacturing establishmentsand 
do business incident to the manufacture of everything that the 
Government may need in all its Departments, from the greatest 
tothe smallest. It would simply manufacture and pay what it 
cost, which might be more or less than private parties would do 
it lor. There would be no occasion to advertise for bids, and 
this law would be nugatory and useless. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Governament is now carrying on its 
own manufacturing in the case of guns, ammuaition, etc. 

Mr. HAYES. So far as I am concerned, I agree with the or- 
ganized labor of this country, which protests against the Gov- 
ernment going into these various branches of business or inter- 
fering with private enterprise. I certainly would not extend a 
system of this kind, and wherever possible I would restrict it, 
even where it now exists by law or custom. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman contend 
that there should be a positive enactment of law before the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing can do this work? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Where does the gentleman 
find any authority for that position? 

Mr. YES. In the utter absence of any law allowing the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing to do this work, and in the 
fact that universally,or at any rate generally, where Congress 
has thought it proper that workof this kind should be performed 
in that Bureau a specific provision to that effect has been 
adopted: and here,as showing understanding, I will that the 
Post-Office Department has several times asked for this author- 
ity and never before has attempted to exercise it under any ex- 
isting law. I have here a compilation of various laws passed 
on this subject from time to time, as well as practice; and I will 
ask unanimous consent to incorporate them with my remarks in 
the RECORD, as they are material in the consideration of this 
question. They are as follows: 

What is now the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury 


0 De- 
partment had its origininsection 2 of gaper 142 of the Thirty-seventh Con- 
gress, session 3, passed July 11, 1862, which is embodied in the Revised Stat- 
utes as follows: 

“ SEC. 3577. The Secretary of the Treasury may cause notes to be engraved, 
printed, and executed at the Department of the Treasury in Was! 
and under his direction, if he deems it inexpedient to procure them to be en- 
graved and printed by contract. and he m iy purchase and provide all the 
machinery and materials, and employ such persons and appoint such officers 
as are necessary for this purpose. 

The other statutes relating to the work of the Bureau are as follows: 
AAD IN, Fortieth Congress, session 3, March 3,1869, contains the follow- 

proviso: 

A Provided. Thatno work shall be done in the Engraving and Printing Bu- 
reau for private parties." 

This is the first mentionof a ‘‘burean.” 

Chapter 828, Forty-third Congress. session 1, June 20, 1874, appropriates 
money for the “ Bureau of Engraving and Printing." This is the first time 
that the Bureau is designate by that name and the first time that appro- 
praecon y arin 3 kor its use. Te 51878, 

apter 287. Forty-fourth Congress, session 1, Augnst 1 , appropri- 
ates, under heading of Commissioner of Internal Revenue. as follows: x 
For 1 and stamps, 8163. 000: said e 
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ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to en- 
able the Secretary of the to have engraved and printed a portrait 
of Hon. Henry H. Starkweather, of Connecticut, deceased, late a member of 
the House of Re tatives, as authorized by the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of May 5, 1876, and concurred in by the Senate May 20, 
1876; said portraits to accompany the eulogies orde to be printed by the 
same resolution.” 

em. The resolution referred to does not appear in the Statutes at Large 
as published. This act is the first of a long series of acts and joint resolu- 
tions directing the Secretary of the Treasury to engrave portraits and appro- 
priating money therefor. 

Chapter 102, Forty-fourth Congress, session 2, March 3, 1877, n 
3 stamps in the same language as the act of August 15, 


Chapter 329, Forty-fifth Congress, session 2, June 19, 1878: 

Do. do., except amount is $375,000. 

Chapter 359, Forty-ufth Congress, session 2, June 20, 1878, appropriates 
money for new building “to be devoted to the use of the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing of the Treasury Department, to the mechanical purposes 
of other bureaus and branches of said Department, and to like purposes of 
bureaus of other Departments.“ 

Chapter 182, Forty-fifth Congress, session 3, March 3, 1879. appropriates: 

For payment of expenses of rinting pension checks for tiscal year 1879, 
$8,500, and for the fiscal year 1880, $9,000." 

Chapter 180, Forty-fifth Congress, session 3. March 3, 1879, wh specs diet 

“For the manufacture of adhesive postage pee pe of official stamps, and 
of newspaper and perio lical stamps, f 000. If said stamps can be furnished 
by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department at 
less than the same now cost, the work of printing the same shall be given to 
said Bureau when not in violation of existing contracts.” 

Re ed March 1. 1881, chapter 96, Forty-sixth Congress, session 38. 

Chapter 183, Forty-fifth Congress, session 3. March 3, 1879, appropriates: 

To adjust the settled account of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 

jury Department, for printing commissions of revenue-marine officers, 
involving no expenditure of money from the Treasury, being for the service 
of the fiscal year 1877, $63.80. 


To adjust the settled account of the Bureau of Engraying and Printing 
for ret nlp tli eee and similar necessary expenses, disbursing officers’ 
transfer and 3t checks, involving no expenditure of money from the 
Treasury, being for the year 1878, $1,322.80." 

Chapter 2, Porty-sixth s, session 2, December 22, 1879, provides: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury. at the request of a Senator, Repre- 
sentative, or Delegate in Congress, the head of a artment or bureau, art 
association or library, be. and he is hereby, authorized to furnish impres- 
sions from any portrait or vignette which is now or may hereafter be a part 
of the engraved stock of the Bureauof Engraving and Printing, at such rates 
~~ under such conditions as he may deem necessary to protect the public 

nterests. 

Chapter 225, Forty-sixth Congress, session 2, June 15, 1880: 

5 $375,000 for internal-revenue stamps in language of act of 

u t 15, 187 

Chapter 130, Forty-sixth Congress, session 3. March 3, 1881, appropriates for 
the internal revenue: 

For dies, paper, and stamps, $442,000, but not exceeding $9,000 of this 
amount may be Ne] ed in the payment of persons employed in connec: 
tion with the manufacture of paper and the production of stamps and their 
custody and issue; the engraving and printing to be done in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That the cost does 
not exceed the price paid under existing contracts.“ 

Chapter 433. Forty-seventh Congress, session 1, August 7, 1882, appropri- 


ates for the inte revenue: 

“For dies, paper, and stamps, $590,000; the engraving and printing to be 
done in the Bureau of Engrav and Printing of the Treasury Department, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Chapter 143, Forty-seventh Congress, session 2. March 3, 1833, appropriates 
for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing as follows: 

“For salaries of all necessary clerks and employés, and for labor (by the 
day, piece, or contract), including labor of workmen skilled in engraving, 
transferring, plate printing, and other specialties necessary for 8 on 
the work o mam, go and printing, the pay for such labor to be fixed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, at rates not exceeling the rates usually paid 
for such work; and for other expenses of engraving and printing; for ma- 
terlals required in the work of engraving and printing; for purchase of en- 
gravers’ tools, dies, rolls, and plates, and for 3 and repairs of same 
and for expenses of operating macerating machines for the destruction of 
the United States notes, bonds, national-bank notes, and other oblizations 
of the Unitei States authorized to be destroyed, $185,700, and from said sum 
work may be executed by the Bureauof Engraving and Printing for the fol- 
lowing purposes, namely: 

For engraving, printing, and finishing United States notes, gold and sil- 
ver certitica.es, registered bonds for transfers, and other securities, $361,000. 

“For engraving (except face-plates), printing, and finishing circulating 
notes for national banking associations. $105.000. 


For engra A printana and finishing checks for the Treasurer ^f the 
Unirea asayan and disbursing officers, and for the purchase of paper for the 
sam „000. 

Ai 2305 engraving, printing, and finishing checks for the payment of pensions, 
12, 
“For engraving, printing, and finishing certificates of letters patents, $700.” 


Chapter 332, Forty-eighth Congress, session 1, July 7, 1884, appro riates: 


For paper and stamps for the Bureau of Internal Revenue, $410.00, the en- 
graving and prin of said stamps to be done in the Bureau of Engraving 
and n of the Treasury Department, under the direction of the Secre- 


of the Treasury." 

And for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing substantially as in the act 
of March 3, 1883. 

Cha ere 350, F'orty-eighth Congress, session 2, March 3, 1885, deficiency ap- 
pro) tion: 

io pay amounts found due by the ac ounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of labor and 88 of engraving and printing, being for the Berv- 
ice of the fiscal year 1882, $234.67." ž 

Chapter 360, Furty-eighth Congress, session 2, March 3, 1885, appropriates: 

8 n the act of July 7, 1881. 

‘orty-ninth Congress, session 1, August 4, 1886: 

“ Provided, ereafter receipts for miscellaneous work authorized by 

law to be performed by the Bureauot En: 


ving and Priuting for the several 
Departments of the Government, and the amounts properly char, ble to 
national banks for engraving their plates shall be deposited and covered 
into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.” 
Chapter 933, Forty-ninth Congress, session 1, August 4, 1886: 
“To supply a deliciency in the appropriation for e.graving, printing, and 
finishing certificates of letters patent the sum of 435, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, of the unexpended balance of the general appropriation 


for labor and expenses of engraving and printing for the current year is 
hereby authorized to be used for the object herein specified.” á 
3 9 25 Fiftieth Congress, session 1, October 2, 1888, appropriates for 

“ Provided. That there shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate- 
printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau.” 

Chapter 411, fiftieth Congress, session 2, March 2, 1839: j- 

“ Provided Further, That there shall not be an increase of the number of 
steam plate-printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau * * è 

“Provided, That unless the patentees of said steam presses shall accept the 
$500 already paid as royalty on each press and the rate per thousand sheets 
herein goy ded [1 cent] the said presses shall not be used by the Govern- 
ment after the close of the present fiscal year.“ 

Chapter 381. Fifty-second Congress. session 1, as amended March 3, 1893, by 
chapter Fifty-second ren, session 2, provides as follows: 

“So. 3. That not to exceed 50,000 bronze medals, and the necessary dies 
therefor, with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions commemora- 
tive of the said exposition celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus. shall be prepared under 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury; andthe Buroauot Engrav- 
ing and Printing, under the supervision of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 
shall prepare plates and make therefrom not to exceed 50,00) impressions 
for diplomas at a total cost not to exceed $103,000, Said medals and diplomas 
shall be delivered to the World's Columbian Commission, to be awarded to 
exhibitors in accordance with the provisions of said act of Congress ap- 
proved April 26, 1890; and there is hereby appropriated from any moneys 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum of $103,000, or so much 
3 as may be necessary, to pay the expenditures authorized by this sec- 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But there is no statute pro- 
hibiting this work from being done by that Bureau. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, nor by anybody elser 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing is one of the bureaus of the Government, and 
the stamps are needed by the Government. Why should they 
not be printed there? 

Mr. HAYES. I will say in response to that, rather than by 
answering yes orno, that the law is explicit and will show what 
the statutes are in regard to this very question. 

The opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury was asked in re- 
gard to this matter by the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, and the letter was written which was referred to b 
the gentleman from New Vork [Mr. BAR LRH] and in whic 
he stites what the authority is, so far as he finds it under the 
law, and as that authority is given by the law officer of the 
Treasury Department it is probably unnecessary to go further. 
Į think the proper construction, from the standpoint on which 
he bases it, will show the utter fallacy of his position and dem- 
onstrate that there is no law, existing on the statute books to- 
day or outside, that allows the Bure ww of Engraving and Print- 
ing to enter into competition for doing this work. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But why should not the Gov- 
ernment, if it hasa Bureau of Engraving and Printing equipped 
for all purposes, run it for this purpose just as it hasa bureau 
of public printing to do the printing for the Departments and 
for Congress? : 

Mr. HAYES. Why, under the same reasoning, should not 
the Government do all kinds of business where it has needs and 
enter into competition with private business through all parts 
of the 8 or all its needed supplies? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But the gentleman does not 
answer my question. Why does the Government support a 
Government Printing Office and a Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing if itcan not use them for doing its own work? 

Mr. HAYES. We support a Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing for the purpose of doing certain specified printing for the 
Treasury and other Departments, and a Printing Otice because 
in the very nature of things we are compelled to have some 
work done with a celerity and under circumstances thut can not 
be accomplished by any private otfice. But this is a matter that 
is obviously in a different category, and, in any event, I am op- 
posed to the extension of governmental business and competition 
with private business enterprise. It tends toward centraliza- 
tion and paternalism. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that all of the internal-revenue stamps are now printed by ex- 
press authority of Congress? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir; and that is in the compilation of the 
laws which I put into the RECORD. 

Mr. COX. Let me ask the gentleman a question: Does not 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing propose to do the print- 
ing of these stamps at a less price than anybody else proposes? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, I think not. The Bureau put ina bid 
after the advertised time at a less price, and this was met by a 
private bidder and a still lower offer made. 

Mr. COX. That is a very important point. 

Mr.HAYES. But whether it did or not is not material for 
the purpose of this discussion. In the first place, we would never 
know what it did cost the Government. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD, Oh, yes. 

Mr. HAYES, It could not be ascertained whether it was done 
at u profit or ata loss. They would have to get the plant for the 
work, purchase machinery, and all that sort of thing, and this 
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work would run along in connection with all of the other work 
of the Bureau, so that it could not possibly be accurately sepa- 
rated for the purpose of determining the cost. Wear and tear, 
cost of machinery and plant, and various such matters would de- 
bar accuracy in this regard. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. You say we could not know what the cost 
would be. Does not that Bureau make a bid for the work at 5 
cents per thousand? à 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; but suppose it costs 10? There is no re- 
striction. They can spend the whole appropriation on this work 
if they think it necessary, and its bid cuts no figure. It would 
be just the same, with same result, whether bid was 1 cent or 31 
a thousand. When a man works for himself it makes no differ- 
ence what he calls his wages. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
It seems to me that gentlemen are drifting away from the point 
of order to the merits of the question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair would be very glad to hear gen- 
tlemen on the point of order. 

Mr.HAYES. The ground on which the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury puts this right, so far as the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
oeo concerned, is section 3577 of the Revised Statutes, which 
reads: 

Sy. 3577. The Secretary of the Treasury may cause notes to be e 
printed, and executed at the Department of the Treasury, in Was „ 
and under his direction, if he deems it inexpedient to procure them to be en- 
graved and printed ee and he may purchase and provide all the 
machinery and materials, and employ such persons and appoint such offi- 
cers as are necessary for this purpose, 

That is the Bureauof Engraving aud Printing. This isa bureau 
of the Treasury ey erat and it finds authority in this statute, 
according to the Solicitor of the Treasury, by which postage 
stamps can be printed there. 

Now, in the first place to arrive at such a conclusion the So- 
licitor has to say that postage stamps are notes, when everybody 
knows the meaning of that word as used in the section I have 
read is essentially different. This word referred to the currence. 
of the Government. That construction is entirely farfetched, 
and has no merit of any name or nature; is a mere subterfuge. 
In addition to that, after 1 of the matter as it has been 
up before Congress from time to time, the Solicitor says that the 
repeal of a certain provision, which I will refer to in a few min- 
utes, had the effect of putting it back in statu quo, where it was, 
and that it stands now as though Congress had not done any- 
thing, either passed the section or repealed it. That proposi- 
tion I entirely deny and dissent from, either as a matter of rea- 
son or of law or statutory construction. 

This matter has been up before Congress upon three different 
occasions. In the first place, in 1879 a provision was inserted 
in the law which gave the Bureau of Engraving and . 
the power to do this very thing; but it has always been claime 
that it never passed Congress; in other words, that it was an in- 
terpolation, that it was stricken out by the action of Congress 
and that it got in by a mistake of the enrolling clerks. In any 
event, that was very soon repealed, and I say that shows a leg- 
islative intent in regard to this matter that entirely brushes 
away the idea that the Solicitor of the Treasury seeks to convey 
as his legal 5 in the letter that he submits to the Super- 
intendent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. It shows 
of itself a legislative intent and meaning. 

Then again, in 1886, the Postmaster-General recommended the 
attachment to the Post-Office appropriation bill of a provision of 
this kind. I believe it was passed in one House, and finally, 
upon conference, was lost. In any event, without being abso- 
lutely certain as to the details of it, asa matter of fact it did 
not pass Congress; so that the recommendation of the Postmas- 
ter-General was not carried into effect. 

Mr. SAYERS. What House did it pass? 

Mr. HAYES. It passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. But was defeated in the Senate? 

Mr. HAYES. Defeated in the Senate. Then, in 1888, the 
Postmaster-General again recommended an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, providing for this same thing, and that failed 
to pass; and now the present Postmaster-General has asked and 
recommended the same legislation here. In the face of the 
treatment of this law by the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment, how it can be claimed that there does exist upon the part 
of the Department the power to have this work done in the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, is beyond my comprehension. 
We have, so far as the action of Congress is concerned, a legis- 
lative interpretation of its intention in passing such laws as it 
has passed, including laws for the organization and management 
of the Bureau of 0 and Printing. 

Now, I do not know that I care to say anything more upon this 
question, but I ask unanimous consent to extend in the RECORD, 
as a part of my remarks,an argument prepared by the American 
Bank Note Company, which gives a full and comprehensive 
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statement of the surroundings and reasons governing the ques- 
tion and also extracts from previous debates, showing how it has 
been considered in Congress, and which has an important bear- 
ing upon the question of what the law actually is; that is, show- 
ing intent when passed, as follows: 


STATEMENT OF SITUATION, 


Congress has imposed upon the Postmaster-General the auras providing 
postage stamps for the payment of postage on mail matter by legislation 
which is embodied in section 3914 of the Revised Statutes, as follows: 

“The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stamps of suitable de- 
nominations which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the 
payment of postage thereon.” 

in like manner the Postmaster-General has been authorized to 
stamped envelopes and postal cards by sections 3915 and 3916 of the Revised 
Statutes, and provision has subsequently been made for the procurement 
him of stamped letter sheets, return envelopes, and reply postal cards. 
these supplies have been heretofore invaria 1 by the Postmaster- 
88 under the requirements of section of the Revised Statutes, as 

‘ollows: 

All purchases and contracts for supplies or services in any of the Depart- 
ments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be made by ad- 
vertising a sufficient time 1 for proposals respecting the same, 
when the public exigencies do not require the ediate delivery of the ar- 
ticles or performance of the service.’ 

By joint resolution of March 24, 1874, it is provided that the limitation of 
one year for letting contracts for supplies the Executive Departments 
“shall not be held or construed to be applied to or include mail bags, mail 
SOORA or keys, postal cards, postage stamps, newspaper wrappers, or stamped 
envelopes.” 

It had been the custom of the Post-OMce Department before the adoption 
of this joint resolution, and it has since been its custom, to make contracts 
for spots of this character for the poroa of four years afier advertise- 
ment inviting proposals therefor, published in the newspapers for a period 
of four weeks prior tothe date fixed for the receipt of such proposals. 

In pursuance of the requirements of lawand the custom of the Depart- 
ment, in October, 1893, when the then pending contract for the supply of ad- 
hesive postage stamps was about to expire, the Postmaster-General pub- 
lished an advertisement inviting sealed proposals for furnishing stam 
under detailed specifications to be opened on the 15th day of November, 1893, 
and upon the opening of the bids the bidders and the amounts of their re- 
spective bids, based upon the actual issue of postage stamps for the year 
ending June 30, 1803, were found to be as follows: 


The Hamilton Bank Note Company, of New Vork $179, 204.00 
The American Bank Note Company, of New York — 162,401.51 
Charles F. Steele, of Philadelphia „ 146, 454.71 


Five days after the receipt and opening of these bids, submitted in com- 
liance with the law, on the 20th day of November, 1893, the Chief of the 
ureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department submitted 

to the Postmaster- General an estimate of the cost of furnishing the adhesive 

1 stamps, if manufactured in his Bureau, amounting to $139,487.52. 
‘his offer, submitted in the light of the figures given by the bidders under 

the advertisement, it will be observed, is a mere shade less than the lowest 

bid submitted under the advertisement. 

Subsequently, by an order of the Postmaster-General, all the bids received 
under the advertisement therefor were rejected and an arrangement has 
been made under which, if carried out, the postage stamps are to be manu- 
factured and furnished to the Post-Oftice Department on and after the 1st of 
July, 1894, by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


THE PROPOSED ACTION IS WITHOUT AUTHORITY OF LAW. 


This proposed action on the part of the Post-Office Department and the 
Treas epartment is wholly unauthorized by existing law; the Post- 
master-General proposing to procure supplies practically without adver- 
tisement, and therefore in disregard of law, by assigning the work to another 
Department of the Government. Clearly, if this action is authorized by law, 
the Postmaster-General could with equal propriety have awarded the con- 
tract to a private party proposing to do the work at a cost lower than that 
of the lowest competing bidder, and this proposition is manifestly unten- 
able; certainly, if this course can be pursued, the head of an Executive De- 
oer can subvert the whole purpose of the law respecting advertisement 
‘or proposals, and there would be no longer occasion for such provision. 

This proposed arrangement also involves a defiance of law on the part of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as of the Postmaster-General, be 
cause an examination of the statute books will fail to find the least author- 
ny se the rd of Engraving and Printing to undertake the performance 
of this work. 


REFUSAL OF CONGRESS IN THE PAST TO AUTHORIZE MANUFACTURE OF 
POSTAGE STAMPS BY THE BUREAU, 


Not only is there no authority in the statutes, but the whole course of leg- 
islation by Congress indicates that it has never been willing to throw this 
work into this already overcrowded and overworked Bureau of the Treasury 


Department. 
he Bureau of Engraving and Printing had its orlgin, unlike the other 
bureaus of the various Executive Departments which have been erected by 
specitic acts of Congress, in legislation which permitted the Secretary of the 
T ury, if he deemed it expedient, to cause notes to be engraved, printed, 
and executed in his Department, and authorized him to, purchase and pro- 
vide all the necessary machinery and materials and to employ such persons 
and appoint such officers as were necessary for this purpose. This te la- 
un has been embodied in the Kevised Statutes, in section 3577, which is as 
‘ollows: 

“ Sec. 3577. The Secretary of the Treasury may cause notes to be e ved, 
printed, and executed at the Department of the Treasury in Was n,. 
and under his direction, if he deems it inexpedient to procure them to be en- 
graved and printed by contract, and he may purchase and provide all the 
machinery and materials and employ such persons and appoint such officers * 
as are necessary for this p wee 

From time to time Congress has provided that other work should be per 
formed in this Bureau, nearly the whole of which, however, has been work 
for the Department of the Treasury itself, and the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing has been accustomed to do for other Departments of the Govern- 
ment certain work of insi cant amount and ng cost. 

Not only is there no authority couferred by Congress upon the Bureau for 
doing this work, but such action as Congress has taken with respect to the 
Post-Omce matters shows that it has taken the position not only that the 
Bureau without legislation has not the authority to do the work but that 
it will withhold such authority whenever asked. This is shown by the fact 
that when Co: provided for the issue of postal notes and for a revision 
of the money-order system, it required the Public Printer and the Chief of 


the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to submit estimates of the cost of 
furnishing such printed and engraved matter as might be required for use 
inthe money-order business, and should furnish such matter whenever 
upon their estimates of costs the expenditures therefor wonld be less than 
upon one received from private bidders. (See chapter 123. Forty- 
seven een second session, yolume 22, page 527, United States Stat- 
utes at arge: 

The puolic records show that three several efforts have been made to throw 
this work into the hands of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and that 
such efforts have failed. The history of these three several efforts is as fol- 
10 . 


ws: 

First. In the Post-Office appropriation act passed March 3, 1879, Congress 
a priated for the manufacture of postage stamps 992.000, with the proviso 
that it such stamps can be furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing of the Treasury Department at less than the same now cost. the 
work of printing the same shall be given to said Bureau when not in viola- 
tion of existing contracts. This proviso was not reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriatioss, but was attached to the bill on motion ot a Represent- 
ative from the State of Illinois. 

The language of this proviso was modified in the Senate, but upon a refer- 
ence of the bill to the committee of conference of the two Houses the whole 
matter wasstrickenout. But. as wassubsequently shown, probably through 
8 error 2 the 32 clerk, _ proviso oona its way Jat ** ete 

an 83 y two years later was express * 7 y chapter 
of the Forty-sixth Congress, session 3, passed March 1, 1881. it appea: in 
the debate that it never had been the intention of Congress to enact, the pro- 


Second. In the Post-Office sppropriasion act for the service of the year 
. upon the recommenda- 
ed a clause to the appropriation for 


ral 
ry of the 


ost-Office and the Treasury Departments 
in the case of the postage-stamp contract. 
Third. The Postmaster-General in his annual report for the fiscal year end- 


pro 
2 postage stamps, stamped envelopes, and 


the 4 
Treas sment, at a cost not to exceed the — in the present con- 
tract — without resort to the system of competitive bidding now in force.“ 

This recommendation, however, failed to receive any attention from either 
branch of Congress. 

It will thus be seen that it has always been the intention of Congress that 
this work of manufacturing and Supplyiag postage eed «pes cards, 
stamped envelopes, etc., for the Pos ce Department, w. had 9 
been satisfactorily performed by private parties, should not be done in the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, DEN reference to the debates in Con- 
gress when the question has come up it 1 be found that the objection has 
eee upon the broad ground of public policy, which, under our insti- 

— — ONA prevent the Government from engaging in this work of ad- 
ministration. 

Citations from these debates are appended hereto, to which special atten- 
tion is respectfully invited. 


THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING HAS NEVER BEFORE CLAIMED 
TO HAVE AUTHORITY TO MANUFACTURE POSTAGE STAMPS. 


The e eee ot the various attempts to procure sional 
authority for the manufacture of postage stamps by the Bureau of v- 
A ting clearly indicates that without further legislation such att- 


an 
thority was supposed to be y wanting, and tne records show that it has 
never 


wholl 
fore been claimed on behalf of the Bureau that it had such author- 


tions; asks that his department 8 
that should new ween any time be by lawa ed to the Bureau, there 


tives and purchase the materials required to nce it.“ 
Itise mt that when the rsport of the retary of the Treasury was 
transmitted to Congress at the nt session (Fifty-third ` 


Bureau is the postago stamps and 1 notes required by the Post-Office 
t might be well for 


THE PRESENT CLAIM OF AUTHORITY FOR THE BUREAU IS WITHOUT FOUN- 
DATION. 


minias 8 5 find gente in section | on of the bad reed 1 
q ve, supplemen y the appropr: on acts pro ‘or labor 
bonds, amd PEK 


and expenses of printing notes, 


other securities of United 
States. claim: 


that under these laws the Bureau is organized for the en- 
graving, p. „and finishing of the securities and other obligations of 
the United States, and is anthorized to execute the work that falls within 
this designation, and inasmuch as ‘obligations or other securities ” are by 
section 54:3, Revised Statutes, held to mean, among other things, stamps,“ 
that the Bureau has authority to manufacture postage stamps. 

A sufficient answer to this proposition would seem to be a reference to the 
past 5 at legislation and the record of the attitude of the Depart: 
ments on the question; for if the Bureau has the authority now to manti- 
facture postage stamps, it had the same authority when legislation therefor 
was e sought and was advisedly withheld by Congress. 

A slight consideration of the statutes relied upon will sufice to show that 
they do not support the proposition advanced. Without ur that the 
la age of section 5413 is intended to apply only to crimes and so might be 
held not to have been intended as a definition of obligations and securities 
applicable to all cases and circumstances, it is su Ticlent to say that an ap- 
propriation act providing money for the purpose of the manufacture of such 
Securities as the Bureau is lawfully engaged in making is far from uir- 
ing or authorizing the Bureau to manufacture all the securities of the Goy- 
ernment. 

In order to give the statutes cited by the Secretary of the Treasury the ef- 
fect claimed for them it is necessary to und in the appropriation acts some 
requirement, or at least authority, for the Bureau to perform the work of 
making (besides and in addition to the notes. bonds, securities for which 
22 is thereby provided) all of the securities of the Government, and this 
is evidently impossible. This pretense of authority is so manifestly unwar- 
EiS by the statutes that it is diMcult to consider it seriously or treat it 
With patience. 


PRESENT INABILITY OF THE BUREAU TO PERFORM THE WORK, 


But, besides and beyond the want of legal authority to carry out the pro- 

posed undertaking to furnish paves stamps by the Bureau of Engraving 

and Printing, it is practically Impossible forthe Secretary of the Treasury 

lawfully to putthe Bureau in a position to perform the work, it appearing 

by the estimates submitted that under present appropriations, and with the 

8 accommodations of the Bureau, it is unable satisfactorily to per- 
orm the work upon which it isnow employed. 

Section 3679 of the Revised Statutes provides that No Department of the 
Government shall expend in any one fiscal year any sum in excess of appro- 
panone made by Congress for that fiscal year or involve the Government 
7 any contract fur the 1uture payment ot money in excess of such appropria- 

ons.“ 

Section 3782 provides that No contraet or purchase on behalf ofthe United 
Stales shall be made unless the same is authorized by law, or is ranap- 
— sion adequate to its fulfillment, except in the War and Navy Depart- 
ment,” ete. 

The Treasury Department, therefore, not having sufficient money for its 
present purposes, will be unable under the limitations of these sections of 
the Revised Statutes to make the necessary provision to equip the Bureau 
for the performance of Se proposed work or to procure the workmen and 
provide the material therefor. The supply of stamps must be commenced 
on the Ist of July, 1804, and to provide therefor will require machinery, la- 
bor, and supplies to be procured long in advance of that date, which is coin- 
cident with the termination of the current fiscal year, the appropriations for 
which are all required for the needs of the Bureau for the performance of 
the work now done by it. 


In submitting estimates for the Bureau for the eea goan end: June 30, 
1895, the Treasury Department has asked for $130, tor buil and 
has represented that its present accommoda- 


$1,111,400 for expenses, and 
tions are wholly insufficient for the performance of the work now intrusted 
to it and that an udditional building is ig Cr dry tor that reason. 

These estimates were submitted by the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing ina letter dated October 16, 1893, in which letter no mention is 
made of any intention to do the work of printing and furnishing postage 
stamps. ‘ 

The estimate was based on the then existing needs of the Bureau, and it 
was not concurred in by the Committee bees Lah rege pe which has fixed 
the amounts in the sundry civil appropriation bill at aless amount than 
mee Lop 9 wth, and without prov: money for the erection of the new 

u: 

With these estimates and appro 
Bureau how will it be possible for it ears 
additional amount of work? The Bureau o vi 


e expense to the Government of procuring 
WII be increased 8 


This additional money uired to procure a plant for the performance of 
the work will largely paced the difere: 
cost and that of rivate bidders under the advertisement for proposals. 

The Secretary of Treasury, in his communication to the House of ee 
resentatives above referred to, states that no additional appropriation 
be made necessary by the manufacture of postage stamps by the Bureau 
over and above the amount to be paid by the Post-Office Department under 
the terms of the therefor. 

It is dificult to understand how this can be, when the performance of tho 
work, which will involve an increase of the work of the Bureau of about 20 
per cent, will require the procurement of additional machinery and mate- 
rials and the employment of a largely increased force of employés. To pro- 
vide for the cost of additional tand materials and of increased force will 
require the immediate use of sums of money over and above the esti- 
mated cost of production, and before there will be any receipts from the Post- 
Office Department, if such can be obtained and used. 

But, assuming that there is lawful authority for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to make payments to the Bureau for postage stamps furnished by it, 
as to which there is grave question, it is not competent for the Secretary of 
the Treasury under existing provisions of law to devote such payments 
to the procurement of machinery and materials and the hiring of labor for 
the purposes of the Bureau, for such use of money is expressly forb dden by 
Congress by chapter 902, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, passed August 
4, 1886, which contains the following proviso: 

~ Provided, Tnat hereafter receipts for miscellaneous work authorized by 
law to be performed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the 
several departments of the ment and the amounts 8 chargea- 
ble to national banks for ving their plates shall be deposited and cov- 
ered into the Treasury as mi eous receipts." 

A further difficulty in the way of the 3 of this work by the 
Bureau is that it is pro to print thes ps on steam which, 
indeed, is the only practicable way in which they can be uced, and that 


1894. 
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to do this it will be necessary to procure additional 5 is 
now expressly forbidden by law, Congress having provided in chapter 1009, 
ieth , first session, Oct. 2, 1888, as follows: ; 
Provided, Taat there shall not be an increase of thenumber of steam plate- 
ting machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. 


THE OFFER OF THE BUREAU DOES NOT REPIRESENT-THE ACTUAL COST TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF DOING THE WORK. 


Evon after provision is made for the performance of this work by the pro- 
curement of additional plant and material and employes it will not be possi- 
ble for the Bureau to furnish and distribute the postage stamps as required 
by the specifications of the Post-Office Department, at the estimated cost of 
5 cents per thousand. 

The figures and estimates of the Bureau as furnished by itself conclu- 
oa show that the cost to the Government of porong the manufacture 
and distribution of Pie page a stamps would be far inexcess of the estimate 

On the only occasion when the Bureau ever esti- 
mated before on the stamp contract, when it competed with private bidders 
in 1885, its estimate of cost was 7.75 cents per thousand, which was higher 
than thatof the American Bank Note Company, to which the contract was 
awarded under its bid of 6.99 cents per thousand. Its present estimate is 
more than 35 per cent less, and it is impossible to suppose that there has 
been in the meantime any such reduction in the cost of the performance of 
the work of the Bureau as to justify and sustain it. 

The estimates made by the Bureau of the cost of the work actually per- 
formed by it are, however. the best evidence of its inability to furnish and 
distribute the stamps at the cost now estimated, and conclusively establish 
the truth of that 338 In the Book of Estimates submitted to the 
present session of Congress (Fifty-third Congress. second session.) the chief 
of the Bureau estimates thatthe average cost per thousand printings for the 
year ending June 30.1895, will be $17.26. 

The estimate of the aver cost of the finished 
thousand sheets is much ‘her; but asa at deal of the work, the cur- 
rency and bank-notes for instance, is subjected to two or more printings, 
the average cost. for purposes of estimate and comparison, is very properly 
redured from sheets to printings. stamps require but one ting 
and are in shests containing 200stamps each, so that 200,000 stamps 
will re t a thousand ti basis of the Bureau's ee of 
reduced 


1 thousand printings, as against the cost of 817.28 of its other 
‘erence of over 42 per cent. 

It is utterly impossible to believe that the Bureau can turn out postage 
3 any such cost. Nor does this comparison tell the whole story. 
Itis ble for the Bureau to manufacture postage stam: taslow a 
pruduces other work, much less to manufacture distribute 
them to over 70,00 post-offices, as ulred by the specifications of the Post- 
Office Department contract. In the t place, a large amount of the work 
of the Bureau consists of type printing. a cheaper method than the plate 

and avery large proportion of such 
size than those upon which stamps are 
tod; and in the second place, the estimate of $17.26 per thousand print- 

+ includes no charge for paper and practically none for gumming, 

forating. packing, and distribution, acharge for allof which must enter 
any proper estimate of the cost of performing the stamp contract. 

To arrive, then, at an accurate estimate of the cost of postage stamps to 
the Government there must be added the cost of paper, gumminz, perforat- 
ing. and 3 for distribution, each operation itself entailing no in- 

* considera 


of 5 cents per thousa 


duct of the Bureau per 


cost as it 


to 


ly be 
the Government of doing the work. 


Bureau's estimate of cost per thousand printings, including labor, 
materials. and administration only St ee eras $17. 26 
Bureau's estimate of cost of furnishing a thousand sheets of postage 


stamps. which should cover cost of paper, perforating, 

„and distribution. which are actual e uses, and rent, in- 
surance, taxes, and interest on plant, which must be met in one shape 
S8 ↄ re ea ON eee ere ee eee Pee ee Lees ee poe 0. 00 

Difference in estimates over 42 per cent 7. 28 


Another mode of presenting a comparison of these estimates by reducing 
the Bureau's estimate of average cost per thousand printings for the year 
as June 39, 1895, to the basis of the stamp contract price gives the fol- 
owing: 

Cents. 


Cost per thousand stamps on basis of Bureau's estimate, for printing 


alone 
Bureau's estimate of cost, including paper, gumming, etc- 


Difference, over 42 per cent F ͤ K 3.63 
in the foregoing com ms no account has beén made of the different 
estimates of cost of he 


8 per cent each vont Under this estimate, if the stamps are furnished by 
the its estimate of the average cost per thousand printings for 
the year ending June 30, 1895, is to be relied upon, it. will cost the Govern- 
ment to print its stamps 8258, 900 a year. and this amount will be increased 
by whatever sum 5 to cover the cost of paper, gumming, perforat- 
tribution, and the other items ve enumerated. 


CHEAPER TO PROCURE POSTAGE STAMPS BY COMPETITIVE BIDDING THAN 
FOR THE GOVERNMENT TO MANUFACTURE THEM, 


It is no reflection upon the administration of the affairs of the Bureau to 
claim that it is impossible for it to turn out work at as cheap a cost as can 
be done by private manufacturers, though the latter reap a profit. It is a 
notorious well- fact that the cost of Government work is 
greater than that of ate enterprise, and this in the very nature of things 
mustnecessarily be case. The work is superintended and performed by 
those who have no personal pecuniary interest in economizing or in taking 
advantage of improvements, while the private manufacturer, stimulated 
competition the desire for profits, is ever on the alert to invent 
male use of new and improved machinery and methods, and to 
ways and means for economizing cost. 


a J 


Government employés work shorter hours than do those employed by pri- 


vate parties. their pay is higher, and those inthe Bureau have thirty 
vacation and thirty days sick leave with pay. The result of competition 
reducing the cost ot production by private concerns can not be better shown 
than by the réduction in the price of postage stamps from 25 cents per thou; 
sand less than thirty years ago to 5. the vrice now bid by the American 
Bank Note Company, and, although reduct_ons in cost from year to year are 
shown by the estimates of the Bureau. nothing approaching such a reduc- 
tion is or can be claimed on its bshalfin respect of the work performed by it. 


The legitimate work of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was never 
provided to be performed by it because it could be done by, the Government 
cheaper than it could be procured from private parties, The o of the 


Bureau was in the supposed greater security with respect to its currency 
and bonds if the work of their manufacture were performed by the Treasury 
Department itself, and it has always been recognized that this desired se- 
curity was obtained. if at all, at the expense of an increas2d cost of produc- 
tion. In 1875 a memorial was presented to Congress by the American Bank 
Note Company. the National Bank Note Company, und the Continental Bank 
Note Company, then the three largest and most important bank-note con- 
cerns in the country, offering to dothe entire work of engraving and printing 
then performed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for 20,000 less 
than the same was costing the Government. (See Report No. 150, House of 
Representatives, Forty-third Co: Ss, second session, Committee on Bank- 
ingaan Currency, February 16, 1 pages 137, 139, 297.) 

pon a sgn before the Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster- 
General on the 26th day of January, 1894, on the question of accepting the 
offer of the Bureau of Engra and Printing to perform the stamp con- 
tract, counselfor the American Note Company was autho by it 
to offer to perform the entire work of the Bureau for 25 to 30 per cent 
than the amount expended by the Government therefor. 


PRESENT SYSTEM AFFORDS AMPLE SECURITY. 


As has been stated above, the reason for the performance by the Govern- 
ment of the work originally intrusted to the Treasury Department and now 
performed by the Bureau of Engraving was the supposed security afforded 
thereby, and the Secretary of the Treasury now asks to make the postage 
stamps upon the plea of safety and security. 


There is nothingin the past history of the performance of the contracts 
for the supply of stamps by private contractors to justify such a plea. Not 
only have these contracts been perfermed with entire satisfaction to the 
Post-Ollice Department and so as to elicit public commendation, but there 
has never been any loss to the Government therefrom. A 1 of checks 
against loss by carelessness or fraud that would be adoptei by any respon- 
sible private contractor would be quite as efficacions as any employed by 
the Bureau, and, indeed, the private contractor can be relied upon to use the 
utmost efforts to tect itself a t such loss, for independently qf the 
heavy penalties of the bonds requ it would result in utter ruin to any re- 
sponsible private concern to have any serious misadventure occur with the 
postage stamps while in its custody. 

But if any misadventure should occur the Government is amply protected 
by the bond of the private contractor, while if the work is done by the Bu- 
reau of E aving and Printing any loss must bs borne by the Government 
itself; so that there is, in reality, greater security in the performance of the 
work by private contract. 

For the reasons above stated it is insisted thut the furtherance ot the pub- 
lic interests and justice to the interests of private enterprise. require that 
Congress should refuse to sanction the proposed action of the reau of 
Engraving and Printing with t to the manufacture of postage stamps, 
which is not only withont the authority but is in direct violation of the pro- 
visions of existing law. 

THE AMERICAN BANK NOTE COMPANY OF NEw YORKS. 

New York, March 15, 189%. 


APPENDIX. 


[Extracts from CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing debates on subject of 

roposed manufacture of pong stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
ting of the Treasury Department. } 

In the Committee ot the Whole of the House of Representatives, Ji 3 

1879. the Post-Office . bill being under consideration (Con- 

pty val RECORD, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, volume 33, pages 
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‘The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the following: 

Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General: For manufacture ot ad- 
hesive postage stamps, of official stamps, and of newspaper and perio 
stamps, $92,0u9. 

Mr. LATHROP. I move to amend 5 just read by the Clerk, 
adding to it that which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“If said stamps can be furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing of the Teens Dee ee at less than the same now cost, the work of 

; ting the sames. be given to said Bureau when not in violation of ex- 
ng contract.“ ; 

Mr BLOUNT (in charge of the bill). I raise the point of order on that 
amendment, that it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Oregon. It proposes to reduce expenditure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not a ar that it retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. LATHROP. My pro on is to give this work to the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing only when so do will save money to the Govern- 
ment. If that is not in the direction of economy, I would like to know what is. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cox in the chair). The Chair is unable to determine 
by the amendment whether it would save money or not. 

Mr. BAKER of Im The very words of the amendment will show that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The amendment may be unobjectionable, but we have no in- 
8 e the Department on the subject; and I must insist upon my 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not rule the amendment out of order; there 
may be economy in it. 

The aaeoa was taken or the amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The clerk read as follows: 

“ For the manufacture of al cards, $200,000.” 

Mr. LATHROP. I offer er amendment of the same character as the one 

ust adopted. I move to insert at the end of the clause just read the follow- 


Vit such postal cards can be produced and furnished by the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing of the Treasury Department at less than the same now 
cost, the work shall be given to said Bureau when not in violation of existing 
contracts.“ 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before this amendment is voted upon I wish to 
submit a single sus tion. I intended to say something ope similar 
amendment touching stamps, but the vote was taken before Í could get an 
opportunity. These ameniments provide that the work shall be gi 


the Bureau of Engraving and Printing it it can be done by that Bureau at 
“less than the same now cost.“ Now, take the item of stamps under the con- 
tract prior to the present one. 

Poe LOUNT. Can the gentleman state when the present contract will ex- 
pire? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think in about a year; I am not sure as to that, 
however. Under the former contract for stamps, as I now recollect, the 
compensation paid for furnishing them was 14 cents a thousand. It is now 
a little less than 10 cents a thousand. What the contract is for postal cards 
I can not just now state; but no doubt, as in the case of N a itis much 
less than the price under the former contract. Now, for one, I am not will- 
ing to say that when the existing contract expires the Government shall not 
invite competition for a new contract, pb oe the Bureau of Engra 
and Prin will do the work for a shade less than the price now paid. 
think it very likely that upon proposals for anew contract, the stamps may 
be printed and the postal cards manufactured at less than the present rate. 
Lam not willing, therefore, to tie the hands of the Department by the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he considers that 
the hands of the Department would be tied by the proposition? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand you can not by the amendment 
interfere with any contract now in existence; but when the existing con- 
tract expires, if the Bureau ot Engraving and Printing will do the work for 
athousandth part of a cent less than is now paid by contract, the Depart- 
ment will be prohibited from having the work done even at a cheaper price 
by an outside party upon a new contract. 

Mr. FINLEY. How are We to know that the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing can not do the work for less? How is that to be ascertained? 

. CANNON of Illinois, I necour the gentleman’s question as an argument 
t the amendment. I think it isa very pertinent one: - 
he amendment was not agreed to. 


In the Senate of the United States, February 20, 1879. The Post-Office ap- 
Seton bill being under consideration (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Forty- 
tifth Congress. third session, volume 8, Pg 1667). 

Mr. PADDOCK. On page 8. after line 167, I move to insert: A 

And the work shall be awarded to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
if it shall appear that the same can be done in said Bureau and delivered at 
the Post-Office Department at a less cost than if done elsewhere.” 

So as to make the proviso read: 

That in all propositions for contracts hereafter made for said stamps, 
bids from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Depart- 
ment shall bs received and acted upon on the same basis as the bids of other 

rties; and the work shall be awarded to the Bureau of Engraving and 
rinting if it shall appear that the same can be done in said Bureau and de- 
livered at the Post-OMice Department at a less cost than if done elsewhere.“ 

Mr. DORSEY. I think there is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


In the House of Representatives, January 25, 1881 (CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, Forty-sixth Congress, third session, pages 924 and 925), the Post-Office 
a 3 bill being under consideration by the Committee of the 

ole. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

* Ofice of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General: For manufacture of ad- 
o stamps, of official stamps, and of newspaper and periodical 
stamps, $105,500: Provided, That the condition attached to the item of appro- 
priation for the manufacture of adhesive postage stamps, etc., in the first 


by the proviso. According to its language it would appear that the effect 
. — Bs to exclude the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Tre: 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Upo 
Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], let me sa: 
Post-Office appropriation bill which this proviso seeks to repeal was never 
(as shown by the Journal and the RECORD) passed a law at all; it never had 
the sanction of either House of Congress. When that oe riation bill 
went to the enrolling clerk for enrollment the proviso or condition which we 
seek here to repeal was not in it. While it stands in the statutes, it was 
neveragreed to by either House of Congress. I will say, further, thatit never 
ought to have been agreed to by either House, for it had not the effect of 

tting the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to come in as an equal 

lader for the making of these adhesivestamps; but its effect was to exclude 

all other competitive bidders, and simply require the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing to bid 7 exis rates. 

Now I take it that the gentleman from Virginia does not want to sanction 
such a thing as that. I take it that no gentleman wants to give an exclusive 
privilege like that to the Bureau of 3 and Printing. It already has 
advantages enough. If it comes in as a bidder upon the same terms with 
the competitive bidders of the country, it still has advantages over each and 
all ot them. It has its rent all free: it has its gas and fuel free. The Gov- 
ernment furnishes all these, which other bidders must supply for them- 
selves, There are advantages enough to be enjoyed by the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. The Committee on Appropriations by inserting this 

roviso means simply to repeal a condition in a former bill which permitted 

e Bureau of Engraving and Printing to be the only bidder, provided it 
would undertake to do the work at less than 10 cents per thousand, which, 
a round numbers, is the present rate. That, I hold, nobody wants to sanc- 
tion. 

More than that, if I had the power I would not permit the Bureau of En- 

ving and Printing to compete at all for this work. Even if it should be 
the: lowest bidder, who is to be responsible for the deficit if the Bureau should 
bid too low to make the work remunerative? TheGovernment of the United 
States is responsible; this Bureau can not lose a dollar. It might undertake 
to do the work at 5 cents a thousand and lose 3 cents on every thousand, yet 
the Government itself would be the loser. There is no responsible party to 


insure that the work shall be done at the bid of the Bureau without loss to 


the Government. I repeat: All that this proviso does is to repeal a provi- 
sion in the former bill, which condition was never d to ither House 
ot Congress. It crept in by mistake; it has worked so ineq Adi und un- 


fairly as to shut out all competitive bid 
give the contract to the Bureau of Edgra 
would bid lower than existing rates. Ihope that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will not be adopted, and that the proviso in the bill 
will remain. 

Mr. Hunton. I know nothing of the manner in which this original provi- 
sion was adopted. It is a law of the land, and this proviso seeks to repeal 
it. But I desire to put to my friend from Kentucky this question: If the 
proviso in this paragraph should be retained, can the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing be a competitor for the printing of these adhesive stamps? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 1 will say to the gentleman from Virginia my construc- 
tion of the law would be 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is it that the gentleman wants? Does he want me 
to give him some other man’s opinion? I think that the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing, under the operation of this proviso, stands exactly upon 
an equality with other competitive bidders of the country, save and except 
that the Government furnishes its rent, its fuel, and its light free. 

Mr. HUNTON. If this proviso be retained, can the Bureau come in as u com- 
petitor for this work? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should say that it could, but I hope it would not. 

Mr. Hunton. I hope it would; and belleving that it would, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The Senate of the United States, February 23, 1885, the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill being under consideration (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-eighth 
Congress, second session, pages 2007 to 2012): 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, to strike out the follow- 
ing clause, from line 139 to line 151, inclusive: 

“Phat at the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of posa 0 
stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to submit bids for 
the manufacture of saidstamps, stamped envelopes. postal cards, and other 
postar securities, by the Bureauof Engravingand Printing of the Treasury 

epartment, which bids shall be considered competition with bids from 
private parties: But provided, That the Postmaster- may reject any 
und ali the bids of vate parties, and award the contracts, or any of them, 
upon the bid of the Secre of the Treasury, if in his judgment it shall be 
for the best interests of the Government to do so.“ 


s * * $ 2 0 * 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee recommended the striking out of this provi- 
sion for two*reasons: In the first place, because it is legislation, and in the 
next place, because, as they believe. it is bad legislation. I hope every Sen- 
ator will take the bill and read this provision now in order to understand 
fully its scope, I will read it: 

That all the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of postage 
stamps, stam envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities 

I hope the Senate will note the full scope of the provision. It not only re- 
fers to the manufacture of postage stamps, but of stamped envelopes, pos- 
tal cards, and other postal securities— 

“the Secret of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to submit bids 
for the manufacture of said stamps, stam envelopes, 2 cards, and 
other postal securities by the Bureau of Engra an 

Treasury Department, which bids shall be conside in competition with 
bids from private parties: But provided, That the Postmaster-General may 
reject any or all the bids of private parties, and award the contracts, or an 
of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of the Treasury, if, in his judgmen > 
it shall be for the best interests of the Government to do s0.” 

It will be observed that that is a very provision. In the first 
place it would permit the Government, if a contract was awarded for the 
manufacture of envelopes, not to the mere printing of a stamp upon them, 
but to the manufacture of the envelope and the manufacture of postal cards 
and of every other form of postal security as well as postage stamps. In 
addition to that it requires that the 5 of the Treasury shall make a 
bid, not stating the cost to the Government of doing this work, but he shall 
make such bid as he sees fit, and after he has made the bid the Postmaster- 
General, without considering the question of the relative cost to the Gov- 
ernment under the bids of the Secretary of the Treasury and under bids of 
privare parties, may, if in his judgment he thinks it best, without reference 

o the question of cost at all, or considering that also, if he pleases, give the 
bid to the Secre of tho Treasury instead of to private parties. 

In other words, the Postmaster-General is to pass upon the general 
tions of public policy as to whether he thinks it is a good idea for the 
ernment to erect paper mills and enter on the manufacture of envelopes. 
There is not to be found so wide u discretion in the statute book conferred 
on any executive officer; but, Mr. President, it is obnoxious even if it weré 
guarded on that point. Inthe se ype there is practically no way of telling 
exactly what thecost ofany articleis that is manufac at the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing. Wecan tell the gross cost of allthe work done there, 
but no estimate cen eee, be made by the head of that Bureau or by any- 
body else which state toa fraction the cost of doing any part of that 
work, because all the elements can not be separated. 

The elements of cost on account of the use of capital, the wear and tear of 
machinery e ed in the manufacture of a particular thi covering a 
brief period of time, can not be told: and even if it conid be told there is no 
gamy that it will be told in a bid of this kind. The Secretary of the 

easury might inadvertently or designedly bid one-half the price that pri- 
vate parties would bid for this work and the Government would not be the 
gainer thereby, because that one-half the cost would have to be made up by 
appropriationn which would nominally go into the expense of printing 
other securities of the Government that that Bureau is engaged in printing 


now. 

Mr. President. I think I speak for the entire committee when I say that 
not a single member of it believed, in the absence of any allegation, that we 
were paying too much for the postal securities we are petting now. In the 
absence of any allegation that we are paying too much for stamped envel- 
opes, which are being furnished the Government now, is it wise for the Goy- 
ernment to enter upon this experiment under any circumstances whatever? 
I believe I may go further and say that the committee is unanimously of the 
opinion that the Government ought not to undertake the manufacture of 
this or any other th where vate capital and private skill are willing 
and able to do a good job, at a fair price. I do not see soy reason why the 
Government should manufacture paper in competition with private capital 
carrying on that same business, and neither did any other member of the 
committee, and sò, for all these reasons, any one of which is conclusive to 
my mind, the committee reported in favor of striking out the provision. 

G è * $ + 0 + 


Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senate will give somo attention to theprovision, 
because Iregard itas one of considerable importance. I am heartily in 
favor of st g it out. In the first place, upon the ground of general pol- 


throughout the country and 
ng and Printing, provided it 
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icy, it isnot well for the Federal Government to enlarge its vast 
an. The necessary 

quite sufficient. ee propo n 

Pri acturers in 


a matter which private manufacturers understand perfectly well, and in 
which there is no difficulty whatever. 


* * 2 s * * s 


The Government officers in making this bid will take no account of rent, 
and yet there will be really a charge against this work of rent or should be. 
yy, ety und it necessary to enlarge their 1 5 buildings in order to do 
it. officers of the Treasury in a bid will take no account of iu- 
surance. The Government is its own insurer. It will take no account of 
taxes; it will take no account of the es ee of 8 which 18 10 
per cent a year upon a very costly set of machinery. It will take no account 
ol the percentage of the compensation of supervising officers that ought to 

de charged to the envelope agency. The Government can not be holden to 
any particular sum if it bids to do the work at certain rate, because it 
must go on and finish the work whether it costs twice that or not. There 
is nobody to sue upon a bond; nobody to keep within certain fixed limits. 


ka 0 kd + $ * * 


Mr. DAWES. I have always understood it to be considered a matter of re 
gret that we were under the necessity of maintaining such a vast establish- 
ment as the Printing Office, but the considerations that enter into the main- 
tenance of that are such that it can not be obviated, and it isa pepe, to 
carry on that vast establishment because of the nature of the work. But 
none of those considerations enter into this matter. The stamped envelopes, 
the postal cards, and the stamps themselves that are made separately can 
be, so far as convenience, or necessity. or use is concerned, made at one place 
as well as another. It is only a question of cost. Now, the Government 
does not save at all, because it does hot charge to the cost of the manufacture 
of an envelope the cost of the plant, or the interest on the plant, or the in- 
surance, or anys like that. It does not save that because it pays itin 
another way; it all comes out of the Treasury although it is not c ed 
off against the cost of each envelope; so while the Government by thus dis- 

what must in the end come out of the Treasury, as an element of 
cost, can put upon the market rg og so much rep tee than the private 
m can that they at once must take the whole business and must, as I 

ve said, gather all this plant. 

+ è „But I wish to know what the last clause in the paragraph means 
if it does not mean that you offer to the public an invitation to bid for the 
doing of this work, and you invite them to put themselves down to the low. 
est ible point, and to accommodate their machinery, their capital, and 
their investment to it, and when it is done we will do as we have a mind to; 
we will crush you out entirely and go into the manufacture of private pro- 
duction along with you. 


$ * + * + * $ 


Itseoms to me that when you embark in the manufacture of all these 
postal cards and envelopes and work of that kind you might just as well set 
up a woolen mill, a hatter's shop, a shoemaker's shop, and turn the city of 

ashington into a grand center of manufacturing of which the Government 
will furnish the capital and the Government will furnish the employés, 
* 


+ + * * * * 


Mr. PLUMB. It is not cognate to that of the public printing generally, be- 
cause there, after great experience, Congress determined that it would be 
practicable to always have on hand the facilities to do this work and not to 
submit to the general scuffie of bidding; but in this case there has been no 
complaint anywhere either of the quality of the work or the price at which 
it was done. Private parties have not only been ready and willing to do this 
work, as they have been to carry the mails, and do other things, at a reason- 
able price, but there have been built up greatestablishments which the Gov- 
ee would now practically break up if it were to enter upon the matter 

n this way. 

I do not mean to 8 necessarily it would result in that being done by 
the Government, but by the d rous power vested in the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury and the Postmaster-General by this section, It does not limit 
them to accepting the lowest bid or the best bid, but simply says to the Post- 
master-General, "If you think on the whole, without reference to what pri- 
vate parties may have bid, that the Government ought to enter upon this 
manufacture as a public policy, vorpal ber can give the bid to the Secretary 
of the Treasury and reject those of the private parties.“ 


* * 0 * * * — 


Mr. Beck. Mr, President, I did not examine this 9 with very great 
care because it impressed me in committee, as I believe it did the whole 
committee, that the work was being done pretty cheaply now. We heard of 
no combinations. It seems there was fair competiton and very open compe- 
tition in regard to all these matters, and it was thought we should not under- 
take it, es) lly under the latter clause of the paragraph which provides 
that the Postmaster-General may reject any or all bids of private parties 
and award the cont or any of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of 
the Treasury if, in nis judgment, it shall befor the best interests of the Goy- 
ernment to doso. That would be giving a porse to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and tothe Postmaster-General to increase the employés of this 
Government almost ad infinitum, 


* * * + 2 + 


* 
My 9 has been that nothing is ever as cheaply done when it is 
adminis ve as when it is done by competition as a commercial transac- 
8 The TAAA never does carry on anything as cheaply as private 
people can do 
The committee were advised further, and I believe it will turn out to be so, 
that before a plant sufficient can be put down to start this business, a build- 
ing twice as la) as that of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing will have 
to be built, and five or six hundred, perhaps a thousand, employés will have 
to come in. I, for one, believe that no greater caiamity can happen to poor 
peona that to tempt them to come here to work for the Government under 
uences that may change every two or three years, and to be dependent 
n patronage and upon the power of political men or political parties. 
enever work can be done otherwise, I want to see it done. 


U 
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There 18 administra’ is enough of embarrassment, and 
there are enough people drawn here, zao according to experience, be- 
more de ent, less and less self-reliant, less and less use- 


ful citizens the longer they stay here, dependent, as many of them are, upon 
the changes of the wheel of fortune in politics. We ought not to encourage 
any t increase of those classes of people if we can help it; and we can 
keep a very large number away by allowing this competition to go on in the 
manufacture of envelopes, which has been done satisfactorily before, and I 
think it will be done satisfactoril, in. 

The last clause of the paragra) say. alarmed me more than any other 
provision in it. Idonot want the Postmaster-General or the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Ido not care whether he is a Democrat or a Republican, to 
have the right to disregard bids and — what shall be abolished. At any 
rate I was in favor of striking it out r all the information we had, so 
that we may hear from the House as to why it was put in, and that our con- 
ferees may hear in regard to it; whereas if we agree to retain the clause 
no we shall hear not and it will have passed out of our hands alto- ~ 
gether. 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be stated here as a fact, as it is, that this work has 
been done for the Government at a lower price every year, sho that 
competition has its full effect in this as it hasin ordinary branches of busi- 
ness. If the statement with which the Senator from Alabama concluded his 
speech is to apply. then the Government ought to have horses and wagons 
so that in cases where it should be necessary to enlarge the star-route sery- 
ice it may supply from headquarters at Washington or elsewhere, the mail 
service with the necessary machinery to carry it on. 

If we can not rely upon priveo competition, let us carry it out to the 
logical conclusion; let the Government have all these things on hand and a 
pan ready to carry on the manufacture not only in re to mail matter, 
ut, as the Senator from Kentucky says, the clothing for the Army, and 
things of that sort, if private parties do not meet its expectations. 


* s * 3 + 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the Chair). The question is > | 
3 to the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appro- | 
ze Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
nore iros and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted, yeas, 32; 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great | 
deal of patience to the gentleman who has just presented some 
remarks which I presume to be an argument on behalf of the 
bank-note companies of the United States to retain this print- 
ing under their control, which as I am informed is profitable to 
the extent of perhaps $40,000 or $50,000 per year, rather than 
have it transferred to a Departmentof the Government where it 
can be done, according to the proposition already made by that 
Department, for many thousands of dollars less than it has been 
done heretofore, or is offered to be done for atthe present time. 

The Bureau of Engraving and Printing had its origin in the 
fact that the Government was imposed upon by the bank-note 
companies of the United States. In 1861 or 1862, Mr. Chase, 
then Secretary of the Treasury, with but two bank-note com- 
panies in the United States, found that they were the only bid- 

ers in the market for the execution of the work of printing the 
securities and obligations of the Government, and Mr. Ohra. 
came before the Congressof the United States and asked author- 
ity that the printing be done in thə Treasury Department. 
There it was done, and most of the bonds and obligations of the 
Government were printed under the roof of the present Treisury 
building. Eighteen or twenty years ago, 1 that idea 
still further, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was estab- 
lished, and a handsome building was constructed in which todo 
this work. 
But by the adroit management of the bank-note companies of 
this country, when the matter was brought before Congress from 
time to time, by people who had the interests of the country at 
heart, they have always succeeded in defeating the proposition 
that the Government should do its own printing, and have kept 
it in the hands of these contractors in the city of New York who, 
I think, always understand when they have a good thing and 
are anxious to retain it. 

This Bureau of Engraving and Printing comes here, repre- 
sented by a competent man, the Chief of the Bureau, who says 
that the Department can do the printing for $40,000 a year less 
than it has been done in the city of New York, and he says that 
in the interest of economy it ought to be done in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing. 

My understanding is that an expenditure of $20,000 or $25,000 
will furnish the necessary presses, and that these dies from 
which the stamps are printed belong to the Government, and 
the moment the Government concl: des to do this printing that 
these parties must surrender these dies to the Government, and 
then the printing car be done in its own establishment, and 
with the best possible checks against fraud. This is now done 
with all our internal- revenue stamps, our money, and other se- 
curities, under a system which is certain to protect the Gov- 
ernment against fraud. 

Now, our postage stamps are printed in the city of New York. 
They never pass through the Post-Office Department in the city 


of Washington, but we send an agent to New York, and these 


* 5 


stamps are distributed from that point, and sent to the different 
points in the United States where they are needed, under the 
auspices of this agent, without passing under the serutiny of the 
Department here. 
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This is a plain sort of work, more easily done than banlt notes; 
and why should not the Government save this money? There 
is nothing to exclude the labor unions from having their men in 

the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, where as good wagesare 

d as by outside parties; and if a profit is to be made on this 

job let the Government make the profit in the interest of econ- 
omy, which the Democratic party is 1 to. [Applause] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In view of the fact 

that it is getting near 5 o'clock, when we will have to take are- 
cess, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6016), had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House take a recess as if at 5 o'clock, until 8 o'clock this 
evening. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair will lay before 
the House.several personal requests. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hicks, for the rest of the week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. OATES, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. COBB of Alabama, from attendanee at this evening’s 
session. 


TAXATION OF UNITED STATES LEGAL-TENDER NOTES, ETC. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the views of the minority on the bill proposing the taxation 
of the United Stateslegal-tender notes for State, Territorial, and 
municipal purposes; which were ordered to be printed with the 
views of the majority. 


REPRINT OF BILLS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. MAGUIRE, the 
bills H. R. 5501, 5502, 5503, 5504, 5505, 5506. and 5603 were ordered 
to be reprinted, the original editions: being exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Texas asks unanimous: 
consent that the House now take a recess instead of waiting 
until 5 o'elock, the evening session to be devoted to the consid- 
eration of bills under the rules. Without objection, that order 
will be made, and the gentleman from Indiana Mr. BROOKSHIRE] 
will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening session. 

There was no objection. 

And accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
was declared in recess until S o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 80’clock 
p: m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3 of 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. The Honse shall. on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. M.. take a recess until 
8 o'clock, which evening session shall be de to the consideration of 
private bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee. 
on Invalid Pensions. to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
pills removing chargesof desertion only; said evening session not toextend 
beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of business. on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3156) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Blick, late colonel United States Army, deceased. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent, at the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE], that that bill be passed over without. prejudice to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. thout objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CALEB: HUSE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5735) a bill to remove the ee disabilities of Caleb Huse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, ete., That, two-thirds of the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring therein, all political disabilities imposed upon and 
incurred by Caleb Huse, formerly of the State of Alabama and now of the 


State of New York, by virtue of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion. be, and are hereby, removed. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, The report was read Friday 
night two weeks ago. ? 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
removal of the disabilities in this case is to enable the party to 
get a pension, or something of that nature? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I can assure the gentle- 
man that no such purpose is sought to be accomplished. This 
gentleman was a uate of West Point, and was the assistunt 
professor of chemistry at the Military Academy until 1859. He 
then resigned from the Army and went to Alabama, where he 
was made the superintendent of the military school at Tusca- 
loosx. Heafterwardsbecame an officer in the Confederate army, 
and he now requests that his political disabilities be removed. 
This is one of the few cases remaining unacted upon. The ap- 
plicant is a cultivated and distinguished educator. There is a 
petition here for the removal of the disabilities. I trust that no 
objection will be interposed to the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZA HOLMES. 


The next. business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws. the name of Eliza Holmes, widow 
ot John Holmes, dec „late of Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and whose pension claim is numbered 13513. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask for the reading of the re- 
ort. 
> The report by (Mr. HAINES) was read, as follows: 


nad been stabbed by some n or persons unknown.”’ 
LANI MADOA (since deceased), who 


gu 
5 on the 

some perso: 
the time of his death. 

John H. Sheppard, in affidavit executed September 24. 1885, testifies that 
he was a comrade of John Holmes, and that they together were placed on 
guard duty at the observatory in Georgetown on the morning of July 2, 1861 
(probably meaning, however, July 1), and continued on that duty until 8:30 
p. m., when they returned to the college and found that the ent had 
moved, leaving a consist: of Lieut. McNee and about 12 mem the 
officer told them there was no f for them and gave them permission to go 
and get something; they went to a grocery store and got some cheese and 
crackers; while there three men, 2; mtly civilians, used some abusive 
language toward them, which they did not resent, but left. Holmes, how- 
ever, decided to go back alone to get something more, and was never seen 
again alive; next mo Alllant learned that Holmes was murdered; he 
Was perfectly sober when he left amant. 

The Georgetown Evening Star of July 2, 1861, contained the following ac- 
count of the murder: 

John Holmes, a private in Company A, Seventy-ninth New York Regi- 
ment. was murdered this morning at.an early hour near the corner of High 
and West streets. He received two stabs in the left breast. * * * 0 
coroner's inquest is now in progress. and the evidence of those in the neigh- 
borhvod shows that deceased was in an altercation with one or two other 
men, habited in the uniform of his regiment, and from them received the 
wound that caused his death. * * Several members of the regiment 
were arrested. and one is strongly suspected.“ 

The War Department records do not, however, show that any member of 
the regiment was under arrest for this murder or anything further in the 


matter. 

The widow's claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier’s death did 
not occur in the line of duty, and she can not be pensioned under the act of 
June 27. 1890. for the reason that the soldier was not honorably rged 
from the service. : 

While the action of the Pension Bureau is doubtless proper, this seems to 
be just such a case as eee eee gs to relieve. While 
it can not be proved that the soldier met his denth in line of duty, it is 

true that he died in service and that there is no sufficient reason to 
assume that it was through any fault of his own he was murdere j3. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. > 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is nota 
bill that ought to be favorably by this committee. The 


report itself admits that there is no evidence to show that this 
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soldier died in line of duty. This ex parte evidence, I take it. 
goes to show that he died in the service. I do not agree with 
the committee as to the evidence. It seems to me that itis very 
clear that this man was killed in some brawl in Georgetown. He 
had been to a store with a number of his companions and they 
had some difficulty, according to the affidavit of one of his com- 
rades, and they left. 

The soldier for whose widow, a pension is asked returned to 
the store, and that was the last that was ever seen of him alive. 
Now, this was a grocery store. I do not know whether they 
were dry groceries or wet” groceries that were sold there, 
but I am inclined to think they were wet groceries; and I 
am further inclined to think that the soldier’s death was brought 
about by his own misconduct while at this place. There is no 
evidence to the contrary here; and I do not think we have a 
right to presume anything to the contrary. I shall certainly 
object, for one, to the passage of this bill under these eireum- 
stances, < N ) 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, this is one of thie s 8 
cases, out of a great number that 1 have been requested to in- 
troduce, which seems to me to be of unquestioned merit. 

This is a ease where a young man and woman were married in 
the autumn of 1860. In the spring of 1861 the man. enlisted, leav- 
ing his wile and going into the Union Army. His record is a 
perfectly clear straight one. He accompanied his regiment 
to the field of operations. It was stationed at Georgetown. He 
was assigned to guard duty. The circumstances were such that 
before he returned to his company the eompany had moved on. 
He was given special permission by his superior officer to go 
and get something to eat. Allelse that is known in regard to 
that man is that, entirely sober, with the permission of his 
officer, he, atter one of his comrades, had been rebuffed at the 

erystore to which they had applied for provisions, returned 
f the hace of sucuring what was necessary, and was found dead 
next morning in the streets of Georgetown with two stabs in his 


body. 

The only evidence, the only suggestion, that he was engaged 
in any altercition is ina newspaper paragraph which carries in 
the body of it the proof of its own erroneous character. Boing 
a local paper of Georgetown, naturally endeavoring—for we al 
know the state of feeling there at that.time—to throw upon the 
soldiers there stationed the responsibility for anything out of 
the way that may have occurred, this paper stated that the sol- 
dier’s comrades, were under arrest for having caused his death. 
An inspection of the records of the War Department show that 
no man was arrested on that charge. That was a definite state- 
ment for which the paper was responsible, which it had oppor- 
tunity to know the truth of; and, therefore, if that statement is 
effectually discredited, as it is, there ean be no reliance placed 
upon the remainder of the article. 

As to the suggestion of my friend from Virginia [Mr. JONES] 
that the poor 3 soldier went for wet“ groceries instead 
of dry ones; that he may be presumed to have engaged in an al- 
tercation when he alone was left, or he and his comrades were 
left, away from their company amid a hostile population, I think 
I can leave that to the gentleman himself, and that even he will 
not claim that any such lame eee WBS is any reason why this 
man’s widow should not be recognized by Government as the 
widow of one who died in the line of duty. 

Now, L have no fault to find with the Pension Office. Theen- 
tire record has, been put before us by that office. It was left 
with the committee and the bill has worked out. its own salva- 
tion. In the proceedings of the Pension Office there was not, 
from beginning to end, even a suggestion of a doubt but that the 
circumstances narrated in the report ef the committee were all 
that could be produced, and I respectfully submit, sir, that if 
there ever was a ease which came within the spirit of the pen- 
sion laws, but which, on account of its not coming within the 
letter of them, it was pon to. bring before Congress instead 
of before the Pension Bureau, it is this case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Virginia has ob‘ected 
to the consideration of this bill. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York if it is not true that under the present law, had 
this widow's husband been killed after having obtained an hon- 
orable discharge, she could have obtained a pension under the 
act of June 18902 

Mr. WARNER. That is the case; and it is the case that if 
this poor man had survived two days aud had been sent home 
because he was not able to go on in the service, his widow would 
have been entitled to.a pension. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then the fact that ho was killed in the serv- 
ice is the only reason why his widow can not obtain a pension 
under the law? 

Mr. WARNER. That is the only reason. She does not come 
within the precedents established by the old law, and she does 
no come within the letter of the law of 1899. 
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Mr. HULICK. Did this soldier go to that grocery store to 
purchase provisions, or to get them as soldiers are sometimes 
compelled to get them, without purchase? 

Mr. WARNER. The evidence is that, upon finding that the 
company had moved on, theirotticer gave these men permission 
to go and get some crackers; suggested it, in fact. They went to 
the store to procure some crackers. : 

Mr. HULICK. To purchase them? 

Mr. WARNER. To purchase them. There is na suggestion 
to the contrary even in the imagination of the reporter of this 
Georgetown newspaper. 

Mr. HULICK. There was no attempt to take them by force? 

Mr. WARNER. Not the slightest. I mayadd that this case 
has been investigated repeatedly. All the facts that have been 
discovered are sst out in the report. Further, I may say that in 
the report transmitted from the Pension Office there is no sug- 
gestion of any reason why this pension should not be nted, 
except the doubt as to whether it was not more properly a ease 
to be provided for here instead of there. 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, this case is all right. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, Idiffer from the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. WARNER} as to the credit that ought to be at- 
tached to the evidence in this case. I have just obtained a copy 
of this report. It is very difficult to take in the whole purport 
of a report when it is read hastily from the Clerk's desk; but E 
have glanced over this report during the last few minutes and 
I find that the pension claim in this caseis based upon the state- 
ments contained in two affidavits and a newspaper elipping. 
Now, the affidavits do not agree with each other, nor do the: 

ree with the account givenof the altercation in which thsol- 
dier lost his life, in the newspaper clipping. One of these atti- 
Soe is made in 1864, the other twenty-one years thereafter, in 


The first afidavit states that this soldier was one of a body of 
soldiers left to guard property in Georgetown. The affidavit of 
the comrade, made nearly a quarter of a century after the sol- 
dier's death, does not make any such statement, but says that 


he came into camp and found an offlcer and twelve men there 


detailed to take care of this property. This affidavit says that 
the officer in charge told these men to go to a grocery and get 
some crackers and cheese; that they went there and that there 
was an altercation between them andsomecivilians. The exnet 
language employed in the report is: 

Three me: t 3 
cane ag to teri ly ci used some abusive la 


willans, 
not resent, but left. Holmes, however, 
alone to get something more. 


toward then 
ded to go back 


The report does not state what that something more was, 
but I think the presumption is very elear as to what it was. The 
man was never seen again alive. 

Now, the newspaper clipping also states that there was an al- 
tercation; but it was not between the soldier and civilians, but, 
according to the newspaper account, he was killed in a broil with 
his own comrades. ‘‘That the deceased was in an altercation 
with one or two other men hibited in the uniform of his regi- 
ment,” is the language of the newspaper account. 

Now, I prefer to take this newspaper account, which was given 
the very morning after this min was found dead, rather than 
take the aflidavit of this comrade given twenty-two or twenty- 
three years afterwards. And [think it is clear, from this news- 
paper clipping, that this min wis not only killed in an alterca- 
tion with soldiers of his own regiment, but while he was on a 
drunken spree. 

I think that a claim of this kind ought not to be favorably re- 
pan upon bare p esumptions drawn from loose and contra- 

ictory affidavits. This evidenee would not be received in any 
court of law. Remember that at best these are mere affidavits 
which state it may be cs © give sit se everything that could be 
re ed as favorable toward obtaining a pension, whilst every- 
thing that would hurt the case is carefully omitted. The man 
making the aifidavit was not asked, it may be supposed, to state 
anything more than what is here given: he was probably told 
by the party desiring the affidavit, “This is the only fact I want 
you to state,” so that he testified to nothing else. 

It seems to me that no lawyer would accept this testimony as 
worth anything anywhere. It is self-contradictory; and it is in 
the form of mere ez purte affidavits and newspaper articles. I 
do not think that an affidavit taken after a lapse of twenty-one 
years, and as unsatisfactory as this one is, ought to be accepted by 
this.committee as sufficient to justify us in putting this woman 
on the pension roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, of course, admits that if 
this man hid been discharged, his widow would have been en- 
titled to a pension at the Pension Office. Now, instead of being 
discharged he was killed while in the service; and I submit he 
was killed in the line of duty. Now, I submit it would bea very 
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technical lawyer who would decline to recognize the equities of 
this case and to allow this man a pension. 

Mr. JONES. If the testimony in this case were in a form to 
be relied upon, the case might be different. The proof here is 
no proof at all; the facts are mere presumptions. is kind of 
testimony ought not to be worth much here, and would not be 
worth anything in a court of law. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it seems tome that is met by the propo- 
sition that if the man had been discharged from the service and 
then killed in any sort of an altercation (as the gentleman as- 
sumes was the case) the widow would have received her pension. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is proceeding upon the assump- 
tion that this man was killed in the line of duty 

Mr. PICKLER. No. 

Mr.JONES. While the report explicitly states that such was 
not the case, 

Mr. PICKLER. If this soldier had been discharged before 
meeting his death, he might afterwards have been hanged for 
murder or come to his death in any manner whatever, and his 
widow would still have been allowed a pension under existing 
law without coming to Congress for it. I submit there is no 
evidence to show that this man did not die in the line of duty; 
and certainly it seems to me very technical to say that his widow 
should not be allowed a pension. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia in his cooler moments must acknowledge that such an 
objection is extremely technical. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. There seems to be some littie mis- 
understanding about one Paes of this case. This soldier did 
not serve ninety days; and the act of June 27, 1890, does not ap- 
ply to the case at all. In order to obtain a pension under that 
act there must have been service for ninety days and an honor- 
able discharge. 

Now, there is neither an honorable discharge in this case, nor 
was there ninety days’ service. So that I think the act of June 
27, 1890, may be entirely eliminated from the consideration of 
the case. But I do think, Mr. Chairman, that taking all the cir- 
cumstances in the case, it is not a violent thing for this commit- 
tee to take this death as one that occurred really in the line of 
duty. Ido not think there is the discrepancy between the two 
affidavits, to which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] al- 
ludes, which he thinks there is. One is the testimony of the 
captain who went away with the regiment, saying that a portion 
of the regiment had been left behind on guard. Taking that 
into consideration with the other affidavitof a comrade, it shows 
that when the regiment moved away these men were already out 
on guard. When they were relieved from duty and called back 
to camp they found the lieutenant incharge of that guard there, 
guarding Government property. 

This was in the early part of the war. This soldier was in- 
formed that there was nothing to eat, and this officer having 
charge and command over this man and over his comrades, in- 
formed them of the fact that there was nothing to eat. That 
was word, coming to a man just relieved ‘rom all night or all 
day duty on guard, finding nothing to eat, to go some place and 
get something toeat. He went away with his comrade for the 

urpose of getting pomething to eat. Now, if the gentleman 
lom Virginia[Mr. JONES]had been of an age then to have been 
one of the comrades on that occasion, and if he had been with 
John Holmes, I do not think that twenty-two or twenty-three 
ears later a cle of what occurred there that night would 
ave escaped memory. 
This comrade testifies that he was along; that he went toa 
rocery to obtain something to eat, and that some citizens there 
something harsh to say tothem. Be it remembered that 
this was near the very outbreak of the war, the night of the Ist 
of July, 1861. He says that when they started away this soldier 
went back, and afterwards he was found murdered. Now the 
committee, in order that all the evidence should be before the 
House, have put in this newspaper clipping. We wanted the 
committee to see all the evidence that we acted upon; and when 
you take the uncertainty of a newspaper statement, particularly 
one made in the exciting times that were then common in George- 
town, in Washington, and in fact throughout all this portion of 
the country, it is no wonder that inaccuracies should creep into 
the newspaper statements of what occurred there that night, 
and the means which caused the death of this soldier. 

Now, the statement that the soldier was probably in an alter- 
cation, and that several members of his regiment had been ar- 
rested, and that one was strongly suspected, is, it seems to me, 
entirely overthrown by the record of the War Department, which 
shows nothing of that kind to have occurred. 

Taking it altogether, just as it is, the newspaper statement, 
the testimony of the captain, the testimony of the comrade who 
was with him, it seems to me that there is nothing in the whole 
case but what would justify the Committee of the Whole and 
the House of Representatives and Congress, under all the cir- 


cumstances, in treating this soldier as having died in the line of 
duty, because he had gone for food which he could not find at 
quarters when he returned from his guard duty. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, one word more. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] has answered the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] much better than I could 
have done on the question of the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. You made no point about the time of the 
service. You were making a point about the way he died. 

Mr. JONES. I supposed that when the gentleman made the 
assertion he had read the report. I did not suppose he would 
say that if the soldier had lived two days longer he would have 
gotten his pension, unless he had some evidence to sustain that 
statement; and therefore I did not question what he said. But 
looking at the report, I find that this soldier enlisted May 13, 
1861, and was killed on the morning of July 2, 1861, after only 
about fifty days of service. 

Now, the report of the committee of which my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. MARTIN] is the distinguished chairman, states em- 
phatically that the Pension oH Salt rejected thisclaim upon 
the ground that the soldier did not receive his death wound in 
the line of duty. I assume that the Pension Department, which 
examined all the testimony and was perfectly familiar with the 
law relating to the subject, having rejected this claim upon the 
ground that the soldier was not killed in the line of duty, I can 
say with a great deal of propriety that this man did not die in 
the line of duty. 

Now, the claim is made upon the testimony of these two sol- 
diers, given twenty-one years apart, and upon a newspaper ac- 
count of the affair, which was published the very next morning. 
The newspaper states that several members of the regiment 
were arrested, and that one of them was strongly suspected of 
killing this man. That was the account given the very morn- 
ing after this affair took place. I take it for granted that the 
newspaper account, given the morning afterward, is more apt 
to be correct than the statement of this soldier, given twenty- 
two or twenty-three years after the occurrence; and as I have 
already said, the soldier probably did not go into all the facts 
of the case. He was called upon to make this affidavit, and he 
made it for the purpose of helping this poor woman to get a 
pension. He stated nothing, I imagine, that would have oper- 
ated aguinst her. 

Now, it is said that the records of the War Department do not 
show that this soldier came to his death at the hands of his com- 
rades in an altercation with them, and that therefore what is 
said in the newspaper isnot correct. I submit to my friend from 
New York [Mr. WARNER] that that is entirely negative evi- 
dence. It proves nothing atall. The records do not say that 
anybody was arrested, and therefore we are asked not to believe 
that anybody was. They simply say nothing about it. They 
are merely silent, as I understand, upon the subject. I do not 
think the fact that the records of the War Department are silent 
upon the subject is testimony to overcome the statement in the 
newspaper published the next morning. 

I do not put the utmost reliance in newspaper statements; but 
this statement is published as a part of the record, as a part of 
the evidence upon which the report in this case is founded, and 
as gentlemen have accepted this as evidence and bring it in here 
in support of this claim, it does not lie in their mouths to ques- 
tion its correctness. And taking that evidence, as we must if 
we accept any, it shows conclusively that this man did not die 
in line of duty. The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
claim upon that ground, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN| has said that if the soldier did not die in line of duty 
this woman is not entitled to be pensioned. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest that this case 
strikes me as rather meritorious, and I want to suggest some 
few ideas in connection with the case. I know that a great 
many cases of this kind have been allowed by the Pension Omice, 
and I am surprised that this woman was not allowed a pension 
by the Pension Office. I remember several cases where com- 
rades were at play and one of them killed another, and the Pen- 
sion Office allowed pensions in those cases, They might well 
take this case and dispose of it in that way. In that line it a 
pears to me unanswerable. There is testimony bearing directly 
as to how this man came by his death. There is a presumption 
of law also, when you find a man as they found this man in the 
morning in the condition he was, that he was killed, that he was 
murdered. 

To sustain the gentleman’s contention he must show that this 
man broughton the altercation himself. There is nota particle of 
proof of that given here. The soldier had permission to go 
where he was. Supposing asoldier walks along the street and 
somebody attacks him, and in self-defense he assaults him and 
the party who assaulted the soldier absolutely kills him. Was 
he not in line of duty when he was defending himself? He is 
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just as much in line of duty as if he were in battle when he de- 


- fended himself. When this assault occurred he was in lino of 
duty, just as much as if he were engaged ina battle. Who 
brought on this altercation? There is no testimony toshow who 
brought iton. The other party may have brought it on, and 
this man was killed in self-defense. This soldier defended him- 
self, but the next morning he was found dead. 

Now, under these circumstances the presumption of law is 
that he was murdered; and if he had the permission of his su- 
perior officer to be where he was, he was in the line of duty, and 
this claim could be admitted properly at the Pension Office. 
But they having refused to do so, we have the power, in the 
same lino, to allow this claim; and itseems to me that all the 
presumptions are in favor of the soldier, as they ought to be, 
and the claim ought to be allowed. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, as to the ruling of the Pen- 
sion Office, I find no fault with that. It is true that had he been 
engaged in an athletic game with his comrades and suddenly 
fallen dead, he would have been considered as having died in 
line of duty. It is true that had he dropped dead at the commis- 
sary’s office, to which he had been sent for the very rations he 
was senttothis very place in Georgetown for, he would have been 
considered as having died in lineof duty. So far as I know, how- 
ever, I believe that the Pension Office has acted right in mak- 
ing a ruling to accept nothing as death in line of duty until it 
has ascertained precisely what the circumstances of that death 
were. 

Now, sir, that may be right or it may be wrong, but Jam in- 
clined to think that as we in this House can right the action of 
the Pension Office wherever the spirit of the law requires it, 
the Pension Office is right in holding very strictly to the strict 
letter of the law. 

Now, as to the nature of thisevidence. The gentleman from 
Virginia appears to forget that even if this man was slain by 
his own co es—as, however, is not shown—it is none the less 
death in line of duty for the soldier, for which, unless he is 
shown to have brought it upon himself by his own crime, he is 
not responsible. 

Now, sir, we all know the condition of things existing in this 
district at that time. Here isa soldier with a few comrades, 
separated from their company in an essentially and thoroughly 
hostile community. He is found murdered when the morning 
lightenables his form to be discovered. The local paper—what 
would it do in every case? What did it do here? It stated, not 
what the editor knew, not what he could have ascertained the 
truth in regard to, but a report that there was an altercation in 
which members of the soldier’s own regiment, or men wearing 
the uniform, were engaged. 

That statement, sir, is an improbable one on its face; but it 
would naturally be the very first statement that would be made 
on behalf of the populace, who would naturally be afraid of ven- 

eance being exacted from the community in which the soldier 
had been killed. Then the paper adds a statement, the truth of 
which it might have ascertained, that a number of his comrades 
had been arrested for causing his death; but upon examination 
that alleged fact is found not to exist. Now, the youth of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] (he being, I suppose, not 
older than myself) excuses his not knowing that in the Union 
Army, atleast the records were so completeas to the disciplinary 
record of every soldier in the service, that if any one of that 
man’s comrades had been arrested at that time the fact would be 
found on record at the War Pepa mans to-day. 

Now, sir, as to the length of service of this man; he did not 
serve throughtout the war, but I trust the gentleman from Vir- 

inia will accept his death as an excuse for that. [Laughter.] 

tis true, also, that Col. Ellsworth did not serve throughout 
the war. It is true, also, that a local Alexandria paper might 
have described him as having been shot down in an altercation, 
and as he was surrounded by his comrades it might have added 
that men dressed in the Federal uniform took part in that alter- 
cation. 

In this case we have this Georgetown paper stating certain 
things as to which it could not have had knowledge except from 
rumor, and certain other matters as to which it could have as- 
certained the truth, and the only fact as to which the truth 
could have been ascertained is shown to have been the reverse 
of the statement contained in that paper. .But there is other 
evidence. There are the records of the War Department, which 
are to the effect that, under date of July 2, 1861, John Holmes, 
Company A, Seventy-ninth Volunteers, was found dead on the 
streets of Georgetown, stabbed by some person or persons un- 
known. There is another affidavit, which was not made twenty 
years afterwards—the affidavit of the captain of this soldier’s 
company, who testifies toa number of the facts which we have 
been discussing here, and who testifies that the soldier died in 
the line of duty. 


Now, sir, this wasa man who volunteered—who was not drafted 
into the service, who volunteered at a date when there were no 
bounties given that could either be an attraction to him or any 
support for the wife he left behind him—a man who went 
promptly to the front and entered upon the service, and whose 
service was cut short by death. I believe, sir, that upon con- 
sideration of all the evidence, there is not a gentleman ewer) 
not even my friend from Virginia [Mr. JONES], who will insis 
npon it, as to a soldier who volunteered to defend his country, 
who did not wait for the inducement of the bounty but went vol- 
untarily and promptly into the service, who is shown to have 
been 1 laborious and faithful service and against whom 
no suggestion is made—I believe there is no man present who, 
in order to defeat the claim of that man’s widow for recognition 
by this Government will assume, without even a suggestion of 
evidence, that he must have committed some crime which in- 
duced somebody else to kill him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported tothe House with the recommendation that it do 


88. 
F JONES. Iaskfor a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 5. 

So the bill was laidaside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. TRICKEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bili 
(H. R. 1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of Hart- 
well M. Trickey to the pension rolls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to restore Mary E. Trickey, widow of Hartweil M. 
Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteer 
5 and their children, to the pension rolls as of the date of December 
1, 1891. 


An amendment in the nature of a substitute, recommended by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the act A e June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as 
widow of Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. JONES. Task that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey, have carefully considered the same, and 
submit the following report: 

A similar bill was favorably reported in the Fifty-second Congress, but 
failed of Erk The facts shown are as follows: 

Hartwell M. Trickey served as a private in Company I, One hundred and 
sixth New York Infantry, from July 22, 1862, until June 22, 1865. He was 
Pensions aoe $4 per month for gunshot wound of left forearm, and died 

une Ii, K d 

Mary E. Trickey applied for pension as his widow, and proved to the satis- 
faction of the Pension Bureau that she was married to the soldier July 2, 
1872, and on was allowed her undér act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month, 
plus #2 for each of four children from July 2, 1890. Payment of pension was 
oe August 15, 1891, on information tending to show that she was not 
the legal widow of the soldier, and a special examination was had to deter- 
mine the facts. which are as follows, asis fully shown by evidence now on 
file in the Pension Bureau: 

The soldier, while home on furlough, was married November 12, 1863, at 
Ogdensburg, N. Y., to one Jane Ritchey, and remained with her one or two 
weeks at that time. Again, after his discharge, he lived with her as his wife 
for about one and a f years, when he went to Pennsylvania and she did 
not accompany him, and never afterward did they live together. The rea- 
sous 5 separation do not appear. This separation seems to have been 
abou 5 

In 1868 the present claimant, Mary E. (Montgomery), met the soldier at 
Pottsville, Pa., and on July 2, 1872, they were married at Wilkesbarre, Pa., 
and lived together continuously as man and wife from that time until his 
death, and ey had five children. It appears, however, that the soldier was 
never divorced from Jane, his first wife, and hence his so-called marr! to 
Mary E. was not legal. Some two or three years after the separation above 
referred to Jane commenced to live with one William Rogers, and they had 
lived and cohabited as man and wife, openly and publicly, since that time, 
and have a family of four children, one of whom is 20 years of age, and she 
is commonly known as Jane Rogers. All this is shown by her own admis- 
sions and by other evidence. 

On November 29, 1890, Jane filed a claim for the accrued pension due the 
soldier at the date of his death, and althongh this had already been paid to 
Mary E., it was determined in the light of all the facts that it must be paid 
to Jane, as the . to Mary E. was illegal; this was acco: ly 
done, and the name of Mary E. was permanently dropped from the rolls. 
The amount of accrued pension which was thus twice paid seems to have 
been not more than #13, and possibly not more than $1, if the soldier himself 
lived to draw the pension for the quarter en June 4, 1889. 

Although it has n determined that Jane was legally entitled to the ac- 
crued pension, it does not follow that she is entitled toa continuous eee 
as widow. It is evident that she has lived as wife with Rogers both before 
and since the soldier's death, and even if acommon-law marria; 
arise on the death of a former husband, her relations with gers are 
clearly such as to defeata claim by reason of the act of August 7, 1882, as to 
open and notorious adulterous cohabitation. 

Inasmuch as the object of this bill is to pension the beneficiary as an act 
of justice rather than of strict legal right. and inasmuch asa considerable 
sum of money has already been paid her illegally. though perhaps through 
no conscious fault of her own, pension, if allowed, should date from the ap- 
proval of the act. 

Your committee therefore return the bill and recommend that the bill do 
pass, after being amended as follows: 


does not 
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Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert. in, lieu. thereof. the fol- 


owing: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to plana ou the pension roil, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the act a; ved June 27. 1820; the name of Mary E. Trickey, as 
widow of Hartwell M. 'Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth 
Re: ent New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

amend the title so as to read A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.“ 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the amendment reported 
by the committee be adopted. 
A MEMBER. For what time will the widow then receive: pen- 


n 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. From the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JONES. As a substitute for the motion, I move that the 


bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
lie on the table. [A pause.] I am informed that there are 
amendments. pending: and I withdraw my motion till those are 
disposed of. 
. NEILL. LI would like to ask the 
5 OUTHWAITE] a question. If this b 
th these women receive pensions? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; it pensions simply the woman who 
met this man in 1872, and not knowing that he was married, 
married him law‘ully, lived with him until his death in 1889, 
3 him children. The other woman does not get any pen- 
sion. 

Mr, NEILL, I thought T understood from the reading of the 
report that.she would. 

r. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. 

Mr. NEILL. She is not now on the pension roll? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. She is not. She can not get a pension 
because of the law of 1882. She had been living with a man 
named Rogers as his wife fer over twenty years, and borne him 
five children who pass by that name. But by a technical de- 
cision of the Pension Bureau it was held that in law she should 
be regarded as the widow, the Bureau not haying at that time 
the information subsequently obtained as to her cohabitation 
with Rogers. 

Mr. LANE. It seems to me that it is not a matter of the least 
import ince to pass this amendment. I think it clear that this 
woman is not the widow of the soldier; and that is the question 
before the House. That is the point on which this case must 
turn. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill without, the amendment. pro- 
poses that the pension date back to the time of the death of the 
soldier, but the amendment of the committee proposes, to grant 
a pension under the law of June 27, 1890, simply from the time 
of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LANE. I understand that the bill proposes to pension 
her from the time that it becomes a law, but my proposition is 
that she ought not to be pensioned at all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I apprehend-gentlemen who are object- 
ing to this bill have not heard the ort. 

r. LANE. Let us see, then, whether [ understand this case. 
Lunderstand that this man was married at some former time; 
that he and his wife parted without any legal divorce; that he 
afterward mot the applicant in this bill; they were married, 
lived together for many years, and had borne to them a family. 
In the mean time the other woman committed adultery; she went 
off and lived with some other man, without the marriage tie ever 
having been severed, and she is still living. 

Now, when this woman married the soldier, there was an im- 
pediment in the way, and the marriage was in law a nullity. It 
was an adulterous. cohabitation. So far as the testimony shows, 
all these children were born inadultery. The other wife after- 
ward applied for a pension and received it. The Government 

her a pension, as: it was compelled to do. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Paid her 813 arrears, 

Mr. CURTIS of New Vork. Her husband’s. arrears of pen 
sion, not hers: 

Mr. LANE. They reco ed the first wife as the widow of 
the soldier. There is no doubt in the world that she was the 
widow of the soldier. There is no question to-day but what she 
is the widow, in law. 


entleman from Ohio 
should pass, will not 


It is proposed now to bring in the law of 1882, which RERS 
t is in 


that a widow may forfeit: her pension by adultery; but 
the discretion of the Pension Department. There are a great 
many cases where they do notforfeit their pensions. I know of 
the case of a widow, which case came into this House two or 
three years ago. They struck the name of a poor widow from 
the roll because she happened to have been caught in a single 
act. Gen. Black, when he was Commissioner, dropped her name 
from the roll. A bill was introduced’ in the House to placa her 
on the roll again. I was then chairman of the eommittee, and I 


reported the bill favorably, and it passed this House. She was 
t back on the roll, notwithstanding the fact that she was caught 


in adultery. 


Now, my. contention: in this case is thatthisclaimant is not the 
widow of the soldier, and it is, of doubtful propriety to attempt 
to legalize this marriage by this act, to recognize these 
children as the offspring of a lawful marriage. 

We have plenty of soldiers’ widows in this, country who ought. 
to ba pensioned. There are hundreds and hundreds of claims. 
in the Pension Office awaiting action, and it scems to me that 
those widows ought to be pensioned before you take up the cases 
of doubtful propriety. If the real widows, the real orphans, and. 
the real soldiers were all pensioned, then there might-be some 
equitable ground for taking up the cases of others. 

am not rr ees blame this woman. She may have been 
deceived in this marriage, but the fact remains. Now, if the 
soldier had lived, and the first wife had died, the second mar- 
riago might have become lawful by a change of relations; but the 
real widow is still living, and there is this impediment in the 
way, and it seems to me that a pension can not be allowed to 
this claimant, without a great injustica to the pension roll. 

Mr. STALLINGS, LSshould to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] a question. 

Mr. OUTHWALITE. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. From what county in Ohio are these peo- 


ple? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are not from Ohio at all. Mr. 
Trickey. was born in the northern part of New Vork, and went 
into thearmy from the northern park of New York, and married 
in the northern -part of New York. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That was the first marriage? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was the first marriage. After- 
wards, in 1857, he left New Yorkand went down into the mining 
regions of Pennsylvania, where he met this woman, Miss Mont- 
gomery, who had no knowledge whatever of his previous mar- 


riage, 

Mr. STALLINGS. How far was it from the place where he 
first. married to the . of his second marriage? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. About 500 miles. 

Mr. STALLINGS, She had no way of knowing about the 
other marriage. 

Mr. OUTH WAITE. She had no way of knowing anything 
about it, and had no knowledge of the marriage, and married 
this manin good faith, lived with him as a good wife, raised his 
children as a good mother, and is now in poverty, and asks. 
through this bill that she may ba allowed, from the time of ths 
passage of the bill, $3 per month as the supposed widow of this 
soldier. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. HUDSON. How long did she live with him? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Twenty-one years. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very meri- 
torious case. It appeals to our sense of fairness. It appears 
from the statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OOTA- 
WAITE] that this good woman is clearly not to blame. She had 
no knowledge of the previous marriage of her husband. Accord- 
ing to the strict letter of the law, the Pension Office could not 
regard her as the legal wife of the deceased soldier; but it is 
just such a case as we ought: to legislate for, and pass a private 
bill for tha velief of the applicant. Therefore I hope this bill 
will be reported favorably. [Applause.] 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I can not think that my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] has read this report carefully or 
I think he would not say that it isa meritorious. case. In the 
first place, I want tosay, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Ourawarnal that if there is any evidence that the 
lawful wife of this soldier is not now drawing a pension at the 
hands of the Government, it is not to. be found in this report. 
On the contrary —— 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave my information from the Pen- 
sion Bureau, and this report was drawn by the committee; and 
‘if there be any question about it I will step over to the Pension 
‘Bureau. to-morrow and have it stopped. But under the law of 
August 7, 1882, she can not draw a pension. 
| Mr. JONES. Iwill ask the gentleman what he proposes to 
stop when he steps over to the Pension Bureau to-morrow? 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE, I vould co oe Laser ey sar, (te el 


il she be drawing any. IL have my information{rom the Pension 
| 3 and br she be drawing any pension she can only be draw- 
ing it ille é 

j r. JON ES. I ha ve no information from the Pension Bureau. 


All the evidence I have is contained in this report. I confess 
that these reports are 3 meager and unsatisfactory. 
I believe that when you can deduce anything from the reports 
themselves which goes to show that the claimant ought not to 
have a pension that the committee ought to accept that testi- 
mony. 

Now, what do we find in this report. In the, first place, the 
| committee will understand that this woman. who now seeks to 
have her name put upon the pension roll as the widow of this 
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dead soldier has drawn the aecrued pension due to him at his 
death, and that the actual widow, the legal wife of this dead 
man, afterwards applied to the Pension Bureau and also drew 
that accrued pension. 

Mr. TATE. It was only 813. 

Mr. JONES. I do not know what the amount was. Whether 
it be large or small does not make any difference. If it had been 
$10,000 the principle would have been exactly the same. Both 
women have drawn the accrued pension; and the report goes on 
to say that although it has been determined that Jane was le- 
gally entitled to the accrued pension, it does not follow that she 

entitled to a continuous pension as widow.” Now, I take that 
language to mean that she is drawing a pension which it does 
not follow she is entitled to. 

Mr. TATE. Yow take that language in opposition to the 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio, who has information 
from the Pension Department thatshe is notdrawing a pension. 

Mr. JONES. Iam putting aside entirely the statement of the 
gentleman from Ohio. x 

Mr. TATE. Ought we not to take the statement of the gen- 
tleman when he states that he gets his information from the 
Department. 

Mr. JONES. Well, the gentleman may take that view of itif 
he chooses. I am not questioning the statement of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. I am arguing this case from the testimony 
furnished us by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, whose duty 
it was to investigate this matter and to get all obtainable infor- 
mation from the Pension Department. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman will allow me. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say to this House that when the Pension 
Department does not fur the proper proof to that committee 
that it may not ba furnished by others? 

Mr. JONES. I mean to say this, that it is a very bad practice 
to baso a pension claim upon the testimony as set forth in the 
roport made by the committee and then disregard that testi- 
mony when it is found to be insufficient upon examination here 
and baso it upon a statement made by a gentlem m on the floor of 
this House, without at all questioning the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, because Lam satisfied that he obtained that 
statement from the Pension Department when he says he did. 
I may be permitted to say that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions which reported, and which is supposed to have examined 
the evidence in the case, should have put this testimony in the 
record. Itis of vital importance and could not have been con- 
sidered otherwise by that committee. 

Mr. TATE. Iwant to understand the gentleman. Do I un- 
derstand you to say that when a member of this House comes 
before the House and states that.he has received certain infor- 
mation from the Pension Department that this House is not to 
take that statement as absolutely true in the absence of anything 
to the contrary. 

Mr. JONES. I say this: That ina case of that sort, in my 
opinion, the report ought to be recommitted to the committee 
that reported it, and Ido not think that it ought to be spread 
upon the record and that it should go to the world that a pen- 
sion was granted upon it, when in factitdid not justify the grant- 

of a pension. 

ow, we are asked to discredit the report of the committee; 
and that is why I repeat what I said when another casé was up 
before thiscommittee thisevening, that we can not rely upon the 
evidence set forth in these meager and unsatisfactory reports. 
Weare called upon every few days to pass upon pension el ums 
upon the testimony set forth in these reports, and nearly always 
th it testimony has to be supplemented by the statements of gen- 
tlemen on the floor before the claim ean be favorably considered. 

Mr. BRETZ. If the gentleman will allow me. Suppose the 
gentleman from Ohio should go before the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and make the same statement that he has made 
to the House, and that fact was found in the RECORD, would it 
make any practical difference to the House in what connection 
the statement was made? 

Foie JONES. It would be a part of the record in this case 
then. 

Mr. BRETZ. What is the difference between that and now? 
It goes into the RECORD. 

. JONES. It is not a part of the testimony in the case. 
Of course the statement goes into the RECORD as a part of the 
remarks of the member. 

Mr. BRETZ. It goes into the RECORD in connection with this 


case. 
Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. HARE. What particular defect is excepted to or com- 
plained of in this report? 

Mr. JONES. The particular defect that I complain of is that 
the report seems to convey the idea, or to bear the construction, 


that the woman who was the lawful wife of this dead soldier 
but who is living in adultery is drawing to-day a pension from 
the Government, and that if we poe this bill two persons will 
be drawing pension on account of this dead soldier. He will be 
iven-just one more widow than a good soldier is entitled to leave 
Behind him. f i 5 

Mr. CABANISS. Could not the difficulty upon the gentle- 
man’s mind be obviated by providing that. this woman should 
not receive a pension if the other wife was drawing pension? 

Mr. JONES. Possibly; but that question is not now before 
the committee. Now I, for one, have been looking somewhat 
into these reports, and when I examine one of them I want to 
feel that it contains all the evidence that is necessary to ety 
5 of the pension, or at least all the evidence tis 
ob able. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will admit that Jane 
ih pale is not entitled to a pension under the law? 

Mr. JONES. I will answer that by asking the gentleman 
another question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, that is the law, a rasan, and clearly, 
that the soldier's widow who is living in adultery shall not con- 
tinue to draw the pension. The vers moment the Bureau is in- 
formed of that fact it is the duty of the Commissioner to suspend 
that pension, and it is very often done in such cases. Now that 
certainly ought not to operate against any wish of this House to 
do justice tothe other woman. She is not to blame for the conduct 
of Jane Rogers. Since she has been living in my district she 
has been living at least 1,500 miles away from Jans Rogers, and 
is not responsible for her in any way. 

Mr. LANE. Has this woman had a chance to be heard be- 
fore the committee? Because if she had she might disprove 
these statements. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
mittee? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. She might be able to doit. She cer- 
tainly ought to have been heard before she was condemned. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The evidence was that she admitted 
that she had been living with Rogers for twenty years, and had 
had children by him, 

Mr. LANE. Was she there before the committee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; but in the papers before the com- 
mittee was her admission of the fact, ang upon that same ground 
her pension was stopped. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Ohio asked me a question, 
and my answer to it is this, that whether or not Jane ers, 
the lawful widow, can now draw a pension, she did go to the 
Pension Office and did draw the acerued pension of her dead 
husband after the other woman had already drawn the samc 
amount. The woman whose name is now sought to be put upon 
the rolls had already drawn the accrued pension. Whether or 
not she knew of the existence of the lawful wife and informed 
the Department of it when she drew the pension I do not know, 
but I do know that she drew the accrued pension and that after- 
wards the actual widow of the dead man c sme and drew the same 
amount of money out of the Treasury. No, it may be that this 
woman, when she drew that accrued pension, knew of the exist- 
ence of the lawful widow, and it was her duty in that case to 
have disclosed the fact to the Pension Office. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr.Chairman, I think my friend 
from Virginia fails to properly comprehend the practice of tho 
Department. It does not anywhere appear, nor is it reasonable 
to suppose, that this widow, as she is now elaimed to be the 
beneficiary of this bill, had any knowledge of her husband's 
previous marriage, and upon the presentation of proof by her 
that she was the widow of the soldier, which presentation she 
made honestly, the Department HY pola her the accrued pension. 
Then, on the further presentation of the case by the actual 
leg il widow, it was found that she was entitled to the pension 
and it was paid toher. Further investigation disclosed the fact 
that she was living in such a manner as not to be entitled toa 
pension, and she received no more, nor can she receive any more 
under the law. 

Mr. JONES. The report does not show that. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No matter whether it does or 
not. It is to be assumed, I think, that an existing law continues 
to operate, and that it does not necessarily have to be expressed 
in every report of this kind, and N from Virginia, being 
a lawyer, knows that the law of 1882 prohibits the payment of 
pension to a woman under such circumstances, and that it is not 
necessary to set out the law in the committee's report. 

Mr. JONES. The objection is not that the law is not set out 
in the report. It is that the fact ought to be shown that the 
lawful wife is not actually drawing a pension; that fact ought 
to be stated if itis actually a fact. It ought certainly to appear 


Disprove the evidence before the com- 
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in the report. On the contrary the report states, if it states 
anything on that subject, that she is sajoyioge pension. Thatis 
my construction of the employed, and no gentleman 
has said that it isnota fair and just construction. 3 

Now, the gentleman from New York presumes thatthe woman 
who is now applying for a pension did not know of the existence 
of this true widow. Nosuch presumption is raised by any state- 
ment contained in the report. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Thatis the natural presumption 
which everyone would adopt; and the Department has acknowl- 


ed, it. . 

Ar JONES. All these pensions are granted on that sort of 
presumption, That is what lobject to. I want the conclusions 
that are drawn here to be based upon facts. I am not willing to 
stand here and vote away the public money to a wom in who was 
never the lawful widow of this man, but who has drawn the ac- 
crued pension thatthe Department decided to belong to another, 
-and which has actually been paid to that other, who is unques- 
tionably the lawful and only widow, whatever may have been 
her conduct, y 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Thirteen dollars! 

Mr. JONES. Ido not care whether the amount is $13 or $13,- 
000, the character of the act is precisely the same. If the sum 
were 13 cents the case would not be any better. That circum- 
stance would simply show the eagerness of this woman to get 
what she could as the widow of a man, when she was not in fact 
his widow. That, it seems to me, fully answers the question 
that the gentleman has asked. 

But what are th eequities in this case? In the first place, 

ou are asking the Secretary of the Interior to do an impossi- 
bility. Youare asking him by this amendment to put the name 
of this woman on the pension roll as the widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, when she never was his widow and can not be under any 
circumstances. You are requiring him to falsify the well-estab- 
- lished and well-admitted facts in this case. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The object of this bill is to supply 
a defect in the provisions of the general law. 

Mr. JONES. The object of this amendment seems to be to 
contradict what is an absolute fact and to state as true that 
which could not by any possibility be true—that this woman is 
the widow of a man to whom she could not have been lawfully 
married and whose lawful wife she never was. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. We do not propose to declare 
that she is the widow; but to pension her as the widow. 

Mr. JONES. She is to be p upon the roll as the widow 
of Hartwell M. Trickey when she is not and never can be made 
his widow, even by an act of Congress. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. hy is not that all right? She 
is not declared to have been his widow. 

Mr. JONES. Now, I want to speak of the equities in this 


case. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Would not the marriage which appears 
to have taken place in this case bea good common-law marriage? 
If they announced themselves as man and wife, are they not to 
be considered as such under the common law, although there 
may have been no formal ects srs i 

r. JONES. With the legal wife living? 

Mr. STALLINGS. But this woman did not know that. 

Mr. JONES. Whether she knew it or not, I say it would not 
be a good common-law marriage; and I do not think there can 
be any two opinions between lawyers on that point. 

But I want to discuss the so-called equities of this case. This 
soldier married this claimant July 2, 1872, at Wilkesbarre, Pa. 
She never was his wife, because at the date of that marriage and 
up to the moment of his death he was the husband of Jane Rog- 
ers. During the time that he served in the army she never 
shared any of his hardships, or privations, or discomforts, but 
long after the war, when he had a legal wife living, married 
him; and although that woman is living to-day, and although 
my friend from Ohio says that if he finds out upon investigation 
at the Pension Office that she is drawing a pension he will stop 
that pension, I say that this committee ought not to go ahead 
and put this woman on the pension roll as the widow of this man 
when she never was his lawful wife, and never could have been 
such. In the face of that fact she went to the Pension Bureau 
and demanded the accrued pension which his legal wife was en- 
titled to, and obtained it. hy should she be placed upon the 
pension rolls? 

It seems to me this case is too plain for discussion; that there 
are no equities that can appeal to any member in behalf of this 
bill, that can appeal to the sense of justice and fairness of any- 
body in the world. I insist that this bill should not be passed 
upon favorably. There is nothing in the case that commends it 
to my judgment. The claimant married the soldier long after 
the war, and whether she knew that he then had a lawful wife 
or not, there can not be two lawful, actual widows of one man. 


The line must be drawn somewhere. 
take to 
Mr. 

I do not desire to detain the committee long. Letmesayin the 
first place that I take with the utmost kindness any criticism of 
any report made by our committee, and I invite criticism on 
every proper occasion; but I wish any gentleman who criticises 


Congress can not under- 
msion everybody who is poor and needy. 
RTIN of Indiana. I desire to say just afew words. 


the committee could be present at our meeti and see the care 
and the time taken by that committee in the discussion of these 
questions, going into all the evidence that can be obtained, in 
every shape and form, and oftentimes after we have considered 
all the evidence before us, seeing if we can not find still more, call- 
ing on the Pension Office, and calling on the member who intro- 
duced the bill, with a view, as far as we can, to conscientiously 
report all the facts with our honest judgment. 

Another thing. I think in every case reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions we have placed in the report all the 
facts, whether they be for or against the claim, as it might seem 
to.a casual observer. We feei that the House and the Commit- 
tee of the Whole are entitled to a statement or a finding of the 
same facts ascertained by us. 

Now, what are the facts in this case? The soldier was mar- 
ried to some woman away in Northern New York. He served 
about three years in the war. The marriage, I believe, occurred 
in the town of Ogdensburg. He came home, and after living a 
short time with the woman he had married, with whom he had 
never lived previous to that for more than a few weeks, he went 
away down into Pennsylvania, a distance of some hundreds of 
miles, and there he met this ofher woman. He met herin 1868. 
An acquaintance sprang up. In 1872 she married him. He was 
drawing a pension asa soldier. She lived with him as his wife. 
She bore him five children. She lived with him and cared for 
him in his wounded condition for a periodof seventeen years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit to every member of this com- 
mittee that the taint of wrong does not come near this woman's 
garments. We must look at her as she is and look at this case 
not only from our standpoint, but look at it as she did when she, 
in good faith, as she supposed she had the right to do, married 
this man, as she believed, and as far as she is concerned, in the 
eyes of her neighbors, and in the eyes of the great God himself, 
did marry him,and lived with him as a true and virtuous wife, 
earing for him and bearing him children. 

Now, another point in the case. After he died this woman, 
still supposing herself to be his widow, made an application to 
the Pension Office, proved her proved his death, ob- 
tained the pension, all indicating the best of faith on her part. 

After the soldier died, the woman whom he first married heard 
of it in some way, and she made application to the Pension 
Office, not for a pension, because she could not obtain that, and 
if she had obtained one as his widow and had then began the 
course of life which the evidence in this case shows she did 
begin, the very moment she began that kind of life the pension 
would not simply be suspended, but would terminate under the 
provisions of the law. n the information given 25 ber the 
Pension Office was obliged to pay her under the act of March 1, 
1869, the arrears of her husband’s pension, amounting probably 
to 81, possibly to $13, and no more. There is no law upon 
the statute book that could keep her out of that, no differ- 
ence how far she may have been sunken in the depths of her 
own degradation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, under another law, the act of August 7, 
1882, although she may draw the arrears due to her husband re- 
gardless of how she was living, yet when she comes to place her 
own. case before the Pension Bureau, she has no standing. If 
she had succeeded and the facts had become known to the Pen- 
sion Bureau, at that moment her pension would have termi- 
nated; and had the facts come to the Pension Bureau before 
they passed upon the case, no pension could be granted to her. 

Now, another thing. I will not undertake to go into the ques- 
tion of what constitutes a common-law marriage. It is sufficient 
to say that this first wife of the dead soldier has been living for 
twenty years or more with another man, has borne him four 
children, and that that fact shuts her out for all time to come 
from the pension roll. 

But let us see another fact. If in point of fact, the marriage 
relationship existing between her and her second so-called hus- 
band has continued from the date of the soldiers death until 
now, I ask if that would not raise a common-law marriage or 
some presumption of it, which, aside from the question of adul- 
tery, would cut her outof a pension in the Pension Office? Now, 
then, briefly, here is a woman who appeared before the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, through the evidence obtained from 
the Pension Office, obtained not by er parte affidavits, but by 
special examination into all the facts made under the law by a 
special examiner. 

These facts came before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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They are now before the House, perfectly or imperfectly de- 
scribed as they may be in the reports, in support of this claim. 
The fact of the matter is that this soldier rendered more than 
three years’ service, that he came home wounded, that he took 
this woman in and took her to his arms as his wife, that she 
went to him and lived with himas his wife, cared for him, reared 
his children in the honest belief that they were the lawful chil- 
dren of that woman and this soldier. What is there in equity 
that stands between her and granting her a pension? Let me 
say, further, before this report was made, although it does not 
seem to appear specifically in the report, the matter was care- 
fully examined as to whether any pension had ever been granted 
to this so-called first wife. R 
I desire to say to the committee now, upon the most positive 
information, that that woman has never drawn or applied for a 
pension, and if she does she can never receive it. In common 
justice what stands between the granting to this woman, pure in 
er life, needy as she is in her old days with this soldier's chil- 
dren to support—what stands between her and our sense of right 
in granting her a pension under the act of June 27, 1890? [Ap- 
lause. | 
$ Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to 
eriticise the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I certainly do 
not criticise the honorable chairman of that committee; but I 
do think that this is a case in which the committee should have 
followed the good advice given by Mr. Weller to his son Samuel 
when he told him, Beware of the vidders.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a principle underlying this whole 
thing which is shown by the report of thecommittee. Thisre- 
port asks us to subscribe to a principle which I can not sub- 
scribe to, upon the ground that a woman must first have been a 
wife before she can bea widow. This report says that this 
woman was never the wife of this man Trickey: and, therefore, 
she can not be his widow. I think it is stretching it a little far 
when we are asked by the committee, and by the patron of the 
bill, or by anyone else, to put upon the pension rolls a woman 
as the widow of a man who never was her husband. The question 
may be asked when these people have passed away, as was asked 
on a former occasion, whose wife will this woman be when they 
are all under ground. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me say to my friend who has asked 
what stands between this woman and a pension in equity, that 
there is something which stands between them which was nec- 
essary. That was a marriage, alegitimate, not a bigamous mar- 
riage, as occurred between these parties. That is what stands 
between them; and it is sufficient to bar her from pension. And 
while in these little difficulties between Jane and Mary we may 
sympathize with Mary, the bigamous wife, this committee can 
not now join in wedlock that man who has died and this woman 
who is claiming apension and make them man and wife, because 
he did not seek the only remedy he could have sought in life by 
obtaining a divorce from his first wife before he committed the 
bigamous marriage. I say that is à principle to which I can not 
subscribe. | 

I have sympathy for this unfortunate woman, but I can not | 
subscribe to such a principle as will allow this committee, by 
this action to-night, to grant a pension to a woman who never 
was the wife of this man. That is the underlying principle 
which controls me. I know of no principle of law which will 
recognize a woman as a widow until she has been a wife. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will answer it with great pleasure. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Suppose that we weren State Legis- 
lature having jurisdiction and an application were made in this 
case to pass a bill to declare, for property purposes, that these 
children were the lawful children of this soldier and this woman 
his lawful widow, would the gantleman from Virginia hesitate a 
momens under the circumstances to vote for the passage of such 
a bill? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I certainly would hesitate, no! only for a 
moment, but for a lifetime. I would not vote for such a bill, 
and believing. as I do, that it is wrong in principle, howéver much 
I may sympathize with this woman, I can not vote for the pas- 

of this bill. [‘‘Cries of“ Vote!“ ‘* Vote!”] 
. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few 
words 81 this question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If the gentleman from Ohio desires 
to have a vote regardless of whether there is a quorum or not, I 
have no objection. I never make the point of no quorum my- 
self upon these pension bills. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, I will yield to the request of 
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the gentleman from Ohio and withhold the remarks I desired to 
submit upon the bill. 

The question being taken on the substitute reported from the 
committee, it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on laying the bill as 
amended aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Task for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 4. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is made, and the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged 
15 8 from Virginia for his courtesy. I withdraw 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES. The 
upon that-ground. 
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gentleman is very welcome, if he puts it 


MARTHA A, HOLT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
a : 1 for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow of Thomas C. 

lolt. 

The bill was read. d 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the introducer of that bill is 
not present this evening, and I ask unanimous consent that it 
be passed over without prejudice. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PICKENS T. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business on the Privats Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Reynolds, of 
Hall County, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enasted, etc., Taat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Pickens T. Reynolds, o 
Hall Conny; Ga., a soldier of the Indian war of 1837 and 1838, from $8 to #20 
per month, 


An amendment reported from the committee, striking out 
twenty“ before the word *‘dallars’’ and inserting ‘‘ twelve” 
was adopted. 

The-CHAIRMAN,. Tne question is on laying the bill as 
amended aside, to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, ; 

Mr. PICKLER. In what war did this soldier serve? 

Mr. TATE. Heserved inthe Cherokee Indian war in 1836-37, 
and lost one of his eyes. 

The bill as amended was laid aside, to be reportedsto the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WIDOW AND HEIRS OF MARCELLUS PETTITT. 


The next pension busiaess on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 3722) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Marcellus 
Pettitt. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That in adjudicating the pension claim of the widow and 
heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, of Company G, Twenty-first Missouri Infant 
Volunteers, the fatal disease of the soldier, contracted in active service wi 
the State troops prior to muster into the United States service, be 
deemed and admitted as having been contracted in the line of duty in the 
United States service. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R.3722) 
granting a pension to the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, and submit 
the following adverse report: 

There is no record of the military service of this soldier, Marcellus Pettitt. 
A special act was passed in 1891 to place hls name on the rolls of the Twenty- 
first Missouri Infantry, to date from February 1, 1862. The widow's claim 
for pension was then rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the 
disease (measles) of which soldier died, February 10, 1882, was con 
prior to his entering the service, as fixed by the ial act. 

The widow has long since remarried to a Mr. Ruth, who is lf The 
one daughter of the soldier is over 39 years of age and also marri The 
peos of this bill is to give pension to the former widow for the period 

tween the death of the soldier and her remarriage, and to the daughter 
from the mother’s remarri. 
be an aggregate sum of cons: 
rears of pension, pure and psd ee and not in any sense a ae pension 
for beer of de necessity—in fact it does not appear that any present 
necessity ex : 

The law (section 4720, Revisei Statutes) provides that pension under spe- 
cial act, unless otherwise provided in the act itself, shall Peyin from the ape — 
. of such s. al act, and it has long been the policy of Congress not 

avorably consider any private legislation the effect of which would be to 
grant arrears of pensions in any form whatever. 

For these reasons, which appear to be well founded, your committee rec- 
ommend that the bill do lie on the table. 


The views of the minority were read, as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill to pension the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt (H. R.3722) and sub- 
mit the following report: : 

In 1891, by 5) act ot Congress, the name of Marcellus Pettitt was placed 
on the muster rolls of the Twenty-first Missouri Infantry, to date from Feb- 


until she became 16 years of age. This would 
derable amount in each case. It would be ar- 
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ruary 1. 1863, on the following statement of facts in the report of the Com- 
miito on Military Affairs: 

In 1861 two regiments of Missouri Home Guards were called into active 
service and performed erable active duty. They were called the First 
and Second N. E. Missouri Volunteers. These two regiments were consoli- 
dated in 1862 and mustered into the United States service as the Twenty-first 
Missouri Volunteers. X 

„Marcellus Pettitt enlisted in the First N. E. Missouri Volunteers about 
October 1, 1851, and served in said regiment until the last week in January, 

On or about February 1. 1862, said regiment was mustered in as apart 
of the Twenty-tirat Missouri Volunteer infantry. That said Marcellus Pet- 
titt, at the time his regiment went to Canton, Mo., to be mustered In, was 
left behind at Memphis, Mo., in hospital sick with measles, and that he was 
unable to to Canton, Mo., for muster with his regiment. ‘That said Mar- 
collus Pettitt died of measles February 10, 1862, at 1 in hospital. 
That he was not mustered in with his comrades because of his illness. ese 
facts appear from evidence filed in the Pension Office and cod rae Ta by 
statement of Mr. LACEY, member of the House of Representatives.“ 

The widow's claim for pension wasrejected November 3,1891, onthe ground 
that the soldier's fatal disease, “measles,” originated prior to commence- 
ment of his service as fixed by thes 1 act of Congress, there being no 
record of his service in the organizations which were consolidated to make 
the Twenty-first Missouri Infantry. 

It thus appears that the special act referred to has failed of its purpose, 
to give the soldier's widow and children a pensionable status, and the pur- 
pose of this pres»nt bill is to carry into effect the intent of the former act. 

The widow having remarried to one Ruth, the pensionable status would 
cease at date of remarriage. She filed her claim in due time, and the only 
reason why her claim was not allowed under the general law was because 
of the failure of her husband to be formerly mustered into the United States 
service before contrac bis disease, although he had for several months 
been engaged in actual service in the field with his command. 

We, the minority, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill, as it 
only carries out the manifest intention of the Filty-first Congres: 

JO. F. LACEY. 
J. A, PICKLER, 
L. M. STRONG. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CLARK of Missouri). The question is 
on laying this bill aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommend tion that it do pass. 

Mr. JONES. The report of the committee is unfavorable. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not make any difference. The 
bill having a place on the Calendar, the question is on laying it 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TATE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is due to the Chair and to the com- 
mittee that this bill should be explained. I admit that there is 
an unfavorable report of the majority of the committee, but there 
is a favorable report by the minority, and I crave the attention 
of gentlemen to this case, because I think it appeals to their 
good judgment and their favorable consideration. It is nota 
case where the parties are asking charity; they are asking sim- 
py Stee right which they ought to have under the laws of 

e land. 

In June, 1861, there were organized in North Missouri a num- 
ber of militia companies who entered active service and served 
faithfully during that season and during the winter of 1861. 
They were engaged in battle at various places; many of them 
were killed. And, Mr. Chairman, I feel some special interest 
in this case because of the fact that I served in immediate con- 
junction with these particular men, although I did not know the 
soldier in question. The first Union soldiers I ever saw dead 
were men of thisorganization. I remember seeing five of these 
men lying by the roadside stiff in death, with their faces cov- 
ered with their hats. It was anything but a cheerful sight as 
we passed by. 

ow, my recollection is that the soldiers of these organiza- 
tions served as faithfully as any soldiers from Iowa, IIlinois, or 
any other State. But they were not mustered until the follow- 
ing February. They were ordered to report at the town of 
Canton, Mo., for muster. This particular soldier on the way 
was taken sick with the measles, and was left in the hospital at 
Memphis, Mo., where he died without ever having been mus- 
tered in. This matter was laid before Congress several years 
ago, and a bill was passed, which I will read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is empowered and directed to 
enter the name of Marcellus Pettitt upon the muster roll of Com y G, 


first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, from the first day of Fe rnant 
th, 


Twenty- 
1862, 10 the tenth day of February, 1852. the latter being the date of his dea 


and his muster ha’ been prevented by his fatal illness. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this act was not carried into effect b 
Gen. Raum, as Commissioner of Pensions, for the reasons whic 
Iwill state. It is said that the records of the two organizations 
which were consulted failed to show that the soldier belonged 
toeither of them, and that in the absence of such record his serv- 
ices can not be ized prior to February 1, 1862. 

I have here evidence which was presented to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, in which it is stated that under an act of 
Corer passed in 1862 the men of these regiments were for- 
mally enrolled for payment and their pay and allowances were 

to them prior to the muster in. It appears, however, that 

r. Pettitt, by reason of his death, was not put upon the rolls, 
although he served just the same as the others did. In other 
Gorde Ge lost his pensionable status by his death and by the 


failure of the officers to put upon the rolls a record of the serv- 
ices which he in fact did perform. 

His widow filed a claim for pension soon after his death, and 
his minor child also tiled a claim after the remarriage of the 


. widow. There would be several years of pension due them: this 


bill, which proposes simply to carry out the purpose of the act 
of the Fifty-first Congress, would give to these two persons that 
which in law they ought to have and of which they have been 
deprived only by the failure of the officers to make a proper 
record upon the roll of that regiment respecting the soldier's 
services. 

These being the facts the minority of the committee have in- 
structed me to present this matter to the Committee of the 
Whole. I believe it is an absolutely just and righteous claim. 

It is said, however, that it ought not to be allowed because the 
Government did not pay it long ago. Well, there is no interest 
claimed. The payment we now propose ought to have been made 
in 1863 or 1864 or 1865. It was not made at that time because of 
the defect in the rolls, which was no fault of Mr. Pettitt; for he 
died in the s*rvice: he sacrificed his life for the benefit of the 
country, leaving his widowand child behind him; and they ought 
to receive the benefit prcopcsed to be goanen by this bill. 

Mr. WILSONof Washington. Is it not a fact also that the 
services of the Missouri Home Guard were recognized by the 
Government of the United States in issuing to them military 
bounty land warrants? 

Mr, LACEY. Yes; and this particular regiment became aft- 
erward Col. Moore’s regiment, the Twenty-iirst Missouri, the 
same regiment that commenced the battle at Shiloh, bringing 
oa the engagement there and doing the most distinguished serv- 


ce. 

The members of this body from the State of Missouri who 
happen to be here to-night will bear witness with me to the dis- 
tinguished services of the Twenty-first Missouri, both before and 
after the mustering. The honorable gentleman who now sits in 
the chair [Mr. DOCKERY] I see nods his he:d approvingly. He 
lives in the locality where that regiment was raised, and knows 
that the service of these men, performed prior to the muster. 
was just as honorable and just as much entitled to consideration 
as that of any troops from any other part of the State. 

Mr. PICKLER. They were the safeguard of Southern Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. They were the safeguard of Southern Iowa. 
They threw themselves intothe service without uniforms, armed 
with their shotguns and squirrel rifles, and they served faith- 
fully until February, 1862. 

Mr.HULICK. Was this soldier under the command and pay 
of the Government of the United States? 

Mr. LACEY. This soldier was not, because he died before he 
was mustered in, but after his death Congress passed an act 
directing the roll to be made up. A commission was appointed 
which sat at St. Louis and e up the rolls, and upon these 
rolis these regiments, including the Twenty-first Missouri, were 
paid for the service that they rendered prior to the muster, but 
this man had no one to speak for him then, and as a matter of 
fact was not put upon the roll. 

Mr. HULICK. Have his heirs or any persons interested been 
paid for his services to the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. No. 

Mr. WEVER. They could not be, because he was not mus- 


red, 

Mr. LACEY. They could not be, because of this defect in the 
muster. Now, Congress attempted to act upon this case, but 
because of a technical ruling of Gen. Raum that action was inef- 
fectual. [do not complain of the action of Gen. Raum, because 
I be ieve he did what he believed to be right and what the rules 
of his office . required him to do; but by a technical 
ruling upon his part the act of Congress was made inoperative. 
Congress directed that this man be mustered, so as to give tho 
benefit of his service to his heirs; but he was not put upon the 
pension rolls because of the failure to have his name recorded on 
the pay roll; and he could not have that done, because he was 
dead. Now, Lask that we report this bill back to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. Let it be said that this 
House views these cases with liborality and justice. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think it is but due to this com- 
mittee, as well as to the majority of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to make a very short statement, 

Ihave before me here the report, made September 26, 1890, 
but the bill was not passed until some time in 1891. That was a 
bill reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and the 
objeet of it was to place the name of this soldier upon the mus- 
ter roll. It seems that he had enlisted and started with his 
comrades for the pu of being mustered in, but before he got 
more than started, he was taken sick and leftat Memphis, where, 
ten days later, he died. His term of service was, all told, ten 
days. He died of the measles. ` 


te 


1894. 
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Now, the effect of this act of 1891, reported from the Commit - 
tee on Military Affairs, was simply to direct that his name be 
entered on the muster roll; but here is the trouble about the 
bill: Sup that in point of fact he had actually been mustered 
in; his widow and children could not have drawn a pension un- 
der the law anyhow, because, as the record in the Pension Office 
shows, he had contracted the disease from which he died before 
the date of the muster. 

Mr. LACEY, Certainly; but they put it upon tbe ground, 
though, that the rolls failed to show his prior service; but if 
the rolls had shown him to be entered as a member of that or- 
ganization prior to the muster, then he would have been entitled 
toa pension. The records of the two organizations failed to 
show his service prior to February» 1; and ge this report to 
which attention is called said that he enlisted on or about Octo- 
ber 1. He served four months. 

Mr. PICKLER. He was good enough to fight, and good enough 


to die. 

Mr. LACEY. As a matter of fact, I will say to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] that Col. Ainsworth reports that 
some members of this company were enroiled as early as June 
15, 1861. We do not know the exact date of this man’s enroll- 
ment, but we do know he was enrolled as early as October 1. 


Mr. MOSES. Was this gentleman at the battle of Shiloh? 
Mr. LACEY. No; he died before that. 

Mr. MOSES. Was he ever in any battle? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes: his command was in several battles. 
Mr. MOSES. During the ten days? 5 

Mr. LACEY. They were at Blue Mills. That is the only 


fight I know personally of their being in. I know five of them 
were killed just before entering the battle of Blue Mills. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, the fact nev- 
ertheless remains that by this special act with reference to mus- 
ter his name wus entered on the rolls February 1, 1862. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the date the others were mustered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, then, suppose that in point 
of fact he had actually been mustered at that date and that no 
special bill was necessary, his widow and child could not have 
received the pension at any rate. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes, they could, if the rolls showed his real 
service; but the rolls failed to show it. That is what the Com- 
missioner of Pensions says. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I take it as a matter of law that 
they can not go beyond that, because the disease was contracted 
prior to entering the service and he was reported as mustered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, then, let me state another 
fact, if the gentleman from South Dakota will excuse me just a 
little. This is not a bill putting the widow and child upon the 

nsion roll. It is not a pension bill of that kind at all. This 
is a bill simply to pay arrears from the date of the death of the 
soldier until the child became 16 years of age, in the one case, and 
in the other case until the widow remarried. Both the widow 
and the daughter have married. The daughter is nowa woman 
of 30 years of age. Supposing that the widow had remained 
single, it might possibly have been made a stronger case in this 
committee and the House; but here is a question purely and 

uarely as to whether this House will grant arrears. 
er has been, so far as I know, universally the practice of this 
House, under all administrations, no difference who constituted 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to recommend, if they 
knew it, the passage of any bill the effect of which would sim- 
ply be to cirry arrears. If you pass this bill this widow will 
receive no pension and ths daughter will receive no pension; 
but in the one case the widow and her husband will receive a 
lump sum, and in the other case the daughter and her husband 
will receive a lump sum, representing what would be coming to 
them under the general pension laws of the United States from 
the date of the death of the soldier up to the time the widow 
remarried and up to the time the daughter became 16 years of 


e. 
S STALLINGS. How much would that sum be? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not a very large sum. I do not 
place it on the ground of the sum of money it would be, but it 
would be somewh it ofa sum. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee simply to it on account of the fact that the 
procedent are against the allowance of arrearsin this House. 

have no fault to find with the gentleman from Iowa, and his col- 
leagues who joined him, but I bring it to your attention to deter- 
mine whether you are willing now, by the passage of this bill, 
to establish a precedent which in the future will invite bill 
after bill for the payment of arrears of pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, while the 1 ateman talks about ar- 
rears, that is not exactly the fact. This claim was filed in 1863, 
and all that is sought hero is to adjudicate this claim as if the 


\ 


record showed that this man was roally in the service. Was 
not the object and the sole obiect, the only ob oct. of the act of 
1891 to give this pensionable status to these people, and to that 
soldier; and was not that the object of that act, and the sole object 
of that act, and ought not this Congress in good faith to carry 
out the intent of that act? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I can not say what was in the mind 
of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. The very object of the act was to give a pen- 
sionable status to these people. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will tell you what was the object, 
and a very laudable one. I take it that any widow or any child 
of a soldier who died in the service would not want to lose the 
honor of the fact that the father or husband had died, had, in 
point of fact, died in the service; and that they would desire the 
records of the War Department should show that fact, if by 
some misfortune or sickness or negligence of an officer his name 
was left off the roll. It was something that they would have 
the right to complain of, and they would hive the right to have 
a bill passed showing what his military status really was. 

Mr. STALLINGS. We have passed bills of that very kind, 
to put their names on the rolls. ; 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Another fact, in answer to the 
question of my friend as to the amountof the arrears. Isee I 
made a mistake when I said the amount would ba small. I did 
not think that the question whether it was a large or a small 
amount cut much of a figure in the matter; but since I made the 
statement that it would be a small amount, I desire to be correct 
in my statement, This is the bill. - 


That in adjudicating the ponin claim of the widow and heirs of Mar- 
cellus Pettitt, of Company G, Twenty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, 
the fatal disease of the soldier, contracted in active service with the State 


troops prior to muster into the United States service, shall be deemed and 


sami son as having been contracted in the line of duty in the United States 

Now, then, I take it, unless I am mistaken, that the effect of 
that would be to give arrears of pension from the date of the 
soldier’s death until remarriage. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask my colleague on the committee if 
it is not a fact, under the act of 1873, if the service had been 
proved upon the 4th of July, 1874, it would have carried arrears? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Possibly. 

Mr, LACEY. So that this only carries out the intention of 
that law. They could not prove it up on aezountof this want of 
record of service. They were not to blame for it. That should 
be considered as only delaying the claim. Ithink they ought to 
have it; and it is absolutely right. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a misnomer to call it arrears. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman shall have a direct vote. 

Mr. LACEY. Imove that the committee report this bill back 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the motion to 
lay the bill on tho table, and the gentleman from Iowa moves 
that the bill be reported back to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 19; noes 20. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask for tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motionwas made to lay the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. LACEY. I will not make the point of no quorum. Evi- 
dently the committee seems to ba interested in this bill, as the 
vote is so close, and I will ask that the bill be laid aside without 
prejudice. 

- STALLINGS. [ object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice, retaining its place 
on sho Calendar. Was that the request of the gentleman from 

owa 

Mr. LACEY. That is it, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that we take a vote on this bill in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That request can not be submitted. The 
bill can only get into the House either on a favorableor adverse 
report from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill will have to be disposed of in some 
way. Itcan not remain on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly it will have to be disposed 
of. The motion of the gentlemin from Iowa that the bill be 
laid aside with a favorable report has been rejectad, 19 gentle- 
men voting in the affirmative and 2) in the negative. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.Chairman, I rise to a parlia- Mr. MEREDITH. How did the gentleman vote? 


mentary inquiry. If this bill is laid aside with an adverse re- 
port it will come npin the House in that way, will it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. s : 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. ‘Then I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do lie on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this 
seems to me pretty hard treatment for this widow and these 
children. If the committee lay this bill aside to be reported 
adversely to the House, they simply say that although this man 
died in the service, although he went into the army and served 
four months and met his death there, yet, on account of the 
failure of the Government officers to do their duty, his children 
are to suffer. 

Further than that, this committee puts itself on record as un- 
friendly to the legislation of 1891. The former Congress passed 
upon this very question, and now this House takes the unfriendly 
position of undertaking, by this recommendation, to repeal the 
action of that Congress. want to say further in connection 
with what the gentleman from l r. LACEY] has said be- 
cause I live upon the Iowa border aud know what this Twenty- 
first Missouri Regiment was—that it saved Southern Iowa from 
being overrun by the guerrillas and others who were in the field 
from Northern Missouri and were adverse to the Union cause. 
These were brave soldiers, and not only in the State of Missouri, 
where so many loyal men volunteered to defend the Union, but 
allover the West the fame of Col. Moore and the Twenty-first 
Missouri Volunteers is asa household word. Now, althongh one 
Congress has passed upon this question, and although that act 
was designed to give these people only what was honestly due 
them, yet now this House undertakes to reverse that action and 
to say that they were not entitled to what that Congress gave 


them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. If the other Congress gave it to 
them why can not they get it under that legislation? 

Mr. PICKLER. Because of the technicality which was ex- 
plained by the gentleman from Iowa. Simply because the Gov- 
ernment Officers did not place their names upon the rolls as the 
ought to have done. It is notarrearage. It is simply adjudi- 
cating the case as filed in 1863. There is no arrearage about it, 
but it is simply paying what is honestly and justly due. If we 
are to stand Sis upon such technicalities: ifit has come to this, 
that after a service like this and the death of the soldier in the 
service this widow and orphans can not have consideration 
here, then I think there is very little hope for any of these 

nsion bills. I believe that if this committee thoroughly un- 

erstood the services of that regiment they would not hesitate, 
especially ina case like this where the soldier lost his life, to 
grant these heirs what is 5 justly due. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. ow much pension would be 
granted by this bill if it should pass? 

Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the committee has stated 
that. I do not know the exact amount,and [do notcare. The 
chairman of the committee has very well said that itis nota 
question of amount. Whatever the amount is, it would not 
break the Government; it would not be as much as the increase 
allowed to the widow of a soldier of the Indian war of 1837 by 
this committee not more than ten minutes ago. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regu- 
lar order. I enjoy these speeches very much, but I call for the 
regular order. 

Mr.PICKLER. Well, Ihave the floor. The gentleman from 
Illinois interrupted me, and I want to say to him in all friendli- 
ness that in dealing with the claims of these soldiers’ widows it 
seems to mike all the difference in the world what war the hus- 
band fought in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I throw back to the gentleman 
his remark in thesame spirit in which he makes it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman can throw it back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 
regular order is demanded. The motion to report the bill with 
the recommendation that it lie on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Butit has already been debated on the 
other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota was 
proceeding by consent, and no point of order was made. 

Mf. STALLINGS. But the regular order was called several 
times. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

5 8 


rise? 

Mr. MEIKLETOHN. To make a motion which takes prece- 
dence of the motion now before the committee, I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which this bill was laid aside with an unfayor- 
able retommendation. ? 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I did not vote on the proposition. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I make the point of gales that the gen- 
tleman has not the right to make the motion to reconsider. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no record vote; and the rule 
which ordinarily requires a motion to reconsider to be made by 
some gentleman who voted on the prevailing side does not apply. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I make a motion which under Rulo 
XVIII takes precedence of the motion now before the committee. 

Mr. LANE. There is another motion pending, however—an 
intervening motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly thinks the motion to 
reconsider is in order at this moment. The Chair had put the 
other motion; and the gentleman from South Dakota was pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN.. Do I understand the Chair to rule that 
the motion I make does not take precedent of the motion now 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question on 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Committee of 
the Whole decided to report the bill to the House with an un- 
favorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 27, noes 21. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama Mr. STAL- 
reeked makes the point of no quorum; the Chair will appoint 

ers. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the point of no quorum, the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota moves that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE, hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House having had un- 
der consideration certain bills on the Private Calendar, the point 
of no quorum” was made, and the committee, on motion, de- 
termined to rise. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House now ad- 
journ. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 836) for the relief of Prentice Holmes. (Report No. 672.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt. 
E. M. Ives. H.R. 8 No. 673.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 854) to correct the record of H. Lofland. (Re- 
port No. 674.) : 

By Mr. JOSEPH, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 962) 
for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain's company of New Mexico 
Volunteers. 8 No. 675.) 

By Mr. BRETZ, from the same committee, with amendment: 
A bill (H. R. 1112) to correct the military record of Madison N. 
Thomas. Hed yk No. 679.) 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane. 
(Report No. 681.) 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburg. (Report No. 
68: 


2.) 
By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill Sig R. 6206) 
granting a pension to A. F. Neely. (Report No. 683. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 4749) granting a pension to W. A. Hayes. (Report 


o. 684.) 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Almira Johnson. 
(Report No. 685.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
555 consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6533) donating the United States marine hos- 
pital in the City of New Orleans, La., to the corporation of said 
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eity- the Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4656) to execute the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co.— the Committee 
on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6593) to authorize 
and encourage the holding of a cotton States and international 
exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and making an ap- 
propriation therefor—to the Committee on Sp roe 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 6594) to provide 
for the management of the jail in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the Jutliciary. z 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R.6595) to quiet the 
titles to land in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ; 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6597) to amend 
chapter 1 of Title LX of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6598) to provide for the de- 
struction and extermination of the noxious weed known as Rus- 
sian thistle (technically, Salsola kali tragus)—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 161) re- 
quiring attorneys and claim agents having offices in the District 
of Columbia, and who have undertaken or shall undertake to 
prosecute claims for pensions, to advise each of the claimants 
once every three months as to thecondition of his or her claim— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, Piy bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6599) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Lena Peinemann—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 6600) for the relief of the 
estate of Charles Crowell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6601) for the 
relief of G. W. Evans—to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of the heirs of D. G. 
Nave—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 6603) for the relief of J. 
code ines, Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MCCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 6604) for the relief of 
Theophilus M. Hamilton, of Cross County, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

5 NEILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6605) for the relief 
of Charles T. Hyde, Clarendon, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6606) for the relief of 
Benjamin Hahn, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 6507) for the relief of William 
W. Clemens, late second lieutenant, United States Army Sig- 
nal Corps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6608) for the 
relief of J. E. Welborn, of Clarke County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6609) for the 
relief of Mrs. J. J. Fianagan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Shoe Cutters’ Union, Carpen- 
ters’ Union, lron Workers’ Union, and the Bricklayers and 
Stone Masons’ Union of Detroit, Mich., and of F. A. Baldwin, 
E. J. Blanding, S. W. La Du, Abram N. Shook, R. A. Owen, and 
31 other citizens of Coral, Mich., in favor of the e of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr.CARUTH: Petition and papers of Anthony McAndrew, 
to accompany House bill 6587, for his relief to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: Petition of Dr. J. P. D. John, 
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president of De Pauw University, and 100 others, in behalf of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Fort Dodge and 
Vail, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

st Mr. DRAPER: Petition of H. J. Townsend and others, of 
Hyde Park, Mass., favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, in 
favor of allowing fraternal journals to goin the mails as second- 
es matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of citizens of Tower Hill, III., in fa- 
vor of the Manderson-Hainer bill to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: Petition of F. M. Newhouse, admin- 
istrator of W. W. Newhouse. deceased, of Gibson County, Tenn., 
asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of Charles H. Lambert and 
124members of Ravenna Council, No. 376, Royal Arcanum, and of 
26 others, of Ravenna, Ohio; of the faculty of Hiram College, 
Hiram, Ohio; of American Order of Home Protection, of Helena, 
Ohio; of L. Crittenden and 32 others, of Burton, Ohio; of E. B. 
Taylor and 45 others, of Warren, Ohio: of T. C. Cowles and 39 
others, of Chardon, Ohio: of J. W. Brewer and 20 others, of 
Hubbard, Ohio; of W. G. Hurbert and 19 others, of Niles, and of 
J.D. Burnett and 28 others, asking the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., 
in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Seven petitions, signed by 461 citizens of 
Newcastle, Pa.; five petitions, signed by 770 citizens of Law- 
rence County, Pa.: four petitions, signed by 479 citizens of 
Butler and Allegheny Counties, Pa.,in favor of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States recognizing God and 
Jesus Christ—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of 33 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States recognizing God and Jesus Christ—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. A 

Also, petition of 251 citizens of West Middlesex, Mercer 
County, Pa., in favor of the Blair Sunday-rest bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution adopted by 150 members of the Presbyterian 
Church of Wampum, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United Statesrecognizing God and Jesus Christ— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of 694 citizens of Beaver County, Pa., in favor 
of an amendment to the United States Constitution recognizing 
God and Jesus Christ—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Fred. A. Springer and 37 other pe- 
titioners, for the favorable consideration of House bill 4397—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of B. F. Cleve- 
land, C. B. Murphy, and 60 other citizens of Wartrace, Tenn., 
asking that there be no tax placed upon national and local build- 
ing and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of New 
London, Conn., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting 
to the mails as second-class matter publications of fraternal be- 
nevolent associations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Two aera of citizens of 
Pennsylvania in favor of the admission of publications of frater- 
nal and beneficial associations and college societies to the mails 
as second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads. ` 

By Mr. TURPIN: Resolutions of Birmingham (Ala.) Division, 
No. 186, Order of Railroad Conductors; of [ron Molders’ Union 
No. 130; of Liberia Council, United Mine Workers of America; 
of the United Mine Workersof Alabama; of Enterprise Council, 
No. 12, United Mine Workersof America; of Light-House Council, 
No.10, United Mine Workers of America, of Adger, Ala.; of Morn- 
ing Star Council, United Mine Workers of America, of Coro 
Ala., and of Atlas Council, No. 11, United Mine Workers o 
America, of Johns, Ala., in favor of Senate bill 1136 and House 
bill 4478, providing for telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Papers to accompany House bill 4919--te 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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SENATE, 
SATURDAY, April 7, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Tacoma, a gare praying for the early completion of the Nica- 
ragua Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a pontum of sundry citizens of New What- 
com, Wash., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of G. Castellanos, A. R. 
Hernandez & Co., M. Rodriguez, Y. E. dela Cuesta, José Mo- 
rales & Co., J. A. Rowell, J. Vidal Cruz & Co., and others, rep- 

-resenting cigar manufacturers doing business at Ocala, Marion 
County, Fla., praying that the act of Congress regulating the 
transportation and delivery in bond of imported merchandise 
into the United States be extended in its provisions to the city 
of Ocala, Fla.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Thomas Johnson and 
sundry other citizens of Lacrosse County, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State 
laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which 
was :eferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY. U present a petition of the Pittsburg Presbytery 
of the Reformed Presbyterian Church, of New Galilee, Pa., 
praying for the prompt repeal of the McCreary Chinese exclu- 
sion law, and for the regulationof Chinese immigration accord- 
ing to the sacred obligations of the treaties made with China, 
and aceording to the golden rule of Christ. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of A. J. Perry and 29 other 
citizens of Carbondale, Pa., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Alexandria, La, favoring the exemption of national building 
and loan and local building and loan or homestead 
associations from the operation of the income tax,and especially 
remonstrating against exempting from the operation of the tax 
only such building and loan associations as lend to their mem- 
bers for the purpose of enabling the members to provide homes 
for themselves. I also present a memorial of citizens of Plaque- 
mine, La., to the same purport, and like memorials from citi- 
zens of Monroe and Lake Charles, in the State of Louisiana. I 
move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. TURPIE nted.a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Bene it Assoziation of Logansport, Ind., and a petition of the 
Journeymen Butchers’ Union of Logansport, Ind., praying for 


the governmental control of the telegraph service; which were 


referred to the Committee on Post-Ollices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Washington County, Oregon, remonstrating against 
the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the titu- 
tim izing the Deity; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


COLUMBIAN SYSTEM OF QUESTION BALLOT AND VOTING. 


Mr. PEFFER. T have here a paper which is peculiar in its 
nature and ex ly interesting. It is entitled The Co- 
lumbian System of Question Ballot and Voting.” It is a short 
treatise on a new system of voting. proposing to use the mails 
for certain. purposes in connection with taking the sense of the 

ple upon 3 questions instead of the ballot box, and 
És for its object the simplifying of our electoral customs and 
also the saving of expense, and in addition to that the security 
of secrecy. While I have not examined it all,and while I have 
not carefully examined much of its phraseology, yet from an in- 
terview with its author, I am contident that it would be very 
inter to the members of the Senate and to every person 
for the sake of the philosophy that he gives on the subject of 
suffi I present the paper, and move that it be printed as a 
miscellaneous document and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 837) for the relief of Albert Locke, alias 


= 


Suna ipley, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1860 to authorize Prof. Asaph 
Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept a gold medal from 
Academy of Sciences of France, reported it without amendment., 


EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1112) to 
provide for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of 
the Potomac River, to report it with an amendment. As the 
bill is recommended by both the War and Navy Departments 
and the committes were unanimous in its recommendation, I ask 
for its immediate consideration. ; 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was, in line 9, after the word report.“ to strike out thereof” 
and insert thereon;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary.of War be. and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed tomake asurvey, plan, and estimate of the cost of thecoustruc- 
tion ofasubstantialand suitable bridge, with necessary en fromthe 
foot of South Capitol street. or below it at the most available point, across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, and 
to eis pomp thereon to the Congress of the United States with such recom- 
mendations as he may desm proper; and for said pose the sum of $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was concurred in. t 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SULPHUR RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana 
and FortSmith Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, 
in the State of Arkansas or in the State of Texas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 32, before the 
words the said opening,” to strike out as nearly as practica- 
ble;“ so as to read: 

And if the bridge over the said river shall be constructed as a draw or 
pivot bridge, the draw or pivot plier shall be over the main channel of the 
river at an accessible. navigable point. and the openings on each side of 
the pivot pier shall not be less than!) feet in the clear, unless otherwise 
expressly directed by the Secresary of War, and f so directed, shall be 
according to such direction, and the said opening shall be accessible at all 
stages of water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 19, before the word 
approval,“ to insert the:“ so as to read 
and should any change be made in the plan of said h 
ress of construction, such change shall be subject to t 
Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAREY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 166) to provide for the punishment of 
offenses committed in the Yellowstone National Park. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the regular order. The routine 
morning business must be concluded before bills can be consid- 


ered. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The intoduction of bills and joint resolutions is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1871) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Glover; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred tó the Committee on Military Af- 
fai 


airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1872) for the relief of David T. 
Hayton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1873) granting jurisdiction 
to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any statutory bar, of the 
claims of H. E. Collins & Co., and others; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committve on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1874) to define 
the crimes of murder in the first and second degrees, and man- 
slaughter and rape, mutiny and desertion, and providing punish- 


during the prog- 
approval of the 
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ment therefor, and to abolish the death penalty for other crimes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1875) for the relief of Joseph Pen- 
nig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REPERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 


Ordered. That the papers in the case of Joseph Pennig. of Linkville, Ore- 
gon, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations, there having been no adverse report. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
printed and go over under the rule. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 


Resolced, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 65) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
at Salem, Oregon, be, and is hereby, disch from the further con- 
eration thereof; and said bill is ordered to be placed on the Calendar for 
consideration by the Senate in its regular order. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], com- 
ing over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and itis uaea instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds Or other 
interesi-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in the future without express authority by act of Congress first 
had and obtained. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inasmuch as I expect to address the Senate 
this afternoon at some length, I prefer not to speak twice dur- 
ing the day, and therefore ask that the resolution may go over 
and retain its place. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. 

Mr. QUAY. If the routine business is concluded, I wish to 
call up a bridge bill, on which there will be no debate. 


PROPOSED REPEAL OF BOND PROVISION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. As part of the morning business, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 5th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill 
(S: 1457) to repeal a part of section 3 of an act entitled An act to provide 
or the resumption of specie payments, approved January 14, 1875, and for 
other purposes,“ be, and is hereby, dischar 
tion thereof: and said bill is ordered to be p 
eration by the Senate in its regular order. 


Mr. ALLEN. As Jam assured by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance that the bill to which my resolution refers 
will be promptly reported, Fask that the resolution be passed 


over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


from the further considera- 
ed on the Calendar for consid: 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1750) to authorize the 
West Braddock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the 
Mon a ee River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Town- 
ship. I do not think there will be any objection to the bill, and 
it will not take ten minutes to dispose of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize the West 
Braddock Bridge Company to construct à bridge over the Mo- 
nongahela River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Town- 
ship to report it with amendments, and I am also instructed by 
the committee to ask that this bill be substituted in place of the 
Senate bill which has just been taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, and 
the House bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
‘Whole. The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce 
will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In section 4, line 11, after the word 
“bridges,” the committee report to insert in the vicinity;” 30 
as to read: 

The said corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War for his exami 
nation and approval the plans and drawings of said bridge, and a map of 
the proposed location, giving. for the space of 1 mile eac babe i the topog- 
raphy of the banks of the river and the shore lines at high low water, 
the direction and stre hof the current at all 8 and the ee 
accurately. showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge 
or brid in the vicinity, and shall furnish such other information as may 
be regi d, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. . : 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to add the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the channel span of said bridge shall be in length not less 
than 400 feet in the clear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 4, after the word 
date,“ to strike out ‘‘ hereof” and insert of the approval of 
this act;” so as to make the section read: 

That this act shall benull and void if actual construction of the 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
three years from the date of the approval of this act. 

The amendment was 8 . to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. Š 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUAY. Lmove that Senate bill 1750 be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The motion was agreed to. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. = 


Mr. BATE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. 
Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Ten- 
nessee River at Clifton, Tenn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. i 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
= amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and 

nsert: 


That the St. Louis and Birmingham Railway Company, being a - 
tion created and organized under the laws cf the State of Tennessee, ahd to 
which authority was en by an act of Congress entitled An act to au- 
thorize building abridge over Tennessee River,” approved June 6, 1892, is 
hereby given ths right to begin the construction of the bridge therein au- 
thorized according to the terms of said act within twelve months from the 
2011 3 val of this act. ths said bridge to be completed within ears from 

date. It is hereby further provided thatif the construction of said 
bridge be not commenced and the structure completed within the times 
hereinbefore mentioned, then this act, and that approved June 6, 1892, to 
which reference is hereinbefore made, shall be null and void. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved without any liability on the part of the United States for any dam- 
ages on account of such alteration, amendment, or repeal. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce? : 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; it was prepared by the committee and 
is acceptable to those interested. 

Mr. FRYE. Allright. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BERING SEA AWARD. 


Mr. HOAR. Task the consent of the Senate to put a question 
to the Senatcr from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], the chairman of 


of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and as préliminary to 
it I desire the Secretary to read a dispatch which is in the 
morning papers. ` 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary wiil read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


SHIPS NOT RECEIVING NOTICE NOT LIABLB. 
LONDON, April g. 

Many Inquiries have been received here from Canada co: the status 
of a vessel under the proposed Bering Sea act in case that shall have 
proceeded on its sealing voyage before the 3 of the act at the 
. The exact language of the Bering Sea bill on this point is as 

‘ollows: 

‘“ Where, upon any proceeding against a person and ship in respeet ot any 
offense against the act. it is proved that the 888 from its of de- 
parture before the scheduled provisions were published there, and thatsuch 
à person or master of a ship not, after cating and before the alleged of- 


fense, receive notice of those provisions, such a person shall be acg 
and the ship shall be released and not forfeited." 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Alabama if he has any information whether that dispatch re- 
cites correctly the text of the British act of Parliament on that 


— 
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subject? If that be a correct recital, then any sealing vessel 
which should sail before the passage of the British act and keep 


out at sea purposely or 
avoid the whole matter for this season, and 
of thousands of these creatures be destroye 
without any restraint. 

It is true that the act requires the shipmaster to show in some 
way that he had not notice of the provisions of the act, but Cana- 
dian sealers had notice of the claim of the United States and had 
notice of the treaty, so that eight or ten months ago they knew 
that the twoGovernments had agreed that there should be some 
prohibition and limitation of the destruction of these creatures, 
and it bound to expect legislation in both countries to pre- 
vent it. 

Therefore, it seems to me that it is a pure evasion of the act 
and of the treaty to allow a Canadian sealer to be protected in 
his business for this year by simply showing that when he 
sailed—it may have been yesterday or a week ago, the whole 
thing depending on that he did not know that the British act had 
ac y or what its provisions were. Of course, nobody 
here would wish to utter any language which would impute a 

breach of faith to the administration in England which prepared 
the treaty, but rather that some language has been used the ef- 
fect of which they did not duly weigh; but if that is to be the 
whole protection for this season it would seem to me that we 
need some prompt supplemental legislation and that we should 
take the matter Tato our own hands for this season. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is quite right in his estimate of the danger to the Alaskan 
seal herds from the attitude which ap to be taken by the 
British Government in the act to which he refers. 

During the last seal-hunting season, when the tribunal was in 
session at Paris, there was no provision of law and no arrange- 
ment between the two Governments by which pelagic hunting 
in the North Pacific Ocean could be in any way controlled. The 
tribunal, of course, had no power to make any arrangement or 
declaration on that branch of the subject. So fur-seal hunting 
went on without restraint in the North Pacific Ocean last year; 
and 1 is that over 90,000 pelts were taken by the 
Canad and other poachers out of those waters, the hunters 
not going into Bering Sea at all, and that they were worth 

robably $10 apiece at the time they were taken. If there was 

,000 of them, it is safe to say that involved the destruction of 
at least 500,000 seals, destroyed by the cruel and exterminating 
character of that hunting. 

During the present season, I am informed by the newspapers, 
and I think there is some official information in the State De- 
partment to the same effect, that about forty or more Canadian 
sealers have outfitted from Vancouver, Victoria, and perhaps 
Port Townsend and other places there, and some American seal- 
ers have also gone out to raid the fur-seal herds, acting upon 
the idea that the agreement between the two Governments 
which was crystallized into an award, which award became an 
obligation of an international character between the two gov- 

. ernments as obligatory as any feature of international law, was 
not operative or effectual until legislation had occurred in the 

Congress of the United States, and also in the Parliament of 

Great Britain, of a concurrent character, to prohibit this pelagic 

hunting, and also to punish violations of the award. 

That view of the subject has never been adopted by the Amer- 
ican arbitrators, nor do I understand that it has ever been in- 
sisted upon by more than one of the arbitrators composing that 

. tribunal, if by any one. The view taken by the American arbi- 
trators is and was that the award spoke from the moment of its 
delivery, with full effect in regard to the prohibition which it 
declared against pelagic hunting, at specified periods, and 
within certain defined areas; that is to say, as to the area north 
of the thirty-fifth meridian, up to Bering Straits—that means 
the Arctic Ocean—and east of the one hundred and eightieth 
meridian of longitude. The interpretation which the two gov- 
ernments have given to this particular feature of the award as 
to its obligatory nature from the time of its delivery and the ex- 

tent and e of that obligation, has not been as yet estab- 
lished perfectly by an agreement between the two governments. 

So we must now take our own view of it, and we have to act 
upon that view so far as may be necessary. I shall not stop now 
in answering the question put to me by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, to state my own ition in regard to that matter or 
the reasoning of the state of facts upon which it is founded; it 
is not necessary that I should do so, but with these preliminary 
observations I shall now try to answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts so far as I can. 

Some two weeks ago the precise language which the Senator 
has read, as far as I am now capable of recalling, the substance 
of it unquestionably, was submitted to the State Department by 
Sir J a Be Pauncefote, that being a part of a general measure 


by design, it seems to me might easily 
robably hundreds 
in a single year 


which it was proposed to introduce into the Parliament of Great 
eaten for the enforcement on the part of Great Britain of this 
Award. 

There were some other features in the bill also which were 
even more oppos2d—I use the phrase with deliberation—to a 
full and complete and fair execution of this award and treaty 
upon which it was founded, than that part which the Senator 
from Massachusetts has just quoted. 

Those provisions in that proposed measure of legislation were, 
as I am informed, distinctly, formally, firmly, and finally re- 
jected by the Secretary of State, and the British Government 
wassoinformed. About the time that the informat on on that 
sub ect should have reached London, I saw in the newspapers 
that the British Government had introduced into Parliament a 
bill for the purpose of carrying into effect this award. 

Of course I did not know, nor do I suppose that even the State 
Department knew, all of the provisions of that bill, whether it 
exactly coincided with the programme or formulated bill which 
Sir Julian Pauncefote had submitted to the inspection of the 
Secretary of State, but within a day or two after that, perhaps 
after the bill had passed to its second reading—I do not know 
now which—that bill was withdrawn from the Parliament by 
Sir Charles Russell, the attorney-general, who was also one of 
the counsel before the tribunal of arbitration. I infer from the 
fact of its having been withdrawn, that the objection stated toit 
by the United States Government had prevailed, and that it had 
been withdrawn to be remodeled upon the basis of those objec- 
tions. Istill hope that that is the fact, and that the telegraphic 
account, which has gotten out in some way, refers to the first 
proposition of legislation and not to the one which would natur- 
ally be in answer to the legislation taken by the Congress of the 
United States in the last few days. our bill having been com- 
piet I believe, in its passage through the two bodies only on 
yesterday. 

It became necessary, Mr. President, that the Government of 
the United States should define in a measure of legislation what 
is its attitude in respect of the enforcementof thisaward. That 
attitude was presented correctly and fully in the bill which has 
just passed the Congress of the United States, and which I sup- 
pose is now in the hands of the President for consideration. 

It was esteemed by everyone concerned in this business to be 
a matter of necessity, of propriety, and of duty that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should, without any equivocation, 
manifest in its legislation its full intent and purpose to carry 
into effect this award in perfect good faith, and its equal inten- 
tion, of course, to uire from Great Britain a compliance in 
the same spirit with the duties imposed upon that Government 
by the award of this tribunal. 

In some remarks I had the honor to submit when that bill was 
introduced here, I mentioned the fact that the state of legisla- 
tion in the United States was P by the act passed In 
1893. After the Paris tribunal had been agreed upon and a 
pointed and the commissioners were about to set out for the d 
charge of the duties of that tribunal, an act of Congress was 

for the purpose of placing in full effect all the existi. 
ws of the United States then controlling the subject of fu 
hunting or fishing in Bering Sea in the area of the North Pa- 
cific Ocean, which should be included in such regulations as that 
tribunal might establish. 

Our legislation, it will be remembered, antecedent to the meet- 
ing of this tribunal, in respect of Bering Sea had been predi- 
cated on the assumption on our part that we had a right to ex- 
ercise jurisdiction within what we called the dominion of Bering 
Sea as described in the treaty of cession of 1867 from Russia to 
the United States; and in the exercise of that right and power 
of legislation we had prescribed penalties upon all persons, 
without any regard to nationality, who should go into those 
waters and there capture seals contrary to our statutes. I need 
not go into any description of those statutes. Senators will re- 
member what they comprehend and remember also the severe 
nature of the penalties which attend them; but the act of 1893, 
to which I have referred, which was passed just before the mem- 
bers of the tribunal went across the water to participate in its 
labors, provided, as I have pointed out, that in respect of any 
area of the North Pacific Ocean that might be included within 
the purview of the award, so as to give to any government a 
right of jurisdiction there to prohibit fur-seal fishing, the laws 
of the United States having relation to Bering Sea and control- 
ling fur-seal fishing there should have full application to that 
area. 

Those laws are to be put in force upon a proclamation by the 
President of the Uni States; those are the only laws now 
= the statute book which authorize the President of. the 

nited States to send out fleets of war ships for the purpose of 

rotecting the fur-seal herds and preventing raids upon them, 
Whatever action is now being taken by the Government of the 
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United States in tbat regard, is taken in virtue of our own stat- 
ute, and that action doubtless will not transcend in the slight- 
est degree the limitations which are imposed upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States by the award of the Paris tribunal; 
but within those limitations, and controlled by those restraints, 
the power is conferred upon the President of the United States 
to make arrests and to bring to punishmentall persons who may 
violate those laws. 

In the event that Great Britain should pass a statute which 
we consider to be concurrent and cohperative with the law that 
we passed the other day and effectual for the purpose of protect- 
ing the seal herds, the Government of the United States of 
course would not attempt to exercise any of the powers which 
are reserved in our statutes and which are not touched by our 
recent legislation in respect of the protection of the fur seals. 

Of course, the act which was presented to the Secretary of 
State by Sir Julian Pauncefote is not a full compliance with the 
terms of that award, and it would scarcely need a suggestion on 
the part of the United States Government to satisfy Great Brit- 
ain that such was the fact. But IL have not any doubt, and have 
no reason to doubt, that in the event of a statute of that sort 
passing the Parliament of Great Britain, as being a compli- 
ance with the requirements of that award, the Government of 
the United States would have to consider what its rights are 
under the award, or what its rights are in the event that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should regard the concurrent execu- 
tion of the award as having been abandoned by Great Britain. 

That is a ground, of course, Mr. President, which I do not 
propose to touch upon in any manner that migas be consid- 
ered in the least as going beyond a mere suggestion of my own, 
for I represent no person but myself in what I now utter upon 
that question; yet I have not any doubt, I will repeat, that the 
Government of the United States will find itself in a full state 
of legal preparation, and animated with a very sincere determi- 
nation that all the benefits and advantages of that award shall 

be realized by our Government. 

It may be, Mr. President, that we did not get in that award 
an affirmative declaration of every pinet le of law for which 
we had contended, but we got, as I believe—yes, I may say 
that I am quite sure that we got—all the necessary regulá- 
tions which are requisite for the protection and preservation of 
the seal herds, so as that we can go on and realize upon the 
Pribilof group of islands all the advantages of that seal herd, 
which naturally belong to us and have been confirmed by the 
award. Good faith now requires Great Britain to come forward 
and assist as freely, as ful Me as liberally, and as firmly as we 
have done and intend to insist upon, in the full and perfectcom- 
pletion of this award. 

I believe, sir, that is a full answer to the question which has 
been propounded to me. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama, the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations and a mem- 
ber of the International Tribunal at Paris. makes very clear his 
understanding that the provision to which I have referred, 
which purports to be an official statementof the actual language 
of the bill proposed by the Government of Great Britain, allows 
an entire evasion of the obligation of the award for the present 
season, and exposes our seal interests to great injury, if not to- 
tal destruction. 

If that be true, and that bill be all that the English Parlia- 
ment will enact at present, I should be very sorry to leave our 
interests to the power of the Administration to protect our- 
selves at once t these sealers, if there be any possible 
doubt in the mind of the President, or of the Secretary of State, 
or of the Attorney-General, that the existing legislation is suffi- 
cient. I think, therefore, it will be well within the next few 
days to introduce a measure making the powers of the President 
clear and distinct in that particular and removing all doubt 
about it. If it shall turn out that the bill passes the British 
Parliament in the form now sa , if nobody else intro- 
duces such a measure as I have indicated, I shall introduce one 
and submit it to the committee of which the Senator from Ala- 
bama is chairman. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to ask 
him whether he has any other information on the subject than 
that contained in the daily newspapers? 

Mr. HOAR. No, [have not; but the dispatch which I caused 
to be read purports to be a verbatim extract from the proposed 
British law. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt that it is, as the chairman of the 
Committee on 21 n Relations has suggested, a copy of the 
bill originally in uced in the British Parliament and ob- 
jected to by our State Department. 

Mr. HOAR. The statement read from the Secretary’s desk, 
I think before the Senator from Delaware came in, is a little 
more than that. It says that, the Canadians being in doubt as 


to their rights, a message has been sent to Great Britain to 
learn the exact terms of the law as it is now proposed, and that 
they have received, apparently from the Government itself, this 
information, which purports to be a verbatim extract from the 
bill introduced in the British Parliament. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt that information is as to the bill 
originally introduced. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 

and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR, 


The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those killed 
in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as first 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill has been twice read at length and 
only remains to be voted upon. It simply proposes to pay the 
State and Territorial troops who were called out at the time of the 
Nez Perces war and served under Gen. Howard for the number 
of days they were in the service. It is limited to less than a 
month to all of them, I think. And where members of the vol- 
unteer troop were wounded or killed, they and their heirs are 
given the benefit of the pension laws. Where they lost horses 
or arms they are to be compensated for them provided the rec- 
ords of the War Department show the loss. The bill passed the 
Senate in the last Congress on the same statement. It does not 
involve a large amount. 

Mr. BATE. I think the bill ought not to be taken up now. 
It will lead to discussion. I think perhaps it had better go 


over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs after considerabie discussion before the commit- 
tee, and I see that some of the members of that committee, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] particularly, who feel 
an interest in the bill are not here. I believe it is a bill that 
will draw forth a good deal of discussion and take some time, 
and I think it ought not to be considered now. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill has been twice passed over when the 
Calendar was called, retaining its place. Iwas absent, and I 
was told it was passed over on that account. The bill is very 
short, and itis very simple in its provisions, There is a full re- 
port accompanying it; that is to say, there is areport giving the 
names of the persons who served, the number of days they 
served, etc. 

Mr. BATE. It involves a great deal of money, as the Senator 
from Oregon knows. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator from Tennessee is mistaken 
about the bill. This is not the bill proposing to pay the claims 
of Oregon, California, and Nevada. It is a bill for the relief of 
the volunteers who served in the Nez Perces war, and it does 
not involve much money. I will send the report to the Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to see it. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is a bill for the relief of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada. which involves a good deal of money, but this 
is not the bill, This is a different case entirely. 

Mr. BATE. I understood this to be the bill to pay the claims 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada. 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no; it is not the bill. 

Mr. BATE. It seems to bear pretty much the same title as 
that bill does, and I assumed it to be the same. 

Mr. DOLPH. The 5 contains the names of all the volun- 
teers. I see by it that the number of days served by one com- 
pany is given aseighteen. It is pro d to pay the men for 
each day's service and for the loss of animals and guns, if they 
lost any, and to place upon the pension roll the heirs of those 
who were killed and wounded in the service, who served under 
Gen. Howard in the Army of the United States. This is not the 
bill the Senator from Tennessee referred to. 

Mr. BATE, Has the bill ever been before the Committee on 
Claims? — 

Mr. DOLPH. No. It was reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It was reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs during the last Congress, and passed by the Senate, 
It does not involve a large amount of money. 

Mr. BATE. Very well; I was mistaken in the bill. The bill 
I referred to involves an appropriation of a million or two mil- 
lion dollars. I supposea this was the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? i 

Mr. BATE. I withdraw any objection I made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the bill is 
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The Chair 
understands that it has heretofore been read at length. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill is not long, and I should like to 
have it read. The title does not convey any idea of the purport 


before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


of the measure. 
Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, eté., That each volunteer who joined the forces of the United 
States from the State of Oregon, or from the itories of Washington and 
Idaho, d the wars with the Nez Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indians 
in such tories and in the Territory of Montana, shall be paid 31 per a: 
during the term of such service. from the time that he left home unt 
he was returned thereto, incluiing all time spent in hospital under treat- 
ment by such as received wounds or other injuries in such service. 

Src. 2. That all persons who were wounded or disabled iu such service, and 
the heirs of all who were kilied in such service, shall be entitled to all the 
benefits of the pension laws, in the same manner and to the same extent as 
if they had been duly mustered into the regular or volunteer forces of the 
United States. 

Serco. 8. That all horses and arms lost in such service shall be paid for at 
their actual value: Provided, That no payment shall be made for such losses 
or for such service asa volunteer except upon the statement of the command- 
ing officer of the United States troops, or such other officer of the regular 
— as might be in control of the volunteers at the time of such loss or 

ce, Or upon record proof thereof now in the Departments, and such 
other as may be uired to establish the fact that such losses were 
made in the service of the United States. g 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ivery rarely interfere with matters of this 
kind coming from the Military Committee or any other commit- 
tee having charge of them, but I appeal to Senators to reflect a 
moment until this precedent isexamined. It is proposed to pay 
a dollar a day for troops called into service to protect their own 
homes more especially, and to extend that pay during all the 
sickness that may have been caused by their enlistment. Sup 

that principle had been applied to the citizens of Ohio in 

er early period, when our people were out constantly defend- 
ing themselves and their homes, and so to all the West that was 
gradually subdued and taken from the hands of the Indians? 

It does seem to me that it is a very dangerous bill; but unless 
some Senators who are familiar with it as members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs see popor to arrest its passage and 
consider it further, I do not feel that I can do more than simply 
enter my protest. I can not vote for such a bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Such volunteers have been paid in every State 
in the Union where there are Indians, and some of them have 
been paid more than $l a day. In the first place, I see here that 
no officer or member of one company served over eighteen days. 
As Gen. Howard passed through with the troops after the out- 
break of the war, they were never in Oregon at all. There are 
very few Oregon people who are beneficiaries of the bill, These 

ple joined the army and put themselves under Gen. Howard. 
They took their horses and their arms and helped him to follow 
the Indians across the continent until they were met by Gen. Miles 
and captured. In the report there is a statement of every man 
and every officer who performed service, the number of days he 
served, the number of horses that were lost, and every detail 
from the records in the War Department. 

I undertake to say that Ohio has been reimbursed eyery.dol- 
lar she expended for suppressing save insurrection, and al- 
most every other State in the Union has been reimbursed. This 
is in the line of legislation that has prevailed for a hundred 


rs. 
Ve The bill has been examined twice by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and it was reported at the present session by the 
Senator from Minnesota Mr. Davis]. It is but asmall acknowl- 
edgment of the debt the people of the United States owe to 
those people who risked their lives and joined the service of the 
United States to suppress this Indian outbreak. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon what 
committee reported the bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Committee on Military Affairs reported it 
at the present Congress and at the last Congress. It passed the 
Senate during the last Congress. I will send tothe Senator from 
Tennessee the report, which will show him the name of every 
volunteer, the number of days of service, and everything else 
that could be added to give full information on the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon if the 
bill does not also make pensionab e a class of persons who are 
not pensionable under any law of the United States? 

Mr. DOLPH. That question can be answered in two ways. 
It does make pensionable a class of persons who were wounded 
in this service. 

Mr. HARRIS. Without regard to the length of service? 

Mr. DOLPH. Without regard to the length of service. But 
that has been done in regard to other Indian wars. This Indian 
war occurred in 1878. I believe all persons who served in In- 
dian wars down to 1855 are entitled to the benefit of the pension 


laws 


The bill does not pension anybody for service. 
merely for disability on account of wounds. 

Mr. HARRIS, And the dependents of persons who served. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; the heirs of those who were killed. As 
Iremember, all persons who served in Indian wars to 1855 are 
entitled to the benefit of the pension laws, and therefore I may 
my ha bill does not pension a new class. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isthat done by general law or by special act? 
55 DOLPH. It is now a part of the statutes of the United 

Mr. HARRIS. I should rather have the bill go over for the 
present, so that we may look at it a little more carefully than 
we can do at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, and it goes over. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill has been thoroughly examined by the 
committee, and the report is here. I 5 5 to have the report 
printed in the RECORD. I wish Senators to have an opportu- 
nity to see it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that being done, if the 
Senator from Oregon desires it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the report be printed, so that Senators 
way be informed about it. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The report (submitted by Mr. MANDERSON, on behalf of Mr. 
Davis, December 14, 1893) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 743) 
for the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washing- 
ton, who served with the United States troops in the war inst the Nez 
Perces and Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirsof - 
those killed in such service, having duly considered the same, respectfully 


report: 

This bill is identical in terms with the amended bill before the committee 
at the last Congress, and which, as amended, received the favorable report 
of the committee. That report, hereto annexed, is readopted and the pas- 
sage of the bill is recommended. 


It pensions 


Senate Report No. 559, first session Fifty-second Congress. 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 876) 
for the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washing- 
ton, who served with the United States troops in the war against the Nez 
Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of 
those killed in such service, and for other purposes, having duly considered 
the same, respectfully report: 

A bill similar in its provisions was introduced in the Forty-eighth, Forty- 
ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, but no action by Congress seems to have 
been taken thereon. 

The object of this bill is to provide compensation for those persons who 

rformed military service in conjunction with the United States troops 
ur the Nez Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indian wars in Oregon, 
Wash n. and Idaho in 1877-78, who furnished supplies te said troops, 
who lost horses therein, who were wounded, and for the heirs of those who 
were killed in battle. 

The act of Congress a ved March 8, 1881 (United States Statutes, vol- 
ume 21. page 641). provided for the relief only of those citizens of Montana 
who served in conjunction with the United States troops in the wars of 
1877-78 with the Nez Perces, no provision being made therein for citizens 
of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho who served in the same wars. 

From sundry correspondence, attache to and submitted with this report, 
it will be seen that the volunteers provided for in the bill now under consid- 
eration served with the regular Roope or the United States Army, under the 
command of Gen. O. O. Howard, States Army, in said wars, and the 
provide for them in the Montans act must have been an over- 

ht. The amended bill herewith reported seeks to do equal justice to 
those volunteers not included or provided for in said act, and thus place 


them allon an eqnal footing. 

The bill as introduced, however, gives to the beneficiaries a much ter 
measure of relief than was afforded to the Montana volunteers by the act 
above referred to. Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by 
striking out all after the enacting clause and the following: 

“That each volunteer who joined the forces of the United States from the 
State of from the Territories of Washington and Idaho dw 
the wars with the Nez Perces, Bannock, and Shohone Indians in su 


returned all time spent in hospital under treatment by 
such as received wounds or other injuries in such service.” 

Sec. 2. That all persons who were wounded or disabled in such service, 
and the heirs of all who were killed in such service, shall be entitled to all 
the benefits of the pension laws, in the same manner and to the same ex- 
tent as if they had been duly mustered into the regular or volunteer forces 


States. 

SEO. 3. arms lost in such service shall be paid for at 
their actual value: Provided, That no payment shall be made for such losses 
or for such services as a volunteer except upon the statement of the com- 
manding officer of the United States troops, or such other officer of the reg- 
ular Army as might be in control of the Volunteers at the time of such loss 
or service, or upon record proof thereof now in the Departments and such 
uired, to establish the fact that such losses were 


other fs as may be 
made in the service of the United States. 

This amendment is su tially the same with the act of 1881 for the re- 
lief of the Montana volunteers, except that in this act the Bannock and Sho- 


shone wars are named in addition to the war with the Nez Perces. 
The committee recommend the passage of the bili as amended. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 26, 1890. 
Sim: I return herewith Senate bill 87. For the relief of tlie citizens of the 
State of ‘on and the Territories of Idaho and Wash who served 
with the United States troops in the war t the Nez Perces and Ban- 
nock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those killed in 
service, for other purposes.“ which was re this Depart- 


such to 
ment by your indorsement of the 7th instant, and invite your attention to 
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of the Adjutant-General, dated the 224 instant, and of 
Record and —- Division of this office, sub- 
Idaho, and Wash- 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM 
Sw perv oon Committee. on Sch Affair 
ed Bates’ Senate. 


Lista of names of Idaho and eee Territories Volunteers in Nez Perces 
dian war of 1877. 


HM. BRAYMAN, 
Governor and Commander-in-chief Idaho Volunteers: 


I herewith submit my report for Company A, Idaho Volunteers. 
BOISE Crry, IDAHO, July 7, 1877. 


First lieutenant. -| J 
Second lientenant. 
First sergeant 
Second sergeant -- 
Third sergeant 


From Indian Valley to 
Boise, $25. 


“| Horseshoeing, 8. 


“| mour, fi and 
horseshoeing, #6. 


Fourth sergeant .. 
Second corporal .. 
Third corporal 
Fourth corporal -. 
Privat 


PSBRBYBSRESKEBSBNERERBESSERSREERKSconame mesme H 


ORLAND ROBBINS, 
Captain Company A, Idaho Volunteers. 
OFFICE 9 
y City, Idaho, Laake, July 15 „ 1977. 


š G. W. BRADLEY, 

Captain and Assistant Quartermaster. 

GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO, June 15, 1877. 
We, the und citizens of the United States, Tone a ene 

ville, Idaho. and and chat € do hereby individually and collectively agree 

— ourselves as a body or company of volunteers, under the divection 
and command of his excellency M. Brayman, Governor of Idaho Territory, 
and in conformity with his proclamation for that purpose. 


A true copy. 


1. A. H. Gordon. 16. W.C. Pearson. M. P. Crooks. 
2. O. P. Clingan. W. H. Sebastian. 32. James S. . 
3. A. Shumway. 18. J. Brown. 33. Robert Wilmot. 
4. I. T. Silv 19. J. B. Crook s. 34. John Flynn. 

B. John Johnson. 20. W. B. Bloomer. K. 

6. F. M. Hughes, 21. J. J. Remington. 36. Frank Weichel 
7. C. M. R. an. 22. Chas. Bentz. 37. E. W. Ro 

8. S. Weaver. 23. Jas. W. Crooks. 38. John 

9. W. M. Williams. 24. Saml. Harty. 39. John Weaver. 
10. James Flenne. 25. S. W. Reynolds. 40. C. H. Robinson. 
= Tar ny — oy gener = H Brown. 

0 Fieids. . Remington. bert Benching. 

13. J. H. Ranch. 28. John Byram. 43. John Mitchell. 
14. G. W. Hashagen. 29. D. C. Crooks. 

15. V D. Remington. 30. Jas. L. Crooks. 


Nee So to be a correct list of the officers and men 
aniy emis —— to service as the “Grangeville Volunteers,“ of 
ch company I am captain. B 1 


W. B. R. 
Captain, Grangeville Volunteers. 

GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO, June 16, 1877. 

The following officers were eae elected ata ee of the com- 
pany held June 15, 1877: W. B. Bloomer, captain; W. S. Williams, first lieu- 
tenant; C. P. Clingan, orderly sergeant. 

MOUNT IDAHO, IDAHO, August, 1877. 
eee apron fig fi Bad roll of officers and volun- 
teers enrolled at Grangeville, Idaho, June 15, 1877. 
JAMES P. CANBY, 
Major and Paymaster, United States Army. 


Roll of officers, noncommissioned oficera, and privates enrolled at Mount Idaho, 
L , June 15, 1877. 


Martin, Horse, musket, an: 
White, K. W Horse and pistol.. 
Riggins, Geor; 


Auchinole, Jno. 


56. Snodgrass. J. M. 120. Carey, James. 
57. Sears, ay , $200, and 121. Wood, John. 
pery rifle, $50; $250.) 122. Howard, M. 4 
58. Te ‘ince. 123. Treiblecock, William. 
59. Truscott, M. H. 124. Ramsey, John. 
60. V: 128. Stuart, John. 


. Vansise, Frank. 
61. Wilmot. B. R. 126. Smith, Abner. 
62. West, Wesley. . 

Movst IDARO, IDAHO, August 8, 1877. 


I certify that . of the original roll of officers and volun- 
teers enrolled at Mount Idaho, Idaho, June 15, 1877. ae Y 


Major and Paymaster, United States Army. 


Name. 


Ed. McConville... 
Martin Williams . 
Randolph Keen... 
Wm. Denn 


BESRERERRERESRRSSESE SSS 


Name, etc. 


Capt. George Hunte 
First Lieut. Sime Watrous- ... 
Orderly Sergi Thomas . Grawiord 

er! omas H. 
8 Charles N. Clark. 


‘adise 
Dayton, Wash.. 
Sa ae 98 


ESRSRRERSRES | 3 


Third Corpi. William C. Vaughn. 

Fourth Corpl. George P. Bickers........-..|....-.00 0 
23 
2 
25 
21 
23 
2 
20 
22 
21 
19 
23 
17 
22 
31 
29 
20 
18 
23 
2 
2A 
22 
23 
19 
35 
25 
20 
22 
28 

H. 42 

John Weiss 37 

Pataha Rangers, Washington Territory Volunteers. 

John W. Elliot. John M. Salle. Newton Thomas, 

Eugene S. Wilson. Danl. McKay. Henry C. Able. 

Ambrose A. Owsley. John Campbell. Henry Vaughn. 

Thornton W. Owsley. Saml. Shawlay. I. N. Elidge 

Homer Bounds, Chas. Shearer. Geo. Pitt. 

Willard Bounds, Edward Coe. John Bale. 

Robert Short, W. B. Tweedy. Dan Williams, 

Elliot. Robert Bruce. Frank Cartwright. 
Frank McBreardy. Lewis Tewalt. 


John M. Williams. Thomas Cumpacker. 


OMclal 8 to accompany letter to the Secretary of War of this date 
7 A. G. G., 1890). 


(354 
J. C. KELTON, 
Adjutant- General, 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, March 22, 1890. Š 


The Grand Ronde and Wallowa crap oi Oregon Volunteers, which came int 
service in June, 1897. ; ; 


Days’ 


| Days’ 
service. 


Names of members. hog 
| Service. 


Names of members. 


1. W. R. Boothe (captain) 
2. J. W. Cullen (first lien- 


tenant). 
8. A.C. Smith (second lieu- 
tenant). 


sg 


J. L. Sturgell............ 
L. Wright 4 
22 Graha 


SRERE 


8 
Harvey Rinehart 
. B. Themas 
O. F. 
A. Terwillegar. 
James Tully .... 
William Hudson 
J. W. Wood 


wo 
= 
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— 


Capt. A. J. Bowland’s company of scouts, Idaho Volunteers, which came into 
service in Jul 


, 1878, 
Names of members. BR on fol | Names of members. rans 708 

1. A. J. Bowland (captain) 67 || 11. James Sutton (private). 59 
2. Albert Heed (private)... 67 || 12. William Allison (pri- 
8. Harry Warbertson (pri- C 59 

va i S eat 67 || 13. Nelson Buel (private) 59 
4. John Hart (private) 67 || 14. John Atwell private) 59 
5. Alonzo Jewell (private). 30 || 15. Edward Jewell (pri- 
€. William F. Bair (pri- 8 38 

WARO} cuseostse es ous 67 || 16. George H 
7. H. M. Freeman (private) er vate) 18 
8 Amos Nettleton (pri- 17. William South (private) 18 

DB at ENE rae ee pe 67 || 18. Thomas Lyons (private) 18 
9. Joseph Joice (private) 80 || 19. S. Fry (private 18 
10. H. P. Linder (Private) 59 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CAREY rose. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Wyoming desire me 
to withdraw the motion for the present? 

Mr.CAREY. I wish to call up a bill for consideration. [ 
think it will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can not withdraw the motion for that pur- 


pose. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours and two 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
{at 4 o’clock and 23 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, April 9, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 7, 1894. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 


Lycurgus R. Woodward, of Ferndale, Cal., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Unalaska, 
vice Louis H. Tarpley, resigned; Lafayette F. Conn, who was ap- 
pointed and commissioned to said office, having failed to qualify. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Xelpho F. Beidler, to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in the 
county of Logan and State of Illinois, in the place of Frank V. 
Nicholson, whose commission expires April 12, 1894. 

John M. Higgs, to be tures at Connersville, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Indiana, in the place of James H. Fearis, 
whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

John Lynch, to be tmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Union and State of Indiana, in the place of S. D. Byram, whose 
commission expired January 9, 1894. 

William Clardy, to be postmaster at Purcell, in the Chicka- 
saw Nation, Indian Territory. in the place of Robert Y. Man- 
gum, whose commission expires April19, 1894. 

Bushnell Danforth, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
James H. Eldridge, jr., whose commission expires April 11, 1894, 

Henry Roeser, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
Washington and State of Ohio, in the place of Eli R. Alderman, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 


1894. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, April 7, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ACCOUNT OF CHINESE INSPECTOR J. D. M'COY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General . or an appro- 
priation the account of Chinese Inspector J. D. McCoy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 


PATRICK MAHONEY AND ANDREW GLEASON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the First Comptroller relative to the payment by the 
United States of a judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of 
Patrick Mahoney and Andrew Gleason; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L. TAYLOR, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in thecase of William L. Taylor, ad- 
ministrator of William M. Powell, deceased, vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. À 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


SICKLES for three days, on account of sickness. 
SUMMONING OF ABSENT MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a report 
from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., April 2, 1894. 

Sır: Lreport herewith my action under warrant of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, dated March 29, 1894. 

The absentees were all summoned by telegrams except those known to be 
in the city, and those sick and excused. 

The following have been present in their seats: 

Mr. NEWLANDs, Mr. SPERRY, Mr. DAVEY, Mr. WALKER, Mr. BERRY, Mr. 
Moon, Mr. SHERMAN. 

The foliowing are sick or excused: 

Mr. Coorger of Wisconsin, Mr. LISLE, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. 
HEARD, Mr. BINGHAM. 

The following are reported as on their way to this city: 

Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. MCDOWELL. 

The following are still absent, some of whom are reported away from home, 
and others have not responded to telegrams: 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
Lucas, Mr. SCRANTON, Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. 
HOUK, Mr. LINTON, Mr. SNODGRASS, Mr. STORER, Mr. WRIGHT of Massachu- 
setts. 

Respectfully submitted, 
¥ H. W. SNOW, 
Sergeant-at- Arms, House of Representatives. 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, a 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. REED. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, if the Ser- 


geant-at-Arms has obeyed the orders of the House directing 
him to take into custody absent members? 

The SPEAKER. He has made a report. 

Mr. REED. I came in as it was being read, and would be 
glad to know if the Sergeant-at-Arms reports that he has taken 
any members into custody? 

The SPEAKER. The report speaks for itself. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair cause the Clerk to read it again? 

The SPEAKER. It has just been read. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent that it be again read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that all further proceedings under 
this order be terminated. 

Mr. STALLINGS. ' I will not insist upon the objection to the 


reading. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being withdrawn, the Clerk will 
again read the report from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The report was again read. 

Mr. ED. Is there any statement of fees there; any further 
statement in connection with the enforcement of the order? 

The SPEAKER. That is the whole report. 

Mr. REED. Then a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. Does that discharge the order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would require some 
further order of the House to do that. 

Mr. REED. And we are still operating under the former or- 


der? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, and that an order of 
the House will be necessary to terminate it. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the order. 

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
REED) there were—ayes 62, noes 0. : 

Mr. REED. No quorum, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the motion, then. 

Mr. REED. Canit be withdrawn in the present situation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ithinkso. No action has been taken uponit- 

The SPEAKER. But the House has just voted upon it. z 

Mr. SPRINGER. But no quorum voted, and no action was 
taken. á 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can not be withdrawn 
without consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will insist on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine makes the point 
that no quorum has voted, and the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. REED and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
it does not require a quorum to adopt the motion propanoa By 
the gentleman from Illinois. This isa proceeding under a 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House is not now in call, and the House 
of course can: not do any business without a quorum. 

Mr. KILGORE. Still, this is disposing of business that was 
inaugurated without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would require a quo- 
rum to the order. The tellers will please take their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 
noes none. S 

Mr. REED. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 7, 
not voting 214; as follows: 


YKAS—1R, 
Abbott, Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Paynter, 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pence, 
Alexander, x, Kem, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Bailey, Culberson, Kyle, ‘ott, 
Baker. Kans. Davis, e, ly. 

awin, De Armond, Lawson, Richardson, Mich. 
Bankhead, nson, Layton, Robbins, 

K. Dinsmore, Lester. Robertson, La. 
Bell. Colo. Dockery, Lockwood, Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Maddox, Sayers, 

5 mun Mallory, Settle, 
Black, Ga. Ellis, Oregon Marshall, Shell, 

land, English, N. J Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, 

Boatner, oe. McCreary, Ky. perry, 
Boen, pes. McCulloc Springer, 
Bower, N. C. Erdman, McDannola, S 

tz, Everett. McDowell, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Goldzier, McEttrick, Storer, 
Burrows, Gorman, MeKaig, Strait. 
Bynum, Grady, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Cabaniss, Gresham, McNagny, Talbert, S. C. 
Cannon, Cal. Haines. Rae. Tarsney, 

aruth, Meredith, Tate, 
Catchin; Hall, Mo. Meyer, Taylor, Ind. 
Clark, Mo. Money, Try. 

Harke. Hi oon, Tucker, 
Cobb, Ala. Hatch, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. Hayes, oses, Turp: 

k Heard. utchler, Warner, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Neili, Washington, 
Coffeen, Holman, Neil. Mass. ‘Wheeler, Ala. 
Conn, Hudson, age, Williams, III. 
Coombs Hull, Patterson, Wise. 

NAYS—7. 
Hutcheson, Kilgore, Livingston, Outhwaite 
Izlar, Latimer, Lynch, 
NOT VOTING—214. 
Adams, Ky. Bryan. Davey, Grou 
Adams, Pa. Bundy, Ee Forest, Grow 
Aitken, Bunn, Dingley. Hager, 
Aldrich, Burnes, Dolliver, er, 
Allen. us. Donovan. Hammo: 
Apsley, Caldwell, Doolittle, Harmer, 
Arnold, Caminetti, Draper, Harter, 
Avery, Campbell D Hartman, 
Babcock. Cannon, III Durborow, Haugen, 
Baker, N. H. Capehart, Dilis, Ky. Heiner. 
rnes, Causey, English, Cal. Henderson, III. 
Bartholdt, Chicke: Fielder, Henderson, Iowa 
Bartlett, Childs, Fithian, endrix, 
Belden, Clancy, Fletcher, Hepburn, 
Beltzhoover, Cogswell, F ermann, 
Bingham, Compton, Funk, Hicks, 
Black, III. Cooper, Ind Funston, H. 
Blair, per, Fyan, Hitt, 
Boutelle, - Cornish, Gardner, Hooker, Miss. 
Bowers, Cal. Cousins, Gear, Hooker, N. Y. 
Branch, Covert, Geary, Hopkins, 1n. 
Brattan, Cr: Geissenhainer, Hopkins, Pa. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Crawford, Gillet, N. Y. Honk. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 88 Gillett, Mass. Hulick, 
Brickner, Curtis, hae Goodnight, Usirt, 
Broderick, Curtis, N. Graham, Johnson, Ind. 
Brosius, Daizell, Griffin, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Brown. Daniels, Grosvenor, Johnson, Ohio 


* 


Kiefer, Morse, Rusk, Turner, Va. 
Kribbs, Murray, Russell, Conn. Tytler, 
Lacey, Newlands, L Ryan, Updegraff, 
Laphem, Northway, Schermerhorn, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Lelever, Romi Scranton, Van Voorhis, o 
Linton, "Neill, Mo. Shaw, Wadsworth, 
3 a ted . — 
må, „ ey, anger, 
Loudenslager, . Pearson. Sickles, Waugh, 
Lucas, Pendleton, Tex. Simpson, * 
Magner, Per Sipe, Welis, 
Porillips, Smith, Wever, 
n, Pickier, Somers, Whveler, III 
h Post, Stephenson, White, 
N. Powers Stevens, Whiting, 
McAleer, Price. Stone. C. W. Williams, Miss. 
1, Quigg, Stone, W. A. Wilson, Ohio 
McCleary, Minn. nda, Stone, Ky. Wilson, Wash. 
McDearmon, Ray, Straus, Wilson, W. Va. 
ann, Rayner Strong, Wolverton, 
McKeighan, Reed. Sweet, Woodard, 
McMillin, Reyburn, Talbott, Md. Woomer, 
Meiklejohn, Richards, Ohio ‘Tawney, Wright, Mass. 
ercer, Bich m, Tenn Taylor, Tenn. Wright, Pa. 

Milliken, Ritchie, Thomas, 
Montgomery, Robinson, Pa. Tracey, 


No quorum yoting. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. BELDEN. 

. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BROSIUS. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. LISLE with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. HARTER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, 
Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. 

Mr. Davy with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. DoRBOROW with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM, 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SOMERS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. Causey with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. COMPTON with Mr. Woomer. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio. 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. SIMP- 


SON, is confined to his house by sickness. I ask that he be ex- 


cused. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman already has leave of ab- 


sence. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how 
Iam recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I have not voted. This is a ques- 
tion on which I can not vote, because I am interested, but I de- 
sire to be recorded as present. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule by which that can be done. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I have not voted on this roll call, because I 

was informed that 1 was not entitled to vote, being interested. 
I desire to say that on the 19th of March, on page 3095 of the 
RECORD, will be found an entry that leave of absence was granted 
to Mr. ARNOLD, on motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, for two 
weeks, on accountof important business. As scon as I received 
notice that leaves of absence had been revoked I returned to 
Washington, and have been here for the last three or four days. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired, but with 
the right reserved to vote to make a quorum. I have accord- 
ingly voted for that purpose. 

he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 


Adams, Ky. Belden, Blair, Brickner, 
Adams, Pa. Beltzhoover, Boutelle, Brosius, 
Aldrich, a Brattan, Brown, 
Barnes, Black, III. Breckinridge, Ky. Bryan, 


Bundy, Goodnight, MeMillin, Sibley, 
Bunn, ‘Graham, Milliken, 
Burnes, 5 MOD EURAN 3 
mus, ager, orse, pe, 
Caminetti, Harmer, 2 33 
I. 8 ewlan Try, 
Clancy. Heiner, Northway, BUTAAN 
Cogswell, Hen Oates, Stone, C. W. 
Compton, ae O'Neill, Mo. Fos A. 
per, ic Paschal, aus, 
Cooper. Wis. es, Pearson, rong, 
eo a ote ee Tos Tex. Talbott, Md. 
vert, op a. awney, 
Crain, Houk, — Price, Taylor, Tenn. 
ings, Ikirt, . 3 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ind Randall, Tyler, 
Daniels, Kribbs, Rayner, Upa T 
Davey, Lacey, Reed, > Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
De Forest, Lapham. Reilly, Wadsworth, 
Dunn, Linton, Reyb er, 
Durborow, Lisle, Richardson, Tenn. Weadock, 
Ellis. Ky. Lucas, Ritehie, 
Fielder, Magner, Robinson, Pa. Whiting, 
Fithian, Maguire, usk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Funston, McAleer, Ryan, Wolverton, 
Fyan, McCall, Schermerhorn, Woodard, 
Gardner, McCleary, Minn. Scranton, ‘Woomer, 
Geissenhainer, McGann, Sherman, Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed. The Clerk 
will call the names of absentees. 

The Clerk again called the names of absentees. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that my colleague, Mr. FYAN, be ex- 
cused indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been excused. 

Mr. BLAND. He was excused for ten days, but I do not 
know but that that time has expired. I ask indefinite leave of 
absence for him. 

The SPEAKER. On this call he can only be excused for to- 
day. He can be excused indefinitely afterwards, 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. LACEY, be ex- 
cused to-day, on account of sickness, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Iam informed that m 
SON of Tennessee, is confined to his 
he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNPHY. My colleague, Mr. STRAUS, requested me 
to secure leave of absence for him until Tuesday, on account of 
very important business, 

The SPEAKER, On this call he can be excused only for to- 
aar: Without objection, leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I understand that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. WCOMER, is absent to-day, on account of im- 
portant business. Task that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. APSLEY. Lask that the gentleman from South Carolina, 
Mr. MURRAY, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. APSLEY. I also ask that my colleague, Mr. MCCALL, 
be granted leave of absence, on account of important business. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Task that my colleague, Mr. COOPER of Wis- 
consin, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no ohon tton 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. Iask that my colleague, Mr. 
STEVENS, be excused. He is sick in bed. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, Two hundred and twenty-three gentlemen 
have answered to their names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER}, to discharge the 
order heretofore made by the House. Onthis question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 


coll e, Mr. RICHARD- 
bysickness. I ask that 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 3, 
not voting 198; as follows: 
YEAS--152, 
Alderson, anch, Cobb, Mo. Dockery, 
Alexander, Bretz, Cockran, Donovan, 
Allen, Broderick, Cockrell, Dunphy, 
Bailey, Brookshire, Coffeen, Edmunds, 
Baker, Kaus. Bryan, Conn, English. Cal. 
Baldwin. ynum, Coombs. English, N. J. 
Bankhead, Cabaniss, Cooper, Epes, 
Bartlett, Seen Cooper, Tex. ee 
N apehart, X. verett, 

Bell. tex. Carnth, Crawford, 1 

X Catchings, Culberson. 1 

„Ga. ring. Da vis. Idler. 
Bland. Childs, De Armond, Grady, 
Boatner, * Clark, Mo. De Forest, Gresham, 
Boen, Clarke, Ala. Denson, Griffin, — 
Bower, N. C. Cobb, Ala. Dinsmore, Haines, 
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Hall. Minn. Lester. Moses. Stone. W. A. 
Hall, Mo. Livingston, Mutchier, Stone, Ky. 
Hammond, Lockwood, Neill, 8 
Hare, Lynch, O'Neil, Mass. Talbert, S. C. 
Harris, Maddox, Page, Tarsney, 
Hatch,’ Maliory, Patterson, te, 

. Marshall, Pendleton, W. Va. Taylor, Ind. 
Heard, Martin, Ind. Phillips, q 
Henderson, III. Marvin, N.Y. Pigott, Tracey, 
Henderson, N. C. McCreary, Ky. Richards, Ohio Tucker, 
Holman, McCulloch, Richardson, Mich. Turner, Ga. 
Hooker, Miss. MeDannold, Robbins, 

Hudson McDearmon, Robertson, La. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hunter. McDowell. Russell, Conn. Warner, 
Hutcheson, McEttrick, Russell, Ga. Washington, 

* c] A Sayers, 

Jones, MeLaurin, Shell. Wheeler. Ala. 
Kiefer, Me v. Snodgrass, g. 
Kribbs. Meredith, Sperry, Williams, III. 
Lane, Money. Springer, Wise. 
Lawson. Moon, Stallings, Woodard, 
Layton, Morgan, Stone, C. W. Wright. Nass. 
NAYS—3. 
Kilgore, Latimer, Williams, Miss. 
NOT VOTING—198. 

Abbott. Davey, Johnson, Ohio Reilly, 
Adams, Ky. ning ey, Kem, Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. 
Aitken, Doolittle, Lacey, Ritchie, 
Aldrich, por, Lapham, Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley. Lefever, usk, 

0 Durborow, Linton, yan, 

Ellis, Ky. Gisle, Schermerhorn, 

pit gg 5 Oregon . . n. 
Baker. oe, udenslager, e, 

eS,- Fielder, Lucas, Shaw, 
Bartholit, Fithian, Magner, Sherman, 
Belden Fletcher, Maguire, Sibley, 

Bell, Colo. Mahon, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Marsh, Simpson, 
Bingham, an, McAleer, S 
Black, Ill. Gardner, M Smith, 
Blair, 5 McCleary, Minn. Somers, 
Boutelle, Geissenhainer, McGann, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. McKeighan, Stevens, 
Brechin lage, Ark 5 Metta Boe 1 
inr t, 0 rer. 
Breckinrldge, Ky. Gorman, Meiklejohn, Strait, 
Brickner, Graham, Mercer, Straus, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Meyer, Strong, 
Brown, Grout, Milliken, Sweet, 
Bundy, Grow, Montgomery, Talbott, Md. 
Bunn, Hager, Morse, Tawney. 
Burnes, Hainer, Murray, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harmer, Newlands. Thomas, 
Cadmus, Harter, Northway, Turpin, 
Garnett eee 8 Nell. M — 
etti, ugen, "Neill, Mo. 5 
Campbell, Heiner, Guthwaite, Van V oorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, III. Henderson, Iowa Paschal, Waasworth, 
Causey, Hendrix. Payne, Walker, 
Clancy, Hepburn, Paynter, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pearson, Waugh, 
Compton, Hicks, Pence, Weadock, 
Cooper, Ind. Hines, Pendleton, Tex. Wever, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Perkins, Wheeler, III. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. V. Pickler, 
Cousins, Hopkins, III. Post. Wilson, Ohio 
Covert, Ho Pa. Powers, Wilson, Wash. 
— ues W. Va. 
Cummings, Hulick, olverton, 
Curtis, Kans. Hull, Seek, ` Woomer, 
Curtis. N. Y. Ikirt, Ray, Wright, Pa. 
Dalzell. Johnson, Ind. Rayner, 
Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. VAN VooruIS of Ohio, for the rest of 
this day. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 152, the nays 3. 
No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. The noes have 
it, and a call of the House is not ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent that the special 
order set for 2 o’clock may now be entered upon. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no unanimous consent in the 
absence of a quorum. 

Mr. SP GER. Then I call for a division on the motion 
for a call of the House. 

Sa SPEAKER. Itis too late; the Chair has announced the 
result. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 43. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

The 8 was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty gentleman have arisen in support 
of ue demand for tellers; not a sufficient number, and tollers 
are refused. 


Mr. REED. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was tiken; and thera were—yeas 96, nays 82, 
not voting 175: as follows: 


YEAS—%6. ` 
Abbott, Cockrell, Hatch, Paschal, 
Alderson, Coffeen, Hayes, 
Alexander, Conn. Heard, Pigot 
Arnold, Coombs, Henderson, N. C. Ga. 
Bailey. Cox, Hudson, Sayers, 
Baker, Kans. De Forest, Hunter, Shell, 
Bankhead, Denson, Izlar, Snodgrass, 
g. Dinsmore, Jones, 8 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, Kilgore, Stockdale, 
ell, Tex. Donovan, Lane, Stone, Ky. 
Š Dunphy, Latimer, 8 d. 
Bower, N.C. E Layton, wanson, 
Soma . N.J E 8 S. C. 
retz, $ arsney, 
Brookshire, Erdman, Maddox, Tate, 
Bynum, Forman, ahon, 1 
Cabaniss, Goldzier, McCu a Tucker, 
Campbell, Gres McDannold, er, Va. 
Cannon. Cal. Grimm. MeLa Turpi 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. Meredith, Warner, 
8 Hall. Mo. Mutchier, Whiting, 
Clark. Mo. Hammond, O'Neil. Mass. Williams, Miss. 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Outhwaite, Wise, 
Cobb, Mo. Harris, Page, Woodard. 
NAYS—22. 
Apsley, Funk, Martin, Ind. 
Ave Gear, Marvin, N. X. Robbins, 
Baker, N. H. Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Robertson, La. 
olat, Grady, McCreary, Ky. Russell, Conn. 
Black, Ga Grout, McEttrick, Shaw, 
Blana, Grow, McKaig, Smith, 
Boatner, Hainer, McRae, Spri 
n, Hai A Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle Henderson, III. Meyer, Stone. W. A. 
Bryan, h Millikeu, Tawney, 
Burrows, Holman, Moon, Tracey. 
Cannon, III. Hooker, Miss. Morgan, Turner, Ga. : 
Caruth, Hulick, Moses, Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Chickering, Kem, Walker, 
usins, Kiefer, e, Weve 
Crawford, Kyle, Pe Wheeler, Ala 
Curtis, N. Y Lawson, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Lefever, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Doolittle, Loud, Pickler, Wright, Mass. 
per, Marsh, Pr 
Everett, Marshall, Ray, 
NOT VOTING—1!%. 
Adams, Ky. Curtis, Kans. Ikirt, Riheards, Ohio, 
Adams, Pa. Balzell. Johnson, Ind. Rlachrdson, Mich. 
Aitken, Daniels, Johnson, N.Dak. Richardson, Tenn> 
Aldri Davey, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie. 
Allen, Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. 
k, Dingley, Lacey, Rusk, 
Baldwin, ver, Ryan, 
Barnes, Lester, Schermerhorn, 
tt, Durborow, Linton, Scranton, 
Belden, Lisle, Settle, 
Beitzhoover, Ellis, Ky. Li h 
Ellis, Loutenslager, Sibley, 
Black, III. Eni MCAS, Sickles, 
A Fielder, 8 Simpson. 
Fithian, „ S 
Brattan, Fletcher, i 80 
McAleer, Stallings, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fyan. McC Stephenson, 
Gardner, Stevens, 
Broderick, Geary, - McDowell, Storer, 
Brosius, isse ann, Straus, 
rown, Gillett, Mass, Me Strong. 
Bundy, ht, Me weet, 
Bunn, MeN: y Talbott, Md. 
Burnes, Graham, Meikle; Taylor, Ind. 
Grosvenor, ylor, Tenn. 
Cala Hager, Montgomery, omas, 
Qa Morse, ler, 
Causey, Harter, Murray, ear 
tman, Ww Van Voorhis Ohio 
Northway, . 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner, Wanger, 
Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. ashing 
= —— Eamon we ~ 
mpto epburn, earson, ock, 
Pia. lermann, Pendleton, Tex. 
„Ind. Pendleton, W. Va Wh „III 
Cooper, Tex. Post, te, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, N. Y. Powers, nag 
h, Hop Wilson. W. Va. 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Wolverton, 
Crain, Houk, 2 Woomer, 
Culberson, Hull. Reilly. Wright, Pa. 5 
Cummings, Hutcheson, Reyburn, 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his 
name was calied, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Iwas near the door, but I do not know on 
which side of the door I was when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. Under the gentleman's statement the Chair 
can not entertain the gentleman's request. 

Mr.MEYER. Mr.Speaker,I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
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TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a parliamentary 

quiry. The vote has not been announced. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
vote be recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 7 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman inthe Hall, and did he 
fail to hear his name called? 

1 Mr. WASHINGTON. I do not think I had got inside the 
oor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman's 
request. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, would it be in or- 
der for me to ask unanimous consent to have my vote recorded? 
(Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed, under the rule, to 
submit the request. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
and the House accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 11 minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at some point within 
1 mile below and 1 mile above the present limits of the city 
of Jefferson, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R.6611) providing for 
the purchase of additional ground at the city of Evansville, Ind., 
adjoining the marine hospital site, and to cover additional ex- 

nditures thereby occasioned and i $25,000 there- 
for to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. — 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6612) to provide for the coinage 
of standard silver dollars, and for the issue of bonds in lieu of 


bonds heretofore authorized, and for other purposes to the 


Committee on 3 Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A concurrent resolution authorizing 
the printing of the report of the health office of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTAH: A bill (H. R. 6613) increasing the pension 
to Isaac Stephens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6614) for the re- 
lief of John S. May—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request]: A bill (H. R. 6615) for the relief of Milton 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6616) for the relief of Thomas 
R. Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6617) for the relief of 
Wil Jack Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause i of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of Independent Order of Good 
Templars, praying forinvestigation of alcoholic liquor traffic—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

8 petition of Ellsworth Post, Grand 7 of the Republic, 
of Vancouver, Wash., making the 12th of February a national 
holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. à 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 42 of Ancient Order of United 
Workmen, of Kalama, Wash., praying for the passage of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : ! 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of the officers of American Hu- 
mane Association, in aid of House bill 4182—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of journeymen cigar 
makers of Cleveland, Ohio, against proposed increase of inter- 
nal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Upholterers’ Union, No. 63, of 
Boston, Mass., infavor of Governmentownership and control of 
the telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of James H. Landreth for pen- 
sion and discharge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENCE: Memorial of the Grand Army Executive and 
Memorial Association, of Denver, Colo., urging upon Congress 


the necessity of passing the bill granting by the United States 

to the State of Colorado the lands and buildings known as Fort 

Lyon military reseryation—to the Committee on the Public 
nds. 

Also, resolution of Fisher's Peak Division, No. 247, Order 
of Railway Conductors, in favor of the antiscalpers’ law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the letter-carriers of the Denver post-office, 
favoring House bill 529i—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

Also, petition of the Denver Post-Office Clerks’ Association and 
a letter from James S. McGinnis, favoring the passage of House 
bill 56—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the citizens of Pueblo, Colo., and protest 
of Rev. T. H. Juengel, against the so-called Christian amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Evidence to accompany bill for the relief of 
William W.Clemmens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Manito, III., in favor of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. s 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition for survey and to remové obstruc- 
tions from Lyons River, Isle of Wight County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of I. J. Flanagan, of Tick Ridge, 
Limestone County, Tenn., asking that his claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Caleb Huse for removal of his political dis- 
abilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 42 citizens of 
the State of Washington for the improvement of North River in 
said State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of Whatcom County, Wash., to- 
gether with resolution of Whatcom Lodge, No. 19, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, favorable to the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Spokane Typographical Union, No, 193, 
of Spokane, Wash., favoring e of bill for Governmental 
system of telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 70 citizens of the State of Washington, to re- 
jectthe proposed God in-the-Constitution amendment—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club, favoring the con- 
struction and earlycompletionof the Nicaragua Maritime Ca- 
nal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 9, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MIL BURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
SENATOR FROM GEORGIA. 


Mr. GORDON presented the credentials of Patrick Walsh, 
appointed by the Governor of Georgia a Senator from that State 
to fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature thereof, the va- 
cancy in the term ending March 3, 1895, occasioned by the death 
of ed H. Colquitt; which were read, as follows: 

STATE OF GEORGIA. 
By His Excellency W. J. Northen, governor of said State. 
To the Hon. PATRICK WALSH, greeting: 

Whereas, by the death of the Hon. Alfred A. Colquitt, a vacancy exists in 
the representation of this State in the Senate of the United States; and 

Whereas, in conformity with the Constitution of the United States, you 
have this day been appointed a Senator of Georgia, to fill the vacancy 
aforesaid until the next meeting of the General Assembly of this State: 

These are therefore tocommission you, the said Patrick Walsh, to take 
immediate session in the Senate of the United States, as a Senator of 
Georgia, in place of the said Alfred H. Colquitt, deceased, and to use and ex- 
ercise all and every the privileges and powers which of right you may or can 
5 in and by virtue of the Constitution of the United States in behalf of this 


tate. 

This commission to continue of force until the next meeting of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Georgia. « 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State, at the capitol, in At- 
lanta, this the 2d day of April, in the year of our Lord 1804, and of American 
Independence the one hundred and eighteenth. 

SEAL. ] W. J. NORTHEN, Governor. 


y the governor: 
PHILIP COOK, Secretary of State. 
aa VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on 


e. 
Mr. GORDON. The Senator appointed is present, and I ask 
that he be now sworn in. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed will please 
come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Walsh was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
GORDON, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a suggestion before the cre- 
_ dentials go on file. I have no doubt whatever of the due a 

pointment of the Senator who has just taken the oath, but it 
seems very desirable indeed that the State authorities should 
conform to the forms which have become the custom of the Sen- 
ate, and which have been repeatedly held to be valid. Other- 
wise, when the Senate is organized at the Poging of a Con- 
gress in times of party heat and excitement there are likely to 
grow up uncomfortable questions which will delay and interfere 
with Senators in entering upon their office. 

These credentials are not even addressed to the Senate of the 
United States, and they are not at all in the accustomed form. 
Some little while ago a form was prepared by the Secretary of 
the Senate and sent to the various State executives, and that 
form has since been very generally adopted. I have no objec- 
tion to the credentials being filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
submits no motion, the Chair understands. 

. HOAR. No, sir. 


INDIAN AGENCIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 28th ultimo, a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, giving the names of all 
Indian agents, the compensation of each, his location, and the 
number of Indians at each agency, etc.; which, with the accom- 

anying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
airs, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park; 

A bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to 
construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River: and 

A jointresolution (H. Res, 150) providing for partial payments 
for work, etc., for vessels constructed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of Atgus Lodge, No. 17, 
Legion of Honor, of Muscatine, Iowa, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter: which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of Ellen I. Sanger 
and 45 other citizens of Littleton, N. H., praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill to give efficiency to the moral legislation of the 

overnments of all the States for the prohibition of lotteries. 

is is accom ed by a petition,signed by Rev. Dr. Lyman 
Abbott, President C. K. Adams, Rev. Dr. George Alexander, and 
many others, making the same prayer. I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

8 5 1 2 a memoris of the proloesora of 

e o Sta niversity, remonstra against the Leas 
of the bill to transfer the Coast and Goonotic Survey from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy and Interior Departments. 
Tam at a loss to know to which committee the memorial should 
be referred, but I suppose it should go tothe Committee on Com- 


merce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be so referred, 
in the absence of objection. $ 

Mr. PALMER presented memorials of John R. Ross and sun- 
dry other citizens of Gibson City; of R. N. Dodds and sundry 
citizens of Springfield; of E. W: son and sundry citizens of 
Carterville; of F. N. Albers and sundry citizens of Blue Island; 
of W. H. Rohe and sundry citizens of Crete: of David G. Plummer 
and sundry citizens of Bradford; of R. H. Traill and sundry cit- 
izens of Austin, and of Benjamin H. Donne and sundry citizens 
of Breese, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
imposition of an income tax and also against an increase of the 
tax on distilled spirits; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Sonomauk, 
Paris, Harvey, Ivanhoe, over, Belleville, quincy, 
seilles, Knoxville, and Jerseyville, all in the State of Illinois 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 


to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hunt- 
ingdon, Tenn., praying that national building and loan associa- 
tions and local building and loanassociations be exempted from 
the operation of the proposed income tax; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorial of George C. Comstock 
director of the Washburn Observatory, and other members o 
the faculty of the University of Wisconsin, Midison, Wis., re- 
monstrating against the abolishment of the United States Coast 
and Geodetic Survey; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE 3 the petition of Nancy Allen and 27 other 
citizens of Nebraska, praying that the preamble to the Consti- 
tution of the United States be so amended as to recognize the 
Diety; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 150) for the 
erection of a monument and statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant on 

round belonging tothe United States Government, ia the city of 

ashington, D. C., to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Library. The bill came to our committee by mistake. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to issue a patent for Mace Clements’s 
survey, No. 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 4th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil e ee 
bill, reported it favorably and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed 
to. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1876) to provide for the 
payment of accrued pensions in certain cases; which was reađ 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be pro d 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. : 

Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. MILLS. I submita resolution proposing to amend the 
Aa which I ask be read and referred to the Committee on 
es. 
The resolution was read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


red, That Rule XXII be so amended as to read as follows: 
“RULE XXII. 
“ PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS, 
k — 7 — a question is pending no motion shall be received but 


ourn, 
“To ourn to a certain day, or that when the Senate adjourn, it shall be 


Jo take a recess, 
8 a roceed to the consideration of executive business. 
e previous poe Lewin 


“To amend; 

“which several motions shall have precedence as they stand arranged; and 
the motions relating to adjournment, to take arecess, to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, to lay on the table, and for the vious 
question shall be decided without debate. And when any proposition shall 
have been considered by the Senate for ten days, and a motion for the pre- 
vious question shall pe made, it shall not be order for the President to 
entertain any other motion, except one motion te adjourn, until the subject- 
5 ee . — the previous question is moved shall be finally disposed 
of by nate.’ 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
eonsideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That on Monday, June 4, 1894, at 2 o'clock p, m., general debate on 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes, shall cease and the Senateshall begin the con- 
sideration of said and the amendments thereto under the five-minute 
rule, and that on Thursday, the 7th day of June, 1894, at 2 o'clock p. m., the 
final vote shall be taken by the Senate on said bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Lob eet. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolu- 


tion will go over under the rule.. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Territories. 
Tho bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., 


to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the V 0 
t 


River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comm 
tee on Commerce. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial pay- 


ments for work, etc., for vessels constructed under the direction 


of the Secretary of the Treasury was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], 
coming over from a preyious day. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WoL- 


corr on the 2d instant, as follows: 


“ Resolved, That the President ot the United States with a view to encour- 
age und extend our commercial relations with C 


ico, looking to the coinage by the United States, at its mints, of standard 
Mexican dollars. under some porer agreement with the said ublic of 
Mexico as to selgniorage, met 


be further requested to report the result of his nego ns to the Senate.” 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, when this resolution first 
came up for hearing it was unavoidably crowded over. I was 
nepessarily detained from the Senate on Friday last when the 
in in due course, and the remarks made 


resolution came u 
by my colleague [Mr. TELLER] and others leave but little to sa; 
upon this question. Thereare, however, afew suggestions whic 
1 desire to make. 


The resolution does not in the slightest degree touch or affect 


the general question of bimetallism. It is simply a suggestion 


to a friendly sister republic that our idle mints in the West 


might be utilized upon fair terms for the coinage of the only 
dollars which have secured the confidence of the Orient as the 
medium of commercial exchange, to the advantage and profit of 
the three different nations concerned. If the seigniorage bill 
had become a law this resolution could not have been introduced, 
because our idle mints would have been busy. The veto of the 
seignio bill leaves us free to act. 

While the seigniorage bill was utterly unimportant the les 
sons of its veto are many. It was unimportant because the only 
end it could hope to accomplish in the interest of bimetallism 
was the coinage into dollars of the idle bullion now lying in the 
Treasury. It has been claimed by European countries that the 
vast mass of bullion in the Treasury of the United States might 
at any time be dumped by this country upon Europe, and there- 
fore that it stood as a bar and an obst:cle to the shaping of the 
silver question upon some renewed basis looking to international 
bimetallism. 

The seigniorage bill proposed further to provide for this coun- 
try some $55,000,000 or more of adequate good, lawful money, 
Shion a great many people of the country thought would be 
better to meet the gap caused by the impending deficit than 
that money shouid be borrowed by the people of the United 
States and interest paid upon it. 

Although, however, the measure was unimportant, yet its veto 
left a deep impress upon the country, and has shown in a clear 
light the position of the differentsections of the country respect- 
ing our financial policy. Last summer in this Chamber and in 
another, members rose in their places and declared their undying 
— in the friendship of the President of the United States for 
silver. 

We were told by Senators upon this floor, including members 
of the Finance Committee, that as soon as the infamous Sher- 
man act should be brushed aside, the first moment would be 
utilized in reintroducing a bill for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver, for which the President of the United States would 
undoubtedly stand as sponsor. That tion has been some- 
what cleared. If any one thing has been made by this veto 
clear to the minds of the people of the United States, it is that 
its Chief Executive is the consistent and implacable and Pappor 
enemy of silver. He has been consistent throughout, and he has 
had the courage of the convictions of the national banks and the 
trust companies of the United States, to all of which the name 
of silver is a stench and an offense. 

The veto ħas further shown us that the silver sentiment of 
the coun is local and not political. In the New England 
States and in the Northeast both parties have vied with each 
other in adulation and praise of the President's action, while in 


hina and other Asiatic 
countries, be requested to enter into negotiations with the Republic of Mex- 


and amount of said coinage; that he 
tiatio 


the rest of the country the veto has been viewed with sorrow 
and with indignation. In the New England States and in the 
Northeast the unanimous feeling is that the President of the 
United States is infinitely better than his party. So universal 
is this the prevailing sentiment that the Democracy of that sec- 
tion apparently intend to indorse the openly expressed contempt 
of the President of the United States for the Democratic party 
at large by voting overwhelmingly in favor of the Republican 
ticket; while in the West and South, irrespective of party, there 
is a prevailing and a unanimous sentiment that the Pr 

the United States has betrayed not only the platform of his 
party but the interests of his people, and that he has treated the 
just claims of those great States of the Union, which are de- 
voted to mining and to agriculture, which are borrowers and 
not lenders, with scorn and with derision. 

The veto has further taught us that during the incumbency 
of the present Executive there is no hope whatever for the cause 
of bimetallism. And the self-respect of those of us who believe 
that the day of prosperity will never come to this country again 
until silver is rehabilitated and restored to its place as a money 
metal should require of us that we advocate and vote for no 
makeshift and no temporary expedient. If the lesson is to be 
learned it may as well be learned during the present Adminis- 
tration as at any other time; and we owe it to our own dignity, 
and the respect due the cause, that we oppose upon this floor 
every measure which does not follow upon the lines of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 154 or 16 to 1. 

1 speak especially for those of us who believe that the United 
States alone can undertake and maintain the double standard. 
‘There have lately arisen in the Eastern States a number of bi- 
metallic leagues and societies, which in their way are doing an 
infinite amount of good. They are educating the people to be- 
lieve that the welfare and the prosperity of the world must 
hereafter rest upon the use of silver as wellas gold. They are 
of no immediate benefit tous who believe that the United States 
alone could maintain the double standard, and in a way they 
are an enemy within our gates. But the lessons they are im- 
parting, the beliefs that they are inculcating that prosperity 
will never return until silver is restored as a standard of value 
is doing an infinite amount of good throughout this country; 
and for one, I am ready to say to them that during the present 
unfortunate Administration we do not propose to advocate or 
vote for any half-hearted measure which does not reach the 
principle of bimetallism, and which does not look to the rets- 
tablishment and the reinstatement of silver as a standard of 
value equally with its sister metal. 

Whatever may happen, Mr. President, we want no further 
dallying with so-called seigniorage bills. We have been lately 
told. through the public press that in another Chamber a meas- 
ure has been introduced which shall reconcile all parties, which 
shall convince their silver-loving constituents at home that its 
advocates are at heart the friends of silver, which shall couple 
with seigniorage that grotesque suggestion of the President in 
his veto message, that if the Congress of the United States 
would let the Government borrow what monay it wanted on its 
interest-bearing bonds, then the country could afford a further 
issue of silver money which requires no redemption, except sil- 
ver itself. 

Such a suggestion, Mr. President, is too paltry to be fairly 
considered. If we are to have bonds, let us meet a bond issue 
like men. I for one need no sop thrown to me of a seigniorage 
bill in consideration that Ishall give the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury my yote to issue unlimited bonds to meet unknown and un- 
certain deficits. We will cross that stream when we reach it. 

This resolution, then, is not introduced because it has any re- 
lation whatever with the future of the silver question in the 
United States. Ithasnosort of connection with the great princi- 
ple of bimetallism. 

China, like all other nations doing business on a silver basis, 
and owing no debts the principal and interest of which are pay- 
able in gold, is in a most prosperous and happy condition, with 
a rapidly increasing commerce and e e ex ports. 
There has not been a period in the history of that nation when 
its internal affairs and its foreign commerce were in as good a 
condition as now. That condition has been largely facilitated 
by the attitude of Great Britain toward India, to which I shall 
hereafter refer, but it is a fact that the trade of China, internal 
and with the outer world, was never as prosperous as now. 

That country, with its population of upwards of 400,000,000, 
is dominated by precedent; its methods of agriculture, of manu- 
facture, and of transportation have remained unchanged through 
all the centuries. hen she first opened her ports unwilling! 
to foreign nations the Mexican dollar was adopted as the stand- 
ard of value and its adoption has remained unchanged. Almost 


every other nation of the world has endeavored to introduce its 


dollars in competition with the Mexican dollar, and has failed. 
The English Government for a time, at Hongkong, started the 
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coinzge of a British dollar, and coined some 10,000,000 of them. 
Some of them were used in circulation, some of them as buttons, 
as bangles, and as ornaments; but they made no general impress 
upon the country, and their coinage was withdrawn. 

The French nation commenced the coinage of a dollar with 
which to transact its commercial business with China, but it was 
compelled to withdraw it. 

The Japanese Government now coins its yen, with not quite 
so much silver in it as had the Mexican dollar. it has also 
something of acirculation, but an extremely limited circulation, 
in China. 

Our trade dollar, of which we issued some $35,000,000, never 
became general in use throughout the Chinese Empire. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] inadvertently made a 
suggestion the other day which is not in accordance with the 
fact, that the Chinese Governmentstamped the yen“ upon the 
coin. and it then became currency. The“ yen” is the name of 
the Japanese coin, It was the custom at the time our trade dol- 
lar was intr duced in China for each business house receiving a 
dollar to stamp its “ chop” or business mark or device upon the 
dollar, and then it would circulate to the next business house, 
which, in turn, would stamp its chop“ or mark upon it. 

After circulating a few times, it would become defaced, dis- 
figured, and light in weight, when it would be rejected by the 
banks, and after its oy eas by the banks it would be coined 
into bullion, The bullion afterwards found its way into India 
or was hoarded, as was the custom in those years, as among the 
assets of the rotiring Chinese merchants who were in the habit 
of running their silver into bullion and preserving it as part 
of their treasure or assets or fortune, but in all these attempts 
nothing has taken the place of the Mexican dollar. The Mexi- 
can Government started tochange the emblem on its dollar, but 
that change was unacceptable tothe Chinese Government, and 
the old Mexican dollar still stands as the sandard of circulation 
in that country. ; 

Disraeli has said that every precedent embalmed a principle; 
and it may be, Mr. President, that back of this precedent, which 
seems to us meaningless, the fact that while other countries 
coined a dollar for foreign circulation only, the Mexican Gov- 
érnment has issued to China no dollar which it repudiates at 
home, may have had much to do with the fact that the Mexican 
dollar has remained the standard. This Mexicandollar is a dollar 
of 377 grains fine, known as the dollar marked with the cactus, 
the eagle, and snake. 

To meet this universal demand, the Mexican mints are more 
than overcrowded. The Mexican Government charges a seign- 
iorage of 4.40 per cent on every dollar which it coins. Itcharges 
an export duty of 2 per cent on all silver exported from the 
country. So that those producing silver in Mexico must either 
coin their silver at the mints of Mexico and pay its Government 
4.40 per cent, or they must pay the Government 2 per cent duty 
for exporting it. 

The Republic of Mexico produces some $50,000,000 annually in 
silver. Of this amount some $5,000,000 or more are exported in 
bullion in small amounts to meet the local demands of trade and 
commerce. Some $20,000,00) of the product of Mexico goes in 
matte tothe greatrefineries of Swansea, in England, and is there 


coined. 

It is within my memory, Mr. President, when no dollar of sil- 
ver was ever produced in this country to any commercial extent. 
Since that time, in the last twenty years, we have built our re- 
fineries. our smelting works; we have adopted different proc- 
esses, and we now smelt our silver into bullion, but $20,000,- 
000 of the product of Mexico still goes to England in the form of 
matte. 

The capacity of the Mexican mints is but twenty-five to twenty- 
six million dollars. Of this amount of twenty-tive or twenty-six 
million dollars but $1,000,000 stays in the Republic of Mexico; 
all the rest of it is exported. The exportation is almost entirely 
to Japan, India, and other of Asia. Of this export about 
87, 000 on an average for the last ten years goes by way of 
San Francisco, a little less amount goes by way of England, from 
Liverpool and London, direct to Asia and the rest of it proba- 
bly goes abroad in the pockets of returning Chinamen or through 
Chilean or Peruvian ports. Of the amount that is coined there 
is already, owing to this demand, not only a scarcity of Mexican 
dollars, but a scarcity of silver in Mexico for coinage purposes. 
I saw in one of yesterday's newspapers, the New York Tribune, 
I believe it was, a telegram from Boston saying: 


ig received, expe: 
. re for e in Gas fares 
rpose, where 
Pacanty supply has hindered trade operations.” 


The fact that the supply is insufficient is shown not only by 
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the importation of silver into Mexico for the pur 
coined, but it is also shown by the fact that cer 
not large, of builion are exported to China. 

We hear much of Chinese mints. There isa mint at Shang- 
hai known as the Royal Chinese Mint. Its business, its. sur- 
roundings are all shrouded in the greatest mystery. It is in the 
hands of local mandarins under some contract with the Govern- 
ment. Our consul made a report upon it last year. The only 
information he could obtain was that there were coined in the 
mint about 3,000,000 ounces of silver, and out of that amount 
there were 19,00),000 ten-cent pieces, which were utilized prin- 
cipally by the natives as buttons, The coinage of the C 
mint, however, amounts Peay. to nothing. 

China produces no silver. This bullion goes to China because 
there aré not Mexican dollars enough to do the business, and it 
is from the fact that Mexican dollars in London and in New 
York bring a premium froma half per cent to3 per eent; thatthe 
demand is for the Mexican dollar, and the supply is insutticient. 
The effect of the enlargement of the facilities of Mexico in the 
coinage of its dollars must be to enlarge our commerce as well 
as to facilitate the world's commerce with China. 

Mr., HIGGINS. Will the Senator answer a question at that 
point? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. T ask if the premium on Mexican dollars is 
not owing to the Chinese demand? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is owing to the Chinese demand—not the 
Indian, but the Asiatic demand for dollars. 

Mr. HIGGINS. They are not to be used in this country? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They are wholly for shipment to As 

Our commerce with China is already great. Our exports to 
China last year were $3,900,090; our imports were upwards of 
$20,000,000; of which sum 85,000,000 were dutiable and some $15,- 
000,000 were free. 75 

If these dollars shall be coined at our mints at Carson City 
and at San Francisco, it will create something of an active sil- 
ver market on the Pacific coast, and where the dollars are the 
facilities for shipment and commerce will go also. There will 
be a demand for these dollars from London merchants and from 
English and from Scotch merchants. They will send gold to this 
country in exchange for the dollars which will be shipped direct, 
and it will add much to the steamship commerce between the 
Pacificcoast and Asia. Many of these dollars will find their way 
into the Indian market. They are handy; they will go up country 
be remelted and made into bangles and ornaments. There is 
always a certain demand in India also for Mexican dollars. 

The total commerce of China has of late years assumed enor- 
mousimportance. Her foreign commerce last year consisted of 
£27,000,000 of imports and 225,000, 000 of exports. These ex- 
ports are repii increasing in volume and in value and are very 
much facilitated, as I have said, by the sction of England to- 
ward her colonies in India. 

The attitude of Great Britain is most pagna with interest 
in this country, for no matter what may our legislation, the 
attitude of Great Britain toward India, the prices at which her 
wheat and jute and cotton are to be sold, the facilities of the ex- 
change into English money, must ever materially affect the 
prices of those products in country which we raise in com- 
petition with that great people. 

The silver difficulty in India which has followed from the 
closing of the Indian mints is of this nature: The Indian gov- 
ernment collects its revenue in silver rupees; the revenue col- 
lected since last June and remaining in the treasury amounts to 
some 20 crores of rupees—in other words, to some 80,000,000 
ounces of silver. There are some 4,000,000 ounces to the crore. 
The crore is an East Indian word signifving 10,000,000, and 
10,000,000 rupees mean something over 4,000,000 ounces of silver. 
These 80,000,000 ouncesof silver are now locked up in the English 
treasury in India, making a scarcity of actual rupees for com- 
merce in India. 

Now, the demand for these rupees, through sales of so-called 
“council drafts” in London, is the demand of English import- 
ers of Indian wheat, cotton, and jute, who require silver rupees 
to pay for their purchases from Indian farmers. But the gov- 
ernment of India by closing the mints has said: Lou can not 
any longer pay rupees by buying silver from America or else- 
where and co it in Bombay, therefore you must now buy 
these rupses from our government treasuries, and at whatever 
price we fix. True. the value of the silver in the rupee is now 
only 22 cents per rupee, but we will not sell our coins, our coun- 
cil drafts, for than 28 cents per rupee; either take them at 
that or leave and go out of business,” This result has fol- 
lowed from this policy of coercion. China, for example, is get- 
ting ‘silver—is getting Mexican dollars—for what she sells in 
Europe at their bullion value, but the Indian exporter is finding 
that the present artificially high price charged by the govern- 
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ment of India for the rupee is giving the China exporter a great 
advantage he never got before. 

Let me illustrate this point carefully. In India the govern- 
ment has fixed the value of the rupee at 28 cents, while the value 
of a corresponding weight of silver in China, say two-fifths of an 
ounce, is 22 cents. Now, if we suppose 1 pound of tea in India 
costs 1 rupee, then the Indian growor can sell some 17 pounds 
of tea for the gold sovereign. But the Chinaman can afford to 
sell 23 pounds of tea for the sovereign. As this argument ap- 
plies to most of India’s exports, the balance of trade since the 
closing of the mints has gone strongly against India, and is 
greatly favoring China; and just as the rise in the Indian rates 
of exchange and the fall in the China rates has thrown the bal- 
ance of trade against India and is favoring China, so also the fall 
in the rate of exchange between the silver-using countries and 
Europe since 1573 has tended to destroy our favo ‘able balance of 
trade with gold-using Europe, by stimulating the trade in wheat 
and ores rom Asia at the expense of our exports of these 
staples. 

So, following this, I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
briefly to an Indian opinion as to the effect which is being pro- 
duced in India by the floundering polioy of the English Govern- 
ment towards India. I read very briefly from some recent re- 
marks by Hon. Robert Steel, who is the commercial member of 
the viceroy’s council in India. In an address which he deliv- 
ered at the meeting of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce he 
says: 

We may now judge of the result of the closing of the mints. The secre- 
tary of state can not sell his council bills. The balance of trade has disap- 
peared. Exchange is falling, and there seems to be no chance of the down- 
ward course being arrested until we reach the metallic value of the rupee. 
Money is at 9 per cent, and may go much higher, but the exchange banks, in 
view of the further expected fall in exchange, will not bring out one rupee 
more than the amount they absolutely require to pay for the bills they have 
bought. pz the presence of dear money and the prospect of still dearer 
money trade is paralyzed. The fact is that the action of government in 
closing the mints has caused silver to fall to a lower point than it otherwise 
would have done, and yet it appears that whether the mints be closed or 
open there is no chance that council bilis can be sold on the scale of our re- 
quirements until exchange reaches the bullion point. 

Our trade is paralyzed in the hope of relieving the embarrassments of 
poroms and yet the departure from a sound currency system is mak- 

ng the position of government worse than it was before. The present 
course can not be 8 in long. We can not go on borrowing gold and 
heaping up money in our treasuries here The day of reckoning must come, 
and can not be far off. We find English statesmen are already pressing the 
unanswerablecharge that the Indian Government has entered into a gigantic 
ee insilver. This is serlous enough in itself. but when it appears 
that the speculation is certain to be a los one, the clamor against it will 
be irresistible. What then must be done? e are. perhaps, on the eve of a 
crisis which may give a terrible shock to industry, to commerce, and to 
credit. We cannot prosper withouta sound currency acting automatically. 
Let us open o mints, and we shall n see a wave of prosperity flowing 
over the like that which followed in gold-using countries the discoveries 
of gold in California and Australia fifty years ago. 


This, Mr. President, is an intelligent Indian opinion of the 
present policy which Great Britain is following towards India. 
She is animated naturally by her own selfish interest. 

The products of India and the products of China are much 
alike, and whatever we can do to upbuild the commerce of Asia 
at the expense of the commerce of India must be to our advan- 
tage as showing England where her interests lie. 

We are met with the threat that England may sell her silver 
bullion on hand. It has been recently suggested by the English 
press that the 20 crores of bullion, or the 80,000,000 ounces of 
silver. which England has on hand in India maybe sold. If that 
unfortunate occurrence should take place, there is no doubt that 
the price of silver would be further depreciated; there is no 
doubt that it would add to the already untold disasters which 
have overtaken the world because of the abandonment of silver; 
but I venture the prediction that England will never take that 
step, for when she does that she makes valueless hundreds and 
thousands of millions of dollars of bonds, the principal and in- 
terest of which are payable in gold, which silver-using countries 
have borrowed of her. Let her sell her silver on hand in India 
and add another attempt to degrade the metal, and you will find 
every silver-us country on earth repudiate every gold pay- 
mo it owes; and 90 percent of those payments are due to Great 


The question of the production of silver is notto be settled by 
Great Britain and by this country by selling silver in bulk, or 
by attempting to further de e and dishonor it. Many of us 
have taken the position here on the floor of the Senate for years, 
that even if we rehabilitated silver and restored the old free 
coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1, the production of silver would not 
be increased. We have said that the rise in prices, the rise in 
wages, the limited and narrowing area for the discovery and 
development of silver mines, would prevent in any event the 
further and larger S and output of silver ores. But, 
Mr. President, there has lately been borne in upon us a differ- 
ent condition of facts, i ; 

We now face another proposition, Every one of these esti- 


mates has been based upon the assumption that silver alone de- 
preciated. But one lesson that we are painfully and slowly, but 
surely, learning to-day, is that not opty has the price of silver 
depreciated or the price of gold appreciated, but that wages are 
decreasing, that the cost of the necessaries of life is decreasing, 
that the food the miner eats and the clothes he wears are grow- 
ing less in cost, that the cost of machinery for the development 
of mines is less, that the cost of making roads is less, that the 
traffic upon the railroads will bear less, and out of the misery of 
it all there must come the inevitable fact that. as silver declines 
in value, so men with mouths to feed will be found to produce it 
for less wages. 

Our furnaces are cold, our fires are out, our mines are most of 
them closed; those which are kept open are kept open in order 
to prevent the timbers from rotting and the waters from flood- 
ing the mines; yet when these miners—intelligentmen who have 
up to this time found work at prices which remunerated them 
and enabled them to add to the glory of American manhood, to 
educate their children, to feed them and to own their own 
homes—find that the monetary policy of this country prevents 
their receiving these wages, and that it is starvation or noth- 
ing, we shall inevitably find that silver will continue to be pro- 
duced at some price. 

Great Britain, with the United States attending upon its pol- 
icy, seems willing to destroy four thousand millions of existing 
silver coinage in order that it may prevent the output of about 
one hundred millions of silver a year available for coinage. 
They are waiting for a river to run by that will be fed by the 
eternal spring of man’s necessities. As you degrade silver you 
degrade American manhood, American wages, American labor, 
American prices; but you will find that silver will continue to 
be produced as long as that metal is found within the bowels of 
mother earth, i 

This resolution, Mr. President, may come to nothing, but it 
is worth the trying, and out of the general impoverishment and 
stagnation which prevail throughout this country, I, for one, 
am glad to seek even some small measure of relief from coun: 
tries whose faith in silver has never wavered, and whose people 
are prosperous and happy, because they have clung to the white 
metal through evil as well as through good report. 

If no other Senator desires to speak to the resolution, I trust 
it may be put upon its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN, r. President, Ido not intend to partici- 
pate in any debate on this question, because I am inclined to 
think that the passage of the resolution and the undertaking by 
the President of the United States to negotiate some measure of 
relief to silver would be at this time a wise measure to pass. 
certainly would favor any proposition which would tend to give 
silver a larger use for commercial or financial purposes. It 
would be a groat benefit to the human race, it would of vast 
benefit to all the nations of the world if, in some way or other, 
silver and gold might be put in such relation to each other that 
they would stand at par with each other ata givenratio. There 
is no doubt about that. 

There will be no opposition among any portion of our people 
to the use of silver to the extent where it will not demone 
gold. Every one of those who are commonly classed by the Pop: 
ular feeling as goldites would be glad to see silver and gold 
placed upon a fixed parity, so that they could be maintained at 
par with each other among all the nations of the world, and be 
used everywhere as the standards of money. Those of us who 
believe that the gold standard should be maintained also believe 
that the silver standard should be maintained, but it can be 
maintained omg when the market value of silver at a given ra- 
tio is equal to the market value of gold at the same ratio. That 
is our belief. 

This proposition is, I think, a very taking one. If it is possi- 
ble for the President of the United States to negotiate a moa 
with Mexico, by which the United States might issue practi- 
cally the silyer coin now known as the Mexican dollar, and that 
coin can be used for a commercial dollar to be exported, not 
made a legal tender and not to be coined to an unlimited extent 
except for exportation, then I can see that it would give em- 
ployment to probably a vast amount of silver. 

No man can estimate the amount which might be used in such 
a country as China. China contains a population, it is said, of 
400,000,000, and many of themare very intelligentpeople. They 
are shrewd, active people, who understand precisely the value 
of the dollar, and measure it to the last grain. If we can secure 
by a treaty stipulation an arrangement with Mexico, by which 
a dollar may be coined in our mints for exportation, then un- 
doubtedly we should be able to give employment to a consider- 
able amount of silver; we should relieve Mexico from the bur- 
den, and probably the expense, of coining that silver, and if we 
can send $100,000,000 or as much as can be produced in this 
country to China or the eastern countries, it will tend to ad- 
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vance the price of silver; and there is no one whodoes not desire 
toadvance the price of silver nearer and nearer to the standard 
of gold. I shall, therefore, vote for the resolution. 
wish, however, to call the attention of my friend from Colo- 

rado to the fact that he has probably overlooked the ordi 
language which is used in addressing resolutions to the Presi- 
dent. There should be inserted in the resolution the words, 
“if not incompatible with the public interests.” Those words 
should be inserted in the proper place in the resolution. I will 
ask the Secretary to read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WOL- 


GOTT. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that if 
we were calling for information from the President of the United 
States, it would be perfectly proper and most courteous that we 
should say, ‘‘if, in his opinion, not incompatible with the public 
interests;” but we do a great many things here which, in the 
opinion of the President of the United States, are probably 

uite incompatible with the public interests. I suggest, there- 
fs, that in a resolution directing something to be done, if it 
should not happen to meet with the view of the President and 
he did not want to do it, under the terms of the resolution he 
would not be required to doit. I am subject to correction if I 
am wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The President of the United States has the 
sole power to make treaties, but we may express our opinion of 
the expediency of his makingatreaty ofa particular kind. That 
Soala be right enough, and, therefore, we embody in such reso- 
lutions the ordinary terms. We merely ratify a treaty by atwo- 
thirds vote, but the President makes the treaty. lam, how- 
ever, rather indifferent about the form of the resolution, though 
I think the form I have suggested would be more courteous. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I certainly want to do whatever is proper 
in the matter. 2 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] to say that he proposed to offer an amendment pro- 
viding that the Mexican dollar should be coined for the purpose 
of export. Did I understand him correctly? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not propose that. That would be left 
open to negotiation. As stated by the Senator from Colorado, 


these dollars are for export, and the treaty, as a matter of course, 


would be based upon that idea. It could not be otherwise. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. So also the trade dollars were intended 
for export, and the law providing for the coinage of the trade 
dollars expressly stated the purpose and use of those dollars 
to be for export to foreign countries. The Senator from Ohio 
knows full well what the result was in regard to the trade 
dollars. We were obliged to take them back and recoin them, 
under the idea and impression which obtained possession of the 
people, that the Government was in some way bound to redeem 
dollars which had been coined at its mints. 

As Tread the pending resolution it seems that it is for the 
purpose of increasing commerce. It says: 

That the President of the United States, with a view to encourage and ex- 
tend our commercial relations with China and other Asiatic countries, be 
requested to enter into negotiations with the Republic of Mexico loo! to 
the coinage by the United States, at its mints, of standard Mexican dollars. 

Sir, to me it is a very humiliating admission to be found inan 
act of Congress that the Government of the United States, con- 
taining forty-four great States, its commerce greater by a hun- 
dredfold than that of the Republic of Mexico, having commer- 
cial relations with China, Japan, and with the islands of the sea, 
are not able to put into circulation trade dollars of 420 grains 
bearing the stamp or superscription of the United States. With 
all our commercial power and all our commerce with those na- 
tions we were not able to circulate trade dollars and keep them 
in circulation in those countries, but, at the expiration of a short 
time, found the coin returned to the United States and the Gov- 
ernment felt obligated to redeem them, and did redeem them in 
standard silver dollars. 

I do not understand, though perhaps the Senator from Colo- 
rado can instruct me, how it is possible by the coinage of Mexi- 
can dollars to increase our trade with China. If to-day a New 
York merchant buys a cargo of tea in China, he is obliged to 
pay for it by draft on England. The Chinese Government do 
not receive our silver coin. Why should they receive the coins 
of the Republic of Mexico? If a Chinese merchant owes a mer- 
chant in India a balance of trade, he is bound and obliged to pay. 
the balance to the Indian merchant by a gold draft on London. 
So far even the silver countries themselves in making their ex- 
cae of products refuse to settle their balances in other than 
gold. 

Now, I can not conceive of any plan whereby an American mer- 
chant taking the Mexican dollars into China will be able to pur- 
chase goods in China to any batter advantage than he would be 
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with American dollars, to say nothing of the great humiliatoin 
which I think the American people must feel that we must add 
to our money, consisting to-day of eight different kinds of cur- 
rency, gold and silver coins and their certificates, national-bank 
notes, Treasury notes, and United States notes, regardless of 
the fractional bain another kind of currency having no 
legal status under the laws of the United States, which must of 
necessity return from China, and Japan, and India. If it issent 
there for the purchase of Chinese goods it will inevitably return 
here for the purchase and payment of American goods. There- 
fore we are simply issuing another kind of currency not recog- 
nized by our laws, not a legal tender, which it is very probable 
the Government of the United States will in the immediate 
future be obliged by all honorable considerations to redeem, 

I agree, so far as I can agree, with the wish of the honorable 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], to increase so far as we 
can without harm and without injury to the financial condition 
of this country as it exists to-day the use of silver in our circu- 
lation, but it seems to me that the plan contemplated by the 
resolution will not make a demand or a market for very much 
silver, except we are willing to admit at the same time that it 
will return to the United States to plague us. 

I have been so busy with other things that I have not been 
able even to read the resolution of the honorable Senator from 
Coloradountil it was laid upon mydesk this morning. I inquire 
of him if it would interfere with his purpose, plan, and wish if I 
should ask to have the resolution go over until to-morrow? I 
should like to present some observations on the subject. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to submit some observations 
before the resolution goes over. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; then I yield the floor to the 
Senator from Nevada. I am not prepared this morning to state 
the case as fully as I wish to state it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] made an observation which may be misleading. He 
says the advocates of gold are also the friends of silver, and 
that all they desire is to maintain the parity. I wish to repeat 
what I have often said, that bimetallism is not the ARE 
parity, but parity follows bimetallism. It followed it for thou- 
sands of years on the simplest principle in the world, that as 
long as you can get a given number of dollars or other units of 
money for a given quantity or weight of silver for another and 
different weight of gold, the amount of gold required and the 
amount of silver required to obtain that number of dollars are 
always of the same value and at a parity. Parity was main- 
tained for thousands of years in that way, and whenever one of 
the metals became scarce, so that it was inconvenient to get it, 
they used the other, and the demand fell on the other until the 
parity was restored. It was automatic and worked for thou- 
sands of years. 

Those who say they are in favorof parity and refuse the only 
legislation which can produce parity are either ignorant of what 
they say or they do not mean what they say. Everybody who 
has any sense at all knows if you cut off the market for silver 
it is just like anything else. It will fall. The market for sil- 
ver at the mints was unlimited through all the ages until the 
fatal act of 1873, and while the market was unlimited it made no 
difference whether there was more silver produced or more 
golds the parity regulated itself. From the discovery of Amer- 

ca until 1803, von Humboldt tells us there were 44 ounces of 
silver produced for every ounce of gold, and it continued nearl 
the same up to 1850. There was a great preponderance of sil- 
ver through all the ages; but from 1850 to 1860 there were not 
more than 4 or 5 ounces of silver produced to 1 of gold. The 
parity remained. If they could not get silver they used gold. 
As long as we had bimetallism we had parity. Nobody expects 
that we will have a parity while we have no bimetallism, which 
admits both metals to coinage. We do not coin silver. It is idle 
to talk about silver demonetized competing with gold mon- 
etized. We have made gold dear, and we have made labor and 
property cheap and produced stagnation because we have de- 
prived the people of their money: 

As to the pending resolution, I know no reason why it should not 
be adopted, except the fact that no opposition comes from the gold 
advocates. That makes it suspicious. But I am willing to act 
on my judgment, I fear, however, that Mexico will not con- 
sent, and it will amount to nothing. If they do consent and we 
coin some of these dollars and they are sent to China, they will 
augment the circulation of that kind of money in China, and it 
may possibly do some good. The mover of the resolution does 
not expect any great benefit from it. It has nothing at all to do 
with the silver question in this country. 

But the Senator from New Jerse. i r. MCPHERSON] speaks of 
humiliating this country. Financially, it cın be no more hu- 
miliated than to be at the beck and call of an English syndicate. 
We have reached the depth of humiliation when we have become 
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afinancial colony of Great Britain. That isde 
He says further that he does not wish to disturbithe present 
status. I think the majority of people in this country desire 
the peg status of things disturbed. They desire a change 
for the better. We see discontent everywhere. Wo see aà con- 
dition of things prevailing that has prevailed in every country 
before a great catastrophe „ men tramping 
over the country starving for bread in this land of plenty. We 
may deride them, we may make fun of them, we may put them in 
our jails, but that experiment is nota new one. They were put 
in jails in Paris. The authorities put in jail as many as they 
could, until the oons werefull. Thestarving multitude moved 
on. Death marked their progress to Paris unjil they came in 
such numbers that they made resistance impossible. Forco 
against universal insurrection has always failed. A Frenchman, 
whose name! do not remember, when this multitude was coming, 
exclaimed, ‘‘ Force against universal insurrection is impossible.“ 
We may go on contracting the currency: we may go on depriv- 
ing the people of money; we may go on reducing prices; we may 
go on inilicting calamities upon the country; but we already hear 
the murmurings coming up here. 

When any one speaks of the present satisfactory condition of 
the country, Lask to whom is it satisfactory? It is only satisfac- 
tory to the owners of gold, and bonds resting upon undoubted 
security, and holders of office whose salaries have not been re- 
duced. Those with fixed incomes may rejoice at cheap men 
and cheap labor and cheap property and stagnation, because they 
can realize what others have lost. This thing may go on; the 
gold party may ba triumphant; they may be triumphant in the 
coming election. Some of the elections we have fad indicate 
that it will ba; but let me tell Senators right here and now that 
if the gold party are triumphant in the next election they will 
have to select a man for standard-bearer whom the gold party 
knows and the people do not know. 

No man can go before the country in its suffering condition 
and ask for their votes in the next Presidential election on ac- 
count of the repeal of the Sherman law and the adoption of the 
gold standard. If the gold party go forward they must put forth 
a man whom they know and.can use, They dare not put forth 
a man who has fallen on his face before the money power. They 
dare not do it on either side; neither party willdoit. Thegold 
party may be successful by the destruction of the Democratic 
party or otherwise. By the destruction of the Democratic party 
the gold party may succeed. It may bethat the chains of-slavery 
can never bo broken in this country. That is possible. But the 
pee must be kept inignorance. It must be done by subter- 

uge, and other issues than the real.one must be kept before the 
country. 

You saat contend over the tariff question or something that 
does not affect the world generally. You must not let them 
know what is the matter. Then, by putting an equivocal candi- 
date before the people who can make promises in public and 
break them when he gets into the White House, you may suc- 
ceed with the gold party; and when you get into power you may 
have Federal election laws which will prevent the 8 8 from 
uprising. You may have those laws; you may bin 
hand and foot; you may create insurrection and the necessity for 
u stronger Government; you may change the form of govern- 
ment; but you can not do it if you will tell the people before- 
hand what you intend to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. Pasco in the chair), The 

uestion is on agreeing to the resolution. Does the Senator from 
Now Torey [Mr. MCPHERSON] wish to befurther heard upon the 
subject? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Jersey suggested that 
the resolution go over until to-morrow. 


ation enough. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WOLCOTT] agrees that it shall go over. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the amendment which I suggested 


a few moments ago, so that it will read ‘‘ the President of the 
United States, if not incompatible with the public interests,” 
ete. I think those words ought to be inserted in the resolution 
as they are ordinarily in such resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the words 
United States,” in the first line, the words: 

If not incompatible with the public interests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
desire to press his amendment now, or that it shall go over with 
the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there will be no objection to the 
amendment. s 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. QUAY, Iunderstood the Senator from Colorado to object 
to the amendment, 


Mr. SHERMAN. He acquiesces in it. 

Mr. MGPHERSON. Ishould like to offer an amendment to 
be considered when the resolution comes up. I do not ask a vote 
on it now. After the word dollars,“ in line 6, I move to insert 
the words“ for tation.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not wish a vote upon the amend- 
ment now, but I will wait until the resolution comes up to- 
morrow, 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the resolution gone over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. The Senator from 
New Jersey asks that the resolution with the pending amend- 
ment and proposed amendment go over. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have no objection to the resolution going 
over until to-morrow. Ihope that then, if there are no further 
Senators to speak upon it, a vote may be had upon the resolution 
and the amendment. It is very possible that I shall be glad to 
accept the amendment to-morrow. I should like to look it ovor, 
however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no:objection, 
and it will be so ordered. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President; believing as I do that there is 
no one question in which the 70,00),000 people whom we repre- 
sent here ave so deeply and directly interested as that of the 
early determination and final conclusion as to what the import 
duties of merchandise to this country are to be in the future, I 
am exceedingly anxious to reach some agreement by which wo 
can devote much more time to its.consideration day by day than 
we have done in the past. There is certainly no one question 
more important, and in my opinion no one question half as im- 

ortant, as that the business of the co shall know, and 

now at the earliest hour pee for us to inform them, what 
the rate of duties to be paid in the future are to be. In view of 
that fact I am tempted to.ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that we come to some agreement as to the hours that shall 
be devoted to the consideration of this question each day with- 
out interruption. Consulting my own wishes and opinion and 
thut of a large number of Senators upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, I will ask unanimous consent that after to-day the Senate 
meet at 11 o'clock instead of 12. 

Mr. QUAY. L.object, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. The objection comes very early. I have not 
finished, but it appears that I need not finish. However, I will 

roceed. The Senator might have withheld his objection until 
he heard the full statement. 

Objection being made, I now ask the other side of the Cham- 
ber to tell me, and to tell this side, whether there is any agree- 
ment possible to devote more time, day by day, to the considera- 
tion of this great and vitally important question. 

Isubmit my proposition in order that it may be considered, 
and um ready to hear counter propositions, if counter proposi- 
tions are to be made. I apprehend there is no Senator on the 


other side or on this side who does not appreciate the impor- 
the people 


tance.of prompt action and the earliest decision that can be 


| had, consistent with a full discussion and consideration of the 


question, being more important, as 1 think it is, than all other 
questions pending. 

My proposition is, that we meetat Il o lock and devote one hour 
tothe consideration of morning business, and that wetake up the 
tariff bill promptly at 12 o'clock, and for the present week at 
least devote the whole time from 12 o'clock until 5 o'clock in 
the afternoon to general debate of the bill. Now, if such a sug- 
gestion is not agreeable to the other side of the Chamber, Ishall 
be glad to hear any suggestions from that side of the Chamber 
as to what agreement would be acceptable to them. 

Mr. FRYE, Mr. President, I canstate whatagreementwould 
be aeceptable to me; and that is, that the further consideration 
of the taviff billshould be postponed until next December. 

Mr. HARRIS. That I understand. 

Mr. FRYE. Believing, as I do, that its enactment into law 
would do more harm to the industries and the people of this 
country than the war did, Ishall, whenever I am present, ob- 
ject.to any unanimous.consent whatever touching the progress 
of the bill in the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not assume to speak for this 
side.of the Chamber, but in reply to the Senator from Tennes- 
see I will state that I, for one, s not voluntarily sit in the 
Senate Chamber upon days when ordinarily no session is held, 
nor during extraordinary hours, simply toexpedite the g 
of legislation which I believe will bring ruin to the State of 
Pennsylvania. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I see that no agreement is 

ible after the declarations of the Senators from Maine and 


ennsylvania. 


Mr. ALDRICH rose. y 
Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that 
there is anything in the present situation of affairs in the Sen- 
ate that should call for the adoption of unusual methods in the 
conduebofthe public business. The Senators in opposition to the 
pending tariff bill appreciate as fully as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee can the importance of the discussion upon which we are 
about to enter. They are desirous, and only desirous, that the 
discussion shull proceed in an orderly manner, ina manner worthy 
of the traditions of the Senate and the importance of the sub- 
ject. There have been no obstructive or dilatory or filibuster- 
in motions made upon this side of the Chamber, and there 

i be none unless we are forced by attempts to adopt some un- 
usual methods in the conduct of the business of the Senate. 

We have had twospeeches upon this question during the week 
which has passed, and we are now entering upon a third speech. 
There are some considerations pertinent to thisquestion which 
make it impossible for the Senators in opposition to the bill to 
discuss it intelligently at the present time. There has been no 
explanation from any one familiar with the measure as to itsef- 
fects or results so far as revenue is concerned, or so far as the 
details of the bill are concerned. We, upon this side of the 
Chamber, know nothing as to what form the bill is finally to 
take. Within the past twoor three care something like thirty or 
fort; amendments have been suggested by the majority members 
of the Finance Committee. We know from commonrumor and 
fromstatements of interested parties that changes in rates and in 
the phraseology of the bill arenow being madefrom day to day for 
the purpose, apparently, of rewarding the friends of the meas- 
ure.or gaining the votes necessary to pass it, or for punishing 
those who are presumptious enough to oppose its-provisions, 

think the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, the 
friends of the measure, are bound at the outset of the discussion 
to tell us what in their opinion will be its effect upon the rev- 
enues, to explain its extraordinary provisions, applicable to 
every paragraph and to every section of the bill. They are 
bound to tell us or give us some sort of an idea as tothe exact 
and definite provisions of the bill in the form in which they shall 
ask the Senate to pass it. Until that is done there can be no in- 
telligent answer from this side of the Chamber and no intelli- 

ent criticism about a bill whose provisions we do not as yet 
ow. - 

So it ssems to me it comes with ill grace from the Senator 
from Tennessee or any other Senator to say at this stage of the 
discussion that we should adopt any unusual hours or any un- 
usu l] methods. Weon this side of the Chamber (and I think 
that is true of the opponents of the bill, whether upon one side 
of the Chamber or the other) intend to treat this matter in a 
spirit which isworthy of this great question, affecting as it does 
vitally the interests of every man, woman, and child in the 
United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it is the fact 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of or- 


der. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is because of the fact that it is a question 
of vital interest to every man and woman in the United States 
that I have urged that we shall determine the question at the 
earliest possible moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair directs the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that there is no 
motion pending. It is simply a request for unanimons consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave asked for unanimous consent, which 
met with objection. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. Irise to a question of order. I desire to 
know whether the Senator from Tennessee is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding 
by unanimous consent, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I leave it to the Senator from Tennessee 
himself whether he isin order. We always submit to his de- 
cisions on questions of order. If he says he is in order I shall 
not object to his going on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
has the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire was very 
patient while the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
was discussing the merits of this question, as to which I have 
not said a word. But I am going to make a motion to which 
the Senator from New Hampshire can raise no questionof order. 
Of course he will oppose it. I move that on and after to-mor- 
row, until otherwise ordered, the Senate meet at 11 o’clock a. m. 

I wish to say that I have no desire to enter upon the discus- 
sion of the merits or demerits of the tariff bill at this time. I 
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was only urging the point that it is vitally important to the busi- 
ness of the country to know at the earliest moment that we can 
inform them what the policy in respect to taxation is to be in the 
future. No Senator on the other-side of the Chamber or on this 
side can for one moment doubt the absolute importance of let- 
ting the country know so soon as we can. I do not desire to sub- 
ject any Senator on the other side or on this to the slightest in- 
convenience. I desire to accommodate the convenience of Sen- 
ators just.as far as is consistent with the great importance of an 
early disposition of the question pending before the Senate. 

To accomplish this result I am ready to subject myself to the 
inconvenience of coming here at earlier hours and sitting here 
to later hours. 

I, of course, do not know whether the bill will pass or not. 
That is a question to be determined in the future, and the sooner 
it is determined the better it will be for the business of the coun- 
try and the whole people of the country. Thatis my point, and 
the only point that I propose to make at this time. hatever 
its fate is to be let us reach it at the earliest hour that we can. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether under 
the rule the motion does not go over under one objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I make the objection, 

3 PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will go over, under 
the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is proper. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEPPER]. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, ani it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to 8 all laws author- 
izing or permit! the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in the future without express authority by act of Congress first 
nad and obtained. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inasmuch as I expect to yield the floor to the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] at 2 o'clock for the discus- 
sion of the tariff bill, I shall occupy the remainder of the time 
until 2 o'clock with the discussion of the pending resolution. 
| Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kansas does not expect to 
| conclude his remarks this morning? 

Mr. PEFFER: If I am not interrupted, I shall probably con- 
clude before 2 o'clock. This matter has been passed over so long 
that I object to its being passed over any longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. PEFFER. No, sir; not for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will 


roceed. 
z Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, thirty-two members of this 
body will complete their present terms of service within one 
| year from the 4th day of last month, and their successors will be 
| chosen by Legislatures to be elected in the mean time. 

It is reasonable that these Senators should desire to be re- 
turned, and that renders it proper that the voters of the States 
they represent should have some fresh and official testimony 
tending to show the attitude of the candidates toward the Gov- 
erninent’s bond-issuing policy, for that is going to be a leadi: 
issue in the election campaigns of thisyear. This 8 
fords Senators a good opportunity to testify in their own behalf 
touching that important matter. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has once, and as a great many 
people believe, and as I believe, without authority of law, issued 
a block of $50,000,000 in 5 per cent ten-year bonds when there 
was plenty of money in the Treasury to meet every lawful and 
legitimate demand against the Government. That, to my mind, 
is evidence conclusive that, unless Congress interferes to pre- 
vent it, that officer will again resort tothe same method of pl 
ing the public credit whenever in his opinion it ought to be done. 

tis not at all difficult toforesee that, in pursuing the policy 
which the Government has adopted, the condition of our finances 
Seay ai move the Secretary to sell another large amount of 
nds. 

The President, in his message vetoing the seigniorage bill, 
foreshadowed the situation which is 8 to 5 wise 
counsels prevail in the deliberations of this body. The Presi- 
dent suggests his willingness to approve any measure providing 
for silver coinage if the bill also provides that the silver coin 
may be permitted to lie idle in the Treasury and bonds be sold 
sor ee to defray the public expenses. The President uses these 
words: 


This leads me to er present the desirability of granting to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a ter power than now exists to issue bonds to pro- 
tect our gold reserve when for any reason it should be necessary: cur- 
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rency is in such a confused condition and our financial affairs are apt to 
assume at any time so critical a position that it seems to me such a course 
is dictated by ordinary prudence. 


The President understands the situation perfectly, and it is 
unfortunate that he does not acquaint the country with the fact 
that the Government finances are at the mercy of bankers and 
3 This great, humiliating fact the President leaves 

e people to learn as best they may, while he proceeds to pledge 
their credit though they have provided an abundance of money 
to meet all demands and have just offered to furnish $55,000,000 


more. 

That the President does not speak as plainly in his public ut- 
terances as he is reported to have spoken privately in relation to 
this matter, and that he is not as prompt to act in the public in- 
terest as the situation seems to require, is particularly hurtful. 

The President is reported to have said, in an interview with 
a Southern Congressman recently, that the banks have the Gov- 
ernment within their control. Ido not quote the exact words, 

- but they are substantially the words reported, that the banks 
could drain the Treasury in twenty-four hours. I havesaid the 
same thing in this Chamber and was laughed at, my language 
being taken as the wild vagaries of a Populist. Now, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, speaking from the most exalted posi- 
tion among men, tells the people the same thing; and I do not 
believe that there is one well-informed man in every thousand 
in the country who does not believe that the President speaks 
truly. I have repeatedly charged upon this floor and elsewhere 
that the Government of the United States is in partnership with 

Wall street. 

I do not know but that I shall have to reviso my estimate and 
say that the Government of the United States is absolutely at 
the mercy of Wall street. And now we are informed thata bill 
has been introduced into the House of Representatives provid- 
ing for the issuance of bonds and the coinage of some silver dol- 
lars. Heretofore it was to coin silver and to issue bonds. Now 
the object is to issue bonds and coin silver, and not only permit 
but require that the silver coin shall lie idle and unused in the 
Treasury, and that the public business shall be transacted on 
gold borrowed from the banks of New York City. 

The trend is toward a bond policy, and it is only because, to 
use the language imputed to the President, the banks have got 

i the country by the leg. They can drain the Treasury in forty- 
eight hours.” 

Congress will perform its duty the hold of the banks will 
soon be loosened. If Congress is derelict, the people will take 
the matter in hand and the day of a just retribution will have 
come. 

It is an astounding declaration, sir, to come from the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the Government is at the mercy 
of bankers; it is more astounding that, knowing our condition, 
the President suggests nothing by way of relief. It is amazing 
beyond measure that the Senate, knowing the terrible facts as 
well as the President does, is not moved promptly to defensive 
action. 

Let us pass this resolution and require the Finance Commit- 
tee to bring in a bill to stop this dangerous proceeding. 

But there is another matter, Mr. President. We are now dis- 
cussing a revenue bill. It involves ETA and permanent inter- 
ests. Itis important that the people know what is to be the 
permanent financial policy of the Government so that we may 
conform our tariff legislation to it. If we are to go permanently 
ona gold basis and to become subservient to gold 2 
then it is a question whether we should not repeal all our tariff 
laws, abolish sll our custom-houses, and open our harbors freely 
to the trade of the world. 

I am frank to say for myself, Mr. President, and the people 
whom I have the honor to represent here that if it is to be the 
policy of the Government of the United States that we shall pay 
all of our debts in gold, whether we have the gold or not, that 
we are to measure all of our money of seven or eight different 
kinds by a gold standard, that we are no longer to use silver as 
money, I am then not ony ready, but anxious to go at once to 
the other experiment, we are to compete with the gold 
money and the gun labor of Europe, let us have trade free. If 
the farmers of Kansas are compelled to sell their surplus grain, 
cattle, and wool in a market where the prices are dictated by 
gold, then let us have the benefit of the other side of the propo- 
sition; let us have gold prices for clothing, and gold prices for 
all the supplies of the farmer and the farmer's family. 

But, Mr. President, if we are to havethe old policy continued, 
the policy that has descended to us from our fathers, with the 
difference between the gold and silver and what the people need 
to be made up by Government paper, then we can continue our 
8 policy. Then we can continue to pay good wages to 

bor. Then we can continue to soregulate our commercial leg- 
e as that our people and our interests shall bear share and 
share e. 


— 
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Hence I submit that as another view of this case. It is impor- 
tant from every point of view that we understand what is going 
to be the permanent policy of the Government. If, whenever a 
little flurry arises in Wall street, we are to issue bonds and 
pledge the credit of the people, have alittle discussion of a few 

s and the passing backward and forward of a few dollars in 
gold, a few dollars in paper, and then continue the old revolu- 
tion over again, it is time the country should know it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a positive direction to the committee 
to report a particular kind of bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is just what was intended, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I understand. I want the yeas 
and nays upon agreeing to the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. STEWART. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PEFFER. And I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. InBy], who is not 
in the Chamber, and for the present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
thesenior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. - 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
voted inadvertently, believing the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WOLCOTT] to be present. I was paired with him while he was 
absent last week, and I suppose he regards the pair as contin- 
uing today. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], but being informed that he would 
vote “f yea” on this question, I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. I had a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. y place having been taken by 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], I vote yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. GAL GER. A few days ago, when the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] left the city, he requested me to an- 
nounce that he is with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. I neglected tostate the pair on two or three votes 
that occurred in the Senate, and I desire to make the announce- 
ment now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but I think under the circumstances I shall 
be justified in voting on this question, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Ark. Sherman, 
Bate, Dolph, Lindsay, ulre. 
Blackburn, Frye, Lodge, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McPherson Vest. 
Brice, George, Manderson, Vilas, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gray, Murphy, Washburn. 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, 
Coke, Proctor, 
Daniel, x Ransom, 
NAYS—13. 
Allen, Mills, Power, Stewart 
all, Mitchell, Oregon Pugh, 
Irby, Peffer, Quay, 
Martin. Perkins, ‘Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Allison, ulkner, Kyle, Smith, 
ni Gibson, McLaurin, Stockbridge, 
Caffery, Gordon, McMillan, eller, 
en, Hale. Mitchell, Wis. Vance, 
Carey. Hansbrough, organ, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, White, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Dixon. Hunton, Plate, Wolcott, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. b 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Finance, 


1894. 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is House bill 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have been requested to yield the floor to the 
senior Senator from New York [air HILL], with which request 
I have great pleasure in complying. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
one second? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that the debate has 
thus far proceeded by unanimous consent without reading the 
bill that is now submitted to the Committee of the Whole. I 
shall, upon the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
New York, ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not consent to the statement of the law 
aslaid down by the Senator from Tennessee, but I do not care to 
discuss that point now. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Recorp will show the accuracy of my 
statement, that the debate has gone on thus far by unanimous 
consent; and after the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from New York I shall object to further debate until the bill 
has been read. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York will 

roceed. 

d Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the political revolution which 
commenced in 1890 and culminated in 1892 was an emphatic ex- 
pression of the popular will in behalf of certain governmental 
policies. Measures, and not men, were largely the issues in- 
volved in that movement. Rightly interpreted, it indicated the 
public sentiment in opposition to intrenchment upon the reserved 
rign‘s of the States through odious Federal election laws, some 
proposed and others then existing; it voiced the general demand 
for a discontinuance of the unwise and indefensible financial sys- 
tem of silver-bullion purchases by the Government, instead of 
the coinage contemplated by the Constitution, a system equally 
a hindrance to the return to bimetallism as well as a menace to 
a sound and stable currency; it manifested the desire for a bet- 
ter administration ofpublic affairs, greater economy in govern- 
mental expenditures, and the exaction of higher official stand- 
ards in the execution of public trusts; it demanded a more safe, 
dignified, and consistent foreign policy; and it condemned that 
abuse or perversion of the taxing power of the Government which 
is known as the policy of protection for protection’s sake alone,” 
and declared in favor of a tariff for revenue. 

Invested with the responsibility of government, the prompt 
enforcement of these policies devolved upon the party in power. 
The wisdom of its action in discharging the duties thus assigned 
it by the suffrages of the people, may at least be partially con- 
ceded, even by its opponents. 

OUR FOREIGN POLICY. 

Itis not denied that some mistakes have occurred. Our for- 
eign policy, l that relating to Hawaii, it must be ad- 
mitted, has not met the expectations of the people. A sense of 
humiliation prevailed when the pres for the restoration of a 
deposed monarchy was unfolded by the Administration, and 
3 ensued when its abandonment or failure was re- 

uctantly announced, influenced largely by an aroused public 
sentiment. 7 

That unfortunate contemplated policy was a blunder, and a 
blunder is sometimes worse than a crime, It was, however, the 
natural consequences which might well have been anticipateđ 
from that other mistake in placing the Department of State in 
charge of a Republican statesman, distinguished and estimable 
though he may be, whose public services have always been 
identified in opposition to the Democratic party, who was with- 
out sympathy for its traditions and e and whose political 
convictions upon the disputed public questions of the day, if 
changed at all, are carefully concealed. 

It is to be regretted that the President should not have been 
able to find in his own party some safe and honored statesman in 
whom he and his party could have placed confidence, one of Dem- 
ocratic instincts and t ; whose management of foreign 
affairs would have reflected credit upon the country, and would 
have avoided the promulgation of that un-American policy— 
a departure from Democratic precedents—which was sought to 
be forced upon an unwilling people. In this view of the situa- 
tion our opponents must accept some share of the responsibility 
for the blunders committed in our foreign affairs. 

GOOD GOVERNMENT. 

In other respects the present administration of our Govern- 

ment affords scant grounds for ust criticism. 


| ment of this law, and insure 


The various Departments under Democratic control are rigidly 
enforcing economy and the pledges to the people are being rea- 
sonably fulfilled. In the main we are enjoying an era of good 
government. 

REPEAL OF FEDERAL ELECTION LAW. 

That last relic of post bellum legislation known as the Federal 
election law has been repealed by the present Congress, thus 
promptly carrying out one of the important promises of the 
Chicago platform. The power to control all their elections 
without Federal interference or dictation, which the States al- 
ways enjoyed from the foundation of the Government down to 
1871, has been restored to them. It is a triumph for the just 
doctrine of State rights, under constitutional limitations; it is a 
tribute to the unseltishness and patriotism of the Democratic 
party, which, discarding the 8 incident to the enforce- 

to it by at least three more years 

control of the Federal administration, unhesitatingly asserts its 

devotion to a principle, and thereby relieves the people at once 

from further unnecessary annoyances, useless offices, and prodi- 

gal expenditures, 
< REPEAL OF THE SHERMAN LAW, 

The repealof the Sherman silver bullion purchase law within 
the first eight months after its advent to power marked the ful- 
fillment of another pledge by the Democratic party. It evi- 
denced our sincerity as well as 1 It met the just de- 
mands of public sentiment. While there were honest and re- 
spectful differences of opinion among many goog Democrats 
here and elsewhere as to what other or further Bos. Squat cen ought 
to take the place of the repealed law, or to precede, accompany, 
or follow such re , there were never any substantial differ- 
ences as to the inadequate, illogical, and indefensible character 
of the Sherman lawitself and the desirability of the redemption 
of the party pledge for its abolition. 

That result has been palace proms Whether that high de- 
gree of prosperity has ensued from such action which some of 
our officials anticipated and others predicted is another and a 
different question, not now necessary to be considered. It 
is sufficient that we have speedily removed the objectionable 
legislation which our opponents had fastened upon the country. 

REVENUE REFORM. 

The duty which now especially confronts us is the revision of 
the sum and methods of Federal taxation, consequent upon a 
transfer of the political control of the Federal Government 
from the custody where it had been lodged for thirty-two years. 

That revision should be approached with circumspection, and 
with a realizing sense of the changed condition of the country 
since 1887 and 1890. 

Anextreme reductionof tariff duties at a time when the Treas- 
ury was swollen with a surplus of a hundred million dollars, 
when the country was reasonably prosperous, when all our in- 
dustries were in motion, and all our workingmen were employed, 
assumes a different aspect and presents a different question 
when proponed now witha large and growing Treasury deficit, 
instead Of a surplus, staring us in the face, with our industries 
paralyzed, our manufactories closed, our workingmen idle, and 
following upon the heels of one of the most disastrous financial 
panics in our history. 

What was safe and prudent and wise then it would be crimi- 
nal folly to attempt now. 

THE RECENT MONETARY PANIO. 

A month prior to his inauguration the President was fore- 
warned of the approaching monetary panic. He convened Con- 
gress six months later, when the panic was subsiding which 
should have been averted. 

It is feared that this Congress does not keenly appreciate the 
awful devastation which the financial cyclone of last summer has 
inflicted upon the business interests of our country. It has 
made havoc of our prosperity, private and public: It has 
slaughtered private incomes. It has paralyzed private indus- 
tries. It has forced bankruptcies without precedent in number 
and sum. It has diminished all domestic and interstate trade; 
until a fifth of our railroad mileage is in the hands of receivers, 
and all our banks are gorged with money unemployed. It has 
struck down by hundreds the captains of our industry who have 
been wont to organize profitable enterprises, borrow capital, and 
lead the great army of labor. 

The past savings of our skilled workmen are drawn down. 
They think themselves lucky to get half-time employment in 
these dark days; and less skilled laborers by the hundred thou- 
sand are suffering hunger, willing but unable to earn their daily 
bread. It is heartbreaking as a pestilence. 

NO TIME FOR PARTISANSHIP. 

This is no time for partisan reproaches, however just. This 
is no time for Democrats to og Sn Republicans,“ Your bad laws 
did it.“ This is no time for Republicans to say +o Democrats, 
Four remedies would increase trouble.” It is a time to fling 
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partisanship to the winds if that will speed the deliverance of 
our fellow-countrymen and revive our prostrate business inter- 
ests. 


This Senate is nearly equally politically divided, and it is ap- 
3 that if prompt remedial legislation is expected, then rad - 
cal ism in any direction must be discarded. The critical situa- 


tion demands wise and conservative action speedily secured. 
The extreme features of the McKinley bill must be eradicated 
in obedience to the people’s mandate, but patriotism alike de- 
cone that extremes in the opposite direction must also be 
avoided. 

On the 4th of March, 1893, the President became vested with 
exclusive power to convene Congress earlier than the law day, 
for the purpose reaffirmed in his election. He decided to pro- 
long the operation of the McKinley tariff for at least another 
goe The delay thus imposed upon the penne’ reforming zeal 

tis vain to regret. In the mean time the monetary panic un- 
fortunately precipitated upon us has not only made havoc of our 
private industries, but has dried up the public revenues. 
THE TREASURY DEFICIT. - 

The size of the Treasury deficit at the close of the current fis- 

cal year has twice been estimated by the Secretary of the Treas- 


a the 19th of December he took its measure. On the 15th 
of January he took its measure, the measure of the same deficit, 
to accrue on the 30th of June, 1894. 

These two measures of the same thing, taken twenty-seven 
days apart, are not | speed identical. In his annual report 
the Secretary of the Treasury informed Congress of a deficit for 
the current year of $28,000,000. “i 

A short month later, in his letter to the chairman of the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee, the same Secretary of the Treasury 
finds the same deficit to be 878,000, 000. 

It may be unjust to the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as 
absurd in itself, to assume that suggestions in his annual report 
made when he thought the deficit of the current fiscal year to be 
$28,000,090 stand good after his discovery a month later that the 
size of the deficit is $75,000,000. 

The same observation would apply to the President's message 
last December 4, dealing as he said with existing conditions,” 
which in fact have ceased to exist, and prefiguring a bill “(on 
the lines herein suggested (to wit, in his message), warranted 
by him to produce sufficient revenue to meet the needs of the 
Government,” when those needs were underestimated 850, 000, 

000. Yet the Wilson bill, framed originally upon the theory sug- 
geptod by these high officials in their annual communications to 

ngress, underwent no material change during its progress 
through the House, notwithstanding the altered situation. The 
theory survived its conditions. 

In the face of the prostration of private industries, and in the 
presence of such a paralysis of all general business as the Treas- 
ury deficit attests and prolongs, this bill as framed by its authors 
and as passed by the House sought to double the deficit by dis- 
carding customs revenue and to fill the void with an income tax. 

THE PROTEST OF NEW YORE. 

y Against such a scheme—unnecessary, ill-timed, and mischiey- 
ous suddenly sprung upon the country in the hour of its dis- 
tress, un-Democratic in its nature and socialistic in its tenden- 
cies —I enter the protest of the people of the State of New York. 
They utterly dissent from any proposal to get revenue for the 
General Government by taxing incomes. Their dissent is prac- 
tically unanimous and altogether implacable. 

Neither am I satisfied that the people of the country agree 
with the President in desiring the undebated change, sudden 
reversal, and complete transformation in the character of our 
Federal taxation, from indirect to direct, involved in the pro- 

ed plan toestablish a sort of taxation notnow championed by 
either of the parties who would have to administer it; by all par- 
ties lor three-fourths of a century justly believed to be inhibited: 
then after trial in the war stress, denounced by one party and 
discarded by the other party; and found odious throughout the 
Northern States without distinction of party. 
NOT RECOMMENDED BY THE PRESIDENT. 

The recommendation in the President's annual message is 

| cited in justification of the proposed tax. It is as follows: 


A measure has been prepared by the appropriate Congressional commit- 
tee embodying tariff reform on the lines herein suggested which will be 
f rey submitted for legislative action. * * * Thecommittee after full 
| tion „ „ have wisely embraced in their plan a few additional 

internal-revenue taxes, Including a small tax upon incomes derived from cer- 
tain corporate investments. „ In my great desire for the success of this 
measure I can not restrain the suggestion, etc. 


It will strike the thoughtful observer familiar with the history 
j of the Government as a strange and unusual procedure that the 
President of the United States should seriously inform Congress 
of what one of its own committees has been doing in the prepa- 


ration of a bill. 
already had such information unless t 
in the executive department and had been submitted to the 
committee concurrently with the transmission of the message 


It might be pately assumed that Congress 


e bill had been prepared 


to Congress. In these latter days the distinctions between the 
functions and prerogatives of the executive department on the 
one hand and the legislative department on the other do not 
seem to be always observed. The truth is that the first infor- 
mation which Congress had of the alleged details of the pro- 
posed bill was in the message itself. 

But the strangest part of this unprecedented proceeding was 
that in fact at the 7 date of the message, to wit, December 
4, 1893, neither the full Committee of Ways and Means nor the 
Democratic members thereof had, agreed upon any income tax 
or upon other internal taxation. The President's information 
was therefore inaccurate as well as premature. ‘Chis awkward 
situation was not improved by the President’s expression of his 


desire for the success of this measure,” being a measure not yet 


perfected, a bill in an inchoate state. 

But aside from any question of impropriety involved in the 
recommendation of a particular measure or of an incomplete 
measure, instead of a general recommendation of tariff reform, 
leaving details to the discretion of Congress, and while conced- 
ing that the President in the first suggestion of a limited income 
tax injected the poison which has now spread until it has de- 
veloped intoa general income tax, nevertheless the latter scheme 
can not find any real justification in the President’s message. 

He does not recommend a general income tax upon all the in- 
come of individuals, but only a tax upon such limited income as 
may bo ‘‘ derived from certain corporate investments.” 

NEITHER BY SECRETARY CARLISLE. 

Secretary Carlisle in hisannual report is equally guarded and 
insists upon the same limitation. His report assumed that there 
was no possibility of the ages of a general income tax such 
as formerly existed, and while apparently conceding the odious 
and inquisitorial character of such tax and its liability to eva- 
sion, he defends a limited tax upon incomes derived from corpo- 
rate investments, upon the plausible ground that— 

The assessments or returns need not be based upon information ex torted 
by the law from the persons 5 with their paym ent, but upon the public 
records and the regular and authentic accounts of the corporations and companies 
in which the investments have been made; and they have the additional 
merit of being imposed N upon that part of the citizen’s income which 
is not earned by his labor or skill, but which in the cases of legacies and suc- 
cessions, is acquired by msre operation of law, or by gratuitious bequests, 
and in the case of incomes from investments in corporations and joint stock 
companies, by the simple earning capacity of his capital as such, without 
personal effort on his part. 

Yet disregarding or exceeding the recommendations of the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury this bill proposes 
to tax all the income of an individual, whether earned by his 
labor or skill,” or otherwise, and to obtain the necessary infer- 
mation not from an inspection of public records, but from an in- 
vestigation of all his private books and papers. 

A Federal income tax, whether limited as suggested by the 
President and the Secretary of the Treusury or general, as pro- 
vided in this bill, is equally objectionable. 

THE “FRANCHISE” ARGUMENT. 

The argument that a Federal tax upon incomes derived from 
corporate investments may with propriety ba imposed, because 
corporations are invested by law with valuable franchises not 
enjoyed by the individual citizen, would have more weight if 
suchfranchises were usually granted by Federal instead of Stata 
authority. The reverse is just the fact, however, and while State 
authorities might with much reason upon such ground tax the 
franchisesas well as the earnings and dividends of such corpora- 
tions for the support of their State governments, the Federal 
Government has no particular standing or equities for such pur- 
pose. It is immaterial to the General Government whether itis 
an individual or a oorporarton that is in receipt of income, as 
the right or propriety of taxing such income is no greater in one 
case than in the other, except in the rare instances where the 
corporation may have received its charter through national 
favor. This bill taxes both individual and corporate incomes 
alike. 

In New York and in several other States a franchise“ tax 
is imposed upon the earnings of certain corporations, and an 
income tax, such as is proposed in this measure, would dupli- 
cate the taxation already imposed and compel the States to aban- 
don their State taxation. This is a most important and serious 
objection to this feature of the bill. 8 

In New York alone there was last year received from State 
taxation on the capital and earnings of corporations the sum of 
$1,605,047.45, excluding, of course, the taxation of their real es- 
tate and personal property, and any local taxation. In the same 
State there was also received last year the sum of $3,071,687.09 
from the State inheritance and gift tax. These taxes from 
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which the State derives these enormous sums could not well be 
maintained or collected without the most extreme hardship in 
the event of the enactment of this bill, which taxes the same 
sources 2 per cent. J 

It follows that the State taxes would necessarily have to be 
abandoned, and the amounts heretofore received would have to 


be collected from real estate or in other ways. New York's 
interest in opposition to this feature of the proposed bill can 
thus be appreciated. 
THE INJUSTICE NOT MITIGATED. 
[ Neither is the injustice of the proposed corporate tax miti- 
gated by the fact that it is against corporations rather than 
Y | against individuals, because, although in form imposed upon 
the corporations, the amount thereof is deducted from the divi- 
dends paid to the individual stockho!ders, and it is virtually a 
tax upon individuals, for all practical purposes. 
s The individual stockholders arə not necessarily therich, but 
Ji they usually include all classes, and frequently among them are 
found widows, orphans, trustees, and executors, and persons of 
| ordinary means who have invested their all in these corporate 
securities, relying upon their dividends for their 3 
If the suggestion for the taxation of incomes derived from 
corporate investments” was largely based for its acceptability 
to the people upon the well understood popular prejudice 
against corporations, the proposition has a very weak moral 
support, because after all it is the individual stockholders whose 
dividends would be diminished, and who would bə seriously in- 
jured by the proposed tax. 

A Federal tax upon the earnings or dividends of corporations 
is no more defensible than such tax upon the earnings of indi- 
viduals. 

THE TAX TOO LARGE. 

This bill neither follows the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury as to the kind of income 
tax desired nor as to the amount or rate of the tax itself. 

The President preferring not to be specific, but cautious, rec- 
ommended simply ‘‘a small tax upon incomes.” The Secretary 
suggested a tax of 1 per cent. The bill n both sugges- 
tions and adopts a tax of 2 per cent on incomes over $4,000, 
no matter how large the excess may be. 
of AN INDEFENSIBLE EXEMPTION, 

This exemption of so much as $4,000 necessarily leads tocon- 
siderable criticism. „It an income tax is justifiable at all, itis 
difficult upon theory to defend any exemptions, at least of any 
material amount. Exemptions are merely a matter of govern- 
mental charity or favor, and not a matter of strict right; and 
being in derogation of a general principle, mey should not be 
unreasonably enlarged.” If incomes are properly taxable, then 
all incomes should be taxed, of whatever amount, taxed propor- 
tionally, without favoritism to any individual or class.“ The man 
of moderate means should pay as well as the man of wealth, both 
according to what income they actually receive, no more and no 

s less, and no matter what the amount may be, great or small. 
This must bə the correct theory of an income tax, if any it has. 

Such a tax being largely of foreign origin and having been 

imported into this country and injected into this bill, it might 
be expected that the exemptions would follow foreign prece- 
dents. Prussia only tolerates an exemption of $225. In Ger- 
many the exemption varies from $70 to 8600. In Denmark it is 
$215, and in Austria, $113, and in England $750. Yet here the 
proposed exemption is to be the liberal sum of $4,000, a figure 
for which there is no precedent anywhere in the world. So 
large an exemption necessarily creates a numerous class receiv- 
ing a respectable income, twice as much as is ordinarily neces- 
sary to furnish a fair living, who pay no tax whatever. This 
necessarily creates a privileged or exempted class on the one 
hand as against a taxpaying class on the other. 

` When real estate is taxed all that the individual owns is taxed 
without the exemption of any part. So with personal property 
aside from a few unimportant exceptions. So with the earnings 
of corporations—all are taxed, or none at all. The same principle 
applies to the oleomargarine and the State-bank tax—there are 
no exemptions tolerated. But in the strenuous effort to popular- 
ize this war tax in timeof peace every just principle of taxation 
is either violated or unreasonably extended. 

DAVID A. WELLS'S VIEWS. 

The Hon. David A. Wells, of Connecticut, contributes an able 
and interesting article in the Forum of last month in opposition 
to an income tax. His attitude upon this question may create a 
suspicion of his loyalty to the cause of tariff reform in the minds 
ofa select coterie of overzealous professional reformers with 
which the country is afflicted, but not in the minds of the Ameri- 
can people. Mr. Wells was a sincere and radical friend of reve- 
nue reform many long years before any politician or official 
selfishly sought to monopolize it as his own particular hobby, 


and his sentiments will carry much weight with thinking men. 
258 the precise point which I am discussing, he writes as fol- 
ows: 


The authors of the proposed income tax now before Congress especial 
proclaim that the ehief objectsought by them in this measure is to 5 —.— 
the burdens of the State from the shoulders of the poor to those of the rich. 
It is, therefore. interesting to note where they propose to draw the line in 
respect to charity and as to the amount of property the possession or en- 
joyment of which, in their opinion, constitutes richas. 

If we assume 5percent as about the present annual avera ton 
money, land, or other property in the United States over and above all 
charges and taxes, then an exemption of #4,000, in an assessment under an 
income tax, would Topronens an accumulation, or business, or profession, of 
the value of 880.000. If we take the rate at which the United States can bor- 


row money, namely, 3 per cent, then an exemption of $1,000 would ré ut 
anaccumulation of a citizen invested in United States securities of 333. 
And according to any fair interpretation of tha action of the committee 


reporting a #4,000 exemption, a citizen who is worth less than 880,000 of ordi- 
nary property yielding income, or $133,002 of property invested in United 
States bonds, is a legitimate object of national charity; the above sums rep- 
resent the dividing line in the United States between thoso who are en- 
titled to be regarded as poor and those who are entitled to be considered 
rich. Such an assumption finds no precedent in history. Such an ex- 
55 unwarranted favoritism to nine-tenths of the well-to-do people 
of the United States, who are abundantly able to pay any just proportion of 
the taxes Which the Government finds it necessary to impose for its su 

No man is a freeman whoss industry and capital are subject to exaction 
and from which his immediate competitors are entirely exempt. Equality 
of taxation of all persons and property brought into open competition un- 
der like circumstances is necessary to pro lues 8 of condition for all, 
in all production, and in all the enjoymonts of life, liberty, and 5 
And government, whatever name it may assume, is a despotism, and com- 
mits acts of flagrant spoliation, if it grants exemption or exacts a greater 
or less rate of tax from one man than from another man, on account of the 
one owning or having in his possession more or less of the same class of 
property which is subject to the tax. 

If is were proposed to levy à tax of 2 per cent on annual incomes below 
$4,000 in amount and exemp all incomes above this sum, the unequal 
anddiscriminating character of the exemption would be at once apparent; 
and yet an incoms tax exempting allincomes below $4,000 ts equally unjust 
and 5 In either case the exemption can not be founded or de- 
fended on any sound principles of free constitutional government, and is 
simply a manifestation of tyrannical power under whatever form of govern- 
ment It may be enforced. The great republican tiple of equality before- 
the law and constitutional law itself ka preclude any exemption of in- 
come derived from like property. 


I can add nothing to the force of these observations. 
IT IS INQUISITORIAL. 


An income tax is objectionable because from its very nature it | 
must be inquisitorialin its imposition and collection. e senior | 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] calls this allegation a | 
„noisy and resounding charge.” Let me tell him that it is not 
half so noisy as the constant vituperations which we hear on 
every hand from blatant demagogues who are abroad in the land 
loudly inveighing against the wealth of the country and impus l 
dently demanding its confiscation through every means which | 
their devilish ingenuity can invent. 

The charge isindeeda‘‘ resounding” one! It was heard years 
agoin France against unjust and arbitrary taxes when Talley- 
rand and others declared that “every system of taxation which 
necessitates pe sonal and arbitrary inquisitions for its execu- 
tion is inconsistent with the maintenance of a free people.“ The 
charge has“ resounded all over the world whenever despotisms 
have attempted to enforce similar taxes to the annoyance and 
detriment of the people. The charge that this tax is inquisito- 
rial is sonny denied eyen by the distinguished Senator from 
Indiana, and is only attempted to be palliated by the pretense 
that other taxes are equally so; but there is no foundation even 
for this pretense. 

Real estate is open and aboveboard; its value is easily ascer- 
tainable, and its taxation presents no offensive features. Under 
ordinary laws the assessors have no right to enter and ransack 

your premises. Your home is your castle and it is sacred from 

intrusion. The taxation of personal property presents difficul- 
ties, of course, but visible personalty may be readily reached 
without annoyance to the owner. The taxation of corporate 
property is easily effected by general inquiry and an inspection 
of public or other records usually accessible. 7 

The fact that in a few States of the Union tax laws have been 
adopted which unnecessarily pry into the taxpayers’ private af- 
fairs and are unusually harsh and offensive furnishes no argu- 
ment why they should bə selected as models for the whole United 
States. They are exceptional in their character andshould not 
be followed. 

If they are cited to show their acceptability to the people, I 
might, on the other hand, point to the fact that income taxes 
are so distasteful that. they have been tolerated in only a very 
limited number of States. 

Neither does the circumstance that the Government. in the 
collection of our customs duties insists upon the N of 
the baggage of passengersentering the country, in order to pre- 
vent frauds upon the revenue—and sometimes searches their 
persons—afford any justification for the enactment of an income 


tax, the collection of which must largely depend upon uisi- 
torialproceedings. One procedure is necessary and unavoidable, 
A 


. 


- 


1 


3560 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. 


APRIL 9, 


the other is not. Ons law is framed principally to reach for- 
eigners and strangers entering the country, while the other 
applies almost entirely to our own citizens. One has the safe 
precedents of centuries to support it, the other is the modern or 
at least the bad inyention of monarchical governments. 

A municipality has the right to compel individual vaccination 
in the interest of the public health, but this reasonable and in- 
dispensable exercise of authority would afford no excuse for the 
establishment of an elaborate system for the enforced general 
attendance of public physicians upon individual citizens and 
their families. Thereisreason in all things, and one necessary 
and proper encroachment upon the absolute personal freedom 
of the citizen should not bs made the pretext for other and more 
extensive ones, which are obnoxious to a free people and con- 
sistent only with despotism. 

ITS BAD FEATURES. 

This bill compels the taxpayer, under severe pains and pen- 
alties, to make a return under oath of his income, whereby he 
discloses all his private affairs and business to the agents of the 
Government; anit if in the opinion ie mere belief—of such agents 
the return is false, fraudulent, or contains any misstatement, 
they may arbitrarily summon the citizen before them with all 
wa books and papers, and compol him to submit to examination 
under oath. Thay may question, cross-examine, and annoy him 
to their heart's content. Taere is no limit fixed anywhere. 

The hearing is conducted in secret; there is no tribunal or 
judge to regulate or check them; no one to prevent improper, 

mpertinent, or insulting questions; no one to protect the wit- 
ness in his rights—he refuses to answer at his peril. Neither is 
that all; they may enter into and upon his premises,” and pre- 
sumably into the very sanctity of his home to obtain from their 
own view,” as the statute says, any additional information they 
may desire. 
All this is to be tolerated and sanctioned by a free people to 
enable the Government in time of peace to extort from a limited 
| class engaged in laudable occupations, who, by reason of their 
| good fortune, their brains, their enterprise, or their pluck, have 
| accumulated a little more of this world's goods than their fel- 


| lows, when other and ample and better sources of revenue are 


always accessible. The provisions of this bill are dangerous in 
theextreme. What temptations they offer; of what abuses they 
are capable; what vast powers they confer! 

These officials of the Government, intrusted with these enor- 
mous powers, would not hold their positions for life or during 
good behavior as in European countries where income taxes are 
fostered, but they would be partisans, subservient and anxious 
to please —removable at pleasure. 

at opportunities such laws and such officials would afford 

to an unscrupulous administration desiring to assail and ae A 

its political adversaries or to build up a personal faction of its 
1 


own! 

This bill also provides for the official supervision of the busi- 
ness of corporations by requiring all their transactions to be 
spread upon their books and to be open to the inspection at all 
5 times of ‘‘any internal-revenue officer or agent.” 
The House bill sought to restrict such inspection so that it 
should only be had whenever necessary for the purpose of veri- 
fying the returns made by such corporations, and at no other 

me; but the Finance Committee, 1 under the lead 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], whose zeal in 
behalf of this tax seems to have outrun his discretion, have 
amended the House bill so as to remove all such restrictions 
and to place the books of such corporations absolutely at the 
disposal of the officials at all times. 

ITS POWERS WILL BE ABUSED. 
But it is said that these extraordinary powers and privileges 


“a 
oy may not be abused, and it is also urged that the provisions pun- 


ishing by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment not 
exceeding a year, or both, atthe discretion of the court, any offi- 
cial who makes Pao any information obtained by him in the 
discharge of his duties, are sufficient to prevent disclosures of 
the citizen's business and private affairs. 

Experience has demonstrated that such penal provisions af- 
ford little protection to the people. There are statutes which 
forbid the disclosure of the contents of telegrams, but leaks are 
constantly discovered. Grand juries are sworn to secrecy, but 
their proceedings often prematurely reach the public ear. The 
executive sessions of our Senats are secret, but the newspapers 
generally manage in some mysterious way to find out all they 
ought to know. = 

ur post-office officials are human and curious, and hence se- 
vere statutes do not prevent frequent complaints of the opening 
of letters. It is evident thatthe chief reliance of the citizen for 


the secrecy of his business and private affairs must be upon the 
absence of any law, no matter how strict, compelling their dis- 
closure to any one, x : 


The people of this country nearly everywhere enjoy the priv- 


ilege of a secret ballot, but they would regard that privilege as 
abridged and that secrecy as absolutely 3 if the con- 
tents of their ballot were required to be exhibited to the inspec- 
tors, although such inspectors were sworn to secrecy and a dis- 
closure were made a penal offense. It is immaterial to me how 


Senators, unmindful of the personal rights and liberties of the 


eople, may regard the conceded inquisitorial features of this 

ill But it is a satisfaction to know that the best thought 
and the fairest minds of the nation are opposed to them. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Boyd 
vs. United States (116 U. S. Rep., 631) expressed its opinion of 
similar legislation in the following vigorous language: 

Any compulsory discovery, by extorting the party’s oath or compelling 
the production of his private books and papers to convict him of a crime or 
to forfeit his property, is contrary to the principles of a free government. 

It is abhorrent tg the instincts of an Englishman. It is abhorrent to the 
instincts ot an American. It may suit the 8 of despotic power, but 
25 AS not abide ths pure atmosphere of political liberty and personal free- 


Icommend these patriotic and pertinent utterances to the at- 
tention of the apologists for this bill. 

The provisions of this bill violate the spirit of the constitu- 
tional provision which declares that the right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects against 
unreasonable searches and seizures 9 — 1 not be violated.” 

The appliances of compulsory. examination and inspection 
which the bill invokes render its provisions extremely odious 
and antagonize the citizens’ sacred right of privacy. The re- 
cent experiences in South Carolina illustrate the difficulties 
often attending the enforcement of an unpopular law: 

ELEMENTS OF INJUSTICE AND INEQUALITY. 


The public should not, bs misled into the belief that only those 
whose incomes exceed $4,000 are affected by this bill. That is 
a mistaken idea. 

In the first place, all those having incomes less than $4,000 but 
more than $3,500 are put to the annoyance of making sworn re- 
turns, and they neglect it at their peril. iste section 56.) 

In the second pinoa; it may reasonably be apprehended that 
some portion of the tax paid will reimburse itself by an increase 
of rents where the income was derived from that source. State 
taxes upon land regulate to some extent the amount of the rent 
demanded by the landlord. So poor tenants may be affected in 
some degree as well as rich landlords. The bill seriously af- 
fects the rights and interests, as they have been heretofore en- 
joyed; of building and loan associations throughout the country 

ncorporated under State laws. The Senate amendments donot 
cure the defects complained of. 

The salaries of State, county, and municipal officers are ex- 
empt (necessarily so, as is alleged), while the salaries of faithful 
employés in private employment—their next-door. neighbors 
perhaps—are subject to the tax. 

The professional man will feel more keenly the tax upon his 
salary than one whose income is derived from invested property. 

At every point there is an element of injustice and inequality 
which renders an income tax indefensible except as a war tax. 
That portion of the act which provides for a tax upon live- 
stock, wool, butter, cheese, beef, etc., and 4 productions 
from real estate,“ less the amount expended in the purchase or 
production of said stock or produce,” and which allows ‘‘ neces- 
sary expenses actually incurred in carrying on any business, 0c- 
cupation or profession,” to be deducted in estimating the income, 
opens the door for evasions, virtual frauds, fictitious or extrav- 
agant expenses, overcharges, and a hundred different means 
whereby the income will be reduced, without actual fraud or 
perjury, and there is no practical remedy. The enforcament of 
the law will descend into a system of favoritism, will lead to 
endless litigations, and the revenues derived will be disappoint- 
ne IT IS UNDEMOCRATIC AND UNJUST. 

Let me inquire whence came this recent and unnecessary 
clamor for the imposition of an income tax as the policy of the 
Government? Nothing was heard in its behalf on the part of 
either of two great political parties in the campaign of 1892. 
Neither the Republican nor Democratic platform proposed any 
such method of raising revenues. No prominent Democrat or Re- 
publican suggested any such measure, Its approval was limited 
to the platform of the newly formed Populist party, and its ad- 
vocacy was restricted to Populist orators. 

But po sooner was the campaign of 1892 ended than we find it 
seriously proposed by a Democratic Congress to steal the thun- 
der of the Populist party by adopting one of its principles. I 
object to becoming a particeps criminis in any such larceny. I 

rotest inst the Democratic party being made a tail to the 

opulist kite. I deny the right of a Democratic Congress to 
e new principles for our party not sanctioned by its repre- 
sentatives in national convention duly assembled. 
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We must look in vain to find a single utterance in favor of the 
scheme of Federal income taxation in any Democratic national 
platform from the organization of the Government down to the 

resent hour. Yet in spite of this record this scheme has been 
Injected into a revenue-tariff bill (so called) and the support of 
the measure as a whole is sought to be made the test of our 
Democracy. For one I repudiate any such doctrine and decline 
to recognize any such test. 

The Constitution of the United States may well be invoked in 
this discussion. 

A careful perusal of that instrument shows that its framers 
contemplated that the revenues of the Government should be 
mainly derived from duties upon imports. 

It is true that the power to impose internal taxes and direct 
taxes was conferred upon Congress . with the power to 
collect import duties, yet it was only the latter field of taxation 
that the States were forbidden to encroach upon. 

Article I, section 10, subdivision 2, of the Constitution, pro- 
vides as follows: 

No State shall, without the consent of the Congress, lay any imposts or 
duties on imports or exports. * * * 

This source of revenue being thus expressly aud exclusively 
reserved for the General Government, while all other sources 
were permitted to remain open to the States, it indicates the 
intention of our early statesmen that the needs of the Govern- 
ment should be or were expected to be supplied practically from 
tariff taxation alone. 

From that sole source they have always been supplied during 
all Administrations from the early history of the country, save 
during the war period, with the addition, however, since then 
of internal taxes upon liquors and tobacco (and one or two minor 
articlesor sources), which for exceptional reasons, apparent to all, 
have been approved or tolerated. But aside from these excep- 
tions the policy of the Government has been uniform in favor of 
taxation upon imports rather than internal taxation or direct 
taxes, as a means of supplying the necessary revenues. 

PRESIDENT CLEVELAND ON RECORD. 

President Cleveland in his second annual message in 1886 ap- 
proved this course in the following language: 

It has been the policy of the Government to collect the principal part of 
its revenues by a tax upon imports; and no change in this policy ts desirable. 

Yet the fact can not be disguised that notwithstanding these 
accumulated evidences of Democratic sentiment, the authors of 
this bill in the House deliberately set themselves at work to 
make extreme reductions, unnecessary changes, and violent al- 
terations in existing tarift rates—rates not warranted by exist- 
ing business conditions and lower than in the Mills bill—for the 
very purpose of creating a necessity for the imposition of a tax 
upon incomes. 

DESIGNED AS A PERMANENT POLICY. 

This proposed tax is not advocated as a temporary expedient; 
there is no limitation fixed to its duration, but it is boldly pro- 
posed as a permanent policy of the Government; its injustice is 
vigorously defended, its discriminations are heartily approved, 
and its illy-concealed sectionalism is unblushingly excused. 

The Ways and Means Committee of the House, as well as the 
House itself and the Senate Finance Committee, refused to fix 
a definite term for the continuance of this tax. 

It is clear that it was not designed for temporary relief merely, 
but if once enacted will stand, like every other portion of the 
bill, until repealed. 

The country should not be deceived upon this subject, nor be 
misled by specious promises of relief not contained in the meas- 
ure itself, nor indulge in the vain hope that if once established 
the clamor for its continuance will soon die out. The character 
of the speeches made in the, House in its favor, the appeals of 
that portion of the press which favor it, and all the reasons 
which are publicly and privately urged for its enactment, pro- 
ceed upon the theory that it ought to become and is intended 
to become a part of our pirmine system of Federal taxation. 
That is the goal for which its friends are struggling, and they 
will be satisfied with nothing less. 

The plain issue which we are to meet is indirect versus direct 
taxation. 

Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, of Brooklyn, a theoretical reformer 
and an intelligent and earnest disciple of Mr. Henry George’s 
single-tax theory, as well as anadvocate of anincome tax, began 
his able address before the Ways and Means Committee on Oc- 
tober 16 last, as follows: 

Itis high time that some form of practically direct taxation should be re- 
sorted to by the Federal Government. 

It should, however, be stated that Mr. Shearman opposed an 
individual income tax, but favored the taxation of incomes from 
certain corporate investments. I have not been informed who, 
=f anybody, favored an individual income tax before that com- 
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We do not contend that the 28 of taxation upon imports 
absolutely prevents all inequality or injustice. It is of course 
not a perfect system. Equal and exact justice to each individual 
citizen is not possible under any method of taxation likely to be 
devised. But Federal taxation upon foreign importations—tax- 
ation upon consumption, if you please—indirect taxation imposed 
upon what you buyand use—is preferable to direct taxation of 
any kind. The fathers of the Republic so regarded it when ey 
adopted tariff taxation as the best means for securing Fede 
revenues. They may have been mistaken, and possibly we are 
wiser than they were. 

But it has proved reasonably satisfactory for over a hundred 
years, producing ample revenues for the national necessities, ex- 
cept during the crisis of war,and no political party has ventared 
openly to declare for its total abandonment, and to propose di- 
rect taxes in place thereof. It answers a twofold purpose, to 
wit: First, the direct or principal Led gins of providing reve- 
nue; second, the indirect or incidental purpose of protecting 
home producers, manufacturers, and laborers from ruinous for- 
eign competition. : 

Revenue is the primary object of a tariff, and allelse is merely 
secondary or incidental thereto, 

I do not propose at this time to discuss the difference or the 
merits of the two policies arising out of tariff taxation, to wit, 
a tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection, the one the Dem- 
ocratic, the other the Republican policy. These points of dis- 

ute I am not now considering, but expect to do so at a future 


y. 5 f 

The point which I am now endeavoring to make is that under 
tariff taxation in general, ample revenues have not only been de- 
rived, but at the same time the industries of the country have 
augmented, manufactures have prospered, workingmen have 
found remunerative employment, labor has been properly 
shielded from foreign competition, and the best and highest in- 
terests of the whole country have been subserved; many of which 
beneficent results would have been impossible under any sys- 
tem of internal or direct taxation. 

In fact, Iam here to declare my belief that the complete sub- 
stitution of internal, direct, or income taxes for tariff taxes 
would prove utterly ruinous to the business interests of this 
country under existing conditions abroad. A partial substitu- 
tion at this time would be pe plac deme disastrous. i 

This bill proposes a suicidal policy when it seeks by its ex- 
treme provisions to discard numerous reasonable tariff duties 
and thereby imperil many industries and create a deficiency in 
necessary revenues, simply for the purpose of affording an op- 

rtunity or excuse for the substitutionof anincometax. There 
is an ample field for genuine tariff reform without a resort to 
such an unwise and dangerous experiment. Innumerable re- 
ductionsin cpa ieee eee e and necessary reductions— 
are perfectly feasible, such as will not create any further defi- 
ciency nor jeopard a single industry. 


WHAT IT MEANS. 


The substitution of internal or direct taxes for custom-house 
taxation, means the reduction of the wages of American work- 
men to the European standards. It means the degradation of 
American labor; it means the deprivation to our workmen of the 
5 and luxuries of life to which they have been accus- 
tomed. : 

Deny it or disguise it as we may, no other result is possible 
under existing European conditions. It is a self-evident p 
osition that well-paid labor can not successfully compete wi 
underpaid labor. In Europe wages are low and labor is de- 
graded; in America wages are high and labor is prosperous, 
elevated, and dignified. The General Government being vested 
with the exclusive power of custom-house taxation and the 
States being prohibited from resorting to it, the Government 
should exhaust that field before intrenching upon others. 

Let me not be misunderstood. Not one dollar of tariff taxa- 
tion should be imposed except what is necessary for the needs 
of the Government, economically administered; but whatever 
those needs are, the necessary revenues therefor should be sup- 
plied from tariff taxation and that alone, save and except the taxes 
upon liquors, oleomargarine, and tobacco, to which the count 
has long been accustomed, and which for obvious reasons nee 
not be disturbed. 

Such a policy is a reasonably consistent one, and should be 
continued. It would be manifestly unfair to the States todiver- 
sify Federal taxation. It is now condensed, simplified, and prac- 
tically exclusive, and should remain so. 


IT DUPLICATES TAXATION. 


A Federal income tax involves multiple taxation in several 
States, where State income taxes al exist. This bill also 
ps peeled tax the dividends of corporations and gifts and in- 

eritances, which are already taxed under State laws in New 


, 
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York and many other States, thereby compelling such States to 
either abandon such form of taxation altogether or to enforce 
and sanction what would clearly be oppressive taxation. The 
duplication of taxes is always objectionable. 

The threadbare argument is urged that wealth escapes taxa- 
tion and that it can best be reached through an income tax. If 
this be true it does not necessarily require a Federal income tax. 
Let those States where wealth is believed to be insufficiently 


taxed reach that wealth through State income taxes or any |- 


other methods which their ingenuity can suggest, and no one 
outside of those States will be heard to object. Surely States 
which refuse to apply the means within their power to equalize, 
h, or render more equitable their own State and local 
taxation ought not to ask the assistance of the General Govern- 
ment to relieve them. 
State and local taxation rather than Federal taxation com- 
ae the principal burden of our taxpayers, and to each State 
conceded the right to frame and execute its own tax laws, 
whereby it can compel the wealth within its own borders to con- 
tribute whatever share of taxation it may determine in its dis- 
cretion to be proper. f 
This is all that any State can reasonably ask. Certainly no 
State can consistently demand that its own prerogativesshall be 
encroached upon and its own revenues imperiled by the General 
Government in order that the State’s own wealth may net escape 


taxation. 
FEDERAL VERSUS STATE AND LOCAL TAXATION, 

The records of the Census Bureau show that in 1890 the State, 
county, and local taxation of the several States of the Union 
amounted in the aggregate to $470,476,927. The total Federal 
taxation (ord nary expenditures) for the last completed fiscal 
year (1893) only amounted to $383,477,954.49, and includimg ex- 
traordinary expenditures amounted-to $461,916,561.94. Of this 
last sum only $205,355,016.73 were realized from customs. It is 
the custom-house taxation particularly which the friends of di- 
rect Federal taxation claim is not paid equally by the people, 
and is so burdensome to the poor man; and yet such taxation is 
not equal to one-half of the State and local taxation. 


WHAT STATES WILL“PAY THE TAX. 


From 1863 to 1873 the former income tax extorted from the 
people anaggregate sum of $347,220,897.86. Of this sum the 

tern States paid 18 p: cent, the Middlo States 53 per cent, 
and together they paid 71 percent. New Yorkalone paid 3. per 
cent. It has not been claimed that these percentages will be 
materially changed if this bill becomes a law. 

These figures speak louder than words. They are significant 
of the selfish purposes of this bill, the real motives behind it, 
and the soures or section from which the votes necessary for its 
passage are expected to be secured. 

Further comment becomes unnecessary. I will only add that 
Lam not ashamed of the fact—on the contrary, I am proud of 
the fact—that New York is the wealthiest State in our Union; 
but I protest that this circumstance should not make her citi- 
zens the target of every vicious schems which discriminates 
against her interests, and especially that the blow should not be 
struck by those political friends who have never appealed to 
her in vain when they have needed evidences of her friendship. 

A STEP TOWARD SOCIALISM. 

It is charged against the friends of a Federal income tax that 
they are artfully driving in the thin edge of a wedge to effect a 
forced redistribution of property. 

Toward such a purpose, were it fixed in the minds of a major- 
ity of voters, the efficiency of every kind of an income tax is un- 
deniable, whether applied in State laws to the profit of classes, 
or in a Federal law to the profit of sections. 

I feel bound to concede that the sincere object of the great 
body of the friends of a Federal tax on incomes is not an experi- 
ment in socialism, is not a swift political suicide, but is the 
straightforward furtherance, after great discouragement and 
2 55 delay the furtherance of tariff reform. 

e choice of a pivot for tariff reform in this bill responds to 
the firm tenacity of the people for relief, but not wisely. The 
choice follows, to be sure, a notable British precedent, but that 
5 is quite irrelevant for America, where Federal and 

tate taxes present no analogy to the foreign agglomeration of 
imperial and local taxation. 

The British Kingdom is straining to-day in the pangs of de- 
centralization. A Federal income tax would lay in the United 

States the great cornerstone of future centralization. The 
choice of some pivot of tarif reform in the United States—that 
is, obtaining revenue from one source in order to discard revenue 
from another source—is a necessity. What pivot had best be 
chosen is pure expediency. The British choice may have been 

~ expedient in Great Britain. An identical or different choice in 
the United States needs to be shown expedient here. Alone 


serving the purpose, or best serving the purpose, of a pivot for 
tariff reform, must bə the test of expediency for an Past tax 
in the United States, even by those who deem it an inoffensive 
and lawful Federal tax. . 

It is obviously inexpedient, if unnecessary. Evidence that it 
is unnecessary for the purpose of itsfriends has been and is now 
offered to their consideration. 

THE ENGLISH PRECEDENT. 


Praises of an income fax which are quoted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD from British books will be found upon ins 
tion to be relative to the demerit of the discarded taxes. De 
Gladstone himself desired to renounce the income tax after it 
had served its turn, conceding thus its injustice and inequality. 

I do not misstate his position. The folowing letter written 
by him in 1892 to a London newspaper explains itself: 

GLADSTONE’S OPINION OF THE INCOME TAX. 
[From the London Pall Mall Gazette.] 

Jam not aware of any practicable method of reforming the inequalities 
and injustices of the incoms tax. For this reason, I with ct Saat Sand pro- 
posed its abolition in 1874; but the country decided otherwise. 

W. E. GLADSTONE. 

JANUARY, 1892. 

That statesman’s act praises good tariff taxation over bid tariff 
taxation, and over income taxation, too. The United States can 
find, upon reflection, a better pivot of tariff reform, and one which 
will not need to be renounced for its own demerits. Praises of 
an income tax and theoretical arguments for it, quoted in the 
RECORD from the British treatises of political economy, will be 
found to rest on the assumption that it be the sole and single 
tax—that it be the exclusive means of defraying government 
expense, from the highest imperial to the lowest police func- 
tions, and that it tolerate no exemptions. 

All such quoted arguments are obviously irrelevanthere. No 
British statesman of rank, so far as I know, differs from Mr. 
Gladstone’s opinion that, as a supplementary tax, the income 
tax in Great Britain, where upon constitutional grounds it is 
eligible, it is as indefensible as it is odious in time of peace, and 
that there it must find its only warrant in the necessities of 
war. 

No American statesman of rank, except Mr. Cleveland, has 
deemed it eligible, since our war experience ef an income tax 
made manifest that here too, in the Northern States, it was gen- 
erally odious. It is a novelty in American politics to make its 
conclusions and procedures deliberately offensive. It is like 
making religion immoral and urbanity noisy, in order to com- 
mend and propagate them. 

IT VIOLATES STATE RIGHTS. 


No such Federal aggrandizement was ever projected—no such 
insidious and deadly assault upon State rights, State powers, and 
State independence, as a Federal income tax. 

Mr. Calhoun would have thought it wasted breath to discuss 
the autonomy of States or the limits of their sovereignty under 
an income tax put up and put down by the Congressin Washing- 
ton. 

Praises of an income tax on the ground that it reaches accu- 
mulated wealth assume that such wealth goes untaxed unless 
reached by Federal laws. The assumption is absurd. 

Arguments for a Federal income tax drawn from the existence 
of State taxes on incomes admit that accumulated wealth is 
reached without Federal laws and confess incroachment upon 
State sources of revenue. a 

Accumulated wealth looms up large in the imagination of the 
foreign socialist. Hisestimate of individual fortunes, published 
in New York newspapers, is always absurdly excessive. His 
moral quality is frankly betrayed in his constant preoccupation 
with the least noble possession of his fellow-creatures. 

A better point of view for the American legislator is the fact 
that the total realized material wealth of the human race is 
computed by the best economists at less than four times its an- 
nual consumption. Every step of progress destroys wealth to 
recreate more. Old printing presses, old cotton-mill machines 
are worthless, 

The constant personal redistribution of realized accumulated 
wealth is a commonplace of the moralists. But its physical and 
economical redistribution is even more swift and general. It 
can not escape taxation in the ceaseless consumption and repro- 
duction which are the condition of its continuing to be wealth. 

THE HOUSE ARGUMENTS. 

To these income-tax arguments sifted from the debate in the 
House, I pay the respect of refutation, because of my entire sym- 
pathy with the tenacious purpose to advance tax reform, which 
is ostensibly behind them. But I must also beg permission very 
respectfully to warn the devoted champions of every Democratic 
aspiration not to neglect principles constitutiona._ and economic 
which are deep-seated in the lifelong convictions of Northern 


Democrats, merely because of the omission of the present Exec- 
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utive to wholly share, remember, or represent them. No hon- 
est and clear-headed man can possibly define a direct tax in terms 
which shall be capable to exclude any sort of income tax from 
the circumscription of the definition. - s 

Nobody ever had a doubt before the war that the constitu- 
tional inhibition, upon that ground alone, was peremptory and 
conclusive. I do not quarrel with the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Springer case; but the doctrine may hereafter be 
repudiated by the present court. Such things have happened 
before. 

The income tax pro by the President, or that incorpo- 
rated in the House bill, or any other sort of Federal income tax, 
is unsuitable for apportionmentamong the several States accord- 
ing to the census of their populations; and neither pretends to 
be uniform, applied to all the net income of each and every citi- 
zen, nor can be. Direct taxation, by definition, making argu- 
mentsuperfluous, is taxation not shifted, distributed, and divided 
by repercussion. i 

A single tax on land has enlightened advocates on the ground 
that it would be distributed, divided, and repercussed with free- 
dom and therefore with equity; that being advanced by the oc- 
cupier of the land it would be distributed according to the use 
of the land, which use is variable while universal—thus resem- 
bling in this point a tax on sugar, for example, which being ad- 
vanced by the importer, would be distributed according to con- 
sum ption—another form of use, variable while universal. 

Direct taxation, on the other hand, of which the poll tax and 
the tax on all incomes at one per centage are perfect illustrations, 
is like an acid which must eat where it falls. 

Arguments for an income tax assert moreover that Congress 
is empowered to apply a rule of inequality and a principle of in- 
justice in order to distribute the rewards of industry and thrift 
otherwise than they are distributed among men acting with in- 
dividual freedom under egual laws. Such a grant of power to 
Congress has not yet been cited. But if such a grant of power, 
after long litigation were found there, or after the long process 
of constitutional amendment were put there, nevertheless the 
test first to be applied just now in the search for sources of rev- 
~ enue would preclude income taxation. 

It is not the most immediate and most adequate remedy for 
the existing lack of revenues and would not aid the revival of 
our prostrateindustries. It is not the best pivot of tariff reform. 
It jeopards genuine tariff reform for another decade. 


AN UNWISE COURSE, 


To double the deficit of 878,000, 000 by way of ending it; to dis- 
card $76,090,090 of annual revenue in order to collect. twice as 
much in other ways; to “embody tariff reform” as the Presi- 
dent imagined himself to be doing in his scheme to substitute 
direct taxes for the tariff taxes which were to be reformed; to 
reconstruct all the schedules instead of amending or discarding 
one group at a time, the worst first and each upon its own de- 
merits; to disturb and distress as many business men as possi- 
ble and all at once, instead of few at a time, isnot a programme 
perfectly matured and suited to conduct the policy and princi- 

le of tariff reform unimpaired through a period of general 
usiness prostration, public deficit, and private bankruptcy. 

For my own part, as a Democrat, I prefer indirect taxation 
and tariff reform above direct taxes and tariff extinction. I pre- 
fer taxing fore ign products rather than taxing home products. 
I follow Jefferson in regarding even the species of indirect taxa- 
tion on home products by internal revenue war taxes as not good 
to be extended and the first to be rid of when their need is 


past. : 
In the language of the Democratic national platform of 1884: 
From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom- 
house have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must con- 
tinue to be. 
In the language of the New York Chamber of Commerce, Jan- 
uary 12, 1894: 


The Chamber of Commerce * è * believe without distinction of party 
lines * * * that in addition to an internal-revenue tax now in force, the 
necessary expenses of the Government should be collected through the cus- 
tom-house. 

The President’s proposal to invert the method of our Federal 
taxation runs precisely counter to the principle and the practice 
preferred by the founders of our Republic, and to which after 
every aberration the apostles of Democracy haye led the re- 
turn. But were all this otherwise, nevertheless, I would first 
and Tommee consider how to add sufficient revenue best and 
soonest. 

I would remember the captains of industry. I would remem- 
ber the breadwinners. And if our Federal revenues, bottomed 
heretofore upon customs duties on foreign products, were here- 
after to be bottomed upon taxes on home products and a few in- 
comes, I could never counsel a President or a Congress to sound 


the tocsin of that revolution in the black midnight following a 
general slaughter-day of all private incomes. 
THE FOREIGN PRECEDENTS. 

The State Department through our consuls in Europe has made 
a collection of income-tax laws—every hideous octopus that is 
sucking out the life-blood of the people of Europe to support war 
navies and war armies—and fetches them over for model exam- 
ples to this land of liberty, this continent of industrial peace, 
Fit models, fine examples! They have taught the draftsmen of 
this bill one lesson too many. They have taught the draftsmen 
of this bill with just what form of words tp constitute a class of 
official highwaymen for blackmailing or plundering every man 
of property in the United States. Isthatharsh? Then Isay that 
were the teachers angele and the pupils better than the best of 
men, no form of words their wit could contrive would fail of 
spawning just that infamy. It is inherent, intrinsic; it sticks 
in the very nature of any Federal income-tax law whatever. 


JEFFERSON'S SENTIMENTS, 


Jefferson’s Fontaineblegu letter has been quoted in this dis- 
cussion. That letter was written on the eve of the French Rev- 
olution. It was written in the presence of those awful social 
wrongs and the political inequality, injustice, and oppression 
from which that historic convulsion ensued. It is actually quoted 
as helpful authority by men favoring an income tax, inacentury, 
a hemisphere, and a state where exists not one of all the affect- 
ing circumstances that Jefferson’s kind heart grieved over, and 
his 3 mind scanned all the darkening sky for peaceful 
methods to relieve. 

The Fontainebleau letter reveals him anew in those power- 
ful yet winning traits which make his life and character the ad- 
miration of every American. Indeed the most impressive ar- 
gument against an American income tax is foreshadowed from 
his thrilling page. It is a fit“ prologue to the swelling act of 
the imperial theme” of the great inaugural address. 

OUR AMERICAN PRINCIPLES OF GOVERNMENT. 

The United States of America have hitherto received and are 
now receiving from the best races of other States, nations, and 
empires, the tribute of a surpassing . without precedent 
in history the praise of the desire of their young men and young 
women to assimilate their lives to ours, and their children’s 
blood with the blood of our children, the praise of their desire 
to escape the burdens of past and future wars and be at peace, 
the praise of their desire to escape from the inequalities of priv- 
ilege to an equality of rights, from European nes, domina- 
tions, hierarchies, c and castes, political, ecclesiastical, or 
social, to an American individual liberty and civil equality, to 
our forms of government, founded upon popular elections, ex- 
pressed in written constitutions, embodied in a permanent union 
of permanent States. 

t may be impracticable that our distinctively American ex- 

riment of individual freedom should go on. Its novelty, as 

own by experience to the earlier immigration, can hardly be 
N to receive full appreciation even from the most in- 
telligent immigrants of the present generation. Our separation 
from the traditions and habits of thought of the Old World was 
so complete that the Declaration of Independence ratified an old 
fact rather than accomplished a new fact. The Constitution of 
the United States confirmed us in the possession of that inde- 
pendent tradition and a complete individual freedom. 

The States which it united, the Federal Government which 
it established, are chiefly remarkable for their inhibitions of 
power, for their limitation of granted powers, for the strength 
and multiplicity of their 1 of individual freedom. ‘The 
sovereignty of the people, incontestible, possessed, fresh like 
the dew of morning in the beginning of our day and not like the 
dust and sweat of centuries of strife, was here first asserted and 
made manifest throughout the whole area of its jurisdiction, in 
its reservations and self-denials, in those limits set to its control, 
ae fortified safeguards of civil equality and individual lib- 
erty. 

Perhaps it isa dream that such a paradise as we have pos- 
sessed could be secure from change. The pick of the foremost 
races of mankind still are streaming hither, but now they bring 
another tradition. They come from that groupof crowded, con- 
tiguous armed camps called Europe. _They have not had train- 
ing for generations in self-government. Some few have had a 
little training in getting possession of large governmental pow- 
ers, existing and long used in disregard of popular rights. 
They have not had the habitude of popular sovereignty uncon- 
tested, popular rights enjoyed like air and water; they have not 
lived in civil equality and individual liberty like ours, guarded 
with eternal vigilance against the very governments our fathers’ 
hands and our own have made, and put bounds to, and unwea- 
riedly repressed. 
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Across the water, among European peoples, human freedom 
enlarges, if it is enlarging, slowly. Out of armed camps not 
et has grown a civil polity which refuses powers to the state 
n order to guard freedom for the man. State powersgrow. If 
individualfreedom anywhere is broadening there, its growth is 
subject to an inheritance from which we completely at one 
stroke escaped, and to hazards hitherto unknown by us. The 
growth of human freedom in Europe is subject to hazards from 
extensive, minute, searching, inquisitorial governmental pow- 
ers, existing, organized, and predominant. ` 

Itis that sort of an inheritance, not our New World sort, 
which the peoples of Europe are called to administer, as one by 
one, after long wrestling with intermarried dynasties, through 
wars and revolutions, they succeed to the substance of sover- 
eignty. Interferences with individual freedom are customary, 
and breed their own tradition. The governments are of mili- 
tant and not industrial pattern. Their machinery is organized 
for repression; has had interference and control for means and 
end. That which was and is the interest of monarchies and 
aristocracies, in becoming the inheritance becomes the tempta- 
tion and the hazard of their democracies. 

THE WEAPON OF MONARCHIES. 

Taxation of all sorts, taxation at every turn, taxation upon in- 
comes, with all the necessary bureaucracy, machinery, and in- 
quisition, has long been the appropriate and most perfected in- 
strument with which European governments have multiplied 
their functions and gelonge their supervision, their control, 
their repression of the people's doings. While the founders of 
our democratie Republic, hiding the taxgatherers in a few sea- 
board custom-houses, bade them remember they were the peo- 
ple’s servants and stick to an inoffensive obscurity, the tax- 

therers of Europe became a fat official class, leaders of the 
5 society, parasites, pupils, and servauts to every occupant of 

a throne. 

The leaders of the democracies who are approaching sover- 
eignty slowly and clutching for the handle of every power whose 
edge they havefelt, dreading the reaction that has followed con- 
fiscation of privileged estates, perceive, or think they see, in the 
taxation of mes a safer and attractive weapon of redress. In- 
stead of the settled supremacy here of man versus the state, 
there we see survivals of an earlier, almost a barbaric, phase of 
human progress, and the war of a class—the poor and the un- 

privileged—to capture the state in order to make reprisals upon 
another Class, the privileged and the rich. 

Taxation is even the favorite organ of more advanced Euro- 
peans who would bottle into the political and corporate struc- 
tures of society those innumerable limitless fountains of social 
beneficence which here have found their widest, deepest flow 
through free lives from the free hearts of free men. So it hap- 
pens that local troubles and a pang phase of the secular prog- 
ress of Democracy in the Old World take on the aspect of 
socialism, whereas in this new world of United States our de- 
mocracy has always been freedom. 

OUR EUROPEAN ADVISERS. 

The nonmigrating European feels a parental superiority and 
duty toward us. European professors announce to American 
professors, who publish and believe it, the birth of a brand new 
political economy for universal 5 From the midst 
of their armed camps between the Danube and the Rhine, the 
professors with their books, the socialists with their schemes, 
the anarchists with their bombs, are all iustructing the people 
of the United States in the organization of society, the doc- 
trines of democracy, and the principles of taxation. Little 
squads of anarchists, communists, and socialists cross the ocean 
and would have us learn of them. No wonder, if their preach- 
ing can find ears in the White House. 

Aneditor residing in Europe, of Hungarian birth, in his New 
York newpaper vocates an income tax designed ultimately 
to put upon nine States between Cape Cod and the Mississippi 
77 per cent, and upon New York alone 30 per cent of the ex- 
penses of the Federal Government. 

That taxation of incomes in the United States would be sec- 
tional and class taxation is precisely why it commends itself to 
some men of the European tradition. Their advocacy is sincere, 
and has one small excuse, that through our own stupidity and 
negligence some parts of our tariff schedules have been shaped 
to enrich a few Carnegies with texts for sermons on triumphant 
democracy and the best use of wealth. 

If Me eyism is socialism for the benefit of the rich, and in- 
come taxing is socialism for the benefit of the poor, no true 

American Democrat will look to the hair of the dog to cure his 
bite. American Democrats will reject socialism of both kinds. 
THE AGGRANDIZEMENT OF GOVERNMENTS. ` 

It is not to be overlooked, moreover, that the chief cost of our 

war of secession is accruing now, not so much in the pension list 


as in the usual war expansions and war aggrandizements of gov- 
ernmental power first usurped in the name of patriotic neces- 
sity,defended in the unrighteous decisions of courts, unrenounced 
by Congress, and tolerated because customary by the people. 

Yet if all the expense of the Federal Government ond be as- 
sessed upon the income of two hundred and fifty multimillion- 
aires who would never know the difference, and if all their for- 
tunes had been acquired otherwise than by free competition un- 
der equal laws, there could be no compensation for wrecking 
our American experiment of individual freedom by giving to 
the officers and taxgatherers of the Federal Government con- 
tact with the contracts, business, or property of individuals 
within the States. 

In the official class our fathers saw the natural magnifiers of 
government and expanders of its functional areas. They es- 
chewed its systematic domination and espionage. They gave 
the Federal taxgatherers no mission to draw up all things to a 
central head at this Capitol. They virtually dissolved that Old 
World institution, the standing army of tithe-takers. They es- 
chewed direct taxes to punish thrift and penalize prosperity. 
They derived the revenues of the Federal Government from 
taxes levied at the seaboard upon things of foreign origin 
brought forconsumption here. Thusavoiding every risk of du- 
pices or overlapping taxation, they left to the undiminished 

tate, city, county, neighborhood authority, also undiminished 
all the great sources of revenue. 

Europeanizing this America, the lovely cynosure of nations, 
would soon make it worth no man’s while to climb the sea wall 
of our paradise. Its natural, almost unavoidable, invasion by 
foreign traditions, unfamiliar to our vital air of perfect liberty, 
is already great, continuous, increasing. While we welcome 
the immigrant, let us keep safe the inestimable though unvalued 
jewel of our great state. If we owe that which is unique in our 
American freedom to that which is unique in the partition, the 
limitation, the inhibition of government powers, let us now stand 
fast for the confines of that sovereignty ‘‘ within whose circuit 
is Elysium.” 

THE PRACTICAL QUESTIONS. 

The House bill created a deficiency in the revenues necessary 
for the Government. 

It then became the duty of the Senate Finance Committee to 
supply that deficiency, which they proceeded to discharge. 
What were the questions which presented themselves to that 
committee at the outset of their endeavors and which now con- 
front this Senate in its final action? 

I conceive them to be these: 

What imported articles, if tariffed, will best and soonest end 
the growing Treasury deficit, and so remove a chief hindrance 
to the release of capital and employ of labor? Can one or more 
be found from which revenue will be immediate, continuous, 
sufficient, of unquestioned legality so as not to be delayed b 
years of strife in the courts, of use and distribution universal, 
possible, so that the burden may be least felt? Can the revenue 
therefrom be collected in the lump at the seaboard, and final 
payment made by 66,000,000 consumers at the most convenient 
time and way, namely, just before consumption in a small addi- 
tion to its price? 

Can the whole addition to the price of the tariffed article be- 

ond its price if not tariffed, being all the tax, go to the Federal 
8 without abatement, stop the growing deficit and re- 
lease the deadlock of our industrial energies? I would hazard 
no steps in the mere revision of taxation except secure and solid 
steps, each one justified by the result of the previous step, and 
accompanied every one by the confidence of the massof the peo- 

le instead of by their dread and fear. 


vatism of our progress in revenue reform. The McKinley bill 
lost the country to our opponents by its extreme features in one 
direction, and we should avoid the opposite extreme. 


TAX ON CONSUMPTION. 


Tax on consumption” is another current phrase that shuts off 
light. It puts blinders on men and prevents their seeing how 
many considerations should have weight in choosing a tariff 
tax, and that if a tax be a tax on consumption, thatis no reason 
for rejecting it, even if there were twenty good reasons for re- 
jecting it on other grounds. i. 

All tariff taxes, and ninety-hundredths of all possible internal- 
revenue taxes, are taxes on consumption. The time of consump- 
tion varies. An anchor may take twenty years—an orange two 
minutes. Justas the correlative of buying is selling, justas the 
counterpart of money is commodity, so the correlative of con- 
sumption is production, and in each of these two correlatives is 
the other's being, end, and aim. It is to consume that we pro- 
duce; it is to produce that we consume. Neither process can be 
stayed, yet a man live, or a state, or the race. 


my counsels were 
eeded I would surprise and satisfy the country by the conser- . 


1894, 


Whereabouts in the eternal round shall we tap for taxation? 

How plain it is now, when a mere phrase no longer shuts off 
vision, that for purposes of taxation toward the public expense 
and general welfare, consumption should be tapped and not pro- 
duction. - Increased production of whatever is good and neces- 
sary for consumption is palpably everybody’s interest. Other 
things being equal, price falls as production increases, making 
consumption less costly. Wantsare satisfied by production, and 
nobody can contract himself out of everybody’s similar interest 
in its increase. 

But there is no such universal and similar interest of every- 
body in anybody's consumption. That is the individual's affair, 
and his consumption offers the least injurious point of taxation 
for him in every individual case. Another merit of taxes on 
consumption is that they are surmounted in detail, and paid 
at the will of the consumer in the enhancement of price. If 
noted, they are self-assessed, with the least inconvenience atthe 
best time, in the smallest sum; or they are declined and avoided 
without illegality. 

If a thing were homogeneous, and its consumption were univer- 
sal, if its bulk were considerable but its cost small, such qualities 
combined would make that thing the most perfect distributor, 
through voluntary consumption, of anequitable taxation. Assur- 
edly in our Federal Government we may well regard a distribu- 
tive equality as the best character of its taxation, leaving to 
State, municipal, and local taxation exemptions of burdens which, 
as varying from the general mass of our citizenship and prop- 
erty, or for reasons apart from revenue, or for considerations 
other than common and equal toall, local authorities with local 
knowledge and closer watch-care for any exceptional purpose 
may impose. 

THE HOUSE VERSUS THE SENATE. 

The Finance Committee, in their effort to modify the House 
bill so as to realize a sufficiency rather than a deficiency of rev- 
enue, selected sugar as one of such articles deemed proper for 
tariff taxation, and provided for a moderate duty thereon. Ido 
notquestion the wisdom of their present action. But such con- 
clusion should have been fo llowed by an elimination of the in- 
come tax rendered doubly unnecessary by the imposition of a 
sugar duty. 

tis difficult to reconcile the House bill with correct princi- 
ples of revenue reform or with the previously expressed senti- 
ments of some of its authors. The cultured chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee [Mr. WILSON] in his article pub- 
lished in the North American Review of January last, criticising 
the McKinley bill, said as follows: 


Raw sugars were our chief revenue-produeing articles on the customs 
list, and so it (the McKinley law) wiped out the duties upon them with the 
virtuous cry of “a free breakfast table for the workingmen.” Both these 
taxes (tobacco and sugar) were in a just and proper senserevenue taxes. The to- 
bacco tax should not have been touched, because it went directly into the 
Treasury from the pocket of the taxpayer and was burdensome upon no one. 
The su tax might very properly have been reduced, but should not have 
deen entirely abolished, because of all the items in the it carried the 
largest proportionate amount of what the people paid into the Treasury. 


Yet the House bill which bears Mr. WILSON’s honored name 
actually followed the McKinley bill in rejecting a duty upon raw 


augers: 
n that same article Mr. WILSON mildly advocated a corporate 
income tax, but did not favor an individual income tax. In 
speaking of the latter he admitted that it would be “universally 
evaded” and “easily lend itself to fraud, concealment, and per- 
jury,“ and its administration would be “ necessarily accompanied 
iy aome exasperating and some demoralizing incidents.” He 
favored a corporate income tax because ‘‘such a tax would not be 
atax upon individual thrift, energy, or enterprise, but in the main 
upon the earnings of invested capital.” 

Mr. WILSON, in his eloquent speech in the House on February 
1 last, admitted that he “had some doubt as to the expediency 
of a personal income tax at this time,” and expressly stated that 
he did not concur in the policy of attaching an income tax to 
the tariff bill.” 

Yet in spite of his own personal judgment and evidently sin- 

are protestations, an individual income tax, which taxed not 
only "invested capital” but also individual thrift, energy 
and enterprise“ —Was actually attached to this tariff bill, and 
Mr. WILSON was persuaded to support it. 
NO CLASS SHOULD PAY ALL THE TAXES. 

I have no patience with the demagogic clamor which is con- 
stantly demanding that the rich shall pay all the taxes. 

Those who thoughtlessly repeat this cry need to be reminded 
that this Government is not aplutocracy, but a Republic. Here 
manhood suffrage almost universally prevails, and property 
qualifications for political positions of honor and trust are nearly 
everywhere prohibited. The highest positions in the land are 
open to the aspirations of the poorest and most obscure youth 
anywhere to be found. 
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It is fitting that it should be so. But the poor man who owns 
no real estate or personal property pays nothing directly toward 
State, county, or municipal taxation—nothing toward the free 
schools which his children attend, nothing toward the mainte- 
nance of the highways over which he travels, nothing toward the 
expenses of the courts where his rights are vindicated and his 
wrongs redressed, nothing for lighted streets, police protection, 
public hospitals, jails, or almshouses, and nothing for the church- 
at which he worships, because here we have no established re- 
ligion; and if it were not for custom-house taxation—taxation 
upon consumption—he would pay not a farthing toward the 
support of the Government which protects him and under which 
he enjoys the blessings and privileges of a free and independent 
citizen. 

Itis through this much-abused system of tariff taxation—much 
abused by its enemies, and misused or carried toextremes some- 
times by its friends—that we are enabled to equalize somewhat the 
burdens of government. It may be safely asserted as an equitable 
principle, involving no hardship to anyone, that citizens with- 
out ownership of real estate or taxable personal property, con- 
stituting the most numerous class in every community, and who 
pay no State or local taxes, ought to contribute something toward 
the expenses of the General Government under which they live; 
and to enforce the performance of such patriotic obligation the 
system. of indirect taxation based on duties upon foreign imports 
affords the least offensive method. 

If the contention that the rich should pay all the taxes and 
the poor be exempted therefrom is well founded, then it ma; 
well be urged that the rich should monopolize the suffrages an 
offices of the country. è 

The very fact that every citizen is obliged to contribute some- 
thing, no matter how little, toward the expenses o! govern- 
ment, whether he owns property or not, fortifies his right to the 
elective franchise and augments his claim for political prefer- 
ment. He should regard it as a privilege conferred upon him, 
a shield against political ostracism; it increases his dignity and 
influence; and he naturally takes a keener interest in public af- 
fairs. The true welfare of the community is subserved by this 
system of indiregt taxation which reaches all, but oppresses 
none. 

Jam opposed to any income tax which wholly or in part pro- 
poses to supersede this wise and useful method of taxation. 

In the year 187576 a commission of most distinguished and 
reputable gentlemen S by the governor of New York 
reported to the Legislature of that State in favor of a scheme 
of municipal government whereby only those who owned prop- 
erty and paid local taxes should be entitled to vote for the mu- 
1 re cers vested with the control or disbursement of pub- 

c funds, 

It was plausibly argued that citizens who contribute nothing 
to the support of the municipality ought not in common fairness 
to be permitted to control its improvements, to authorize its 
public works, or to spend its revenues, while the class who pay 
all the municipal taxes, if in the minority, are compelled to ac- 
quiesce. The argument, if carried out to its legitimate conclu- 
sion, would favor a plutocratic, rather than a democratic, form 
of government, and additional weight would attach to it if citi- 
zens who pay no local taxes should also be exempt from all Fed- 
eral taxation. 

It is u significant fact that the Constitution, which requires 
noproperty qualification and recognizes manhood suffrage, should 
at the same time provide for tariff taxation as a source of reve- 
nue which is set apart exclusively as the property or function 
of the General Government, and conveying the idea that such 
suffrage and indirect tariff taxation were intended to be insep- 
arable—one to mitigate or to justify the other, 


THE POPULATION VERSUS THE TAXPAYERS, 


The comptroller of the city of New York semiofiicially in- 
forms me that the number of individual taxpayers in the city of 
New York is about 109,000. Vet that city has a population of 
1,801,739 according to the State census of 1892, and of 1,515,301 
according to the Federal census of 1890. 

The disproportion between taxpayers and population may not 
be so large in some other cities, but it is believed that in almost 
every city and section of the country the population is ten times 
greater than the number of individual taxpayers. The fact that 
nine-tenthsof our population pay nothing directly toward State, 
county, and local taxation adds force to the argument that they 
4 continue to be reached indirectly through tariff legisla- 
tion. 

NO NEED OF AN INCOME TAX. 


The next point which I desire to submit is that the necessi- 
ties of the asury do not require an income tax. This propo- 
sition can be easily and clearly demonstrated. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report estimates 
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that the amount needed for the support of the Government for 
the next fiscal year will bo $448,303,789.93. He also estimates 
that upon the basis of existing laws the revenues for the same 


period will be as follows: 2 

A ²⁰ M. ˙— AA st E 8190. 000, 000. 00 

From internal revenuett kk ³ ü 160, 000, 000. 

From miscellaneous sonroes t 20, 000, 000. 00 

POOM POSER! a nase A E A A E SA E N 84, 427, 748. 44 
Total estimated revenues. 454, 427, 748. 41 


Permit me to observe atthe outset that this (Wilson) bill as 
it passed the House, discarded existing tariff revenue to the 
amount of $73,680,418 80, as accurately figured by Treasury ex- 

ris, Senator VOORHEES in his spesch states the amount to 

$76,670,000, and for the purposes of this discussion we will 
assume the latter amount to be correct. This large reduction 
created a deficiency in the amount absolutely necessary to be 
realized for the support of the Government. The Ways and 
Means Committee recognized that fact and in their report to 
the House accompanying the tariff portion of this bill declared 
that they intended thereafter to provide “ internal-revenus tax- 
ation, which will make up any deficit of public revenue.” (See 
their report of December 19, 1893.) 

Thereafter and before the bill passed the House, the income 
tax (330,000,900) and an additional tax on spirits ($10,000,000) 
were added, but even this increase left a large deficiency, ac- 
cording to then official estimates. 

Yet many overzealous friends and impatient ak pers de- 
manded that the Senate should immediately pass this bill—with 
its conceded defects exactly as it came from the House, regard- 
less of the embarrassments to the Goyernment which it might 
hereafter create. 


With them a surplus or deficiency was an entirely immaterial | 


cons deration. 

The Senate Financo Committee, realizing the insufficiency or 
inadequacy of this bill, proczeded to amend it by making provi- 
sion for additional revenus. The able chairman of that com- 
mitt2e, in his recent speech, said: 

The criticisms which assailed the bill as it came from the House because it 
created a deficiency in the Treasury no longer apply. We sent a measure 
full freighted with revenue for every cali that can be made on the Republic 
athomsand abroad, and with a surplus besides of $20,389,245. 

According to this statement the bill has “ jumped out of the 
frying pan into the flre.“ From a deficiency there has arisen an 
immoderate surplus. One extreme has been succeeded by an- 
other. The committee made many changes, taking sugar, iron, 
coal, lead, and other articles from the free listand making them 
dutiable, and providing for a tax upon sugar estimated by offi- 
cial experts to realize $41,822,623.61, and an additional tax on 
spirits from which $10,000,000is anticipated. Yet, notwithstand- 
ing these large additionso! revenue sources to the bill, the com- 
mittes still retained the income tax. 

Let us see how the figures now stand. Secretary Carlisle’s 
estimute in his annual report was as follows: 


Expenditures. 


22 


Interest 


Here are the revenues expected to be realized under this bill: 


Receipts. 


Internal revenue (under existing laws) 
Postal (under existing laws) 
Miscellaneous (under existing laws) 20, 000, 000. 00 
Customs under pend bill as estimated by Treasury ex- 
peris, Including 811,822. 631.61 for ar duties .. 168,361, 000. 00 
Additional internal reveuue to pen bill, as follows: 


en ðͤ nner ene hap 8 480, 788, 768, 09 
Summary statement. 

:: w . . $180, 788, 766. 00 

Lape aoe TT * 448, 00 

% oo ea eg ae Pea EINSA dn be seated ae 32, 481, 977. 00 


‘These figures thus show an excess of revenue over expendi- 
tures of $32,481,977, being $3,092,732 larger surplus than admit- 
ted in Senator VOORHEES’S unofficial statement. 

They establish the fact that the proposed income tax, esti- 
mated at $3,000,000, is not required for any legitimate purposes 
of the Government. 

Anamendment to the bill striking out that tax would still 
leave a surplus of $2,481,977. 


Besides, it is now apparent that tho estimate of $162,631.570 
for pensions contained in Mr. Carlisle’s report was inaccurate, 
and may be safely redueed to $140,000,099.or $145,000,000. Sen- 
ator VOORHEES’S speech virtually concedes as much, and his 
own statement of the sum required reduces the amount to $145,- 
090,099 see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 26, No. 92, page 
4157), being-$17,631,570 less than previous estimates, which sum 
added to the $32,481,977 surplus before mentioned makes a total 
surplus of $50,113,547 under this bill as amended by the Finance 
Committee. 

Upon reflection it may be confidently asserted that the pension 
expenditure for the next fiscal year will not exceed $140,000,000, 
as there has been a steady decrease of late under the present 
vigilant administration of our pension laws, The expenditures 
for the first nine months of the present year have been only 
$107,151,496, and at that rate for the remaining three months the 
amount for the whole year will be only $142,858,661.° A conserv- 
ative estimate, therefore, would deduct the further sum of $5,000,- 
000 (over and above the $17,631,570 previously deducted) from 
the amount originally announced, which should be added to the 
surplus already assured ($50,113,547), making a grand total of 
$55,113,547. Mr. Edward Atkinson estimates that the amount 
required for pensions for 189 - 105 will not exceed $135,000,000. 

The situation, then, may be summarized as follows: 


Receipts under Senate bill ...-..-..-- 2242-2. 2-22 eee 8180, 766, 00 
Expenditures for fiscal year 1805. 4 E 5. 00 
r E alee ates Manet bothers aeons aoa! 118, 547. 00 
DOAUSLINGOMS FAK EP L EE a ccs y 000, 000. 00 
Surplus without income ta 22, 113, 547. 00 


If Mr. Atkinson is correct, then, $5,000,000 more may be 
added to this surplus. . 

Two points should not be overlooked bearing upon the ques- 
tion of increased revenues: First, that under these figures no al- 
lowance has been made for the possibility of increased importa- 
tions under reduced duties; second, no allowance has been made 
for the probability of such increase under anticipated revived 
conditions of trade. Neither of these important considerations 
can well be ignored. 

The estimates of importations anticipated under this bill are 
based upon the actual importations during the last complete 
fiscal year ending June 30,1893. The extreme duties imposed 
under the existing McKinley law during that year are alleged 
to have largely prevented importations which would otherwise 
have been received or at least been possible under lower duties. 
Of course, enormous duties—oftentimes styled prohibitory du- 
ties—tend to 5 importations, while experience has shown 
that frequently the imposition of lower duties has increased the 
revenues by materially increasing the importations. 

Commercial depression naturall diminishes importations, as 
it blocks the wheels of trade and invites economies of every 
character. The latter half of the fiscal year 1892-93 was largely 
affected by the mone panic, and it is not unreasonable to be- 
lieve that the business disturbances incident therato may have 
materially diminished the importations from what they other- 
wise would likely have been. 

No official nor semiofficial estimates have been furnished us — 
nor have I undertaken to make any figures at this time—of the 
increased revenues which may reasonably be anticipated under 
this bill, as now amended, on account of the two considerations 
which I have mentioned. It is sufficient, however, to declare 
that large increases of revenue are probable, which will swell 
the surplusto huge proportions if the income tax or the sugar tax 
shall still be retained. Neither have I ventured to consider the 
economies and reforms which are likely to be instituted in the 
various departments of the Government, and which are always 
probable under a Democratic Administration, from which large 
reductions in expenditures may be expected. 

Mr. President, these figures which Fher submitted speak for 
themselves. They demonstrate that the only plausible ground 
upon which the income tax was first sought to be imposed, to 
wit, that it was actually needed to meat the necessities of the 
Government, has been thoroughly exploded. 

This is not my individual conclusion alone. The country so 
regards it. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Massachusetts, a distinguished polit- 
ical economist. in a recent article to the Boston Herald, in speak- 
ing of the Senate amendments to this bill says: - 

The pretext that an income tax may be needed to cover a deficiency that 
would o! occur therefore falis to the ground. 

Concerning this tax, he then adds that 

Economically considered, I deem it a war tax of last resort when all the 
other sources have failed. 

If in the face of these facts—if in the light of these figures— 
if in spite of the honest and sincere eee which t tax 
naturally engenders from the people of that great section of the 


o 
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country which I have the honor in part to represent on this 
floor a people as patriotic, as loyal, as generous, and as philan- 
thropic as those of any other section, I repeat if notwithstand- 
ing these things which ought surely in common fairness to lead 
to the elimination of this obnoxious feature of this bill, its rə- 
tention shall still be insisted upon by the unwise and misguided 
andassumed champions of tariff reform in this Congress, and 
defeat shall await the whole bill, let the responsibility fall upon 
the heads of those where it properly belongs. 


A DEFENSE OF NEW YORK'S BUSINESS MEN. 


T listened the other day with considerable interest to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Indiana in his fierce denunciations of 
the people in this country who have been fortunate enough to 
8 u competence. He nearly exhausted the vocabulary 
of abuse in the anathemas which he hurled against them. 

He rebuked their narrow and corroding selfishness,” their 
dangerous pretensionsand intolerable arrogance;” he described 
their“ brutal dictation;“ he upbraided “ their unjust, relentless, 
unsparing, and insolent’ conduct; he pictured their wealth as 
the “illegitimate ofspriug of governmental paternalism,” and 
characterized them as without “gratitude or love of country:“ 
he imputed to them an intention and willingness to commit per- 
jury and other crimes‘ for which the convict stripes of the peni- 
tentiary are the only punishment,” and then having summarily 
adjudged them guilty without court or jury he declares them 
tobe fit associates for thieves, housebreakers, forgers, and cut- 
throats,” and not satisfied with this terrible humiliation which 
he inflicted upon them, and notwithstanding his well-known 
amiable and forgiving disposition, with one fell swoop he con- 
signed them all to everlasting hell.“ : 

Then, Mr. President, he calmly and seriously said to us, I 
am loth to say these things.” He need not have given us that 
assurance; of course, we all keenly realized it. We knew with 
what reluctance he assumed his unpleasant task, and with what 
lack of eagerness he embraced the afforded opportunity. Mr. 
President, these violent and unseemly denunciations—these 
arguments, if they ean be dignified as sueh—may answer for the 
husti of Indiana, but I regret to hear them in the Senate of 
tho United States. 

Notwithstandi this terrible arraignment of the men of 
wealth, to which I have briefly alluded, I venture to speak a 
few words in their defense. I speak more especially of the men 
of means of my own State. I can not, of course, speak for those 
of Indiana—they may be all that they are painted by the senior 
Senator from that State. While, however, I doubt that fact, I 
have such t for him and his statements that I can not 
safely contradict him. The men of wealth of New York, as a 
general rule, are among our best, most esteemed, and reputable 
citizens. They are not the vile rascals they have been depicted, 
and their riches have not been acquired by questionable means, 
governmental favors, usury, nor extortion, : 

Some inherited their wealth from honorable ancestors, others 
obtained it by fortunate investments; others by great business 
ability, tremendous industry, and remarkable sagacity. They 
have largely contributed to the greatness and glory of the 
State, building up its industries, augmenting its commercial 
supremacy, sustaining its finances, and assisting its great and 
varied undertakings. 

The strong and solid financial institutions which they control, 
the great li‘e and fire insurance companies which they manage, 
the admirable loan and trust associations which they direct, the 
magnificent lines of railroads which they operate, not only in 
New York, but elsewhere, the splendid manufactories which they 
conduet, wherein tens of thousands of working men and women 
are employed in honest labor, the immense shipping interesis 
which they represent, the tremendous wholesale and retail es- 
tablishments of trade which they maintain, and the hundreds of 
other business enterprises of vast magnitude which they honor- 
ably and successfully manage, are the evidences of their ability, 
their genius, their prudence, and their integrity. 

The institutions of learning which they have founded, of 
which Cornell University, Vassar College, Cooper Institute, 
Vanderbilt University are conspicuous instances; the public li- 
braries which they have endowed, of which the Astor Libravy, 
the Lenox Library, the Piluen Library are notable examples; 
the free hospitals which they have instituted, of which the 
Roosevelt Hospital, the 5 Hospital, and scores of 
others throughout my State which do not now occur to me- all 
these benefactions attest their widespread and noble generosity, 
and disprove the contemptible charge of their supreme Self- 
ishness. 


Whenever famine, pestilence, or fire has afflicted their coun- 
trymen in any locality or seetion of the Union, the wealthy 
business men of New York always speedily came to the resene 
and liberally responded. 


n great political campaigns, when the life of political parties 
has been deemed to be at stake, eren Indiana and some portions 
of the South have not refused assistance from the wealthy par- 
tisans of New York. 

When the nation’s credit is in peril aud funds are needed to 
meet the daily wants of its Treasury, and it must borrow from 
its citizens, where else except to the bankers of New York does 
your Secretary of the Treasury with confidence apply? 

When the country’s very life was in danger, when the fate of 
the Government hung trembling in the balance, when money 
was sorely needed to defend the Union, what subscribers to the 
nation’s securities more quickly and cheerfully responded in the 
hour of emergeney than the moneyed men of my State? 

Mr. President, I need say no more. This speaking in defense 
of wealth isa new róle to me. The record of my official life 
shows that my public utterances as wellasservices have usually 
been in other directions—in defense of the poor, in vindication 
of the oppressed, and for the amelioration of labor. I have no 
entangling alliances nor particular sympathies with those at 
whom this income-tax scheme is principally aimed; they have 
never been any especial friends of mine. But I trust that I am 
fair-minded and broad-minded enough to defend any class of my 
fellow-citizens—rich or poor, high orlow, white or black, native 
or naturalized—whose fair fame is unjustly assailed, or whose 
rights are threatened, and whose interests are endangered by 
what I believe to be hostile and vicious legislation. , 

I have yet to learn that poverty is a cardinal virtue and that 
wealth isanabominable crime. All classes have their rights, 
and one class must not be permitted to encroach upon the other. 
The demagogue who seeks to stir up class prejudices and class 
resentments in order to win the gratitude or the applause of the 
mischievous and the unthinking. who are essen y his dupes, . 
deserves only exeerations at the hands of all right-minded men. 


THE TILDEN INGOME-TAX CASE. 


A momentsince Imentioned the Tilden library. This reminds 
me qf the fact that the distinguished eitizen and Democrat— 
whose memory we all revere—Samuel J. Tilden, one of the 
wealthy men of New York who generously donated his millions 
to the establishment of a great free public library—a portion of 
which fund, however, it was only deprived through the techni- 
ealities of the law—was himself the victim of the injustice, the 
oppression, and the persecution permissible under an income tax. 

e have not forgotten the annoyanees to which this vener- 
able apostle of Democracy was subjected, the opprobrium which 
he endured, the bitter litigations and prosecutions which he 
encountered at the hands of a few unserupulous political oppo- 
nents vested with a little brief authority, in their pretended en- 
forcement of the law, endangering his feeble health and embit- 
tering his old age. 

It was not enough that he had been deprived of the Presi- 
dency, to which a majority of a quarter of a million of the popu- 
lar vote had desired to elevate him—deprived because of the 
crimes of fraudulent and purchased returning boards in three 
States, but he must be branded and denounced as a wealthy and 
selfish politician seeking to fraudulently evade the payment of 
his just share of governmental taxation. 

And now, within less than ten yearsafter his lamented death, we 
are told by these new apostles of Democracy that this Populist 
rider toa revenue tariff bill, with all the enormities and inquisito- 
rial features which pertain to it, is the very quintessence of 
modern Democracy, and without which all else is valueless. 


THE TRUE ENEMIES OF TARIFF REFORM. 


The enemies of tariff reform are those who imperil the 
sage of this bill by arbitrarily insisting upon the retention of an 
income tax therein. Tiy refuse to present a Separate measure 
embracing this feature. They even decline to fix any date—one, 
two, or three years—when the income tax shall cease, but they 
seek to incorporats and establish it as a permanent policy of the 
Government. 

They shut their eyes to the fact thata believer in tariff reform 
is not necessarily a believer in an income tax. A tariff tax is 
altogether a different matter from an income tax. They are 
neither identical, homogeneous, nor consistent with each other. 
Tariff reform means tariff reduction—not tariff extinction nor 
direct nor internal taxation. These widely divergent methods 
should not be confused nor conglomerated. The first notable 
effort for tariff reform since the war was embodied in the Mor- 
rison bill: but there was no suggestion of an income tax. 

Then came the famous tariff message of President Cleveland, 
which simply invited a reduction of tariff duties to prevent a 
further surplus, but there was no recommendation for the res- 
toration of war taxes, to wit, taxes upon incomes. Then fol- 
lowed the Mills bill, which passed a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives, and was distinctly approved by the national Dem- 
cratic convention of 1888, but nothing was heard ofany income 
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tax. But now at this late day, after a third party has adopted 
it as its shibboleth, we are told that it is the sine qua non of tar- 
iff reform and true Democracy. I deny the right of any man, 
without the sanction of a national convention, to add this new 
tenet to the Democratic faith. 


OUR DUTY. 


Mr. President, I do not need to be reminded that it is the duty 
of the present Congress to revise the tariff. I appreciate that 
fact as keenly as any Senator here. We are pledged to that 
course; the country expects it. We are pledged to a tariff for 
revenue; we are not R edged to pass an income tax. We are 
pledged to pass a tariff measure which will produce sufficient 
revenue for the support of the Government, not one insufficient 
for that purpose. 

We have no moral right to deliberately discard seventy-six 
millions of tariff revenue and thereby create a deficiency to be 
supplied by other and more objectionable taxation. Thatisnot 
eos Kea it is folly, it is impotency, it is scarcely less than crim- 
inal under the existing conditions of the country. It is experi- 
menting with and hazarding all our vast and varied business 
interests now demanding our watchful care. 


MY POSITION BRIEFLY STATED. 


I stand ready to support any reasonable measure for tariff re- 
form framed within the lines and based apan the principles which 
T have here partially indicated, and which were fully set forth 
in my speech in opening the political campaign in Brooklyn on 
September 19, 1892. I stand to-day where Istood then. Ihave 
nothing to add and nothing to retract. 

I will cheerfully vote for the Mills bill, and join with you in 
making many material reductions of duties therein. I am ready 
to waive all minor differences of details which do not involve a 
question of principle. 

Having spoken to-day especially upon the income-tax feature 
of this bill, I reserve the expression of my views upon its other 
features until near the close of the discussion. * 


CONCLUSION. 


Mr. President, this is an important crisis in the history of the 
- Democratic party. The failure of tariff revision at this time 
means the defeat, the demoralization, if not the division and anni- 
hilation of our party. Moreover, it means, as we believe, injury 
to the best interests of the country. Let those who insist upon 
injecting into this bill this odious and un-Democratic feature of 
an income tax—a relic of war legislation—pause and reflect upon 
the possible consequences of their unwarrantable demands. 
They should e that it means the loss of the control of 
this Senate, now nearly equally divided between the two great 
arties; it means the loss of the next House of Representatives; 
t means the loss of the electoral votes of New York, New Jer- 
sey, Connecticut, and probably every Northern State; and finally, 
it means the loss of the next Presidency and all that it implies. 
They should recollect that this income-tax feature is justly re- 
ed in New York and many other Northern States as a 
scheme of spoliation, an unwarranted sectional attack upon 
their citizens of means. 
They should consider whether there is anything about an in- 
come tax so sacred, so desirable, so popular, so just, and so de- 
fensible that its maintenance is worth the risk which they are 
precipitating. Let them remember 1860 and the ultra demands 
then made upon the Democratic party, to which it could not hon- 
orably accede; demands which led to our division and defeat; let 
them remember the triumphs of our opponents, the civil war that 
followed, the devastation, the suffering, the humiliation which 
ensued, the military and carpet-bag governments which flour- 
ished, the force bills which threatened, and all the incidents of 
the terrible years which darkened our party's and our country's 
history from 1860 to 1884, when, through wiser counsels, moder- 
ate action, conciliatory methods, and restored confidence, we 
were intrusted with power again; and, reflecting upon all these 
things, let them say whether it is the part of wisdom, by the in- 
sistence upon extreme demands, to imperil the success of our 
party again, and thereby tend to retard the progress, diminish 
the glory, and endanger the best and highest interests of our 
common country. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, Lask that the bill may now be 
read 


Mr. GRAY. Let the bill be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
3 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask of the Chair what reading of 
the bill it is that is called for by the Senator from Tennessee, 
and then [ desire from the Chair and from the Senator from 


3 their idea of the status of the bill at the present mo- 
men 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will answer the Sen- 
ator. The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Senator from Tennessee heretofore asked unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, to which 
objection was inte . The debate thus far has proceeded 
by unanimous consent, without the reading of the bill. The 
Senator from Tennessee now calls for the reading of the bill, 
which the Chair holds to be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Chair decide that it is the first 
reading of the bill which is now to be had? 
4 ue ARRIS. Will the Chair allow me to make a sugges- 

ion 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuppose there has not been an instance in 
the history of this Government where the Senate has considered 
a bill until the bill has been read to the Senate. It is true that 
the pending bill has been read by title a first and second time, 
that it was referred to the Committee on Finance, and was re- 
ported back to the Senate; but the experience of the Senator 
from Rhode Island every hour of every day since he has been in 
the Senate has been that when a bill is to be considered, the 
Chair announces that the bill is before the Senate, as in Gom- 
mittee of the Whole, and will be read at length.“ The Senate 
is not presumed to proceed to consider a bill until it has been 


There are many instances in voluminous appropriation bills 
where unanimous consent has been asked to Denotes with the 
formal reading of the bill, but except in cases where unanimous 
consent has been obtained, bills are always read asin Committee 
of the Whole. When the pending bill was laid before the Sen- 
ate just a week ago to-day, I asked that its formal reading be 
dispensed with, in order that the Senator from Indiana (Mtr. 
VOORHEES] might at once proceed with the remarks he pro- 
poaa to submit. That request was objected to by the Senator 
rom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Then I asked that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana might proceed and the bill be read after he 
concluded his remarks, for which request unanimous consent 
was granted, and the debate has proceeded by unanimous con- 
sent up to this hour. x 

I now demand, according to the uniform customof the Senate, 
that the bill be read. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down let us see what he 
is trying to getat and what he gains by this formal reading. 
Every bill before it passes is entitled to three readings. It takes 
its first and second readings formally, nominally, and is reported 
to the Senate, as this bill has been. Rule XV provides, and I 
ask the attention of the Chair to it: 

1. All bills and joint resolutions which shall have received two readings— 

As this bill has— 
shall first be considered by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, after 
which they shall be reported to the Senate; and any amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole shall again be considered by the Senate, after which 
further amendments may be proposed. 

All to be done before the third technical parliamentary read- 
ing is reached. Does the Senator from Tennessee, an old and 
accomplished parliamentarian, expect by a formal readin of 
this bill now to put it in such a state that it can not be amended 
afterwards? 

Mr. HARRIS. By no means, nor is any such thing possible. 

Mr. HALE. I wanted to get that answer, because, crediting 
the Senator not only with a knowledge of parliamentary law, 
but with candor and fairness in his methods, it did not seem 
possible that that was what he sought. Then the Senator does 
not claim that the reading of this bill now will be in any sense 
one of the three technical readings? . 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not, but the Senator from Maine knows, 
as I know and as every other Senator knows, that the third and 
last reading of a bill is invariably by title, as are the first and 
second readings. 

Mr. HOAR. That is only by consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse, by consent. But when the pend- 
ing bill shall have been read, as all bills are read as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, then there is not a line of it that is not open 
to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator claim that, by the formal read- 
ing on the part of the Secretary any right to offer or consider 
amendments as reached would be wholly cut off? 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, I wholly disclaim any such 
idea. 

Mo TAD Then what does the Senator gain by his de- 
mand? 

Mr. HARRIS. When the bill has once been read, every line 
of it, as I before stated, will be open to amendment, and then 
every Senator will be at liberty to select the precise line or point 
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at which he proposes to amend. We shall have accomplished 
that much, however. When the bill has been formally read, as 
all bills are formally read when considered as in Committee of 

the Whole, it will be read no more except by title, but every 
Senator will have a right to offer amendments to any section, to 
any provision, to any line of the bill. The suggestion I have 
made does not affect the right of amendment in the slightest 
degree. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has two or three times stated that 
the future readings of the bill will be by title and that is, of 
course, according to the ordinary custom of the Senate; but I 
wish to ask the Senator from Tennessee if he claims that any 
reading of a bill whatever can be by title if its full reading is 
demanded by any Senator? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. If that Senator shall upon the third 
reading of the bill demand that every line of it be read, I 
think he has the right to make the demand, and it will be the 
duty of the Chair to so order; but the bill must be read. In 
every . bill, where the formal reading has been 
dispensed with by unanimous consent, the reading has proceeded 
line by line and paragraph by paragraph, and amendments have 
been considered generally by unanimous consent while the bill 
was being read. All of that, however, is by unanimous con- 
sent. 

I now demand that the pending bill be read. When it has 
been read, the Chair doubtless will announce that the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to 
amendment,” and every line of it will be subject to amendment. 
Senators need not apprehend the remotest possibility of my un- 
dertaking to object to any legitimate amendment or any amend- 
ment which is in order, for I concede to the fullest and broadest 
extent that the bill is amendable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Chair will permit me, before he makes 
a final decision upon this question, I should like to say a few 
words upon what been uniformly the practice of the Senate 
in cases of this kind. 

I will say that perhaps on the surface the rules and the prac- 
tice of the Senate are somewhatin conflict. Ihave had, as the 
Senator from Tennessee has had, more or less experience in the 
treatment of tariff bills in the Senate, and without exception, 
within my knowledge, which goes back to 1883, whenever bills 
of this nature have been before the Senate, they have always 
been considered by paragraphs for amendment the first formal 
reading of the bill having always been dispensed with by unani- 
mous consent for that purpose; but I supposed that when that 
stage was reached, when what is called in the other House 
„general debate should be closed, this bill would be taken 
up and read by paragraphs, dispensing with the first formal 
reading for amendments, and then that the amendments sug- 
gested by the committee and amendments offered by individual 
Senators would be considered as the bill was being read. That 
course has not only always been adopted with tariff bills, but 
with all the great appropriation bills, It is eminently proper, 
it seems to me, that that course should be pursued in this case. 

I do not understand that there is any rule which permits the 
Senator from Tennessee, or any other Senator, to demand that, 
as a matter of right, this bill shall be read at any particular 
time in the course of the discussion. Parlimentary rules pre- 
scribe that a bill shall be read on three different days, but this 
bill apparently has had two readings by title, and now it is pro- 
posed to read the bill through for the information of the Senate 
and for amendment. 

I will suggest to my friend from Tennessee that that course be 
followed with this b It certainly will suit the convenience, 
it seems to me, of Senators on both sides of the Chamber, be- 
cause, if the bill is read through now it will be open to amend- 
ment at every stage, and no particular progress will be made in 
the reading of the bill. We can offer amendments to the first 
paragraph now and discuss those amendments ad infinitum, if 
we please; and the Senator from Tennessee gains nothing in the 
discussion of the bill. The first paragraph may be read, and we 
can offeramendments and the discussion can proceed, if we please, 
upon those amendments as long as we choose to carry it on. It 
seems to me, however, the more orderly manner, which has 
been followed heretofore, would be, after general discussion was 
exhausted, for the bill to be read through by paragraphs for 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

5 MANDERSON. Will the Senator allow me a sugges- 
on? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Are we to understand by the reading of 
the bill that the Senator asks that the bill is to be read as it 
came from the House of Representatives, or as reported by the 
Committee on Finance? 


XXVI— 224 


Mr. HARRIS. The usual course on a bill, under the practice 
of the Senate, is to read the bill as it comes to the Senate, 
whether from the other House or from a Senator by direction 
of a committee; and when the bill has been read through, the 
Chair announces, according to rule and according to practice, 
that ‘‘ the bill isin the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment.” 

When the debate shall have practically closed I shall ask 
that the first committee amendment be reported, and when re- 
ported by the Secretary it is amendable. ee Senator oneither 
side of the Chamber may move to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, and may test the sense of the Senate 
upon an amendment to the committee amendment. Finally, 
when the amendments to the committee amendment have been 
agreed to or rejected, and that amendment has been agreed to 
or rejected, the Senate passes on to the next committee amend- 
ment. The same rule will be applied to that and to everyother 
committee amendment; and when the committee amendments 
have been disposed of, the whole bill, except those amendments 
which have been disposed of in Committee of the Whole, will be 
open to amendment. When the bill is reported to the Senate, 
every amendmentmade as in Committee of the Whole. and every 
other feature of the bill, will be opon to amendment in the Sen- 
ate. So there isnot the slightest shadow of possibility, by carry- 
ing out my suggestion and reading the bill now, of excluding 
any legitimate amendment any Senator desires to offer. Cer- 
tainly I shall interpose no objection, nor will any Senator on this 
side, I take it for granted, interpose an objection to any amend- 
ment that is not out of order for some other reason than the 
fact that the bill has been read. $ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Do I understand the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to propose to impose upon this bill an additional consump- 
tion of time, which is not usual with tariff bills heretofore con- 
sidered, or with the general appropriation bills; that is, that 
the bill as it came to the Senate beforeits reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance shall be read at length, and then be read by 
paragraphs for amendments of the committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I made no such suggestion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I misunderstood the Senator, and 
I think he was generally misunderstood on this side. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wasanswering the suggestions of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I do not care tosay more than this: Neither 
the Senator from Rhode Island, nor the Senator from Nebraska, 
nor any other Senator can name a time when any bill has been 
considered as in Committee of the Whole without first baing 
read to the Committee of the Whole, unless the reading was 
dispensed with by unanimous consent. I asked that consent 
when the bill was first laid before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts|Mr. HOAR] objected. I thenasked consent 
that the reading might be dispensed with until the Senator 
from Indiana p r. VOORHEES] could submit his remarks and 
that it might then be read, and that consent was given. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether the course has 
not been that the general debate has gone on until terminated 
either by agreement or the exhaustion of the Senate; and when 
the real contest upon the bill comes up, has it not then been cus- 
tomary for the Senator in charge of the measure to ask that the 
formal reading of the bill be dispensed with in order that it may 
be considered for amendment, and then whatever arrangement 
is to be made for the conduct of debate during the consideration 
of the bill is done at that time? If the Senator will allow me to 
make a suggestion, if instead of projecting this question now he 
would wait until the general debate has terminated, and then 
make the proposition, I think he would find no difficulty in the 
same course being agreed upon that has been pursued on other 
tariff bills: and he and the Senate would, by reason of the read- 
ing of the bill being . with, save the time which would 
be taken up by the reading. If the Senator is willing to with- 
draw that point at promt and content himself with bringing it 
up, with all hisrights, when the general debate is ended, every- 
body will be satisfied. 8 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maine will refer to his 
own experience (for he has long been a very prominent member 
of the Committee on Appronta nona; an Eok often been in 
charge of very large and yoluminous appropriation bills), he 
will find the RECORD shows that immediately upon his asking 
the consideration of the appropriation bill he and every other 
Senator similarly situated has asked unanimous consent that the 
formal reading be dispensed with, and that the committee amend- 
ments be acted upon as reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. But there is a distinction between the two cases. 
In the first place, we have no system or practice of general de- 
bate upon appropriation bills. We plunge at once in media res, 
and there is no such course Durell as upon a tariff bill. Be- 
sides, the Senator will find—and perhaps on the whole it would 
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be better—that this matter should go over to-day in order that 
the precedents may be examined a 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have them here and will have them read. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will find that the course is not the 
same upon tariff bills that it is upon appropriation bills. I do 
not mean to say the courses are so different that we should have 
any difficulty in coming together on an-agreement, for I believe 
we should come to an agreement; but I think the Senator from 
Tennessee will find—the Senator from Rhode Island perhaps has 
the precedents. here—that the course in relation to amendments 
fanas precisely the same on tariff bills that it is on appropriation 


Mr. HOAR. With great deference to the Senators who have 
this matter more immediately in charge, it seems to me that 
there is one question to be considered, and only one; and that is 
practical difference between an appropriation bill and a tariff 


Isuppose there is no doubt whatever that the Senator from 
Tennessee hasa right to have the bill read whenever he de- 
mands it, as it has not yet boen reud, and the right has been re- 
served. When itis read, does he expect that the committee 
amendments upon all parts of the bill are to be voted on first 
before an amendment offered by any Senator is considered at 
all? I understand that is the course on appropriation bills, and 
for obvious reasons the Senate always consents toit. If the 
Senator from Tennessee has an amendment to the first line of 
an . bill of 100 pages, he waits until the one hun- 
dredth page has been amended by the committee, if they want 
to umend it. But in tariff legislation, as far as I remember 
(and I have been in this and the other House nearly twenty-six 
years), the course is the other way. It is not convenient to 
amend, for instance, the income-tax provision, or the metallic 
schedule, without knowing somewhat how much revenue the 
Senate expect to raise, or what principle theyare going toapply 
in the early sections of the a e might strike out at the 
end of the bill a duty, or legislate in regard to it, so that it would 
result in a decrease of $10,000,000.0f revenue. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the true way is the course sug- 
gested by the Senator from Rhode Island, which is the usual 
way always, and that is, that everybody shall have his opportu- 
nity to movenmendments in regard to one paragraph or schedule 
or portion of ths bill before we proceed to another paragraph. 
Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee that he had better let 
this matter go over. It is now 5 o’clock, and he had better, if 
he can, come to some agreement wish the members of his com- 
mittee on our side of the Chamber. None of us on this side of 
the Chamber want to let so important a matter be disposed of in 
two minutes or five minutes when we only half understand it; 
but of course I e the Senators on this side of the Chamber 
would expect to follow advice on this point in regard to which 
the committee is in substantial accord. I therefore sugi est to 

the Senator that instead of insisting on a proceeding which we 
do not half understand and do not see the effect of at this mo- 
ment, he let it go over until he can have some understanding 
with his associates on the committee. 

Mr. BARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts just a week 
ago had entertained the same opinion that he seems to enter- 
” tain now, the formal reading of the bill would have been dis- 
pensed with. It was his objection, and his objection only, that 
prevented it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I understand that 
‘the wanted to do then what he is trying to have done now, with- 
out an agreement with those who have the special charge of 
our intereste on this side of the Chamber; he wanted, as.a two 
minutes’ question, to have this whole matter disposed of. 

Ientertained then the same opinionTentertainnow. Ithought 
then that it was better to save the Senate n day’s fatigue by hav- 
ing to listen to the reading of the bill, which would take several 
hours, and I objected to anything being done. I object now, 
but I expect, unless there is something which is objectionable 
to my own judgment, to follow the advice of the Senators on this 
side of the Chamber who have this matter specially in charge. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. I only yielded a moment to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, I know of no reason why the consideration of 
- tariff bill should be treated differently from the consideration 
‘of an appropriation or other bills. The reading of the bill is 
not going to changs a punctuntion mark or a word in it, and we 
will have accomplished that much. 

In answer to one clause of the inquiry of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I will state that the usual custom is to go through 
with the committee amendments, each one of 5 
ble, after which every word and every line in the bill is subject 
toumendment. p 


Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from Tennessee allow me to 


saya word? I am assured, and it isin accord with my recollec- 
tion for thirty-odd years, that in the consideration of tariff bills 
the bill has been taken up and read, not clearthrough, but when- 
ever an amendment is oifered by aSenator at any stage it iscon- 
sidered and voted upon. No preference whatever is given to 
amendments from the Committee on Finance. Nor would it be 
justand fair to have that done, because if preference were given 
toamendments by the Committee on Finance alone we would run 
through the whole bill, and then we would have to go back 
and go all through it again, in order to give other Senators a 
chance to offer amendments. 

If the Senator from Tennessee will let the matter goover until 
to-morrow and look at the precedents he will find that in all the 
debates on tariff bills, and we have had several of them ina com- 
paratively recent period, the usual course has been, if I am not 
mistaken, to take up the bill: the Secretary reads one item,and 
if there is no amendment offered he goes on to another, and so 
on until he comes to a committseamendment. Then the vote is 
taken on the amendment; and so he goes on through the whole 
bill. But a Senator has at any time a right to offer an amend- 
ment, especially an amendment to a committee amendment, and 
those are often the most important questions in dispute. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that 
whatever conclusion va ive arrived at as to the order of amend- 
ments does not affect the present question. That comes up 
subsequently. The usual and uniform practice has been, and 
Jefferson's Manual lays down the rule, that the committee amend- 
ments are first to be acted upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I undertake to say to the Senator from 
Ohio, as I have said to other Senators, you can not find an in- 
stance where the formal reading of a bill has been dispensed 
with except by unanimous consent. It hasusually been done on 
appropriation bills I grant, and it may have been done on tariff 
bills, in view of which fact I proposed a week ago that it be done 
in this case, but it was objected to. Now we are asked to sit 
here and debato and consider a bill no line or word of which has 
ever been read to the Senate except the title. 

The uniform practice of the Senate has been to read the bill. 
It is not for time-comsuming that lask for the reading of the 
bill; that is the vocation of my friend; I will not name him; he 
isin my eye, however. It is with a view of economizing time 
that I ask it, and I shall insist upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order that the Senate may be advised as 
to what has been done in similar cases I ask that the Rucorp 
may be read showing the proceedings on the act of 1890. IL ask 
the Secretary to read the portion which I have marked. 

Mr. BUTLER. Willthe Senator from Rhode Island, before 
that is read, allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire, if I have a right to 
Inquire, what his object is n the reading of the bill? 
He puta question of that kind.a while ago to the Senator from 
Tennessee, and I should be obliged to him if he would state his 
object in objecting to the reading of the bill. 

fr. ALDRICH, My object is that the Senate shall follow the 
practice which it has followed invariably from the commence- 
ment of the Government, in my opinion. It certainly has fol- 
lowed the practice within my knowledge, and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says it has done so within his knowledge, 
which goes back to 1553; that is, to have the bill, when it is rend, 
read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that the proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is my proposition now. 

Mr. BUTLER. To take up the bill and read it by paragraphs 
for amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That whenever it is taken up it shall be 
taken up and read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island to consent to the bill being taken up? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is up now, and my proposition is that it 
shall be proceeded with by 8 whenever the general 
oo is closed. I ask for the reading of what I send to the 

esk. 

Mr. PASCO. I think there isa misapprehension as to the 
views of Senators on the different sides of the Chamber. I 
think that what the Senator from Tennessee asks is exactly what 
the Senator from Rhode Island is willing to concede, that there 
shall be no formal reading of the bill, but that the matter shall 
go Ser until the Senate is ready to take up the bill by para- 

raphs. 
£ r. ALDRICH. Thatis my position exactly. 

Mr. PASCO. I think that is exactly what the Senator from 
Rhode island desires to accomplish and I understand that is 
what the Senators on this side are willing to concede. It seems 
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to me that a waiver of the formal reading of the bill will accom- 
plish all the results desired, and that there need be no further 
misunderstanding about the matter. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Senators will allow the debate on the tariff 
actof 1890 to be read, if seems to me it isso instructive that there 
will then be no question between the two sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think with the Senator from Florida, that 
there is a misapgrehension on both sides. I understood the 
Senator from Tennessee to ask that the formal reading of the 
bill be waived—— 

z 1 5 MANDERSON. Oh, no; he asked for the reading of the 
ill. 

Mr. GORMAN. And that when we come to consider it in de- 
tail and the reading begins, we shall pursue the same course we 
have always pursued in reference to tariff bills; that when the 
first item is read it is subject to amendment by any Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to state that he 
misapprehends what I ask? 1 did ask a week ago that the for- 
mal reading of the bill be dispensed with. It was objected to. 
I ncw ask that the bill be r. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask forthe reading of the matter I have 
sent to the desk. 

3 VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I merely want to finish my sentence. I un- 
derstand the Senators on the other side are now willing to make 
thatarrangement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are perfectly willing. 

Mr. GORMAN. The very arrangement suggested by the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer to have the bill read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thope we will not prevent the Senator 
from Tennessee from filibustering against the passage of the 
bill if he wants to do it. K 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Rhode Island. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read from the proceedings of the Senate July 
25, 1890, as follows: 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


Tho Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9116) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, President. 

Mc. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from North Carolina proceeds, I ask that 
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be read by para- 
graphs for amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendments of the Committee on Finance to be con- 
sidered first? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The amendments of the Committee to be considered first. 

Mr. McPueEeRrson. Does the Senator ask unanimous consent that the formal 
eg agor the bill be dispensed with and thatthe committee's amendments 
ac n? 


upo: 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment, 
the committee amendments to be considered first. atisthe course which 
has been followed in the consideration of every tariff bill within my knowl- 
edge. 55 — is o asain which is always followed in the consideration of 
apy. ation 5 

r. MCPHERSON, I still do not understand the Senator. Do I understand 
his request to be that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment before 
the committee amendments are considered? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The bill to be read by paragraphs, and the committee amend- 
ments to be considered first, and then other amendments in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After that, of course. Every paragraph of the bill will be 
open to amendment both in Committee of the Whole and in the Senate. 

Mr. MOPHERSON. Then it is the purpose of the Senator to have the bill 
rend by pi in order to amend the paragraphs as we go along? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of pace 5 upon the committee amendments 
as we go along. That is the course which has always been followed with 
tariff bills and with sone pina bills invariably. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. submit tothe Senator, why is it necessary to pro- 
ceed with the of the bill by paragraphs if the purpose be to take up 
the committee amendments and consider them first? The Senator will not 
fail to observe how dificult it wiil befor the Senate to understand this tariff 
bill by first considering the committee amendments. Theaction of the Sen- 
ate and the judgment of the Senate upon the committee amendmentsshould 
be and will be entirely dependent upon something which precedes. If weare 
not permitted to amend dach paragraph as we go along, taking up the com- 
mittee amendments in their order as they come, we certainly can make no 
very in revision of the tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As nearly as I could state it, that was my object in making 
the request which I did, that the bill should be read by paragraphs, the com- 
mittee amendments to be acted upon first, and then any other amendments 
which might be offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The whole bill will be opsn to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The whole bill is open to amendment at every stage. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If it be the popes. then, to consider the committee 
amendments first—if that be the determination—why not consider the com- 
mittee amendments first, and omit the reading of the bill for information? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly my tion. ` 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And then go and take up the entire bill for amend- 
ment by paragraphs? 
Mr. ALDRICH., That is exactly the proposition which I made. - 

Mr. MOPHERSON, Then I want to say that I do not understand how-the 


Senate can make any intelligent revision of the tariff by considering a sub- 
ject first which depends upon some other preceding subject. For instance, 
a very large Increase is made here inthe duty upon carpets. as we 
know, are made from a cheap quality of wool. Now, the duty has been 
raised to aninordinate extent upon the raw Wool. How can we intelligently 
act upon the carpet schedule until we know what the purpose of the Senate 
is touching the wool schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wools will be acted upon t. The paragraphs relating to 
wools will certainly be read first, subject to amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, But the committee amendments do not touch it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Subject to amendment. The Senator from New Jersey 
or any other Senator can move any amendment he chooses to the para- 
graph with regard to the duties upon carpet wools. I am oni sugges 
what the Senator from New Jersey, so far as I can understand, d 
is anxious to have done. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I understand the Senator his purposeis to take up the 
bill and first to consider the Senate Finance Go ttee amendments, He 
proposes to omit the formal reading of the bill until the committee amend- 
ments are considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Not at all. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then to begin the reading of the bill by paragraphs in 
the beginning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And all the paragraphs will be subject to amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. $ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And committee amendments will be reached in their 
order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Iam perfectly content, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other uiry that I should like to make, and that 
is whether after a paragraph has been amended it can be amende i in the 
same partic or whether there would have to be a motion to recon- 
sider the adoption of that amendment in case some member of the Senate 
should desire to move to amend what had already been amended? - 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly; the rules of the te would apply to that. 
It an amendment to a paragraph had been agreed to the same ng could 
not be changed except by a reconsideration in Committee of the Whole. It 
would be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. Hiscock. It will be open to amendment. 

amendmen 


Mr. PLUMB. to t in the Senate? 

Mr. Hiscock. Certainly. H 
Mr. PLUMB. The whole of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Under the rules of the Senate, after two days have 


passed, when an amendment has been d to, to wit, if you please, a com- 
mittee’s amendment, it will not be in order even to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. You do not have to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It, then, general co: given that all the amend- 
ments will be subject again to amendment as they are reached in proper 
order, I have no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the understanding, I think, fully. 

Mr. VANCR. Mr. President : 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, I should be giad 
understand, for my own convenience respecting this bill, whether or not we 
have reached the point suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, which 
Iunderstand to be that the formal reading of the bill shall be dispensed 
with, and that it shall be read by paragraphs for amendment, the commit 
tee amendments be: first considered. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. All through? 

Mr. ALLISON. All the committee amendments. That is the usual course, 
and I think it might as well be understood now as at any time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why not let the committee amendments be reached in 
their order and considered then? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I propose. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is it 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly the proposition which I have made. as 
clearly and as plainly as Icouldstate it, thut the paragraphs be read seriatim, 
and that whena committee amendment was reached it should be acted upon 
first, and if any other amendment were proposed, of course that wouldhave 
to be acted upon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. We can not hear the Senator over here, A 

Mr. ALDRICH, The amendments of the Finance Committee are open to 
amendment themselves, and then the paragraphs are open to 9 
without any limit Whatever. It is not the intention the committee to 
limit amendments in any form, but 3 to follow the course Which has 
been invariably followed in the consideration of bills of this nature. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator fram New Jersey allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to him? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. meer 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the rules the bill would have to be read, every line of 
it, before any action is taken upon any amendment. The Senator from 
Rhode Isi asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with; that the bill be read from the first line down to the first 
committee amendment, and that that amendment be acted upon when 
reached, and so on through tho entire reading of the bill 


Mr. MANDERSON. There seems to be a great deal of this 
matter. Had we not better have it printed in the RECORD of 
to-morrow morning so that we can ail read it at our conven- 
ience? And, if the Senator from Tennessee will yield to me, I 
will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that we shall dispose of this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. QUAY and Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, 

‘he Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the senior Senator from Michigan[Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 
n his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I withhold my vote 
for the present, as I am paired with thesenior Senator from IIII- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], unless my vote becomes necessary to make 
a quorum, when I cast it. 


I am paired with 
he were present, 1 
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Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. [should vote ‘nay ” 
if he were here. I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were here I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iampaired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were 
present, I should vote yen.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
we transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lam perfectly willing to do so. The 
Senator from Kentucky Mr. BLACKBURN] will then stand paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I vote yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER (after havi 
paired with the Senator from 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr.GALLINGER. 1am paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mints]. I should vote yen“ if he were present. 
J will state further that I was requested by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] to announce that he stands paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. He is 
not present; and I therefore withdraw my vote, 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MUR- 
PHY], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after harg voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and 
presuming that he might vote ‘‘yea” if present I will withdraw 
my vote. I should vote nay” if he were here. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 31; as follows: 


Tam paired with the 


voted in the negative). I am 
ennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I 


YEAS—13, 
Aldrich, Hawley, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Carey, Higgins, Power, 
Frye, Manderson, Proctor, 
Hansbrough, Perkins, Sherman, 
NAYS—3L. 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Ransom 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Stewart, 
Berry, Gorman, Martin, urpie, 
Brice, Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, mer, Vilas, 
Call, Irby, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Camden, Jones, Ark Peffer, Walsh. 
Coke, Kyle, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—4I. . 
Allison, Dubo: McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, McMillan, Squire, 
Blanchard, George, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Teller, 
Cameron, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. ance, 
Chandler, ale, Morrill, ite, 
Cockrell, A Murphy, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Walcott, 
Davis, Hunton, ay, 
Dixon, Jones, Ney. Roach, 
Dolph, Lodge, Shoup, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the Secretary proceed with the 
reading of the extract from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will be continued. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not yield now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Now, when the committee amendments have been acted upon and the bill 
read from be to end, and all of them acted upon as the Senate may 
choose to act upon them, by agreeing to them, disagreeing, or amending 
them, then the biil will still be in Committee of the Whole and open to amend- 
ment, and the right of every Senator recognized to go back to the first line 
of the bill and offer amendments to every part of it. 

Mr. DAWEs. That is the ordinary way, but I understood the Senator from 
Rhode Island tos est a modification of that way. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not so understand the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the committee amendments may be acted upon 


first. 
Mr. DAWES. And go through the bill with the committee amendments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, 

Mr. Hiscock. Go through the bill acting upon the committee amend- 
ments. Then the bill is perfected that far, and then that becomes the 
groundwork for amendment by the Senate, 

Mr. Ptums. In acting upon appropriation bills that has been the usual 
course, butit was not the course pursued in regard to the last tariff bill, as 
Senators will well remember. Amendments were offered, 3 before the 
close of the bill was reached, to the intervening paragraphs. atever may 
be done about appropriation bills is done by common consent, which exists 
at the time, which any member of the Senate may refuse to agree to. 

I object now to binding the Senate to a course of which it may 


find hurtful to the public interests and its own proceeding, for the Senate 
will undoubtedly accommodate itself to whatever is the best way of doing 
business as sd gons along. I have no objection to reading the bill in the man- 
ner stated, and it will undoubtedly yee that as a paragraph is reached 
the amendments of the committee will be first osed of and the discussion 
will ensue with relation to them; but that we should drop that paragraph 
so far as amendments individually are concerned, and go on to the next, 
and then on clear through the bill, creating a necessity to go back in an ir- 
regular way through the bill again for the purpose of individual amend- 
ment, seems to me to be against the proper way of doing things and liable 
to make a great deal of confusion. 

I object to so much of the . as relates to the consideration ot 
. Tnat can be dete after we arrive at them from time 

me, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that it be read by paragraphs. Of course then it will be open to 
amendment, the committee amendments coming before all others. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is right. 

Mr. Hiscock. I understand the Senator from Kansas objects that the 
committee amendments should be acted upon first. 

Mr. PLUMB. As to a particular paragraph? 

Mr. Hiscock, Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. Hiscock. Does he consent that the committee amendments shall be 
eis upon first in respect toeach paragraph, and then other amendments 

o follow? 

Mr. PLUMB. That will be subject to this qualification: There might be an 
amendment which some one would desire to propose to take the place of 
the entire paragraph. 

Mr. Hiscock. But the suggestion I make is that the paragraph should be 
perfected, if the Senate choose to perfect it, by the adoption of the commit- 
tee amendment, and that should be the basis of further amendment then 
and there to be offered by Senators. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. This matter will adjust jjself accordi 
of Senators as we go along; and I think the fewer hide- 
in the beginning v 


to the convenience 
und rules we have 
e better we shall be off. I shall object to that, because 
there may be cases in which it would not be the easiest way to proceed and 
it might get us into parliamentary embarrassment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the request I made submitted to the 
Senate to see if thereare other objections. Task that the formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with and that it be read for consideration by para- 


graphs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT Is there objection? 

Mr. Harris. Let me understand exactly what the Senator means by be- 
ing road for consideration by paragraphs.”’ Does he desire that each 
paragraph shall be open to amendment, or that the committee amendments 
shall first be acted upon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire that the committee amendments should first be 
acted on. My present request is that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the bill be read by paragraphs for consideration. Of 
course, in the presence of objection, I know of no way by which the commit- 
tee amendments can be necessarily acted upon first or by which we can go 
on in the usual course. 

Mr. HARRIS. I haye no objection to either method, but I desire to under- 
stand exactly what method the Senator proposes to adopt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I 8 the method suggested by the Senator from 
Tennessee himself, but the Senator from Kansas objected to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the other, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I nowask simply that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the bill be read by paragraphs for consideration. 

Mr. McPaerson. And when read by paragraphs for consideration the 
Senator bi ope by that the paragraphs will be open to amendment as they 
are reached? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly; under the rules of the Senate they are open to 
amendment. e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Those are the precedents which were estab- 
lished in 1890. I now ask to have the debate on the act of 1883 
read to show—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me 
to call his attention to the fact that he himself recognized the 
exact rule I have insisted upon here, according to that record? 
He stood here for one hour asking the unanimous consent of the 
Senate and reasoning to get that unanimous consent to dispense 
with the formal reading of the bill so that the bill could be read 
for amendment. Does the Senator want to go further in con- 
suming the time of the Senate in reading the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senatorfrom Tennessee, and the Sena- 
tors he represents, will accept the rule which was adopted in 
1880, I shall have nothing more to say upon the subject. 

Mr. HALE. That is fair. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island is insistin 
now upon controlling the methods of considering this bill, 

refer that the bill shall be read. That will not limit general 
8 it will not change a line of the bill, and there is not one 
word or line in it which will not be open to amendment after- 
wards. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Rhode Island is not at- 
tempting to control the action of the Senate upon this question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I should like to know what he is at- 
tempting to do? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam calling the attention of the Senate to 
the precedents which have been adopted and to the rule which 
has n laid down in the discussion of every tariff bill for the 
last thirty years. f 2 

Mr. HARRIS. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only by unanimous consent, the Senator 
from Tennessee says. he RECORD shows that there was no 
Senator on either side of this Chamber who at that time did not 
concede the fairness of the rule. It was done by unanimous con- 
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sent every time, and I am only surprised that the Senator from 
Tennessee should not agree to follow the rule which he assisted 
in making in 1890, and that this debate should go on forever 
upon a question, if I understand the Senator from Tennessee, 
which is of no consequence at all; but if he has any meaning be- 
hind it it is of the utmost consequence to the discussion of this 
question, and we shall stay here until it is decided properly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not yielded the floor. 
to have æ paper read. - 

Mr. PALMER, 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield to a question, or if the Senator 
desires to make a motion I will yield. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not ask the Senator to yield for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Illinois seems to be under 
a misapprehension. I had the floor. : : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the 
Senator from Rhode island. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks that a certain portion of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be 
read 


Mr. PALMER. I object to the reading of the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I shall read it myself. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to me 
for a formal motion? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate 
tion of executive business; and upon 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ; 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. If he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” Iam at liberty, however, to vote if my vote 
be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. b 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and shall not vote 
unless my vote be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. IRBY (when his name was called). 1 am paired with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. - 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Upon this 


I am asking 


roceed to the considera- 
at motion I call for the 


I am paired with 


Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). ues- 
tion Lam paired with the junior Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. ROACH]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my 


vote. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator transfer his pair? I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will leave the Senator from Vermont 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota, and I will record 
my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to inquire if the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee has 
voted, the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishouid like to have the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. I understood the Senator to announce that 
he was paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
and that he had transferred that pair to a Senator who voted the 
same way he did. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know how the Senator would vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator should find out how the other 
Senator would vote before he transfers his pair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I always desire to do so. Can the Senator 
from Massachusetts tell me how the Senator from Vermont 
would vote? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave uo doubt he would vote yea.“ He has 
gone home, and I think, therefore, he would like the Senate to 


o home. 
E Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts know 
that the Senator from Vermont would vote “yea” if here? 

Mr. HOAR.. I have no doubt whatever of it. The Senator 
from Tennessee, when announcing that he was paired with that 
Senator and transferring the pair, ought undoubtedly to know 
how the Senator would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not know. I announced my pair because 
I did not know how the Senator would vote; but when I took the 
liberty of transferring the pair I will say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I was very much surprised to find that he 


would agree with me in anything. I shall, however, have no 
question about the propriety of my pair, and withdraw my vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. PERKINS. I withdraw my vote, and stand paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. Lam paired with the Senator from ne [Mr. 
HALE], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to know whether the senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted? ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I withdraw my vote, because Lam 
paired with that Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I again announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Mrs}. 

Mr. BUTLER. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay,” and he, I suppose, would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. Power], and withhold my vote. x 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
know if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to again announce my pair with the 
senio” Senator from Michigan [Mr. StocksripGe!. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who has been called away from the Senate 
for a few days. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. HILL. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts Mr. LODGE]. = 

Mr. GORDON. If a quorum has not voted, I reserved the 
right with my pair to vote to make a quorum. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. GORDON. Then I vote“ nay.” = 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senate being without a quorum, I have 
a right under the terms of my pair to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Under the agreement with the Senator 
with whom I am paired, I have the right to vote to make a quo- 
rum. I vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand that no quorum has voted, and 
for the purpose of making a quorum I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL. I donot know whether I have the right to vote 
or not. As announced, I am 3 with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. PROCTOR]. I will leave the question to the Senators 
on the other side. If any of them object to my voting to mike 
a quorum, I shall not feel at Hborty to vote. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems to me, Mr. President, if the Senator 
from Florida has no reservation as to his right to vote in theab- 
sence of a quorum, he ought not to vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I insist npon the point of order I made some 
time ago, that during the roll call debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the result be announced. No debate is in 
order now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair is not entertaining de- 
bate. The Senator from Florida will have to determine for him- 
self as to whether or not he will vote. ~ 

Mr. CALL. I do not feel at liberty to vote without some 
further understanding with the Senator from Vermont. 

The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Mitchell, Oregon Squire. 
NAYS—31. 

Allen, Faulkner, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Bate, George, McPherson, Stewart, 
Berry. Gordon, Martin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Brice, Hunton, Morgan, ilas, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Palmer, Voorhees, 

ke, Kyle, asco, alsh. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—52. - 

Aldrich, Dolph Irby, Quay, 
Allison, bois, Jones, Nov. Ransom, 
Blackburn, e, 2 Roach. 
Butler, Gallinger. McMillan, She 
Caflery, Gibson, nderson, SHOP; 

all, Gorman, Mills. Smith, 
88 ee i ee 5 

arey, ansbroug urphy, er, 
Chandler, - Harris, Perkins, Vance, 
Cockre Hawley, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Cullom, Ai att, White, 
Davis, Power. Wilson, 
Dixon, Hoar, Proztor, Wolcott. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mx. HARRIS. Imove that theSergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Chair refuse to entertain the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the motion to which the 
Senator refers? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair having announced that no quorum 
had voted, I moved that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators; but perhaps under 
the rule a call of the Senate should first be had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ordered the roll call, 
which, under the rule of the Senate, is imperative, as the Chair 
understands, when the absence of a quorum is shown. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, ks, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Daniel, y, h, 
Bate, Gallinger, McLaurin, y, 
8 George, McPherson, om, 
Blackb Gibson, artin, uire, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Call, Harris, Murphy, 3 
Camden, gg Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hunton, Pasco, 

Chandler, Y, Peffer, 

Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Perk! 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. The last roll call shows that there is a voting 
quorum present. There is no doubt a quorum present, and the 
3 therefore recurs on the motion made by the Senator 
; m Maine. I will withdraw my motion, to see if we have a 

voting gearan upon the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. L rise to a parliamentary inquiry, which I 
desire to make now. I have noticed the habit of the Senator 
from Tennessee 

Mr. HARRIS, The question is not debatable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At odd intervals when the rules of the Sen- 
ate provide that no debate shall be had, of getting up and ad- 
dressing the Senate, giving notice of what he intends to do and 
what he does not intend to have somebody else do in the future. 
I desire that hereafter the rules of the Senate be enforced. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will undertake toenforce them now. I rise 
to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the pend- 
ing motion is not debatable. The Senator from Rhode Island 
stated to the Chair that he rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did, and that was that debate was not in 


order. f 
Mr. HARRIS. The question is not debatable. No debate is 
in order on a motion to go into executive session. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The question I desire to put to the Presid- 


ing Officer—— 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island is. out of 
order. I eall for order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear a parliamen- 


tary sn Were : > . 

Mr. HARRIS. Then it must be a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee is out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Rhode Island 
has a parliamentary inquiry to propound to the Chair, the Chair 
will hear it; but the Chair will not hear debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Rhode Island desired to 
know whether the remarks made by the Senator from Tennessee 
pending the roll call npon the pending question were in orđer? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present, I thould vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. lf he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and there- 
fore can not vote. I should vote “nay” if at liberty to do so. 


` 


Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 
Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce 


I am paired 


my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCK- 
BRIDGE], and therefore withhold my vote. If I were not paired 
I should vote “nay.” ~ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wiuson]. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. GORM (hon his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
ine [Mr. FRYE]. 
I am red with 


the Senator from 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], but I an under- 
standing with him that where my vote is necessary to mako a 
quorum I may vote, and 1 therefore vote nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I will state, once for 
all, as I do not care to repeat itagain, that I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I shall vote on 
this question, notwithstanding my pair with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the understanding being that either 
one of us is at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I should vote “nay” if 
he were here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). T 
withdraw my vote, as the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON], with whom I am paired, is not present. 

The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 32, not voting 51; as 


follows: 

YEAS—2. 

Mitchell, Oregon Squire. 

NAYS—2. 
Allen, Daniel, McLaurin, Peffer, 
Bate, George, McPherson, h, 
Berry, Gray, Martin, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. 
Brice, Irby, Morgan, Ves 
Camden, Jones, Ark Murphy, Vilas, 
Carey, Kyle, Palmer, Voor 
Coke, Lindsay, Pasco, Walsh. 

NOT VOTING—l. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Hoar, Ransom 
Allison, Faulkner, Jones, Ney. — 
Blackburn, 0. ge, erman, 
Butler, Galinger, McMillin, Shoup, 
Caffery. Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Call, Gordon, Milis, Stock 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Teller, 
8 Hans h $ aire Waanb 
nsbrough, el A urn, 

Cullom, Harris, Platt, te, 
Davis. Hawley, Power, 
Dixon, „ tor, Wolcott. 
Dolph, 1. Quay. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. QUAY (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKB . I suggest that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QUAY] is not here to make a motion. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Pennsylvania, I presume, has 
the privilege of appearing after the roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDED The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] The“ noes” have it, and the motion is 
nat agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. L call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Chair has announced his decision. 

Mr. VEST and others. Too late. 

Mr. QUAY. I do not think it is too late to call for the yeas 
and nays. 2 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President — 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that debate is 
not in order. The last roll call disclosed the lack of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether a qurom be present. 

Mr. QUAY. Do I understand that the Chair refuses to en- 
tertain my motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not refuse to enter- 
tain the motion, but, under the rule, the Chair had made the an- 
nouncement before the yeas and nays were called for. The Chair 
is simply enforcing the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CKBUORN and others. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
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The cares ee the roll, and the following Senators 
eir names: 


Jones, Ark, 


Allen. Daniel. Kyle, Pettigrew. 
Bate, Gallinger, 2 Pugh. 
Black) Gibson, Nen tf 
urn, erson, 

Blanchard, Gordon, Manin, uire, 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. ie, 
Call, Harris, Morgan, ‘est, 
Camden, M 8 Vilas, 
Carey, 1. Palmer, Voorhees. 
Chandler, Hunton, Pasco, 

by, Peffer, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have responded to 
their names. A quorumis present. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business; upon which 
motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary 


will call the roll. 

The Secreta roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAC RN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. In 
his absence I withhold my vote. If he were here I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), [am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER P with the 
understanding, however, that whenever his or my vote ma, 
make a quorum, or may tend to it, either may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCK- 
BRIDGE]. If he were present I should EA 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine Mr. HALEI. | 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Tagain announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. ee 

Mr. GORDON. I inquire if a quorum has voted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. LIobject. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GORDON. Ihave decided to vote to make a quorum. I 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from | 
Iowa[Mr. ALLISON]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” | 
Ido not know how he would vote. | 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Mitchell, Oregon Pettigrew, Squire. 
NAYS—22. 
Allen, Daniel, i Pasco, 
Bate, George, Me Laurin, Pener, 
Berry. Gordon, McPherson, Pugh, 
Blanchard, an, Martin, Stewart, 
Brice. Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Vest. 
Caftery, by, Morgan, Vilas, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Voorhees, 
Coke, yle, Palmer, Walsh. 
NOT VOTING—5O. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Nev. n, 
Allison. Fa ^ Lodge, Shoup, 
5 Gali M derson, Sto kbridge 
ative, an 2 
Call. Gibson, Teller. ; 
Cameron, Gray, Morrill, Turpis, 
Carey, e, Per! Vance, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, Washburn, 
Cockrell, is, Power, White, 
Cullom, Hawley, Proctor, Wilson, 
Davis, Higgins, . Wolcott. 
Dixon, Hill, ansom, 
Dolph, Hoar, Roach, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. QUAY. On that I ask for the yess and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to cali the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who 
is absent, and I withhold my vote. 


Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam d with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. he were 
present, I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR}. If he were present, I 
should vote “ may: 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM], but believing 
there is not a voting quorum present, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL}. 


Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I again an- 
Borca] my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 

ACH]. 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], or I should vote nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—5. 
Aldrich, Pettigrew, Quay, Squire. 
Mitchell, Oregon ` 
NAYS—30. 
Allen, George, McLaurin, M 
Bate, Gorman, McPherson, Stewart, 
A Gray, artin, Vest, 
Bianchard, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. V 
Brice, Irby, Morgan, Voor! 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Palmer, Wi 
Coke, 2 
Daniel. dsay, Penter, 
NOT VOTING--50. 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Nev. S 
lack Faulkner, age. Show 
Butler, e, McMillan, Smith, 
Caffery, G er, erson, Stockbridge, 
Cail, Gibson, 3 
Cameron, Gordon, Morrill, 
ey, Hale. Murphy, Vance, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perk Washburn, 
rell, Harris, Platt, White, 
Callom, Hawiey, * Power, Wilson, 
Davis, Hi Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Hili, Ransom, 
Dolph, Hoar, Roach, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I know it is notin order at this stage of the 
proceeding to enter upon anything in the form of debate, but I 
trust I may be allowed to make a statement a minute or a min- 
ute and a half long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule V, when the Senate votes u a 
question and less than a quorum votes, it is the duty of the 
Chair to order n call of the Senate. Upon that call if there ap- 
pears to be less than a quorum, then it is in order to move that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators. But if upon the call of the Senate a quorum is 
present, then, under Rule V, it is not in order to make that mo- 
tion. Now, we find ourselves in a condition at this hour of the 
evening where there is not a quorum voting upon any question 
on which the Senate divides, but upon a call of the Senate there 
are seven Senators more thana quorum. Therefore we can not 
send for absent Senators, because a quorum is present. 

In view of that condition of affairs I intend to-morrow morn- 
ing to notify my pair that I can stand paired no longer, unless 
it is with the distinct understanding that I have a right to vote 
whenever I apprehend there is a wantofaquorum. I think the 
only thing left for us to do is to give notice that our exist 
no longer, so that we who are here and stay here shall all be free 
to vote. 

After making that statement as to the present condition of af- 
fairs (and I hope before to-morrow night there will be a very dif- 
ferent condition of affairs), I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ, as I do not wish to vibrate between the call of the roll 
upon the pending question and then a call of the Senate which 
develops the presence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 10, 
1894, at 12 o’elock m. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 7, 1894 
AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


George A. Howard, of Tennessee, to be Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post-Office Department. 


~ 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 9, 1894. 


The House met at 12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 

E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
É ' PAY OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Attorney-General submitting an estimate of deficiency in 
the appropriation for pay of special assistant attorneys, 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES DEAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting.a communication 
from the Commissioner of Customs submitting the claim of 
Charles Deal, late deputy collector, and recommending an ap- 
propriation therefor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

z LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STRAUS, until next Tuesday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. COOPER of Fiorida, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. CANNON of Illinois, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. GOLDZIER, for eight days, on account of public busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. CORNISH, for one week, on aceount of sickness in family. 
5 Pepe ENGLISH of New Jersey, for ons week, on account of ill 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


rts. f 
The committees were called, but no reports were submitted. 
REPRINT OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a reprint of House bill 6518, 
makingappropriation for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, was ordered, the supply being exhausted. 

s ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr.Speaker,I call for the regular order. This 
is District day under the rules, aud I understand the regular 
order to be the consideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in some doubt as to whether 

the regular order is not the proceedings that we had on Satur- 
day. There is a motion pen ing. 
Mr. HEARD. Well, if the Chair holds that that is the regu- 
lar order, of course it will have to be disposed of first, but my 
impression was that that being a contest as to whether or not we 
should have a quorum as to the business of that day, it died with 
the proceedings of the day. 

The SPEAKER. There was a motion made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to discharge an order previously 
made for the arrest of absent members, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit that 
that is not necessarily the regular order. I understand the rule 
to be that a motion may be withdrawn at any time prior to ade- 
cision upon it. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no suggestion to withdraw 
this motion. — 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was merely using that statement as a 
predicate for what I was about to say. If it be true that the 
mover of that motion could withdraw it at this stage—and I 
think it is quite clear that he could do so—it would seem to fol- 
low that it is not such a matter of privilege as the House must 
necessarily pass upon unless it is withdrawn. In other words, 
it may be such a proceeding that the gentleman who made the 
motion could insist upon the House acting upon it by calling it 
up, but if he chooses to withdraw it, or not to call it up, then I 
submit that it does not stand asa question of privilege which 
necessaril prosena itself to the House for action at this time. 

Mr. BU. WS. The gentleman from Illinois is nòt present 
to withdraw his motion, even if the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi is one that he would acquiesce in; and I sug 
gest to the gentleman from Mississippi and to the Chair that 
there be no objection this matter might go over for the present, 
and the House proceed with the District business. 


— 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objeotion, the matter may go 
over without any decision of the question. ; 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missouri indicate 
the bill which he desires to tall up? 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up the unfinished business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill that is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to 
change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of said company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will be found on ex- 
amination that the amendment pending on last District day was 
one offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], 
to insert the word ‘‘eclectric” after the word “ underground“ in 
the first section of the bill, line 11. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this bill in the House or in 
committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bill was being con- 
sidered in the House by unanimous consent, under agreement 
that the debate should be limited to five minutes on each amend- 
ment. The amendment that I have indicated was pending when 
the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER. The arrangement to which the gentleman 
refers was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was. The debate had 
progressed for fifteen or twenty minutes under that agreement 
when the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY), The Clerk will 
report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Between the word underground and the word “system,” in section 1, 
page 1, line 11, insert “electric.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on this amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to hear an explanation from 
some gentleman of the committee as to their reason for opposing 
the insertion of this word “electric.” They have told us in their 
report and the arguments they have made that of the two per- 
missible methods of propulsion—the underground trolley and 
the cable sypie cable system could in no event be used; 
leaving only the other. Now, in view of those statements what 
is the objection to this amendment? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, as I stated when this bill was up 
for consideration on the last District day, the only object of the 
committee in recommending striking out the word “ electric” 
was that while the committee believed, and continue to believe, 
that the underground system of propulsion as contemplated to 
be used is feasible, yet by striking out this word the company 
would be enabled, without coming to Congress for further au- 
thority, to use the cable on the Ninth.streat line if the other 
system should be demonstrated to be a failure. 

The gentleman from Iowa has repeated a statement which was 
made on the last District day, that this company has insisted it 
is not 8 to use the cable system on this line. On that 

int I wish to say the gentleman is in error. The contention 

, and always has been, that by reason of the great number of 
curves in the main line running from Georgetown to the Capitol 
it is impracticable to use the cable; but it is considered by the 
engineers feasible to use the cable on the Ninth street line. 

ut allow me to add that the committee is not here to-day re- 
sisting the insertion of the word electric.“ On the contrary, 
I state to the House that there is nota single member of the 
committee who objects to an amendment which will limit this 
company to the use of underground electric propulsion. There 
is no opposition on the partof the committee to this amendment, 
and I hope it will be adopted unanimously. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I decidedly approve of insert- 
ing the word “electric ” after the word ‘‘ underground“ in this 
bill, for the resson—— 

A MEMBER. We all agree to the amendment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Very well; if there is no opposition to the 
amendment, I waive further remarks, 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, strike out the seven last words of line 5, all of line 6, and three 
words of line 7 and insert 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The section to which thisamend- 
ment applies has not been reached, as it was agreed that the 
bill 1 be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 8 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I move toamend by striking out the last 
word. I make this amendment for the purpose of giving notice 
of a motion which I desire to make and shall make at the proper 
time to recommit the bill with instructions to report a measure 
resuming all the rights that the Government conferred upon 
this company and providing some method for the use of the fran- 
chise. 

I do this (and I may refer to the matter now, as it is a month 
since the subject was under discussion) because I believe this 
company has shown absolute and wanton contempt of the legis- 
lation of Congress. It has been the effort of Congress for five 
years to compel this company to furnish the people of this Dis- 
trict adequate street-car facilities. Under various pretenses 
the company has refused to do this; and it now comes here ask- 
ing for a further extension of time within which, as it says, it 
expects to comply with the mandates which were put upon it 
five years ago and which it ought to have obeyed four years ago. 
It has refused to pay a debt due to the District, not a debt, as 
has been said, of $147,000, but a debt of $234,000—a debt that has 
been adjudicated and determined to be due—a debt which, in 
my humble judgment, any man who investigates the question 
must decide that this company owes to the District. 

You will remember that during the progress of the debate four 
weeks ago on this subject a gentleman during that discussion 
claimed that there was not the shadow of even anequitable claim 
against this company. 

A MEMBER. ho was it? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And yet here is the unques- 
tioned fact of the existence of a statute that declares that they 
shall do certain work, which they have utterly refused to do, or 
at least omitted to do, that was done by the city and that they 
up to this time under various pretexts have repudiated. 

These gentlemen told us the other day that these improve- 
ments made were made in streets mainly before the roadbed 
was laid. That is true. But when they were laid the company 
was then in default. This incorporating act was passed in 1864. 
The company was required to build the various street railways 
within a year. They secured an extension of the time, and 
when that expired they secured another extension, aggregating 
in all nearly five years, bringing the time when they should 
have furnished these facilities tothe year 1869. These improve- 
ments were not made by the District until 1870, 1871, 1872, and 
1873—years afterwards. There was during all of this time an 

obligation on the company to give the facilities and build the 
road which had not been complied with. 

Now, they set up the fact of their own default as a reason why 
they should not be required to participate in the expense of the 
paving of these streets, notwithstanding that at their request 
their stringers and ties were laid in the pavement as it was being 
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laid. 

Mr, COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I have but a short part of five min- 
utes remaining, but will be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I sup the gentleman from Iowa 
would hardly take the position that a duty was on this company 
to do the work (after Congress had extended the time) within 
the time for which the extension had been allowed; and, second, 
the gentleman is utterly mistaken in the assertion that it was 
poh done at the expense of the company. It was a sugges- 
tion that came primarily from the board of public works, and 
when the improvement was made, on streets not occupied by the 
company, it was done under a solemn contract between the com- 
pany and the board of public works that they were not to do it 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The time of the 
gentleman from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Iowa be extended for ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I am forced to object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. You will not save any time by it. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam perfectly willing to yield to the gentle- 
man an additional five minutes; but in response to the gentle- 
man from Indiana let me say we do not propose to make any- 
thing by objecting. Wedesire if possible to keep this debate 
strictly within the rule that we have BE reed upon. I am per- 
fectly willing-that the gentleman from Iowa may have an addi- 
tional five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
requested that he be allowed ten minutes’ additional time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from 
Towa ask an extension of ten minutes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to have that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope there will be no 
objection to that. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to object. 

Mr. HEARD. I did object, but did not know the gentleman 
had made application for the extention or desired it, infact. I 
have no objection to that if he wishes it. ; 

But I hope I may be permitted to suggest to the House, in 
the consideration of this question, that I shall feel compelled 
$ obser hereafter to any extension beyond the time allowed by 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is 
recognized for ten minutes. 2 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, four weeks ago when the dis- 
cussion of this question was had three gentlemen of the com- 
mittee occupied nearly all of the day in presenting the railroad - 
side of the question. In view of that fact, I think it only fair 
that we may have an opportunity to give the other side of it. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will allow 
this correction. I, as chairman of the committee, occupied less 
than ten minutes that day, but the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN], when I was about to move that the House proceed 
under the five-minute rule, indicated that he wanted more time, 
and he was permitted to proceed for an hour if he wanted to. 

He had no limit, and he certainly can not complain. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I am not complaining now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want to take issue 
with my friend, but I do not think he ought tosay that the gen- 
tleman who spoke on that day presented the railroad side of 
the case. I tried in the time that I occupied to present both 
sides of the case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not observe the latter part of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman admitted 
that he was not in the Hall, paying attention to what I said, be- 
cause I had to correct him on that day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; we shall not quarrel about that 
if we can get the case presented now. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee in a sense is correct, in the correction that he made. In 
another he is not. This road came to Congress in 1864 and asked 
for these franchises. They were granted. They wereexclusiye. 
For more than eight years a portion of them were held in this 
way, they refusing to go on with the improvements, refusing to 
give the facilities for travel, and prohibiting anybody else from 
getting in. Again the gentleman is partially correct. It is 
true that the Commissioners, for fear that there might be some 
pretense on the part of the company that they were not con- 
sulted, notified them, and then they made the request that they 
be permitted, or that the authorities of the District should lay 
the stringers and the cross-ties in the pavemenf as it was being 
constructed. : 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Right there, if the gentleman will 
permit me, that was done under a solemn contract between the 
road and the board of public works, that no part of the work 
then done should be at the expense of the road. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There was no contract at that time at all, if 
the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. COBB of Ala But the record shows it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The president of the road, in one of the let- 
ters, put in that proposition. There was never any acceptance 
of that at all. There was no waiver, and there never has been 
a@waiver,on the part of the authorities of the District, of the 
duty of the company to put in this pavement, and there could be 


none. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the letters to which the gentle- 
man refers constitute the contract. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They do not. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In law the 

Mr. HEPBURN. They do not. 
that kind. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And that agreement was that the 
road should proceed, provided it should not be held responsible 
for any of the paving. 

Mr. HEPB And the court has passed upon that matter, 
and has refused to reco that. They could not have done it 
if they had wanted to. Here was an act of Congress requiring 
them to pave their tracks, imposing upon the railroad compan; 
that duty, but that is a part and parcel of all the other speci 
pleadings that we have heard here in behalf of this railway com- 
pany. There is no foundation in fact for it, nor is there in law, 
nor is there in justice. They are here simply pleading now the 
effect of their default for all these years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment they ought not to be per- 
mitted to have this benefit for themselves. Other railway com- 
panies have responded to the obligation of the law, and they have 
made payment. I can not exactly tell you the amountof the pay- 
ments they have made, but one corporation, the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad, has paid $60,000. Others have paid sums 


do. 
There is no agreement of 
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aggrogating in all, with the interest, perhaps, $100,000, These 
other companies stand in precisely the same attitude toward the 
taxpayersof this District as does the Metropolitan road. Now, if 

ou wipe out this indebtedness, if you say it shall not pay, why 
te justice and in equity are you not required to make restitution 
to the companies that have paid? If this thing is done, it will 
be but a little while 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield to mo fora question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. KYLE. Is it not a fact that the Commissioners. of the 
District, and the District attorney, and everybody connected 
with the government of this city and its affairs, is protesting 
against the 70 75 e of this bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is correct. They are all 
protesting against it. It is the District Committee against the 
whole people of the District. That is the issue. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman ought 
not to make as broad a statement as that. That is not the case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who else is on your side of the contention? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wantto state that what 
the gentleman has said is not the case at all. I do not wish to 
occupy his time now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill be very glad to be corrected if I am 
wrong. 

Mr KYLE, Has not the gentleman a copy of a letter from 
the attorney of the District here protesting against it? 

Mr.PAYNE. The gentleman has said the amount involved 
i $234,000, instead of $147,009. I should like an explanation of 

at. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The original debt at the time judgment 
was rendered was $147,000, with ten or eleven years’ interest. 
The interest amounts to more than $80,000. 

It is true that in the efforts toward compromise, I believe, 
nothing was said about that interest; and yet it is as much due 
to the District and to the Government as anything else. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I can answer it I will. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that there is a proposition in 
this bill to extend the time fixed for requiring this road to 
change its motive power? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. From mule to some other power? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. And coupled with that is a proposition to 
pay n debt it owes to the city? 

Ar. HEPBURN. There is nothing of that kind in this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE, And you contend that there ought to be? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There ought to be a proposition of that 
kind init. Heretofore there has been legislation of that kind. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there question in the courts bearing on 
that question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not now; that has all been adjudicated. It 
was lost to the District; because of the plea of the statute of 
limitation. Now, there was a time, Mr. Chairman (and allow 
me to explain that), when the authorities of the District did 
not believe the threo years’ statute of limitation applied to the 
District; that there was some element of sovereignty in the 
District as the representative of the Federal Government that 
prevented the operation of the bar of the statute, They went 
on under that theory until the three years elapsed. 

Again, there is a reason for the failure to bring suits at the 

roper time. There was an attempt being made by the city au- 
Phorities and the railroad corporation to secure an amicable ad- 
judication and to secure an agreed statement of facts. One of 
theattorneys for the Government says that the facts were agreed 
upon; and there was a belief that there would be no difficulty 
about securing an authoritative agreement in writing; but after 
atime the authorities on the part of this railroad company re- 
fused to make that agreement, waiving the bar of the statutes. 
Gentlemen tell us that there has been no litigation on the mat- 
ter. My understanding is that every question has been prop- 
erly investigated and that upon . question except that of 
the statute of limitation the city authorities have recovered in 
the actions that have been brought. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And was not the case taken to 
the Supreme Court, and upon one of the propositions was not 
the decision of the court below reversed by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Supreme Court reversed on the point 
of the statute of limitation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And if the court below made an 
error in one proposition, is it not possible that they made errors 
with reference to other parts of the question? 


Mr. HEPBURN. Of course, I take it for granted that all 
courts may Merona commit errors. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama, Without taking the time of the gen- 
tleman, I simply desire to enter a denial. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A denial of what? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That there has been an adjudication 
agreed upon by the courts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you say that there was no adjudication? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There was no adjudication. 

Mr: HEPBURN. Did not the court below pass upon every 
one of the twelve questions presented to them? i 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Les, it was passed upon by the court 
withdrawing the main question from the jury and preventing 
N any adjudication upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The court adjudicated it. It was one of the 
questions that the court could withdraw from the jury, but there 
was no reversal of that action. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, That is where we differ. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There has been no conflict in the evidence 
between these parties until within these latter days. When 
they were attempting to agree upon a statement of the facts 
there was no controversy about the facts. The refusal upon the 
part of the railroad company was based upon the waiver of the 
plea of the statute of limitation. 

The n The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in consid- 
eration of the interruptions, I ask that the gentleman be al- 
lowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope that the gentleman will not press that 
motion until the Committee may have an opportunity to be 
heard. The House knows that the gentleman has been treated 
liberally with regard to time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will withdraw it with the 
understanding 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to hear the statement 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will withdraw the mo- 
son with the understanding that I may renew it at a later pe- 


riod. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Iowa asks for a few min- 
utes more time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not ask it now. I will ask it later. 

Mr. HEARD, Mr. Speaker, I am now going to ask an indul- 
gence of the House which I rarelyask. I feel, however, impelled 
by a sense of duty to the District Committee, and to myself.as a 
member of that committee, to ask the House to indulge me for 
ten minutes, or for as much time as it gave to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], who is not a member of the commit- 
tee, in order that I may present the side which the committee 
desire to have presented to the House. I ask ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question for my own information and the informa- 
tion of other gentlemen sitting around me. Is it nota fact that, 
owing to the decision of the higher court not one cent of this 
$147,090 can be collected from the railway company? 

Mr. HEARD. That is true. There has been a decision of the 
Supreme Court based upon the plea of the statute of limitation, 
and that has never been denied by anybody. That is the present 
Status of the case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then I understand there is-no 
eet to collect that money from the company, as the case now 
stands. 

Mr. HEARD. I think that is generally conceded. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How, then, I ask the gentleman 
if it is not true that this company has offered, in the event of 
its charter being extended, to waive the plea of the statute of 
limitations, and go into court and let the whole question be de. 
termined irrespective of that plea? l 

Mr. HEARD. - That is correct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not true, further, that the 
District Commissioners, relying upon their power to use Con- 


gress to squeeze something out of this company that it is not 


legally liable for, declined that proposition? 

Mr. HEARD. I decline to answer that question. The gentle- 
man can draw his own inference. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not a fact that the company 
offered to submit the question to the courts, waiving the plea of 
the statute of limitations, and that that offer has been refused by 
the District Commissioners? > 

Mr. HEARD. That is true. Now, Mr. Speaker, in that con- 
nection I desire to read a proposition submitted by the railwa; 
company to the District Commissioners and their attorney. 
hope gentlemen will give me their attention, for if the District 
Commissioners and their attorney rely upon the equities as 
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established in this suit which they talk of so much, then this 
ought to be acceptable to them. Here is the proposition: 

Whereas, in the case of the District of Columbia against the Metropolitan 
Railway Company, defendant at law, No. 22458 on the docketof the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, the Supreme Court of the United States 
reversed the judgment entered in said case by the said supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and gave judgment in favor of the said Metropolitan 
Railway Company on the pleas of the statute of limitations, but did not pass 
np or express any opinion as to the other pleas filed in said-case: 

© Said court of 1 e of the District of Columbia is hereby authorized 
and empowered and ven jurisdiction to consider and determine all the 
pleas filed in said case by the said railroad com v, except the said pleas 
relating to and setting up the statute of limitations, and to consider, deter- 
mine, and adjudicate all the issues raised by said pons except the issues 
relating to the statute of limitations, as presented by and contained in the 
record of the Supreme Court of the Uni States; acopy.ofsaid record, duly 
authenticated, be certified by the supreme court Of the District. of Co- 
Tumbia to the said court of appeals. which said court shall have jurisdiction 
thereof, as though the same came before the said court of appeals upon ap- 
ua duly taken from the judgment of the supreme court of the District of 

iumbia holding a special term. 

The company further proposed to file a written waiver of all 
rights accruing to said company vy the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon the statute of limitations, and 
admitting and acknowledging the jurisdiction of the court of 
appeals under the act of reference, thus reéstablishing this case 
in the courts of the District with full jurisdiction in them to try 
it upon the record, on which it is claimed that the District is en- 
titled toa judgment. That proposition was rejected by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners and their attorney. Then they said the, 
wanted anarbitration. The railroad company sad; Very well, 
we will have an arbitration,” and the stipulation prepared by 
the Commissioners and the railroad company is in the hands of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]; but the Com- 
missioners demanded, as a liminary to agreeing to an arbi- 
tration, or the attorney of the District demanded, that the com- 

y should waive their right to plead the question of notice, 
and, practically, the question of original liability, and should 
also agree to pay, in any event, the sum of $39,000. 

Now, in view of that fact, and in view of the fact that the 
Commissioners demanded that the $147,000, the whole amount 
of which the committee did not believe was justly due, should 
be paid, the committee declined to recommend the payment of 
any sum of money by the railroad company, because we could 
not conscientiously recommend the full amount, and the recom- 
mendation of any less amount would put us in the position of 
trying to scale down what the Commissioners said was due; so 
we reported this bill back with the provision that the legislation 
herein contained should not interfere with any pending rights 
of the District, thus leaving the matter.as we knew it would be 
left, in the hands of Congress to amend the bill in any way it 
should deem proper and require this company to pay $39,000 or 
850.000, or the whole $147,000, or any other sum that they should 
finally believe to be due. 

The gentleman from Lowa proposes to recommit this bill, and 
I coat ask him in whose interest such a motion can be made? 
It is conceded by eee that the legislation which is asked 
here ought to be enacted if it can be passed without injury to 
the Pali interests. Now, if the gentleman from Iowa wants to 
serve the public by improving the transportation facilities of 
this District, why does not he propose to amend this bill so as to 
compel the company to pay all the money which he says is due, 
and let the public get the benefit of the improvement in trans- 
por tation facilities which will result from this legislation? The 
committes agrees, the House agrees, the District Commissioners 
agree that the company should be authorized to make the change 
proposed in motive power, and all that anybody has demanded 
is that the money claimed to be due should be paid by the com- 
pany; therefore, why is not the gentleman’s motion to make this 
company pay all this money, or whatever sum the House ma. 
think proper, and let the public get the benefit of the propose 
change in motive power which the bill was originally designed 
to give them? 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill ask the gentleman whether he thinks the 
clause that he has just read would be sufficient in and of itself to 
curry out the purpose? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly not. 

Mr. LACEY. Would it not be proper to require the company 
to file a stipulation of waiver? 

Mr, HEARD: We made that suggestion and the railroad 
company assented to it, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. COS WII. LJ preferred this amendment to the one we rec- 
ommended. The company said they were willing toamend this 
proposition so that it should compel the company to file that 
waiver and also to acknowledge the jurisdiction of the court, as 
before stated. 

Mr. BLAIR, I would like to know why it is that this com- 

y, if it has rights under the judgments of the courts, is to 
compelled to surrender them in order to get useful and le- 
gitimate legislation 


Mr. HEARD. Here is the record upon which the District 
authorities claim that they were entitled toa judgment and upon 
which a judgment was obtained in the supreme court of-the Dis- 
trict: but that judgment was avoided in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, to which the case was carried on appeal, upon 
the plea of the statute of limitations. Now, the proposition pre- 
sented by the railroad company in our committee, and to which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. J OHNSON] has referred, was 
that Congress in connection with this bill shall confer upon the 
court of ap full jurisdiction to try this controversy upon 
all pleas except the statute of limitations; and in order that 
there may be no question about the authority of the court to try 
the issues, it is proposed that the company shall come in and 
waive the rights secured to them under former litigation; and 
this the company is willing to do. 

5 Mr. BLAIR. Was the case tried upon the pleas to the mer- 
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Mr. HEARD, That is a matter which I must leave to my 
learned colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
bama [Mr. COBB]. I will simply say that according to his opin- 
ion all discretion on the part of the jury was taken away by the 
instructions of the court. I must excused, however, from 
going further into that question. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will allow me, I think I 
can answer the question of the gentlemanfrom New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman may do so in his own time. 
Having but one minute left I have no time to pursue this dis- 
cussion now; I will resume it later. I now surrender the floor. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I ea this bill when it was 
under consideration by the House heretofore; and subsequent 
investigation has convinced me that I was right in taking that 
potion. The more this question is investigated the more in- 

efensible seems to be the position of the committee, which is 
urging Congress to waive certain rights that the District of 
Columbia has in relation to this railroad company, and to give 
life again to the charter that the company has forfeited. 

I find that the Fifty-second Congress appointed a committee 
to investigate the franchises of the District; and that commit- 
at in closing their partial report, said in relation to street 
railways: 


Pending the conclusion of this investigation, they strong! e that no 
new legislation be had on ters—g mii 


any of the following mat ranting any new 
charter or extending charters to existing lines. 


I find also in the tabulation of that committee a statement to 
which I beg to call attention, because of its importance. The 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company—in other words, 
the cable road—which has issued stock to the amount of $500,- 
000, received into its treasury only $200,000 for that $500,000 
worth of stock; in other words, only 40 per cent of the amount 
of the stock was paid into the treasury. 

A MEMBER. And the stock is now worth 400. 

Mr. COOMBS. ‘The stock is worth, as the gentleman sug- 
gests, 400. We find that in ten years that stock has paid an an- 
nual dividend of over 50 per cent on the amount invested. The 
interests of the District have certainly not been preserved in 
this case. 

I find that the eompany that is before us now asking certain 
favors, the Metropolitan, with stock issued to the amount of 
$735,000, received into its treasury only $425,000; in other words, 
about $200,000 went into the pockets of somebody. That road 
has paid,on the amount of the money paid in, an annual divi- 
dend of over 12} per cent. I find that the Columbia 
Company, which issued stock to the amount of $400,000, re- 


-ceived into its treasury for that stock only $100,000, and it has 


paid dividends of 8.6 = cent per annum for the last ten years. 
We find that the Capitol and North O Street Railroad, which 
has issued $500,000 worth of stock, has received into its treasury 
only $223,144, and it has paid dividends of 74 per cent on the 
amount paid in. Then follows a list of roads which have made 
no report and paid, so far as we can understand, no dividends. 

Now,I claim, Mr. Speaker, that we have come to the dividing 
issue, which is of immense interest to the District of Columbia, 
in determining what shall be the future of these franchises. It 
is undoubtedly the policy of these men, whose stock is worth 400, 
300, and 225, to buy up these railroads which are now paying no 
dividend, to make a consolidation, and then issue ions of 
dollars’ worth of stock and bonds. Asa result of this, the city 
of Washington will be in the same condition in which many of 
the cities of this country find themselves to day. 

I say that members of Congress owe it to the District of Co- 
lumbia to listen to the voice of the people and the voice of the 
Commissioners, and see that the wrong now contemplated is not 


— 
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rpetrated. And, 853 I call upon you not only to vote 
for the amendment I have offered, that this company be com- 
lied to pay its honest debt to the city for which a judgment 
: fas been rendered, but that, finally, the bill shall be sent back 
to the committee until the joint committee of the House and 
Senate shall be heard in relation to this matter of the franchises, 
and some policy decided upon which shall, while dealing fairly 
by the companies and paying reasonable returns upon their in- 
vestments, secure to the District all remaining advantages. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

expired. 
. COOMBS. May I have about two minutes more? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
gentleman will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. This investigation is going on and it will soon 
be completed; and I say that this House should stop where itis, 
give no new rights to this railroad which it does not now pos- 
sess, nor settle any difficulties in which it is involved until the 
whole question can come up de novo before the House, and the 
attitude of all these transportation companies be settled in the 
interest of the people of the District of Columbia. 

We have a city that is growing rapidly. It is fast becoming 
the center of the polite and scientific population of the country. 
It is increasing rapidly in numbers and wealth, and in a very few 
years these charters will be of enormous value. Let us then re- 
serve for the people of the District of Columbia, as has been the 
case with some few other cities throughout the country, these 
rightsand benefits. and not, as in the majority of cases, surrender 
them into the hands of private corporations regardless of the 
justrights of the citizens. 

Mr. ALLEN was recognized. y% 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair to the fact that we are proceeding 
under the five-minute rule, reading the bill by sections for de- 
bate and amendment. There is no amendment pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemaniscorrect. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] withdraws the pro forma 
amendment, 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

I just desire to be heard for a few moments on what seems to 
have been elaborated somewhat during this discussion—the 

ueezing system—an expression which gentlemen are using 
while engaged in the discussion of this bill. = 

I have n here asa member of this body for several years, 

- and I have been watching with much interest this Washington 
street-railway system, I remember when I first came here 
there was a proposition made to incorporate a competing line to 
the two great street railways now in existence and running east 
and west through the city, and we saw the influence of these 
roads in this House that prevented that line from ever being 
constructed. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion for 
his own information? This House passed a billafter a hard 
fight, by 20 votes more than 2 to 1, granting a charter to this 
new road. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has never become a law. 

Mr. HEARD. No; we passed it, but it did not get through the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. And there was a great deal of filibustering in 
the House to keep it from passing. 

Mr. HEARD. It passed all the same, though, 

Mr. ALLEN. Then they undertook to make the roads give 
the people of the District of Columbia better facilities, and they 

sed this bill that required them originally, within a certain 
ength of time, to improve their traction system and give the fa- 


cilities that the people required. Neither of them complied 


with the requirements of the law. Both of them were compelled 
to have some extension of time; and one of them finally did es- 
tablish a different system. This railroad, the Metropolitan 
road, is here now for the second or third time, asking an exten- 
sion of time, while it has done nothing towards carrying out the 
provisions of the bill that Congress passed requiring it, under 
pain of forfeiture of its charter, to do this work many years 
ago. 

Now, there has been some talk of the ‘‘ squeezing” process on 
these roads during this discussion. But, Mr. Speaker, the street 
railways of this District, and all over the country, are employ- 
ing that method towards the people, and have obtained from the 
authorities charters for their roads worth millions and millions 
of dollars; and still they go on with their squeezing process. 
This road is in a condition now that it must have further legis- 
lation or its rights will disappear; and the proposition is to 
make them do What in justice they should have done years ago, 
in building up the streets in this city, in order to entitle them to 


their franchise. They went into the courts. They are very anx- 
ious to do the right thing now. 


When the devil was sick the devil a monk would be: 
When the devil got well the devil a monk was he. 


[Laughter.] 
_ When this railroad gets sick then it becomes quite saintly and 
is willing to waive all statutes of limitation. edo not want 
anything of thekind. There is no necessity for having any fur- 
ther trial about the matier. I have no disposition as one mem- 
ber of this House to oppress this road or any other road, but I 
am unwilling to see the bill pass the House until they have shown 


an effort to comply with their obligations and restored to the 


people of the District the rights to which they were entitled un- 
der the law. I do not care about their technicalities now—and 
they are standing on many of them—as to whether they owe the 
money or not. They have a franchise from Congress worth much 
more than the money they owe the people of the District. They 
have practically forfeited the charter to Congress, in failing to 
do what the law required them todo. Now, I say, without con- 
e value of the franchise - you may call it squeezing if 
you wish—if anybody had known what the value of the franchise 
would be, probably they would not-have gotten it as easily as 
they did. But they did get the franchise, and I am not disposed 
to take it away from them. : 

But I do say it is the business of this Congress, before any fur- 
ther privileges are extended to them, before any further rights 
are given to them, to see that they be made to do what they 
ought in equity and good conscience to do, and what the bill in- 
corporating them required them to do. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to congratulate the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] upon the accuracy of his 
quotation. He seems to be about as correct in respect to that as 
he is with respect to his knowledge of the facts of the matter 
now before the House. 

The gentleman's opposition to the extension of time asked for 
this street railway company seems to be predicated upon a gen- 
eral antipathy to corporations, rather than upon any particular 
knowledge of the circumstances of this ease. 

Mr. Speaker, I confess that I started out in this inquiry with 
my prejudices against this railway company; but when I came 
to examine the facts with some little care, I was obliged, in jus- 
tice to myself, to reverse my opinion. 

The gentleman talks about the pompeny having failed to take 
any step toward complying with the law passed five years ago. 
I understand the fact to be that this company was given three 
ways in which it might apply its motive power. In endeavor- 
ing to apply.one of these methods it has expended nearly $400,- 
000, about one-fourth of which sum is absolutely lost toit. This 
as the result of attempting to put in what is known as the stor- 
age-battery system. 

I understand also that experts who are conversant with this 
subject say that on the ager part of the line of the compan 
it is absolutely impossible for it to operate a cable system and 
at the same time to make anything in running its cars. Does 
the gentleman expect the company to run its road at a loss; are 
either the private or the public interests to be subserved by re- 
quiring it to run its cars without profit? 

This leavessimply the third method. It has made a bone fide 
effort to comply with the law, and it is not simply to the inter- 
est of the company and the stockholders—many of whom I un- 
derstand to be persons in ordinary circumstances in life—butit 
is to the interests of the traveling public that this compan 
should not bestopped, but that it shall have its time extandes 
in which to comply with the law. 

Now, from the way gentlemen talk upon this floor, it would be 
imagined that this company is attempting to escape a legal lia- 
bility to the District of Columbia. It is true that an inferior 
court of the District decided against the company upon all points, 
in a suit brought against it to recover for these street assess- 
ments; but it is alsotrue thatwhen the question came before the 
the higher court on appeal, that higher court reversed the de- 
cision of the court below, and held that the company did not owe 
the District of Columbia a single solitary dollar. I know it is 
said that this decision was put upon the ground that the plea of 
the statute of limitations which the company had plead would 
lie; but I want gentlemen to understand that the lower court 
which made a mistake in one matter of law, as to the statute of 
limitations, would be very likely to make a mistake upon other 
questions of law which involved the other facts and the merits 
of the case. 

The truth about the matter is, that there is no equity in this 
claim that is made against this company for $147,000 for street 
improvements. Under what was known as the Boss Shepherd 
régime the company’s line, with the cobble stones that it laid 
between the rails, which was a good and serviceable pavement, 
was taken up and a block pavement put down without the con- 
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‘sent of the company—a substituted pavement which was worth- 
less, and which in less than two years had to be taken up, and the 
company was pot to an enormous expense to replace it. 

Mr. COOMBS. Were not the people of the District—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ihope the gentleman will pardon 
me. I have but five minutes. 

ae SPEAKER pro lempore. 

ield. A 
7 Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understahd further that the 
District of Columbia, without the request of the company, put 
down this same worthless pavement on those streets which were 
not then occupied by the company; and when the company came 
to put down its line and run along those streets, it lost the ben- 
efit of those improvements because of their worthless character, 
as they had to be taken out, and at an enormous expense to 
them the company had to put down a good pavement. And yet 
the court below held, and this Congress is asked virtually to 
sustain that holding, that this company in justice and equity is 
bound to pay for those improvements which were absolutely 
worthless to it, and which in at least one instance has actually 
taken a large sum of money out of its treasu The long and 
short of the whole thing is that the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have come before this committee, and have 
sought to take an unconscionable advantage of this company. 
The company has offered to do everything that was right and 
fair 


The gentleman declines to 


Now, I have confidence in the manhood and integrity of the 
committee which has had this bill in charge and which brought 
it before this House. This committee tell us that it isa fact that 
the street railway company has said to the District, We do not 
owe you a dollar; the courts have held that you can not hold us 
for a cent, but we are willing to do what is reasonable and right 
by way of a compromise with you. Permit us to have our time 
extended, and we are willing to waive the question of the statute 
of limitations, and to go into the courts and let the whole question 
as to whether or not we owe you be settled and determined.” 
They have said more than that. They have said, “If you will 
not accept this proposition, then we will pay you about $35,000 
or $40,000 by way of settlement;“ but these District Commis- 
sioners, expecting that prejudice against corporations can be 
used here to aid them in their nefarious purposes, have said 
“No; we will not take one dollar from you by way of compro- 
mise, but we will 5 8755 the life out of you, now that we have 
an opportunity. No compromise will be accepted. You must 

ay every dollar and dime of this money for this street paving 
Far which you got scarcely any benefit, and which money the 
courts have held you do not owe, or else we will come in and 
ask the American Congress to be small enough and contempti- 
ble enough and unconscionable enough to refuse and extension 
-of your charter. : 

T am against any such infamous and unconscionable proposi- 
tion as that, and will neither give my vote nor my influence to 
support it. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


be read. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I want to say a word here. I move tostrike 


out the last word. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate thatfurther 
Does the gentleman 


Task that the next section 


debate is not in order on this amendment. 
from Mississippi withdraw the proforma amendment 

Mr. ALLEN. I do. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is recognized, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentle- 
man if he wants to be heard, but I wanted to read the next sec- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON ef Tennessee. I want to go on with the 
bill, but if the gentleman wants to be heard I will yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair has agreed to recog- 
nize the gentleman from Mississippi next. Does the gentleman 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great deal of interest to the 
remarks made by my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] 
and also to the remarks made by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. Mycolleague made two statements which have 
not been controverted, and which I desire to say will not be con- 
troverted here. The first statement is to the effect that this 
company has a very valuable franchise, and that it has now been 
before Congress two, three, or four times for the purpose of get- 
ting an extension of the time within which to do things which 


I move to strike out the last 


Congress ordered it to do long since, and which long since ought 
tohave been done. That is the first statement. The second 
statement is that they are now here for a valuable franchise, an 
extension of time; and when they come here they are not pro- 
posing anag at all as a quid pro quo so far as the public are 
concerned. 25 

Now, I heard the gentleman from Indiana say that the com- 
pany had been imposed upon, and that the District Commis- 
sioners were trying to squeeze money out of it that the District 
was not entitled to; and he made the usual plea, andI for one 
have become tired of that plea, sick of it, sick of fancy and sick 
of hope. Whenever a corporation is brought into this Congress 
and anything is said about it, some gentleman rises and pleads 
for it as if a lot of widows and orphans and decent people, in or- 
dinary circumstances, are being affected. Ido not think that 
that has anything to do with this; but if it has, I want to bring 
out these plain facts, which are true, because the facts were 
piyon to me by the presidentor secretary—one of the Metropoli- 

n Company. 

This stock, the par value of which is $50, was obtained by the 
present stockholders for the payment of $30 in cash, and that is 
all it has ever cost. The market value of it is ninety odd cents on 
the market; and in addition to the fact that the company has 
Increased its facilities and added to its plans very much and has 
spent three hundred and odd thousand dollars experimenting on 
the storage-battery system, it has paid an average of 12} per cent 
dividend right along. Now, I do not think that they have been 
abused to any large extent. x 

Mr. Chairman, I for one do not consider that a man standing 
in his place herə as a Congressman has any right to give away 
the publie property for notae: He would not give away his 
own property for nothing; and he should treat the public in the 
same manner. It is an idea of mine that whenever a franchise 
is granted, whether it shall be an increase, an extension, or an 
original franchise, it should be granted upon conditions that the 
party receiving it should pay a higher proportion of the gross 
receipt of income from the operation of that franchise than any- 
body else is willing to give; that they should come in and bid, 
and the bidders who tax themselves, or the party who volun- 
tarily gives the highest amount, should receive the franchise, 
But gentlemen reply that thiscompany already has its franchise. 
They say it has been granted. Are you going to take it away 
from them? Gentlemen, it has not the franchise that it is ask- 
ing. It has a certain franchise, and that franchise is in litiga- 
tion. That franchise has been virtually forfeited. Now, to en- 
ter into the facts of the case 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In a moment. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] says that it is an 
inequitable claim, because the pavement which the District or- 
dered 5658 down in the place of the old one was a worse one than 
the old pavement, and ultimately they had to take it up and put 
down the old pavement in its place. What does that argu- 
ment amount to, Mr. Chairman? It means, if it means any- 
thing, this: that when the law provides that these people shall 
pave within their tracks and 2 feet outside in such a manner as 
shall be determined by the District Commissioners that it does 
not mean what itsays, but means simply thatthey shall obey the 
order unless they think that it is inadvisable, unless they think 
that the dees ordered to be laid is worse than the old one. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of my col- 
league be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi a question, How does he claim that 
the franchise is forfeited? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, sir, I claim that the 
franchise was forfeited in this way: There was a plain provision 
of law with which the company were compelled tocomply. At 
the time they were called upon to compy with that provision 
be 8 refused, or failed, or omit to do so; I care not 
which. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But can a franchise be 
forfeited without a judgment of a court? x 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just wait till I get through, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No. Iwould like to have 
an answer now. Can a franchise be forfeited without a judg- 
ment of a court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, well; what I meant was 
not that there had been a judgment of forfeiture, but that there 
5 5 been an equitable forfeiture, that there was ground for for- 

eiture. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You do not mean, then, 
anything more than that the company are in a situation where 


3582 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


the Attorney-General may file a bill and ask for a judgment of 
the court declaring the franchise forfeited? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What I mean is that we are 
in exactly the same position that I would be in if I stood in court 
with the right to demand the foreclosure of a mortgage whether 
the court had actually decreed the foreclosure or not. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But would not the mort- 
gagor have the right to come into court and show that he had 
paid the mortgage? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of N Yes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. There nie possibly be 
a defense, and if there was a defense the party would have aright 
to present it. 

Mr. S of Mississippi. Now, are you through with 
your questions? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Yes, sir; I want to treat 
you respectfully and I want you to treat me in the same way. 

Mr. LLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam trying to doit, but you 
ask me one question after another before I have answered the 

eding ones, and I have not completed my answer to any of 
em yet. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I know you have not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. S er, Congress 
undertook to make a legislative forfeiture of that franchise, 
thereby showing the understanding of this matter by Congress. 
Then tis matter went into court and two successive courts held 
that the franchise was forfeited, or rather decided against the 
company, and then, and then only, the company got the statute 
of limitation considered in its favor and the case went off on 
that plea. _ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the gentleman 
talking about when he says that two courts have held that this 
charter was forfeited? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I refer to the District court 
and the supreme court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There never was any such 
decision of the courts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The court held that this 
ates god owed the District that $147,000, and if the company 
owed the $147,000 for that paving and has not paid it, then there 
would have followed a legislative forfeiture upon proper pro- 
ceedings for that pur à 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But my friend said that 
the courts had decreed a forfeiture. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ididnotmean that. I meant 
that the courts had decreed facts and conditions upon which a 
forfeiture necessarily would have followed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the existence of a debt, if that 
debt did exist, was not the foundation of a forfeiture, and could 


not be. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The fact that the company 
had refused to comply with the requirements of the law and lay 
this pavement, was a proper foundation for the forfeiture of the 
charter upon a proper proceeding. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the pavement had been laid, 
and the only question was one of indebtedness. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It had been laid by the Dis- 
trict and not by the company. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was proceeding when I was interrupted 
to show the fallacy of the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. JOHNSON]. If this company could be allowed to judge 
for itself and to say that a given pavement which it was ordered 
to lay down was not the right sort of Poromont; and that there- 
fore they would not lay it, if they could be the judge of that mat- 
ter in one case they could be the judge in all-eases, and thus 
they would have power to nullify the very law under which 
their franchise exists. Now, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cop] says that the charter could not have been forfeited under 
these proceedings, and yet the gentleman from Alabama and 
the other members of the committee come in here and offer, as 
a condition from the company, that. they will agree te pay this 
money provided the courts decide in this litigation that the 
charter is forfeited. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is an entirely different litiga- 
tion. The gentleman evidently does not understand the facts 
of this case. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; I do. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The proceedings are entirely sepa- 
rate, different, and distinct. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What, then, does your argu- 
ment on the floor mean, and your proposed amendment provid- 
ing that this company shall pay the $147,000 if the courts decide 
that the charter is forfeited? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That refers to an entirely different 
preceeding from that to which the gentleman is directing his 
attention now—just as different as night is from day. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
ferent proceeding, the gentlem in can not be correct in his other 
contention that the fact of the 8 never having paid this 


If it applies to an entirely dif- 


money could not be made a cause of forfeiture. The gentleman 
says they can not be made to forfeit their charter because of that 
failure to pay; yet he has offered an amendment providing that 
if the court shall decide the charter to be forfeited the company may 
be permitted to pay the money and escape the forfeiture. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
care to go into the merits of this question again. I discussed it 
four weeks ago when this bill was up. But so many statements 
have been made which do not fit this case at all nor the facts 
connected with it, that I feel constrained to occupy a moment or 
two in going back and restating the merits of this proposition. 

There have been two acts of Congress in reference to this rail- 
road company. One, the act of March 3, 1889, requires the sub- 
stitution of grooved rails on all these roads, This company has 
literally and absolutely comptied with that actof Congress; and 
it took $209,084.23 to do it. Here is the affidavit of the president 
of the company to that effect; and the truth of the statement is 
not 5 The law in that respect, then, was complied 
with. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not be interrupted 
now. I can not make any sort of an argument if I permit my- 
self to be interrupted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In regard to the matter to which the gen- 
tleman is now referring, I want to make an inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it is in regard to this 
matter i yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask the gentleman whether that 
expenditure was not made from the proceeds of certain bonds 
that the company was authorized to issue? And I will ask the 
gentleman further in this connection whether every other ex- 
penditure that this company has made in these later days has 
not been the expenditure of the proceeds of bonds that the com- 
pany was authorized to sell on the market? 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The issue which the gen- 
tleman makes is that this company 

Mr. HEPBURN. T ask for a statement of the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am going to answer the 
gentleman. The issue that he makes is that this company ob- 
tained this $209,084 by issuing bonds, and that thus the company 
was enabled to comply with the act of Congress. What if that 
be true? The gentleman will not insist that the money paid to 
the company for these bonds was a mere gift. The bonds repre- 
sent a debt for which the company is liable. There was no do- 
nation; nogift. The company incurred a liability for the amount 
the bonds, and in this way complied literally with the act of 

ongress. ; 


Now, another act of Congress, which gentlemen do not scem 


to understand fully and clearly, was d August 6, 1890, re- 
quiring the substitution of mechanical power for horse power. 
It required these companies to do away with horses and adopt 
mechanical means of propulsion. There were but three kinds of 
power they could use—one the cable, another the storage bat- 
tery, another the underground electric system. Now, I showed 
by incontrovertible evidence that the line of this company is so 
crooked that it can not use the cable upon it; that the cable is 
a physicaland financial impossibility.. ey thought they could 
use the storage battery; and within thirty days after Congress 
passed the act I haye just mentioned, this company through its 
board of directors began its experiments with the storage-bat- 
tery system: they made an honest effort to use that system and 
in this effort expended $384,713. Istated four weeks ago in de- 
tail how the company expended this money. 

Mr. HEARD. Of that amount $100,000 will be a loss. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not insist and never 
have insisted that this whole sum of $384,713 would be a loss to 
the company; but I do insist that this expenditure shows that 
the company was in earnest in its efforts to adopt the storage 
battery and thus comply with the requirements of the act of 
Congress. a 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will my colleague allow me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not now. Of the 
$384,713 expended by this company in an honest effortto use the 


storage battery, it is proved by the officers of the company that 


nearly $100,000 has been an absolute loss to the company. 

Mr, COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion? è 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. This loss has 
arisen because the storage battery has proved a complete failure; 
alter ny Deore) this vast sum the company was unable to use the 
storage battery. I mention these facts to show that the com- 
pany as been honestly endeavoring to conform to the act of 
ongress. It has been only recently developed that the storage 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3583 


battery can not be used; and $100,000 of the amount expended 
will be an absolute loss to them, as they find themselves obliged 
to adopt some other system. 

In this condition of affairs, the company comes to Congress 
and asks for additional time in which to adopt some other power. 
What other power? They can not use the cable system; the stor- 
age-battery system has proved to be unsuccessful. They are not 
permitted to use the overhead trolley, and only one other sys- 
tem remains, because they can not emply horses under the law. 
So they must turn to the underground electric current system. 
All that they ask, then, is additional time to enable them to 
make experiments to ascertain the best method of applying that 


system. à 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
may be permitted to proceed for five minutes. g 

Mr. COOMBS. There will be no objection to that if the gen- 
tleman will allow me to ask him a question or two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman has had 
his ten minutes. He hasargued his side of the question and yet 
did not touch the case after all. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. * 

Mr. COOMBS. Now, if the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Lean not yield in the few 
moments I have. The gentleman has presented the question 
from his Arse fear) He is probably interested in, or is in fa- 
vor of overhead trolleys or something else. I do not know what 
the gentleman prefers and do not undertake to say, but all of 
that has nothing whatever todo with the question that I am pre- 
senting. 

I ask again what has this road done? It has expended the 
sums already mentioned, and in addition tothatit has paidsince 
1878 up to 1890 for special assessments and street paying $103,- 
171.08. Since 1878 it has paid in general taxation $153,552.62, 
makinga total, with the items I have Fa Ak lola of $850,- 
melee wr by them. In addition to all this the company pays 
annually into the District treasury about $16,000 for taxes on its 
gross receipts. 

Now, it is insisted that there is a judgment t this com- 
pany which they ought to pay. Gentlemen talk of forfeiture 
suits. We are perfectly willing for the bill to pass Congress re- 
serving all the rights of the District asagainst the company for 
forfeiture on any ground whatever. Nobody seeks to get rid of 
the forfeiture suits. Itis simply to give them additional time 
to comply with the act of Congress and change their motive 

ower, 
* It is argued by gentlemen that before the company asks any- 
thing at the hands of Congress it must pay what it owes. The 
company is willing to do that. It has paid what it owes, and 
there is nothing against the company now of any kind of assess- 
ment except the sum of about $300, which was presented tothem 
within the last ten days. Nota dollar of taxation or assessment 
for any purpose, except this small sum just presented, stands on 
the booksof the Districtof Columbia against this company which 
has not been paid in full. We must not allow ourselves to get 
confused with reference to the attitude of the company on this 
question, and accept the suggestion of gentlemen that the com- 
any is dodging some of its obligations. They tell us that there 
ba judgment against the company of $147,000. I wish toad- 
dress myself to that briefly. I undertook to answer that when 
this question was up four weeks ago, and dislike very much to 
o through it again, because it seems wholly unnecessary, but 
riefly, for theinformationof gentlemen who do not seem familiar 
with the subject, let me state exactly what the condition is. 

There is no judgment against the company. It is improper to 
call it so because the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that the company did not owe the debt. Hence there is 
no judgment. But you say the company got rid of it by plead- 
ing the statute of limitations. My colleague on the committee 
from Alabama, Judge COBB, made that perfectly plain the other 
day, and I do not like to repeat his arguments for [can not make 
them as clearly as he did. But the company insisted that it did 
not owe the debt and submitted ten meritorious pleas, and two 
additional pleas which were the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions. The Supreme Court of the United States, after the case 
got there, decided in favor of the company, not considering the 
meritorious pleas, because, as the courts usually do, when they 
find the plea of the statute of limitations in favor of the com- 
pany, they do not consider the others. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the two lower courtsdid 
consider the merits and decided against the company. 


I should like very much 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, no; they did not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. at is just the trouble. 
I can not get the gentleman to understand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I stated thaf the two lower 
courts had decided against the company on the mérits of the 
ease. In order toreach that decision they had to.consider the 
merits. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I deny the proposition absolutely. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The judgment below was 
rendered for $147,000. But what did it grow out of? It grew 
out of paving between the rails and 2 feet outside the tracks of 
the company. The company insisted that it ought not tobe called 
on to pay it. Why? It was between the years of 1871 and 1874 
that the paving was done to which that reference is made, 

It was done not only on the streets alone occupied by this 
company, but it was done on the streets of this city where the 
company had its chartered right to go, but where it had not 
then gone and where it did not go for years afterwards. Tho 
amount claimed for the pavement upon the streets where the 
company was then running its road is about $39,000. That was 
on the line from Seventeenth street through F street and up to 
Penn a building. The whole amount of that paving comes 

„000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in equity and good conscience, would gen- 
tlemen here insist, if you have the power to squeeze“ them, 
that this road shall pay for laying down that pavement on 
streets which they did not then occupy, and which they did not 
occupy for years afterwards? 

A MEMBER. Did they pay the $39,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, they did not pay the 
$39,000, The District would not accept that, but went into court 
with a claim for the whole amount, and under the statute of 
limitations the company were relieved from paying. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you say the company did not occupy 
these streets for years 8 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did they not occupy those streets with their 
stringers and their cross-ties concurrently with the laying of 
the pavement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentle- 
man to argue that a few minutes ago. t 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that true? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, They did, and with. the 
distinct stipulation that they should not be liable, and would not 
incur the expense of the paving. Now, here is the letter of the 
president of the company, which I holdin my hand. Itis dated 
October 26, 1871, and signed by J. W. Thompson, president of 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company. I will not read all of it, 
but he was discussing that very question, and he says: 


Weare willing to anticipate the putting downof the sleepers and the cross- 
ties of our contemplated extension, provided the paving be done by your 
contractor, without churge against us, and should be pleased if the sugges- 
tions herein contained should meet with the favor of your board. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Is it your contention that the act of Con- 
gress imposing upon them the duty to lay these pavements could 
be waived by an agreement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, there was no act of 
Congress, and the gentleman can not produce it between the 
lids of any book. There was no act of Congress that required 
them to doit. It was a ruling of the old board of public works. 

The l pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. ` 

Mr SAYERS. Before the gentieman takes his seat I should 
like to ask him a question. 

The N pro tempore. But the gentleman's time has 
expired. 

Mr. SAYERS, J ask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time be extended five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee this question: I understood the gen- 
tleman to say that in order to make up this sum of $147,000 
against the railroad it was necessary to make charges against 
the railroad for pavement upon streets not then occupied by fhe 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is the question I wish to propound to 
the gentleman; Did not the railroad have a charter to construct 
its line along the streets which were so improved? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman answers yes. Now, in view 
of the charter that had been granted to that railroad to con- 
struct its line along those streets, could Congress have granted 
a charter Eo OY. other company to construct a road along the 
same street 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think it could. They 
do 5 constantly, requiring the two companies to use the same 
track. 

Mr. SAX ERS. You think that could have been done after 
this company had already been chartered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 
same lines concurrently in many places. 

Mr. SAYERS, But they could not take the street away from 
this company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


me. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We will give you plenty of time if you 
will discuss this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will do my best. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yow have read a letter from the presi- 
dent of this company, making a proposition tothe District Com- 
missioners, as understand, that they shall pave certain streets in 
advance of the occupation of those streets by this railroad com- 

y upon the condition that the railroad company shall not 
te ensued for that paving. Is not that clearly an effort on the 
part of this company to avoid their proper responsibility, and 
the peper charge for the paving of those streets when the 
track was laid? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatis a pores uestion. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is the milk in the whole thing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, right upon that point, 
if the gentleman will examine all the facts in this case he will 
find that when these steps were taken in 1871, this railroad had 
complied absolutely and perfectly with the laws of Congress which 
required them on the line where they were running cars to put 
down cobblestones between the rails. That cobblestone pave- 
ment was in perfect order, but this old board of public works, 
not Congress, said to them, ‘‘ You must take up your cobble- 
stones and must put down this wooden Nicholson pavement,” 
that was then substituted. 

They protested against it, and said, We have complied with 
the act of Congrosa and have got our road in perfectorder.” The 
board of public works, without their consent, tore up their 
tracks and substituted the old wooden pavement, and, as-we all 
know, in two years it had rotted to such an extent that this 
company had to go to work and pave again with these cobble- 


stones, s 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not also a fact that the com- 
pany never did get any benefit from that pavement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Never. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. On the streets that they did not 
then occu N 

Mr- RIC! ARDSON of Tennessee. Never; and they got no 
benefit of those cross-ties which my friend from Iowa refers to, 
on those tracks where they contemplated running their road in 
the future. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the point I wanted to 
bring out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They got no benefit from 
it, because by the time they were ready to run their tracks on 
those streets the wood pavement which had been put down was 
rotten and gone, and sa were compelled to incur the expense 
of putting down this rock. 

Ir. WASHINGTON. Will my colleague yield to me fora 
question again? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has the statement ot facts been car- 
ried to the court, and has the question been adjudicated as to 
whether or not the company is liable for the pavement of those 
streets? Has that question been settled in courts? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON N Irrespective of the ques- 
tion as to whether this charter shall be forfeited unless this 
company does certain things? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then you should amend your bill and 
allow the proper law officer to institute suits in the court, and 


They use the 


Ihave only a very little 


make them pay every dollar, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the very thing the com- 
pany offered to do, . 
. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One at a time. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. That is far better than to forfeit char- 
ters, because Congress does not want the charter of any road; 
but we do want to make this company, as well as every other 
company in this District, pay every dollar it owes on every tax 
pat ot assessed inst its property. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We had that very iden- 
tical proposition, word for word as the gentleman has made it, 


before the Committee on the District of Columbia. We had be- 
fore us the representative of the District, Mr. Thomas, the Dis- 
trict . the representative of the United States who 
brought this forfeiture suit, Mr. Birney; we had the officers of 
the railroad corporation; and there and then this proposition 
was made, to submit it to the courts, waivin the plea of 
the statute of limitations; and the officers of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia de- 
clined to do it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It should go to the court, because the 
court has the power to summon witnesses and determine the 
matter. You can not get at the facts and dispose of the matter 
in a committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is right; but the 
representatives of the District of Columbia refused to do it. 

r. HEARD. Then there was talk about arbitration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then a proposition was 
made of arbitration. 

Sr a pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. e as much of the gentle- 
man’s time has been taken up by interruptions, I ask that his 
time be extended. 

5 8 JOHNSON of Indiana. Task that it be extended ten min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the time of his colleague bo ex- 
tended ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. Would it not bea good ides to make a proviso 
that nobody should plead the statute of limitations? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It looks a little that way. 
The old board of public works tore up the old pavement, which 
was a good one, conforming exactly with the requirements of 
the charter of this company, and put down a wooden pavement, 
which in a few years became rotten, and then they took that u 
and is ey this railroad to again put down cobblestones, whic 
mAy did, and paid every dollar of it. 

ow, then, itseems to me that inasmuch as they got no bene- 
fit from the extension of the line of cross-ties on the streets 
where they contemplated extending their road, they ought not 
to be required to pay for it. What does it amount to? The 
whole amount incurred by the city in reine up their good track 
and in substituting a bad one along the line where they have 
actually operated the railroad was $39,000, and the District of 
Columbia paid it. Now, the very utmost that can be required, 
under any circumstances, it seems to me, would be to make this 
railroad pay that $39,000. They offered to do that. They of- 
fered in the presence of this District Committee, if the commit- 
tee would agree to it, to pay this $39,000. They offered to do 
that in the presence of the full committee, in presence of the 
representative of the District of Columbia, Mr. Thomas, in the 
presence of the representative of the Government, Mr. Birney, 
the Assistant Attorney-General. Was not that fair? 

Mr. SAX ERS. I had information that they were willing to 
pay $50,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will answer the gentle- 
man on that point. I am sure Ido not want an N what 
is right in this matter, and I have given, and the District Com- 
mittee have given, more attention to this question than to any 
other single question pending before them in this Congress. 
Now as to the $50,000, some gentlemen present had suggested a 
payment of $39,000, and Mr, Thomas, the attorney of the Dis- 
trict, an able lawyer, said to the representatives of the company, 
tt You ought to pay $50,000 to get this bill through.” The Dis- 
trict Committee, after hearing those gentlemen and discussing 
the matter, agreed to require the company to pay 850, 000 by way 
of compromise. 

We went to the officers of the company and they said: “If you 
gentlemen, representing the interests of the United States, if 
the District Committeelflx the amount at 850,000 we will en- 
deaver to comply with the requirement and pay that amount.” 
The attorney for the District, Mr. Thomas, was willing, the As- 
sistant Attorney-General, Mr. Birney, was willing, and publicly, 
in the presence of the committee, those gentlemen agreed that 
the amount was sufficient. The committee were willing to recom- 
mend that amount, and those gentlemen agreed to it, but the 
Commissioners of the District alone said: We do not think the 
case ought to be compromised in that way.” Mr. Birney, re 
resenting them, said: You will get nothing if you go on wit 
your litigation; you will lose not only this $50,000 which the 
company are now willing to pay, but you will lose the whole 
„ nota dollar of that money will go into the Treas- 
ury at all.’ 

Tue gentleman now facing me, Mr. COGSWELL, my colleague 
on the committee, and others. said: Let us leave it to arbitra- 
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tion; in other words, let us leave it to the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia.” The third proposition was to refer 
the whole question to the court of appeals of the District, the 
plea of the statute of limitations being withdrawn. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is where it ought to go, to be 
tried upon its merits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The railroad company said 
they would agree to that; but again the District Commissioners 
interposed and said they would not agree to it. After all three 
of these propositions were rejected, then this provision, the third 
section, was pu into the bill by the committee. 

This bill, if you pass itas it is, leaves them free to goand pur- 
sue their legal remedy in the courts of the District. On the 
other hand, if Congress believes that the company ought to be 
made to pay the $39,000 or the 850,000, I, for one, speaking for- 
myself only, will not ee to that amendment. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why not the $147,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that amount. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If they owe anything at all 
why do not egone that amount? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They do not owe that 
amount, and I have tried to show you why. The $147,000 is ar- 
rived at by charging this company for paving streets that they 
did not 172 7 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How is the $50,000 com- 
puted, which you are willing to accept as a compromise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On the basis of thestreets 
that the company did occupy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Have you figures showing 
that that is the proper proportion? - 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly; and we have 
submitted them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The gentleman says that the company did not 
occupy certain streets, but did they not have a charter author- 
izing them to occupy those streets; were they not required to 
occupy them before that time, and were they not permitted to 
leave them unoccupied merely as a matter of grace? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; the charter, ac- 
cording to my recollection of it, was merely permissive. At 
that time there was no period fixed in the charter within which 
the company should construct the road. They were merely 
given permission to Occupy those streets. Congress could have 
taken the right away from them, but did not. 

Mr, COOMBS. The gentleman has claimed that because this 
company were not occupying certain streets which they hada 
right under their charter to occupy, they should not be required 
to pay forthe paving. I would ask the gentlemanif it is not true 
that property holders on those streets whose property at that 
time was unavailable on accountof the lack of ang andother 
facilities were obliged to pay for the pavement; and what right 
has this railroad company to be exempted from burdens which 
fell upon the private citizen? I have in my hand a letter from 
a gentleman stating that he was compelled to pay $1,400 of as- 
sessment on property which did not come into the market until 
years afterwards. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from New 
York asks me whether certain citizens were not compelled to 
pay for these pavements—— 

Mr. COOMBS. Whether all the property owners were not 
compelled to pay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suppose property hold- 
ers in all parts of this city were compelled to pay for pavements 
upon streets upon which their property was situated and where 
pavements were laid down; but why charge this company for a 

vement that was absolutely worthless and which was laid 
pds upon streets which the company did not use? 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman made another point—that the 
company had suffered a loss of $100,000 out of nearly $400,000 
that it spent in introducing the storage-battery system. 
Now, is not the gentleman aware that the larger part of this 
money was spent upon a motor which the company itself owned 
and out of which they expected to makea large amount of money? 
In other words, was not this an outside speculation on the part 
of this company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, there was no evidence 
of that kind before the committee—not a particle. 

Mr. COOMBS. Ihave that evidence before me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What evidence has the 
gentleman of that fact? 

Mr. COOMBS. The evidence of persons who were themselves 
stockholders in the company at that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman give 
me the name of some man who will testify to such a thing? 
$ Mr. COOMBS. No; I will not, because I am not permitted to 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I believe there is nothing 
in any such Megaron I do not know any facts sustaining it. 
In my remarks four weeks ago I set out in detail how this com- 
pany expended $384,713 in an earnesteffort to use the storage 

ttery, and had failed to make it a success. 

a HUDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield. 

Mr. HUDSON. Isit nota fact that the United States courts 
in this District tried the question between the city and the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company, and that it was determined on due 
trial in a court of competent jurisdiction that this Metropolitan 
Railroad Company owed the District of Columbia $147,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I will say this 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r.HUDSON. I hope the gentleman's time will be extended. 

Mr. ABBOTT obtained the floor. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The point which the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HUDSON] undertakes to make has been an- 
swered half a dozen times already. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I am toanswer the gen- 
tleman categorically, I say No,“ that there is no judgment in 
oF noun of the United States against this railroad company for 
a dollar. 

Mr. HUDSON. Why? Because the company interposed as a 
legal defense the statute of limitations. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Because the cases were 
never tried on the meritorious pleas. 

Mr. HUDSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I can show 
that he is mistaken. I have just sent for the book. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
ABBOTT] has been recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not occupy further 
time; I did not intend to consume so much time as I have occu- 


ied. 

: Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some confu- 
sion and misunderstanding in regard to the vital question in- 
volved in this case. I believe that I can explain in a ſe min- 
utes the situation and the issues as now presented to this House. 
I am a member of this committee, and while some gentlemen 
have been disposed to criticise the committee I wish to say that 
Jam the only member in the minority. 

Now, that this case may be perfectly understood, I wish to 
state that there is now sen | before the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia a suit for the forfeiture of this charter. 
That suit is based upon two grounds, The first is— 

1. For failure to so change its motive-power within one year from the 
joint resolution of July 22, 1892. 


There was a joint resolution passed requiring this company 


within the period of one year to change its motive power. Sub- 
sequently, I believe, the time was extended. The second ground 
upon which this suit is based is — 

2. For failure to pay a certain canceled judgment obtained by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia against it for paving between and adjoining its tracks in 
the years 187175, in accordance with the provisions of the appropriation 
act of March 3, 1891. 

This suit was instituted in the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, and Judge Bradley, of that court, rendered a deci- 
sion adverse to the Government. From that judgment an ap- 
podl won taken to the court of appeals, where the case is now 

nding. 

BENO, my position is that if we pass this bill in its present form 
it will necessarily waive the rights of this Government as against 
the company. In my judgment, we mist t as well passa charter 
unqualified in its terms as to pass this bill. The provision which 
says that the forfeiture shall depend upon the action of the court 
of appeals of this District is in itself inconsistent with the other 
provisions of the bill. 

Now, the 3 of the committee was frank enough to admit 
that if this bill be passed, it will vacate the forfeiture proceed 
ings in so far as the first ground of forfeiture is concerned. The 
language of the committee is: 

The passage of the pending bill will 8 vacate the suit pending on 
the first cause of forfeiture, thai is for failure of the railroad to change its 
motive power within the time mentioned, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the only ground upon which this 
suit can rest. The other ground of forfeiture is not sound, in 
my 1 and such is the opinion of able lawyers on this 
floor. If, therefore, we pass this bill we thereby vacate the only 
ground upon which forfeiture may be had in this case; and hence 
we might just as well pass a straightforward bill vacating the 
court proceedings at once. Now I wish to call attention for a 
moment to the opinion of Judge Bradley, of the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, as delivered in this case, and to the au- 
thorities which he cited: 

In the case of the Attorney-General vs. the Petersburg and Roanoke R. R. 


6 Ired., 456, the court s upon this subject: 
“Tf the sovereign, with us e law. power, with a distinctive knowl- 
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edge of the breach of d the co ration, knowledge dectarod the 
Legislature, or so n own ives that 3 


to deal with tho as 
efault, such conduct 


te existence, or 
and tfully poang: notwithstanding such known 
must be taken as in other cases of breaches of conditions to intended as 


a declaration that the forfeitureis not insisted on, and therefore as a waiver 
of the previous defaults." 
To the same effect are the following cases: 
People vs. President, etc., Manhattan Company, 9 Wend., 351. 
The State vs, Fourth New Hampshire Turnpike Company, 15 N. H., 162, 
Central 2 age im mpany ve, Twenty-third Street Railroad 


White Creek Turnpike Company vs. Davidson County, 3 Tenn. Ch., 8. 

Now, if you recognize the right of this company, as is pro- 
posed to be done in this bill, I do not care how wany qu ifica- 
tions you may place on it, it will be a recognition of the exist- 
ence of the corporation and of its right to continue in power, 
and indeed we establish their right to continue on a condition, 
and therefore the Supreme Court of the United States would 
doubtless hold,in any event, that this legislation would mean a 
vacation of aay forialtare proceedings. 

I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to call my colleagues’ attention—the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. COBB]}—especially to the decision of 
the Supreme Court of thé United States in this very case. 

FER: the hammer fell]. 

r. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league be allowed ten minutes additional time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want to call attention to the language of 
Judge Bradley in rendering the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in this case and reported in 132 United States 
Supreme Court Reports: 

The defendant filed twelve several pleas to the action, the eleventh and 
twelfth being pleas of the statute of limitations. Issue was taken upon all 
the pleas except these two— 

Why, gentlemen have been asserting that the issues were not 
tried in this case— 

Issue was taken upon all the pleas except these two, and they were demurred 
to. The court sustained the demurrer and the case was on the other 
issues, and a verdict found for the plaintiff. 

Now, that is the language of Judge Bradley himself in ren- 
dering the decision in that case. I am reminded by the discus- 
sion had to-day, especially by the ition taken by my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], that his ö amounts 
to just as much as might be made in a collateral proceeding be- 
fore a court of justice, wherein he undertakes to go behind the 
judgment taken, and the facts on which the judgment was ren- 

ered, 

Why, any lawyer knows that whatever facts may be involved 
in the trial of the cause, when the cause is settled on the facts 
they cense to be facts any longer as having any bearing on the 
case. They are, so to s , functus officio. Everything is 
merged bie gone into judgment, and the judgment is the high- 
est. best, and only authority. It is conclusive. _ 

But I will go back for a moment and state that this suit was 
brought originally in the district courtof the District of Colum- 
bia and tri-d in that court with a jury in the box, on ten issues 

resented, two of them haying beeneliminated by the demurrer. 

© case was tried on the other ten issues. The jury heard the 
evidence, heard the case tried, and they rendered a judgment 
against the company for $147,000. - 

An appen was taken from that judgment of the district court 
of the District of Columbia to the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, and there that judgment was affirmed, as may be 
found in 4th Mackey's Reports, which was referred to by Judge 
Bradley in rendering his opinion in the case. That is the whole 
question; and I say, therefore, without going back to the faets 
as to whether the company occupied the streets at that time or 
did not oceupy them, or whether the work done by the District 
of Columbia for the benefit of the company was of value to them 
or not, that is not the question. These facts were adjudicated 
and settled by the district court and by the supreme court of 
the District, and we have no right to go behind the judgment 
and gather up the facts which we may gather from the attorneys 
in- the case. 

It has been said by my friends from Tennessee and Alabama 
that the jury was not properly instructed. I ask my friends 
from Alabama and Tennessee how do they know that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. From the record. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Have you ted the record? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ABBOTT. If you will show that I will be very much 
0 


bliged. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That was an admitted fact before the 
committee. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The supreme court of the District affirmed 
the judgment of the court below, and after this lapse of time we 
can not go back and criticise the judgment of the courts of the 


District, especially in the absence of the record. Everything 
merged in that judgment of the court, and we have nothing to 
do with the facts behind it. 

Now, I want to further read from the same decision of Judge 
Bradley, of the Supreme Court of the United States, who says: 

The case is brought here b ich brings consid 
tion the bill of exceptions at the trial, and the ruling uson the demurrer tO 
the pleas of the statute of limitations. It is conceded that if the court below 
erred in sustaining the demurrer the That ques- 
tion will therefore first be conside! 


Now, they never considered the issues in the case. They 
merely passed upon the ruling of the court below in sustaining 
the demurrer to the statute of limitations. 

The officers of the District of Columbia had always heretofore 
held to the old rule, that the statute of limitations did not run 
against the sovereign. Nullum tempus occurrit regi. So you see 
that was the only question that was considered. The bani tina in- 
volved in the case were untouched by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. The only courts that have passed on the merits 
of the case decided against the railroad company and in favor 
of the District? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes; twocourts of the District decided against 
the railroad, and that judgment stands unsatisfied. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How could that judg- 
ment stand unsatisfied if it was reversed by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. ABBOTT. It was reversed on the statute of limitations. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Then there is no judg- 
ment in force? 

Mr. ABBOTT, It is not such 5 as an execution 
could be issued upon. My friend I understand that. Iam 
too good a lawyer not to know that. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. The judgment is utterly 
worthless now, is it not? 

Mr. ABBOTT. The judgment is dead as a Lor ee oe but 
here is a railroad company coming in and asking valuable fran- 
chises at the hands of this Congress, and we say to them, You 
have taken advantage of a technical exception and have secured 
a reversal of a judgment; but you have not answered upon the 
merits of the case.’ 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Then if e tae. 
to give them a new franchise that is worth something, why not 
let them pay for it and let past history go? 

Mr. ABBOTT. If they will pay off this judgment without in- 
terest, I would vote to recharter them. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But there is no judg- 
ment. Letus have them pay for what they are getting now, 
and let the dead past bury its dead, and get rid of this litigation. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I know that is a railroad lawyer's plea. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Were there not errors ass 
by the railroad company on other grounds than the plea of the 
statute of limitations, which errors the court above did not 
examine? 

Mr. ABBOTT. That is true. I believe they assigned ten 
errors, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In other words the company, out- 
side of the statute of limitations, wasinsisting tothe courtabove 
that repeated errors had been committed by the court below un- 
der the other pleas. 

Mr. ABBOTT, Yes, but those were not passed upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will it interrupt my col- 
league upon the committee if I ask him a question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand my colleague 
to say he would be in favor of allowing the bill to pass, provided 
they would pay the $147,000? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Upon the ground that that 
is the exact amount that they would owe for this pavement. 
Now, I should like to ask my colleague upon what a, pah le he 
would seek to charge them with any more than the pav 
the lines of road at tliat time in operation? 

Mr. ABBOTT. My colleague does not seem to understand 
me. That isa matter that bas already been adjudicated. Iam 
not going behind the judgment to ascertain the facts. Isimply 
rely ADOR the j ent. That is the way lawyers do, rely upon 
the judgment, and not go behind it. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Texas will allow 
would not a lawyer recognize the right, or rather the duty, o 
the a of a corporation to p the statute of limitations? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Would it not be his absolute duty? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Then why should that be ht into the case? 
If this company are asking for a franchise which Congress con- 


udgment must be reversed. 


on 


1894, 


siders valuable, 


and if Congress wants to charge them for it, 
why should not that be done, and this matter of the statute of 
limitations be buried? In other words, is the statute of limita- 
tions a right given to anybody to be exercised at his peril, or is 


ita right to be exere necessarily, by the attorney of a cor- 
poration? Would a corporation officer have any right to doany- 
thing but plead the statute of limitations under such circum- 
stances? 


Mr. ABBOTT. I think not. z 

Mr. REED. Then ought not that to be ancient history, in- 
stead of being rehashed into modern history? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will answer that Poi bo that this com- 
pany is seeking a very valuable: franc , and it is seeking to 
avoid another statute which in my judgment will forfeit its 
charter. Now, if it wants to save its life, let it go and doequity, 
because the statute of limitations ought not to run against 
equitable claims 

r. REED. I know the gentleman will be kind enough to 
allow me to make the point 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Supposing there was no other defense except the 
statute of limitations, there is noconnection between che amount 
which is barred by that statute and the value of the proposed 
franchise, is there? And one is not in any sense the measure of 
the other. is it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No, accurately speaking, it is not. 

Mr. REED. Now this being case, why should you insist 
upon their paying an amount which has no relation whatever to 
the transaction under consideration? If you believe—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. Eet me unswer that. I do that because I know 
of no other measure of damages for the failure of the company 
to comply with the requisites of the act ot Congress. And while 
this muy not be an accurate measure of damage, I know of no 
other way by which to put it in the situation that it ought to 
have been in if it had done justice. 

Mr. REED. Do not you that that matter beclouds the 
thing and narrows it too much : 

Mr. ABBOTT. No, I think not. 

Mr.REED. And therefore, is it not rather unfair to present it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I do not think it is unfair. 

Mr. REED. If you have any sum that you think the company 
ought to pay before Congress should grant further franchise, that 
is one matter; but why should you tell them they must waive 
the statute of limitations, which they hada right to plead, and 
which they did successfully? 

Mr. ABBOTT. ithink that if a company is to be rechartered 
it ought to do justice before asking further favors. 

r. REED. You are assuming that in pleading the statute 
of limitations it did not do justice, and that is an assumption 
contrary to law. The pron of law is that the plea of the 
statute of limitations is a proper thing to do, it being the duty 
of the attorney to plead it. 

Mr. . The gentleman will not contend, because he 
loans his neighbor $1,000 and he permits the statute of limita- 
tions to be perfected against him, that the neighbor ought not 
in some way to remunerate him for his indulgence. Hisneighbor 
would not be honest if he took advantage of the statute. 

Mr. REED. The law says not. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam ing about your conscience as wellas 
the law. 

Mr. REED. A corporation attorney is obliged to plead the 
statute. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The lawyer is. 

Mr. REED. And the corporation officers are obliged to plead 
the statute. y 

Mr. ABBOTT. But the stockholders and officers behind them 
ought to do justice to the public before they demand anything 
from the Governmont. 

Mr. REED. But the presumption of law is that they did do 
justice. 

Por ABBOTT. Oh, no; not in pleading the statute of limita- 

8. 


Mr. REED. Certain it is that that is the presumption of 


law, or else the law is unjust. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The gentleman must know that all the law 
books tell us the plea of the statute of limitations is not a meri- 
torious plea. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


[Mr. COBB of Alabama withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix.] 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, in the discus- 
sion of this question we are too apt to get aside from the funda- 


mental matter—the act of incorporation of this y- In 
order to discuss the question intelligently we need to the 
initial rights of this company; and 8 those rights we con 
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proceed with proper knowledge in the consideration of subse- 
guons events. This company was incorporated July 1,1864; and 

first corporator mentioned in that act was the ch of 
the board of public works, who thus appears to have madea 
contract with himself according to the statement of the gentle- 


man from Alabama. Mr. Alexander R. Shepherd is the firstin- 


as OE 
r. COBB of Alabama. The fact is that this work was given 
out by contract. There was a board of public works that let out 
work of this kind by contract. ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And the board of public 
works superintended the contractor, did it not? 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. Yes,sir; Isuppose so. Idonotknow; 
but I think that is the truth. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Section 4 of this act of in- 
corporation is as follows: 


And be tt further enacted, That said corporation hereby created shall be 
bound to keep said track, and for the space of 2 feet ond the outer rail 
thereof, and also the space between the tracks, at all es Well paved and 
in good order without expense to the United States or to the city of Wash- 


Observe the language— 

Without expense to the United States or the‘city"of Washington. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 8 but the gentleman should 
remember in this connection that they had already paved the 
whole route that they had occupied. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Not in 1864, because this 
pavement was not laid until eight or nine years later. Now, sec- 
tion 5 of this act goes farther and says: 

Nothing in this act shall preyent the Government at any time at their 
option from altering the grade or otherwise improving the avenues and 
streets occupied by roads, or the city of Washington from so altering 
or improving such streets and avenues and the sewsrage thereof as may be 
under their r: ive authority and control; and in such event it shall be 
the duty of said company to change their railroad so as to conform to such 
grade and pavement. 

Now, there is one other section, Mr. Speaker, which I will 
read here in connection with this matter—section 6: 

And be it further enacted, F time be altered, amended, 
or repeale. by the Congress of the United States. 

Again, it has been stated in the discussion before the House 
to-day that there was no limit of time in this original act oſ. in- 
corporation. But section 17 of the act provides as follows: 

be thei ted, Th 
ECC 
within four months after the company s. have been organized, and 
Sep apy a 
— Whatever shall be acquired under it, 2 

Now, they did not do the work within the time ed. 

5 of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me just 
there $ 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will state the matter 

lainly first. They came before Congress in 1865, by the act of 
3 3, 1865, and got an extension of time for one year with 
a proviso— 

That the line from Seventeenth street to the Capitol be 
.:.. dae om the postage asa T T 
Did they do that? Not at all. Again they came on March 
1865, with still another amendment, and in section 3 of the ac 

of March 3, 1865, we find this language: 

That section 17— 

That is the original actof incorporation— 
be and hereby is so amended as to allow said corporation three 
from the date of the approval of this act in which to complete the r 
herein described and those described in the act to whi this 48 amenda- 


tory. 

me COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion y 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you sup that Congress would 
have allowed the extension of time if the company had not been 
able to show good reason; and does not this extension of time to 
the company put it in the same position as if in the original act 
the same time had been given for the completion of the work 
was given to them by the new act of extension? a 

Mr. ALLEN. It has beenstated during the discussion of this 
question that there was no limitation at all. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That was a mistake of 3 
But it did Te the company at any disadvantage that 
was an ex . It was the presumption that the extension 
was granted to them for good reasons, and it puts them in pre- 
cisely the same position as though the e had been em- 
bodied in the original act. 

Here the hammer fell.] yi 
. HEPBURN. Iask unanimous consent that the pos 
man from New Hampshire may be permitted to proceed for ten 


minutes. 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In response to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, let me state that this actcertainly does show 
that the Congress of the United States, at that period at least, 
was dealing with care and with favor towards the Metropolitan 
Railroad. 

Now, what is this claim in regard to the $147,000, when it is 
divested of all mysticism, and brought down to plain, legitimate 
facts,and notfancies? The facts are these: thatthe railroad had 
not, in any of these extensions of time, completed the road west 
of Seventeenth street, and that it was not completed when the 
board of public works came into power; for then they were sim- 
ply claiming that they were about to do it, and under that au- 
thority Mr. Thompson wrote the letter which has been read here 
on the floor, asking permission to putin the cross-ties andsleepers, 
provided the pavement was not to be charged to the company. 

But the board of public works then in authority had no right 
or power to make any such contract; and if they had had au- 
thority to doso it would notin the slightest degree disturb the 
equities of the case, for the reason that the only purpose of the 
suggestion was that there should not be an additional expense 
to the District of Columbia, which otherwise would result from 
the delay. s 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit another 
question? Do you suppose, if nothing had been said, and the 
board of public works had gone on paving the Aar pag streets, 
that they could have come on the company finally and made them 
pay for this work in advance of the occupation of the streets? 

Mr. BAKER of New eres eee Thatis not a question which 
pertains to the subject at all. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. For if the contract, as you 
call it, which was illegal in its inception and illegal in its pur- 
pose, had not been made, and the company had gone on at any 
time to complete the tracks, it would have torn up the pave- 
ments right through the center of the streets, and the whole 
cost would have been charged to them and not to the city, ex- 
actly as the preliminary matter was assessed, the only difference 
being that the methods anapon were less expensive to the rail- 
road company. It was for the benefit of the railroad company 
that that was done, and I understand that that reduced charge 
is just what the court passed unon when they found that this 
company owed the District $147,000. 

Now, still further, the company hasalready been granted every 
privilege which it has asked for. It has not come before Con- 
gress for one thing which it has not received. It has been per- 
mitted to godaw g along, in defiance of the act of 1890. Why? 
Under the pretext that it was trying to introduce a storage-bat- 
tery car. ow, so long as the gentleman has been in the city 
he has not seen more than one or two storage-battery cars ever 
run on the route of the Metropolitan road. He never has seen 
that more than once or twice a week; and more than two years 
ago the company knew just as well as it knows now that the 
storage-battery system was a failure. And yet it has kept up 
this pretextof running acar now and then, in order that it might 
make before Congress just exactly the claim that it is making 
here to day. $ 

Now, why did the statute of limitation run out? Because all 
the three years during which the statute ran in this District, 
the company was suggesting this and suggesting that to the au- 
thoritiesof the District of Columbia, and in the change of those 
authorities they let the three years lapse, a mere neglect on 
their part. Now, should we come in here and give this company, 
which has not done or attempted in good faith to do what the 
Congress of the United States has demanded of it, the right to 

scot free from the expense which the District of Columbia 

haus been put to on its account? There is not a solitary instance 

where the authorities of the District of Columbia have done an 
injurious act toward the Metropolitan Railroad Company, and 
the gentleman can not point out any. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I can point out half a dozen. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Letus have them. If you 
will extend my time I will be glad to hear of them here and now. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Was it not imposing on the company 
to make them tear up a good track and make them put down one 
that was not worth putting down, and which they had to take 
up in a year or two and put down the old track again? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I answer the gentleman's 
question by saying that there was not any track there. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, yes; that was on the line of track 
which thoy were occupying with their cars from Seventeenth 
street to the Capitol. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If that is not satisfactory, 
I will ray to the gentleman one thing in direct answer, and that 
is that the Metropolitan Railroad Company suffered in conjunc- 
tion with every property holder in the city of Washington, no 
more and no less, and that it was no more ol a fraud and no more 
of a hardship on the Metropolitan Railroad Company than it 


was upon every property holder along the line where that pave- 
ment was laid, and if you pro to relieve the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company, itis high time that you propose to relieve 
the citizens of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But you are shifting your ground 
now. You said I could not point to a single instance in which 
there was an imposition upon the railroad, and now you say the 
imposition was the same as upon the citizens of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But I have not admitted 
that it was an imposition upon the railroad company, or upon 
the citizens. It was an honestattemptupon the part of the board 
of public works of the District of Columbia to make this city a 
beautiful city, and put upon the streets the very best pavement 
that the board of public works knew of at that time. 

F Mr, HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
know that at the time that wooden pavement was put down the 
law required that the cost of putting down the pavementshould 
be assessed, one-third againstthe abutting property owners (one- 
on on each side)and two-thirds against the District of Colum- 

iaf 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; I am aware of that. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, does the gentleman know further that the 
assessment was made according to law, and that the property 
holders on either side of the street paid that assessment, and 
that the law fixed the other part on the District of Columbia? 
That was the law at that date and the law was pursued. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Now,if in pursuance of that 
law the authorities of the Districtof Columbia did not deduct 
from the whole expense of that pavement the amount which was 
chargeable to the Metropolitan Railroad or any other railroad 
running through the streets of Washington or anywhere in 
the District of Columbia, it committed a fraud upon the Govern- 
ment and the people, and the Metropolitan Railroad Company 
is not entitled to the benefit of it. 

Mr. HEARD. The pontoman will not insist that they com- 
mitted a fraud under the law; the law did not authorize them to 
do it; the law did not authorize the assessment of the amount 

ainst the company. 

Mr. ALLEN. Read the charter. 

Mr. HEARD. The charter authorized them to do what they 
had done; and the record affirmatively shows that they did make 
a pavement, according to the requirements of the charter, and 
kept the pavement in repair. 

Mr. BAKERofNew Hampshire. But this very charter which 
Ihave read shows that the authorities had the right to change 
that pavement as often as they wished. Itis also evident that 
they made a mistake in putting down the wooden pavement, and 
that subsequently they had to put in some other pavement. In 
accordance with section 5, which I have read, of the charter of 
the Metropolitan Company, and under section 4, that compan 
was bound to keep the space between its tracks at all times we 
paved and in g order without expense to the United States 
or to the city of Washington, and a space of 2 feet from the 
outer rail on either side. 

Mr. HEARD. The pleadings show that the District authori- 
ties admit that the company had, in compliance with the pro- 
visions of the charter, put in a pavement and kept it in repair. 
Now, the District, through the board of public works, took up 
that pavement and putin a wooden pavement, and within two 
or three years that was rotten, and then the company again had 
to repave between its tracks, which it did, and paid for it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now,I willask the gentle- 
man a question. Does he claim that under the charter or any 
provision of law the Metropolitan Companyfcould dictate to the 
authorities of the District of Columbia what kind of pavements 
they should use? 

r. HEARD. I contend that under the provisions of the law 
they had complied with their charter requirements, and that 
when this wooden pavement was put in by the board of public 
works, about which it has been stated there was some job and 
which turned out to be of no account, they then uired the 
company to put in another pavement. They required them to 
put in the same pavement that they had laid before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Task that the gentleman's 
time be extended so that he may answer that question. 

Mr. HEARD. Lask that the gentleman be given as much 
time as I have taken from him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the 
gentleman ask? 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that he have five minutes. 

There was no objection. 


1894. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, it does not matter 
what the mistakes of twenty-five years ago were or were not. 
The rights of the company are established by their charter and 
by subsequent acts of Con The charter 8 them to 
do this paving, and there is no subsequent act of Congress which 
relieves them fromit. That is my answer. 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri another ques- 
tion. It is usual to hear the report from the Commissioners 
read when a bill reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia is pending in the House. I would like to know if 
the Commissioners of the District have reported on this bill, 
and if so, why their report has not been given to the House? 

Mr. HEARD. I will state to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire that the Commissioners’ report, I suppose, has been read 
to the House. If it has not been it is the privilege of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, or anybody else, to have it read 
in his time. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will say to the gentleman that the 
Commissioners when before the committee said they were per- 
fectly willing and wanted this improyement done. They said 
we do not want to interfere with this company; we do not want 
to forfeit their charter; we do not want to organize a new com- 
pany; we want this company to remain as it is, and we want them 
to do this work, but we want them to pay us the $147,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And that$147,000is 9 5 750 
the amount that the government of the District of Columbia 
has expended on this railroad company, a company which has 
always paid good dividends, a company whose stock is sway 
above par, two or three times, and a company which can well 
afford to pay its honest debts to the District of Columbia; and 
if the company can-not pay its honest debts to the District, its 
charter ought to be repealed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is willing to pay its honest debts, 
and the question is whether this amount is an honest debt. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I call at- 
tention to the fact that there is no amendment pending. 

Mr.HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, Imove to strike out the last word. 
1 do not know whether I can say what I want to say in five min- 
utes, but Iwill try. AsIunderstand this question, without going 
over the legal grounds that have been stated to the House, the 
charter of this oompany, which was granted in 1864, I believe, pro- 
vided thatitshould be subject to the police regulations of this Dis- 
trict, and the company accepted its charter with that condition, 
and it is a pars of the contract between the company and the 
District. effort has been made here by gentlemen defending 
this company in its efforts to have its elapsed time extended, to 
argue that an injustice has been done the company, and toclaim 
that it was perfectly justifiable in pleading the statute of limita- 
tions against the claim of the District government. Thereare 
courts in the District, properly organized, and there is no ques- 
tion but that they are presided over by just, fair, honest judges. 

The matters in dispute between the District and this company 
were brought before the courts by a suit against this company 
for a cer amount of money claimed to be due to the District. 
Twelve grounds of defense were set up by the company. The 
last two grounds were based on the statute of limitations. The 
court Overruled that plea and the issue was tried uponits merits. 
Now, I do not think it can be charged that there was anything 
wrong done by the District. The court wasa fair court, and 
its judgment on the main questionunimpeached. Of course, it 
may be argued, as attorneys on one side or the other will argue, 
that the matter was not tried fairly, but the decision has not 
been reversed by the Supreme Court, nor has there been any 
unfavorable comment upon that decision. Consequently I feel 
justified in saying that it was determined by the court that this 
SD did owe the District $147,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Districtand the United States together. 

Mr. HUDSON. Yes; the District and the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; not one dollar to 
the United States, $ 

Mr. HUDSON. Well, I do not want my time taken up by a 
side discussion. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is claimed that the com- 
pany had a perfectly legal right to plead the statute of limita- 
tion. That is granted upon our side. But, upon the other hand, 
it has always been considered that when a man pleads the stat- 
ute of limitations against a neighbor, he contemplates going out 
of business relations with that neighbor, and ordinarily where 
a man has plead the statute of limitations as a defense ina suit 
for money borrowed, he does not go to the same source to bor- 
row mone ain, because if he did the party would not lend 
him until he had paid the old debt. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Who made that statute 
of limitation? 

Mr. HUDSON. The State of Maryland, as I understand; but 
that makes no difference. Now, I want to answer another prop- 
osition. It is contended that the plea of the statute of limita- 
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tions was a proper legal plea, and further it has been claimed 
here that such a plea raises a presumption of payment. That is 
not so at this time in the United States. Itisnotsoheld byany 
court of respectable jurisdiction in this country. Under the 
common law the period was a long one, not less than twenty-one 
ears, and the English courts did hold that the lapse of such a 
ong period, bringing a case under the statute of limitations, 
presupposed yment, but in this country the statute of limita- 
tions has not that effect. Itissimply astatute of repose, by which 
pa law says to the claimant, ‘‘ You have lost your remedy by 
elay. aoe 

The courts everywhere deal with it in that way, holding it to 
be simply a statute of repose, carrying with it no presumption 
of payment. Now sir, it may be true that this company had 
the right to plead the statute; but if that be so, then it ought 
not to complain of this Congress when we exercise the right to 
invoke a statute of limitation against if, nor ask us to refrain 
from doing so unless it is willing to waive its plea and pay the 
debt which it owes this District. If a man undertakes to vindi- 
cate his rights in the courts he has to stand or fall by the law; 
but when a corporation comes in here and asks a mere gift as a 
matter of grace, asks this Congress to grant it an extension of 
time within which to do something which it is required by law 
to do, it ought to come with clean hands, and I will never con- 
sent to the passage of a bill of this kind until this company 
agrees to pay what it owes tho District. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the District 
Committee yale a reluctant assent to the reporting of this 
bill: I yielded that assent because I thought some 5 
was imperatively demanded in the interest of the public busi- 
ness. The bill was not fully satisfactory to me, and I reserved 
the right to vote for any amendments which might be offered 
toit. If this bill passes, in my judgment the result will be that 
the public will get the legislation and facilities which it requires, 
and this corporation will escape entirely and forever from the 
payment of any money that it now owes this District, if it does 
owe anything. In my judgment the saving clause in this bill 
which allows those proceedings for forfeiture now pending to go 
on is absolutely worthless, because I do not think that those 
proceedings are of any value at all. They are based upon an 
amendment to an appropriation bill pron in the Fifty-first 
Congress, an attempt to collect the debt which the court had 
said, in view of the statute of limitations, this company did not 
owe, and I do not believe that by legislation of the kind we can 
revive a judgment of the court below and compel the company 
to pay this money. 

hne saving clause in this bill provides that those proceedings 
for forfeiture may go on, but, as I have said, I regard that as 
wholly worthless, and for that reason I repeat that if this bill 
passes the result will be togive the public the legislation that is 
needed, but the 5 will escape from the payment of what 
it owes this District, if itowes the . Now there 
is a fair contention, to put it mildly, that th does owe the 
District a considerable sum of money. As has been stated sev- 
eral times in this debate, two courts have held that that sum was 
one hundred and forty-seven thousand and odd dollars. Those 
courts have so held on the merits of the case, and there has been 
no reversal of that judgment on the merits. 

The Supreme Court, however, gave judgment for the road on 
the technical plea that the suit was barred by the statute of 
limitations, My own idea is that possibly—yes, probably—this 
company owes the Districtsomething, and aconsiderable amount; 
but it is a question so involved in matters of law and matters of 
fact and matters of ancient history that no committee of this 
body, with the time at its disposal for the consideration of these 
questions, can fairly consider and adjust and report upon the 
equities of the case and the amount which may justly be claimed; 
and it is much more difficult for this House to do it in the way 
that we discuss bills here. My own position in the committee 
was, as it is now in the House, that if this company owes the 
District a dollar it should pay every cent that it owes. 

1 the hammer 20 5 

r. HENDERSON of Iowa. If I may be recognized, I will 
yield my time to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much more time does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] wish? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman, 
who is a member of the committee, have ten minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COGSWELL. My own position is that this company, if 
it owes the District of Columbia anything, should pay every dol- 
lar of its indebtedness. On the other hand if it does not owe 
the District a dollar, we should not take advantage of this op- 
ey. to make the company pay a dollar. 

Now, I understand there is to be submitted a proposition—it 
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was ay Soporte suggested by the corporation itself—that juris- 
diction iven to the new court of ap to consider a case 
which shall be made up, leaving it to that court to determine 
whether this company owes the District an and if any- 
thing how much, and that the amount found due by the court 
shall be paid by this company before this legislation takes efect. 

Mr. HEARD, The pleaof the statute of limitations being 
barred and there being filed also a written waiver of all rights 
accruing to the company by virtue of the judgment rendered 
heretofore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that also waive this question of no- 


tice? 

Mr. COGSWELL. As I understand, it does. The amend- 
ment is in the hands of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], 
who changed in some respects the proposition as submitted by 
the company. Ofcourse, the proposition ought to be as care- 
fully drawn and as well guarded as ible. This was one of 
the original propositions of the road; but whether it were or 
not, itseems to me it is a fair way to solve this question. Ido 
not see aay reason why this company should not be given this 
additional legislation. Lam 3 to forfeiting the charter of 
the company. There is scarce. Terona íor such action; and it 
seems to me it will be fair to the company and fair to the Dis- 
trict if we give the newcourtof appeals jurisdiction to try these 
questions of fact and determine the case upon its merits, as was 
not done when the Supreme Court of the United States ren- 
dered a judgment in favor of the company upon the purely tech- 
nical plea alike statute of limitations, That is my position in 
‘to this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman say 
that proposition will be offered? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
showed me a while ago a proposition to that effect—similar to 
the one which was before the committee, but with some modi- 
fications added by himself. I understood him to say that this 
proposition would be offered as an amendment. If it should be 
ado ron anpe ought to be no further opposition to the passage 
of this $ 
Mx. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is substantially the 

amendment which my colleague supported in the committee. 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is; but includes additional safeguards. 
If this amendment should be adopted there will be no need of 
the third section; and there will be no need of the amendment 

roviding for the payment of the sum of $50,000. No one of us 
this House knows whether $50,000 is within $90,000 or $30,000 
or $10,000 of what this company ought to pay. It * that 
the company ought not to pay anyin I confess that upon 
hearing the last statement, | thought there was strong merit in 
the argument of this road against the payment of this large 
amount; yet the fact stared me in the face that two courts of 
competent jusisdiction had declared the company liable. With 
such an amendment as the gentleman from lowa proposes to 
offer, I think, as I have said, that the bill should pass without 
furthor objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I have not heard all the discus- 
sion on this matter, and I wish information upon a few points, 
on which, no doubt, my coll e can answer me. As I under- 
stand, this company was required to abandon horse power and 
adopt a new system of propulsion. I would like to know whether 
it has been shown by the investigations of the committee that 
this company has acted in good faith in trying to comply with 
that requirement? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I think the committee was unanimous in 
the belief that the company had made a fair explanation for 
their delay. They showed that they were obliged to adopt with- 
in a limited time one of three systems—the cable, the storage 
battery, or the underground electric system. They found, or 
thought they found, that there were mechanical objections to 
the adoption of the cable system. 

1 Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. By reason of their meandering 
ne? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes, sir. They also thought at that time 
that the underground electric system was not sufficiently do- 
veloped to warrant them in attempting it. So I think it may 
be fair to say that in good faith they took the remaining alter- 
native—the storage-battery system. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Did they test it? 

Mr. COGSWELL. They tested that system for two or three 
ges about three times as long, in my opinion, as they ought 

have tested it, for they were about the only persons in this 
country who did not know that the storage-battery system up to 
thisday was a dead failure. But all the same E took their 
money to the extent of about $400,000 and put it into that experi- 
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ment. Not all of itis waste, because a great part of the expendi- 
ture can be used for e r But ĩt is a fact that theꝝ did 


expend something like „000 in experimenting with this stor- 
age system. f 
So i repeat to my friend from Iowa that I think I can say the 


committee were unanimousin believing that they offered a fairly 
reasonable explanation for their delay in not changing the mo- 
tive power of theroad. For one I am perfectly g on their 
statement to acquit them. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I donot know when the time ex- 
pires within which they must change the mode of propelling 
their cars; but I would ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
if it is possible, in his opinion, to complete the change within the 
time aa by the law? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It is impossible. 

: 85 HENDERSON of Iowa. Lask if it is possible or impos- 
sible? 

Mr. HEARD. The time has expired. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The time is up. They are now in con- 
tempt of Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then another question: Was 


the corporation, and also the city, represented before the com- 
mittee in respect to this question? 
Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And the committee looked into 
the matter thoro! nly? 
Mr. COGSWELL. Wedid, thoroughly, patiently, andat great 


length. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then, if I understand your posi- 
tion, you believe that the company acted in good faith, trying 
to comply with the law without being able to do so; that the 
time has expired without a compliance with it; that they ought 
to be given additional time, or time enough to allow them to 
supplement their past ee with an experiment to de- 
termine the best mode of using the systems of car 
propulsion, leaving the matter of any claim against the com- 
pany in abeyance. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That is about my position. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It seems to me to be a sound 
one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Who will object to that? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not know. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a suggestion 
to the gentleman reporting this measure, and that is that the 
bill be for the present withdrawn. Let it then come up two 
weeks from to-day, and in the meantime the parties interested 
could agree to a statement of facts which may be acceptable to 
both of them for the trial of this case. It must be evident to the 
company that they can not get the extension here, at least to-day, 
without some oye thing of the kind being done. 

Mr. RIC ON of Tennessse. Whatis the on ction to 
the suggestion made by my colleague on the ttes from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think it is possible for an amend- 
ment,that would be prepared by any person here not familiar 
with all the facts, to cover all the propositions that ought to be 
covered in an agreed statement of facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then allow this sugges- 
tion: The proposition my colleague [Mr. COGSWELL] has sug- 

ested was carefully 2 and was discussed at least three, 
our, or five different times in the committee; it is full and com- 

lete and is in print. The gentleman can read it if he desires. 
hat is the objection to that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. A statement was made a little while ago 
that this company objected to a waiver of certain questions of 
notice. Now, I think that might be important. I do not know 
that it would be, but I want it waived for the reason that the 
gentleman who first ng Coen in the list of incorporators, and 
who I understand was ely interested in this corporation, at 
the time was chairman of the board of public works of this 
District; that he had a divided interest in the matter, and with- 
out impugning him or anything of the kind, it may be that there 
has been a neglect on the part of some one to give such notice 
that a court may regard as important; and I want to guard all 
these points. It will not create any delay in the passage of the 
bill. It can be withdrawn now and properly prepared, to be 
presented on the next District day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ii my friend will permit 
me, the gentleman from New Hampshire[Mr. BAKER] stated that 
Mr. Shepherd was mentioned as an incorporator when this com- 
pany was chartered in 1864—— 

r. HEPBURN. Les, sir. ° 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And you must remember 
that it was seven or eight years after that that this legislation 
oceurred when he was president of the board of publie works. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am remembering it. 


CC 


1894, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Whether he 
was connected with the Metropolitan road then, nobody believes 
now. I donot know. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] if, at the next District day, we present an amend- 
ment which shall leave this to the court of appeals, sufficiently 
guarded, will that satisfy his opposition to the bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. So far as I am concerned, it will. If there 
ean be an adjudication of the real merits of this matter 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of the indebtedness? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of the indebtedness, without the interposi- 
tion of any technical defense, for the want of notice or the stat- 
ute of limitations, ete. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I want to say, and 
if these gentlemen represent the opposition to this bill on the 
floor of the House—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I merely represent myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If they make that propo- 
sition, I do not ok pe to it, so far as I am concerned, as a mem- 
ber of this committee; because, if this road owes the District 
$147,000, they 5 ay to be made to pay. We all concede that. 
But if we are to be met here on the next District day with the 
same kind of opposition—not from these gentlemen, but from 
other gentlemen—it seems to me that it would be hardly fair to 
ask that the bill goover now. If other gentlemen, on this side 
of the House particularly, will make the same agreement, I be- 
lieve I am authorized to say for the committee that they will 
consent that the bill be laid aside until the next District day. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Let that be the understanding. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But if gentlemen have 
other objects in view, if it is intended to defeat all legislation on 
the subject, then it will do no good to let the matter go over. 
I, of course, do not intend to impugn the motives of anybody 
when I say this. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. S er, before any kind of agree- 
ment is had to withdraw this bill to-day and present it two weeks 
from now, I want to call the attention of the House to another 
feature which has not as yet been discussed, at least not while 
I have been on the floor, and that is the proposition, as I under- 
stand it, from the reading of this bill, toextend for nearly three 
years the time in which this company are allowed to put on an 
electric motor. 0 

Mr. COGSWELL. One year, on Ninth street. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And then twoyears more on the bal- 
ance of the line. 

Mr. HEARD. Doesthe gentleman think one year on the other 
part of the line will be sufficient? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Nearly two years ago this same com- 

y came into this House and asked an extension of one year 
n order to be allowed to change from its present horse power to 
the storage-battery system. T predicted then that they would 
only waste their money and their time, and they would not get 
rapid transit, but that at the end of that extension they would 
come and ask another year for the same purpose. 

Now, I do not claim to be aprophet, but my words have proved 
absolutely true; and now, more than two years afterwards, they 
ask a further extension. They ask for three years more in 
which to disgrace the capital of the United States by running a 
horse car line from this Capitol to the most populous and im- 
proved parts of the city. 

Now, I say that when this bill is withdrawn it should come 
back here with an amendment, allowing the Metropolitan road, 
if you please, the underground system of electric propuision; I 
have no objection to that for one, but we ought not to give 
them more than one year in which to apply it. They can do it 

ust as well in twelve months as they can do it in twelve years. 
he entire Washington and Georgetown system was cabled ina 
little over twelve months. 

Lam not an electrical engineer nor an expert in the propul- 
sion of street cars, but I believe that the Metropolitan system 
could have applied a cable to their road if they had earnestly 
desired to do so; but instead of that they preferred to experi- 
ment with a storage battery, which all the world knew wasa 
failure, save and except the directory of that road. They ex- 
perimented with it for nearly three years. They threw away 
the money of their stockholders, and they fooled with the Con- 

ss of the United States. Nowitis time to make them puton 
he proper stem of propulsion. 

I believe that the underground system is practicable. I have 
believed it for two years, and it is not apen to the objections which 
have been urged to the overhead trolley, which I then said could 
be used for two years or eighteen months, and then taken away 
without detriment to anybody. But L insist that it is an outrage 
on the traveling public of this District to allow this street-car 
company three years longer in which to put a little electrical 
appliance on a railroad not more thun 3 or 4 miles long, 
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A MEMBER. The combined mileage is greater than that. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Take yourcombined mileage, and how 


8 is it? 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. About 8 miles. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How long is the road from here to 
Georgetown? Not over 3 miles, and twice 3 miles are 6 miles; 
and up and down Ninth street it may be 3 or 4 miles. But 
whether it be 3 miles or 30 miles, a corporation of that size, and 
certainly with its command of capital, can put inan underground 
system in less than three years. 

Mr. ALLEN. Coxy's army will be here next month. [Laugh- 


ter.] 
Mr. WASHINGTON. And we want to get it ont of the city 


as rapidly as possible. 

Now, when bill is withdrawn Lhope it will be with the un- 
derstanding that there will be an amendment presented by the 
committee and offered to this House cutting down the timefrom 
three years to twelve months. I want to see this line prosper 
just as well as the Avenue car line prospers. We ought to 
have some such system applied to all the car lines in the Dis- 
trict. There is nota city of the size of Washington to-day that 
is cursed with so abominable a system of slow horse street cars 
as this city, and there is no place where the time is a greater 
object to thoss who are Somya sea touse those cars. Now, if this 
bill is to be withdrawn, let it be withdrawn with a perfect un- 
dorstanding that I for one, like my friend from ee . [Mr. 
WILLIAMS], do not desire to see the e pay a do into 
the District treasury unless it properly and justly owes it to the 
District, but if it does owe it to the District of Columbia, then 
itoughtto be made to pay to the uttermost farthing. And, also 
like my friend from Mississippi, I believe that the best tribunal 
to try that question is a court, like the court of appeals of this 
District, and not a committes of this House, and not the House 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. As I have had some connection with the oppo- 
sition to this bill, so far as any agreement on my part is con- 
cerned, I want to state that before any more legislation favora- 
ble to this road is granted it should do justice to the District of 
Columbia; and I am going to be the judge of that when the 
proposition comes in. I think we can come nearer arriving ata 
proper conclusion as to that when the committee meets 
than we can to-day. Ido not think there is any probability of 
this bill passing this evening; and therefore I think it would be 
a good suggestion to lay it aside. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to say one 
word. Gentlemen have stated the grounds upon which they 
are willing that this bill should go over. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. I desire to interrupt the gen- 
tleman there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And as I understand, itis 
agreed to on the ground contained in the proposition submitted 
by ths gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], who is 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to interrupt the gen- 
tleman only for the purpose of not having you mislead yourself. 
So far as my opposition is concerned, whether it would ceasa 
pene weve upon the character of the amendment offered to 
the z 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What would satisfy the 
gentleman? ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS of N Ido not know that I am pre- 
pared to state what would exactly meet my views, but I will state 


in a few words what I think about the matter. I am unalter- , 


ably opposed to Congress dealing with these matters seria 
corporation by corporation. I believe that that isa corrupt 
wrong principle, but I also believe in recommitting this bill to 
the committee with instructions that they shall bring into the 
House a general e to all the street railroad eom- 
panies seeking a new franchise or an increase of franchise or 
an extension of franchise, or any further benefit from the public— 
providing that such privilege shall be granted, such further 
franchise extended after being put up at public auction and sold 
to the highest bidder, to that one who will pay the erect per- 
centage of the gross receipts to the District of Columb lam 
unalterably opposed to giving away public property, and I am 
9 to this bill for that reason among others. 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman’s position 

is based upon a reasonable ground; but I want to say 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I only said that because I 
do not want you to understand that I had agreed to oo ap OH 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is already a 
pending in the Senate which has in view the ascertainment of 
and providing for all the equities of the United States, if there 
be any, and of the District of Columbia as against these corpo- 
rations. There is a general bill like that panay as the other 
end, and it seems to me that the gentleman will it utterly 
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impracticable to apply such a general bill, with these general 
provisions, to this individual case, and I submit to my friend 
that if this bill passes and this additional time be given this 
road, that the general bill which he speaks of will cover every 
point that he has mentioned, and will apply to this the same as 
to all other railroads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of e It would apply to this rail- 
road only after this extension had been granted and after it had 
gained a new vested right. Iam willing that any bill which is 
produced here shall do nothing but what is just and right; and 
that a bill shall contain provisions for safeguarding the inter- 
ests and the equities you want to protect. Iam willing that a 
bill shall be introduced regulating all. I want a bill regulating 
this particular corporation and the balance of the railroads cor- 
parano exercising valuable franchises; and we can notdo that 

t we pass this bill, which would be discriminating in favor of 
this corporation, because itis asking substantially a new fran- 
chise in the way of an extension or an increase in the time. 
nee would be unjust to the other roads involved in the general 
b 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iwould remind my friend 
from Mississippi that in every single charter that has hereto- 
fore been granted, in every charter which is upon the statute 
booksof the United States granting franchises to these railroads, 
the express right is reserved to alter, to modify, and change 
them, or to repeal them. 5 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Congress has plenary 
power over them, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, and Iun- 
derstand, on the other hand, thatalthough Congress would have 
power tocome in after this bill was passed and repeal this very 
charter, yet, as a matter of human nature and as a matter of 
fact, Congress would not doit. The gentleman knows that as 
well as I. And Congress would be right in not doing so, be- 
cause it would see that after having vested these people with 
certain Shes De upon certain conditions it would be wrong 
now to divest them of those privileges. Therefore L would have 
the law to apply to as many corporations as possible, and this 
being one of the chiefest, as St. Paul says, I would frame it so 
as to apply to this corporation. 

Mr. HARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in view of 
all that has been said, I ask that this bill be iaid aside until the 
next District day. 

Mr.SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to explain briefly 
why I am found in the ranks of the opposition to this measure. 
I have examined the question without prejudice, and it seems 
to me that this is very clearly a case wherein we can exercise a 
vast amount of caution with great benefit to the public interest. 
There is something in average human nature which revolts at 
the idea of a 2 corporation being permitted to willfully defy 
the opinion of the public, the decrees of Congress, and the judg- 
ment of the courts, and 1 hold that the plea of the statute of 
limitation is one of the weakest pleas ever interposed in any just 


cause. 

If there was $147,000 due to this District—and two courts have 
found such to be the fact upon a trial of the cause upon its mer- 
its—that raises presumption enough in my mind that the claim 
was a just one; and further, this corporation dared not appeal to 
the higher court upon alleged errors of fact or of law, but were 
constrained to go to the Supreme Court pleading the baby act— 
the statute of limitations. Under this liability of $147,000, with, 
as L understand, eleven years’ interest, there is a vast fund com- 

-ing to this District. I am not anxious or willing to see this Con- 
gress step in and divest these people of any rights or any equi- 
ties they may possess, but it is a matter of notoriety within the 
knowledge of every member of this House that the rights to the 
streets now occupied by this railway company are immensely 
valuable. 

If they would take away their rails and their cars,and the 
franchise was placed at public auction, it would be worth at 
least a half a million dollars. The city of Buffalo put up at pub- 
lic auction in the way that is suggested by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAus] a franchise inferior to this, and the 
traction companies bid 14 per cent of the gross receipts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As high as 43 per cent has 
been bid in New York. : 

Mr. SIBLEY. Yes. But the lamentable fact in the Buffalo 
case is, that although those people did offer 14 per cent of the 
po receipts, paces wih, ed legitimate bidders, when it came 
3 the ore ey wens — the 2 ere pe t 

e franchise, pa; ractically nothing for it. ughter. 

Lee f think this bill had better go over, and il 
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this company comes here and asks for a valuable franchise, or 
for the extension of a valuable franchise, let them first show 
their confidence in the justice of Congress by paying into the 
hands of the courts the amount of the judgment which the Dis- 
trict obtained against them. When they have done that, they 
can come here with better grace and ask for this extension. 
Let the matter be settled in any form that will protect the in- 
terests of the people of this District, but let this company not. 
come in here and piosa the statute of limitations as a ground 
for condoning their past misdoings. Ishall oppose this measure 
in its present form. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read for in- 
formation the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read for information, as follows: 

Add at the end the following: “Provided, however, That this act shall not 
take effect until the said company shall have paid into the Treasury of the 
District of Columbia for street improvements, the sald: es to be pad tc 
the credit of said District.” £ S 5 n = 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask permis- 
sion to have an amendment read for information. 

The amendment was read for information, as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi moves to recommit with instructions to 
report a general bill applicable to all street-railway corporations seeking 
franchises, renewal of franchises, extensions of franchises, increase of fran- 
chises, or amendment of charters, providing for the sale at public caution 
for terms of years, to the highest bidders, after due advertisement, of all 
such street-railway franchises to be hereafter exercised within the District, 
subject to provisions for existing equities. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if on next 
District day we are to have the same fight that we haye had 
here to-day, what is the use of having this matter laid over? I 
do not understand that gentlemen who have been antagonizing 
the bill express themselves as satisfied with the substitute pro- 

d by my colleague on the committee [Mr. Cocswett. I 
understand that some gentlemen do, but a number ofother gen- 
tlemen do not, and I now ask them what will satisfy them? If 
nothing will be satisfactory, we ought to know it at this time. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will say to the gentleman that I will be sat- 
ur when the company pay the money that they owe the Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Are you willing for the 
court of ap s to ascertain what the amount is? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if other gentlemen 
agree to that we can arrange this without difficulty. 

Mr. HUDSON, I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Do 
the committee think they can offer an amendment to this bill 
that will be legaliy bind upon the company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state in reply to my 
friend’s question that the company agreed to this in the presence 
of the whole District committee. Theyagreed to the very propo- 
sition which my colleague on the committee [Mr. CogSwELL] 
has suggosted; they were perfectly willing to aprop to a refer- 
ence of the controversy to the court of appeals for any sort of 
investigation, promising to abide by the judgment of the court 
on the merits, withdrawing the plea of the statute of limita- 
tions. 

Mr. HUDSON. That is not my question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] to take the position that 
if the plea of the statute of limitations (which is odious to him) 
be waived, and if the case be tried by the court of appeals upon 
its merits, that will be satisfactory to him. I would like to know 
whether that is his position? 

Mr. SIBLEY. If the company will deposit the money, subject 
to the decision of the court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, the company is sol- 


vent. 

Mr. SIBLEY. So is the Government. 
Mr. HEARD. I wish to say a few words for the benefit more 
‘especially of my friend from Kansas Mr. HupsoN]. When this 
matter was before the committee an amendment was presented 
which has been read here to-day providing in substance for send- 
ing this matter to the court of appeals for trial upon the record, 
barring the pies of the statute of limitations. Under this 
amendment the company is to g into court and waive all rights 
under the judgment rendered by-the Supreme Court of the 
United States; in addition to that they are to consent in court 
to the jurisdiction so that there may be no question about the 
authority of the court to render judgment for or against them 


on the record. 
And if the plea of the statute of limitations 


Mr. HUDSON. 
is inte it is not to avail 

EARD. There will be no difficulty on that ground; the 
to the waiver of the plea of the statute of 


Mr. 
condition in regard 
limitations is to be put into the bill. 
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Mr. HUDSON. In the gentleman’s judgment, can we legally 
bind the railroad company, even if they agree to it? 

Mr. HEARD. Ihave no question on the earth that if they 
file such an ment as I have referred to, an agreement 
waiving their rights under the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, withdrawing their plea of the statute of 
limitations, and binding themselves further to consent to the 
jurisdiction of the court and acknowledge the binding force of 
the judgment to be rendered, such an agreement would he ef- 
fectual to bind the company. 

Mr.HUDSON. Ihave nocaptious objection to permiseing this 
company to operate its road. On the other hand, I want it un- 
ders that Lam willing to consent—and will not consent un- 
less the majority be against me—to a further extension of time 
in behalf of this company unless they pay what they justly and 
equitably owe this District or the United States. 

Mr. H I will say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
his position is not different, I hope, from that of every member 
of the committee. 

Mr. HUDSON. I hope not. 

Mr. HEARD. The difficulty, as the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] has aptly said, is that no member of 
the committee and no member of the House can tell at present 
how much this company does equitably owe. Therefore, I was 
not in favor of reporting from the committee of the proposition 
allowing the company to pay 350,000. As I have already stated, 
if such a proposition had been presented by us, captious critics 
would say that we were offering to accept from this company 
less than it was right they should pay. On the other hand, we 
were unwilling to recommend the amount insisted on by the 
5 because we did not believe the company owed so 
much. 

If the case be referred to the court of appeals under the ar- 
rangement suggested, the company binding themselves to ac- 
cept the decision of the court, we can ascertain just what this 
companyshould pay; and no man should stand before this House 
or anywhere else and ask that the company should be permitted 
to pay any less amount than would thus be adjudged against it. 

Mr. AMS of Mississippi. But why should we stand 
here upon this new proposition when two courts have already 
decided the question? 

Mr. COOMBS. And why should the interests of the District 
be put in peril by another adjudication? 

r. HEARD. The gentleman from Alabama has shown, as I 
think, very clearly and satisfactorily that in the trial had be- 
fore the supreme court of the District, the discretion of the 
jury on material points was instructed away; and I believe that if 
the case had been reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States upon the eight meritorious pleas instead of the two pleas 
of the statute of limitations, the judgment of the court below 
would have been overruled on said pleas to the merit, as it was 
in the two pleas considered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
try it on those meritorious pleas? 

r. HEARD. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS], who is a lawyer, knows that when the case went to the 
Supreme Court it was the duty of the court to firstconsider those 
pleas of the statute of limitations, because if they were sustained 
the court would not have jurisdiction to render judgment upon 


Why did not the company 


the other pleas. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 
Mr. HEARD. Now, the gentleman asks me why the case was 


not tried upon those meritorious pleas. The reason was this: 
The company insisted that the judgment in the court below was 
for an exorbitant amount, which it did not owe, and therefore 
took advantage of this plea of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman did not under- 
stand me. I was criticising not the court but the railroad com- 
pany for not submitting the case upon the meritorious pleas. 

r. HEARD. I ask the gentleman whether he would not 
have done the sameif he felt that the judgment was oppréssive? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. ndoubtedly, whether I 
thought the judgment oppressive or not, if I had been a railroad 
oompany I would have interposed any plea that I considered 
migas beeffectual. 

. HUDSON. Isitnottrue that the Supreme Court, in pass- 
ing upon the decision of the lower court, does not attempt to 
criticise any other portion of the decision? 

Mr. HEARD. There was no opportunity for the Supreme 
Courtof the United States to pass upon any other question. The 
pew of the statute of limitations being sustained there was noth- 

gen for the court to act upon. 

r, HUDSON. The gentleman does not answer my question. 
I say is it not a fact that this company had a right to raise any 
other mae that was at issue in the lower court—— 

Mr. BOTT. Judge Bradley, in rendering the decision of 


the Supreme Court in this case, said that the case was tried on 
its merits on the issues presented on the other pleas. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly, butit does not affirm the correctness 
of the judgment below, but overruled the lower court on the 
pleas considered. It overruled the decision as to the plea of 
the statute of limitations, and thereby nullified the judgment of 
the court below. 

Mr. ABBOTT. But the point is that it was tried also on the 
merits in the court below. 

Mr. HEARD. And as Judge COBB of Alabama insists, and 
justly in my opinion, the case was killed below by the instruc- 
tions of the court, and the case was not properly tried on its 
merits—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. The Supreme Court says it was. 

Mr. HEARD (continuing)—and was not correctly or justly dis- 
posed of under the instructions of the court below. 

Mr. ABBOTT. There is a difference of opinion about that. 
The Supreme Court says that it was tried on its merits. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course, this is a matter of history, and there 
need be no question about it. 

Mr. HUDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
this question: Is it not true that the railroad company had the 
right to go to the Supreme Court of the United States on every 
question submitted to the court below? 

Mr. HEARD. Not after the plea of the statute of limitations 
was sustained. Thesustaining of that plea determined the whole 
question. 

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman does not understand me. I 
ask if the company did not have the right to go to the Supreme 
om and aska ruling on every question submitted to the court 

ow? 

Mr. HEARD. In answer to my friend I will say that no law- 
yer ever saw such a proceeding in the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman evidently does not get my 
question correctly. 

Mr. HEARD (continuing). Because if they ruled against the 
company, and for the city on all the other pleas, and then for 
the company on the two pleas of the statute of limitations, of 
course the case would be thrown out of court. 

Mr. HUDSON. I understand that, but I wish the gentleman 
would answer the question in the formI putit: whether itis not 
a fact that the company had a righi to raise any question at is- 
sue in the lower court, and that they did not 2 any question 
except on the statute of limitations? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

weve SIBLEY. T hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended. 

We HEARD: I do not care to submit anything further, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Ar. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,I now renew 
the proposition that I made a short time ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the suggestion of the 
gentleman? 2 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I propose to withdraw this 
bill from consideration to-day, to be ed up on the next 
District day, two weeks from now, with the understanding that 
in the mean time the Committee on the District of Columbia 
will mature as fully as it can and as carefully as ible the 
substitute or amendment proposed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] to refer the whole question at issue to 
the court of appeals of the District of Columbia, the railroad 
company to waive any benefit that it may have by reason of the 
statute of limitations in the pending case; and thatthe question 
be there tried by the court of appeals on its merits. : 

We propose to draw an amendment in the general form I have 
stated, with the understanding thatit is acceptable to gentle- 
men; at least to those who have said so on the floor of the House, 
and we hope it will be acceptable to all others. Of course gen- 
tlemen who have not said so will not be bound by the agreement. 

I withdraw the bill, then, with that understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
bill will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 112) to provide 
for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Po- 
tomac 8 in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas or in the State of Texas. 
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- A bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn. - 

A bill (H. R. 5356] to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1757) to provide for the sale of the old custom-house 
building in the city of Erie, Pa., in which theconcurrenceol the 
House was requested. 

GAMBLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD. I now call up for consideration the bill H. R. 
6109, to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled “An 
act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Co- 
umbia.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of the act of 8 approved the 
Sist day of January, 1853, entitled An act to more effectu: suppress 
bling in the District of Columbia,” shall not apply to ov ls Sp at 
thes and fall meetings of any jockey club or other racing association 
conduc: beyond | mile from the of the cities of Washington and 
etown, Provided, That such meetings oceur between the ist 
day of March and the 15th day of December, and do not exceed the period of 
eighteen days each. 
The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
following amendment: 
* after the word beyond“ in line eight, the words, ‘three-fourths 
of” 


Mr. BURROWS. This, I understand, is a bill to authorize 
gambling at horse races? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is a bill amending the 
bill for the suppression of gamb ‘ 

Mr. BURROWS. Is not that the object? The title is very 
shrewdly drawn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know about that. 
I did not draw it. It is drawn by the Commissionersof the Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say now that you need not spend any 
time with that bill, for it will not pass to-day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is drawn by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners and recommended by them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, I am sorry. 

5 pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw 
the bi 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suppose the gentleman 
understands that the bill simply authorizes horse racing at Ben- 
nings and at Ivy City? 

. BURROWS. Horse races and betting and gambling. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ithink they ought to have 
tte se ie run horses if they wish. I never go to races myself. 

aughter. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to debating the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not care to debate it 
at all. I have never been to the races at Bennings or at Iv 
City. Ido not attend them, but here isa bill reported unani- 
mously from the committee, I believe, drawn and recommended 
by the District Commissioners, and it simply authorizes that 
which is authorized, I believs, in the State o higan. Lknow 
it is in the State of Tennessee, and I believe in every other State 
a the tao If there isa 13.70 in us Union inai map 

rse racing on regular trac o not know it. simply 

ides that horses shall berum, as in all the States, and it locates 
t three-quarters of a mile from the District line in order to limit 
it to the two places, Bennings and Ivy City, as I understand it. 

Mr. BURROWS. What did the original statute do, which 
this seeks to amend? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Lam not A to say. 

Mr. BURROWS. It prohibited certain things, did it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No: they have had racing 
all the time. but there has been some decision, I believe. I am 
not informed about it. I understood that there has been some 
decision of the courts in some way affecting the question of 
horse racing, and this statute was deemed necessary in order to 
obviate that decision of the court, whatever it was. 

Mr. BURROWS. What was that decision? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not prepared to say. 

Mr. COOMBS. I suggest that the gentleman withdraw the 
bill until he bas further information about it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question. 

Mr. RIC N of Tennessee. I will answer it if I can; 
but I hope some of these gentlemen who are horse racers will do 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The distinguishing provision of this bill 
is to make it lawful to bet on horse racing at certain times as I 
understand. At what special time is it to be lawful to bet, and 
at what special times criminal to bet on horse racing? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It provides for racing 
during the spring and fall, two meetings a year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It actually proposes to legalize betting. 
That is the effect of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Have you no race tracks 
in Ohio? I do not think this is any different from the laws of 
the other States. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Does it provide for recoveri 
when the pool seller does not happen to have it? 
vide for any lien on the property? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does your law in Ohio pro- 
vide that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This does not either, in 
my opinion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan Mr. BORROWS] has stated positively that the bill can not 
pass this evening. 

Mr. BURROWS. We can tell by yong; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ecause we have no 
quorum, and if that is true—— 

‘fein 5 pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw 

e ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, Ido not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question, then, is on the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noss I. 

Accordingly, the amendment reccommended by the committee 
was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro re. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The 5 was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr.CARUTH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 27. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tel- 
lors the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] and the gen- 
tleman from Tennesse [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Pend the division, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee said: Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw this bill from consideration, and the gentleman from Mich- 
igan withdraws. the point of no quorum. 


HARBOR REGULATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor regulations for the District 
of Columbia. This is a bill which has been drawn by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners and sent to the House with the request that 
it be introduced. It was introduced by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. ALDERSON]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, sto. That every vessel coming to anchor in the Potomao 
River between the Junction of the 9 tor and Georgetown channels of 
said river and the extension of the south line of P street southwest, in the 
city of Washington, shall anchor as near the flatsin said river as possible, 
so that the channel of said river will not be obstructed; and if such vessel is 
to remain over twelve hours itshall bs moored with both anchors, so as to 
give 8 for passing vessels 80 as not to swing and obstruct said 
channe 

No vessel shall be permitted to anchor in the Washington channel of the 
Potomac River between the extended lines of P or K street south. Vessels 
coming to anchor abore the lines of K street south aforesaid shall come to 
anchor as near the flats as possible and so that the channel will not be ob- 
structed; and all vessels co to anchor shall beso moored b r 

eet of the 


the money 
oes it pro- 


eng unloading, 
harbor Master, be removed to such place as shall be necessary to give room 
to 


remove the samein five days. 
Any vessels at the end of wharves or in docks shall, when 1 by the 
harbor master, haul either way to accommodate vessels going in or 


regular steamers’ 
or sailing packets’ berths without ecognized occupants 
of such wharves.and docks. And y are required to rig in all fore and aft 
spars, have boats hoisted up under the bow, and davits turned up, as the 
harbor master may direct. 


Vessels, when not deliver relgh ca shall give place 
ie y toreceive or deliver freights. sis 7) if the captain 


in loading 
to such vessels as arere: 
or person in charge of any vessel refuse to move vessel notified by 
theoccupantof the wharf at which she ts the harbor master shall order 
him to haul to some other berth or into. stream. 

The powers and authority herein conferred upon the harbor master may, 
in his cores or temporary disability, be exercised by the pilot of the harbor 
Nay. person refusing to obey the instructions of the harbor master, or, in 
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t of the harbor 5 

person t 

act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in 
Col shall be 


$100, or by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by both 
such put ents, in the discretion of the court. 

pro 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that the report, containing a letter from 
the Commissioners, be read. It is very short. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District.of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor tions for the District of Columbia, 
report the same back with recomm on that the bill do pass. 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 24, 1894. 
DEARSm: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia havethe honor 
tosubmit herewith a draft ofa bill entitled “A bill to establish harbor regu- 
lations for the District of Columbia,” and recommend its early enactment. 
The present laws on the subject are too meager to give the harbor master 
power to regulate movements of vessels in the harbor for the due protection 
of the public and private interests involved. The regulations contemplated 
by this meses tantially those that prevail in nearly every port of entry 
tates. 


. inthe Uni 


. JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. JOHN T. HEARD, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Renresentatives. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, there is no amendment to the 
bill, and I desire to say just a few words. The Commissioners 
report that the District laws are not sufficiently strong to enable 
the harbor master properly to protect life and property in the 
harbor. The harbor master h lf was before our committee 
and explained the bill fully to us, and in such a manner that 
our committee was convinced of the absolute necessity for the 
adoption of the amendment to the law which is embodied in 
this bill. It is especially important that during the summer 
season, when there are so many excursion boats running, and 
when there is so much risk of loss of life and property, that the 
harbor master shall be furnished with sufficient authority to in- 
sure their protection. I hope the bill will pass without opposi- 
tion 


The bill was ordered to be en shear for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


+ On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ILLUMINATING GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. 5 I call up the next bill on the Cal- 
endar, which is the bili H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas 
in tho District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Washington Gaslight Company is authorized 
to charge and collect, after the sage of this act, for illuminating gas fur- 
nished to and paid for by the Government of the United States and other 
consumers in the of Columbia, at the rate of $i per thousand cubic 
feet: Provided, That if consumers other than the Government shall not pay 
monthly any gas bill within ten days after the same shall have been pre- 
sented said company may charge and collect from said consumer so failing 
to said bill as aforesaid $1.25 per thousand cubic feet for the gas fur- 
e said consumer during said month. 

The first amendment was read: 

In line 7 of section 1, after the word of,“ insertzthe words, 
“not exceeding.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to offer an amendment or two to 
this bill. I suppose this is just the first reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are the amendments of 
the committee that have not yet beenreported. The Clerk will 
first report the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The amendment I wish to offer is to the 
first section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have an op- 
* to offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill appears to be on the 
House Calendar; but it should be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Without objec- 
tion, it will be considered in the House as in Committee of the 


a point was not raised. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro Lempo The Chair understands the gen- 
Soman from Ohio to say that he has an amendment to the first 
section. 


Mr. HEARD. I ask that the committee amendment be first 


of. 8 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend in lin = * : 
“Ata rate of — — e e e hort 
The SPEAKER pro Without objection, this amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. [Afterapause.] The Chair 


hears none. The Chair would suggest that the gentleman from 

Ohio nowoffer his amendment to the first section. } 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am prepared to offer my amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
I. ¢ 5 * mpany te 

light com! 8 ——— in the Diswict of Seluna! 52 8 


„That the Washington Gaslight Company, aud all other gaslight companies 
doing business in the District of Columbia.” X 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

Mr, COFFEEN. Mr. Speaker, before we leave that section, 
I notices that it is necessary, to make it grammatically accurate, 
that the word “ is should be changed to are.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to the amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, certainly. I desire it to be gram- 
matically correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gram- 
matical construction will be improved in the direction suggested 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the other 
committee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after section 1 the following additional sections: 

„Sg. 2. That section I of an act entitled ‘An act regulating gas works,’ 

June 23, 1874, is amended so as to read as follows: That from and 

ter the 30th day of June, 1874, the illumina! power of the gas furnished 
. gaslight company, person, or persons the District of Columbia 
shall be equal to sixteen candles by the Bunsen photometer, using the Eng- 
lish parliament standard A: burner, ha fl 
chimney, co g 5 cubic feet of gas per hour; and such 
tain more than 29 grains of sulphur in form in 100 cu 
than 5 gratus of ammonia in any form in 100 cupic feet, and shall 
the rity known as sulphureted hydrogen, said impurity 
mined by passing the gas through a glass vessel containing stri; 
lous . — moistened with a solution of the acetate of lead, and 
colora of the test paper is found to have taken place, this is to be held 
conclusive as to the presence of sulphureted hydrogen in the gas. When the 
illuminating gas by any company, person. or persons in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. at any one time be of less illuminating power or of 
less purity than — — the standard just heretofore given, it shall be 
so reported by the inspector of gas and meters to the company, pen: 
persons supplying the same, who shall be subject to a Brh penp ot 100, to be 
recovered before the proper tribunal and into the of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia aforesaid for each and every day during whi 
tion shall continue: however, That if it shall a r that such de- 
viation from the above-named standards could not have ee by 
ordinary care and prudence, but was occasioned by some unavoidable cause, 
then the said penalty shaljnot be enforced.’ 

“Sec. 3. Thatany gas company or person placing a gas meter in service in 
the District of Columbia that has not been inspected, proved, and sealed, as 
provided for by the act of March 3, 1873, entitled ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the expenses of the governmentof the District of Columbia forthe 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pu: for each and omy 
such Violation of said act shall be subject toa atx of 8100, to be recov: 
before the proper tribunal of the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 4 That a clerk shall be . the Commissioners of the a. 


cal se 
of gas meters, and 
annum. Thatan additional inspector 
Jommissioners, and his compensation 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Sections2,3,and 4 axe all amend- 
ments, and have just been reported. Without objection, the 
second section will be considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to offer an amendment to it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 7, in section 2, strike out “sixteen,” and insert twenty- 
wa aa oiaren power of the gas furnished any gaslight com! y, 
person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be equalto 22 candles OF 
the Bunsen photometer.” 

75 OUTHWAITE. My reason for offering that amendment 
is this 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to hear the explanation of the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The explanation of my amendment is 
this: The gas e has been furnishing us, that is, the peo- 
ple of the District Columbia, of whom I am one, with 
which measured ing to this measure, and according to 
their statement averages about 17 candle power. Now, we are 
paying for 17 candle power, and I have never seen a week, or 
six days in succession, in which the light was sufficient to read 
by; and I think that by making a little higher requirement as 
to the candle power we will get gas that we can use and gas that 
will be satisfactory to the people. 

I have not 8 about the pries fixed in this bill. It is 
81 per thousand feet. I sawitstated in the Scientific American 
some official connected with the manufacture of the gas fur- 
nished in Boston had recently said that the actual cost of that 
gas, with the cost of distribution added, amounted to 60 cents 
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per thousand feet. I believe that this company can make a very 
nice profit at a dollar a thousand, and furnish us with a better 
quality af gas, gas with more illuminating power than we now 


et. 
$ Mr. MILLIKEN. How many candle power did the gentile- 
man say this Washington gas represented? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is said to average about 17 candle 


wer. 
Pe, MILLIKEN. I should say that the gas furnished where 
I board is about 3 candle power, or 2}. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. the gentleman desires to increase the 
requirement up to 24 candle power, I will accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARUTH. Do J understand the gentleman from Maine 
to say that he has to use a candle to see the gas? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, after a careful examination of 
the question of the cost of making gas, and the operation of this 
company, the committee concluded and reported to the House 
that they believed it to be practicable for the company to fur- 
nish gas of the quality which they now furnish, at $1 per thou- 
sand feet. I feel it my duty to say that the majority of the com- 
mittee, and I think the entire committee, believe that this is 
as cheap as the company can furnish gas of the present quality. 

Now, if we are going to raise the standard to so great an ex- 
tent as the gentleman from Ohio proposes, that necessarily in- 
creases the cost of the manufacture, and I feel it my duty to say 
here that I do not believe it will be fair or just to the company. 
I believe that the regulation proposed in this bill, reducing the 
present price 20 per cent, bringing it down toa dollar per thou- 
sand feet, is as great a reduction as, in justice to all parties con- 
cerned, the committee can recommend or as the House ought to 
adopt. It is only just to the gom pany to ny snap according to 
the statement submitted by Dr. Ford, the Government gas in- 
ead and by other witnesses, Mr. Lansden, Mr. Dickson. and 

r. Dodge, the quality of the gas furnished in this city is at 
least equal to the average of the gas furnished in other cities. 
The statement of Mr. Lansden, who is an vp ices the business, 
who has had charge of making gas in this city, in St. Louis, and 
elsewhere, is that if the company reduces the prige to ŝl a thou- 
sand, and furnishes as good gas as it now supplies, there will bə 
no reasonable ground for complaint, and I believe that is true. 

The Government inspector, Dr. Ford, is an officer appointed 
Pa President and confirmed by the Senate, and he gives an 
official bond in double the amount of his salary. He impressed 
the committee as being a 8 fair and intelligent witness, 
and his statement was, and the concurrence of testimony was, 
that a large majority of the complaints about the gas were due 
to local obstructions in the pipes, and not to the quality of the 
gas where there was a sufficient supply, Dr. Ford also states 
that in his opinion at least one-fourth of the cases of complaint 
are due to defective burners. I think the evidence before the 
committee justifies the statement which is contained in the 


_- committee's report, that the quality of gas furnished in this city 


is reasonably good, and, according to the testimony of these 
witnesses, is as good as the average gas furnished in other cit- 
ies, and that when the price is reduced, as it will be if this bill 
becomes a law, to $1 por thousand feet, it will then be lower 
than the price at which an equal quality of gas is furnished in 
other ci of the country, with three or four exceptions. 

I believe, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that it would unjust to 
compel the company to reduce the price of their gas to this ex- 
tent, and at the same time to raise the quality up to 22 candle 
power from 16 candle power, which the law now requires. The 
gentleman from Ohio says it is in evidence that the gas now fur- 
nished equals 17 candle power. That is true. The statementof 
Dr. Ford shows that it has averaged for about two years 18 can- 
dle power; but when you fix the standard as high as 22, four 
points above 18, which is the present maximum, and attach a 

malty to the failure to supply that quality, then you are likely 
bisaa increase the cost of manufacture, and I think that as 
a matter of justice to the company and to the public, who, in my 
8 will be satisfied with gas of the present quality at a 

ollar per 1,000 feet, we ought not to adopt the amendment, but 
ought to be content with the maintenance of the present quality 
and the reduction of price which the committee recommends. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the value of the stock of this com- 
pany now? 

Mr. HEARD. The 3 I think, are about $46.50 a 
share. The par value is $20 a share. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Supposing the par 100, that is equivalent 
to nearly 300. 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, n6; over 200, but less than 250. 

Mr, HEPBURN. What dividend did the company pay last 

ear: 

Mr. HEARD. Ican not give the gentleman the figures, but 
if he will send to the document room and get the report made 


by the committee accompanying this bill it will give him all 

ese details. i 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that report show theentire payments 
by the stockholders into this company? 

Mr. HEARD. [think it does. It was intended to be abso- 
lutely complete upon that point. 

Me: HEPBURN. The amount paid in is about $100,000, is it 
not? 

Mr. HEARD. More than that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe the entire amount paid in in cash 
by the stockholders is something over $100,000, and that all the 
betterments have been made out of the earnings of the company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is mi 
taken. He will find that at one time when the stock was in- 
creased the stockholders paid in $500,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In cash? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir, in cash; that is 
what the officers of the company state. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not need to state (for the observation of 
every member here makes the statement unnecessary) that it is 
avery thankless task for a member of a committee to rise here 
and make a statement (even when such a statement is necessary 
as one of the duties of his position) where the interests of any 
corporation are supposed to conflict with those of the general 
public, and he feels obliged to defend the interests of such cor- 
poration. I hope I need not say that the committee tried to 
make, and did make, a full and fair investigation of this subject. 
I believe that members who may examine the report made by 
the committee will be satisfied by the efforts N made in 
that direction. The report states our belief that to reduce the 
price of gas 20 per cent —that is to $1 per thousand feet and re- 

uire the gas to be equal to that which is now furnished, is as 
ar as we can properly and justly go in that direction at this time. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the present price? 

Mr. BABCOCK. One dollar and twenty-five cents. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, L have not had, as my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] has had, an ss Snare to investi- 
gate the details of this sues’ in committee, but I believe we 
should not cut down the price to bə paid for this gas if at the 
same time we are going to reduce the quality. I do not know 
whether the trouble is in the obstruction of the burners or in the 
quality of the gas itself; but judging by the amount of light act- 
ually produced, I think my friend from Missouri has stated the 
5 of this gas quite as high as it is entitled to be 
8 z . 

Of course, considering the amount of the material produced 
in this House, gas ought to be pretty cheap in the city of 
Washington. 3 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no!” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But at the same time I believe it would be 
better for us to pay a fair price for an article of good quality and 
have gaslight that we can see by, rather than reduce the amount 
paid and have lights which are such only in name. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that we, asa Congress, should provide 
good light for this city. Here is where members of Congress 
get light; and judging from the effect which we see all over this 
country from the legislation of this Congress sines our sessions 
commenced, I believe that if there is anybody on God's footstool 
that needs light it is the American Congress; and I believe the 
people will vote to pay all the money that may be necessary to 
give light to this House and to the other. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer in afew words 
to the testimony taken by the committee in reference to the 
quality of the gas furnished in this city. Numerouscomplaints 
had been made to the Commissioners, to the gas company, and 
to the committee on the subject; but investigation showed that 
in nearly all cases the fault was either in the supply pipe or in the 
burner. I can speak from experience in my own house, where 
on some of the fixtures there are new burners giving as strong 
and clear a light as any gaslight I ever saw, while the light sup- 
plied by the old burners is dim and hardly so good as 3 candle- 

wer, 

As shown before the committee, there is used in some of the 
Government buildings here an economical arrangement for 
regulating the flow of gas. Now, the gas company claims that 
where this arrangement is used it is impossible to get the full 
benefit of the volume of gas furnished. It simply takes off the 
pressure and regulates the supply. If the pressure is a certain 
number of pounds, this reduces it toa minimum and keeps it 
there, regardless of pressure, and it is impossible to get the 
pressure on the burners that would otherwise be supplied 
through the gas main. In the Arno Hotel, for instance, where 
the gas was so poor at one time, it was found onan 5 
when complaint was made, that it was supplied from an old pi 
which been put in years and years ago, and not sufficient 
size to supply one-half of the gas that was used in the house. 
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Mr. HEARD. And if the gentleman will allow me, in that 
connection, I would say that when the complaint was made, the 
gas company sent their men up there, made a new connection and 
put in two new meters, and for some time the lights were good; 

and when complaint was again made further investigation showed 
that the proprietor of the hotel had cut off both of the new me- 
ters and halt of the supply from the old one. That was the case 
in some other complaints which were investigated. It was want 
of supply and not the quality of the gas. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now aword as to the illuminating power. 
Here the standard is 16 candle-power. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is that the usual standard throughout the 
country? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. The illuminating power of gas is 
measured by different standards. In New York the standard 
I understand, according to their mode of measurement, would 
be between 27 and 28 candle power for about 17 candle power ac- 
cording to our standard. There are different standards. The 
one which we use here is the most rigorous and arbitrary, be- 
cause, as I have said, it would show between 27 and 28 candle 
power by the New York standard. My experience here is that 
with a good burner the gas is just as good, burns as bright and 
clear, and furnishes as good light as the gas in any other city 
which I have visited. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You have not been in many cities. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; quite a number. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because I think it is the meanest gas 
that I have ever seen in the United States. 

Mr. BABCOCK. As to the earnings of the company, a ques- 
tion has been made here, I will state that it was 22.7 per cent 
last year on the capital stock. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BABCOCK. That Iam unable to say. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like ver 

know what else they want. [am surprised. Only 
[Laughter.] 
Mr. BABCOCK. That was at the rate of $1.25 per thousand 
feet for their gas. This reduction, proposed by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, in price would uce the earning 
power of the stock to about 11 per cent on the original capital, 
after paying interest on bonds. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to say that 
if the quality of the gas represents the capital stock at my house, 
22 per cent would be a small amount. 

r. BABCOCK. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Maine that if he invests in a few new burners he will probably 
change his mind as to the quality of the gas. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have the best I can get. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee after duly considering the 
reduction and after thinking on it for many sessions were of the 
unanimous opinion that, admitting the 16 candle power to be 
the test, putting the at $1 per thousand feet was as great 
a reduction as they could justly recommend at this time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. . Speaker, I do not relish very much 
giving my own personal experience with regard to this question, 

ut as I have learned from those about me that a large number 
of other members of Congress hold the same opinions, and have 
had the same experience, I feel that there is no special objection 
to my doing it. j 

Frequent y the gas supply at my home is so poor that I have 
to give up either reading or writing or else get a lamp te light 
the house with. I have called the attention of the company to 
the inferiority of the gas, and they have come and put new 
burners in; they have come and blown out the pipes, and they 
have come and supplied me with a Welsbach burner, which re- 
mains on approval, and sometimes the gas is sufficiently bright 
to read by and sometimes to write by upon a table situated 
within 2 feet below the burner. At other times it is impossi- 
to see to either read or to write. 

Now, it can not be that the defect is in the pipes; for that has 
been tested. Nor can it be in the burners, but it is in the kind 
and quality of the gas supplied to the burners. = 

The gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, extols the virtues and ability of 
the public gas inspector of this city, Dr. Ford. I find in their 
own report he states that it might be well to raise the legal 
standard for gas to 20 candle power by the new Argand gas 
burner. This is his report. 

Mr. HEARD. Not the present Argand burner, but the new 
argana burner, which is considerably different from the old. 

5 r. OUTHWAITE. Or 25 candle power with the flat- flame 
urner. 

Mr. HEARD. Which is equivalent to about 18 of the other. 

Sy 5 There is nothing in this report to indi- 
ca . 


How much did they want? 


much to 
per cent! 


Mr. HEARD. Iam sure there is. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does he mean by saying raise it 
to 20 candle power?” If he meant simply a change of figures, to 


deceive somebody, if he meant simp 
candle power by some other standard, 
the expression raise.“ 

Mr, HEARD. Most clearly not, and nobody, unless it is the 
gentleman from Ohio, wants to mislead anybody. I am sure I 
do not. The statement of Dr. Ford is to raise, that is, to in- 
crease this power, and he suggests 20 candle power by the new 


that it was calling 20 
e would not haye used 


Argand burner. Now, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] were to propose to raise this to 20 candle power by the 
new Argand burner, then he would have the authority of Dr. 


Ford for the E of the suggestion; but his proposi- 
tion is 22 candle power by the old Argand burner, which isa 
much more severe test. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My . is that weshall increase 
the illuminating capacity of this gas at least one-third. That 
is my proposition, clear and straight. It shall be measured 
just as it is now, and it shall be one-third better than it is now, 
and then it will not be any too good for use, nor for the price 
we are paying. 

Ido not care to go into the question of the profits made by 
this company. I want them to have reasonable profits. I do 
not care to go into the question of the savings that have been 
made, and the investments that have been made by this com- 
pany out of their surplus earnings; but now we have reached 
the time when we are shown by the investigation of this com- 
mittee, as far as it went, that this company is making water gas, 
pouring water onto something hot and dissolving it into its con- 
stituent gases, and running it through some naphtha, probably, 
or something of that kind, and conveying it off and selling it. 
That kind of Bes can be made for 38 cents a thousand, and it can 
be distributed for 22 cents per thousand, and still make money. 
This Congress legislates for the pone of the District of Colum- 
bia, 26,000 of whom are patrons of this company, and legislates 
for the Government, which uses this gas in all the offices, where 
the employés have suffered in their eyesight for years from the 
inferior gas; and there is no reason why, when you come to re- 
form this thing, you should not go to a reasonable length. All 
Lask is that we shall require them to improve the quality of 
mer gas, as well as to reduce the price to a figure which is suf- 

cient. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of the 
House for just one minute. I regret being obliged to take issue 
with my friend from Ohio, but on a matter of fact I deem it my 
duty to state to the House that the gentleman, in my judgment, 
has not been entirely fair in his statement of the case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In what respect? : 

Mr. HEARD. In regard to his own experience. The gentle- 
man has made a statement with regard to his own experience, 
with which he certainly is familiar; and so far as he has stated 
it I have no doubt he has stated it correctly. He stated that he 
had had occasion to make frequent complaints about the quality 
of the light, and that the gas company have sent to his house 
repeatedly and have looked over his pipes and put in burners, 
etc., and that still the light is insufficient. The gentleman has 
further stated thatitis not the fault of the burners or of the 
pipes in the house. 

ow, the gentleman knows that it was stated before the com- 
mittee, and the gentleman himself stated it, I think, certainly 
confirmed it, that the company told him that the fault was not 
in the pipe in the house, after they had tested the matter, or in 
the burners, but that it was inadequate service pipe outside of 
the house. And when they had offered to put him in anew 
pipe, the gentleman refused it, because he said he did not want 
is front yard torn up to put in the pipe which the gas com- 
pany thought necessary and offered to put in togive him an 
adequate supply. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will permit me. The 
company had not stated at any time that it was on account of 
that. But in doing something to have me accept it, as an ex- 
cuse, they proposed to do that thing; and I did not let them do 
it. Some of the complaints have been made since my testimon 
was taken; and have been made necessary because they are still 
furnis an inferior quality and an insufficient supply of gas. 
I have called their attention to it, and they wanted to send a 
man there, but I told them no; that I merely wished them to 
furnish better gas, and until they did it was no use, and they 
need not send a man there. 

Mr. HEARD. I have nothing to say so far as that is con- 
cerned. I have no interest any further than I am charged with 
it as a matter that comes before our committee, and I desire to 
discharge my duty in that respect without regard to anything 
else. As a member of that committee I made an investigation, 


and during that investigation it was developed and stated to the 
committee by the officials, not the officials of the gas company, 
but the officials of the United States in charge of inspecting the 
gas, that the complaint as to the insufficiency of the light wason 
account of the inadequacy of the supply. As to that I think Mr. 
Ford and all the other witnesses were agreed. The remedy they 
suggested was an increase in the.size of the supply pipes. Now, 
when the company discovered this they attemp to correct 
that trouble in the house of my friend from Ohio, where there 
was an inadequate supply, and they suggested putting in a new 
pipe for him, and he would not permit it, but still complains. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifthe gentleman will just pardon an in- 
terruption there? 

Mr. HEARD. Seran 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ill you explain to me, if there was not 
an inadequata amount to give good light, how it happens that 
two or three days in the week there is a sufficient supply and 
two or three other days in the week it is not sufficient? 

Mr. HEARD. Iwould say to the gentleman that, of course, 
the pressure varies at different times, and what might be a suffl- 
cient pressure to give an adequate supply at one time might not 
be at another. As stated before the committee by Mr. Ford, the 
larger the pipes the lower pressure required. The pressure 
migh be suficient to give ample light with a pipe of adequate 
size, but it might not supply it if the pipe was of an inadequate 

ize. 


8 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would say, just to dispose of any sug- 

gestion of that kind when advanced, that I went out the last 

ht when the gas was poor, went around to the stores in the 

hborhood and looked at their supply and the gas supply 

in the lamps on the street, and I found t they were all É 
The lights were all about as miserable asin my own house. 

Mr. ARD. Of course, I know nothing about that. I know 
that at times the light everywhere isworse thanat other times; 
whether it is from inadequate pressure or not, I do not know. 
But I want to say that statements made by the witnesses 
before our committee induced the committee to believe, and 
convinced us, that with adequate pipe service and good burners 
there was no reasonable ground for complaint. n I lived 
at the Arno for awhile, and Governor SAYERS, Mr. COBB, and 
other members were there, complaint was made that the gas 
was poor. The company sent a man there and found that the 
service pipefrom the street was grossly inadeauate, and they put 
in a new service pipe; and after that was done I never saw a bet- 
ter light anywhere than we had up to the time I left there. 

But later a similar complaint was made about poor lights, and 
it was testified before our committee, on oath, that when the 
company’s man went back there he found that the proprietor 
had cut off two of the new meters, which it had been necessary 
to put in to make a sufficient ha Spa ey half cut off the old one; 
: you might just as well about getting sufficient light 
from a ee substance as of getting it through pipes 
where re is not a sufficient space for an adequate supply of 

to flow. I am not a defender of this company; but as a mem- 
rof the committee, and having ascertained these to be the 
facts, I state them simply as a matter of duty to all concerned. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it can be denied 
that at many times the gas in the city of Washington is very 
poor. I think, however, that in many instances it results from 
the bad pressure. There is one other thing [am afraid we shall 
find, and that is that the lowering of the price of the gas will not 
necessarily lower the size of bills. I know that in the city of 
Brooklyn, when we had the price of gas lowered from $1.80 to 
$1.35 a thousand, the bills were just the same, and in some cases 
a little more, the reason being, I think, that putting on an ex- 
traordinary pressure forced the gas through so that it could not 
be consumed, 

The cost of gas is so small that they can afford to do that. 
Now, it seems to me that the jump from 1 e power to 22- 
candle power, proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, is toolarge- 
Tf we had the information before us to guide us in that matter, 
if we knew just what the additional cost would be, we might take 
the 2 step; but we have not that knowledge, and just be- 
cause this company is in the power of Congress we do not desire 
to take extreme measures with it, or to treat it unfairly. We 
desire to consider all the company's rights. Now, I repeat, we 
have nothing to guide us in making so large an advance in the 
candle power, as is proposed bythe gentleman from Ohio. I 
have listened to the ussion and tried to get definite informa- 
tion as to the actual cost, but I haved failed to obtain it, and 
while I think that the candle power that is now required should 
not be reduced, I am afraid that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio proposes a jump which is altogether too large 
under the circumstances, in justice to all parties concerned. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, my sympathies are always 
excited by a struggling corpora’ its best endevor 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 9, 


to exist under adverse circumstances, and of course they must 
be very actively moved in this case in view of the statement 
furnished in report number 629, second session Fifty-third Con- 
gress, to which I now direct the attention of the House, This 
sepert was made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD]. 
I find on page 60 a statement of the receipts and expenditures of 
the company for the year 1889. I find three items which indi- 
cate the net profit of the company for that year, aggregating a 
total of $401,000. For the next year the same three items, which 
indicate the net profits, aggregate $370,000. For the next year 
the aggregate $484,000, and in the fourth year they amount to 
$380,000, he total of the net profits made by this corporation 
on a capital of $2,000,000 (much of it I have heard never paid in) 
is $1,653,000, made in four years of time. It seems to me that 
that showing does not appeal very urgently to our sympathies. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that the reduction 
which the committee propose amounts, on the basis of last year’s 
receipts, to about $237,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That would still leave a profit, on the basis 
of last year reported in this document, of 8187, 000 on a capital of 
$2,000,000, or 9 per cent, which it seems to me would be pretty 
good. Remember, this net profit that have spoken ol is arrived 
at after deducting $72,000 to pay the interest on the company’s 
debt at 6 per cent. This report shows that they are able to pro- 
cure the capital they need in their business at 6 per cent, yet 
they are exacting from the people of this District 18 per cent on 
the capital that they claim to have actually invested, thus mak- 
ing the public first repay the interest that they pay on their 
debt, and then pay about 18 per cent on the capital invested. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, I 3 the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio will prevail. The testimon 
taken by the investigating committee convinced them that it 
would be possible to furnish a satisfactory light to the citizens: 
according to the present test. It appeared that in some places 
there was sufficient light, while in others there was not suffi- 
cient light furnished to consumers. Ithink thataspecial effort 
was made by the oars pie during the time the investigation 
was going on to furnish good light. I think that undoubtedly 
a higher pressure was put on. There were times when the gas 
fairiy whistled through the burners, and when the ceilings were 
blackened by the carbon which escaped without being consumed. 
That was evidently done for the purpose. of e EH a good 
light to those who had an insufficient supply. I think ahigher 

uality of gas ought to be required. Iwill read an extract from 
the statement on this subject of an expert, Mr. Ford, who ap- 
peared before the committee: 

The CHAIRMAN. In the resolution under which we are working, one of the 
allegations is that the gas is of mierior quality. It is only justice to the 
community, and the gas company, that the public should coor the facts, 


and I ask you as one not only qualified, but authorized and directed by rea- 
son of some official duty, to state tke facts as to the quality of the gas fur- 


Mr. Fonni The gas burned by the Bray burners, which is a flat flame, 
averages about 21 to 21.50 candles. The burners now used in New York and 
in Baltimore are the same. They give a high eandle power. We have run 
as high as 25 candles by a flat-flame x 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the kind of test made in other cities? 

Mr. FoRD. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then would your 18-candle test here make an equivalent 
in power to the other burners? Is that your statement? 

r. FORD. It would make 21 to 22.50 candles. I have made a test in the 
last two.days. 

Now, the recommendation made by this gentleman is to make 
the gas from 21 to 22+ candle power; and I understand that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio is to make it 22, and I 
hope that amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois. In the five minutes that I have I do 
not expect to enter deeply into the discussion of this gas ques- 
tion, but I do desire to say that I am in favor of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. I have no sympathy, indi- 
vidually speaking, with any gas oen prag, or with any individual 
furnishing gas unless it gives a sufficient light. I do know from 
personal experience that the gas furnished in the District of 
Columbia during the last five years is not equal,so far as giving 
satisfactory light is concerned, to the old grease lamp t we 
used back in my boyhood - Possibly not many of you gen- 
tlemen know anything about that, but I would cheerfully take 
the old grease lamp, stuck up in the corner of the jamb of the 
fireplace, in exchange for the gas lights that we have in this 


city. 
Mr. PAYNE. Why do not you doit? [Laughter.] 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Oh, I can not talk satisfactorily to a 


man from New York on this subject. [Laughter.] I presume 
my friend to the elass of gentlemen who have spoken 
here about the of light they get in the fine hotels. I have 


never beenable to find shelter within the portals of those estab- 
lishments sinee I have been in Congress, but I presume that in 
the large hotels, well kept and well supplied in every way, good 
gas is furnished. I do know, however, the character of the gas 
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in the ordinary boarding houses that I have been compelled to | passage or approval. It would not give any time for the 


frequent since I have been in Congress. And although in my 
efforts to secure better light I have bought burners which were 
larger than those furnished by the boa: -house keepers, yet 
so far as my individual experience has gone, I can say that our 
lights in the boarding houses are very poor, and I would will- 
ingly exchange them for the old ow candle or the grease 
lamp in the corner of the jamb. 

Now I think the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio is a proper one to be adopted. All of us want light of good 
quality at a reasonable price; and I believe itis an rof ex- 
perience, confirmed by the testimony of gas companies mn various 
cities, that 20 candle-power gas can be furnished at $1 per thou- 
sand cubic feet, and allow 40 per cent profit on the investment. 
This I believe to be a fact from the statements of those engaged 
in the business; and if this be true there is no reason why Con- 
gress should not so legislate as to secure to the people of this 

istrict better light at a reasonable price. 

I understand the bill of the committee proposes a18- candle- 
power light, while the amendment is for a22 candle-power light, 
at 81 perthousandcubic feet. Without taking time to discuss the 
subject in detail, I believe from statements of those engaged in 
this business, that while it is theinterest of citizens thatsuchan 
amendment should be adopted, it willstill leave a large profit to 
the gas company. 

—.— the hammer fell.] : 

he question beihg taken on the amendment of Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE, it was agreed to. 

No further amendments being offered to the first or subse- 
uent sections, the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
ora third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 

and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


NEW TICKETS ON STREET CARS, ETC, 


Mr. HEARD. I now call up the bill (S. 443) to provide for 
the sale of new tickets by the street railway companies of the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That from and 3 this act no street rail- 
way in the District of Columbia 
canceled by the com 


any. railway company doing business in the District of 
Columbia which shall violate the Visions of this act shall be liable to a 
fine of not to exceed $10 for each offense, to be recovered inany court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. | 


Mr. HEARD. Task that the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee to the first section be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

z iden out all of the first section after the enacting clauseand insert the ; 
ollo’ > | 
„That and after the passage of this act, each street railway and street 
herdic transportation com in the District of Columbia shall issue its | 
own tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other company. Such tickets 
shall be and sold in sheets of six tickets each, and after having been 

onee shall be canceled by the company which the same. 

Mr. HEARD. This amendment in the form of a substitute 
for the first section makes the provisions of the bill applicable to 
the herdic lines as well as the street-car lines. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD] explain the necessity for this measure? 

Mr. HEARD. The purpose of the bill is to require thestreet- 
car and herdic companies to sell their ticketsin clean new sheets 
and to provide that when tickets have been once used they shall 
not be sold again, Under our present system tickets sold origi- 
nally in clean sheets are, after being thus used, put again in en- 
velopes and sold ye and again until they become filthy and 
unfit to handle. ere are some companies in the city that sell 
tickets in new clean sheets and do not sell the tickets after hav- 
ing been once used. The object of this bill is to compel all the | 
street-car and herdic companies to do the same. j 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will not this measure necessitate the pre- 
paring of tickets on much thinner paper? 2 | 

Nr. DINGLEY. Ths pe of furnishing | 

r. 5 ex ing tickets on cerd- 
board must be considerable. | 

Mr. HEARD. The railroad companies now print their own | 
tickets, F believe. The herdie companies have not been in the | 
habit of doingso, but have been using tickets printed by thestreet- | 


prepa- 
ration of these tickets. f 

Mr. HEARD. They will have time enough. 

Mr. POST. They are all ready now. 

Mr. FUNK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. FUNK. Do you know of any case where any disease has 
beon communicated from the handling of unclean street-car 
tickets? 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not know of any such record. Lam neither 
an expert nora physician; but many men of good sense and in- 
formation believe that disease is communicable by filthy tickets. 
Ido not see why itis not. I think it isconceded by all that dis- 
ease is sometimes communicated by handling unclean, paper 
money. ; 

Mr. FUNK. [apprehend that the street-car companies have 
an interest in furnishing the community with respectably clean 
tickets. I do not believe they will impose on the public by re- 
issuing their tickets until they become filthy or diseased, im- 
pure, or unfit to be circulated. I have never seen anystreet-car 
tickets but what were fairly clean. In other words, it seems to 
me to be an imposition on the street-car companies and an un- 
necessary hardship toforee them to comply with this law. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to say that everyone 
that travels on the cable road here, as I do every day, knows 
that he gets these little packages of unclean, dirty tickets over 
and over again. There is nobody who does not know ii. They 
are used again and again, and come back to the company and 
are put up in these little packages and again sold to the public; 
whereas if you go up on the F street line and call for a package 
of tickets, you get new tickets every time. They do not use 
them but once. They are punched then, and are kept or de- 
stroyed by the company; whereas on the cable line you are very 
apt to get these dirty tickets that have been used so often that 
they are not fit to handle. 

Now, occasionally you do get à package of elean tickets, or a 
strip of them, on the cible road, which shows that they are able 
to print their own tickets and have the facilities. It does not 
impose, then, any hardship on the cable company or the other 
street-car companies, for they all print their own tickets any- 
how. They ought to be required to furnish clean tickets. and 
therefore there is no reason in the world why the bill should not 
pass. [Cries of Vote!” “‘ Vate!’] 

The question being taken on the amendments proposed by the 
committee, they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 


third time, and $ 
On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 


ADOPTION OF CHILDREN IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Coss], who desires to call up a which was agreed to by the 
committee, and a report authorized upon it, but which has not 
been formally reported at this time. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to consider 
and pass the bill which I send to the desk, the bill (H. R. 5711) 
to authorize the adoption of children in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That jurisdiction is. hereby conferred on any judge ot 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia to hear and determine any 

tition that may be presented by a person residing in the of Co- 
umbia, g the Privilege of adopting any minor child as his or her own 
child, and make such minor child. an heir at law. If the judge shall find, 
upon the hearing of such petitioner, that the petitioner is a 


to have custody of such child, and that the parent or parents or guardian of 
such child have given their permission for such adoption, he enter an 
order upon the records of the court, 1 lizing such adoption and 
such child an heir at law of such 92 the same as if such child was 
born ta such petitioner. Ifthe child has no parent or the judge 
may 2ppoint a guardian ad litem. k 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. 3383 . I would like to have an explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The only object is to provide, as is 
provided in most of the States, that children may be adopted and 
made heirs at law of the petitioner. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Ididnotnotice that any body was required 


car companies. Now, it is the opinion of persons qualified to | to have notice of the proceedings. 


know that disease is frequently communicated by the handling 
of old and filthy tickets. requirement of this bill will be no 
great tax upon the railroad and herdie companies. They should 
furnish their customers with clean tickets, which should be can- 
celed when once used 


ž Mr. C 
Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that the bill takes effect from its provided for. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. The guardianor parent, and if there 
be none, the court ints a guardian ad litem. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to have that bill read again. 
The bill was read at length. 
ULBERSON. I do not observe that there is any notice 
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5 It requires the consent of the parent or 
á 5 

ry CULBERSON. Suppose it is an orphan. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the court appoints a guardian ad 


litem. 

Mr. PICKLER. Where has the jurisdiction been heretofore? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no power to do it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I would like to ask whether there has been 
any legislation in the District on this subject heretofore? 

. COBB of Alabama. None in the District. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no law on the subject. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Certainly then some such provision should 
be enacted. 

Mr. RAY. I would ask the gentleman from Alabama if the 
pill could not be so amended as to permit a man and wife both 
to adopt a child? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That, I think, would be covered by 
the provisions of the bill as it is reported. 

Mr. RAY. As I understand it, the bill says any person” 


may adopt a child. 
Anybody who has the qualification 


r. COBB of Alabama. 
for adoption. a 

Mr. Y. But the bill is in the singular. It says any per- 
son.“ 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would mean person or persons. 

Mr. RAY. I know in New York State we havea similar law, 
and it reads almost like this, any person,” and this question 
has come up. Iapplied to the court within the last month, in be- 
half of a man and wife, that they might both adopt a child, so that 
it might become the child of both, and inherit the property of 
both 


Mr. POST. Move an amendment. 

Mr. RAV. The question was raised by the court, and the 
court held that under ourstatute the child could only be adopted 

by one. I think it very wise, in cases where the husband and 
wife both desire to adopt the child, so that it shall be the child 
of both, and be adopted by the survivor in case of the death of 
one, and so that it may inherit the property of both, that there 
should be a provision that the child may be adopted by both. If 
there is any doubt about the bill in that respect, I should like to 
have it amended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee have followed the legisla- 
tion of the States. Perhaps a judicial construction has made it 
n-cessary that this amendment should be adopted. Certainly 
there is no objection to it. 

Mr. RAY. If the bill is broad enough to cover that, I am 
heartily in favor of it. 

Mr. WANGER. I move to strike out the word may” in the 
last line and to insert the word “shall.” 

. Mr. SPRINGER. That means the same thing. The courts 
have construed that. 

Mr. WANGER. That would make it more clear. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Wedonot objectto thatamendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 16 strike out the word may and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“shall;” so that it will read, “the judge shall appoint a guardian ad litem.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I offer the amendment which I suggested. 
In line 5, after the word ‘‘ person,” insert the words or hus- 
band and wife.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follews: 

= line 5, after the word ‘‘person,” insert the words “or husband and 
Wife. 

Also, in line 7, after the word “her,” insert “or their; so that it will read: 

“That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on any judge of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia to hear and determine any petition that may be 
Fema praying the Privileg of adopting any minor child aa Bis o Sex OF 

um rayin 6 0 O) 0 er or 
their oun ting and BA such —— c re heir at law.” 


Mr. BROSIUS. I ask that the bill be reported again, as it 


will read when amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the Clerk 
will report the billas it read if amended by the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York[Mr. Ray]. 

The bill, as pro to be amended, was read. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We accept the amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. RAY was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask-unanimous con- 
sent to publish some letters and a statement, in addition to what 
I have already published, in reference to a personal explanation 
I made some time ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HUNTER]? 

There was no objection. 

The letters and statement referred to are as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING 
Hos OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: My attention ha been called to the statement that you 
voted against the Alderson amendment to increase the duty on diamonds, in 
justice to you I will simply state that, being interested in the fate of the 
amendment, I took pains to notice the vote, and can say I know you votedin 
favor of the Alderson amendment to increase the duty. 

Iam, very respectfully, yours, 


GEO, P. IKIRT, 
Member, Eighteenth Ohio District. 
Hon. A, J, HUNTER. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1894, 

I was present at the time of passing through the tellers on the question of 
increasing the tariff on diamonds, and my recollection is that the Hon. A. J. 
HUNTER passed through the tellers with me, and thereby voted in fayor of 
increasing tariff. 


V. — ttull 
ery res v. 
= U. S. HALL, 
Member of Congress, Second District of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1894, 
My DEAR SIR: Iam much surprised to learn that some question has been 
raised as to your vote on the amendment raising the duty on diamonds from 
that pro in the Wilson bill. I was sitting near you at the time, and 
was s y attracted to the question, and I do not hesitate to say that you 
voted for it, and do not think I can be mistaken in my recollection. 

Truly, your friend, 

H. S. G, TUCKER, 
Member, Tenth Virginia District. 

Hon. ANDREW J. HUNTER. x 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 20, 1894 
My DEAR SIR: In response to your epi as to my recollection as to how 
ou voted on the question known as the Alderson amendment to the Wilson 
ill, I have to say that when the vote was taken by tellers you went down 
the aisle with me and passed between the tellers as I did. On that vote I 
am positive that you voted for the am ent increasing the duty on 
diamonds, And from frequent conversations with youduring the pendency 
of the bill I know that your inclinations and sympathies were in perfect ac- 
cord oo SEAS vote. 
cerely yours, 

ARTHUR H~TAYLOR, 

Member Congress, First District of Indiana, 


A. J. HUNTER, 
Washington D. C. 


Hon. 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 21, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: Referring to the question of your voting for the Alderson 
amendment to raise the rate of duty on diamonds, I am surprised that any- 
one should question the fact. Si nextto you while the amendment was 
pending, I remember that you voted forthe amendment, and favored it with 
more than ordinary case during the close vote that threatened for a time 
the defeat of the amendment. 
HENRY A. COFFEEN, 


Hon. A. J. HUNTER. Member Congress for Wyoming. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr.S 


er, I voted to reduce the duty on 
farm implements, the too. 


of the carpenter, blacksmith, brick- 
e tools 


mason, painter, plasterer, plumber, of all mechanics 
and laboring people to a revenue duty. I voted inst making 
any discrimination between taxpayers. I hold that the people 


should pay taxes according to the amount of property they own; 
that wealth, not want, should pay the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. I believe that taxation should be uniform. In every in- 
stance I have voted for a tariff for revenue only, as commanded 
by the people and directed by the Democratic platform. The 
people can judge from this record whether I am a Democrat or 
a demagogue. 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask leave to introduce a rule, and that it 

be referred to the Committee on Rules, and printed in the 


RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] asks leave to introduce a rule, and that it be 

rinted in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The proposed amendment is as follows: s 
RULE XLVI. 
CONCERNING A QUORUM. 


1. Whenever, on a yea-and-nay vote u question, the record shows 
that no quorum has voted, the ierk 1 call the names of those not 


’ 


ozi PAYNTER] requests a reprint of Re 
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voting. When the name of any member who is present is called the Speaker 
shall state the question to him and ask him how he desires to vote. If he 


resuitof the vote those present and not voting 
8 the negative. If those voting and those present and not yotin 

shall be amajority of the whole House, a ag shall be deemed as consti- 
tuted and the question shall be decided by the record as thus ascertained. 

2. If those voting and those present and not voting sh ul not constitute a 
quorum the Speaker shall immediately issue his warrant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for the arrest of all members who may be absent without the leave 
of the House, who, when arrested, shall be brought to the bar of the House, 
and the Speaker shall state to each member thus brought to the bar of the 
House the question pending and ask the member how he desires to vote, If 
he votes his vote shall be recorded, but if he refuses to vote he shall be re- 
corded as mt and not voting; and hen a quorum is thus constituted the 
result shall be announced. 

3. If a quorum is not constituted as provided herein when the House shall 
have adjourned, the question pending shall be the first business in order 
when the House meets again. And the members who have not voted, or who 
have not been recorded as K pron and not voting, and those who may be 
brought to the bar of the House, shall be called upon to vote asif originally 
present, and the same course shall be pursued as in the first instance until a 
quorum is constituted. 

4. After a quorum appears and the subject-matter which was pending is 

of, the House may require any member whose arrest was ordered 
as provided in this rule to show cause at the bar of the House why he should 
not be punished for being absent without leave of the House, 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state to the 
House that on the 6th of the present month a resolution was 
ty a allowing an additional messenger for the Committee 
on Agriculture; but the resolution failed. to provide in the usual 
terms that the money should be paid out of the contingent fund. 
If there be no objection, the words “ to be paid out of the contin- 

nt fund of the House” will be inserted after the word * month” 

n the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. Does the chairman of ,the Committee on Agri- 
culture regard that as important? 

Mr. HATCH. I make it as a 5 request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. EVERETT, for ten days, on account of important family 
business. iy as 

To Mr. DRAPER, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, for two weeks, onaccountof im- 
portant business, 

To Mr. CAMINETTI, for three days, on account of sickness. 


* 
REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
rt No. 337, the same 
ee been exhausted. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 5 o lock and 10 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
1 oe * 2629) for the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg. (Report 

0. 688. 

By Mr. OUTHW AITE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 1578) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United States Army. 
(Report No. 689.) . 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing Eee were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6618) 
to provide for the maintenance in the Treasury of a safe gold 
reserve, for the coinage of standard silver dollars, and for other 
purposes —tothe Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 6619) to forbid contracts 
mang debts payable in gold only—to the Committse on the 
udiciary. 
By Mr. DE ARMOND): A resolution to amend 
Rule XV—to the Committee on Rules. 


XXVI 226 


paragraph 1 of 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bills (H. R. 
6433) granting a pension to Julia Weeks, and (H. R. 6433) for the 
relief of William Jack Haines; and the same were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. ; 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6620) for the relief of G. A. Har- 
ris, St. Marys Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 6621) granting a pension to 
Anna E. Botsford, widow of Eli W. Botsford, late major of the 
Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

a Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry Erskine, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. vs23) for the re- 
5 W. B. Olive, of Florence, Ala. to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 6624) to enable Henry Hemel- 
right and Edmond Guest, of Pottstown, Pa., to make application 
to the Commissioner of Patents for extension of letters patent 
for improvement in nut locks—to the Committee on Patents. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of citizens of Colorado 
Springs against any amendment to the Constitution tending to 
thecommingling of the church with the state—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Fisher's Peak Division, No. 247, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Trinidad, Colo., in favor of the passage of 
what is known as the antiscalper law—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Brewers’ Union, of Detroit, 
Mich., for a governmental system of telegraphs—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Joseph Bogen, J. Alexan- 
der, N. Goldstein, Theodore Pohl, H. ilezinski, and many 
other citizens of Greenyille, Miss., protesting against the pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution by inserting God in it— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of S. L. Sawyer and others, of 
Danvers, Mass., for legislation favorable to the fraternal benefi- 
ciary press—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. : 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition asking that building and loan asso- 
ciations be exempt from income tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. i 

By Mr. DAVIS of Kansas: Petition of 36 members of the Lu- 
theran Church at Herrington, Kans., projesine against the pro- 
posed amendment to the preamble of the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Roger Brown and 40 other citizens 
of i Sener III.; of H. S. Morrison and 20 other citizens of 
Scales Mound, III.; together with memorial and resolution of 
Star Camp, No. 1130, Modern Woodmen of America, of Scales 
Mound, III., praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, 
to admit to the mails as second-class matter fraternal society 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 29 residents of 
Sheridan, and 16 of Haske], N. V., in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. IZLAR: Papers to accompany House bill 4621—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Fred Schweizer, Andrew Gild- 
erman, Derpe Brothers, and other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
protesting against raising the tax on cigars—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By. Mr. MCDANNOLD: Petition of J. M. Babb, and 40 other 
citizens, of Clayton, III., asking the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


oads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Henry Baar, 
J. Vanderveen, and 27 other citizens, of Grand Haven, Mich., 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ Union, of 


r 


Detroit, Mich., infayorof governmental control of the telegraph 
systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana; Petition of Rapids Par- 
ish and town of Alexandria, La., protesting against the applica- 
tion of provisions of income tax to building and loan associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Brewers’ Union and 
Carpenters’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental 
ownership and control of the telegraph systems—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolution of the Grocers 
and Importers’ Exchange, in favor of the Torrey bankrupt bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia Typographical Union, in favor 
of the establishment of governmental telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, pro- 
2 against an income tax - to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, resolution of the State board of agriculture of Pennsyl- 
vanis, in favor of continued appropriations to agricultural ex- 
perimental stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WELLS: Petition of George C. Comstock and 70 oth- 
ers, protesting against the passage of House bill 6338—to the 
Committee on Education. ö 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, April 10, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

Mr. PASCO. I notice at the foot of page of 4363 of to-day's 
RECORD that my name is omitted from the list of those voting 
in the negative on the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, and I presume the same mistake appears in 
the Journal. I was not occupying myseat, but was sitting back 
of it when I responded to my name, and probably I did not re- 
spond loud enough for the Secretary to hear me. I desire to 
have the correction made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be corrected in 
accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Horida. 

Mr. PASCO. At the foot of page 4363 the nays should be 32 
instead of 31, and the number not voting should be 50 instead 
of 51. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the Journal as 
amended will stand approved. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO SUGAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 28th ultimo, a letter from the De- 
8 of Justice relative to prosecutions under the act of 

uly 6, 1892, together with a letter from the Commissioner of 
Labor in charge of the census in regard to the prosecution of 
sugar refiners, persons, or corporations engaged in refining 
sugar in the United States for refusal or neglect to comply with 
the requirements of the act of March 1, 1889, to provide for the 
taking of the eleventh and subsequent censuses, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the faculty of Lehigh 
University, South Bethlehem, Pa., remonstrating against the 
roposed transfer of the Coast-and Geodetic Survey to the Navy 
partment; which was referred to the Committee: on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 129, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the inspec- 
tion of immigrants by United States consuls; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Union No. 744, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Logansport, Ind., 
and a petition of Local Union No. 73, National Union of the 
United Brewery Workmen, of Logansport, Ind., praying for the 

vernmental controlofthe telegraph service; which were re- 

erred to the Committes on Post-Offlees and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of Jefferson K. Clark, 
of Kentucky, praying that an increase of pension be ted to 
Julia L. Davidson Clark, widow of Meriwether Lewis Clark, a 
soldier of the Black Hawk Indian war, and the Mexican war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hickman, 
Ky., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted tothe mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, LODGE presented a petition of Upholsterers’ Local 
Union No. 53, of Boston, Mass., praying for the governmental 
control of the telegraph service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of S. L. Sawyer and 31 other 
members of Arcadian Council, No. 249, Royal Arcanum, of Dan- 
vers, Mass., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, S. C., praying for the maintenance of the 
United States Naval War College and Torpedo: School, as a 
means of insuring the efficiency of the Navy and continuing its 
prestige among the nations; and also a petition of the Charles- 
ton (S. C.) Chamber of Commerce, praying for the purchase of a 
site for a depot and for the erection of buildings thereon for a 
light-house depot at Charleston, S. C.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON presented the memorial of John K. Donaldson, 
of Donaldsonville, Ga., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Dan Talmadge's Sons, of 
New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the 
clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to rice; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Ho also presented memorials of 21 druggists of Georgia, re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of Pressmen’s Union No. 62 
of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a foreman of 

resswork in the Government Printing Office; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on chiens Sh 

He also presented a petition of Hiawatha Council, No. 308, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Martins Ferry, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation regulating for- 
eign immigration into the United States; which was referred to 
the Committes on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Mount Nebo Grange, No. 664 
of Columbiana County, Ohio, remonstrating against placing wool 
on the free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 21 ¢ manufacturers of 
Cleveland; of International Association of Machinists, of Toledo, 
and of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Springfield, allin the - 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Merchants’ Exchange of Cineinnati, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Healso presented a petition of 10 citizens of Champaign County, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the 
lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He 5 — presented a memorial of the faculty of the Ohio State 
University, Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed 
transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. j 

Ho also presented a petition of Lodge No. 175, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Columbus, Ohio, and a petition of Divi- 
sion No. 292, Order of Railway Conductors, of Chicago Junction 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to abolish ticket 
scalping; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of To- 
ledo, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the in- 
terstate-commerce law, to give greater power of enforcement to 
its primary objects, especially that carriers be required to ex- 
tend toall shippers uniform ‘reasonable public rates of freight, 
equitably adjusted to the protection of all localities and com- 
munities; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Bee Hive Tent, No. 53, Knights 
of the Maccabees, of Spencer; of Gustavus A. Hyde, of Cleve- 
land, and of 3! citizens of Spencer, all in the State of Ohio 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Olfices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph P. Keating, of Akron, 
Ohio, praying: for the governmental control of the telegraph 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Machine Wood- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ~~ 


3603 


workers’ Union; of the Shos Cutters’ Union; of the Marine En- 
eers’ Benefit Association; of the Steamfitters’ Union; of the 
onworkers’ Protective Union, and of the Bricklayers and 
Stonemasons’ Protective Union, all of Detroit, Mich., praying 
for a governmental telegraph service; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of S. M. Wright, and sundry other 
citizens of Grand Haven; of Tent No. 399, Knights of the Mac- 
eabees, of Shabbona; of Unity Tent, No. 82, Knights of the Mac- 
cabees, of York, and of Lodge No. 25, Ancient. Order of United 
Workmen, of Saginaw, all the State of Michigan, praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented a petition 
of Goldsmith Lodge, No. 167, Ancient Order of United Work- 
men, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
3 was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ds. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE), presented a petition of the 
Shoe Cutters’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of the 
Carpenters’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the govern- 
mental control of the telegraph service; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE), presented a petition of 41 citi- 
zens of Oakland County, Mich., praying that the preamble to 
the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to recog- 
nize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of 
the County of Duval, State of Florida, setting forth that they 
have bonded the county for $300,000 for the improvement of the 
nayigation of the St. Johns River, and also stating that it is 
the duty of the Federal Government to make the improvement, 
and praying that an oppo riation of $100,000 be made for the 
improvement of the St. Jo River. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL. [presenta petition, sent tome from Florida, of the 
Indiana 3 eeting of the Religious Society of Friends, of 
Richmond, Ind., praying for the re of the so-called Geary 
Chinese law. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relaticns. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have two letters in the form of petitions. 
They are really letters tomy colleague in the House of Repre- 
sentatives [Mr. BRODERICK of Kansas], but they request certain 
action in relation to the tariff bill. I move that the letters be 
laid on the table with the petitions and other matters relating 
to that subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 


METLAKAHTLA INDIANS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON, I appreciate that some of the Senate are 
familiar—but I know that other Senators are not familiar—with 
the history of a settlement in Alaska knownas New Metlakahtla. 
I think there is nowhere an account of greater self-abnegation, 
_ indeed of utter self-sacrifice than that of William Duncan, an 

Englishman, who nearly forty years ago went to a barbarous 
tribe of Indians in British Columbiaand staried the work of their 
reformation and civilization; nor is there anywhere an account 
of greater religious bigotry andof strait-laced oppression than 
some persons in high places in British America were guilty of 
towards Duncan and those interesting Indians which compelled 
them to take refuge in Alaska. 

The Government of the United States granted to the Indians 
what is known as Annette Island, and they have formed there a 
3 Ohristian community. There are no better people 

the district of Alaska than the Metlakahtla Indians. While 
they have been permitted to acquire the land upon the island 
and to embark in many industries, even extending their saw- 
mills and canning establishments to places outside of Annette 
Island, by the construction of the law by the courts of Alaska 
they have been refused admission to citizenship, for the enjoy- 
ment of the rights of which and the performance of the duties 
of which they are so well fitted. 

I have in my hand a communication from Dr. Sheldon Jack- 
son, a gentleman of repute, who has devoted many years to 
excellent service in Alaska among the natives, setting forth 
briefly the action of the courts in this regard and giving a brief 
history of this most interesting people, and important subject- 
matter. I ask unanimous consent that I may permitted to 
have the paper printed as a document and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, with instructions to that com- 
mittee, if in their wisdom it seems best, to bring in a bill for the 


consideration of the Senate provi that these Indians may 
be admitted to citizenship if the present law is indeed insuffi- 
cient. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the paper will 
be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom were referred certain amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (H. R. 4854) to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 
enue forthe Government, and forother purposes, to report them 
favorably. I move that the peepee amendments. be printed, 
and that they may lie on the table. 

The motion wasagreed to. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3318) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie 
M. Norman, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1563) to prevent the abuse of the 
writ of injunction and other legal process, and for other pur- 
poses, asked to bə discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same cummittee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1638) to protect the first day of the week, commonly called 
Sunday, as a day of rest and worship in the District of Colum- 
bia, asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia: which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.1787) to provide for public improvements and employ- 
ment of the citizens of the United States, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1788) to provide for the improvement of public roads, 
and for other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the vill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 459) for the relief of B. F. Myers, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional 
clerical force for the Librarian of Congress, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of acerued 
pensions in certain cases, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EANSBROUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1877] to 
authorize the purchase of a site for the Government Printing 
Office: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1878) for the relief of 
Meyer B. Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1879) to amend an act to 
regulate the sittings of the courts of the United States within 
the district of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1880) to authorize the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company to change the motive power 
for the propulpion of the cars of said railroad company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ; 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1881) for the relief of Ed- 
ward H. Murrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. i 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted sundry amendments 
relating to the National Soldiers’ Home, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
porna to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
5 the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. - 3 


TARIFF HEARING. 


Mr. QUAY. Isubmita resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 


* 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will hold a session on Saturday, 2ist instant, 
from 12 o'clock noon until 1 p. m., to hear a committee of the working- 
men's 9 of the United States in opposition to the bill (H. R. 
-4864)entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the reso- 
lution will goover under the rule. 


SUSPENDED PENSIONS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
and required to inform the Senate of the names and t-office address of all 
pensioners of the Government whose ee ha ve been suspended or can- 
celei since the 4th of March, 1593, and the cause of such suspension or can- 
cellation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], coming 
over from a previous day. r 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask for information whether that resolu- 
tion takes precedence of the resolution which I hope to have dis- 
posed of to-day, and which I think can be disposed of merely by 
a vote. I refer to the resolution respecting the coinage of stand- 
ard Mexican dollars. 

Mr. HALE. And which is the first resolution in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is the first resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the reso- 
lution to which the Senator from Colorado refers went to the 
Calendar under the rule. Unanimous consent was not asked that 
it should be continued. 

Mr. DOLPH. My resolution will occupy only about five min- 


utes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Task unanimous consent that the resolution 
submiited by me (which if it went to the Calendar went by inad- 
yertence) may be taken up for the purpose of being put upon its 
passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator simply desires a vote on it? He 
does not understand that it is to be further discussed? r 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that it is not to be discussed 
further. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not object. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I may state that the Senator from New 
Jerse . MCPHERSON] with very great consideration has 
stated that he will not press his amendment, and as I believe 
there is nothing more to be said on the resolution, I ask that it 
may be put upon its passage. 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. 

of ths Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none. 
-resolution will be read. 
The Secre read the resolution submitted by Mr. Wor- 
corron ths 2d instant, as modified yesterday, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible 
with the — interests, with a view to encourage and extend our commer- 
cial relations with China and other Asiatic countries, be requested to enter 
into n: tions with the Republic of Mexico, looking to the coinage by the 
United States. at its mints, of standard Mexican dollars, undersome proper 
agreement with the said Republic of Mexico as to seigniorage, method and 
amount of said coinage; and that he be further requested to report the re- 
sult of his negotiations to the Senate, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
on the pending resolution, in favor of which I shall be very glad 
to cast my vote, I desire to ask permission, without reading, to 
have printed in the RECORD a communication which I find in 
yesterday's New York Press from the pen of Moreton Frewen,a 
noted bimetallist of England, discussing this question very in- 
terestingly and intelligently, and giving his adherence to the 
proposition of the Senator from Colorado. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printin€ the 
matter referred to in the RECORD? 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire 
will not make that request. s 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a brief and exceedingly interesting 
communication. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know, but 

Mr. ALDRICH (to Mr, GALLINGER). 


Is there objection to the request 
The 


Read it yourself. 


Mr, GALLINGER. Iwill read it myself. The Senate will 
be interested in hearing it read, and then it will go into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. President, before reading the paper I will say that while 
I cast a very reluctant vote in favor of the repeal of the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman silver law, I felt then, as I feel 
now, that the time is near at hand when some action will have to 
be taken by the national Congress to give the country more cur- 
rency than there is in circulution at the present time. When 
business revives in this country, as it will sooner or later revive, 
the country will need more currency, and it will then become a 
very serious question for the Congress of the United States to 
determine in what form it shall be granted. 

When that time comes I may have some thoughts on the sub- 
ject which I shall desire to put on record, even though they may 
be to a certain extent in opposition to the public sentiment of 
my own State. I believe most thoroughly in bimetallism, an 
will never give my consent to any i eae in favor of gol 
monometallismin the United States. Thiscountry widely differs 
from England, France, and Germany in its monetary wants. 
Those countries are, so far as population is concerned, practi- 
cally finished countries, while this country is constantly increas- 
ing its population at the rate of nearly 2,000,000 a year. That 
increasing population will demand and should receive increased 
currency with which to carry on the business operations of the 

ople. The repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman 

w contracted the currency, and it is evident to every thought- 
ful mind that that contraction must in due time give way to an 
expansion of our currency. But I will not discuss that now. 
The communication to which I have referred is dated Washing- 
ton, April 6, and is as follows: 


MEXICAN DOLLARS IN AMERICAN MINTIS—MORETON FREWEN, THE ENGLISH 
BIMETALLIST, WRITES THE PRESS—FUTURE OF SILVER AND FOREIGN 
TRADE—HE EXPLAINS THE POSSIBLE INTERNATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE OF 
SENATOR WOLCOTT’S RESOLUTION INTRODUCED IN THE SENATE LAST WEEK. 


To the editor af the Press: 


Sin: A resolution was moved in the Senate to-day by Senator TELLER for 
his colleague, Mr. WoLcorr, that by agreement with the Mexican Govern- 
ment the free coinage of Mexican dollars should be permitted at the United 
States mints of Carson City, Nev., and San Francisco. Astthe immense 
area over which these dollars are to-day legal tender is not very generally 
appreciated by those interested in the silver queo wlil you allow me to 
point out the several trade developments likely to follow if this proposal is 


eed to? 

oN our readers will bear in mind that while the French trade dollar and the 
American trade dollar have failed to obtain circulation in China, the Mexi- 
can dollar. on the other hand, is the current legal-tender money of a large 
portion of China and the Malay peninsula, as also of England's straits set- 
tlements, Borneo and Ceylon. è Mexican mint reports show that pen 
1892 the coinage of these dollars gated twenty-six millions, of whic 
mass all but a million were exported from Mexico, Messrs. Page & Gwyth- 
er's report for 1893 shows that some five millions of these coins passed via 
Suez to Singapore, while not less than eight and a half millions took ship at 
San Francisco for China. It becomes important. in view of the Colorado 
Senator's proposal, to know what became of the 312,000,000 exported from 
Mexico, but not accounted for. Doubtless a considerable portion went west 
from your Pacific ports in the trunks of home-going ese. 


SILVER MONEY IN GREAT DEMAND. 


It must be borne in mind that the mint charge or seigniorage on silver 
dollars levied by the Government of Mexico is oe cent. The export duty 
on bar silver is only 2 per cent. It says much therefore for the demand of 
silver in the form of coin rather than bars that, while some 21,000,000 ounces 
left Mexico as dollars, only 4,000,000 ounces left as bars. The direction of 
Senator WoLcorr's 3 now becomes evident. The great fall in silver 
causes the Mexican dollar, which used to be exchanged at the rate of 4} sil- 
ver dollars for 1 gold sovereign, to now exchange at the rate of 10 silver dol- 
lars for a gold sovereign. This operates as a great stimulus to China's ex- 

rts to Europe and as a contraction of her imports from Europe and Amer- 
ta This revolution in the Chinese and Indian trade, which 
from the British Government's recent “tampering with” the Indian stand- 
ard, ponas to be the most interesting economic and social problem of the 
com ears. 

Chink. favored as against India by vhe present very low rates of exchange 
with gold-using nations, is about to increase very largely her exports, and 
will therefore import silver on an unprecedented scale. 

It seems probable, then, that with the mints of Carson and San Francisco 
open to the free coinage of Mexican dollars the silver product of the Roc 

ountains to-day 1 an outlet at heart-breaking prices may go di- 
rectly west across the Pacific to find a ready demand in C. in return for 
imports of tea, silk, jute, and many other commodities. 


CHINA'S GREED FOR SILVER. 


That there is a great scarcity of currency in China is not doubtful, as also 
that the Chinese can absorb silver in the form of coin very rapidly. The 
imperial mint at Canton, its operations jealously cuarded from all scrutiny, 
appears to be the monopoly of certain high place mandarins, who run it 
when they require a supply of pocket money. This mint coined last year 
for all China less than 3,000.00) ounces, of which two-thirds was issued in the 
shape of 19,000,000 ten-cent pieces. These coins also were probably used for 
buttons, As suggesting the amount of currency which a might absorb 
if she could get it, contrast this coinage of only 3,000,000 ounces with the 
40,600,000 ounces British India, a poorer and less populous country, has fre- 
quently coined in a single year. > 

Senator WoLcort’s proposal may therefore prove to be of international 
importance. It must make of San Francisco an important exchange cen- 
ter, and with such a dearth of Mexican dollars in China as prevails to-day, 
it is likely that London merchants importing from China may order these 
dollars by cable and give gold bills on London in exchange for dollars to be 
shipped direst from ancisco to Bang K and elsewhere. I am as- 
sured here that San Francisco banks woul ladly make loans on the secu- 
rity of coined dollars, which are wanted at high rates of interest in China, 
whereas with the silver market in its present condition, mere bar silver ig 
by no means a negotiable security. 
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EFFECT IN INDIA. The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 

It may perhaps be worth while to consider the British Indian interest in | concurrent resolution. 
this new development of your silver policy. The Government of India lias Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 


recently imposed a duty of 5 per cent upon imports of silver bullion—a duty 
unprecedented, I believe, in the history of civilized governments. But would 
this bullion duty be payable also on Mexican dollars? I think not, and if 
not, then these dollars will be imported in great quantities into India for 
melting, the 4} per cent seigniorage lea the coins still one-half per cent 
cheaper than bullion silver. But even if the duty should still be collected, 
these dollars might supply the raw material of the Indian silversmith's 
trade, seeing that the rupee now worth more than its bullion value, 
just as your dollars pass for twice their actual value in silver, has become 
too valuable to be sent to the melting pot. 

And, further than this, itis not impossible that the government of India, 
now in sore straits as to her currency condition in India, might do worse 
than make the same posal to the Mexican Government that Senator WOL- 
corr proposes the United States Senate should make, 


IS HISTORY REPEATING? 


I have ventured to write to you very fully as to this new silver departure, 
because it seems to foreshadow results that may become of international 
8 Your silver party, after defeat at home, after repeated disap- 
pointments at Paris and Brussels, is now looking for help westward across 
the Pacific to that mysterious nation which, if it would absorb even an 
ounce of silver per capita can at least mitigate for the world of trade the dis- 
aster threatened by the present exch: convulsions of Europe with Asia. 

But what a strange commentary it all is upon the conditions of modern 
„progress“ that this stream of abundant money, rejected by Europe, al- 
though in the very throes of a currency contraction, should be diverted to 
flow westward, and be destined. perhap3, to awaken China from a sleep of 
ages. even as that immense flow of silver from Potosi vivified the industries 
of Europe and in the short period of sixty years quadrupled all prices. As 
Prot. Cairnes has written of that mighty flow of silver during the sixteenth 
century from Potosi, it rendered possible the remarkable ex on of 
8 trade which forms the most striking commercial fact of the age that 

owed,” 
Yours faithfully, 


WASHINGTON, April d. 


Mr. President, I rose simply to secure the insertion in the 
RECORD of this valuable contribution to the pending question, 
and this is all I now say on the subject. I trust the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Colorado may be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask tho Senator from Colorado 
a question which I did not ask him when he was address- 
ing the Senate yesterday, because I did not care to interrupt 
him. I presume everybody here understood what the Senator 
meant, but for fear there might be some misunderstanding else- 
where or ig, beer people, I desire to ask him if, when he said 
yesterday that Mexican silver dollars are at a premium of from 
1 to 3 per cent, he did not refer to the premium over the com- 
mercial value of the silver bullion they contained, and did not 
compare the Mexican dollar with any dollar of our issue? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly, above the present bullion 
value of silver, or above silver coin in any other form except 
in the country where circulated; for instance, as above rupees 
they would be at a premium. ai 

Mi r. DOLPH. That is, above the silver coin of the countries 
which are upon the silver basis? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. One more question. As Lunderstand the Sena- 
tor’s resolution, the proposition is simply for the United States 
o contract with Mexico to do the work of coining Mexican dol- 

rs? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Turning over the mechanical portion of our 
mints for the purpose of increasing the silver circulation under 
their supervision. 

Mr. LPH. It is not supposed or intended that the United 
States will in any manner assume any responsibility for the value 
of or for the circulation of the Mexican dollar? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not the slightest in any way. 

Nr. DOLPH. I understood that, but I desired before the vote 
to make it plain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Is the amend- 
ment which he proposed withdrawn? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Idonotinsistonmyamendment. I think 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], which was 5 by the author of the resolution, will 
cover the whole ground, and therefore I shall not press my amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified on motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN]. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


COINAGE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report a concurrent resolution, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be ted 5,000 additional copies of the fourth edition of the 1 enti- 

“ Coinage Laws of the United States, 1792 to 1894," prepared under the 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, with the Ap- 


of which number 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
Rito copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


MORETON FREWEN. 


a question and to make a proposition. I think about a month 
ago the Senate ordered the usual number of this publication 
printed. It was then suggested that it would be more valuable 
with an index, and it was ordered to be printed with an index. 
The gentleman who has, I understand, prepared the document, 
and who is expected to prepare the index, has been so much en- 
gaged over other important and pressing matters, the tariff bill 
and matters connected with it, that he has been unable to pre- 
pare the index. I have received a great many uests for the 

ocument, and I ask the Senator from Maryland whether it 
would not be well to modify the resolution which ordered the 
usual number printed, so that the usual number may be printed 
without the index, and we may have some copies for immediate 
distribution before the index is prepared. I suggest that it 
would relieve the situation somewhat, as I think the Senate 
would get 400 copies, which might be sent out to those who re- 
quest them. ` 

Mr. GORMAN. It is true, as stated by the Senator from 
Oregon, that the resolution ordering the printing of the usual 
number, 1,900 copies, did require an index, and that index has 
not yet been prepared, and I do not think it will be prepared for 
the next two weeks. I understand if will require about two 
weeks longer to complete it, 

Mr. DOLPH. All the type is set up, and the document is- 
Lee ta be struck off, but it is held up until the index is fur- 
nished. 

Mr. GORMAN. The document itself is in type and could be 
furnished at once. Does the Senator from Oregon make the 
motion, or does he desire me to do it? > 

Mr. DOLPH. Tf no one objects to the request, let it be done 
by unanimous consent. N 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask that the usual number be printed with- 
out the index. { 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. [now move to amend the pending resolution 
s0 that the 5,000 copies of the document ordered by it shall be 


indexed. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so amended, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the pending resolution I move to insert 
6,000“ instead of 5,000,“ and to give the Senate, according 
to the usual rule, 2,000 copies and the House 4,000. The resolu- 
tion proposes only 1,500 copies for the Senate and 3,500 copies 
for the House. I think we ought to stick to the old rule, and I 
hope that change will ba made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no earthly objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolution be read as 
amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hous: of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the fourth edition of the document en- 
titled ‘Coinage laws of the United States, 1792 to 1894,” prepared under the 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, with the Ap- 
pendix and an index to the same, of which number 2,000 copies shall be for 
8 — use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed the Senator from Maryland had 
joined in the. resolution the loan laws and the currency laws. 

hey ought to be printed either together or separately, Ido not 
eare which. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the very poo I wanted to call the 
attention of the Senate to. We should hayeone publication con- 
taining all the laws in regard to loans and currency, all the laws 
in regard to the United States bank, and national banks, and all 
the laws in regard to coinage, and they ought all to be in one 
volume. I brought that matter up when the first resolution was 
introduced, and I understood the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance to say that they were preparing that kind of a docu- 
3 It ought to be prepared, aud all these laws ought to be 
together. 

We have one volume, which has been printed twice, entitled 
Loan, Currency, and Coinage Laws.” It contains most of the 
laws in regard to the loans and currency and most of the laws 
in regard to the United States Bank and the national banks, 
and also in regard to coinage, but it is not complete. Somefew 
of the laws are left out. I know I have a copy of it, and I have 
obtained the old laws which were omitted, and inserted them 
init. It is a very valuable document, but itis not well arranged. 
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We ought to have one volume containing all these laws. 
would not make a large volume, it would bea volume of ordinary 
size. Some committee—the Committee on Finance is the proper 
committee it seems to me, ought to take charge of the work 
and have it done. 

hs . SHERMAN, I think the proper authority to.codify these 


would be the Treasury D ent, because all the laws 
are there being administered upon daily. If it would be agree- 
able to the Senator from Maryland, I hope he will ask the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to make such ac cation. It could be 
very readily done. All the laws have been codified except for 
‘the last ten or twelve years, and those are but few in number, 
comparatively. Then they could all be put in a volume and it 
would be of immense value. I think the cireulation of such a 
book among the people of the United States would be a better 
distribution of public documents than hundreds of those that 
are now being distributed, because the whole public mind is now 
directed to our coinage and currency, and every intelligent man 
would be happy to have an opportunity to get one of these books. 
Probably it would be the most instructive document that could 
be furnished to the people at this time and would be the most 
gratefully received. 

Mr. RMAN. I quite agreewith the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Ohio, but the Senate will remember that 
‘the distinguished Senator from Indiana, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, presented this codification of the laws 
relating to the coinage. I will say to the Senate that I under- 
stood the remainder of the Jaws referred to by the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Missouri were being prepared under 
the direction of the Committee on Finance. So when a resolu- 
tion was referred for the printing of the usual number of this 
document the Committee on 1 in favor of it. 

The only difficulty nowis that the index has not yet been pre- 

ed by the compiler, and the Senator from Oregon and other 
tors have urged me to have the original order providing 
for the index rescinded, so that 1,900 copies may be printed 
without the index. I should be very glad to have the remainder 
of tho laws compiled, but I do not want to interfere with the 
matter under the charge of the Committee on Finance, of which 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is a 
member. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I understand the gentleman who has charge 
of that subject-matter has been constantly at work, and is now 
employed A dealing with the tariff question and making in- 

-dexes for the tariff bill and other documents necessary in the 
discussion of that measure, so that he probably will not be able 
for a couple of weeks, at least, to undertake the work. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no complaint to make of that. If the 
Senator from Ohio desires the resolution to lie over and wait 
for the compilation of the laws relating to the currency, I have 
no objection; but there is a very grest demand now for the par- 
ticular publicat on referred to in the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest, as this matter is already in 
type, that we print it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The matter will be ete fond og 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, it will be stereotyped. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The great trouble in separating these laws 
is that the same law often contains provisions about coinage and 
about currency; for instance, the resumption act has certain 
eo which have been omitted in the volume already pub- 

hed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Each law should be printed in full. That 
is one of the criticisms I made of the volume already in exist- 
ence, that section after section has been taken out, which leaves 
the whole thing indefinite and uncertain, and we have to turn 
to another volume to ascertain what is the law. Wherever 
there is contained in one law provisions which embrace cur- 
rency and coinage, the law should be published in full in each 

lace. That will not take any considerable additional space, 
But only a few additional . Each law should be perfect in 
whatever place it is printed, and discretion should not be exer- 
cised in edi these things. 

I shall introduce a resolution, as soon as I can have it pre- 
pared, providing that the publication shall be made under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, but I hope that the 
laws covered by this resolution will pe printed. I suggest to 
the Senator from Oregon that we had better have all these laws 
printed with anindex. If we send one applicant a copy of this 
volume without an index, and he should see another man have 
a@ copy with an index, he will write immediately and ask for a 
second copy. That is my experience. 

Mr. GO. The Senator from Oregon, as I understand, 
only requests that 1,900 copies may be printed without the in- 
dex, and that the 6,000 copies provided for in the resolution shall 
have an index. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall not discuss that proposition if the Sena- 
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tor from Missouri objects to it. The only object I had was to 
3 copies to be sent out before the indexed edition was 
pu ed. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iknow that. Thave applications for it also, 
but I think we had better have the index with this publication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. L send to the desk a report, with an esti- 
mate of the cost of printing, to accompany the resolution, which 
Task may be printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will bo made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire, according to the custom which 
has grown up in this body, to give notice that my colleague 
[Mr. SMITH], with the indulgence ofthe Senate, desires to sub- 
mit some observations upon the tariff bill on Monday next at 2 
o'clock, provided it does not interfere with the notice given by 
any other Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me suggest to the Senator from New 
Jersey that it is probable that the tariff bill on Monday will be 
taken up at 1 o’elock. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, I will say at whatever hour the 
tariff bill is taken up for consideration on Monday next. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent to submita sug- 
gestion to the Senate in regard to the order of business. 

Mr. DOLPH. H hope, if the Senator refers to the tariff bill, 
that he will first allow morning business to be transacted. 

Mr, HARRIS. This matter will take but a few moments. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, Senators upon this side of 
the Chamber are very anxious to proceed to the discussion of 
the pending tariff bill in an orderly manner, in a manner which 
willat the same time consult the convenience and comfort of 
Senators, and in response to-a suggestion made yesterday by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and after conference 
with the Republican members of the Finance Committee, I sug- 
gest that we are willing upon this side of the Chamber for the 
present, at least for a week, that the Senate shall meet at 12 
o'clock, the regular hour; that the tariff bill shall be taken up 
for consideration at 1 o’clock and remain before the Senate until 
5 o’elock each day; that there shall be no dilatory motions and 
no votes of any kind, and that the discussion shall proceed 
within those hours, 

In view of this suggestion, I trust the Senator from Tennessee, 
who is in charge of the bill, will consent, for the po least, 
not to call up his motion to change the hour of meeting to 11 
o'clock, and t he will also withdraw his demand for the read- 
ing of the bill, with the hope and belief that when that matter 
comes up again there may be some arrangement made between 
the two sides upon the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can have unanimous consent to take up 
the tariff bill at 1 o’clock each day for a week, as suggested b 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and proceed with 
the general debate upon the question until 5 o'clock each day 
without interruption, I shall consent to let my motion made yes- 
terday, changing: the hour of meeting from 12 to II o’clock, lie 
over, and IS also consent to withdraw my request for the 
present reading of the bill, and let those matters go over, to be 
determined hereafter, not to be, however, suggested during the 
pendency of this consent agreement. 

I think, all things considered, that it is a fair and reasonable 
adjustment; and so far as Lam personally concerned, I hope the 
Senate will give unanimous consent to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island as well as of the Senator from Tennessee. Let us see 
if we exactly understand the proposition. The proposition, as I 
understand, is for this week and not for one week from this day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated for at least a week,” but Iam not 
very particular about that. ' 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to understand it, becauseneither 
Senator specified with sufficient definiteness to my mind; but I 
understood the agreement was for this week. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly satisfied tolimitthe 5 
to the present week. I should not object, however, if it were to 
be for one week from to-day. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it be one week from to-mor- 
row, if that is perfectl reeable to the Senator, 

Mr. BUTLER. Make tone week from to-day. 

Mr.ALDRICH. To begin to-morrow. The arrangement will 
have to begin to-morrow in any event. I am not, however, par- 
ticular about that. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Very well. Let the arrangement be until 
next 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. Before the sense of the Senate is taken on the 
question, Lask if that agreement will exclude executive sessions? 

Mr. HARRIS. It will exclude executive sessions except after 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL.- And before 1 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. And before 1 o'clock. 

Mr. DOLPH. It will exclude for a week any business that 
may be now pending in executive session. 

Mr. BUTLER ot at all. 

Mr. HARRIS, By no means. It would exclude a motion for 
an executive session, unless it was made before 1 o’clock or after 
5 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? The Chair 
hears none, and it isso ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair Inya before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
on the 6th instant, as follows: í 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 65) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Salem, Oregon, be, and is hereby, disch from the further con- 
sideration thereof; and said bill is ordered to be placed on the Calendar for 
consideration by the Senate in its regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to hear some reason why the 
committee should be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill named in the resolution and the bill be brought before 
this body for passage without any report and without any action 
of the committee? Itis a very strange proceeding. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam going to state the reason for the resolu- 
tion. : 

Mr. President, I wish to disclaim any disrespect for or dis- 
courtesy to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
So far as I know, there has never been any opposition in the com- 
mittee to the bill referred to in the resolution, and there has 
been substantially no opposition to it in the Senate. 

The bill referred to was introduced in the Fiftieth Congress: 
it was then Senate bill 21, introduced by me December 12, 1887, 
reported March 19, 1888, and passed the Senate April 17, 1888. 
It was not reported in the Fiftieth Congress in the House of 
Representatives. In the Fifty-first Cone the bill was again 
introduced by me; it was then Senate bill 78. It was introduced 
December 4, 1889; reported February 10, 1890; passed the Sen- 
ate March 13, 1890; reported to the House of Representatives 
April 22, 1890. In the Fifty-second Congress it was Senate bill 
534, introduced by me on December 10, 1891, reported Januar 
12, 1892, and the Sonate January 20,1892. A similar bi 
was introduced by my coll e in the other House, and was re- 
ported in the Senate March 24, 1892. 

The bill was again introduced by me on the Sth of August last, 
more than eight months ago, and was referred to the Senate 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It has not been 
reported by that committee at the presentCongress. It will ba 
seen that the bill has been heretofore three different times fay- 
orably reported by that committee, and has passed the Senate 
three times. - 

There have been seventy public building bills introduced in the 
Senate at this session and referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. None of them, I believe, has been re- 
ported, and what the committee ce to do in regard to the 
reporting of bills for public buildings at the present session of 
icp ae or during the present Congress I am not advised. 

I do not propose to quarrel with the committee about any pol- 
icy they may think it necessary to adopt in regard to the sev- 
enty bills providing for the erection of public buildings which 
are now before the committee. There are four bills relating to 
public bills in Oregon before the committee. Oneis toincrease 
the further limit of costof the public building at Portland, Ore- 
gon; anotheris the bill referred to in the resolution, for the con- 
struction of a public building at Salem, Oregon; another is for 
the construction of a public building at Baker City, Oregon, a 
bill introduced by 2 and 5 favorably during the 
last Congress; and still another is for a public building at The 
Dalles, Oregon, introduced by my 9 

The bill which I have selected, with which to test the sense 
of the Senate, is a bill which has not only been three times 
favorably reported in the Senate and twice favorably reported 
in the House of Representatives, but has three times the 
Senate. Besides, itis a billfor the erection of a public building 
at the capital of the State. l 


The senior Senator from Missouri 


[Mr. COCKRELL], when I 
was 3 bill for a public building at Salem during the 


last session, in the Senate—or if not, he said to me privately 
afterwards, I think he made the statement in the Senate—that 
the rule of the Senate had always been to authorize the con- 
struction of a public building at a State capital. 

Mr, President, of course my constituents hold me responsible 
for the success of this measure and for other similar measures 
which I haye presented to the Senate. 

The object of the resolution is to ascertain whether the policy. 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, . 
has been followed for the eight months since the bill referred 
to was intreduced, is to be the policy of a majority of the Senate. 
I desire a vote of the Senate upon the resolution, without any 
desire to cast any reflection whatever upon the committee. Ido 
not quarrel with any policy the committee may see fit to adopt 
owing to the condition of the Treasury or otherwise. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is an extraordinary resolu- 
tion; and I ask the attention of the Senate to the statement Iam 
about to make, as there area t many of these bills author- 
izing the construction of public buildings yess before the 
Joint Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the two 
Houses of Congress. 

When I became chairman of the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds of the Senate, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Carlisle, called upon the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House and upon me, and 
requested, if compatible with our views of the necessities of the 
public service, we should not recommend the of bills 
which made original appropriations for new public build 
until the monetary depression, which was then threatening 
country, should either pass away or its extent be ascertained. 
He apprehended then—and subsequent events showed that he 
was correct—a large deficiency in the Treasury of the United 
States, a deficiency which he afterwards estimated at 829,000, 000, 
and subsequently at $76,000,000, and the extent of which to-day 
can not be definitely stated by anyone. 

How long this is to continue, and what is to be the effect of 
legislation had by Congress in regard to taxation, no one who 
does not possess the gift of prescience can possibly state with 
any exactness to the country. 

We know very well the condition of business; we know tha 
condition of the Treasury; we know the financial uncertainty as 
to the future, and I perfectly e with the Secretary of the 
Treasury that, until the clouds have passed away, until we can 
see our pathway with some sort of certainty, it will be reckless 
and almost criminal to pile up additional indebtedness when we 
do not know the sources from which the money can ba had with 
which to meet it. 

If the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had been 
guilty of discrimination against the bill of the Senator from 
Oregon, there would be some sort of pretext for his action here 
to-day. No bill for an original appropriation has been reported 
from that committee; no discrimination has been had. e are 
simply waiting to know what will be the financial legislation of 
Congress and the probable condition of the Treasury before we 
assume the pecuniary obligation which would arise from pass- 
ing any of these bills. 

here has been a rule adopted by our committee—and one 
which has my entire assent—that the capital of every State in 
the Union shall have a Federal building. It is just as certain 
as the existence of this Government, that the capital of Oregon 
will have a Federal building in the near future; but until we 
know how much money will be in the Treasury, until we can see 
our way, as any ordinarily prudent business man would in the 
transaction of his own business, it would, IL repeat, be not only 
reckless, but almost criminal for us to pile upenormous indebt- 
edness on this or any other account, unless it be absolutely nec- 


essary. 

As to the public buildings which are incourse of construction 
or for which Congress has already made appropriations, as a 
matter of course we are compelled to fur enough money to 
preserve those buildings in their present condition, in order 
that the effects of the weather and the wear and tear will not 
destroy the investments already made in that regard by the 
United States. 

Mr. President, [am glad that the resolution of the Senator 
from Oregon gives me an opportunity to make an official exhibit 
in regard to the condition of the public buildings of the United 
States, those already constructed and those which we propose to 
construct hereafter. 

I have in my hand a paper sent to me from the Treasury De- 
partment by the Supervising Architect, giving the number of- 
pons buil s finished and paid for by the United States. 

ey amount to 251 now completed, for which the Government 
has expended $109,798,187.97. Í 
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Mr. FRYE. 
Mr. VEST. 
in Alaska, which are inconsiderable in number. 
ask that this statement be printed as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment for the convenience of Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, now I come to a question more 
pertinent to the resolution offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

I have also here a list of buildings now on the books of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, embracing 
build not commenced and those in course of erection, giving 
the limit of cost under existing legislation, and the total amount 
appropriated. There are of those buildings in number 104, and 
I have a list of them in the respective States, with the limit of 
appropriation as to cost and the amount already appropriated. 
Congress has 1 1 for the erection of these buildings 
the sum of $22,802,317.69. 

Mr. PASCO. Is that the amount appropriated or the limit of 
the appro riation? 

Mr. EST. That is the amount appropriated. 

Mr. PASCO. What is the limit of appropriation? 

Mr. VEST. The limit of appropriation is $32,827,664.69. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that we have one 
hundred and four * some of which have been com- 
menced and some of which have not been commenced, for which 
the Government has already pledged its credit to the amountof 
$32,827,664.69. Is it prudent, is it safe, with this enormous in- 
debtedness gin Portal by us, and the pie SB is true not 
taken. out of the Treasury, but liable to be taken out at any 
time—to rush blindly forward, without any immediate and actual 
necessity for it, in a time of the greatest possible distress, gov- 
ernmental and personal, to make appropriations until we have 
ascertained the exact policy and resources of the Government 
in the near future? That is the whole of this question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator have that statement pub- 
lished with the other? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. I shall ask that this statement be 
published as a separate document. 

Mr. DOLPH, Will it not be better to have them published 
together? 

Mr. VEST. Very well, let them bə published together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Let me say to the Senator from Oregon that the 
claims of his State will be fairly and equitably met. There has 
been no discrimination on the part of our committee, and no such 
intention. I know but one rule in regard to my public action, 
and that is to conduct the business of this Government, its im- 
portance and magnitude considered, upon the same principles 
of prudence and discretion which I wouldapply to my own. If I 
found myself in embarrassed circumstances, with a limited 
amount of money at my command, and contemplated the erection 
of a residence or a business house, and a great panic like that 
from which the country is now suffering should come, I should 
consider myself unworthy of the name of a prudent business man 
if Irushed on blindly and incurred obligations which I saw no 
immediate chance of meeting. 

If the Senator from Oregon will but wait, it is the intention 
of the committee, us soon as we find out exactly how much money 
we are to raise and what is the condition of the country and the 
Government financially, to meet the demands for other public 
buildings, and inthe mean time, atall events, to preserve those 
buildings which are now in process of construction and to re- 
deem the promises of the Government as to appropriations al- 
ready made. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to the promise he makes to the Senator from 
Oregon, which may not be noveptable to that Senator, and that 
is, t $ Justico, and only that, shall be done to the State of Ore- 
gon ith the persistence, energy, and determination of the 

nator from Oregon in behalf of appropriations for that State, 
if the Senator from Missouri succeeds in preventing the Senator 
from Oregon from gottin more than twice what justly his State 
may be entitled to, he will besmarterthanI think he is. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I of course duly acknowledge 
and duly appreciate the compliment intended to be paid to me 
couce g my energy; but I think the Senator from Maine is 
doing me an injustice. I never ask anything but justice, and 
the Senator from Missouri will baar me witness that I did not 
complain ofany discrimination by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. I stated that there were seventy bills before 
that committee for public buildings, and I procured copies of 


What is the total number of buildings? 
The total number is 251, excluding the build- 


them in order that I might know that fact. I have been treated 
preity like the Senators who introduced those səventy bills, 

said it wassimply aquestionof policy, and all I desired to ascer- 
tain was whether a majority of the Senate agreed with the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds that 
all appropriations for public buildings must for the time being 


be stopped. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the question is put, as a member of the 
minority of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
think it proper to mention that I agree with the olicy adopted 
by the committee, and do not believe that comin kon should be 
discharged from the consideration of this bill. There is cer- 
tainly no reason why a discharge should be effected such as that 
proposed by the Senator which would not apply to almost every 
one of the public building bills before the committee. 

Lassented to this policy, Mr. President, because in view of the 
imbecile financial management of the present Administration, 
the apparent inability of the majority in the other House of 
Congress and in this to get together upon any satisfactory finan- 
cial agreement, and the provable p e of what is known as 
the Wilson tariff bill, I believe there will be a vacuum in the 
Treasury, and it will be safer not to go forward with any new 
public improvements, but to husband our resoureas for the pro- 
tection of those already in the course of construction; in other 
words, that we should nat load up a probably bankrupt Treasury 
with appropriations not certainly necessary. 

I shall therefore vote against the resolution of the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make one statement somewhat personal 
3 and simply to accentuate my sincerity in what I have 
stated. 

There are three towns in the State of Missouri, all equally 
anxious for the erection of public buildings, and their people 
consider it a great outrage that such buildings have not been 
commenced. At a former session of Congress bills were d 
for the erection of those buildings. Under existing circum- 
stances, I have declined to reintroduce those bills. I have stated 
to my constituents frankly the condition of the Treasury, and 
that I could not, with my views in regard to official duty, ask 
n under the circumstances to enter upon new appropri- 
ations. 

In addition to that, there is a public building now bein 
erectea in the city where I live. have not asked any addi 
tional appropriation to carry on that work. I simply mention 
this to acquit myself of having any selfish or sinister design or 
object, either now or hereafter, in regard to this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the pending resolution had better 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
At the last meeting of the committee we were not able to have 
a majority present; but I think it was very clearly indicated by 
those present that before the adjournmen’ of the present Con- 
gress there will be appropriations for buildings at the capitals 
of States which have not buildings already, and also for build- 
ings in process of construction where further money is neces- 
sary to complete them. I therefore move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I was a member of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds during the extra session 
of Congress and for the most part of the present session, al- 
though I ain not now a member of that committee, and I rise to 
state that I agree entirely with the views expressed by the 
chairman of the committee. 

There are two buildings in my own State in which we are very 
much interested, and b tor their erection have sed the 
Senate at previous sessions; yet the committee has taken no ac- 
tion whatever, either favorable or unfavorable, with reference 
to those buildings simply because of the existing condition of 
the Treasury. 

There has been no dispositlon on the part of the committee to 
discriminate against the Senator from Oregon, and I think if 
the list of the public buildings now in process of erection had 
been read through, it would have been seen that Oregon cer- 
tainly has secured her share, if not more than that. 

Under these circumstances, I shall be compelled to vote against 
the resolution. Oregon has been treated as fairly as any other 
State, and the Senator from Oregon has been treated with the 
same courtesy that other Senators have been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator should vote, then, tohave the 
resolution referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Mr. VEST. I thought the motion was to discharge the com 
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mittee from the further consideration of the bill referred to by 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Vermont[Mr. MORRILL] 
has moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on Public 
“Buildings and Grounds, and that is the pending motion. 

Mr. PASCO. I did not understand that to be the motion. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BATE. We do not understand in this part of the Cham- 
ber what is the proposition under consideration, whether to 
discharge the committee or to refer the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the condition 
of the question. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from 8 [Mr. MORRILL] that the pending resolution be 

‘referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Upon that motion the Senator from Oregon asks for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Lam not usually in very hearty 
‘accord with the ambition of the Senator from Oregon, especially 
upon the question of appropriations; but there isa principle in- 
volved in his motion which I think ought to be considered by 
the Senate. 

Isay, with all due respect to the Senate and its rules, that in 
the year I have been here I have been constantly impressed with 
the thought that the rules of this body are so constructed as 
to impede rather than to facilitate the public business. A bill 
introduced in the Senate when it once leaves the hand of the Sen- 
ator who introduces it passes aval arn Saha the possession of the 
committee organized toreceiveit. That committee very rarely, 
if a majority of it are against the measure, report it or report 
progress upon it until they are called upon by a resolution such 
as the Senator from Oregon has introduced in this case. 

I have introduced a number of bills, which to me at least have 
some importance, whether they have to other Senators or not. 
Those bills have been referred to committees, and I suppose 
pigeonholed months ago. I have never been able to obtain thus 
far even an unfavorable report upon them so that I might have 
an opportunity to place the bills upon the Calendar with the un- 
favorable report attached to the end that they can be considered 
by the Senate. These bills seem to be suspended in the air. 
There is no possibility of getting a favorable report and no possi- 
bility of getting an unfavorable report; but the purpose seems 
to be to have them die a quiet death in the pigeonholes of the 
committee room, so that the country will not know what has be- 
come of them, 

While I say that ordinarily I should not be in sympathy with 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon, I am in favor of it in 
this instance, because I want to see the rule introduced here of 
reporting some time in an ordinary lifetime upon bills that may 
be introduced and referred to committees, 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say again that the purpose of this res- 
olution is not to gain advantage over any other Senator or over 
any other public building bill. It is simply to get a vote of the 
Senate to see if a majority of the Senate approve of the policy 
of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I was pony tohear the announcementof the pol- 
icy of the committee pyt e Senator from Missouri, and I hope 
Congress will proceed in itsordinary way providing for the pub- 
lic wants and the reasonable expenditures of the Government. 
I am sorry that that Senator seems to think that the mischievous 
schemes which he is supposed to be favoring, and is to some ex- 
tent the father of, are going to keep the country in its present 
condition for along time. I sup these public buildings will 
not be built by very large expenditures during the present year. 
It takes some time to get the designs from the Supervising Ar- 
chitect, some time to purchase the land and to agree upon the 
site. I think we had better act as if we all hoped and believed 
that the threats which are now filling the people of the count 
with alarm will soon pass by, and we had better legislate as 
the country was going to recover its accustomed prosperity very 


edily. 

tis VEST. It is absolutely impossible for the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] to discuss any sort of measure here 
without injecting his partisan feelings and opinions. The ‘‘ mis- 
chievous schemes which I am advocating could be very well 
discussed when the tariff bill comes before the Senate. Every- 
body who knows the Senator from Massachusetts knows that no 
rules of the Senate will insure hissilence upon that or any other 
question. When the tariff bill comes up for discussion [ shall 
be very glad to discuss the question submitted. I care nothing 
for that sort of talk. 

I wish to say, in answer to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] that he seems to be under the impression that there is 
Saymon of stifling legislation going on in the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds and other committees. He is 
very much mistaken. 


We do not wish to report against these public buildings. We 
have an indebtedness of $32,900,000 now upon us, and we simply 
want to wait to see what will be the financial legislation of Con- 
gress, which will very soon be determined, and what will be the 
financial condition of the country, in order to decide whether 
we shall recommend so many buildings equitably distributed 
amongst the States and with a view to their importance and 
need in the respective States. That is all. Does the Senator 
want us to report the bills back now without recommendation 
or adversely? We are unwilling todo that. There is no great 
necessity for these buildings and the country will not suffer be- 
cause they are not commenced. We are now trying to complete 
those which we have commenced. 3 

If the doctrine advocated here to-day, or which seems to be 
advocated,should prevail, we should go on and make appropria- 
tions without looking at the condition of the Treasury, without 
considering the probabilities of the future, and pass every bill 
which has an appropriation in it. I do not understand why we 
should do that, and I shall certainly not act upon any such as- 
sumption or ry bases 3 

x! hope that the motion of the Senator from Vermont will pre- 


vail. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to remind the always garrulous and vol- 
uble Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that the form of argu- 
ment which he himself says ought not to be introduced was in- 
troduced by him. It was he who suggested that the Senate 
could not go on with the ordinary provisions for the conyenient 
transaction of the public business because of certain very painful 
and disturbing conditions of the public finances. I observed in 
answer to that only that I thought those conditions would f 
away. Ihad said nothing about the tarif, and the Senator, ikea 

1 boy who is defea 
personal ty as he ee: 

Mr. PEt FER. While this subject is before the Senate, I wish 
to again call the attention of the Committe: on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to. the fact that there is a resolution now before 
that committee, referred 770 five months ago, in relation 
to the backwardness of work in the paper vising Architect's 
Office, where they are several years behind as to some buildings, 
and especially as to one in the State of Kansas, where they are 
some five or six years behind in the matter of preparing designs 
and specifications for the building, for which appropriationi 
were made long ago. I think if the committee would exercisea 
spirit of inquiry in that direction perhaps some good would re- 
sult from it; at any rate I think it would help us a little in our 
part of the country. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say, in reply to the Senator from Kan- 
sas, that the matter to which he refers is under consideration 
by the Supervising Architect and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I have had interviews with themand correspondence with 
them. The difficulty seems to be in regard to the method by 
which relief can be given to the Bureau of the Supervis 
Architect. It is a mere question of method and of detail. 
agree with the Senator from Kansas that that Bureau should be 
thoroughly reorganized. There is a joint committee now at 
work, appointed by the two Houses of Congress to investigate 
the methods of business in the Executive Bureaus and Depart- 
ments, and we have been awaiting their report, especially upon 
the Supervising Architect's Bureau, hoping that we could agree 
in regard to the remedy that should be applied. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. As soon as possible that matter will be attended 


to, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] that the pending 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
eee Upon that motion the yeas and nays have been or- 

ered, 

The 8 proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If his col- 
league will state how the Senator from Pennsylvania would vote, 
if present, I shall be obliged to him. 

r. QUAY. I do not know, but I take it for granted that my 
colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. I do not know 

ow he would vote upon this question, and I withhold my vote 
on that account. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired- 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I do not 
know how he would vote, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who is ab- 
sent, 


in a contest, runs off and hurls backa 
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Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], and withhold 
my vote. 

‘he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. 3 sonegas Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is paired 
with the Senator from eee [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. TELLER]. E 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Proctor, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, igh, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. y, 
Butler, Harris, Morrill, som, 
Camden, Troy, Aa hisi 
rby, er, 
Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Coke, Lindsay, Peter, 
NAYS—14. 
Aldrich, Higgins, Sherman, 
Alle Gallinger, Hoar, Washburn 
a Hansbrough, Lodge, 
Dolph, Hawley, ns, 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Allison, one tine Oregon Teller, 
on, or; e, 
Biatkburn, Gray, Pe W. Vance, 
Caffery, ale, Platt, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hunton, Power, Voorhees, 
Carey, Jones, Nev. Roach, Walsh, 
Culiom, Kyle, Shoup, White, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Smith, Wilson, 
Davis, 0 uire, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Manderson, Stewart, 
Dubois, Mills, Stockbriage, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I ask that the short 
time before 2 o'clock be devoted to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1545) to provide for the destructionand extsrmination of the 
noxious plant or weed known as Russian thistle or Russian cac- 
tus, technically Salsola kali tragus. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that morning 
business has not yet beencompleted. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska Mr. ALLEN] 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That on Monday, June 4, 1894, at 2 o'clock p. m., general debate. on 
the bill (H. R. 4834) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for tue Govern- 
ment, and for other paras’ shall cease and the Senate shall baginthe con- 
sideration of the bill ani the amendments thereto under the ive-minute 
rule, and that ou Thursday, the 7th day of June, 1894, at 2 o'clock p. m., the 
final vote shall be taken by the Senate on said bill. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield 
to me for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; for a moment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGGH. I desire to ask the Senator if it woald 
not be convenient for him to have the resolution considered at 
some other time, so that the bill [haveindicated may be consid- 


ered? 

Mr. ALLEN. I prefer to have the resolution disposed of this 
morning. I shall occupy the time of the Senate for but a few 
minutes, 

Mr. President, I was induced to offer this resolution for the 

urpose of fixing a time when the very important measure that 
aoe nding before the Senate can bs finally considered. I 
am ve rsuaded that under the rules of the Senate as they now 
exist it is impossible to reach a final conclusion or a final vote 
upon any measure pending before the Senate as long anything 

e reasonably active opposition may be interposed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to make an objection to the resolu- 
tion on a question of order; but I do not care to do it now. 
Whenever it comes up again I desire to object to it on that 


ground. 
Mr. ALLEN. That there is a necessity of 3 ol the 
bill within a reasonable time I think there can no doubt. 


The condition of the country is such as to require reasonably 
prompt and efficient action upon the part of the Senate, and 
after a sufficient time has been granted to Senators to discuss 
the measure as fully as may be propan or necessary, I think a 

t ought to be fixed now, when 


time ought then to be fixed, or 


the final vote upóa the bill shall be taken, and the country re- 
lieved in some degree from its present distressed condition. 
Mr. President, I desire to repeat in substance what I had oc- 
casion to say a few minutes ago upon another measure: that in 
the short time I have had the honor of occupying a seat in this 
Chamber I have been convinced. more and more of the fact 
that the rules of this body are so constructed as to obstruct 
rather than to expedite the public business. There are intro- 
duced in the Senate a great many measures of considerable im- 
portance, or at least their authors think them important and a 
respectable portion of the people of the country think them im- 
portant, and they suddenly go out of sight. ey go into some 
committee organized and constructed for their reception. They 


go into a pigeonhole in the committee room and the people are- 


never informed, either by a favorable or an adverse report upon 
them, of their destiny unless they meet the approval of a ma- 
jority of the committee. 

I wish to enter my protest against the rightful authority of 
any committee to pigeonhole a measure and refuse or neglect 
to report it. When a bill is introduced to the Senate and is 
sent to a committee, it is the duty of that committee, in my 
judgment, to make a report upon it one way or the other 
within a reasonable time after its reference. The people have 
a right to know what has become of the measure; they have a 


right to know what action the committee will take upon it; they ` 


have a right to have it brought back to the full Senate and to 
take the sense of the Senate upon it. 

But as business is transacted here, if a bill introduced by me 
or by any other Senator, reaches a committee, a majority of 
whom are not favorable to it, they do not do us the honor and 
justice of reporting adversely upon it; they will not give us an 
opportunity to place it before the Senate and take a vote updn 
it; they will not put it in the arena of debate here, where the 
country can understand its merits and the disposition to be 
made of it. It is run into a committee room, into a closet, ora 
ee where no Senator in this Chamber can reach it un- 

he shall arise here and introduce a resolution to discharge 
the committee from the further consideration of the bill and 
have it returned to the Senate. - 

It is evident that the people of this country want prompt and 
efficient action upon the tariff measure. I do not say that they 
want the bill passed or that they want it defeated. They want 
action. I do not commit myself to the bill, nor am I committed 
uguinst its passage. I do believe that the people of this country 
want and I think they are entitled to a decisive vote in this 
Chamber upon this important measure after the lapse of u month 
or two for its proper consideration and debate. If there is any 
expectation upon the parto! the party in power in this Chamber 
to reach a vote upon the mensure, prompt action must be taken 
now looking to the consummation of that vote. 

Last summer when we had under discussion the bill to repeal 
the purchasing clause ol the Sherman act, the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the senior Senator from Massachu- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], and the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hii] all introduced resolutions or propositions to amend 
the rules looking to a prompt vote upon that measure. I take it 
for granted that the Repu side of the Chamber is com- 
mitted to the doctrine of the revision of the rules, so that with- 
in a reasouable time after debate the Senate may come to a vote 
upon this or any other important measure pending before it. 
That there is an unalterable determination upon the part of the 
other side of the Chamber to defeat the tariff measure I have 
not the slightest doubt. I would not say there is any dispo- 
sition, or will be, to filibuster, but there is a disposition to 
lengthen out the debate and to prolong it to such an extent that 
there can not be a final vote upon it during this Congress. 

On the 25th day of October, 1893, the Hon. THOMAS B. REED, 
of Maine, an apostle of the doctrine of high protection and one 
of the chief actors in one of the greatest shows upon earth at 
this time, in delivering a speech in Boston used this language: 

And let me tell you— 

Speaking to his audience— 
right here, that there is no State sodesply interested as the State of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

He was then talking upon the question of the tariff and the 
industrial prosperity of New England. 

If it were not for its condition I should say: “Let these men try it. Let 
us have the lesson of free trade burned into the quick; and then let us have 

„ But when Massachusetts sits around to mourn her destroyed fac- 
tories, her ruined industries, her ruined machine shops, she sits around to 
mourn for eternity; forif they are once destroyed, the omnivorous West will 
do the manufacturing for the country. You have the start, you have the 
power, you have the prestige. You can keep it, or you can throw it away; 


and the only way in which T can keep it is by making the voice of the ma- 
jority of your people to be heard, and to be heard across the country. 


This expression was met by applause by the audience. 


Mr. President, I cite this excerpt from the speech of Mr. 
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REED for the purpose of showing the bitter opposition that is to be 
offered to every measure that has for its pupos the reduction 
of the tariff, and to every measure that is designed in any re- 
t to modify the existing law. There 1 prose were told, 
that great meeting, that New England it her power 
in effect to crush out the ambition of the West; that if she did 
not look out for her interests in keeping the act of high pro- 
tection a law the great, omnivorous West” would destroy her, 
and would become the manufacturing center of this country. 

When this 3 is looked upon in that light, when it has 
become a sectional question, when New England and the Eastern 
States are told that they have the entire manufacturing interest 
of the country in their own hands, that they have all of the 
glory and the prosperity which result from it, are we not to ex- 
pect bitter, determined, and relentless opposition upon the part 
of the other side of this Chamber to the e tariff bill? 

Now, it strikes me that it is the part of wisdom for us to fix 
early in the discussion, by proper resolution or amendment of 
the rules, a time when the final vote upon the pending bill shall 
take place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, I do not intend to enter upon a defense of that 
committee in regard to any action or want of action which they 
may haye taken or failed to take upon certain amendments to 
the rules which have been referred to them. Neither doI now 
intend to answer the suggestions made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] as to the position of New England in regard 
to this question. Iwill merely say to that Senator, for his in- 
formation, that he is entirely mistaken as to the attitude of the 
people of New England upon this question and as to the effects 
of the proposed e upon them in comparison with its 
effects upon the other sections of the country. 

However, I rose simply to enter my objection to the resolu- 
tion, which proposes, in the form ofa resolution, a change in the 
rules. Such a change can be made only by notice as provided 
by the forticth rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the point I raise be decided by the 


Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to submit a motion to amend 
the resolution first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not care about a motion to amend. I 
think it can be disposed of. I ask for aruling of the Chair upon 
the point of order. 

Nase CHANDLER. Ito not understand the Senator's question 
of order. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chair understands it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Chair or the Senator will state the 
point of order, I may want to speak upon the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair understands the Senator from Rhode Island to make 
the point of order that the resolution now under consideration 
by the Senate proposes to change the rules of the Senate, and 
that under Rule XL it is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the point exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have Rule XL 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RULE XL. 
SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
ARAR Pe pete, OEDI DADAN taba NOES in elke Aho S beeen 
A 8 o 3 
the rule or part 8 to be suspended. eeta g or peat Fe and the 


purpose thereof. Any rule may be suspended without notice by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule XII. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the resolution is a proposi- 
tion to change or amend the rules. It is entirely an indepen- 
dent resolution, as I understand it. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. Prior to that motion I suggest to 
the Senator from Nebraska certain amendments, He fixes 
Thursday, the 4th day of June, 1894, at 2 o’clock post meridian 
as the time when the general debate on the bill shall cease. 1 
move to strike out ‘‘ Monday, June 4,” in the first line, and in- 
sert“ Monday, April 30”; so that it will read: That on Mon- 
day, aera 1894, at 2 o'clock post meridian. general debate 
on the te. Then, in line 7, I move tostrike out Thurs- 
day, the 7th day of June,” and insert Monday, the 14th day of 
May.” I hope the Senator from Nebraska will accept the amend- 
mena and let the resolution be referred to the Committee on 

es. 
Mr. ALLEN. I will accept the amendments, if I understand 
them correctly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task for a ruling upon the point of order I 
raised. I have no objection to the resolution going tothe Com- 
mittee om Patea; but if it is to be considered I shall insist upon 

ol order. 


r. ALLEN. The amendments are acceptable to me. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Tho Senator from Nebraska has a right to 
accept the amendments, Then my motion is to refer the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Rules, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Nebraska to accept the amendments, and the Sen- 


ator from Rhode Island withdraws the pointof order, TheSsn- 
ator from Missouri moves to refer the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rosa to move certain amendments to the 
resolution. I waited to have the point of order decided by the 
Chair. Pending its decision the Senator from Missouri obtained 
the floor and moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Rules. After moving to refer it to the Committee on Rules he 
offered certain amendments to the resolution, and secured their 
8 by the mover of the resolution. That, I think, is the 
parliamentary status of the resolution, the Chair not yet having 
raed upon the point of order raised by the Senator from Rhode 

and. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to withdraw the point of order made, as 
the Senator from Missouri had moved the reference of the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If unanimous consent can be given now to 
have the resolution go to the Committee on Rules I will waive 
the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only desire to move my own amendment, 
and then I shall be willing to have the resolution with the pro- 
posed amendment go to the committee. I have been alittle dis- 
concerted, as I am apt to be, by the Senator from Missouri get- 
ting the floor and amending the resolution with the consent of 
the Senator from Nebraska, so that I am put rather in the back- 
gronna in offering my amendment. Senators will excuse the 

ilatoriness; I know the Chair will do so. 

Now, ifmy amendment can be received and be referred with 
the resolution to the Committee on Rules I shall be entirely sat- 
isfied with that disposition of the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably the Senator from New 
Hampshire has a right to offer an amendment and have it go to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am only explaining my own momen 
disturbance that before I could offer my amendment the Sena- 
tor from Missouri succeeded in getting the resolution amended. 
I move to strike out in line 6 the words under the five-minute 
rule,” and in the seventh line to strike out Monday, May 14,” 
and insert Thursday, the 22d day of November,” as the da 
when the final vote shall be taken upon the bill. With that 
amendment I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to inquire of the Senator whether he 
meant November, 1894, or November, 1895? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was proposing 1894, but I am entirely 
willing, if the Senator from Tennessee desires it, to substitute 
189. TI always like to accommodate the Senator from Tennes- 


see. 
Mr. HARRIS. My desire has been to understand the Senator 

from New Hampshire, if possible. I do not desire the postpone- 

ment to either date. z 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 

quest that the resolution and the amendment shall be referred 

to the Committee on Rules? The Chair hears none, and it is so 

ordered. 2 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 6th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1836) to 
give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration 
at Paris, under the treaty between the United States and Great- 
Britain concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, for the 

urpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions concern- 
ng the preservation of the fur seals. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill H. R. 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, two questions are involved in this 
bill. One is the effect upon our business prosperity, the wagesof 
our workingmen, and the welfare of our people of a given set of 
tariff schedules and duties on imports. The other is a much 
widerand deeper question and involves nothing less than a con- 
flict between two hostile theories of government upon the outcome 
of which is staked the social and political fabric which embodies 
our modern civilization. The first question is domestic and of 
the gravestand mostimmediate importance. But it neither be- 
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litties nor underrates ittosay that it falls far short of the second 
in its scope and in its influence upon the fortunes of civilized 


man. 

In what I shall say I propose to discuss the second and larger 
question first, for on that I think the cause in which I believe 
most surely rests. Protection and free trade are merely ex- 
pressions in one direction of the theories of society and govern- 
ment which haye been struggling for recognition and accept- 
ance during this century with the control of the affairs of the 
civilized world as the great prize set between them. They 
serve, however, to illustrate and exhibit the conflict of the con- 
tending forces of which they are only the outward sign and 
manifestation. In examining the history of these two opposed 
tariff policies we are able as readily as in any other way to reach 
the great principles which underlie them, and of which, as I 
have said, they are merely one expression. 

At the outset in treating of protection and free trade, it is 
well to clear our minds of cant. A tariff policy in its largest 
sense as a part of a general theory and system of government, 
and in its farthest results may affect a nation socially, morally, 
and politically; it may so modify the distribution of wealth as to 
give it a wider and better scope and by defending wages and 
standards of living may influence the whole arrangement and 
growth of society. On the other hand a tariff policy in the 
usual and narrow sense and especially from the standpoint of 
the free trader, is purely an economic matter, a question of the 
pocket, of dollars and cents, and of the national method of doing 
business. In this latter aspect there is nothing sacred or moral 
about a tariff system. 

I bave had the pleasure in recent years of hearing a number 
of persons discourse about free trade as a great moral issue, 
This attitude of mind has all the imperishable charm of spring- 
time, and these same people have been very fond of likening 
themselves to the early Abolitionists and Free Soilers, as the 
forerunners and, if need be, the noble but not suffering martyrs 
of a great moral movement for the redemption of mankind. No 
one likes to lay an irreverent hand upon such beatitude as this, 
hut it seems unavoidable todo so. There is nothing moral about 
the tariff question, in the narrow sense just described, nor is the 
morality of free trade greater than that of protection. It seems 
hardly necessary to quote authority on this point, but if authority 
isneeded, we have that of the great heroof the free traders, Adam 
Smith. That eminent man wrote the Wealth of Nations,” a 
very remarkable book, containing much of great value and 
pointing out the pathway to be pursued by enlightened selfish- 
ness in its search for national prosperity. 

That book has been widely read and greatlyadmired. Its au- 
thor however looked upon it as covering only half ot the scheme of 
human society and human action, for seventeen years before the 

ublication of the Wealth of Nations” he had written another 
book which was complementary to the“ Wealth of Nations“ and 
whichcovered what that omitted. This earlier book he entitled 
Moral Sentiments.” It is quite forgotten now. I have never 

met a free trader who had read it and very few who had heard of 
it. The Moral Sentiments” have not proved as attractive as 
the methods of enlightened selfishness for getting rich, but the 
bookdemonstrates that Adam Smith knew that moral sentiments 
were not necessarily involved ina mere system of money-making 
and established the distinction so broadly and clearly that he was 
justified perhaps in hoping that his followers and worshipers 
would understand it. 

Let us rest, then, if we need to do so, on the authority of 
Adam Smith, that moral sentiments” are a thing apart from 
the ‘‘ wealth of nations” or from tariff policies merely as such. 
To suppose otherwise, indeed, is as great an error as another 
theory which I have seen advanced, to the effect that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer is a robber baron,“ who ought to be as des- 
titute of rights as a black man under the Dred Scott decision, 
while the New York importer, generally of foreign birth and 
often with!“ no fatherland but the till,” is a disinterested being 
so pure and good that if it were not for the imperfection of our 
earthly state we seas, expect to see angel wings springing 
from his shoulders.. The truth is that both are men with the 
usual supply of human nature and of enlightened selfishness 
about them, although I greatly prefer the American manufac- 
turer, because his enlightened selfishness is more profitable to 
his own countrymen. than that of the importer. 

It is always well to look at things as they are, even if the thing 
be free trade, to which some persons in beautiful language have 
consecrated themselves. It is best, if we would treat it intelli- 
gently, to know that by itself and of itself the tariff is a business 
question and that protection and free trade only take on a differ- 
ent and far deeper meaning when they are considered as parts 
of a question between far-reaching principles, which I believe 
involves the future of our race and the existence and progress of 
the highestcivilization. It is in the latter and far graver aspect, 
as I have already said, that I prefer first to treat them. 


To the practical man of affairs the theoretical and convinced 
free trader is generally extremely exasperating. But to the 
student of history and to the disinterested observer, to men of 
philosophic minds and blessed with a sense of humor, he is one 
of the most interesting and entertaining of human phenomena. 
These convinced free traders generally have some education 
and invariably think they have a great deal. They are pro- 
vided witha set of little sayings and aphorisms which can be car- 
ried without intellectual strain in a very small compass and 
which to their thinking are complete solutions of all social and 
economic questions. These they draw forth on all occasions and 
present them to the world with entire confidence in the finality 
of their little sentences and a profound contempt for all persons 
who venture to differ with them and who do not think that the 
difficulties of humanity can be so easily dealt with. Their at- 
titude reminds one of Touchstone; who unlike them was both a 
wit and a humorist but who had a similar way of sententiously 
disposing of the troubles of mankind. Everyone remembers 
the description of Touchstone by the melancholy Jaques: 

And then he drew a dial from his poke; 

And looking on it with lack-lustre eye, 

Says, very wisely, It is ten o’clock; 

„Thus we may see,“ quoth he, how the world wags: 
Tis but an hour ago since it was nine; 

And after an hour more ‘twill be eleven; 

And so, from hour to hour, we ripe and ripe, 


And then from hour to hour, we rot and rot, 
And thereby hangs a tale.“ 


And so the free trader, not in the forest of Arden, but in the 
busy, eager days of the nineteenth century pulls out his little 
memorandum and says The tariff is a tax,” ‘* You can not be- 
come rich by taxing yourself any more than you can lilt yourself 
by your boot-straps, Land so on, and so on. It is very interest- 
ing to know that there are men who really think that the com- 
plex affairs of humanity can be disposed of by a collection of 
epigrammatic half truthsand watch-pocket memoranda, and who 
firmly believe that they can regulate the vast méchanism of 
modern society with a latch-key because that simple instrument 
suffices to open their own front doors. They are interesting 
also in another way, for to use the onesie slang of the day, 
„They know it all.“ The curious thing about it is that they 
really do know it all, if by it“ you mean free trade. It is pos- 
sible for anyone to know everything about free trade, because 
its doctrines reached maturity fifty years ago and have stood 
still ever since, untaught by history and unchanged by facts. 

The only condition necessary to this complete knowledge, be- 
sides being able to read, is that you should know nothing else ex- 
ceptfreetrade. You mustclose your eyes and shut your ears to 
everything that has happened since the time of the Manchester 
school; you must take upkan opinion as the ultimate expres- 
sion of human wisdom, and then vou know all about free trade, 
and that is all you willknow. Thus the free trader and his doc- 
trine stand stationary and immovable. You can not affix to 
them Galileo’s sentence, which an American wit declared to be 
the proper motto for Italian locomotives, “And yet it moves.” 
There is no motion about the free trader or his doctrine. To 
him human wisdom culminated and found its complete expres- 
sion in the free-trade measures of the Manchester school—doc- 
trines which Thomas Carlyleirreverently christened ‘‘ The Dis- 
mal Science ” and the Calico Millenium.” 

To the average free trader nothing has happened since. His 
mind is as tightly shut to new ideas or new facts as that of the 
average Englishman on the currency question, or as a rock bar- 
nacle at low tide. He still believes that his doctrine is not only 


as scientifically true as the law of gravitation, but that it is ab- 


solutely new, although it is wrinkled with age and bent by the 
failures of fifty years. When the astronomer, calculating the 
orbit of Uranus, finds perturbations for which no known condi- 
tions account, he reasons that there must be some hidden cause 
which is the origin of these uncalculated deviations. He ob- 
serves and watches, and presently a new planet swims within 
his ken. His problem is solved, and he adjusts his calculations 
to meet the new conditions. 


Not so the free trader. The orbits that he calculates are full 


of variations, and facts conflict with his theories. He folds his 
arms and says, So much the worse for the facts if they do not 
conform to my doctrines.” Look at anything they write or say, 
and you will find that they always begin by telling us what Sir 
Robert Peel did, what laws were passed in England from 1811 to 
1846, or what Cobden said, or what were the views of the league 
against the corn laws. To them that was and now is both the 
begin and end of all wisdom, and yet it was all a half cen- 
tury back. Much has happened since then; many facts have 
appeared which contradict all their theories; many of their 
prophecies have failed of fulfillment. They neither know nor 
cars. The world has been moving steadily forward, with many 
strugglesand much suffering, along the dusty high road of human 


progress ever since 1840; but the free trader, perched like a wee 
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bird on the fence rail by the roadside, chirps and twitters his 
little song in bland unconsciousness of the great procession which 
has been marching steadily onward for fifty years in a direction 
quite different from that upon which the Manchester school de- 
cided that it must move. è 

Let us try, without prejudice and frankly confessing the enor- 
mous complexity of the social and economic difficulties which 
face and perplex humanity—let us try, I say, to trace the course 
of the movement of mankind upon the great bottom principles 
inyolved in this question, and see whether we can not get some 
Nghe upon the particular phase of it which is now before us. 

e — of the feudal system was the defeat of the 
forces of separatism, disorder, and petty tyrannies. The force 
which prevailed over feudalism was that which made for order 
and the consolidation of power. Law and order were in the in- 
terests of the Crown,which was the central authority, and of the 
great lower and middle classes of the population, who wished 
peace and quiet and who preferred one ruler to many. At the 
same time the great teuda! nobility, with all their vices, had in 
their day-acted_as an important check upon the power of the 
Crown, and their overthrow meant the removal of this check. 

The danger to be apprehended from the destruction of the 
feudal system, a destruction so necessary to human ner 
was that the central authority would become too powerful, nd 
that for a tyrranous oligarchy would be substituted a peona 
despotism. On the continent of Europa, and in England as well, 
this was the line of development which followed upon the fall 
of the feudal system. The powers of the Crown began to grow 
with great rapidity, freed as they were from the resistance 
which the great nobles had formerly made, while the people 
were not ready to appreciate the situation or offer any opposi- 
tion to the growth of royal power. In England the body of 
the people, who were by nature independent and impatie nt of 
control, soon learned their lesson. When the power of the 
Crown reached the point where Charles I undertook to set 
up a personal monarchy the people were ready for the conflict. 
The great rebellion ensued, and all danger of the establishment 
of a personal despotism in England disappeared with the execu- 
tion of Charles at Whitehall and in the smoke of Cromwell's 
guns, when he won the ‘‘crowning mercy” at Worcester. From 
that period the lish-speaking people everywhere have ad- 
vanced steadily and with but little bloodshed to the complete 
coutrol of their own Governments, 

On the continent of Europe the case was widely different. 
There, personal despotism was established almost unchecked, and 
Louis XIV was able to say truthfully that he was an absolute 
King—that he wasthe state. Suchadevelopmentcould have but 
one result, and the abuses of despotism went on until no remedy re- 
mained but a social and political convulsion. This came in the 
French revolution, which shook the civilized world from one 
end to the other and plunged all Europe into war for a quarter 
ofacentury. It notonly revolutionized governmentand society, 
but thought and opinion as well, and we still feel its effects. 
These personal governments which then were overthrown were, 
of course, paternal in their character; that is, they interfered 
with the lives and the property and the affairs of their subjects 
in every possible way. The physical revolt against them car- 
ried with it an intellectual revolt against state interference of 
any kind, and paternalism came to be regarded as the equiva- 
lent a the hideous despotisms which the French revolution de- 
stroyed. 

The confusion of the two things was natural and perhaps at 
the time wholesome. In any event it had an immense effect 
upon the philosophy and theory of government, for out of this 
period came the doctrine that the least government is the best, 
and the economic theory known as luissez faire and lar:sez aller. 
3 under the influence of this great movement 

8 
swung with corresponding violence to the opposite extreme. 
Men swiftly concluded that, because the interference of the 
state under the monarchies of the eighteenth century was evil, 
the true secret of freedom, happiness, and success was to be found 
in going as far as possible in the opposite direction, in reducing 
government to its lowest terms, and in getting as near as pos- 
sible to no government at all. 

In other words, the world in its political and economic theories 
rushed from the system of tyrannous interference by a personal 
11 under which it had sorely suffered, to extreme in- 

ividualism and unrestrained competition as a sure haven where 
all would be e, gentleness, and prosperity. All this was very 
natural, but like all extremes very dangerous, and likeall Utopias 
in practice very uncertain and disappointing. The theory that 
state interference is always and necessarily a wholly bad thing, 
of which we must have as little as possible. was in reality a too 
hasty generalization. It depended on the proposition that state 


she adopted it. 


rsonal government, as was to have been expected, 


interference and paternalism as shown in the case of a personal 
monarcay were wholly bad. On this precise state of facts the 
let alone theory in politics rested, and from it the same theory 
in economical questions took its widest extension. 

The foundation was insecure and the glittering formula soon 
began to break down. It could not do otherwise, for it depended 
ona half truth. Men began to perceive as time went on and the 
steady progress of the democratic movement was assured, that 
there was more than one kind of state, and thatit did not atall 
follow because the meddling tyranny of a personal monarchy 
was bad that the limited and intelligent interference of every 
other kind of government must be too. The wide difference 
between the action of a state composed of Louis XIV and a 
state composed of the people themselves began to be apparent; 
In proportion as this truth has grown visible to men, so has the 
reaction against state interference which began at the close of 
the last century and culminated in the adoption of free trade by 
England declined. 

Except to the English free trader and his imitators in this 
country, for whom history ended fifty years ago, and to whom 
the observation of historic and economie facts which do not fit 
their theory appears a mere impertinence, this change of opin- 
ion and advance of knowledge are very obvious. Men and na- 
tions have alike discovered that unrestrained individualism and 
unrestricted competition are capable of producing a social sys- 
tem more cruel and oppressive than the darkest forms of feud- 
alism, to which some free-trade orators are fond of likening pro- 
tection, apparently with the notion that feudalism was an eco- 
nomic policy. Having made this discovery men have revolted 
against the doctrine which denied that any relief could be ob- 
tained by invoking the strength of the whole community united 
in government to remedy the glaring evils and miseries which 
unrestricted individualism ant unrestrained competition were 
helpless to modify or cure. š 

This revolt has been successful at various points, yet its im- 
portance rests not on its success, but on the fact that the let- 
alone theory has been proved in this way to be unsound in many 
directions. This fact is fatal, for if the general let - alone doc- 
trine is not sound and correct at all points, it can not be assumed 
to bə correct at any. It is no longer suffleient to say that any 
given social or economic policy rests on the let-alone theory, 

or that theory has broken down completely as a general truth, 
and therefore no part of it and no expression of it is neces- 
sarily correct. 

Free trade rests entirely on the let-alone doctrine—that is, 
upon the doctrine that the least interference of the state is best; 
or in other words, that the state ought not to interfere at all in 
the affairs of its individual members, except to maintain order 
at home or abroad, or in defense of public morals and public 
health, and even these are logically infractions of the doctrine 
of absolute individualism. Free trade, comparatively speaking, 
is not a very large question. It is merely the expression in one 
limited direction of a much broader principle. the let-alone 
theory is correct as a general economic principle, and if the ex- 
e. and practice of mankind show that it is correct, then 

ree trade is of course correct as one of its parts. But if, on the - 

other hand, the let-alone doctrine can be proved in many direc- 
tions to be incorrect, if it has been abandoned again and again 
in practice by the most civilized nations, then the presumption 
is against free trade or any other single expression of the cen- 
tral principle. Let us see, first, how far this let-alone doctrine 
has been invaded since it found its last expression in England a 
half century ago. 

In the direction of free trade itself the case is very readily 
summed up. England has maintained that tariff system since 
France, under the Second Empire, perhaps the 
worst government which that country has ever had, made a 
spasmodic effort to imitate England’s example. It was, how- 
ever, quickly abandoned, and France is to-day a country of high 
protection. It may be added that France is the strongest coun- 
try in the world, except our own and Great Britain, both finan- 
cially and economically. The wealth of the people was demon- 
strated in a most marvelous manner when the French, out of 
their own savings, paid the enormous indemhity to Germany 
after the Franco-Prussian war, so that to-day the public debt of 
France is practically held by her own citizens. Without going 
into details, it may be said that no civilized nation has adopte 
the English system. All are protectionist countries. 

England's own colonies, where her doctrines might be sup- 
posed to have peculiar strength, have all one after another 
abandoned the free-trade system and are to-day protectionist. 
Ifam quite aware that the free trader sets aside all opinion that 
is not English as quite worthless, but I do not think that intel- 
ligent persons who are unswayed by the provincial subservience 
to English opinion characteristic of most American free traders 
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ean afford to do this. The general opinion of mankind to which 
Jefferson appealed in the Declaration of Independence must al- 
ways be regarded and has great weight in determi: what 
men think is practically best for their respective countries. If 
that opinion is considered, it shows that the experience and the 
practice of civilized men are adverse to the let-alone doctrine as 
expressed in free trade. 

But, as I have said already, free trade is only a part of a prin- 
ciple and, if free trade is founded upon the rock of everlasting 
truth, the doctrine of which it is the expression must hold good 
in every direction. Looked at in this way the practical aban- 
donment of the theory, which is proof that it is not an economic 
truth and that it does not in human opinion work beneficially, 
ris ake ti prc It is not necessary to enter into the long list 
ol legislation, which in its very being flatly contradicts the sound- 
ness of the let-alone doctrine. A very few examples will suffice. 
Iwill take England for consideration, because England is still 
the great exemplar of the theory. If the let-alone theory is cor- 
rect, why does England pass factory acts and mine acts? It may 
be said that this is done for moral or sanitary reasons, but this 
explanation is insufficient. It is perhaps possible to stretch it 
80 as to cover the labor of young children but it certainly can 
not cover the regulation of the hours of labor for adults. It is 
a monstrous invasion of the let-alone doctrine to say that it is 
economically correct for government.to interfere with the num- 
ber of hours that a man or woman should work either in mines 
or factories. Surely, under that doctrine people should have the 
right to sell their labor when and how they vlease. Yet the 
English Governmentis interfering in this precise direction, and 
the free trader does not live in England whois hardy enough to 
rise up and demand the repeal of these acts because they inter- 
fere with individual freedom or the doctrine on which free trade 
is founded. 

At this very moment the English Parliament is discussing the 
5 liability act. Either the let-alone doctrine is radi- 
cally unsound or this legislation is as gross an invasion of it 
as ever was attempted. On the theory of the free trader, what 
right has the Government to interfere between the employer and 
the 5 ga By so doing they set at naught one of their most 
precious shibboleths of supply and demand.“ Yetthe Liberal 
pariy, led until recently by the venerable statesman who be- 
eved that all financial and economic knowledge culminated fifty 
years ago in the Manchester school, is endeavoring to force 
through this very act of employers liability. What becomes of 
the let-alone doctrine in the Irish land legislation, where the 
Government takes land from the landlord and sells it to the 
tenant? No greater interference of government was ever un- 
dertaken, no more gaping breach in the let-alone theory was 
ever made—yet both political partiesin Great Britain have sup- 
ported or enforced in turn this land legislation of Ireland. 

Let us come a little nearer to free trade. There is no form of 
protection so extreme asa bounty. Yet England has fostered 
and builtup her 1 a system of bounties, under the 
name of mail subsidies, which has been of the most extreme 


Ps 

I shall give elsewhere a table which shows in detail what she 
has done in this direction. It is enough to say here that from 
1848 to 1889, inclusive, England spent in mail subsidies $190,027,- 
789. It is perfectly idle, it is worse than begging the question, 
to say that these are not protective bounties because they are 
called mail subsidies. To pretend indeed that these subsidies 
are not protection in a high form is not merely a subterfuge, it 
is a pure falsehood. Such vast sums for such a purpose are an 
absurdity on any other theory. If proof were needed of their 
true character it may be found in the discussion which arose 
when under the last Administration we entered on a policy of 
mail subsidies and the encouragement of American steamships 
as an auxiliary naval force. Our measures were identical with 
those of England, the Republican party adopted them as meas- 
ures of protection to develop our merchant marine and would 
not have enacted them if vost had not been of that character. 

All the American free traders who had been eagerly saying 
that England did not protect her commerce or give it bounties, 
that she only paid mail subsidies, cried out against our mail sub- 
sidiesasanotherexample of Republican protection. If England's 
mail subsidiesare not protective bounties, then ours were not and 
they should have been cordially supported by English-minded 
and free-trade persons in this country. But our mail subsidies 
were protective and so are England's, and no one knew it so well 
as England, who found in our policy fresh cause for hostility 
to the Republican and affection for the Democratic party. The 
guy difference between the two systems was that we honestly 
declared our subsidies to be protection, while England canted 


about hers in order that the faith of those who work in her in- 
terests in other countries might not be shaken. 
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If you would have further light on this, contrast what we 
have paid for carrying the mails with what England has paid and 
you will see wnat the actual cost of mail transportation is. The 
vast sums spent by England in addition to the actual cost of mail 
transportation are 3 bounties and high at that. I think 
her policy in this direction has been very wise. While she 
maintains free trade, because she thinks it will pay, and pro- 
claims in the name of truth and righteousness that everybody 
elseshould have free trade and open their markets to her goods 
because she knows that will pay, too, she is very careful to use 
protection in its most extreme form where she is sure that it 
will pay her best of all. Nothing ismore laughable, it may be 
said in this connection, than to see the way in which the con- 
vinced American free trader is taken in 155 this English cant 
shrewdly used for business purposes. England is always talk- 
ing in astrident voice about her generosity and her anxiety that 
other nations should adopt this or thatsystem because it will be 
beneficial to them. The truth is that land as a nation is 
selfish, as every other nation is. She masks her selfishness in 
loud protestations of complete disinterestedness, but why any- 
body should believe these protestations who was not born in Eng- 
land, I have never been able to see. If, however, her general 
e on which she rests free trade is correct, then her sys- 
tem of subsidies for steamships lines is all wrong. If the theory 
is incorrect, as she proves it in practice, then it does not lie in 
the mouth of the nation that protects commerce to talk about 
the eternal verity of her free-trade policy. 

You can find laws in other civilized countries similar to those 
in England to which I have referred, but I will not dwell upon 
them. I will come nearer home. The public-school system and 
the post-office are absolute violations of the let-alone theory. 
Yet who disputes their value or who proposes to give them up? 
In almost ovory Sate of the Union there are statutes regulatin 
the hours of labor, employers’ liability, the management of rail. 
roads, and a thousand other acts great and small which inter- 
fere more or less directly with all the force of the Government 
in the affairs of individuals. It is the same with the nation as 
with the States. Our statute book is filled with provisions 
which utterly disregard the let-alone theory of government, and 
every time we dredge a harbor or deepen a river or open a ca- 
nal we set it at naught, 

There is no need to go on and pile up examples. They occur 
every day, and stare at us from every page of our constitutions 
and statutes. If the let-alone doctrine on which free trade rests 
is correct, then these laws from those providing for public edu- 
cation down are all wrong. They should be swept from the 
statute books. In the jargon of the Democratic orator, they are 
fetters upon freedom. ey set at defiance the darling epi- 
grams that the free trader carries in his pocket and produces 
year in and year out, with the comfortable belief that they are 
both new and true, instead of being the damaged utterances of 
half a century ago. 

Let us look for a moment at two of these precious aphorisms, 
these beautiful expressions of the let-alone doctrine to the effect 
that you must buy in the cheapest and sell in the dearest mar- 
ket,” and that everything must be settled by the unrestrained 
and unqualified economic law of supplyand demand. Let us see 
how these profound antitheses bear the test of actual legislation 
in the United States. We have upon our statute books at this 
moment a law to prevent the importation of contract labor, a 
law very imperfectly enforced I am sorry tosay. What put that 
law upon the statute book? The demand of the laboring men of 
the United States that they should be protected ag t that 
form of competition. The workingmen of the United States 
called for and secured this legislation in order to prevent the 
lowering of their rates of wages by the introduction of large 
masses Of labor, which brought with them by contract the rate 
of wages of other countries where wages were lower than in the 
United States. 

On what portion of the let-alone doctrine do you rest the 
economic correctness of these laws supported by both political 
parties and questioned in their soundness by noone? If the free- 
trade doctrine be sound, by what pracy do you step in and 
say to the employers of the United States, ‘You shall not buy 

our labor in the cheapest market.” If that principle of buying 
in the cheapest market is a sound principle, it is just ás applica- 
ble to a manufacturer or an employer of labor as it is to anyone 
else. But we properly deny them the unrestricted right because 
in this instance we recognize in practice that the doctrine is ab- 
surd. No grosser violation of the general principle on which 
free trade rests can be found than this, and yet there is nota 
Democrat or a free trader with any res bility who would 
dare to rise in this Senate or anywhere else and ask for the re- 
peal of these contract-labor laws. If the let-alone principle is 
right these laws are wrong. If these laws are right—and they 
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are tnoroughly right—then the let-alone principle is fatally 
wrong in that direction; and if itis wrong in one direction there 
is no reason to suppose that it is right in any other. 

Take another case. Some years ago, in response to the work- 
ingmen of California, this country entered upon a policy of 
Chinese exclusion. The men who began it were denounced. 
The scholars, the economists, the philanthropists, the profes- 
sors, the colleges at the start were all against it; but the work- 
ingmen triumphed and to-day no party and no representative of 
any party dares to suggest the free admission of the Chinese. I 
have heard free traders say that we kept out the Chinese bo- 
cause they werenotcleanand their habits were not good. Never 
in the world was there a great 8 uprising to keep men out 
of a country because they were dirty or because their habits 
were unattractive. The trouble was that the Chinese brought 
with them a rate of wages with which our workingmen with 
theirstandard of living could not compete. The instinct of the 
laboring men of California was right. They saw in the China- 
mana competitor who would drag them down. They demanded 
his exclusion and we shut him out. Australia, an English col- 
ony, where the labor organizations have exercised a greater in- 
fluence perhaps than anywhere in the world—Ausiralia, too, has 
shut him out. How do you make it o with the doctrine of 
be bape in the cheapest market to exclude the Chinese labor from 
this country? 

In China, as the e labor market and the greatest res- 
ervoir of low-priced labor in the world, on the theory of free 
trade we should have the right to buy our labor; and yet every- 
body is agreed that it is well to put a stop to it bylaw. What be- 
comes of the precious theory of free trade in the face of a fact 
like that? We arerightto exclude théChinaman, who brings his 
cheap labor with him and lowers our standard of living and de- 
grades our working people. I it is right to do so, then by what 
theory do you admit free of duty the product of this same Chi- 
naman made in his own country to compete with our product 


here? The product brings its rate of wages with it just as much 


as the man, and ocean freight no longer gives protection. If it 
is right to exclude the Chinaman, it is right toexclude the chair 
cane which he makes and which brings his rate of wages and 
standard of life to compete with our workingmen just as surely 
as ifthe Chinaman came over himself and made his chair cane 
in New York or Philadelphia. 

The underlying propos tion of the free trader is that it is idle 
toattempt to modify by legislation the working of immutable 
economic laws. He forgets, or has never learned, that scarcel 
any thing is immutable into which enters the heart and mind 
and emotions of humanity. The personal equation 8 large 
part in all things which human beings affect by their own 
actions. “Raise wages by law, make yourself richer by tax- 
ation,” says the free trader, bringing out again his little col- 
lection of epigrams, It is like lifting yourselves by your boot 
straps.” And then he fancies that he has answered the whole 
case. And while he thinks he has settled the universe in this 
simple fashion, the plain sense of the American workingmen has 
shut out Chinese labor and contract labor, and will in no long 
time shut out the imported products of that same labor. 

Let us pass beyond the action of the Government in regard to 
the let-alone theory and consider the action of men. Let us 
look for a moment at the attitude of the individual man when 
the let-alone doctrine meets him in practice. Do workingmen 
wait and rely upon the operation of these so-called economic 
laws on which free trade rests to regulate their affairs? They 
combine, as they ought to combine, to bring about an increase 
in their wages, to elevate their own condition, to prevent by 
artificial means destructive competition. Every labor union 
that is formed flies in the face of the doctrine of free trade. 
But none the less men are going to form them. They wield 
to-day a vast power, they will keep on growing, and they exist 
because they represent the instinct of human nature to unite for 
self-protection. No free trader dares to denounce them as in- 
fractions of his theory. His theory, then, is either false or cow- 
ardly when it faces a trades union; in reality it is both. 

Jam aware that one wiseacre repeating what another wise- 
acre has said, will reply, Lou admit labor free, while you cry 
for protection aah manufactured goods.“ It is almost as 
easy to answer this statement as to make it. In the first place, 
it is not true that we admit all labor free. Some we exclude 
absolutely, like contract and Chinese labor. In the second place, 
the labor that we do admit free comes from Europe, and the im- 
migrant from Europe does not bring his rate of wages with him. 
On the contrary, a few weeks ora few months make him as anx- 
ious for good wages as his American brethren. Our standard 
of livin: comes his and he ceases to lower our rate of living 
and modes of life. The European immigrant does not bring his 
rate of wages with him: but the bale of goods from Europe does 
bring its rate of wages, and the bale of goods is not susceptible 


to the influences of association or to standards of living. The 
bale of goods brings its rate of wages with it and keeps it, and 
works in that way towards the lowering of all American rates. 

Lastly, it is no argument to say that because you do not have 
protection in one direction where it would be good you should: 
give it up in another where it is also good. So I freely admit 
that our failure to give suitable protection against the labor 
which comes in the human being is a grave defect. The pee 
ciple embodied in the contract-laborlaw should oe enlarged, be- 
cause the protection we now give by the duty on the bale of goods 
should be extended. There is nogreater need at this time than 
stringent laws tosift andrestrict the immigration tothis country 
for the protection of our rates of wages and of the quality of 
our citizenship. This protection against excessive Europenn im- 
migration will come as the exclusion of the Chinese and contract. 
labor came, fromthe good sense and unerring instinctof the 

le, which will lead them to measures to guard their homes, their 
ture, their race, and their civilization against forms of com- 
petition which they can not meet if it is left unrestricted. 

What, then, becomes of a doctrine. which all the legislatures 
in the world continually evade? What becomes of a doctrine 
with a hundred violations: staring it in the face from every 
statute book, violations which even its devotees support or ac- 
cept? What becomes of a doctrine that the instinct of man- 
kind in his efforts for improvement setsat naught? Allhistory 
proves that the let-alone doctrine can not stand the-shoclr of 
facts or the ordealof practice. The truth is that in these modern 
times the civilized world is entering upon anew period. The 
5 zone, in which experience shows that the most highly 
civilized races to which we belong can alone thrive and multiply, 
is very nearly absorbed. there is still much to be converted to: 
the uses of man, the limits are well within sight. Over 
us ave the crowded masses of the tropics.. Relieved in many in- 
stances by the rule of our superior races from the effect of the 
wars, famines, and floods which: formerly decimated them, they 
are iat at with enormous rapidity. 

In Natal, for example, when the English first took possession, 
the proportion of blacks: to whites was ee 3 to 1. 
To-day, under the strong British rule, and after a large British 
immigration, the blacks are to the whites as 18 to 1. The same 
rule holds good everywhere, and the crowded masses of the: 
tropical regions are becoming ever more crowded. They have 
standards far below ours: They live under conditionsofe te 
and habits impossible to us. Millions of men in India subsist 
on from fourteen to twenty dollars a year, and those men im 
India as well as in Japan are 5, aie cher manufacture, thus clos- 
ing to us theirown markets and threatening our markets with an 
industrial competition which is deadly if vou do not shut it out. 
You may lower wages and reduce costs beyond the wildest dreams 
of the free-trade orator, andin this temperate zone, where we 
aa re like us dwell, you nevercan meet that tropical stand- 
ard of living. 

Are we to sit down with our greatcivilizationand bring about 
free trade in order to be gradually overwhelmed by the labor of 
the tropics after a. desperate struggle with tha overcrowded 
people of our own race in Europe? Are we to be told that the 

avs of supply and demand. of buyingin the . ah and selling 
in the dearest markets are eternal truths and that everything 
would be right if we only adhered to them? Are we to accept 
these shattered dogmas of fifty years sgo and yield without a 
struggle to the ruin of our labor and the degradation of our 
standards of living? i 

Very fortunately there is a sound instinct in the great races 
who have made civilization, which protects them from such 
visions as these. They will not submit; they have already be- 
gun to resist. They have excluded the Chinaman from Aus- 
tralia and the United States. They will exclude every sort of 
low labor brought by the man himself and they will in process 
of time equalize that same labor with their own by proper duties 
when it is brought down the ship's gang way, not in the form of 
a human being but in the form of a bale of goods and carrying 
the same low rate of wages. The law of self-preservation is a 
higher law than any that. political economy has ever invented, 
and, although itis the outcome of human nature, it is immutable. 
That law will in the lapses of the years, if not now, give us the 
protection which the free trader playing with his wrinkled 
Little puppets would deny. 

The fundamental error of the supporters of the Iet-alone 
theory, as I have already said, is that: they believe that what 
they call economic laws are fixed and cer , like those which 
govern the motions of the stars. But, although men like stars 
may differ from one another in glory, they are unlike stars in 
most other respects. Laws.which are grounded upon the action 
of humanity are not fixed, but empirical. With rare exceptions, 
the most that we can hope for in this field is an 5 
some general rule with many exceptions. Human policies 
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society or government are subject to infinite variations. That 
which is most wise at one time may be most unwise at another. 
That which is excellent for one people would be ruin to another. 
Soil, climate, situation, the size of the country, the race and 
character of the people, the conditions of the moment, and the 
possibilities of the future must all be considered in the adoption 
ofany policy. The States and the people who have recognized 
this great controlling truth and have pit a priori theories be- 
hind them, have been the successful and governing races of the 
world. 

The Abbs Sieyés drew one ideal constitution after another for 
France. They were all 3 in theory and they all perished 
from the face of the earth. Washington and his associates made 
but one constitution. It embodied few theories and much prac- 
tice. It had inconsistencies and compromises, but it met the 
wants of the time and of the people, and it has stood strong and 
flourishing for a hundred years. The free trader is like the 
French Abb‘; he would bind human development in the tight 
bandages of a theory without regard to the infinite complexity 
of all things 8 de humanity. He may by so doing attain 
symmetry, but it will be the symmetry of the Egyptain mummy 
and the result will be quite as lifeless. That which applies to 
constitutions and government applies also to economic policies. 
We must look for guidance not to closet theories, but to the great 
book of history and experience and see what has been done and 
attempted and what results have been achieved. 

Men are learning the lessons of history. They have long 
since put those lessons into practice. They are now beginning 
to formulate them as a theory and to understand the philosophy 
which underlies them. It is apparent to all whose eyes are not 
hermetically sealed by the traditions of a fading past that, be- 
cause a personal monarchy or state socialism is bad and op- 
pressive, it does not therefore follow that unrestrained individu- 
alism and unrestricted competition are always and everywhere 
the only good things. Because some state interference is hurt- 
ful, all forms of it are not necessarily so. It is a question of de- 

not of kind. Somewhere between the extremes of unlim- 

ted individualism on the one hand and personal monarchy or 

state socialism on the other can be found the golden mean in 

which it is possible to use the united power of the community 

expressed in the state for the beneflt of mankind and the pro- 
tection of civilization. 

Just how far we can go profitably in the use or in the refusal 
to use the powers of the state can be determined only by patient 
and cautious experiment through which all the slow steps of 
civilization have been thus far painfully won. It is no doubt 
true that it is a grievous mistake to suppose that we can cure by 
law every evil which afflicts humanity and that it is a weakness 
tolook helplessly to legislation for everything we desire. But 
it is equally true, and has been proved in practice, that legisla- 
tion and government can in many cases be employed with ad- 
vantage to help the affairs of men. 

In other words, the aggregate power of the community can 
sometimes bring beneficial results which individuals by their 
divided efforts can never reach. If it be said. as it always is 
said, that this is a futile attempt to overbear natural laws by ar- 
tificial devices, the answer is that the so-called economic laws 
are neither natural nor final; that statute law can often modify 
or call into action economic laws, and is constantly doing so, and 
that the whole fabric of human civilization to which those sup- 
posed laws are thought to apply is artificial. If we putaway from 
us everything that isartificial, everything which man has estab- 
lished by means of law and custom, we should sink back to the 

-condition of the men of the caves and the river drift. 

As we see those animals whose instinct compels them to live in society 
and obey a chief are most capable of improvement, so it is with races of 
mankind. Whether we look at it as a cause or a consequence, the more civ- 
ilized always have the most artificial governments. In Tierra del Fuego. 
until some chief shall ariso with power sufficient to secure any acquired ad- 
Vantage, such as the domesticated animals, it seems scarcely possible that 


the political state of the country can be improved.— Voyage of the Beagie, 
volume 1, page 296. 


These are the words of Charles Darwin, a very great man, and 
one who has exercised a more profound influence upon human 
thought than PrODADI San man who has lived in the nineteenth 
century. He marks here as characteristic of sayages in the 
very lowest scale of humanity an absolutely unrestrained indi- 
vidualism, and points out that all civilization is highly arti- 
ficial. Speaking with the unimpassioned voice of science, he 
formulates a great truth. 

Everything that we have which makes up our civilization is 
the outcome of custom hardened into law and public opinion, or of 
law, pure and simple, embodying the aspirations and the hopes 
ofmen. Government and property, the sanctity of the family, 
the bonds of marriage, the A Br of children, the 252 5 


ment of crimes, are all artificial, the slow upbuilding 85 man 
through ages of weary experiment and disheartening f 


ures. 


From the most sacred rights of humanity to trivial questions 

of manners and of dress, all is artificial; is the work of man’s 

brains seeking to do by the concentrated force of society what 

o poor scattered atoms of individuals could never accomplish 
one. 

In view of the marvelous work which men by their union 
with other men have been able to achieve, how pitiful is a doc- 
trine which would hold that this united force, which has raised 
us slowly from the deep darkness of prehistoric times, must be 
reduced to its lowest proportions and that the less we employ 
the agency which has raised us, the agency of the united force of 
a nation or community, the better it will be for us. How more 
than absurd to standin the midst of civilization, the work of our 
hands, artificial throughout, created by men acting in large 
masses and represented by States and governments, and sa 
that the laws of thatcivilization made in this way and with suc 
a history demand the entire negation and abandonment of the 
very power which created the entire fabric, merely because that 
poyer is capable of abuse and can be forced to an evil extreme 
ike personal despotism or state socialism, 

It is a marvel that such a doctrine should have had any meas- 
ure of success for fifty years even in theory, for it has never been 
accepted, except in a small degree, by any people in practice. 
Men have always employed their united PSA which for con- 
venience we call the State, sometimes wisely, sometimes un- 
wisely ,tosecure or to try to secure ends for which their individual 
strength was unequal. There has never been a time when the 
have not done so. There never will be, for the instinct wick 
first united a band of naked savages for mutual defense is un- 
dying, and is as strong to-day as ever and far more intelligent. 

he let-alone theory, as a complete guide, when tried by the 
broad history of man, fails utterly. It has no support. Tried 
even by the standards of the limited application ol t attempted 
in this century in new directions, it fails and can have no other 
fate, for it gives the lie to all that men have done and suffered 
in order to reach the point they have now attained and sets at 
naught all the teachings of history. 

If, then, as I have said, the general doctrine breaks down, no 
single expression of it can stand except on its own merits. The 
general doctrine of let-alone in government has been invaded, 
abandoned, and disproved in hundreds of cases even since it 
reached its highest point fifty poms ago. Free trade is one ex- 
pression of the let-alone doctrine. The general theory can not 
sustain it. It must, therefore, stand on its own merits alone as 
one expression of a principle broken at a hundred points, and 
must prove by the benefits it confers, its right to exist as an ex- 
ception to the great law of human development through which 
all civilization has been reached. 

The next point, therefore, is to determine whether free trade, 
contrary as it is to the general principles on which human so- 
ciety has been built up, can justify itsexistence. We cansettle 
this by examining the results of free trade, and, as only one civ- 
ilized country has adopted it, that is easily done. 

England took up free frade, not because she was suddenly con- 
vinced of its scientific truth and believed that it ought there- 
fore to prevail, even if the heavens fell. She adopted it, as 
nations generally adopt an economic policy, because she was sat- 
isfied after much discussion that it would pay. It is important 
to us to know under what conditions she adopted it, whether our 
conditions are like hers, and whether in the long run free trade 
has proved such a benefit to England as to make it obvious that 
it must be beneficial to every other nation. 

First, as to the conditions. England is a small country witha 
limited agricultural area and no great variety of natural re- 
sources. The United States is a very large country with an 
enormous agricultural area and an almost unequalled variety of 
natural resources. The population of England fifty years ago 
was dense. It is still more so to-day. e population of the 
United States at large, tried by European standards, is sparse. 
Thus we seo at the outset that the natural conditions and those 
of population also in England and the United States are wholly 
different. 

Atthe time of the free-trade movement England had been living 
and had built up her industries and her merchant marine under 
a system of high protection, which had endured for centuries. 
‘All the industries practically which she could hope to have 
were firmly established and the skilled labor necessary to carr, 
them on had been developed. We, on the other hand, have h 
protection of a varying kind and with some large intervals of 
low tariff for less than a century. Many of our industries are 
not yet firmly established nor the necessary labor for them full 
developed, and many others to the flourishing existence of whic 
there are no natural obstacles do not exist at all. England in- 
vented the steam engine, and in 1840 had carried the applica- 
tion of steam power to industrial production far beyond the point 
reached at that time by any other nation. This lead in the ap- 
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plication of steam power gave her an enormous advantage in 
cheapness of Lar ye and put her far beyond the reach of 
competition. e to-day have no such advantage, for the appli- 
eation of steam power to industrial production is now at the 
equal command of all the great civilized nations. 
he most important difference, however, still remains to be 
considered. England to-day and fifty years ago was unable to 
feed herself. She was obliged to import food products or starve 
her people. At the same time she had corn laws, which levied 
a heavy tax on the great food staples. This tax, for, as I shall 
resently show, it was not a protective duty, benefited only the 
tase owners of England, a small and in the main an aristocratic 
and very rich class. It puta heavy burden upon all the people 
of England and especially upon the industrialclasses. Thegreat 
pular agitation, which ended with the establishment of free 
Dada, began in the attack on the corn laws and at the time the 
repeal of the corn laws was regarded as the leading feature of 
the free-trade movement. In reality that repeal was demanded 
and would be demanded to-day as part of the policy of protec- 
tion. 

The protectionist theory is to discriminate by duties in favor 
of every article which can be grown or manufactured in the pro- 
tected country in sufficient quantities for the use of the people, 
and everything which can not be grownor manufactured in suf- 
ficient quantities according to the protectionist should be placed 
upon the free list. Corn could not be raised in England in suffi- 
cient quantities to feed her people. There was no ground for 
giving a bounty as has been done so largely by European nations 
to stimulate the production of sugar, for it was a physical im- 

ossibility to raise corn and wheat beyond certain well-defined 
limits. A certain proportion of food products had to be imported 
and, as the importation could not be avoided, there was no pos- 
sibility of lowering the prices by developing a home competition, 
and the duties imposed became a direct tax which no one could 
escape. 

Therefore, according to the protectionist theory, better un- 
derstood to-day than it was then, the English corn laws ought 
to have been swept away long before it was 1 done. There 
is no defense for their existence in protection. If it is possible 
to defend a tax upon food products which can not be raised in 
the country in sufficient quantities for its needs, that defense is 
not to be found in protection, but in free trade, which in England 
to-day taxes coffee and tea. Hence it follows that the repeal of 
the corn laws, which established free trade in England, has ab- 
solutely no bearing on the question now before us, except as an 
example of the soundness of the protectionist theory. Moreover 
it must be remembered that we arein no way dependent as Eng- 
land was on outside suppliesof food products. Wenotonlyraise 
all we need and all we ever shall be likely to need, but we are 
large exporters. 

There is still another side to this matter, which must not be 

d over, as it has an important bearing upon the action of 
gland. The English manufacturer had reached the point 
where the miseries of the industrial population were such that 
it was necessary either to raise wages or run the risk of revolu- 
tion, which was foreshadowed in the Chartist movement. The 
English manufacturer raised wages by repealing the corn laws, 
and thus cheapening the foodsupply. It was an easy matter to 
excite popular 55 the corn laws, for there never was 
a subject so ssh le of successful . agitation. The 
class against which it was directed and which benefited by the 
corn laws was unpopular, numerically small, and, although still 
powerful, was so crippled politically by the reform bill of 1832 
that it could not oppose a successful resistance. 

The manufacturer raised his wages at the arte of the Eng- 
lish landowner. The industrial population was directly benefited. 
The manufacturer was not obliged to increase wages out of his own 
pocket, and the farmer and the agricultural laborer were no 
worse off, because the corn laws were not protective duties to 
them and they received none of the benefit which accrued tothe 
comparatively few landowners of England. The manufacturers 
having carried their point on the corn laws and with afull sense 
of the advantage of their position owing to centuries of protec- 
tion and to their early application of steam power, were not only 
ready but willing to remove all other duties, believing that their 
home market was safe and that free trade would give a wider 
circulation and hence an increased value to their products. 

Thus it was that the manufacturers of England with practical 
unanimity petitioned Parliament for the removal of all protect- 
ive duties. These English manufacturers did not take this step 
because they thought that a scientific truth ought to prevail, 
but because they believed it to be for their own best interests in 
the direction of a money profit. Their opinion deserved to be 
and was regarded by Parliament. Contrast their attitude with 
that of our own manufacturers to-day. Our manufacturers with 
practical unanimity favor protection, and are opposed to free 
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trade, and their opinion ought to be regarded by us as of great 


importance in the wisest business settlement of this question. 
The reply to this always is that our manufacturers sustain pro- 
tection because they are selfish and make money by it. It is 
undoubtedly true that the manufacturer sustains protection be- 
cause he hopes to make money. That is the object of business, 
and the number of persons who are in business with any other 
purpose is, Ithink, extremely small. If, however, the American 
manufacturer does not make money it is quite certain that he 
will not employ labor, and therefore the workingmen will not 
make money either. Our manufacturers believe that under free 
trade they must either go out of business or reduce labor costs. 
They naturally do not care to do the former, for that is ruin, and 
they are very unwilling to try the latter, because reducing labor 
costs means lowering wages, which means in turn vast industrial 
disturbances; and that is ruin too, or something very near it. 
How widely different is our situation to-day from that of England 
fifty years ago, so far as the manufacturers are concerned. Most 
striking of all these differences, moreover, is the fact that while 
the English Parliament listened to English manufacturers, a ma- 
jority of the American Congress not only turns a deaf ear to 
American manufacturers, but treats them as if they were enemies 
of their country. 

Having found that the conditions in England at the time of 
the adoption of free trade were wholly unlike our conditions 
here ay, it now remains to inquire whether the English pol- 
icy has produced results which make it beyond question the 
proper policy for every other country. 

After the adoption of free trade those who brought it about 
immediately proclaimed, in the fashion of the English when they 
have entered upon some scheme which they think profitable, that 
the new scheme was a great and eternal truth; that every other 
nation ought to adopt it; that everyone who did not agree with 
them was either vicious or ignorant, and probably both. This 
outery had but little effect opon other nations, but in the 
United States there is a class of persons who are still intellec- 
tually in the colonial stage of development and who are ieee 
distressed by any disagreement with the views of England. 
Hence has arisen among usa free-trade propaganda. It was sus- 
tained at first by the existence of slave labor, which condemned 
a large section of our country to the production of a single great 
staple, and which, where it flourished, checked all industrial de- 
velopment. With the fall of slavery the gospel of free trade 
passed out of sight, and only in late years has regained its lost 
ground. But now that, sustained by a desire for sectional re- 
taliation, it again has a political standing, we have a right to 
demand, when it asks us to imitate the British policy, an exhi- 
bition of British results. 

I have referred to the acclamation with which the adoption of 
free trade was hailed in England. Theclamor grew so loud that 
it seemed as if one general feeling of delight and satisfaction 
pervaded the whole people. - The classes who were directly ben- 
efited, or thought they were benefited, by free trade were loudly 
vocal, while the masses were silent. Yetwith all this apparent 
unanimity, one of the greatest men then living in England, un- 
bribed by mercantile profits, unawed by the noise of Birming- 
ham and Manchester, and looking wit 8 eyes beyond 
the passing day, announced to the unheeding world about him 
that there was no divine sal vation in free trade. Here is what 
Thomas Carlyle said in the very heyday of the Manchester 
school, and his words may well be pondered, as showing how 
far short the new movement came even at that moment of ful- 
filling its promises: 

The world, with its Wealth of Nations, Supply and Demand, and such 
like, has of late days been terribly inattentive to that question of work and 
wages. We will not say the poor world has retrograded even here; we will 
say rather, the world has been rushing on with such fiery animation to get 
work and ever more work done, it has had no time to think of dividing the 
wages; and has merely left them to be scramuled for by the law of the 
stronger, law of supply and demand, law of laissez faire, and other idle 
laws and un-laws, saying, in its dire haste to get the work done, “That is 
well enough.“ Past and Present, page 26. 

All this dire misery, therefore; all this of our poor workhouse workmen, 
of our chartisms, trade strikes, corn laws, Toryisms, and the general down- 
break of laissez faire in these days—may we not regard it as a voice from 
the dumb bosom of nature, syne to us: “Behold, supply and demand is 
not the one law of nature; cash payment is not the sole nexus of man with 
man—how far from it. Deep. far seca, than supply and demand, are laws, 
obligations, sacred as man's life itself; these also. if you will continue todo 
work, you shall now learn and obey. He that will learn them, behold Na- 
ture is on his side, he shall yet work and prosper with noble rewards. He 
that will not learn them, nature is against him, he shall not be able to do 
work in Nature’sempire—notin hers. Perpetual mutiny, contention, hatred, 
isolation, execration, shall wait on his footsteps, till all men discern that 
the thing which he attains, however golden it look to be, is not success, but 
the want of success.“ Vast and Present, 232. 

With our present system of ind N and government by 
laissez faire this na can not live. And if in the priceless interim some 
new life and healing be not found, there is no second respite to be counted 
on. The shadow on the dial advances thenceforth without pansing: What 

overnmentcan do? This, that they call “organizing labor is, if well un- 

erstood, the problem of the whole future, for all who will in future pretend 
to govern men.— Past and Present, page 318. + 
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England has many more doubters of the truth of free trade 
now than she had then. If Thomas Carlyle were to come back 
to life, instead of crying in the wilderness against the ‘‘calico 
millenium,” he would find many allies even in his native land. 
“re gt Sbarro noless a person than a late prime minister of Eng- 
land, d Salisbury, who has not hesitated to sneer in public 

at the dogmas of free trade. And if Carlyle were to look across 
the North Sea to the land of one of his heroes, he would find an- 
other German, Prince Bismarck, worthy to stand by the side of 
the great Frederick, declaring that the prosperity of the United 
States was largely due to the a eld protection, and himself 
embodying that policy in the legislation of the mighty empire 
which he has created. 

According to the Manchester school free trade was to become 
straightway universal, and was to bring in the place of war peace 
on earth and good will among men. Free trade has not become 
universal, for no nation but England has adopted it, and England 
herself has hada war on her hands on anaverage of about.once.a 
yearever since. As prophets of peace and universal free trade 
the Manchester school has been a failure. 

Let us turn now to the immediate effect upon England. That 
the repeal of the corn laws, which was in accordance with pro- 
tectionist theories, was of great benefit to the English industrial 
popsistion can not be questioned. But the important point is 
to know whether free trade by itself has been able to maintain 
wages and to keep the working people of England more con- 
tented and batter proviapa thau they are elsewhere. 

On this subject I propose to quote the testimony of Mr. J. C. 
Fielden before the royal commission on the precious metals in 
1887. Mr. Fielden is.a peculiarly valuable witness, for he is.an 
expert on the subject of labor, a fres trader, and attributes the 
facts to which he testifies solely to the currency question. Mr. 
Fielden went into a cotton mill at 13 years.of age, and in 1887 
he had been connected with the cotton trade for thirty-six 
years. He is a cotton manufacturer, the manager of a large 
mercantile business in Manchester, has been connected with all 
movements in the cotton districts among the working classess 
since 1859, and has also been the arbitrator for the operatives 
in all the great wage 8 where the question has been set- 

tled by arbitration. I now give some extracts from his testi- 
mony showing the condition of wages and labor in England in 
1887: 5 


7640. CHAIRMAN. You mean the present selling prices of these companies, 
com with what was put into them? 

Answer. Not only the present seli price; they are nearly all at a dis- 
count, some of them at a very considerable discount; but the average 
Fora! dividends are only about 1 per cent dur ‘ten years, and during 
this time some very dividends have been in Bombay out of the 
work that should be done in Oldham, because y are very much better 
and chea: roducers in Oldham than in Bombay. 

7645 P45. TI second ‘report is a report. made by Mr. John Fielding, sec- 
retary of the Operatives Spinners’ Provincial Association, Bolton: 
“Wages,” he says, or rather prices, In every department of a spinning 
mill have been reduced 15 per cent since 1874, and stand at that point to-day. 
Generally I ee „the mills have been kept on full time during this period, 
except in 1870. 138 and 18384, when short time and total sto Ə Were re- 
sorted to in a great many instances. Until 1880 none but loafers need be out 
of work many weeks together, but since then work has gradually been more 
dificult to obtain, and it is quite common for a spinner to be out of em- 
ployment twelve, eighteen, and even twenty-four months at a spell. Work 
Was never so bai to find as at present.“ Bolton js the chief center of fins 

It governs practically the whole of the fine spinning trade. 

I còme next to the coarse, which is the spinning most affected, and heavy 
coarse counts. The mills coarse counts of yarn are so scattered 
about in every little vill that there is scarcely any largetown from which 
u return could be had of any value as representative of the state of this 
branch of spinning. But I may state that no ‘branch of the cotton trade 
has suf more. Mills e in this business can be had at almost any 
price, You can have a mill to-day and I can sell a mill to-day at one-twen- 
tieth part ot its cost. That is, a mill engaged in the manufacture of these 
counts and working now. 

704. Q. What age would the mill be? a 

AA good mill in working order at the present time. The valleys running 
through Rossendale, Todmorden, and Hebden Bridge have, with rare excep- 
tions, been ractically ruined so far as capital is concerned, and in addition 
the want of employment has been most 3 felt during the past twelve 
years throughout these districts. In fact, it is as ifasimoon had swept 
over these valie You can see mill after mill with the roof off, never hav- 
ing been turned around for years; and as to the state of the o tives, 
there are some of the finest operatives in the kingdom in these valleys, they 
rtions of their families in all directions. 

7656, Q. Then has Paa ulation diminished? 

A. Yes, 1 have no doubt, if an get the population returns of the whole of 

ct from Waterfoot, Bacup, up to Todmorden and Hebden Bridge. 
Perhaps the wealthiest firm of cotton manufacturers in the world is at Tod- 


morden, and with the exception of one other firm in Todmorden, every other 


concern has been swept away, has had to compound or go out of business. 
Some ot them have compounded two or three times; refers to firms 
who were in business before 1874. 

7682. His returns of the unemplo: Were (quoting Mr. R. Knight, general 
secretary of the boller-makers iron shipbullders) : 


w. Sak Dod te SESE Se 89 
1874... 223 
1875 s 667 
1882 . 

7085. The report of Mr. Day, the secretary of the britannia-metal smiths, 
concluded by sayin, SS OUE Seale Woe ANAD nore ‘than in 
the previous year, 1836; as you will see by the return of ‘unemployed, 
be py = en for whom employment can not be found. Still the depres- 

on ex wit 


almost equal severity with the 7 per cent now in em — 
ment, who, although — in work, in many cases barely exist. ose 


whoare at work, many of them, are only Asean Umo.“ I have the 
next report for the trades of Wolverhampton an trict, from Mr. W. F. 
Mee, the secretary to the trades councils, Wolverhampton. 
ye Does that cover all the trades in Wolverhampton? 
A. It does practically. He gives a general description of how bad they 
are first, and then he goes on to say that“ wages have been reduced in the 
buil trades 4s. Gd. week during the last ten years.” That is a con- 
siderable reduction. o says, In the tin- plate trades wages have been re- 
duced by a process of discount; that is, ta a discount of wages, so 
much per cent off his list prices of work; ‘locksmiths are the same, only the 
tradeis worse. The ave W. of a. locksmith will not exceed from 12%. 
tolts. per week, and not that for fifty-two weeks in the year.“ In the coal and 
iron trades th are worse now than they ever were.so far as wages go. 
Well, of course, [need not mention the case of the chain-makers—which is 
worse than slavery; it 18, as far as wages go, about Gs. or 8%. a week for men 
and women—and the nailworkers of the district, embodying about 30,009 
grape: Putting these two trades together, the average wa for a long 
ay's Work is about ls. to 18d. and 14d. a day. He says: ‘In the iron trade, 
millmen, who roll the iron into sheets for galvanizing, are about the beat oft 
fortrade, but I believe their wages are ulated by either the selling prices 
of iron, or by the pudlers’ wages.“ Then he goes on to composſtors: Com- 
positors have a reduction of about 10 per cent during the last two 
yoan Shoemakers are pretty fair for trade, but prices have gone down. 
can not give any figures of the number employed in the various trades, as 
Lhaveno means of ob the statistics in the limit of time. 

“The number of 3 is far in excess of what it Was ten years back 
and although it is not so bad, the number is increasing. There are also a 
considerable number on short time. This information in greater part I 
obtained from a member of the Burslem school board, It applies to the 
principal branches of the pary trade.” 

7700. The report of Mr. John Weir, of the Fife and Glackmannan Miners’ 
Association, says: In 1874 our men were earning between (s. and 76. per 
day. At present they are only getting between 8s. and 4s. I could not ven- 
ture a comparative statement as to employment.“ 

705. (Mr. Chaplain.) Q. I think you said last time that the population was 
growing four times as fast as employment. 

A. In cashire, iu the cotton districts. 

964. Q. Ot course, you axe aware that quite apart from any currency ques- 
tions there are other causes which are suggested may have contributed to 
that, such as increase of industrial activity in Germany, and of late years 
Srey increased activity in America, too, and consequently more compe- 
t On? 

A. Well, T have paid a very great amount of attention to foreign compe- 
tition I may say this, that we have never had a successful Sompusiioe 
in a neutral market for the cotton trade before this silver difficulty. Ger- 
many may manufacture under her tariffs, the United States may manufac- 
ture under their tariffs; that is the point toconsider. The United States. like 
India. grow their own cotton, but they are obliged to protect themselves by 
1 Ave cent duty against our goods or else we should invade them com- 

8003. Q. Amounting I think you said to 700,000 or 900,000 unem: ed out 
of 9,000,000 employed al ther? mer 

A. My estimate ot 700, is based onthe strict proportion of the ten so- 
cieties putin; but at the trades conference at Wolverhampton the delegates 
representing all the principal trades estimated those out of work at 000, 
and I think they arevery much nearer right than I am. 

8004. In the case.of commodities the wholesale fall does not represent the 
retail benefit, and I say also that upon a large proportion of the expenditure 
there has been no economy whatever, and that therefore the actual reduc- 
tions and loss in wages that have taken place are fully equivalent to any 
cheapening of commodities to them. That is my case as far asthe working- 
men are concerned. 

#005. Q. It practically comes to this, that on the balance you think ‘the 
class are the losers? 
on the balance they are the losers, and I think, to show this 
clearly, that on considering the question for the working classes, Whenever 
vou consider cheapness, which is a very important thing, you must also con- 
sider that employment is much more important. Cheapness is a very im- 
portant thing, but employment is more important. 


From Mr. Fielden's testimony, drawn as it is from the secre- 
taries of the great labor organizations and from manufacturers, 
and which can not be questioned, we find that during the last 
twenty years there has been a serious decline in wages in Eng- 
land, amounting to from 12 to 15 per cent, and a large falling off 
in business. In this country, during the same period, the Al- 
drich report shows that there has been anadvance in industrial 
wages of about 14 per cent. Mr. Fielden attributes the decline 
in England to the demonetization of silver, which on his theory 
affected wages and prices all over the world. Vet our wages, 
assuming that Mr. Fielden is correct in his theory, despite this 
currency difficulty, which was pushing them downward all the 
time, nevertheless rose 14 per cent. $ 

Thus we ses that if it is the abandonment of silver which has 
forced down wages and prices, free trade was helpless to resist 
the decline, while in the United States protection was able not 
only to resist the adverse force, but to keep wages on an ascend- 
ing scale. During the debates of last summer many free traders 
who were eagerly supporting the gold standard claimed that it 
had not lowered prices, because wages in the United States had 
been rising since 1873. They are therefore estopped from now 
denying the fact of the rise. On the other hand, the friends of 
silver met this argument, drawn from our increasing wages, by 
saying that they formed an exception to the general decline on 
account of the labor organizations and the protective tariff, 
both infractions of the let-alone theory on which free trade 
rests. 

If, however, we assume that Mr. Fielden’s theory as to the 
cause of the decline is incorrect, and that it had not to do 
with the state of the 8 we find that during the last 
twenty years lish wages have — down 15 per cent under 
free e, while American wages have risen 14 per cent under 

rotection. It makes no difference whether we accept Mr. 
TC with the gold monometaliist 
that silver had anything to do with the general decline of wages 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


3619 


in England. - So far as the question of free trade or protection is 

concerned, the result is the same and in favor of protection. If 

silver caused declining wages the statistics show that protection 
was able to resist the decline. If silver had nothing to do with 
the decline in wages then, according to statistics, wages have 
been rising for twenty years past under American protection and 
falling under English free trade. $ 

I will not bring forward any additional testimony in support 
of the evidence of Mr. Fielden. There is no need to do so. 
The general facts more than sustain all the details. The Lon- 
don dock strike of a few years ago, followed as it -was last 
summer by the strike of 300,000 miners, against a reduction of 
wages, demonstrates the continued decline of wages in England. 
No general decline of wages took place in the United States 

“until the protective tariff was threatened with destruction. 
Most significant of all is the fact thatthe stream of immigration 
flows from England to the United States. English immigränts 
come. here to better their condition, and the instinct which leads 
them to do so is conclusive proof that the people who live by 
wages know them to be higher in protected America than in 
frec-trade England. Thus we see that in fifty years free trade 
has proved utterly unable to maintain wages in England, much 
less to increase them. At this point, also, free trade asa prac- 
tical system has broken down. 

Turn from industry to agriculture. Has English agriculture 
benefited by free trade, as Cobden and others of his school pre- 
dicted? It is a matter of public notoriety that the record of ag- 
riculture in England of late years is little but a record of disas- 
ter. It is estimated ‘that 2,500,000,acres of land have been driven 
out of cultivation, Rents have fallen from 30 to 50 per ceniand 
the market value of farming land has decreased in like propor- 
tion. In 1862 England grew 17,000,000 quarters of wheat, and in 
1892, 7,000,600 quarters. Within six months the landownersand 
farmer's of Essex have been obliged to reduce the wages of their 
laborers to 8s. a week. How would our farmers and farm labor- 
ers like to live on $104 a year? But ofcourse, according to the 
free trader, the agricultural laborers go into some more profita- 
ble employment. Let us see how they go, and where: 

The London Truth says: 

A vutzt number of agricultural laborers found it dificult to get work and 

so became coal-miners. In 1886 there were 619,106 miners; in 18d there were 

-963,000, In order that this large number should find work the working days 
of the week, were reduced, with a consequent reduction of wages. 

To this movement of labor from the field to the mines the 

at coal strike of last summer was the terrible answer. This 
what would happen here if our industrial wage-earners were 
forced out of their present position by increased foreign impor- 
tations on to the lands or ‘into the mines. It is not a pleasant 
picture to contemplate, and yet a great party in this country is 
actuallystruggling tobringitabout. But in England, while her 
newsprpersare urging us to adopt free trade and her manufactur- 
ers, like Mr. Fielden, are waiting breathlessly to rush into our 
markets, some Englishmenare once more recalling the words of 
one of England's great prime ministers, uttered to deaf ears in 
the hour of the free- e triumph. 


ph 
On the third reading of the repeal bill in 1848, Mr, Disraeli 


suid: 

it muy be vain now, in the midnight of theirintoxication, totellthem there 
will be an awakening to bitterness. It may be idle now, in the:springtide of 
their economic frenzy, to warn them that there will be an ebb of trouble. 
But the dark and inevitable hour will arrive; then, when thelr spirit is 
softened by misfortune, will-recur tothose principles which made Eng- 
land great, and in our belief can alone keep England great. They may then 
perchance remember, not with unkindness, thoso who, 3 and ão- 
sorted. were neither ashumed nor atraid to struggle for the 
the cause with which are associated principles the most popular. sentiments 
the most utterly national—the cause of labor, the cause of the people, the 
cause of England. 

Nothing remains but the free-trade promise toincroase trade. 
From official figures, which I will give in detail in a table, I will 
show the percentage of increase in English exports from decade 
to decade since 1830. I will also place by the side of this table 
a similar one showing the percentage of increase in American 
exports during the same period: 


Increase of e 
over 
decade, 


English. American. 


Per cent, | Per cent. 


A 


These tables, which exhibit accurately. the volume of trade, 
require but little comment. It must be remembered in consid- 
ering them that the principal argumentof the free trader is that 
by his system we s expand trade and increase the volume of 
exports, thereby widening the circulation of our products; and 
thus stimulate and enlarge production. A glance at these tables 
shows that the average rate of increase in British exports dur- 
ing six decades was 42.2 per cent, while for the same decades 
(five of which were under a high and one under a low tariff, but 
none under absolute free trade) the average rate of increase in 
the exports of the United States was 58.5 per cent. In these six 
decades have included the war decade from 1860 to 1870, which 
was of course wholly abnormal and ought not to be included in 
getting the true average increase. Excludmg the war decade, 
the average increase of exports from the United States by dec- 
adessince 1830 is 68.4 per cent against 42.2 percentin free-trade 
England. N 

In other words, on the most vital point made by the free trader 
we find that under protection the United States has beaten Eng- 
land over 25 per cent in the rate of increase in exports. What 
becomes of the free trader's promises, that by his system we are 
to get larger markets and wider circulation for our producta, 
when for sixty years we have increased our exports under pro- 
tection so much more rapidly than free-trade England? If we 
can increase our exports more rapidly under protection than 
England can hers under free trade, how absurd it is to ask us to 
adopt free trade in order to enlarge our market. It will also be 
observed from these tables that the decline in English exports 
has been steady since the decade from 1850 to 1860, when all 
trade was so enormously stimulated by the gold discoveries of 
California and Australia, and that during the last decade all in- 
crease has practically ended. 

Iwill now give a series of tables showing how England raises 
her revenue. I will not pause to comment upon them. Anyone 
who will take the trouble to examine them can see how much 
more the English methods of raising revenue burden the poorer 
classes.of the population than our methods do under our exist- 
ing system: 

[Whittaker's Almanack, 1894. 
Public net revenue of Great Britain, ~~ and the sources from which it is de- 
rived. 


j 
Stamps (excluding fee, etc., stamps) 09, 025, 000 
unnd... cus tone 5, 200, 000 
House duty 7,050, 000 
Property and income tax . 350,000 
Post- oc. 52, 600; 000 
Telegraph serviee 12,400, 000 
Crown lands (net) 2, 150, 000 
Stamps im lieu of fees ‘44, 162, 840 
Interest on advances --ecsemes -nerne 1, 101, 980 
Interest on Suez shares 904, 145 
. 4. 313. 570 
Allowance from the Bank of Englan: $ 854, 850 
Local taxation — 30, 071, 010 
The total revenue of Great Britain for 18920383 488, 048, 395 
The custom duties are collected as follows: 

66, 955 

305,445 

54, 455 

867,135 

501, 340 

271, 350 

957, 845 

10, 390, 310 

6, 671, 105 

764,490 

2, 629, 350 

Wine 6, 351, 240 
PN eT A DEIAL Tae ERA CE 15,840 
ET eee toe ne cen setae kote N V, 980, 100 


A triflin change of duty was made when the chancellor intro- — 


duced his budget for the year. : 

Another contributory item is that of woods, forests, and land 
revenues of the Crown; the produce for the year, inclu a 
balance of $110,755 brought forward, was $2,577,980; of t ~ 
200) was paid into the exchequer same as in the years 
n 


g. 
The miscellaneous contains the following items: 


Small branches of the hereditary revenue 8130, 880 
Bank of England (profits of issue) “854, 855 
Naval prize fund 1 1,000 
Contributions from Infiſau revenues 90, 135 
Expenses of ad of local loans 207, 655 
. — civil departments A ae 
Reeeipts'by-revenue men t 

Post-office savin tanta Sakae 22 
Trustee savings banka -nean 25, 

on grants of Parliament eto -10nn 16, 


Isle — — ——— . —— 


E 
88 


3620 


. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 10, 


Total miscellaneous revenuuuuᷓ E n 10, 308, 755 


Stamps are bought at the Somerset House, and placed on all 
bills and deeds according to value. 

House duty: On inhabited houses, occupied as farm houses, 
coffee shops, warehouses, and shops of the annual value of not 
less than $100. From 4 cents to 18 cents on each 50 cents of 
value, amounting to $7,050,000. 

The excise portion of inland revenue heads the list. The 
chief items of this are intoxicants. This item amounts to 


$126,800,000, or more than one-fourth of the entire revenue of 
the country. h 

The chief items contributing to the excise portion of the in- 
land revenue, net, are for 1893, as follows: 


STAMPS, 18%. 
Stamps are next in order. They produce the very respectable 
sum of $69,025,000, the largest portion of which comes from the 
deaths, probate, legacy, and succession duties. 


Death duties: 
Probate and account 


Legacy 
Succession .........-.- 
Estate duty, personalt 
Estate duty, realty 


Total „be ee 


; 54, 743, 090 
The above are some of the largest items under the head of 


stamps (excluding fee, etc., stamps). These amounts were ac- 
tually received and form a part o the net annual revenue. 
> PROPERTY AND INCOME TAX. 


All modern chancellors have found this elastic tax most useful. 
The following gives the amount obtained from the several 


A (lands, tenements, etc.) 

B (occupation of lands, eto. t eee nnn , 104, 340 

C (annuities, dividends, ete.).- 4, 801, 330 

D (trades, professions, etc.) 36, 114, 890 

E tpublie offices, eta.) „580, 
N ² ĩ˙·fjn⁊ ² —w';.. ]ð2 K 67, 197, 885 


STAMPS IN LIEU OF FEES. 

Stamps under this heading are affixed to all bills, bills of lading, 
bills of exchange, checks, certificates of birth and marriage, ete. 
amounting to $4,162,840. 

GROSS REVENUE OF THE BRITISH EMPIRE FOR 1593, 
Net amount „„ setts 


—— — 


Telegraph 
— service S akanmvancvoedcnsacluausteceunbuoe utes 8, 605, 405 


Total gross revenue received by the British Government 
from All sources 444444 4„„ „„ „„ „444 

This is collected from the poor as well as the rich. The duty 
on tea is 8 cents a pound, coffee 4 cents per pound, and there 
is no discrimination in the tax on tea or coffee as to quality. 
The rich and poor pay the same tax on the commodities. _ 
PAUPERS IN THE BRITISH EMPIRE, AND WHAT IT COSTS TO MAINTAIN THEM, 

The total number of popper in England, Wales, Ireland, and 
the Kingdom of Scotland is 979,440. (Twenty-eight persons in 
every one thousand are paupers.) Population, 35,000,000. 

One person in every twelve needs relief to keep him from 
starvation. In London two persons out of every nine die in the 
workhouse or other public institutions. In Manchester one out 
of every five. 

The cost to maintain the paupers of Great Britain for the past 
year was $46,273,915. 

The London Christian says: 


i One out of every two laboring men over 69 years of age comes under the 
aw. 


PAUPERS IN THE UNITED STATES. 


The number of paupers in the United States is 97,265 (one 
and one-half persons in every one thousand). Population, 62,- 


Mr. John Morley, secretary- for Ireland, in addressing the 
Amalgamated Society of Engineers at Newcastle in May, 1889, 


declared: “It is an awful fact—it is really not short of awful 
that in this country, with all its wealth, its vast resources, and 
all its power, 45 per cent—that is to say, nearly one-half of the 
persons who reach the age of 60—are or have been paupers.” 

What, then, do we find in the experience of Great Britain or 
in the condition of her population under free trade to warrant 
our making the vast industrial change with which we are 
threatened? We not only do not get anything to show that the 
change must be obviously and surely beneficial, but, on the con- 
trary, all the evidence points strongly the other way. 

We find that their natural conditions are wholly different 
from ours, that no other civilized nation has adopted the Brit- 
ish system, and that even her own colonies have abandoned it. 
We find that England does not hesitate to apply protection 
where she thinks it profitable. She gives vast abed es, which 
are protective bounties, to her shipping. She has just imposed 
import duties in India, but she has excepted cotton goods and 

arns, nearly half the imports, thus giving a protective discrim- 

nation in those vast possessions in favor of the Lancashire 
milis, proving in this way that her eagerness to have other 
nations adopt free trade is simply that she may have markets 
which are now closed to her. e have found also that wages 
have been declining in England under free trade during a period 
of twenty years. By the tables of exports we learn that exports 
increase faster under American protection than under British 
free trade. 

We see from other statistics that she has 28 paupers to every 
1,000 against 1} in the United States. We know that the stream 
of emigration flows from England tothe United States; we know 
in one word that wages are better here, the standard of living 
1 and the 0 aias of life larger than in England. 
All this we are asked to abandon in order to try the free-trade 
system, which the British Colonies have thrown aside, and about 
the merit of which England herself is hesitating to-day. If we 
make such a change Hamlet’s reproach might well be made to us: 
Could you on this fair mountain leave to feed, and batten on 
this moor?” 

Such in outline have been the history and results of free trade 
in the only country which has adoptedit. Let us see now what 
it promises and what rewards it offers when it asks for adoption 
in the United States. No one will deny that under protection, 
and especially during the last thirty years, this country has en- 
joyed a great prosperity, and that its progress and material de- 
velopment have been little short of marvelous. When we are 
asked to lay aside a system under which we have been so suc- 
cessful the inducement ought to be very great and the reward 
very sure. In coming to a decision so momentous and a change 
so far reaching, we ought to understand well what we are tog 
by it. Free trade, as its name implies, makes trade of the first 
importance as a condition of natural wealth and prosperity. It 
starts, therefore, with a misconception. 

Dr. Johnson, who was not an economist, but who had a great 
deal of robust common sense, said once to ‘Boswell: 

Depend upon it this rage of trade will destroy itself. You and I shall not 
see it, but the time will come when there will be an end of it. Trade is like 

ing. Ifa whole oompany are gamesters ths play must cease, for there 
nothing to be won. hen all nations are traders, there is nothing to be 
eee aetna at ioe en ae 

No one would think of quoting Dr. Johnson as an authority on 

litical economy, and his vigorous statements generally ran, as 
in this instance, to extremes. Yet none the less hisstrong sense 
of the relation of things has here grasped the fundamental truth 
that production is far more essential than trade. I do not in the 
least underrate the importance of trade, but as a source of wealth 
and national wellbeing it is secondary to production, and if we 
give it the first place in our consideration we begin with a 
serious error and one capable of leading us far astray. 

The true and lasting source ot wealth is production, and trade, 
even though it enhances the value of the product, is at the same 
time a tax upon production, on account of the cost of transporta- 
tion. A nation without trade may be permanently rich and pros- 
perous, but a nation without production and dependent solely on 
trade holds riches and prosperity by a frail tenure. This propo- 
sition is susceptible of historic proof. The Venetians were at one 
time the richest people in Europe. They held the gorgeous 
East in fee,” and all the trade between the east and west passed 
through the city of the lagoons. Their wealth came from the 
cost of transportation which was paid to them and from the tolls 
and taxes which they imposed upon the vast quantities of mer- 
chandise which passed through their hands. They were suffi- 
ciently powerful to combat for years the power of the Turkish 
Empire, and they fought with Europe banded against them in 
8 of Cambray. They were not producers. They had 
no agriculture, and, except for the manufacture of glass, lace, 
and certain stuffs, they had no industries. The route to the 
East by the Cape of Good Hope was discovered and the eastern 
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trade passed into newchannels. With the departure of her 
trade, Venice sank to rise no more. She had no industries, no 
production to fall back upon. She became a second-rate Italian 
city, with nothing left of the days of her glory but the manu- 
facture of lace and glass, the pictures which her artists had 

ted, and the palaces and churches which her merchant 
princes had built. 

The Eastern trade passed to Portugal, and passed away learg 

the country with only her native products for support. Hollan 
built up her trade, threw off the yoke of Spain, and for a cen- 
tury wasone of the first powers of Europe and the rival of Eng- 
land in the narrow seas. Yet Holland, despite her splendid peo- 
ple, was not large enough in territory nor strong enough in 
numbers to hold out against larger countries and more numerous 
races. She ceased to dominate in trade, and when trade failed 
she sank to what she is to-day, one of the lesser powers of Europe. 
She was saved from the fate of Venice not by the trade that 
remained, but by the fact that although trade had been her prin- 
cipalsource of wealth, she was alsoa producer and a colonizer of 
productive countries, and it is her industries and her agricul- 
ture—in one word, her production—which has maintained her 
even as she is at the present time. 
These examples show that trade alone can not assure to a peo- 
ple lasting prosperity, and if we look at it carefully we can see 
that there is no reason why itshould be otherwise. Take trade 
in its last expression and it is but the exchange of existing 
values or their representatives. Trade is very brisk at Monte 
Carlo, and large sums of money are made and lost there by the 
exchange of what represents real values. Yet the prosperity of 
Monte Carlo is not desirable. Trade is most active in the Paris 
Bourse, the London Stock Exchange, and on Wall street. In 
all those places that which represents real values passes rap- 
idly from hand to hand, and vast fortunes are lost and won. In 
no place is barter, so beloved of the free trader, carried to such 
an ideal height, yet the stock exchanges of the world add noth- 
ing to the real wealth of the community. They are conven- 
iences, but they create nothing. They deal in the symbols of 
wealth, but the wealth itself is made elsewhere—on the farm 
and in the factory, in the mine, and the workshop. 

‘Trade is really valuable only as a means of giving wider circu- 
lation to products. In this capacity it is of very great impor- 
tance, but in no other, and the cost of transportation isa tax 
which production paysfor this wider circulation. It is of the 
utmost importance that a nation should pay this tax toitself and 
not toothers. We suffer from the fact that we Pay the cost of 
transportation of our imports and exports largely to other na- 
tions, and we shall continue to do so until we give to our foreign 
commerce the same protection which other nations give to theirs, 
and which we have extended to our domestic industries and to 
our coastwise trade. 

We have protected the shipbuilder but not the shipowner, and 
an incomplete system can not do otherwise than fail. We have 
refused protectionto our commerce the precise point where Eng- 
land has bestowed it with lavish hand. Now we are asked to 
give up the system under which our industries and coastwise 
trade have flourished, and replace it by that under which our 
foreign carrying trade has been ruined. z 

The wider circulation of products then is, as I have said, the 
only thing in trade which enhances their value, and free trade 
promises us this by saying that if we adopt it we shall obtain 
the markets of the world. This is highly desirable, but we 
ought to know first just what we are going to get. and, second, 
what price we are going to pay, for itis quite possible to pay too 
high a price for anything, even the markets of the world, and 


we can get nothing under present earthly conditions without 


paying for it. When a free trader is asked what our immediate 

advantage is to be from the adoption of his policy, he glibly re- 
plies, The markets of the world,” and feels, after the manner 
of his school, that the whole matter is settled by a well-sound- 
ing phrase. Unfortunately we can not stop there. We must 
go farther and have something more satisfying than a glitter- 
ing generality, the favorite hidin lace of delusions. The 
„markets of the world“ sounds delightfully, but what mar- 
kets? At this point the free trader gives out, and yet it is the 
very essence of the whole question. 

Let us run over briefly these markets of the world and see 
just what they are. To Europe we now sell cotton and wheat 
and a few great staples. England takes what she must and no 
more, and the same is true of the continent. No change of tar- 
iff policy would enlarge our European market for breadstuffs or 
food products. Our great and familiar exports, or staples, are 
in reality declining seriously owing to the competition of India, 
Egypt, and the Slavonic countries in the markets of Europe, 
which in the past we have practically controlled. This situa- 
tion can not be affected by free trade or protection, because the 
marketsfrom which weare being drivenare notourown. Barter 
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does not enter into it, for we do not take breadstuffs from any- 
one. We are simply being pushed out of foreign markets for 
breadstuffs by the competition of a labor so cheap that we can 
not meet it. In this connection I desire to give some statistics 
from a business journal of the highest statistical authority, the 
Boston Commercial Bulletin: 

OUR FUTURE EXPORTS. 


= reek 2 one feature in American industry that has failed to excite the attention 
er ves. 

We are exporting less of the old familiar American staples. The total exports 
for 1893 show that in many of them there is a marked decline, not only from 
last year’s exportation but from the average exportation of the five years 
preceding, as follows: 


Exports of calendar year 1893. 


Decrease in value— 


Articles, ete. 


> 
BE 


= 


SER Spak 
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Our friends the enemy have assumed that the United States will al 
continue to be the 8 and shipper of certain crude products, but with 
the <a of wheat, where we are still holding our own as yet, such is 
not the case. 

Within the last twenty years other hitherto undeveloped countries have 
been mak: their presence felt in the most unpleasant fashion. 

A e tance is found in our exports of corn and wheat to Germany. 
In 1892 Germany bought from us 14,576,216 bushels of corn, in 1893 she bought 
but 7,652,962 bushels. In 1892 she purchased from us 5,730,822 bushels of 
wheat, in 1893 only 2,341,392. > 

Now. in 1893 Germany increased her purchases over those of 1892 of corn 
enormously from Bulgaria, Roumania, and Servia, and though she pur- 
chased a smaller total of wheat she increased her purchases from Roumania 
and the Argentine ar 

The Argentine Republic is competing with us in wheat and meat. In the 
os —— ae ths of 1893, her exports of wheat to England alone were valued 
at $5,500,000. 

There are 25,000,000 cattle in the Argentine Republic, and twenty-six estab- 
lishments that find to-day an abundant business in shipping live cattle, ex- 


clusive of those occu: in anipping jerked and frozen 
British India is com ray artes us in cotton and cereals. In five years 
the imports of wheat from into England increased in value by $12,- 


600,000, though this year there has been a falling off. 

Egyptis competing with us as araiser of cotton, not orale e 3 
kets but in our own. The pepan cotton is fiesh colored and s Wo 
imported cotton to the value of $3,715,421 in 1893, against $190,687 five years 


Nassla isa strong competitor not only in breadstuffs, but in petroleum. 
As our exports of corn to Europe have declined the e rts of cheap wheat 
from Russia have increased. 1887 the exports of 1 oils from Rus- 
sla were but 6,120,000 cwt., in 1891 they had increased to 17,198,300 cwt. 

Canada is our bitterest fos on dairy products and her exports of cheese to 
England, particularly, have increased as ours have shed. 

This is the condition that confronts us. We are competing in the raising 
of breadstuffs and cotton not only with the poor Sclavonic peasants, but 
with Hindooryots and the Egyptian fellaheen. We are in all our crude prod- 
ucts competing with a human element of production that will live and be 
happy with far less than will content our people. 

From this it is apparent that we can not even hold our foreign 
market for breadstuffs, much less enlarge it; and it is also true 
that, with the exception of pork and other meat products, there 
is practically no market in Europe or in England, so far as we 
are concerned, for anything else. They are all industrial or 
manvfacturing countries with large surplus production, and all 
except Great Britain have protective tariffs. Australia is pro- 
tected, and so is Canada. here remain, then, the countries of 
the East and of South America, valuable markets, I have no 
doubt, but of limited purchasing power, and, as Mr. REED said | 
in the House, with three generations of Englishmen, French- 
men, and Germans camped in ion of every avenue of 
trade.” The markets of the world, therefore, come down to 
this, that under free trade we are to have an opportunity, ac- 
cording to the free-trader, a better opportunity than at present 
ofs ruggling with England, France, and Germany for entrance 
into the Eastern and South American markets; that is, of com- 

ting for certain limited foreign markets against nutions whose 

abor costs and standards of living are lower than our own. This 

does not seem a vory omnino: opportunity, even as I have 
stated it, and yet I have made no reference to the price which 
free trade proposes to make us pay for this privilege, although 
the price must be considered before the case is complete. 

Under Republican rule we entered upon a policy intended to 
give us a share of the South American market. e pro 

y reciprocity to get the South American countries and West 
India Islands to admit us to their markets on better terms than 
other nations by offering them in return the free admission to 
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our marsets of certain of their products which we were bound 
to import in any event from some country, use we did not 
uce them ourselves. In other words, we paid them for ad- 
mission to their markets with a preference over our competitors 
favorable admission to our own. The policy was sound in 
theory and has begun to produce good results. The article in 
the Commercial Bulletin, from which I have just quoted, shows 
also that the decrease in our exports of breadstuffs is being re- 
placed by an increase in the exports of manufactured articles of 
a higher value than the great staples, and that this is largely 
due to reciprocity. 
The Bulletin says: 


It is cheering to know that nst this decline in one direction there has 
been an increasein another. Thereare certain products of the United States 
that have been steadily increasing their hold on foreign markets. The ex- 
ports of 1893 exhibit them as follows: 


Increases— 


Over aver- 


Articles, etc. 
jkay Over 1892. 
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Tho inereased use of electricity of course accoun 
ports of copper ingots, and Canada West is the purchaser that has been ab- 
sorbing en cr an kee coal. 


ts for our increased ex- 


Generally —. — it sorry that thirty t tection h 
Spei A seen years of pro n have 
transformed us from a co’ ort little but the natüral ucts of 
the soil into a country of vast and varied industries. The home market is, 
of course, much the more valuable. for, as the Boston Journal so admirably 
summarized the situation the other day, the United States consumes 20 p 
cent of all the sugar, 25 per cent of all the cotton, 30 per cent of all the coſtee 
and co Y per cent of all the steel and iron and wool and rubber, 40 per 
cent o FT 

Tue future of the foreign trade of the United States lies not in shipping 
cotton to England. but flour to Cuba and cloth to Brazil. 

It is an interesting fact that though the number of yards of cotton cloth 
exported from the United States dropped to 159.417.927 in 1893 from 171,754,- 
oat in 1892, the value of our exports increased from 10,299,220 in 1892 to 10.847. 
521 in 1898. China's purchases of plain brown cottons fell off one-half, but 
the West Indies, Brazil, and Centra! America increased their hases of 
colored and hizh-cost cottons to such an extent that the value of the total 

increased. The quantity of Brazil’s purchases increased one- 
third, the value increased one-half. 

The increase m our exports of manufactures of iron and steel is notably 
large; two-thirds of this represents engines and machinery. Cuba is our 
eg Sp customer for machinery; Mexico and Brazil are liberal purchasers, 
as indeed is Great Britain. but whereas, except in hardware, Englandshows 
a dec disposition to buy, our Latin American neighbors have been 
increasing their ases. 

Isit not profitable to keep cusfomers and enlarge the group of customers 
who buy our most 55 gy ste yep and puta duty on those of European 
manufacture? The present House of Representatives does not think so. It 
has voted to abandon these new foreign markets for our manufactured prod- 
ucts and to let down the bars of our own markets to the fore: producer. 

historian of the United States will wonder the folly of a 
nation thus ready to surrender not only its possessions but its prospects. 
THE CASH VALUE OF RECIPROCITY. 

In the last two editions of the Bulletin we have shown statistically how 
the European markets for our staples are slipping away from us. The very 
valuable annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics makes it pos- 
sible to show also how American exports have blossomed in the new Latin 


American coun under the influence of reciprocity treaties. 

The year 1892 is given for comparison because that year is the latest avall- 
able for the French and English statistics, The German statistics are not 
at hand for a later year than 1801: 

United States exports. 
1892, 1898. 

$1,326,388 | $1,809,577 | $1,713, 142 

522, 631 478, 442, 
1,270, 073 1, 187, 189 812, 654 
888, 231 1.274, 02: 1, 118, 054 
8, 074, 433 „905, 7,912,341 
926, 651 984.1 1, 108, 733 
12, 669, 509 17, 622, 411 23, 604, 094 
2,247,700 2, 808. 2, 502, 783 
11, 902, 496 14, 240, 009 12, 839, 584 
2, O11, 122 1,885, 542 1, 953, 012 


The two countries of prime importance are Cuba and Brazil. In Cuba the 
heavy increase is due to an enormous relative increase in our exports of 
Hinery, boots and shoes, corn, wheat flour, hog ponen and lumber. 
In Br: the articles that have jum cars, ma- 
Y bacon and 


ped furthest are 
and hardware, boaris and furniture. More re- 


chiner; pork, 
cently there has been a growth in the value of cotton cloths, 
* 


The reciprocity destroyer carefully covers rg figures and exults 
over the fact brought out by the above tables, b our exports to certain 
8 porun —— e ae fae De A meted have apparently 

eclined. o; ese are Honduras, t ana, Nicaragua, and the 
British West Indies. 

In the case of the British West Indies the imports of Bermuda from the 
United States are includedin the 8 gures for 1890 and excluded 
in 1892, As the annual imports of Bermuda are $1,500,000, the bulk being 
food supplies from the United States and Canada, the apparent small de- 
crease in the years selected is more than accounted for. 

As to the genuine decreases, let us see how other countries have fared in 
Latin America. Great Britain’s exports to Central America were £987,168 
in 1890, and but £829,152 in 1891. France's e to Central America were 
1,835,329 francs in 1890 and 1,127,911 francs in 1 

Both these countries show a net loss for all Central America. Taking al 
Central America together, the United States shows a very handsome rela- 


tive net gain. 
Great Britain exported tothe British West Indies goods to the value of 
ly gaining upon Eng- 


£2,624,472 in 1890, and but £2,184,349 in 1892. We are re: 
land in her own colonies. 

Haiti and San Domingo are unfortunately classed together, one being out 
of and the other in our reciprocity arrangement. merge , gee to the 
two fell during the two years in question from £528,357 to £247,971, France’s 
from 13,474,176 francs to 9,201,461 francs. Oursubstantial gainin San Domingo 
almost offsets the loss in Haiti. Ourexports to the two have fallen but from 
80.028.115 to 95,947,618, a trifling decline when campared with England's. 
(When three years are considered American exports show a gain.) 

England sold to the Spauish West Indies goods to the value of £1,876,756 in 
1890, and but £1,478,1711n 1892. France's exports fell from 11,671,054 to4,792,378 
francs in the same year. As noted above, our exports in the two years in- 
creased 40 per cent, and in three years nearly 100 per cent. 

England did increase her exports to Brazil from £7,458,628 to £7,910,326 


(mostly in jute goods and h wire). France, however, fell from 81. 
010,705 francs in 1800 to e trance in 1802. "The United States gained 


more rapidly than Eng! 3 3 
More than this, President Harrison laimed a specially hostile tariff 
It has been represented that the 


against Colombia, Venezuela, and Hal 
to be done our exports has more than counterbalanced 


injury thus sup) 
the gain secured in the other countries. 


Now, our exports to Colombia have risen from $2,522,851 in 1890 to $3,047,620 
in 1893; our exports to Venezuela rose from $3,984,280 in 1890 to $4,142,051 in 
1893. 8 to Haiti, as noted above, did decline a little in 1892, but 
from 1890 to 1393 they rose from 85,101,484 to $5,170,634. 

As compared with 1890 we have in 1893 increased our exports to six out of 
the ten Latin Americancountries under reciprocity 3 and lost in four. 
The tical uncertainty in Brazil in 1693 and the removal of Bermuda 
from the general classification of the West Indies make the apparent less 
than the actual gain. 

However, as it stands, we have gained net in our to these coun- 
tries $12,527,520 since 1890. We have lost but 577.897, and the countries that 
are buying less of us have become even more niggardly customers of Euro- 
pean countries, 

These new Latin American markets have in part at least offset the dwin- 
dling seri ere demand for our old-time staples. The great Sclavonic coun- 
tries with India and Egypt may break down the European demand for our 
Petroleum, our wheat, and our cotton. Here, however, are markets they 
can not control. $ 

Will President Cleveland civilly hand them also to Great Britain? 


The free trader on seeing such figures as these is always 
prompt to exclaim that a manufacturer who can export ought 
not to have any protection. They forget that such manufac- 
turers have reached this exporting point because the home mar- 
ket was secure. If you throw down the barriers which protect 
them at home you force them to struggle for the home market 
as for the foreign market, weakening their hold on the former 
and thereby losing the latter. More important still than the 
general proposition is the fact, which by itself is conclusive, 
that this increase of the export of manufactures is chiefly to 
countries with which we have lately formed reciprocity treaties, 
impossible without a protective tariff, for without protection 
you sag have nothing to give for the advantages you ask and 
receive. à 

As reciprocity of this sort can not exist without protection, 
the Democratic party proposes to destroy it, as they do not 
seem to care for any extension of trade where the foreign coun- 
try is obliged to make concessions to us. Under their scheme 
nothing is to be exacted from the foreigners, but we are to give 
everything. The price which we are to pay is not alimited ad- 
mission to our market, but our market itself. They promise us 
an opportunity to compete, not for the markets of the world, 
but for a limited number of foreign markets, with nations hav- 
ing lower labor costs than ours. In return they ask us to aban- 
don reciprocity, which is increasing our exports of manufactured 
products, and to throw our own market open to those same na- 
tions as well as to all others. The racy iscertain and enormous, 
while the vague promise, even if fulfilled, is as nothing to 
it; and when we add to all this the fact just shown, that our 
exports have increased faster than those of England, it seems 
incredible that anyone can be found to even attempt to argue 
that we shall enlarge our market by free trade. e not onl 
sacrifice our home market, but sacrifice it for a system which 
increases exports less than protection. 

And whata vast sacrifice the home market would be. Our 
own market is the best in the world, because we are the richest 

le with the largest purchasing power. If the statistics of 
Mulhall are correct, our 70,000, 000 people equal in consumption 
700,000,000, or half the population of the world outside our bound- 
aries. This great homo market is now our own. The free 
trader proposes to abandon it and throw it open to other na- 
tions from whom heasks nothing in return, and merely promises 
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that we shall have a cnancs to compete on equal terms for the 
markets which we are already getting under reciprocity in the 
West Indiesandin South America. Asa business proposition no 
madder scheme was ever proposed and no more insane policy was 
ever urged upon an intelligent people. We are gravely asked 
to give up the American market, the most valuable material 

ossession on the face of the earth, and we are not even offered a 

efinite price. We are promised nothing but the vague result 
of a doubtful theory, and if English experience may be trusted 
a consequent diminution of exports. 

This is literally all that free trade offers to the people of the 
United States in the direction of a wider circulation for our 
products. They have, however, on the domestic side another 
promise. They tell us that if we throw our market open to the 
world we shall be able to buy cheaper, or in other words that 
our purchasing power will be increased. This assumes that 
rates of wages will remain unchanged, for you can not enlarge a 

urchasing power by cheapening the thing purchased if you 
l the original purchasing power from other causes in an 
equal or greater ratio. 

o put it a little more plainly, if a man earns $2 a day, and by 
cheapening what he buys youenable him toget for adollar what 
now costs a.dollar and a half, you have increased his pur- 
chasing power; butif while you cheapen the article purchased 

‘ou lower his wages from $2 to $1 a day, the net result is a dim- 
Paton of his. purchasing power and consequent privation. It 
is. too often forgotten that two things go to make up purchas: 

power. One is the amount earned; the other is the cost of 
the thing purchased. The first is the more important and is 
generally neglected by the free traders.. Yet purchasing power 
really rests on the power to earn that is, upon production. If 
we do not produce we do not earn, and if we do not earn it is of 
very little consequence whether the things we desire to pur- 
chase are cheap or dear. 

The proposition of the free trader that by the removal of du- 
ties we shall be enabled to buy cheaper, involves of necessity 
increased importations and a corresponding decrease either in 
the amount or the prices of the home product. If we increase 
importations, just so far do we replace American products with 
those of foreigners and just so far we proportionately narrow the 
opportunities for Americanlabor. Here ofcourse the free trader 
is ready with an answer. Tou forget,” he says, the great 
n eof barter. If we buy foreign goods, where we formerly 

ught American goods, we pay for them with other products, 
and so, of course, the sum of production remains the same.” 
Having thus completed his phrase, he stops just as he does 
with the markets of the world.” But we can not stop there. 
We must look farther. What are the American products with 
which we shall pay for these increased importations from Eu- 
rope? Obviously not the great staples, for we now sell all that 
Europe can take. Obviously, again, not manufactured goods, 
for Europe has a large surplus production of those already. 
Nothing practically remains, then, but money; that is, our co 
reserves and the product of our mines, to pay for these increased 
importations. In other words, we should enter upon a process 
of stripping ourselves of our gold and silver in order to pay for 
these increased importations which have replaced American 


oods. 

5 But let us go still further into this matter. By replacing 
American products with foreign products we throw the labor 
normally employed in making those American products out of 
employment, That labor must go somewhere. ‘The free trader 
says that it will find its way into those employments where we 
have a natural superiority and where it is most profitable. As 
usual, he stops short on à half truth, for this is not all. This 
labor, by going into flelds already occupied, increases the sup- 
ply of labor in those fields and reduces wages. The more you 
concentrate labor in a few fields of 5 and the more you 
narrow its opportunities and diminish the diversification of in- 
dustry the smaller will be the demand for labor and the greater 
will be the reduction of wages. 

But there is still another side to this. Instead of narrowing 
the opportunities of labor we can 5 increased importations 
by making them unprofitable. But unfortunately the only way 
we can make them unprofitable is by making our own costs lower 
than those of the foreigners.and there is no way to lower costs, 
except by lowering wages. Thus we come back at every turn of 
the: free-trade: policy to a. reduction. of wages, and every free 
trader who knows anything of his-subject and is not talking for 
political effect, will admit this to be true. 

Sometimes he forgets: himself, and in a moment of frankness 
not only admits that free trade will reduee wages but defends 
the reduction. Such was the case with the Hon. JOHN:C: Back, 
of Ilinois, on the th of January last, during the tariff debate in 
the House. I quote from the RECORD: 


Mr. CANNON Of Illinois. My coll refers tu ahalf milliomot 
coming to this country each year, the most of whom are attracted by the 


larger wages here. Do I understand my friend, that the remedy which he 
23232 ĩðͤ ud nes OA aoe TAN 
half million who come to our borders annually from abroad, but with the 
labor of the two hundred millions on the other side, who would send their 
products here free, in competition with cur labor? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, the question is ponderous, but fair; and I 
will try to reply to it. If I Was be chased by bees, I would throw the 
honey down. If I was being set upon by wolves, I would get the fresh meat 
out oftheir sight. 

Mr. Ranb. ven if the children also did not get it? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If I Was certain that the American workingman of 
to-day was being overwhelmed by a vast mass of men 1 Aep shores 
because they belleved that wages wore higher—a belief which is false in the 
long run—and if I believed that that delusion depended upon a system ot 
misieading laws, I should seek to repeal those laws, to le. wages have their 
natural place all around the world, and let people move all eround the world. 
in their own way. IWould not toll them over bere by a system of laws, the 
effect of which is to drive American workingmen from their places, and to 
delude into starvation those who are thus attvacted here. Š 

Mr. REED. Then the gentleman favors an equality of wages batween this 
country and others from which we have immigration? f. 

Mr: BLACK of Ilinois: That is not a fair way to put the question. 

Mr. REgD. You can make it fair in answering: 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I make aus wer by the removal of the: artificial 
means by which we create a fictitious value of the article of wages, and let 
wages have its natural level, as it does elsewhere. 

Here is a complete confession which no otc yer explana- 
tion could disguise; and the simile used to defend it is quite per- 
fect. We have honey and are to throw it down because the 
bees pursue us. We have meat and are to get rid of wolves by: 
throwing it awa Why not keep the honey and drive off the 
bees? Why not keep the meat and shoot. the wolves? Yet this 
typical free trader asks us to give up a good thing because other 
people want it and advises our lowering wages because: other 
peoplecome here in search of them. No more ampal cture 
of what free trade means and to what it leads coul bly be 
devised. 

Sometimes the free trader will say more.adroitly but less truth- 
fully that the reduction of wages will be met by the cheapening 
of articles to be purchased, but statisties show that this is false. 
In the comparisons: made by Col. Wright between the Massa- 
chusetts industries and those of England, it was proved that: 
after every allowance made for greater cheapness: of commodi- 
ties and of the necessaries of life, the Massachusetts putida e 
had a net advantage of between 45 and 50 per cent over his Brit- 
ish competitor: Therefore, under free trade we must have aw 
actual net reduction in our wages, whether we fores our laborinto 
other channels of employment or whether we compete with for-- 
eign industries. Thismeansalowering of the standard of living, 
which will be little shortof a revolution. We pay for everything 
inthis world, and this reduetion of wages and diminution of earn-- 
ing power is the heavy price we must pay for the greater cheap-- 
ness proinised by the free trader. 

There is in this connection another most important point to: 
be considered. Whether under free trade goods would be 
cheaper and the purchasing power of a dollar increased, it is cor 
tain that the price of labor would be greatly reduced. Now, the 
labor cost is the chief and indeed nearly the whole cost in ev: 
thing we have. All our railroads and factories have been built, 
our farms cleared, our mines developed at a certain labor cost. 
Reduce suddenly the value of labor by free trade and the whole 
of our vast industrial and transportation plant will be reduced 
in valus. It must come down: to the level of the new and lower 
labor costs at which future competitors could be constructed. 
This would mean a revolution in the value of all the machinery 
of industry and transportation and would involve a vast liquida- 
tion and gigantic losses, coming as this change would come with 
such a sudden shock. The loss to business and capital of such a 
rapid change would be incalculable, and the further loss to labor 
which this destruction to capital would cause would be more in- 
calculable still. 

The wealthof a country is in production and the strength of 
a country is in its producers. It is worse than idle to talk about 
consumers as if they were a vast proportion and distinet part of 
the population, who ought alone to be considered. Ths mere 
consumers: constitute not only an 3 bub wholly unim- 
portant fraction of the community. Everybody is a consumer 
and at the same time a producer, or dependent upon production 


for hissupport. The first object of our policy, therefore, should 


be to do what is best for the producer, because production means 
both wealth and wages, and consu: n depends. upon the car 
pacity for production. If, in a search for other markets, we give 
up our own, we lose more than we gain, and instead 1 
we narrow the circulation of our products and thereby 

their value and limit production. 

Our first object should be to hold our own market, because it 
is the largest and best; and that being done and ourown market 
securely guarded, our next object should be to increase our out- 
side rd a0 by any possible device. By means of invention 
and protection we have been enabled thus far to maintain high 
rates of wages in the United States, while lowering the price of 
the necessuries and comforts of life- and raising the standard of 
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living. If we abandon protection we shall probably in man 
directions increase prices by withdrawing American competi- 
tion from the competition of the world and thereby raising the 
world’s price. In any event we shall lower wages. Protection 
does not make high wages, but it helps to prevent their reduc- 
tion. We have high wages in the United States, and our labor 
costs are consequently high. So far as natural resources go, we 
are more richly endowed by nature than any country in the 
world. It is only when we take from the earth its manifold gifts 
and touch them with the hands of labor that they become higher 
priced than elsewhere. 

The entire difference between our prices and those of Europe, 
when such difference exists, really lies in the labor costs. From 
the man who digs the clay, quarries the stone, or mines the 
Iron from which the factory is built, to the operative who guides 
the most complicated machinery in the completed buildings, 
the labor cost is greater than in Europe, and the labor cost 
practically constitutes the whole cost, so far as any question of 
competition is concerned. With a duty oqual to the difference 
in labor costs, our rates of wages can be maintained against out- 
side competition. 


With the removal of such duties we must 
bring our labor costs down to theirs or we must case to manu- 
facture and compete. To maintain these rates of wages is the 
whole purpose of protection after we have got beyond the stage 
of establishing our industrial independence. 

To maintain high rates of wages and to give, if possible, the 
fullest scope for their increase, I believe to be essential, because 
I believe good wages absolutely vital to the stability of our insti- 
tutions and of our society. Protection and free trade present 
a social far more than an economic 3 for on high wages 
and high standards of living depends the stability of society, 
and ially in a 9 where every man has a vote, and 
where no privileged classes exist. Protection in its widest as- 
pect is someth far more than a mere question of schedules 
or of national bookkeeping. It is an effort to defend by legisla- 
tion our standards of hving, just as the exclusion of the Chinese 
and of contract labor was. Protection is one feature of a great 

licy of self-preservation, which I believe to be essential to the 

uture of this Republic. To abandon it is to enter on changes 
which will go to the very bottom of our social and political fabric. 

Look at this country since the threat of free trade has hung 
closely over it. Look at the miseries and losses and wage re- 
ductions of the past year. If this is the result o! the menace, 
what will the reality be? The reductions of wages thus far made 
are tr to what will come if this bill becomes law and men 
seek to adjust themselves to the new conditions. Such a low- 
ering of wages is not to be contemplated without the deepest 
alarm. The country is agitated and frightened as at no pre- 
vious time. There is darkness before and danger’s voice be- 
hind.” While we debate rates of duties, the threat of this bill 
is really breaking down an important part of a broad general 
policy of society and government on which we must rely unless 
we are prepared to meet the shock of changes, which it would 
be difficult to protray. I have no fear of the ultimate result. I 
believe that the mighty forces which have brought the great 
races of man to their present position will not cease to operate. 
I fee! sure that in the end we shall not cast aside the policies 
which are to protect us from the 87 | and deadly competi- 
tion of races with lower standards of living than our own. 

But however confident I may feel of the ultimate result, I do 
not wish to see my country go through the wretchedness which 
even atamporary abandonment of these policies will cause. It is 
too great a risk to take, too high a price to pay. Any great in- 
dustrial change, no matter how fair its promises, is a grave 
peril and sure to entail grievous losses. Let me quote on this 
poat one of the first of American political economists, Gen. 

cis A. Walker, who is not a protectionist, In a recent 
pamphlet on the subject of bimetallism, Gen. Walker says: 


These are the economists who say that what one loses another will gain. 
They are the same economists who used to assert that it would not matter 
if wages were at any time unduly depressed by combinations of employers, 
inasmuch as the excess of profits resulting would infallibly become capital, 
and as such constitute an additional demand for labor; and so the wrong 
would tend to right itself. 

It has been the teaching of the economists of this sort which has so deeply 
discredited political economy with the laboring men on the one hand, and 
with practical business men on the other, The political economy of to-day 
ety — the industrial structure as of the highest importance; it teaches 
that industrial injuries remain, deepen, and tend to become permanent: that 
sudden and violent changes are always to the préjudice of the least foriu- 
nate members of soclety—the poor, the ignorant, and the inert, those who 
have little capital, those who are distant from the market, those who are at 
a van in the economic struggle, from whatever cause. It is with 
industrial society as itis with the human body. Acertain portion of its sub- 
stance is always in a fluid state, circulating unceasingly through the 
nourishing as it goes every part, every organ, every limb; but b, 
largest part has taken on a permanent aud unchangeable form w 

not be crushed or mutilated or punctured without serious, perhaps fatal, 


Mhe political economy which treats industrial society as in a state of flux, 
which regards undeserved losses as amply compensated by unearned gains 
of an equal amount, which declares that, whatever happens in the field of 
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industry, readjustment will promptl a 
with the eee which abou 5 1 8 Zula, 
y the pressure of a certain number of * atmospheres,’ be made over 
will intoa short, stout man of the same weight, without loss of life or energy. 

The Democratic party has undertaken to make a revolutionary 
change in our industrial system, and the effects pointed out by 
Gen. WALKER have followed hard upon the threat, Yet the 
Democrats have lost heart as they have proceeded. One con- 
cession has followed another until it would be a mockery to call 
this bill the expression of any economic doctrine, still more so 
to represent it as carrying out the principles declared by the 
Democratic party at Chicago. A broad and egual policy of free 
trade might be defended on theoretical grounds. It would at 
least have meaning and could be understood. Buta bill which 
wrecks a PED S policy only to put in its place a set of sched- 
ules which slaughters some industries and gives premiums to 
others is wholly indefensible. To replace a protective system 
with free trade is at least intelligible, but fo destroy by threats 
of industrial revolution such a prosperity as we enjoyed under 
the protective system in 1892 is as wanton as it is ignorant and 
cruel. If we are to have protection let us have it for every in- 
terest, equal and fair to all. If we are to have free trade let us 
have the real thing and have it for everybody, for that at least 
will be fair. But an ignorant mixture of these two systems is in 
practice as impossible as itis unjust. 

I reserve what I have to say on the details of this measure for 
some future occasion. I do not propose to spend eny time 
now in discussing the bill before us. As I have said, it em- 
bodies no policy and has no system. It is not protection; it isnot 
freetrade. It is a mere collection of preferences and revenges. It 
is filled with injustice and inequality. Itshuts the door upon any 
hope of union with Canada, for it gives to Canada every advan- 
tage of union withoutexacting any return, and frees her from all 
inducements to become, asshe ought to become, part of the United 
States. It is a reactionary movement to an outworn system 
resting on a general doctrine which finds no defense in practice 
anywhere. It has no element of stability, and its enactment 
promises nothing but continued change and agitation. The stock 
jobbing and speculation of Wallstreet have been with it from its 
cradle, and soon, I trust, may weep beside its grave. The great 
trusts are guarded by its provisions, but there is no line to show 
that the farmer, the workingman, or the manufacturer have been 
heard or regarded in its schedules. 

I turn from this printed deformity to the broad principle which 
the party to whom we owe this bill pretended to advocate and 
which I have already discussed. That is the principle of let 
alone in the Government, the refusal to use the power of the 
state to benefit the community. Protection rests on the broad 
doctrine that the power of the community can be wisely used 
in certain cases for the benefit of the whole body politic. There 
is no magic init. We leave to the free trader the privilege of 
claiming that he has a panacea for all human ills in a patent 
tariff paier 1 

We uphold a system of tariff protection because we believe 
it is one important method of defending the standards of living 
in the United States from a fatal and de PARTO oompa n Ron: 
We beliove in maintaining, defending, and uplifting the stand- 
ards of living of the American people, because upon those stand- 
ards rest our civilization and the onward march of our race, 
Men have struggled up from the darkness which shrouds their 
beginnings by slow and strenuous endeavor. They have fought 
their way to the light through many defeats and with much sore 
labor. They have not done it by any doctrine of laissez faire” 
or ‘‘let-alone,” but by united and unresting effort. The same 
force which has created great nations has created civilization, 
and great nations are the denial of the let-alone theory. Lais- 
sez faire, Supply-and-Demand, one begins to be weary of all that. 
Leave all to Piol; to ravenous greed of money, of pleasure, of 
pe It is the Gospel of Despair.” [Applause in the gal- 
leries. 


APPENDIX A —Subsidies and payments for ocean mail service by Great Britain 
andthe United States. 


Great 
Britain. United States. 
Year. Subsidy. | Subsidy and mail payments. Percentage paid. 
To f To To Total To To 

British American foreign amount American] foreign 
steamers, | steamers. | Steamers. paid, |steamers. jsteamers, 
$3, 250, 000 $100, 500 $100, 500 100 

3, 180, 000 235, 086 235, 086 100 

5, 313, 985 619, 924 619, 924 100 

5,330,000 | 1,465,818 465,818 100 

5,510 635 | 1,655, 241 „655,241 100 

5,805,400 | 1, 880, 273 , 880, 273 100 

5,950,559 | 1,903,286 , 903, 286 | 100 

5,741,633 | 1,936,715 +936, 715 | 100 
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APPENDIX A,—Subsidies and payments for ocean mail service, etc.—Continued.| Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 


United States. 


À Subsidy and mail payments. Percentage paid. 


To To 
foreign 
steamers. Steamers. 


1,589, 158 |............| 1,680,153) 100 
4,679,415 | 1,177,303 $333,758 | 1,211,061 97.2 . 8 
4,740,190 | 1,079, 220 125, 350 | 1,204,570 89. 5 10.5 
340, 760 707, 245 147, 085 854, 330 &.7 17.3 
4, 703, 285 570, 953 235, 932 806, 885 70.7 29.3 
4, 105, 353 80, 686 293, 932 374, 618 21.6 78.4 
4, 188, 275 79, 397 336, 677 416, 074 19.1 80.9 
4, 503, 050 64, 356 376, 085 440,441 14.6 85.4 
3,981,995 66, 572 408, 856 475, 428 14.0 86.0 
4, 227,018 245, 605 468, 324 713, 929 34.4 65.6 
4. (79, 966 411, 065 456, 138 867, 203 47.4 52.6 
4, 047, 586 625, 239 390,907 | 1,016,146 61.5 38.5 
5, 481, 690 757, 964 843,726 | 1,101, 690 68.8 31.2 
6, 107,761 791,889 315,944 1, 115, 333 70.9 29.1 
6, 070, 741 699, 661 275, 364 975, 025 71.7 28.3 
5, 693, 500 805, 788 221,103 } 1,026, 891 78.4 21.6 
5, 296 815, 400 228,757 | 1,044, 157 78.1 21.9 
7, 346 750, 206 238, 098 988, 394 75.9 24.1 
4, 800, 000 740, 361 236, 283 976, 644 75.8 24.2 
e wej ea] mel ae) aed 
976, 580 386, 835 5 . 
8213880 40, 152 159, 828 199, 980 20.1 79.9 
8, 768, 230 41, 251 158,775 200, 026 20.6 79.4 
3, 873, 130 38, 780 161,029 199, 109 19.4 80.6 
8, 601, 350 42, 552 197, 515 240, 067 17.5 82.5 
3,538, 835 40, 645 239, 856 280, 501 14.4 85.6 
3, 608, 800 48,077 268, 281 316, 358 15.2 $4.8 
3, 608, 355 53, 170 279, 051 332, 221 16.0 84.0 
8, 642, 065 49, 048 282, 855 331, 903 14.8 85.2 
3, 662, 505 43,319 286, 072 329, 391 13.1 86.9 
8, 625, 915 76, 727 335, 946 412, 673 18.5 81.5 
3, 490, 864 86, 890 376, 528 463, 418 18.7 81.3 
3, 184, 425 109, 828 405, 573 215, 401 21.3 78.7 
1 120,170 420, 507 540, 22.2 77.8 
1 147, 561 443, 204 7 24.9 75.1 


APPENDIX B.—TZable showing value of British exports since 1830. 


i) i j 

Year. Exports. Fear. Exports. rear Exports. voor. Exports. 
l | y J 1 — 

| ji 
1830..| £44,574,749 || 1848. £57,786, 876 1882. £123, 992, 264 || 1877. £198, 893, 065 
1881.37, 164,372 || 1847.| 58, 842, 1863_| 146. 602, 342 1878. 192,848,914 
1832. 33, 450, 594 1848. 52, 849, 445 || 1864.| 160, 449. 053 1879. 191,531,758 
1883. 39, 667,347 || 1849_| 83,598,025 1805. 165,835,725 || 1880. 060, 
1834.41, 649, 191 1850. 71, 367, 885 1868. 188,917,536 || 1881. 284, 022, 678 
1885. 47,372,270 1851. 74,448,722 || 1867.) 180, 961. 923 1882. 241, 467, 162 
1836_.| 53,293,979 || 1852.| 78,076,854 || 1868.) 179, 677, 812 1883. 239,799,473 
1887. 42,070,744 || 1853.| 97, 833, 781 1809. 189,953, 1884. 233, 025, 242 
1888. 50,060,970 || 1854.| 97, 184,726 || 1870. 5 83 1885. 213, 115,114 
1889. 53, 283, 580 1855. 95,669,380 || 1871.| 223,066, 102 1888. 212,725, 200 
1840. 51,406,430 || 1856.| 115,826,948 || 1872. 256,257, 347 1887. 221, 913, 910 
1841. 51, 545, 1161857. 122,066, 107 1873. 255, 164. 603 1888. 234, 534,912 
1842. 47, 284, 988 1858. 116,608,658 || 1874.) 230, 558, 121 1889. 248, 985, 195 
1843. 52, 200, 447 1859. 180,411,529 1875. 2237 405, 963 || 1890. 263, 530, 585 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, after the attractive and fascinat- 
ing way in which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
has presented his subject, I do not think any other Senator will 


desire to address the Senate to-night. I purpose to follow; but, 
as my speech will be very plain, I should like to get as near 
twenty-four hours away from the effect of the eloquent speech 
of the Senator from Massachusettsas is possible; andI therefore 
suggest that an executive session be now held. 

r. HOAR. If the Senator will withdraw his suggestion, I 
should like to make a speech of about three seconds. 

Mr. HALE. Whenever the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR] has in mind a speech of three seconds or three 
minutes or more we are always glad to hear him, and therefore 
I yield to the Senator. 

- Mr. HOAR. I ask to have my speech read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[The Associated Press bulletin.] 
NEW YORK, April 10, 1594. 

The New York Legislature, by a vote of 102 to 3, on motion of Ainsworth, 
Republican, ado a resolution thanking Senator HILL for his opposition 
to the Wilson b: 

ifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the 

occupants of the galleries that expressions of approval or disap- 
proval are not permitted under the rules. : 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President. 


me. Isu 


Mr.GRAY. I merely desire to state, what was not read from 
the desk, that the house of assembly of the State of New York, 
which passed that resolution, is overwhelmingly Republican. 

Mr. HALE. But not by any such majority as that by which 
the resolution passed. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Nearly half are Democrats. 

Mr. GRAY. The body is overwhelmingly Republican. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To be historically accurate in regard to the 
political complexion of the New York assembly, I understand 
that there are 14 Republican majority in that v, and that the 
resolution which it passed must have received about 40 Demo- 
cratic votes. 

Mr. HOAR. And there were but 3 votes against it. 

Mr. GRAY. It is an overwhelmingly Republican house. The 
Republican side of this Senate approves of it also. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr, COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
other purposes, have instructed me to report it favorably with 
sundry amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to make a suggestion in con- 
nection with the appropriation bills. We are nearing the time 
when there will be action in both Houses in reference to such 
bills, and I suggest that we should add to the Calendar, as is 
usual about this time of the session, a list of the appropriation 
bills, showing their status. It would be a very great conven- 
ience to the Senate, and I hope it may be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The Senator simply desires to have a state- 
ment on the Calendar showing the status of the bills? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Exactly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That can be readily done. The fortifications 
and pension appropriation bills are already upon the Senate 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations when it is the intention of the 
committee to take up the fortifications appropriation bill? 

Mr Stee Just as soon as an opportunity can be ob- 
tained. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whether this week or next week? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not tell. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly give a day or 
two's notice before calling the bill up? 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I shall give notice as long in advance as I 


can. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ask action on the suggestion made by 
pose there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and it 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the bill I have reported is an urgent 
deficiency bill, and provides the machinery for the United States 
courts, jurors, and witness fees throughout the United States, I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Unless the billis printed with the amend- 
ments, I shall certainly object. The Senator can call the bill u 
to morrow morning or we can come here to-night to consider it 
if the Senator desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri, and the bill will be placed upon 
the Calendar. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. L have not yielded the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest, with the consent of the Senator 
from Tennessee Ar. HARRIS}, that the tariff bill go over until 
to-morrow at 1 o’clock, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] be- 
ing entitled to the floor. 

r. HARRIS. It is now twenty minutes to 5 o'clock, and as 
various Senators desire an executive session this evening, I 
shall accede to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island, so 
lar as I am concerned, and move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion wasagreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. Afterone hour and thirty 


minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened and 
(at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, April 11, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


3626 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 10, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 10, 1894. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


William Woodville Rockhill, of Maryland, now chief clerk of 

e Department of State, to be Third Assistant Secretary of 

tate, vice Edward H. Strobel, nominated to be envoy extraor- 

dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to 
or. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Edward H. Strobel, of New York, now Third Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States to Ecuador, to fill a vacancy. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


James F. O'Brien, of North Dakota, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of North Dakota, vice E. W. 


resigned. 
en C. Vandegrift, of Delaware, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Delaware, vice Beniah Watson, to be 
removed. 
POSTMASTERS. 


John Buckmaster, to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Wilbur T. Norton, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Willard L. Gillham, to be postmaster at Upper Alton, in the 

Bo Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Joseph 
tv eeks, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

John I. Hoover, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Moen see State of Indiana, in the place of William W. Woods, 
removed. 

John D. Bills, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 
Alcorn and State of Mississippi, in the placeof William F. Elgin, 
whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 

John McGowan, to bs postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri, in the place of Warren D. Cran- 
dall, whose commission ired December 21, 1893. 

Allen T. Frederick, to stmaster at Allentown, in the 
county of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 
Stopp, whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 

Robort G. Howerton, to be postmaster at West Point, in the 
county of King William and State of Virginia, in the place of 
Hansford Anderson, whosecommissionexpired February 19, 1894. 

Earl Bronson, to be postmasterat Spencer, in the county of 
Clay and State of Iowa, in the poog of A. F. McConnell, whose 
commission expires April 30, 1894. 

Enos L. Stephenson, to be 5 at Garden City, in the 

nty of Finney and State o Kansas, in the place of David W. 
Pitts, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 
Charles O. Mouton, to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the county 


of Lafayette and State of Louisiana, in the place of Paul De- 


manade, whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 


Nathaniel A. Swett, to be postmaster at Westbrook, in the | 


county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the pisos of Charles 
B. Woodman, whoze commission expires April 11, 1894. 
James M. 3 to be ees at Carterville, in the 
county of Jasper and State of Missouri, in the place of Alba T. 
Fountain, resigned: 

Thomas J. Francisco, to be master at Cuyahoga Falls, in 
the county of Summit and State of Ohio, in the place of John C. 
Reid, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Pratt K. Mapel, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio, in the place of Charlie H. 
Jones, whose commission expires April 12, 1894. 

Andrew C. Harkleroad, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of Tennessee, in the place of George 
T, Hammer, whose commission expired February 4, 1894. 

Charles W. Brooks, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas, in the place of James 

ht, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. 
. McGehee, to be postmaster at San Marcos, in the county 
of Hays and Stateof Texas, in the M 


place of John M. Cape, whose 
commission expires April 16, 1894. š 
Fannie S. Williams, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Rockbridge and State of wang is, Se place of Mrs. 
Fannie S. Williams, whose commission exp April 16, 1894. 


J. 


John Passage, to bə postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Hiram T. 
Sharp, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

George H. Wehausen, to be postmaster at Two Rivers, in the 
county of Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
William Hurst, removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. ‘ 


Lieut. (junior grade) Roy Campbell Smith, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from February 22, 1894, vice Lieut. Charles D. Gal- 
loway, retired. 

Ensign George P. Blow, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from February 32, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) Roy 
O. Smith, promoted. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 9, 1894. 


M. Y. Rusk, whose nomination was sent to the Senate Decem- 
ber 20, 1893, to be postmaster at Brookfield, Linn County, Mo. 


CONFIRMATIONS. x 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 5, 1894. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 


William H. Milton, jr., of Marianna, Fla., to be surveyor-gen- 

eral of Florida. 
CONSULS. ` 

James H. Dinsmore, of Texas, to be consul of the United 
States at Cienfuegos, Cuba. 

Richard M. Burke, of IIlinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Chihuahua. 

John Bidlake, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Barranquilla. 

Walter R. Henry, of North Carolina, to be consul of the Uni- 
ted States at Curacao, West Indies. 

William C. Foster, of Arizona, to be consul for the United 
States at Trinidad, West Indies. 

George R. Ernst, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Reichenberg, Bohemia. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

Frank B. Proctor, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of publio 
moneys at Buffalo, Wyo. 

Newman D. Wainright, of Starke, Fla., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Gainesville, Fla. 

David H. Hall, of Eureka, Nev., to be receiver of publia. 
moneys at Carson City, Nev. t 

Louis Grasmuck, of Gunnison, Colo., to be receiver ot publio 
moneys at Gunnison, Colo. 

Edward K. Hawkins, of Aberdeen, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Olympia, Wash. 

William H. Dunphy, of Tekoa, Wash., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Wallawalla, Wash. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Thomas Cogswell, of Gilmanton, N. H., to be pension agent at 
Concord, N. H. a ; 7 0 as 


ASSISTANT TREASURERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Michael Ryan, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, 

Delos P. Phelps, of Dlinois, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF THE MINT. 


J. W. Adams, of Nevada, to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


J. N. Harris, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee. 

Clay C. MacDonald, of Missouri, to be ere of customs for 
the port of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Joseph F. Heiner, of Gunnison, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Gunnison, Colo. 

Irving H. Mulholland, of Independence, Cal., to be register of 
the land office at Independence, Cal. 

Jesse F. Murphy, of Olympia, Wash., to be register of the land 
office at Olympia, Wash. 

John A. Harmon, of O'Neill, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at O'Neill, Nebr. 

Thomas J. Foster, of Kearney, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Buffalo, Wyo. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Assistant En r James H. Perry, United States 
Navy, to be a chief engineer in the Navy. 
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NS IN THE ARMY. Irvin H. Wangelin, to be tmaster at Belleville, in the 
ee z county of St. Clair and State of Tilinois. ‘ 
edical Department. W. W. Smith, to be postmaster at Colby, in the county of 
Capt. James C. Merrill, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. Thomas and State of Kansas. 
Infantry arm. George F. Ritze, to be postmaster at Brookville, inthe county 


Capt. Abram A. Harbach, Twentieth Infantry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Frederick D. Sharp, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Artillery arm. 

Capt. Carle A. Woodruff, Second Artillery, to be major. 

First Lieut. Alexander D. Schenck, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Herman C. Schumm, Second Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 


First Lieut. Frederick G. Hodgson, Sixth Cavalry, to be as- 
sistant quartermaster. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


J. S. Cottrell, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Marks, in the State of Florida. 

Daniel G. Brent, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

John D. Davis, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in the State of North Carolina. 

W. A. Fitch, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas. 

George H. Houck, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Genesee, in the State of New York. 


John C. Swallow, to be Sport at Peterboro, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New hire. 

John F. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Suncook, in the county 
of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles H. Proctor, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Levi S. Chase, to be tmaster at Walton, in the county of 
Delaware . State = ew York. 5 set 

George Roger, to be postmaster a erton, in the county o 
Dutchess and State of New York. i 

P. J. Clarke, to be postmaster at Greene, in the county of But- 
ler and State of Iowa. 

Martin Barrett, to be postmaster at Dunlap, in the county of 
Harrison and State of lowa. 

Albert L. Rider, to be ter at Rhinebeck, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York. 

William A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Evart, in the county of 
Osceola and State of Michigan. 

James D. ton, to be postmaster at Ida Grove, in the 
county of Ida and State of Iowa. 

W. H. Peterson, to be postmaster at Ellensburg, in the county 
of Kittitas and State of Washington. 

William F. Hooker, to be postmaster at Port Angeles, in the 
county of Clallam and State of Washington. 

Jere I. Brown, to be postmaster at South Bend, in the county 
of Pacific and State of Washington, 

Oscar E. Rea, to be tmaster at Everett, in the county of 
Snohomish and State of Washington. 

William Wallace, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina. 

James K. MeGavern, to ba postmaster at Missouri Valley, in 
the county of Harrison and State of Iowa. 

Edward J. Brown, to be postmaster at Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. t 

Robert S. Jordan, to be postmasterat Jersey City, in the count 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Mark G. Harris, to be postmaster at Joliet, in the county of 


Will and State of Illinois. 
W. T. Duncan, to be aster at Salinas, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California. 


E. B. Dangerfield, to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, in the 
county of Monterey and State of California. 

Septimus D. Rice, to be 5 at Florence, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Alabama. 

George P. tmaster at Warsaw,in the county 
of Hancock and State of ois. 

Clyde M. Snow, to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

John H. Engel, to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in the 
county of Lee and State of Illinois. 

Daniel Drischel, to be postmaster at Cambridge City, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana. 

Robert E. Whitlock, to be postmaster at Roodhouse, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois. 


of Franklin and State of Indiana. 

Joseph A. Hixson, to be ponent at Fowler, in the county 
of Benton and State of In ` 

Thomas A. McCleary, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in 
the county of Barber and State of Kansas. 

George O. Pearce, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the 
county of Page and State of Iowa. 

Oscar Williamson, to be postmaster at Vevay, jn the county 
of Switzerland and State of Indiana. 

John H. Dyer, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Scott and State of Illinois. 

Edward L. Smith, to be postmasterat Towanda, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 

B. H. Blackston, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland. 4 

Patrick Morrissey, to be postmaster at Alta, in the county of 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa. r 

Richard B. Hall, to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa. 

Edward L. Simpson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois. 

George W. Farrelly, to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas. E 

A. J. Davis, to be 8 at Wa Keeney, in the county of 
Trego and State of sas. 

George A. Collett, to be | Sekai at Ellsworth, in the county 
on be . Burlington, in th 

enezer M. to be postmaster at ton, G] 

county of Coffey and State of Kansas. 

George Innes, to be r at Lawrence, in the county of 
e Sil, joke posta h of 

rge , to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 

Montgomery and State of Kansas. ste ‘ 

Emma J. Grafft, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of 
Harlan and State of Nebraska. 

Will E. Stoke, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county 
of Barton and State of Kansas. 

Frank B. Ober, to be postmaster at, Washington, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas. 

Enoch F. Lamb, to be postmaster at Elizabeth City, in the 
county of Pasquotank and State of North Carolina. 

William E. Harrison, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina. 

A. T. Hill, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Burt 
and State of Nebraska. p 

J. W. Ramsay, to be postmaster at Gonzales, in the county of 
Gonzales and State of Texas. 

John H. Cranford, to be postmaster at Alvarado, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Texas. 

J. D. Bates, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of Den- 
ton and State of Texas. 

J. E. B. Budlong, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
So wa 5 eg Wisconsin. 2 

enry G. Crouch, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the coun 

of Ulster and State of Now York. Sng f * 

William J. Russell, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the 
county of Cameron and State of Texas. 

Arnold Wagener, to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the 
county of Door and State of Wisconsin. 5 

Gottfried H. Ely, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. y 

Moses J. Downey, to be postmaster at Portage, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 


REJECTION : 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate April 5, 1894. 
. REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Henry W. Long, of Martel, Florida, to be register of the land 
office at Gainesville, Fla. 
CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 10, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Albert J. Barr, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs for 
the district of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 10, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal was read and approved. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1917) au- 
3 the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to 
bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas or in the 
State of Texas, with Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. REED. Is not the first thing in order the Sergeant-at- 
Arms’ report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, but the Chair will 
hear the gentleman on the question. 

Mr. REED. It seems as if that would come up directly after 
the reading of the Journal, because the House was dividing on 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER. 
dered upon it. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; the previous question was not ordered. 
But this isa privileged re he report of the Pei es Arma, 


The previous question had not been or- 


4 a re fore any other business; and it is privileged unti 
sed of. 
he SPEAKER. The report came in after the business on 


the Speaker’s table had been disposed of. 
z a TEE Even in that case it is privileged business until 
nished. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it not then be in the nature of un- 
finished business? The matter had not been called up. The 
matter was suggested yesterday, and it went over without de- 
cision. It has not been called up this morning. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me that will make no difference, be- 
cause it is a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. So isa contested-election case a privileged 
question; but it does not come up from day to day without being 


called up. 

Mr. REED. If the House is dividing on it, and it has not de- 
cided, is it not in order? The House was dividing when it ad- 
journed on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. But that does not bring the matter up the 
next morning unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. REED. Itseems to me that it would. Would it not be 
like any other unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. Suppose it is not privileged, it would not 
come up the next morning without the previous question had 
been ordered, 

Mr. REED. I do not know that it would; but being a report 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, it must be disposed of before you pro- 
ceed to other business, it seems to me. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, when the Sergeant-at-Arms reports 
the matter. 

Mr. REED. But the Sergeant-at-Arms’ report is up for dis- 
posal by the House. The Sergeant-at-Arms’ report represents 
certain members not arrested still subject to arrest; and the 
House ought to have an opportunity to dispose of the question 
and to determine whether it will vacate the order, because the 
spectacle is now presented to the House of a certain number of 
members ordered to be arrested. They are not yet arrested, 
and theSergeant-at-Arms’ duty isnotconcluded. idonot know 
how large a number of members are under threat of arrest by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, and that can not be a condition of things 
which is seemly, in my judgment; but the House ought to take 
it up and dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER. The only question now is whether it comes 
up without being called up. 

Mr. REED, It seems to me as if it must. 

The SPEAKER, Whether it comes up without being called 
up, the previous question not having been ordered? 

Mr. REED. Itis not a question of the previous question, the 
House having been dividing on the subject. 

TheSPEAKER. The fact that the House divides on a sub- 
goot does not give it any standing whatever more than it would 

ave if the House had not divided. 

Mr. REED. No; but this is a question to which privilege is 

attached, and we spa he 5 in the midst of a roll call. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the privileged matter were called 

up it could not come up of itself unless the previous question was 
ordered, which has been held to bring matters up immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. REED. I think it has been held—though I am not pre- 
pared with an authority at present, the matter seemed to me so 
clear—that when the House is dividing on a question on a mat- 
ter of privilege and adjourns on a division, that matter must 
come up and be disposed of. It can not be laid aside in this way. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would only make it 
what is known as unfinished business. 

Mr. REED. In that case it ought to come up at once. 

The SPEAKER. Unfinished business, the gentleman will 


recollect, comes up at a later period under the rule. The Chair 
will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Paragraph 5 of Rule XXIV is that which 
relates to unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5. After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occupied, it 
shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business 
in which the House may have been engaged atan adjournment, and at the 
same time each day thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, until 
disposed of; and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of all 
other unfinished business whenever the class of business to which it be- 
longs shall be in order. 


The SPEAKER. Now, this business is unfinished business in 
which the House was engaged at the hour of adjournment, but 
unless there is something to bring it up other than the ordi- 
nary rule it would come up only after what is known as the sec- 
ond morning hour. 

Mr. REED. But it was privileged business, and if the Chair 
decides that it must be brought up, I desire to have it brought 
up and disposed of. I think the question ought to be settled 
about these members who are now under liability of arrest. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the Chair decide that it should 
come up after the second morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair did not make any decision. 
The Chair merely had the rule read. The Chair will hear gen- 
tlemen on the question. The inclination of the Chair would be 
to hold that this matter would not come up unless it was called 
up, although it might bea privileged matter. Evena contested- 
election case, which isa matter of the highest privilege, does 
not come up.of its own motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If this be a privileged matter at all, its 
privilege is not of such a character that the House must ceass 
all other business and turn aside to consider it. 

Mr. REED. I think it will be found that when the House is 
dividing we must continue the division. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. No; I do not think there is any authority 
for that. In all my experience here I do not recall a single o- 
casion when sucha proposition was held to be correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Speaker, this is a privileged question 
to the members who are affected by the order of arrest. Itisa 
privileged matter as to the members whose names are embraced 
in the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and any of them can call 
it up; but it is not privileged as to me or as to the gentleman 
from Maine, because we are not affected by it. 

Mr. REED. Itis a matter which concerns the House of Rep- 
resentatives. May I inquire, Mr, Speaker, how many members 
were ordered to be arrested? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there were 28. 

Mr. REED. Then 28 members of the House are under lia- 
bility to arrest, and if this kind of proceeding be correct—I am 
quite sure itis not, but if it be—then 28 members of this House 
have this arrest held over them by the mere whim of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, and the doctrine which would leave that matter 
undisposed of can not possibly be sound. It is not a doctrine 
which gentlemen can afford to establish in view of the near 
future. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, if the gentleman from Maine has no 
objection I will ask unanimous consent for the discharge of the 
order for the arrest of those members. 

Mr. REED. You have a motion now pending for that very 
purpose, which motion is now before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But L say, if the gentleman does not ob- 
ject, we can have unanimous consent to have the order dis- 
charged. 

Me REED. I should prefer the rogner course. And if this 
is not a question of the highest privilege, I do not know what 
could be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did anybody call this up? If not, I call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I call the attention of the Chair to 
three paragraphs on e 486 of the Digest which I hold in my 
hand? I dò not know whether the paging of the Speaker’s cop 
agrees with this. ‘These three paragraphs, which are foun 
under the head of Practice,” throw some light, I think, on this 
question. 

The SPEAKER. They do. 

Mr. BURROWS. I refer to the language: 

A privileged proposition pending at an adjournment does not necessarily 


recur as the ay Senge order of business after the approval of the Journal on 
the following day until called up. 


The SPEAKER. That was the idea of the Chair. This de 


cision, in the first session of the Fifty-third Congress, as just 


read by the gentleman, is to the effect that— p 


. REED. There is. We are in process of dividing upon a 


A privileged proposition pending at an adjournment does not necessarily 
cosas the order of business after the approval of the Journal on question. 
the following day until called up by a member. 


This is the status of the affair: The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] made a motion to discharge the proceedings 
under a call of the House, and on that motion we were dividing, 
and the roll had been called once, no quorum having been dis- 
covered. Nothing was to be done under. the circumstances ex- 
cept to adjourn, or to obtain the presence of a quorum. When- 
ever the subject is resumed, therefore, it is resumed exactly at 
bse poins where it was left off; that is to say, at the roll call. 

e were dividing on that question; we were testing the sense 
of the House on it, and the fact that there was no quorum pres- 
ent does not give the right of withdrawal to the mover of the 
resolution any more than he would have the right to withdraw 
it in the middle of any other proceeding or division for obtain- 
ing the sense of the House. ‘That seems to be clear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But we are not in the midst of a roll call 
now. 

Mr. REED. We are, most assuredly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum voted on the question when it 
was presented 

Mr. REED. When the question is again before the House 
the first thing in order for the Chair to do will be to direct the 
Clerk to call the roll. 

The SPEAKER. A great many questions—or many ques- 
tions—might arise between roll calls that could not be enter- 
tained pending them. That is simply a rule of practice, ora 
custom of the House. As a matter of the orderly transaction of 
business, the rule provides that a roll call s not be inter- 
rupted. For instance, you could not interrupt a roll call to make 
a motion to adjourn, and yet between roll calls on the same sub- 
ject the motion is permissible and may be made. So also with 
other motions which may intervene. 

So there is a distinction between an actual roll call, when itis 
beingecalled,and a case where the roll call has only been ordered 
to be taken. 

Mr. REED. I beg to submit that nothing would be in order 
after the roll call has been commenced, except an effort which 
could bs made for securing a quorum or an adjournment. And in 
any event the House is in the midst of a division on the subject. 
It is dividing on the question, and the only thing that can in- 
terrupt it properly, without general consent, ora mistake in 
calling it too quick, or something of that sort, would be pro- 
ceedings under the rule to obtain a quorum; and the 5 of 
this proceeding is to make this very roll call effective. It con- 
corns the roll call being taken and nothing else. 

The proposition is simply this: The roll call isinterrupted by 
the failure to secure the presence of a quorum. Thereupon the 
House proceeds at once to obtain it, or else the House adjourns 
in ue expectation that there will be a quorum present on the 
next day. 

When the question comes up we are still left with the yeas 
and nays ordered, and the Clerk should be directed to goonand 
call the roll. It seems to me that the only thing that the Chair 
can do is to continue the proceeding which the House had 
ordered, which is only partially completed. Anything else 
would lead to confusion and to the introduction of other reso- 
lutions, and to stop the House in the midst of a division. 

Now, there is only one thing that I know of that can stop the 
House in the midst of a division, except by general consent or 
by the Speaker’s having made an error which he rectifies. The 
only other thing that can stop it, it seems to me, is the lack of 
aqguorum; and the quorum having been obtained, or an adjourn- 
ment having taken place and a quorum being supposed to be pres- 
ent, why then the division must go on. 

On the first division, not on yeas and nays, but on a rising 
vote or a vote by sound, if only one side has been called and 
somebody still desires to address the House, under parliament- 
ary law he is entitled so to do; but that is because only one side 
hus been called. In a yea-and-nay vote both sides are called at 
the same time, and hence there is e for discussion, 
and there can be noopportunity for a motion; and the withdrawal 
of a motion is itself in the nature of a motion. 

Under ordinary parliamentary law, a motion once submitted 
to the House can not be withdrawn. It requires a motion to 
withdraw it. Under our rules it is stated that it may be with- 
drawn at any time before adecision by the House or amendment. 
The word ‘‘ decision” of course must have some signification or 
other, either a full signification or a signification pro tanto. It 
seems to me that I have never known it to be given the full sig- 
nification that a roll call could be interrupted on account of it. 

Now, the roll call is not simply the voice of the Clerk calling 
the names. A roll call is commenced and discovered to be fu- 
tile on account of the absence or supposed absence of a quorum; 


11 If nobody calls this up, I ask for the regu- 
r order. 

The SPEAKER. The idea of the Chair was, that as the pre- 
vious question was not ordered upon this matter, it did not come 
up unless called — 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nobody has called it up. I ask for the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. REED. There is a decision of Mr. Speaker Carlisle to 
this effect: 


A privile proposition once considered remains privileged from day to 
day until disposed of, subject, of course, to questions of higher privilege. 


The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; if a matter be privileged, it 
does not lose its privilege because its consideration is not fin- 
ished when first taken up. è 

Mr. REED. It must be plainly a question of privilege, or else 
it could not have come in. 

The SPEAKER. No point was made in that respect at all. 
All that the Chair holds now is that this matter does not come 
up unless called up. S 

Mr. REED. Then I think I will call it up. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman can not call it up pending the 
consideration of the mutter already before the House. 

Mr. REED. I interposed at once. 

Mr. MCRAE. Not until this matter had been submitted. 

Mr. REED. Well, I do not care to make any question about 
this particular matter in which the gentleman from Arkansas is 
interested. 

The SPEAKER. This is only a formal amendment to a bridge 
bill. Without objection, the Clerk will report the amendment 
and it will be disposed of. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. MIRAE. I ask that these amendments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these amendments, be- 
ing merely formal, will be concurred in. The Chair hears no 
objection. Thegentlemanfrom Maine now calls up the question 
which was before the House on Saturday last at the time of the 
adjournment. 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwithdraw the motion to discharge the or- 


der. 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order that the motion can 
not be withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There has been no vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no vote no decision of the 
House upon it. ] : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
this motion pending in anysense of the word? Did itcome over 
to this time? Is it necessary that it should now be withdrawn? 

Tne SPEAKER. If it is a privileged matter it can be 
called up. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. But is the motion pending? Is the re- 
port of the Sergeant-at-Arms a privileged matter in such a sense 
that it may be called up and another motion must be made for 
the ag toy of it? 

The SPEAKER. The motion was to discharge the order, and 
on.that the yeas and nays were ordered. The gentleman from 
Maine makes the point that the gentleman from Illinois can not 
withdraw his motion. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE.. But I understand the gentleman from 
Maine calls up, not the motion which was made, but the report 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no; the motion. The report is not be- 
fore the House; that is not the question to be voted on; it is the 
motion. 

Mr. REED. Now, it would not be contended for an instant 
that the gentleman from Illinois would have the right to inter- 
rupt a roll call for the purpose of withdrawing a motion which 
the House was commencing to decide. It will not be pretended 
that the rule goes to the extent that it can make any difference 
whatever in regard to the question that it goes over to another 
day. Weare in the midst ofa roll call. The House was on the 
point of expressing its opinion on the subject presented by the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois; and I have never known 
an instance where it was permitted, under the practice of the 
House, to interrupt a roll call for the purpose of withdrawing 
the motion on which the question was being taken. In fact, the 
Chair has held, in regard to the interruption of a roll call the 
other day, with such severity the opinion that it could not be 
interrupted, that I can hardly see how the Chair could hold that 
such an interruption would be permissible at this stage of the 


8 
The SPEAKER. But how does the gentleman from Maine 
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regard this as interrupting a roll call? Tnere is no roll call in 
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but when you resume again, you resume upon the supposition 
of a 5 You have the yeas and nays ordered, and the roll 


call is virtually on—absolu iyon: My colleague [Mr, DINGLEY] 
has a precedent, I understand. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to a 


precedent, a ruling by Speaker Carlisle in the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, to be found on page 566 of the Man- 
ual, which may be considered in disposing of this matter: 

Where the yeas an I nays are ordered and taken ona pending proposition 
and no quorum appears, the order of the House for the yeas and nays re- 
mains in force until reconsidered; and should the House adjourn without 
disposing of such pen question, it would come up after the reading of 
the Journal on the following day. 

That was held by Speaker Carlisle at the first session of the 
Forty-ninth Con That seems to have a bearing on the 
questions which have been raised. 

Mr. REED. I was quite sure that was the ruling. 

Mr. SPRINGER. r. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to Rule XVI, clause 2: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in 
writing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it 
shall then be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment. 

That is the text of the rule. 
it is said in a note— 


Whether a motion may be withdrawn after an order for the yeas and n: 
thereon, which may be demanded by one-fifth of those present, seems to 
an open question. As, according to the 8 this is but a method of 

a Vote, it is not clear that it should be so construed as to deprive the 
mover of his control of the pro 

It may be withdrawn while 
previous question. 

There is a citation to the Journal of the second session of the 
Twenty-ninth Congress, page 241: 

And all incidental questions fall with such withdrawal. 

Citing the Journal of the first session of the Twenty-sixth 
Congress, page 57. 

Here it is stated in the Digest that it has not heretofore been 
decided whether a motion can be withdrawn after the previous 
question has been ordered upon it, but the inference is clearly 
held out that it may be withdrawn, from the fact that it was de- 
cided on two occasions, as I have already stated, that a motion 
may be withdrawn while the House is dividing on a demand for 
the previous question, and all incidental questions fall with such 
withdrawal. Ordering the yeas and nays is a mere incidental 
question, and when the question upon which the yeas and nays 
were ordered has been withdrawn, that order for the yeas and 
nays falls, being an incidental question. 

this case there has been no decision and no amendment; 
and the rules provide in so y words that it may be with- 
drawn at any time before a decision or an amendment. What 
isa decision? It is a decision upon a motion; a decision by the 
House, The House must have passed some judgment upon the 
proposition, That is a decision; or it must have been amended. 
r. REED. The gentleman is of long experience here. Can 
he recollect a single instance where a motion was withdrawn 
after the yeasand nayshad beencalled? Yousee what thatwould 
lead to. That would lead, if this proposition 5 to the 
abuze that a member could try a measure here in the House, and 
when the House had virtually decided, he could learn from the 
Clerk's desk what the vote was, and if it was against him he 
could withdraw it after the House had virtually gone through 
the whole matter. That can not possibly be the meaning of the 
rule, it seems to ma, unless some precedent can be found for it. 

I must say that, while there is nothing so treacherous as the 
human memory as to events that occur in the House, I may say 
I recollect no eee where anything of that kind was ever at- 
tempted; and I challenge the gentleman from Illinois to know 
if he has any recollection of any such specific action whatever. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no recollection of any case that I 
ean at present recall. 

Mr. REED. I have no recollection of any such case, and I 
have been here for a long time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have thecitation contained in the Digest, 
which I will read again, that it has been regarded by the com- 

ler as an open question whether a proposition may be with- 
rave after the yeas and nayshave beenordered. The practice 
has been that it has been withdrawn while the House was divid- 
ing on ordering the vious question, which is an incideutal 

uestion. The Speaker has permitted it to be withdrawn be- 
ore a decision was announced. 

That was decided in the Twenty-ninth- Congress, and in the 
decision in the Twenty-second Congress it is stated that all in- 
cidental questions with such withdrawal. Therefore he 
assumes that incidental questions do arise between the making 
of the motions, submitting the ee pen and the time when 
they are decided; and if such incidental questions are interjected 
into the proceedings, it does not prevent the withdrawal of the 


Now, on page 434 of the Digest 


tion. 
e House is dividing on a demand for the 


main proposition, which, according to this ruling vides that 
these incidental questions shall fall with the withdrawal of the 
motion. Therefore, there can be nothing to fall or nothing that 
ean fall unless there had been intervening and incidental ques- 
tions: and the ordering of the yeas and nays is an incidental 
question. $ 

A motion for the previous question is an incidental question, 
and they stand precisely upon the same footing. They are inci- 
dental; they are not the main question; not the question upon 
which the House is called upon to decide; but questions leadi 
to it, and incidental to it; and if they may fall, if they do fal 
with the withdrawal of the main proposition, it is fair to assume 
that the main proposition can be withdrawn. So that, if it be 
in conformity with the rule that such incidental questions do 
fall when the main question is withdrawn—which is what I pro- 
pose todo by withdrawing the main proposition; when that is 
withdrawn, the incidental questions—the demand for the order 
of the yeas and naysand the demand for the previous question— 
would fall with the withdrawal of the main question. 

The SPEAKER. The question suggested is a very important 
one in the practice of the House. The Chair has before him 

Mr. REED. If the Chair desires any further opportunity to 
examine into the matter I have no objection to its going over to 
another day, none whatever. 

The SPEAKER. It is a very important question. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair would regard it as a desirable thing 
I will consent to it going over. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very glad to have it go 
over. The Chair has before him the only two decisions that i 
has been able to find, and they are not very clear. Itis avery 
important matter 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like it to go over. 

The SPEAKER. It is a very important matter as to theright 
of a member to withdraw his motion. Without prejudice to 
any right, then, the matter will stand over, as it did yesterday, 
until to-morrow. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 5041) to 
extend the time authorizing the St. Louis and Birmingham 
8 to build a bridge across the Tennessee River at Clif- 

n, Tenn. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, J ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate amendment 1 in. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enact: clause and insert: Thatthe St. Louis and 
Birmingham Railway Company, being a corporation created and organized 
under thelaws of the State of Tennessee, and to which authority was given by 
an act of Congressentitled An actto authorize buildinga Sover — 
see River,” approved June 6, 1892, is hereby given the right to the con- 
struction of the bridge therein authorized according to the terms of said act 
within twelve months from the a: val ot this act, thesaid bridge to be com- 


pleted within three years from date. It is hereby further provided that if 
the constructii thestructure com: 


The amendment was concurred in. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a bill (S. 1112) to pro- 
vide for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. : 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1757) to 
provide for the sale of the old custom-house buil in the 
city of Erie, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitel on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SNODGRASS, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. IKIRT, 3 on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HANES, until day, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

- JOHN I. PATMAN. 


Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the House bill No. 5111, for the relief of 
John I. Patman. This bill has been considered by the House in 
Committee of the Whole, and an amendment or a substitute for 
the bill has been reported favorably. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. eto. That the Secre of War be, and ho is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the roll of Capt. William U. 
James Woods's Battalion of Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war o 


* 


1894. 
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and recognize his service in said 
organiza’ when mustered Into service, to 
the — day of August, 1888, when mustered out and honorably discharged. 
ane amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


3 
tion from the 10th day of June, 1 


msion roll the name of John J. Patman, late a 
. Anderson's conp: Maj. James Woods's Bat- 


place upon the 
t, 
8 886, and allow him a pen- 


Trat. ey Capt, William 
Canton Georgi Volunteers, in the Indian war 
sion rated at $8 per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Do J understand the gentleman to say that 
this bill has been considered by the Committee of the Whole at 
a Friday night session? 

Mr. CABANISS. Ves, sir, and reported favorably. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding is that this is a case in 
which the applicant named in the bill does not appear on any 
muster roll. 

Mr. CABANISS. That is the fact, as I understand. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman says that this bill was re- 

ried favorably by the House in Committee of the Whole. 

as “paste any proof that this man had really served in the com- 
y 
RE. CABANISS. There was the testimony of some of his 
comrades and also of his captain. 
Mr. KILGORE. But the muster roll shows nothing. 
Mr. CABANISS. No. The original roll, I understand, was 


lost. 

Mr. KILGORE. And the theory is that in making the dupli- 
cate he was left out. 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 


ation of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not quite catch the contents of the bill 
from the reading. I will ask the gentleman who calls it up 
whether the original bill was not to correct a military record? 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. <And‘itis proposed to amend that bill by a 
bill granting a on? 

Mr. CAB . The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions and they reported this substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. tis, as a substitute fora bill to correct 
the mili record of this man they reported a bill granting u 

nsion. hat seems to be rather an unusual course, and is 
Reedy parliamentary. I make no objection to the bill itself. 
Isimply call attention to the irregularity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 5 

On motion of Mr. CABANISS, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BIRDS AND ANIMALS IN YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds 
and animals in Yellowstone National Park and to punish crimes 
in said and for other pu Š 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill was read at length, to- 
gether with the report, on last Friday, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the bill now be dispensed with. The 

ntleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER], who had objected, with- 

raws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Section 6, Hine 8, page 8, strike out State,“ and iasert “district.” 
Line 8, page 4, strike ont “State and insert “district.” 


The amendments were a to. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. ker, I desire to offer the amendment 
which Isend to the desk. It has been agreed to by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

— j 8 the end of section 5, 
. Sheridan, in the State of Wyomin — | 
R oan 5 of Wyoming, at such 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third timé, and passed. 

Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| dian Department and for 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had pasion the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
be — SDO additional copies of the fourth edition of the 5 en- 
tilled Coinage Laws of the United States, 1792 to 1806, prepared under the 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, with the ap- 
pendix and an index to thesame; of Which number 2.0% copies shall be for 
the use ofthe Senate and 4,000-copies for the use of the House of Represent- 


atives. 
AMBROSE GISEBURT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Lask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of a bill which has been reported favorably by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole at a Friday night session. 

The bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the 1 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions au Visions of the n laws, the name of Ambrose Gissburt, of 
Company K, Thirty-third ment of enrolled Missouri Militia, 

: The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 

2 5 ne, er — no tothe degree of disability trom toright 

r Aara à j 
and right i er: Provided, Said injury be shore to 1 
the Pension Bureau to have been incurred In an engagement with armed 
enemies of the United States.“ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e d for a third 
reading; and it 5 read the third time,and d. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JESSE S. MORRISON. 


Mr. FLYNN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Jesse S. Morri- 
son. When an effort was made heretofore to have this bill con- 
sidered, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] called for 
the regular erder, not understanding that this is a which 
has been favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
of which he is a member. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a patent in fee simple be issued to Jesse S. Morri- 
son, his hotrs aud assigns, for the northeast quarter of the south westquarter 
and lot 7, section 8, township 12 north, range 7 west, Indian meridian; the 
south half of the southeast quarter, section 29, township 13 north, range 
west, Indian merida ‘ 
lot 8, section & 


of pat- 
ents issued on March 6, t to 
#Wo-ca-sa-now-ka™ (or Nellie Morrison), now deceased, the children of said 
Jesse S. Morrison and allottees under section 13 of the act entitled An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
stt dons with various Indian 


treaty 
tribes for the year ending June 80, 1892, and for other purposes,” approved 


March 3; 1891. 
i The amendment reported by the committee was read, as Tol- 
ows: 

In lines 3 and tstrike ont the words Jesse S. Morrison, his heirs and as- 
signs, and insert“ the heirs of Edward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, late 
of Oklahoma Territory, now deceased.” 

Mr. SAYERS. On account of the noise I could not catch the 
Pre of the bill as read. I will ask the gentleman from 

klahoma whether the bill is designed merely to perfect the 
title to a piece of land? 

Mr. FLYNN. That is all. The bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bil. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands to the 


title, making it read, A bill for the relief of the heirs of Ed- 
| ward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased,” was agreed 


to. 
Mr. STEPHENSON moved toreconsider the vote 


by which the 
bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROOF IN LAND CASES. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Lask unanimous consent for the 1 — 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4605) granting the chief jus- 
tice of the United States courts in Territories power to appoint 
comm’ ‘to take proof in land ‘cases, etc. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, étc., That the chief justice of the court exercising Federal 
urisdiction in the Territories shall have power to appoint commissioners in 
ndicial districts, to be known when appointed as United States 
court commissioners. 

Seo. 2. That said commissioners shall have power, and it shall be their 
duty on 9 by proper person, to receive desert-entry and homestead 
filings, also to take evidence in contest cases and final proof, and trans- 
mit same to the proper local land office. 

SEC. 3. That no commissioner shall be appointed who resides within 30 
miles of local land office, nor shall any commissioner be appointed who 
resides wi 30 miles of any other commissioner. 

SEC. 4. That this act shall take effect from its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This bill has been submitted to the 

2 of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 

Land Office. Its sole purpose is to permit the chief justices of 
. Territorial courts exercising Federal jurisdiction, to have the 

same power that is exercised by Federal courts in the States in 

the appointment of commissioners to take proof in land cases. 

It has been decided that these Territorial courts are not Fed- 

eral courts in the technical sense of the term, and they can not 

under the general statute appoint these commissioners. It is 
necessary that power of this kind should be conferred in order 
that parties may not be obliged to travel hundreds of miles in 
order to take the proof required at the Land Office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill has been unanimously reported? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It has been. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The followingamendment reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands was read and agreed to: 


In the second section ofthe bill strike out the words to receive desert en- 
tead and also totake evidence in contest cases and final 


I should like to hear some explanation of it. 


proof. d 
to administer the oaths in preliminary affidavi 
under the ho: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


NAVAL VETERAN ASSOCIATION, BALTIMORE, MD. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. By direction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 164) 
donating cannon to the Naval Veteran Association, Baltimore, 
Md., be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


ports. 
The committees were called in their order. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the 
city of Newport, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Wholeon the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of general appropriation 
bills. 3 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
Clerk shall read the amendmentof the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DUNPHY], on which the point of order is pondiig. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk willreportthe pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5, line 20, strike out the words “two hundred and forty-three 
thousand dollars.“ and in place thereof insert the words one hundred and 
sixty-three thousand dollars; and no of these stamps shall be manu- 
1 , engraved, or printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.” 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask that the 


Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit, for the 
consideration of the Chair, some remarks in regard to the ques- 
tion of order raised by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- s on thisamendmentof the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DUNPHY]. 

It will be seen on an examination of the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York that he has endeavored to 
bring it within the provisions of the rule by striking out apor- 
tion of the sum provided in the text of the bill, and following 
that reduction with a proposition to the effect that no part of 
the money appropriated by the bill shall be paid to the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing for printing and engraving stamps. 

Thoid that this is not only an evasion of the rule, but that it 
does not comply with that provision of the rule which would 
bring the amendment within its spirit and admit it to the bill as 
being germane. 

Ineed not repeat the provisions of the rule, which are well 
known to the members. It is to the effect that no proposition 
in any appro riation bill or amendment proposing new legisla- 
tion s n order unless it be germane to the subject-matter 
and „shall retrench expenditures.” I will not devote any time 
to the question as to whether this is germane; but desire to call 
the attention of the Chair exclusively to the fact that thisamend- 
ment does not upon its face, or according to the rules established 
by the committee in determining the question, retrench expend- 
itures. I call the attention of the Chair particularly to a deci- 
sion rendered by the Hon. Michael C. Kerr, Speaker of the House 
of Representatives in the Forty-fourth Congress, on a proposi- 
tion in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
to transfer the Indian Bureau from the Interior Department to 
the War Department. 

On that proposition a point of order was submitted and the 

uestion was reported from the Committee of the Whole to the 

ouse. Speaker Kerr, after carefully considering the whole 
subject, decided that the pro ition in the bill was obnoxious 
to the point of order and ruled it out. That proposition not 
only abolished the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
but it abolished all the offices in the Indian Bureau and trans- 
ferred the whole Bureau to the War Department, It made no 
provision, however, for the disposition of the Indian Bureau in 
the War Department and it required subsequent legislation to 
make the proposition effective. 

On that question the Speaker held: 


In the first place, to what considerations. in the making of a ruling, has 
the Chair a right tolook? Can he go outside of this bill and inquire - 
ally, as it is the right and duty of a member upon the floor of this House to 
do, what will be the effect of this fourth section; or is it his duty to limit 
his inquiries to the face of the bill, to the specific terms of the section in 
question, the law of the land so far 8 and the Uamentary rules 
and practices of this House? In the judgment of the Chair the range of his 
investigation is the latter, and he can not properly go beyond these three 
considerations. 


Then he quotes this rule now in force, and which was first 
adopted in the Forty-fourth Congress when he was Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. And this decision is, Mr. Chair- 
man, the first interpretation of this rule by a Speaker of the 
House. It was interpreted at the very session in which the rule 
was first adopted. 

After quoting the rule and after referring to the germaneness 
of the proposition, he says: 


The embarrassment of the Chair arises out of the latter portion of the 
amended rule, shall retrench expenditures.” Does this section retrench 


expenditures? 

And that is just the proposition I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the Chair now, Does this proposition retrench expend- 
itures?“ Speaker Kerr goes on to say: 

To answer that inquiry the Chair can only look at the section itself, to the 
existing law, and to the rules of parliamentary peaosas and pr sin 
this House. The Chair sees that in this bill there is no provision for the 

ractical management of this Bureau of Indian Affairs, if it shall be trans- 
erred as proposed by this section; there is no 3 for that pur - 
pose, no regulation of, aud no indication how, the duties of that Bureau, 
after it is transferred, shall be performed, or by whom those duties shall be 
3 other than in the somewhat general language of the section it- 
selt. 

Then he goes on to quote a portion of the section under con- 
sideration, and concludes as follows: 

It can not be said, therefore, that, if enacted, it will be suchan amendment 
as shall retrench expenditures" as the mere result of its own enactment 
in this bill, unaided by future essential and appropriate legislation. 

Now, that is just the condition that we find in the proposed 
amendment. It is simply an amendment to reduce the amount 
covered by the bill, by the amount indicated by the amendment, 
and a provision that no part of the money appropriated here for 
the manufacture of adhesive postage stamps shall be paid to the 
Bureau of 1 Printing. If not to the Bureau of 
Engraving and Pri g, to whom shall the money be paid, and 


nt 
what amount shall be paid? 
We can only go, therefore, to the Departments of the Govern- 
ment to know whether stamps are going to be printed by some- 
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body as a matter of gratuity and without expense to the Govern- 
ment, or whether we must pay somebody else for this work if 
we do not allow the work to be done by the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing. There is a provision of the law of the land 
with reference to this, and therefore this proposition changes 
existing law. Section 3914 of the Revised Statutes provides: 


The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stamps of suitable denomi- 
nations, which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the pay- 
ment of the postage thereon. 


This is all the authority the Postmaster-General has, except: 


in reference to submitting bids asking for proposals for furnish- 
ing supplies. Now, the Postmaster-General is required by law 
to do this work, and under the law he may doit wherever hecan 

et it done the cheapest, and the decision of the Solicitor for the 
‘Treasury Department is to the effect that the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing can do the work much cheaper than it can be 
done by private parties. 

The honorable gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDER- 
SON], chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, has allowed me to use in this connection, and I shall ask 
the Clerk to read, a letter addressed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by Mr. Reeve, the Solicitor of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, upon the very question as to whether the law as it now 
exists authorizes the Postmaster-General to have this work 
done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and whether 
the Bureau can do the work cheaper than it can be done else- 
where. And that is the very question involved here. Heholds 
that the law now provides that the Postmaster-General may con- 
tract with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the doing 
of the work that he is required by law to have done for the Gov- 
ernment, and that he has done that which the law allows. 
Therefove, to take this power away from him is new legislation, 
and this new legislation does not provide any other place for 
doing it, and we are left in the dark as to how much it is to cost 
us for having it done elsewhere. It must be done somewhere. 
I now ask the Clerk to read, as a part of my remarks 
from the Solicitor of the Treasury Department, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January $1, 1894. 

Sin: Referring to my recent opinion relative to the power of the Post- 
master-General, with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treasury. to 
award to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing the work for furnishing ad- 
hesive postage stamps for the use of the Post-Office Department, in which it 
was assumed that the Bureau had submitted bids in response tothe advertise- 
ment issued by the Postmaster-General, I am now informed that the Bureau 
did not su t a bid in resp 
the date set for the opening of such bids did submit an estimate of the cost 
of executing the said work, and made a proposition, approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to the Postmaster-General, to execute the work at a 
cost less than the lowest of said bids for the four years commencing July 1 
next. 

My opinion is now requested as to whether this condition of facts makes 
any difference in the conclusion reached by me relative to the legality of 
having the work executed by said Bureau. 

Section 3414 Revised Statutes ibes that the Postmaster-General shall 
preparo postage stamps of suitable denominations, which when attached to 
mail matter 1 be evidence of the paymentof postage. The act approved 
March 3, 1893, provides the money n to carry into effect the power 
conveyed by this section and 8 ox the manufacture of adhesive 

stamps and special delive: 


postage he pa the sum of $376,200. There is no 
ee eins in these laws upon the Postmaster-Generalas to how the stamps 
pre 


pared. 

The Postmaster-General advertised for proposals for the execution of this 
work, expressly reserving in the specifications accompanying the advertise- 
ment the right to reject any and all bids if in his judgment the interests of 
the Government shail require it; and expressly stipulating in case it should 
be decided by the Secretary of the Treas to submit bids or estimates for 
doing the work of furnishing the stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, the Postmaster-General shall have the sees to make the award 
under said bids or estimates to said Bureau if its bid should be found to be 
lower or more advantageous to the Government than the bids submitted by 
paves bidders, the work to be performed in such event in general conform- 
b. 


mse to such advertisement, but subsequent to 


ty with the specifications and under such regulations as might be adopted 
the Postmaster-Genera], with the concurrence of the Secretary of the 


In response to the adverti sement of the Postmaster-General bids were re 
celved'as follows: 


A TTTTTTTTTTT Keak aggregate. . $146, 454. 93 
American Bank Note Company do 162, 401. 61 
Hamilton Bank Note Company 52-2000 do... 179, 294. 40 


Subsequently the Bureau of Engraving and Printing submitted an esti- 

mate of the cost and a proposition, approved i the Secretary of the Treas- 
to execute the work at an aggregate of $139,487, 52 

e bids received under the advert: 

master-General has 


ngra the 
— years for which the contract is to run, to the handsome sum of $100,000 
at least. 


The object of advertising under the statute is to invite competition in 
der that the work of the Government may be done at the lowest price. But, 
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where it is apparent that the work can be done as cheap, or cheaper, by the 
Government itself, then the reason for ad vert no lon, exists, and the 


can exe- 
nited States, Ido not hesitate to 
declare it as my opinion that the contract may be legally made with the 
said Bureau, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the ex- 
ecution of said work. 

Whether in any case the Government has not the inherent power to use 
its own agencies for the performance of its own work, without inviting 
competition among private parties, is a question which need not be con- 
sidered at this time. 

As stated in my former opinion with regard to this matter, a great deal 
of work has been done for the various Departments of the Government by 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing without regard to the statute re- 
quiring advertisement to be made for all purchases and contracts for sup- 
plies or service in any Executive Department of the Government. 

By act of March 3, 1875, entitled An act making appropriation for sun 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 39, 1876, 
for other p it is provided that the national-bauk notes shall be 
printed under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that said 
notes, currency, and other securities of the United States should be executed 
with not less than three plate printings; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall have executed one or two such printings by such responsible 
and capable and experienced bank-note companies. or bank-note engravers, 
as may contract for the same, at the lowest cost to the Government, and at 
prices not greater than those heretofore paid for the same class of work; no 
company or engraver to execute more than one printing upon the same 
note or obligation, and the final printing and finishing to be executed in the 
Treasury Department.” 

This provision would seem to imply the necessity of advertising for the 
proposed work, but I understand that this was not done, but that the work 
Was done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The act of March 3, 1877, provides, among other things, for theengraving 
and printing of notes, bonds, and other securities of the United States, 
“Provided the work be performed at the Treasury Department, and, pro- 
vided further that it can be done as cheaply and 8 and safely; and 
all contracts already made shall be faithfully carried out.” 

This provision would also apy the necessity of advertising in order 
to ascertain whether the work could be done as cheaply, etc., at the 
ury Department; but I do not understand that any such advertisement has 
ever been made. 

Therefore, taking into consideration what has been the practice of the 
Department with regard to work in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
of various kinds, and where advertising would seem to have been contem- 
plated by Congress, and in view of the fact that in the present case the Bu- 
reau proposes to print said adhesive stamps for the Postmaster-General at 
a large saving of money to the Government, I am constrained to hold that 
in my opinion a legal contract may be made between the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and the Chief of the Bureau of Engra and Printing, with the con- 
currence of the Secretary of the Treasury, to do this work. 


Very respectfully, 
; F. A. REEVE, Solicitor. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I suggest that the portion of the letter 
referring to the various acts of Congress need not be read, but 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the whole let- 
ter. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the letter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention now, in view of 
the decision which has been read, to the application of the rule 
laid down by Speaker Kerr, that there was no provision in the 
amendment for printing these stamps elsewhere, and, there- 
fore, according to this statement from the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury Department, that it would cost in the four years $100,000 
more to print these stamps at private offices than it would cost 
to print them at the Bureau of Engraving and Prin . There- 
fore the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DUNPHY] does not retrench expenditures, but increases them 
according to the estimates of the Department, at least $100,000 
in the four years to be covered by the contract which we would 
foree the Postmaster-General to make with private parties, if 


we deprive him of the right to use any of this money to for 
this work at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. he 
amendment, therefore, is new legislation. It deprives the Post- 


master-General from doing that which he may now lawfully do, 
and it does not ‘‘retrench expenditures,” but actually largely 
increases them. The point of order is well taken, and the 
amendment should be ruled out of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I should like toask the gentleman one 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to make a statement. 
The Chair will have no difficulty in applying the rule, if the 
Chair can secure from gentlemen upon the floor, who desire to 
speak upon this point of order, the exact legal situation. The 
Chair will not iook to the merits of the amendment in any way 
in deciding this point of order. What the Chair desires to dois 
toascertain from the statute, or from some other source, what 
the existing law is, and then to determine whether the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York changes that ex- 
isting law. e Chair Hopes that if any other gentleman seeks 
the floor for the purpose of speaking upon the point of order he 
will confine himself to that particular point. 
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Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in the begin- 
ning of my remarks that I have no personal interest in this mat- 
ter; neither have any of my constituents. Any opposition that 
I may have to the proposal is based upon my repugnance to 
further extending the field of operations of the Government in 
the direction indicated. I shall address myself as far as possi- 
ble to the point of order, but that will involve the proposed 

ractice in this case. It comes before the House in rather a 
ficult way to be treated as a point of order, for the reason that 
the bill itself makes no mention of the fact that one Department 
of the Government proposes to contract with another Depart- 
ment of the Government, 

We have that only from outside information. Iwill call your 
attention, Mr. Chairman, to the fact that this amendmentsimply 

rovides that the Post-Office Department shall not depart from 

ts previous practice and inaugurate a new one where by one 
Department of the Government shall proceed toenter into a con- 
tract with another Department. Ido not think that this has 
ever before been attempted, or that we have any precedents 
which: will indicate how such a contract can beenforced as in the 
case of a private firm or individual. 

Then I would goalittlefurther, and suppose that this arrange- 
ment, because it can not be a contract, is made between the 
Post-Office Department and the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, to whom is the money to be paid? Certainly not to the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, as to an outside party. They 
have no right to accept any such money. To whom shall it be 

d? Into the Treasury Department. Then by what author- 
ty can the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, without the ac- 
tion of Congress, withdraw that money from the Treasury? That 
involves a practical question that I am told has never come up 
before. I also ask, Mr. Chairman, if in the future we desire to 
have competitive bids, how it can be made fair and equitableas 
between private parties, who have to guard against possibility 
of loss, and a bureau of government which incase of miscalcula- 
tion can call, as is customary, upon Congress to make the loss 
good by appropriations for deficiencies? 

For instance, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing this year 
calls for deficiencies to the amount of 15 per cent above the ap- 
propriations made. In other words, $1,028,000 were appropri- 
ated for that Bureau, and they call for a deficiency of $150,255.66. 
There can be no fair competition between a Department of the 
Government which has the right, if they make a loss on their 
contract or arrangement, to call upon the General Goyern- 
ment to make that loss good and a private party who has no 
right to call upon the Government to make good such a loss to 
him. I make this point of order, after thisstatement, that it is 
notlimiting the expenses of the Government for postage stamps, 
that it has contracted for or arranged for with another Depart- 
ment of the Government. It is an impossibility. You can not 
limit the expenses of the Government in that respect. 

Now, look at it as a business proposition, if I may be permitted 
to speak on that point. There is not a man in this House who 

does not know that the Government printing, as well as the Gov- 
ernment engraving and printing, costs more than such work 
costs private individuals. How could it be otherwise, when we 
pay our printers 25 per cent more wages and ask 25 percent less 
service? How is it possible that the Government, under such 
circumstances, can do the work for less than private individuals? 

Now, so far as my judgment is concerned, there are certain 
things that the Government ought to do in the way of engrav- 
in Speen printing for its ownsecurity, and there are certain other 

Es it ought not to attempt to do under the unfavorable con- 
ditions existing. It is also generally conceded that economy and 
government would be secured by limiting the operations 
of our Printing House to those things necessary for the con- 
venience of Congress, viz, bills, records, and reports, and leav- 
ing to general competition the printing of books, etc. 
do not think that any of you will question the statement that 
the Government would save money,and that there would be less 
extravagance. Weall know thatwecan getour speeches printed 
by outside establishments very much cheaper than at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, where they do it at cost prices. How 
can it be otherwise under existing conditionsof wages and hours 
of service? 

Mr. Chairman, I am not favorable to adding to the work which 
is already pong done such as can be better done outside, pro- 
viding always that sufficient competition can be secured to pre- 
vent the Government from being im upon, 

I have always supposed that it was good Democratic doctrine 
to leave to private enterprise everything that can legitimately 
be left there, and avoid concentration into the hands of Govern- 
ment. Evry addition to the functions of any Department is 
there for all time. Itis next to impossible to withdraw it. So 
we go on, adding one thing after another, complicating the op- 
1 of Government, and impeding necessary and proper leg- 

on. 


It would seem to me to be wiser to retire from some of tho in- 
dustrial enterprises in which Government has engaged than to 
venture further in that direction. You will observe, sir, that my 
objections are not so much directed a e the specific propo- 
sition as against the principle involved. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to address myself 
to the point of order now before the House on the pending 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DuNPHY], which reads: 

That no part of these s 
by the BUTERA ot F arise e e 

The section of the Revised Statutes read by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], and cited by the Postmaster-General 
in his letter, states that the Postmaster-General ‘shall prepare 
postage stamps of suitable denominations, which when attached 
to mail matter shall be evidence of the payment of the postage 
thereon.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this is the only section which refers to 
the providing of postage stamps by the Postmaster-General, then 
there is no limitation upon his power. 

This is the only one, which I will endeavor to show before I 
conclude, that does give him power to prepare postage stamps; 
and there is no limit upon his power in thesectioncited. Then, 
if this amendment offered by the gentleman from New York at- 
tempts to limit his power, it is a change of law. Does it attempt 
tolimit his power? Ciearly. Why? Because it forbids the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing from doing that work. 

But we are told by another gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] that section 3709 provides that ‘‘all purchases and 
contracts for supplies or services in any of the Departments of 
the Government, except for personal services, shall be made by 
advertising, ete.” Now, if postage stamps were technically and 
generally considered ‘‘as supplies,” the point made by the gen- 
tleman with reference to that section might have some weight 
as going to show that this amendment was inorder. But are 
postage stamps supplies? In the ordinary acceptation of the 
term they might be so considered, but legally and technically, 
as shown by another section of the Revised Statutes to which - 
I shall call attention (section 5413), they are defined to be obli- 
gations or securities of the United States.’’ That section refer- 
ring to forgery and frauds upon the Government, says: 

The words obligations or other securities“ of the United States shall be 
held to méan all bonds, certificates of indebtedness, national bank currency. 
coupons, United States notes, Treasury notes, fractional notes, certificates 
of deposit, bills, checks or drafts for money drawn by or upon authorized 
oMicers of the United States, stamps and other representatives of value, of 
whatever denomination, thathave been or may be issued under an act of 
Congress. 

There in that section defining obligations or other securi- 
ties you find“ stamps“ included. 

ws VAN VOORHIS of New York. Does that include postal 
enve s? 

Mr. CABANISS. It does not say so. It says stamps.“ It 
does not say postal cards or 8 envelopes, because into those 
something else enters besides the stamp, namely, the paper 
which has to be furnished by contract. But the stamp itself is 
an obligation, a security of the Government, which is redeemed 
whenever presented, and which passes to some extent as money. 
It seems singular to me that the matter has never been consid- 
ered heretofore by the Post-Office Department of entering into 
a contract with the Bureau of ving and Printing for sup- 
plying stamps. Stamps are in thes tude of money. They 
are obligations of the Government, and the same restrictions 
and protection against forgery ought to be thrown around them 
that is thrown around money, and nowhere else can that be done 
as securely and thoroughly as in the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing under the Government control. 

The point I make, then, is that the power of the Postmaster- 
General is not limited or restricted by law, and if it is sought to 
be limited or restricted by the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York that amendment is new legislation, and is therefore 
subject to the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I think the concluding 
remarks of the gentleman from Georgia settles this question 
almost entirely. He has quoted the statute under which the 
Postmaster-General may furnish stamps. Section 3914 pro- 
vides that the Postmaster-General shall furnish : postage stamps - 
of suitable denominations, etc. That is existing law. It is 
no use for gentlemen who are supporting this amendment to say 
that it is a proviso with regard to the appropriation, or with re- 
gard to the expenditure of the money under the appropriation. 
It goes further. A proviso ef that character may be entirely 
new legislation, and this doss go further. 

Take the two amendments, the one offered by the chairman 
of the committee and the other offered by the gentleman from 
New York, and the Chair will observe that the first portion of 
the language of each is the same, but the second portion is this 


limitation, which is not a limitation on the expenditure of the 
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money, but a limitation as to where and how the Postmaster- 
General may prepare postage stamps. And no part of these 
stamps shall be manufactured, engraved, or printed at the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing.” We would have had these 
gentlemen on our side on this point of order if the language had 
read in this way: And no part of these stamps shall be manu- 
factured,engraved, or printed at any other place than the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing.” ; 

I have ed the attention of the House to these two amend- 
ments for the purpose of showing also that they are divisible; 
that, virtually, this proposition which I have read is the only 
amendment that is being considered on the pointof order. They 
can be divided upon a vote and they are divisible as to the point 
of order. The amendment must first, in itself, make a reduction 

in expenditures before it can be in order. This amendment is 
germane I will admit, but it must n its face show a reduction 
of expenditures. Does it do so? Not one penny. But sup 
these gentlemen were to remodel their amendment and make it 
810,000 lower than the reduction proposed by the chairman of 
the committee, then the question comes up, is that reduction 
the result of their amendment? Is it in anywise the result of 
the language u which we make the point of order? No one 
will cl thatitis. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
a decision which I find on page 268 of the Digest: 
a vice 810.450.000, an amend 
S EAA Lat oan ea ae 
disbursed in such manner (the manner prescribed being a new provision 
of law). It was held that the amendment was germane; that while it 
changed existing law, it reduced the amount a iy agra by the bill, and 


it was therefore in order. (RECORD, 1, 52, 4911.) Uponappeal this 
decision was, after full debate, sus by the Committee of the Whole. 


ECORD, 1, 52, page 4920.) 
i will be noted that the point of order was made the amendment 


as a whole. The propositions contained in the amendment were divisible, 
viz: (1) the substitution of #49,000 for 850, 000; and (2) the provision “to be 
disbursed in such manner,” ete. The second branch of the amendment did 
not of itself result in a reduction of the amount carried by the bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I made that point at 
the beginning. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The chairman of the committee says 
that the point was madeat the beginning, but I think it isworth 
repeating and emphasizing. 

Again, on page 269, there is another paragraph to which my 
attention has just been called, and which I will read: 

To an item of appropriation for inland transportation of mails by star 
routes, an amendment was offered requiri the Postmaster-General to 
provide routes and make contracts in certain cases, With the further pro- 
vision, “and the amount of appropriation herein for star routes is hereby 
reduced to $390.” A point of order made t the first or legislative part 
of the amendment was sustained, which decision was, on appeal, affirmed 
by the committee. 

The rule I have stated to the Chair is a familiar one—that the 
reduction of expenditures must appear as a necessary result in 
order to bring a provision within the exception of the rule. No 
gentleman who has discussed this question has claimed thatthe 
reduction which this amendment is expected to produce isa 
necessary result of the proposition. It is true the gentleman 
from New York but a moment ago went into the question of 
contracts—to whom the money was to be paid, howa fair competi- 
tion should be secured, ete. Such considerations do not concern 
the Chair in deciding the parliamentary question. 

There might be another point made: and that is, that this pro- 
vision isin the form of permanent law. It is virtually the same 

if it said : 

r o part of these stamps shall be mannfact ured, engraved, or 
printed 855 Bureau of Exgtaving and Printing. 8 

The omission of the word hereafter ” is not at all significant. 

Mr. HAN ES. Without that word the provision applies simply 
to the present appropriation, and does not become a permanent 
appropriation. 

fr. OUTHWAITE. On page 265 of the Manual I find this 
statement: 

But on examination of the proviso in the bill the Chair finds that itis 
something more than a limitation upon the appropriation made in this ap- 
2 bill; forit proposes to make a permanent law, the language of 

proviso being, etc. 

I desire to call the attention of the Chair particularly to the 
fact that this provision proposes to change a permanent law. 
The ision of the permanent law has been that the Postmas- 
ter-General should prepare these stamps—without any limita 
tion, as the gentleman from Georgia has said, as to how he shall 
prepare them, where he shall prepare them,or who shall do the 
work. The present provision proposes to make a limitation on 
that permanent law. 

I do not know anyt and do not care anything about the 
merits of this case. I believe from the statements which have 
been made that this limitation is calculated to increase the ex- 

ditures of the Government. But the essential point is that 

e proposition does not come within the requirements of the 


rule, because in order to do so it must necessarily show upon ita 
face a reduction of expenditures. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address the com- 
mittee for a few minutes on this question of law. Many of the 
Speeches which have been made on the other side have been ad- 
dressed to the merits, that is, the question of economy has been 
considered. At the proper time that question may arise; and if 
it should, I think itcan be shown on our side, that is, on the 
side of those who believe in the amendment offered by my col- 
league [Mr. DUNPHY], that there can be no certainty, no surety 
that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing can perform this 
work as cheaply as it can be done if there be competition in the 
open market, for two reasons 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman claim it is incum- 
bent on us to show that, in order to sustain our point of order? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not at all. In making the statement I 
have just made I except the gallant gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE]. He has addressed the Chair and the committee 
strictly with reference to the point of order. But some of the 
speeches which were made the other day, especially one which 
attacked the American Bank Note Company, were hardly ad- 
dressed to the point of order. 

The gentleman who spoke a few moments ago, in referring to 
the remarks which I had the honor to make the other day, 
comes back to this definition of obligation or other security 
of the United States” contained in a penal statute, contained in 
the statute known as chapter 70, and entitled Crimes against 
the operations of the Government.” 

Now, this revision of the Federal statutes was made in 18 
and this first section—section 5413—seems to have been design 
as an introductory section to that chapter—appliable to that 
chapter alone and to no other of the Revised Statutes. A 
careful examinationof thissection will show that it was designed 
to have even a more restrictive operation than even that for 
which I have hitherto contended. It does not refer even to the 
whole of that chapter. The words are in quotation marks ob- 
ligation or other security of the United States”; and in that 
order they are found in but one other section of the chapter— 
that is, in the section which makes it a penal offense to procure 
or make an ee taken from a tool for muking—what? 
Any kind or description of —of what? These words occur in 
the same order —“ obligation or other security of the United 
States.” So section 5413 was designed to refer to section 5432. 

Mr. CABANISS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Inonemoment. My reason for theassum 
tion I have just made is this: We find in section 5414 the wor 
Any obligation or security of the United States — not obliga- 
tion or other security,“ and a different penalty is 7 8 for 
counterfei an obligation or security of the United States” 
from that which is imposed for counterfeiting a postage stam 
Later in the same chapter—and I call the attention of the Chair 


to this 
s Mr. CABINESS. Will the gentleman now yield for a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I can not be interrupted now. 

Mr_CABANISS. It is right on this point. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the same chapter you will find the sub- 
heading Postal crimes,” and in section 5464 a penalty is im- 
posed—a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment of not 
more than five years, or both—whereas in the earlier part of 
the chapter the penalty for counterfeiting the notes or securi- 
ties of the United States—the word obligation” being used 
is $5,000 and imprisonment for not more than fifteen years,a 
radically different penalty being imposed. Sol say it was the 
intention of the lawgiver to keep these offenses distinct; and 
this peculiar definition, obligation or other security of the 
United States,” was meant to cover only this other section 
(5433)—not the whole of that chapter. 

But gentlemen are not content with making it applicable to 
this whole chapter on crimes, but it is sought to make it a 
cable to all the securities of the United States to avers 
printed for the Treasury Department or any other Department. 
Now, I say, with all respect for the Solicitor of the Treasury— 
with all respect for that eminent lawyer who adopts one view on 
a given dayin January, another view five days later, and proba- 
bly another view in March, for we have three separate and dis- 
tinct opinions based on different views of the law—I say with all 
respect for that gentleman that it is notsound law; and no good 
lawyerin this House familiar with criminal law will say there is 
any authority for incorporating a provision of a penal statute 
into acts refe to other matters. 

Mr. CABANISS. Before the gentleman takes his seat, willhe 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CABANISS. Does not that section to which the gentle- 


man has referred (section 5413) define what obligations or 
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other securities” of the United States means? Lask him if that 
is not the wholeextent and purpose of the section to define what 
these terms actually mean? 

Mr. BARTLE I will answer the gentleman—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Permit me to ask the gentleman if in his 
judgment it is to have a general or a special application? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The only definitions which havea general 
application in the Revised Statutes are those which are found 
at the beginning of the revision. These special definitions found 
at the head of the various chapters are applicable only to what 
is within the legitimate purview of the chapter, and can not be 
extended to anything beyond. Now, although it does not say so 
in express terms at the beginning of the chapter that it shall 
apply only to crimes therein considered, every lawyer knows 
that is the meaning which must be inferred. ‘‘ These defini- 
tions are to apply to the subsequent sections of this chapter, or 
to such sections of this chapter as may properly be considered 
to be affected by the definitions.” : 

That is all. These words should be held to be there just as 
much as if they were actually expressed in the language itself. 
It is a fair inference in regard to every criminal statute that 
the definition beginning at the commencement of the chapter, 
referring to the crimes embodied in the chapter , can not be ex- 
2 yond what is legitimately embraced in the chapter 

tself. 

Furthermore, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
what is pretty good Democratic construction upon this subject, 
and as to the view of what the existing law was on the subject 
in 1881 and in 1885, on two occasions when the subject matter 
came up for consideration both in the House and the Senate. I 
call your attention, Mr. Chairman, to the opinion of Mr. BLACK- 
BURN, now a distinguished Senator from the State of Kentucky, 
who at that time was a member of the House of Representatives. 
The question was, as I indicated the other ay the repeal of a 
provision which by some mistake the enrolling clerk had in- 
serted—a measure permitting theprinting tobe done by the Bu- 
reauof e Printing, which provision crept into the 
statute of 1879 and was assumed to be the law although it was never 
formally adopted by either House. In 1881 a proviso was in- 
serted looking to the repasto the po wer which the previousact 
ri | tye to confer, and Mr. BLACKBURN, then speaking in favor 
of the rule, used this ianguage—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me ask the gentleman from what he is 


resing í : : 
Mr. BARTLETT. From a compilation of the proceedings 
which took place in the House and Senate. Mr. BLACKBURN 
said: 

There is no responsible party to insure that the work shall bedone at the 
bid of the Bureau without loss tothe Government. I repeat, all that this 
proviso does is to repaal a provision in the former bill, which provision was 
never agreed to by either House of Congress. 

Why repeal it if it did not affect the law? Why have this 
discussion in the House of Representatives, and in the Senate, 
if there were no need of it? 

It crept in by mistake; it has worked so inequitably and unfairly as to shut 
out all competitive bidding throughout the country, and give the contract 
to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, provided it woul. bid lower than 
pay ma, ug I hope that the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia not be adopted, and that the proviso in the bill will remain. 


It did remain, and that is the proviso that repealed the act 
which was assumed to have been passed years earlier. And so 
it still remains. À 

There was an effort made in 1885 to give permission to the 
Postmaster-General to reject other bids and without regard to 
any bid to give the work tothe Bureau of r and Print- 
ing. That pie sition failed to pass. Mr. Beck, in objecting 
to it, used this language: 

Itseems there was fair competition and very open competition in regard 
to all these matters, and it was thought we should not undertake it, espe- 
cially under the latter clause of the paragraph which provides thatthe Post- 
master-General may reject any or all bids of private parties and award the 
contracts, or auy of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of the Treasury, if, 
in his ary nig itshall be for the best interests of the Government to do 
80. That would be giving a poner to the Secretary of the Treasury and to 
the Postmaster-General to 
most ad infinitum. 


So it was rejected and failed. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the law 
be as these gentlemen assert to-day, under the provision giving 
the Postmaster-General the power to prepare postage stamps, 
why was there ever any need to come to Congress or to come to 
the House or Senate and ask for the enactment of alaw in terms 
allowing the Bureauof Engraving and Printing to do the work? 
What a farce, what a waste of time, to ask for supererogatory 
legislation, to ask for what is unnecessary. 

r. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BARTLETT. In one moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The discretion is left with the Postmaster- 
General, and thatact of Congress referred to in that case simply 


crease the employés of this Government al- 


directed him to have it done at the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If that beso, Mr. Chairman, if this power | 
to prepare postage stamps can be extended so that it gives the 
Postmaster-General the power to abrogate all the rules as to 
competitive bidding, and make a new rule, and have the stamps 
prepared wheresoever he pleases, and if it can be extended so 
that he can have this work not done in his own Departmant,but 
done by a bureau within a cobrdinat Department, I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is extrsordinary that this power has never 
been asserted or claimed before, that we have its first assertion 
any where, in January, 1891, and then again in March, 1894. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have the highest regard and esteem 
for the Secretary of the Treasury and for the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. When I said the other day that thay proposed to violate 
the law, I said it not in any harsh criticism of either of those 
gentlemen, for I know that neither of them would wish to do 
anything which he deemed contrary to law. But I assert sim- 
ply this, that their legal advice is mistaken; that it is the dis- 
position of every executive officer, of every head of adepartment 
allover the world, in any government, to assume, just us any 
court would assume, that it has all the necessary power to do 
almost anything; and that, partig with that natural tendency, 
and receiving faulty advice from the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
they have been led to contemplate this mistake. But it seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that in view of the fact that the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] succeeded the 
other day in having a declaration incorpora into a bill in 
reference to post-office matters, of morefar-reaching magnitude, 
that it hardly is appropriate for him to obiect toadeclaration of 
what is existing law in regard to this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HATCH). As the Chair has already 
indicated to the committee, the only difficulty the Chair en- 
countered in very promptly deciding this point of order has been 
in ascertaining to what extent the existing law has been con- 
strued by competent and proper authority, and what action has 
been taken by the Department under that construction. 

The only provision of law that gentlemen upon the floor have 
been able to cite to the Chair as bearing directl upon this 
power of the Postmaster-General, is that contained in section 
3914 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that 

The Postmaster-Genoral shall prepare postage stamps of suitable denomi- 
nations, which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the pay- 
ment of postage thereon. 

The only authoritative declaration, in interpretation or con- 
struction of this statute, comes from the ei oben of Justice, 
and issigned by the Solicitor-General, in a letter addressed to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. In that hestates: 

There is no restriction in these laws upon the Postmaster-General as to 
how the stamps shall be prepared. 

The Clerk will now read the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DUNPHY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 20, strike out the words “two hundred and forty-three 
thousand dollars,“ and in place thereof insert the words ‘tone hundred and 


sixty-three thousand dollars: and no part of these stamps shall be manu- 
factured, engraved, or printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 

ment previously offered by the gentleman from North Carolina 

Mr. HENDERSON], the chairman of the Committee on e 
ces and Post-Roads, in charge of the bill, an amendme 

perfect the text of that section. + 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the paragraph on page 5, line 20, by striking out the words“ two 

hundred and forty-three and insert the words “one hundred and sixty- 


three; so that the paragraph in lines 19 and 20 shall read: 
For manufacture of postage stamps and special delivery stamps, $163,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] offered this as an amendment to the text of the 
bill, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. DUNPHY] offered 
his amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The only 
question for the Chair now to determine is whether the lan- 
guage in that proviso of the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DUNPHY] is in the nature of a direc- 
tion or control, simply, of the appropriation made, or whether 
in effect it changes existing law. 

In view of the decision of the Department of Justice, to which 
the Chair has alluded, the letter to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury coming from a coirdinate branch of the Government, and 
one upon which the Secrecy. of the Treasury or the Postmaster- 
General had the right tocall for such interpretation, and in the 
absence of any further ee are or any other interpretation 
of it, the Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order, and 
rules that part of the amendment out of order. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DunpPHY] is recognized. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment 
5 offer, which is to be inserted at the same page and line as my 

t. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is it offered as another amendment? 

Mr. DUNPHY. It is offered as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asan amendment to the amendment of- 
ferred by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON]? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Asan amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used to pay for print- 
ing or engraving done by any bureau of the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the same thing. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. E mate the point of 

order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be compelled to sustain 
the point of order. It is in effect the same. The question now 
ison the amendment submitted by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, which the Clerk will again report. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, there is quite a difference be- 
teen the amendment I offered last and the amendment I offer 
now. The first amendment provided for a limitation on the use 
of the money, the other provides for a limitation on the manu- 
facture.of stamps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the effect will be 
the same and will come within the rule laid down by the Chair 
in the opinion upon the prior point of order. It restricts, in 
other words, the authority that the Postmaster-General has un- 
der the section of the Revised Statutes, as interpreted by and 
cited by the Solicitor-General of the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Chairman, I desire to say a single word 
upon this question which is being discussed here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I amaware what the question is. The amend- 
ment reduces the appropriation for manufacture of postage 
stamps, with a view of having the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing do this printing, on the assumption that by so doing 
there will be a saving ofexpenditure. Itappears that under the 
genera! authority of law, which hasbeen read by the Chairman, 
the Postmaster-General invited proposals for printing these 
stamps; that certain private parties made proposals which have 
been alluded to, being a large reduction from the previous con- 
tracts. That after all the propositions had been submitted, the 
Postmaster-General decided, under the authority which he had, 
that neither of the proposals was such that the Department could 
accept. 

Thereupon what did the Postmaster-General do? In justice, 
if not with due regard to law, he should have invited new pro- 
posals, even on the assumption that the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing was to be one ofthe bidders. But instead of that, he did 
not invite new proposals, but allowed the Bureau of Engraving 
to come in and make a proposal of its own, with knowledge be- 
fore of what all the private proposals had been and without any 
competition. 

Now, it seems to me, in justice to all the parties and with due 
regard. to the spirit of the law, if the first proposals were not 
satisfactory to the Postmaster-General, he should have invited 
new proposals; and if the Bureau of Engraving was to have an 
opportunity to come in for the purpose of making proposals, he 
should have given private parties the same privilege. 

Itappears that the Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving, 
with all this knowledge before him, made a proposal of only 
$7,000 less than the lowest bid of the other parties, which would 
be a saving of $28,000, on the assumption that the Bureau of En- 
graving could do printing and engraving of this kind. Now, 
the assumption that has run through all this discussion is that 
because the Bureau of Engraving has proposed todo this print- 
ing and engraving for the Government for this reduced sum that 
therefore it will be done for that amount. It will be done for 
that amount so far as the Post-Office Department is concerned; 
but who can give us any assurance, founded on reliable estimates, 
that the Bureau of Engraving will be able to do this printing 
for any such sum? 

There is not a gentleman in this House acquainted practically 
with this business, as 1 am somewhat, that does not know that 
the Bureau of ne | and the Printing Establishment of this 
Government can not do its work ascheaply as it can bs done by 
perat parties; and why not? Because, in the first place, these 

ureaus of the Government pay 25 per cent more in wages than 
are paid by private ties. In the next place, they work 20 per 
cent less number of hours per day; and in the third place they 


give a leave of thirty days with pay. Now, there is no one who 
acquainted practically with the business who does not under- 
stand that the Bureau of Engraving in doing this work will 
certainly.expend more than private individuals would. 

Thers is no doubt that there must be an extension of the plant 
and enlargement of the buildings of the Bureau of Engraving 
if this new work is to be done. I have visited that Bureau re- 
peatedly, and I know something about the manner in which tke 
machinery is crowded there while it is doing its present work. 
So that I say, if the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is to do 
this work, it must have an appropriation of $25,000 or $30,000 
for additions to the building and plant. There is no doubt about 
that. Then the work must be done at greater cost than it can 
be SOR private parties. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, before entering on amat- 
ter of this kind, there ought to be a little more considerationof 
the point as to whether the change peer is really in the in- 
terest of economy. The printing of this Government must in 
large part be done here by the Government Printing Office, be- 
cause it is exigency work; but this postage-stamp printing is 
not exigency work. i ~ 

This work can be done in large quantities and ahead of the 
demand for it, and being work of that character it can be done 
cheaper by private parties than by the Government. Now 
whether these proposals were as low as they ought to be, I do 
not undertake to say; but if they were not, there are several con- 
cerns in this country doing just such work, and the proper course 
is to invite proposals and go ahead. 

Mr. BRYAN. Whatdid it cost to do this work last year? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know; but I know that the new bids 
are very much under the old bids. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then there must have been a great deal of 
money made by the contractors, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Possibly. But this is not a business that is 
monopolized by one concern, or by any five concerns in this 
country. 

Mr. BRYAN. How many bids were made? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think there were four or five bids. I think 
they varied in amount nearly $25,000. All that I desire, Mr. 
Chairman, is simply to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that because the Bureau of ty Shay and Printing has bid 
$7,000 a year less than the lowest bid by outside parties, it does 
not at all follow that the work is going to be done for any such 
sum. And I predict, and predict with some knowledge of the 
subject, that the cost of the work will be vastly in excess of the 
amount that is estimated. 

Mr. HUDSON. I will ask the gentleman from Maine if he 
knows whether or not there was a large profit growing out of 
the printing of these stamps under the last contract? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know. It was done by private par- 


ties. 

Mr. HUDSON. You do not know anything about the profits 
of those private parties? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know what the profits were. 

Mr. HUDSON. Idid not know but that the amount of the 
profit might enable the Government to do the work cheaper 
than it could be done by private parties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The last bidsare very much lower than those 
made four years ago, and in fact the work can be done cheaper 
now than it could have been done some time ago, 

Mr. SAYERS. In reply to what has been said by the gentle - 
man from Maine, I will say to the committee that a subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Appropriations had the superintendent 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing before it, and he told 
them that with the amount he had proposed he could not only 
manufacture all the stamps that were necessary, but that he 
could expend about $25,000 out of it in the purchase of such ma- 
chinery as would be required to manufacture stamps, and that 
thereafter he would be able to save some forty to fifty thousand 
dollars a year by doing the work in the Bureau, as compared 
with the cost of having the same work done by private parties. 

The committee will remember that there was anitem of about 
538,000 in the sundry civil bill for the construction of a third 
story over that portion of the building which is now known as 
the boiler house. 

The construction of that third story would be necessary even 
if the Bureau were not authorized to manufacture stamps. An 
estimate of $140,000 was asked for by the Bureau, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations allowed only 838,000 for the purpose, 
as I have said, of constructing this thirdstory. The remainder 
of the estimate, over $100,000, was not intended for the construc- 
tion of that story, but to replace wooden buildings that are now 
being used, with brick buildings, so as tomake the Bureau more 
secure. It was not intended to secure increased space, but 
merely to substitute brick for wooden buildings. 

By reference to a statement which has been furnished me, it 
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will be found that in 1890 the New York Bank Note Company 
received $155,874 for the manufacture of stamps, the number 
then required being much less than now. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman tell me what restrictions there 
=, oa a company that prints these stamps, to prevent coun- 
5 z 

Me SAYERS, I am not able to give the committee any in- 
formation on that subject. The manufacture of the stamp has 
been entirely in the hands of the company itself. 

Mr. COX, Is not the risk much greater when the stamps are 
printed in that way, than if they were printed by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. Unquestionably. Now, in 1891—— . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. as the Government ever suffered from 
the counterfeiting of these stamps? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not say. 

Mr. DUNPHY. But the Government has never complained 
at any rate. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is impossible todetecta counterfeit postage 
stamp as readily as you would detect a counterfeit Government 
bond or note. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But has there ever been any complaint 
made or any suspicion—— 

Mr.SAYERS. I have never heard of any complaint. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then it does not seem necessary to antici- 
pate trouble until there has been some suggestion or suspicion 
of that kind. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is very desirable that the manufacture and 
preservation of postage stamps should be made as secure as pos- 
sible. 


weary the hammer fell.] 
r. SAYERS. lask for a couple of minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. In 1893 the Governmentexpended $192,773.82 
for the manufacture of stamps; and in 1893 when that heavy 
speculation was to take place by which the Government was to 
make two million and a of dollars net from the manufacture 
of Columbian stamps, though according to the report of the Post- 
master-General it has not in fact made a dollar, we find thatthe 
sum of $312,110.93 was paid by the Government—— 

Mr. DUNPHY. For altogether different stamps. 

Mr. SAYERS. Altogether different stamps, I admit. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Of course it could not be expected that an 
engraving of the Landing of Columbus could be furnished as 
wg as an ordinary stamp. 

Mr. SAYERS. Having said thus much, I will not detain the 
committee Loy oe 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to make a single suggestion in 
connection with the remarks of my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. SAYERS]. That gentleman has said thatthe superintend- 
ent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing stated that he 
would require in any event to have the building enlarged. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 7 

Mr. DINGLEV. Inu that connection it should be borne in mind 
that the work ordinarily to be done in the next fiscal year by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing will be less than has been 
done in the past. In view of the repealof the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act which authorized the issue of new Treasury 
notes, the work to be done will be less than in the past; and it 
hardly seems to me possible that with less work of the ordinary 
character to be done this Bureau would be obliged to have an 
enlargement of the building unless some additional work were 
imposed upon it. Hence Iam disposed to assume that the Bu- 
reau was preparing in advance an excuse in reference to theen- 
largement of the building which would come with this additional 


work. 

Mr. SAYERS, I will state to my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. DINGLEY] that the subcommittee who prepared the sundry 
civil bill was very careful in its examination of that estimate. 
There were twoof us certainly who went over and examined the 
building themselves; and I received the assurance—I believe 
the statement will be found in the hearings before the subcom- 
mittee—that for the comfort of the men now working in the 
building of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, the construc- 
tion of the third story would be absolutely necessary; and that 
the balance of the estimate, amounting to something over 8100, 
000, was needed to replace old wooden buildings with brick build- 

It is also proper that I should say that the Superintend- 
ent of the Bureau did state in the hearings that one of the 
grounds on which he based his estimate was the anticipation of 
printing the postage stamps. 

Mr. DINGLEY. L think that is the sole ground. 

Mr. SAYERS. He did not say the sole ground; he said it was 
one of the grounds. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has stated that it will be 
necsssary to enlarge the building of the Bureau of Engraving 


a Printing in order to do the work of printing the postage 
stamps. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The building and the plant generally. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now I have here a statement furnished b. 
the Chief of the Bureau to the Committee on the Post-Office al 


Post-Roads. In this statement he uses this language: 

The Bureau is amply able to do the work on the postage stamps. There 
is no kind of work on these stamps that the Bureau is not now do on the 
stamps for the Internal Revenue Bureau; and surely, if it has without in- 
terruption successfully executed these stamps for the past sixteen years, it 
can execute the work on the postage stamps. 

The Chief of the Bureau further says that no further appro- 
priation will be necessary over and above the estimate submit- 
ted to the Post-Olfice Department. 

Mr. REED. That is to say this officer wants the extension on 
account of the pressure upon him; and some more pressure will 
not make any difference? : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not understand the force of the 
tleman’s remark. Does he refer to the Chief of the Bureau? 

Mr. REED. Yes. There has been demanded from the Ap- 
proprisnons Committee an appropriation to enlarge the accom- 
modations; and now the gentleman says that a work requiring 
one 3 and fifty men will not require any further enlarge- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as printing the stamps is concerned 
the Chief of the Bureau has stated to the committee that this 
work can be performed in the Bureau with the present plant. I 
will reply to the B from Maine by reading the words of 
the Chief of the Bureau, Mr. Johnson, who is more competent 
than either of us to settle this question. 

He says that ‘‘the Bureau of Engraving and Printing thor- 
oughly understands the work that it has entered upon and will 
eee it out.” 

Mr. COOMBS. Whose letter is that from which you have 
been quoting? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a memorandum or statement made to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads by the chief 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. He goes on to say: 

It is not necessary to enter into a detailed explanation of how he proposes 
to do it. It is sumqlent to accept his guarantee that he will do it. 

That statement was made to a committee of this House for its 
guidance by an officer of the Government, and we are bound to 
accept the statement as true, because it is the only source from 
which we can get information upon the subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But will the gentleman pardon me a mo- 
ment? Does not he know, does not his own common sense teach 
him, that it would require more men, more machinery, and more 
room to do this additional work than todo the work the Govern- 
ment is now doing? If you have too many men they, of course, 
will have to ba discharged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that. Of course, the addi- 
tional force will be provided for in the 3 ol the 
money which is asked for this office and which was made here- 
tofore to private parties. That amount of money is now to be 
given to the employés of the Government, instead of to outside 

es. 

Mr. REED. But there must be more people employed. 

Ma. SPRINGER. But the Bureau ve the money ap- 
propriated in this bill with which to pay them. But the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] says that we pay higher 
wages and that it will cost the Government more to do thi 
work in the manner here proposed. The answer is that we~have 
already a plant which is, acco to all intelligent statements 
upon the subject. nearly if not quite sufficient to do the work 
now. We have all the motive power that is necessary for the 
purpose of doing the work, and practically we have all the t 
thatis needed forit. Now, the additional amountto be paid for 
a fewadditional employés will not increase the expense so much 
as it would if you gave the whole contract to private parties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman,I think, is mistaken in that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think not. It is simply a question be- 
tween the right of the Government to perform its own printing 
or compel it to let it to private contractors, who can make as 
large remuneration for themselves as the contracts will permit 
them to make. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I propose, and this provision is in- 
tended for that purpose, to give the benefit of the contract to 
the Government, instead of to private parties. If private parties 
did not get benefit from it they would not be insisting on having 
it as against the Government. The Postmaster-General is en- 
deavoring to have the work of the Department done in the best 
possible manner and at the lowest possible rates, and Congress 
ought to encourage him instead of throwing obstructions in his 


way. 
ere the hammer fell.] 
r. DUNPHY. It is a very serious question, Mr. Chairman, 
whether the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is able to-day 


en- 
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to do this work at all. The Secretary of the Treasury has com- 
municated to Congress on this question, and I will ask the com- 
mittee to listen to his language, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One of the most pressing needs of this Bureau is additional room for the 
a eae ca of Sao work, which has increased enormously since the original 

uilding in which it is located was designed in 1878. In that ear the total 
number of sheets produced was 13,098,756, while in 1883 the number produced 
Was 48,853,528, or an increase very nearly fourfold. Many of the employés 
required to execute this very large increase have been obliged to work in 
the cellar and other unsuitable places, and they have been greatly over- 


crowdedin other parts of the building. 


Tam informed that this has resulted in a condition of affairs that would 


not be tolerated in epee py eee by many of the States. 
The best work can not reasonably expected from such conditions. ‘The 
remedy is for Congress to provide for the completion of the outbuilding of 
the Buresu, in which many ofthe s now carried on in the main build- 

ean be conducted, and for an enlargement of the central projection of 
the building, plans for both of which have been prepared and estimates of 
the cost of which will be submitted to Congress. Thecompletion.of the out- 
useing wong also provide for the proper accommodation of branches of 
the work that are now performed in temporary wooden sheds, and for the 
storage of valuable material. I earnestly urge upon Congress the appro- 
priation of the necessary money for this work. 


Mr. DUNPHY. The Secretary of the Treasury claims, it will 
be seen, that on account of insufficient room the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing was not able to bring the 
work up to the high grade of efficiency that he desired. And 
he tells us that it is necessary for Congress to take into con- 
sideration the guenon as to whether an appropriation for extra 
building should not be made. 

Mr. Johnson, the Chief of the Bureau, came before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or rather before the subcommittee in 
charge of the pre tion of the sundry civil bill, and he gave 
some testimony there as to just what the condition of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing was. He said they did not have 
roomenough to do even the work now in his Department, He 
said that the increase for next year would be about 8,000,000 
sheets. He said he was not taking into consideration the ques- 
tion of printing stamps atall, but that in order to bring his work 
up toa high grade—the work now in the office—he ought to 
have additional room. Heestimated the cost of a new building 
to be $130,000. 

Instead of appropriating $130,000 for the new building, we 
appropriated $28,000 with which to repair the old one; and that 
is all that has been done. Mr. Johnson testified that in order 
to print the postage stamps it would be necessary for him to 
employ one hundred additional men. He makes that statement 
in answer to a direct question. He says further, that in order 
to print these stamps it will be necessary to put in ten printing 
presses, and I am informed that the space required for the gum- 
ming, cutting, perforating and printing the stamps will be at 
least 12,000 square feet.” 

Now, under the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, how is the 
Bureau going to do the work at all? Where is it going to get 
the room to do the work in? 

These, Mr. Chairman, are very serious questions indeed, and 
I bring them to the attention of the committee par now, citing 
the evidence of the two best witnesses that could be called, the 
Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing himself, and 
his superior officer, the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. HENDERSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have an amendment to that 


5 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

WHEELER] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word three,“ and insert the word two“ in line 20, page 5, 
and after line 20, page 5, insert the following: 

a . That section 3 of an act making appro tions for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year e June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes, be amended to read as follows: That a special stamp of the 
face valuation of 10 cents may be provided and issued, whenever deemed ad- 
visable or e ent, in such form and bearing such device as may meet the 
apporta of the Postmaster-General, which, when attached to a letter, in ad- 

on to the lawful postage thereon. shall entitle said letter to immediate 
delivery at any point wit 1 mile of the t-office to which it is addressed; 
and when two of such 9 are attached to a letter, in addition to the law- 
ful N said letter shall be entitled to immediate delivery at any point 
wi 2 miles of the post-office to which it is addressed; and when three of 
such stamps are attached to a letter, in addition to the lawful postage, such 
letter be entitled to immediate de at any point within 8 miles of 
the post-office to which it is addressed;' and one-fifth of the sum received 
from the sale of such stamps shall be used for the manufacture of adhesive 
postage and special delivery stamps.“ 

Mr. HEND ERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order against that amendment that the second por- 
tion of it changes existing law and does not reduce expendi- 


tures, and I ask that it be divided. The object of the first part 
evidently is to try to bring it within the rule. 
The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman demands a division of the 
uestion. The Chair will the gentleman from Alabama 
- WHEELER] for five minutes on the point of order. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If a division of this amend- 
ment is allowed, then there can be no possible way of offering 
an amendment to an a riation bill reducing expenditures, 
without haying the part which does not reduce expenses sub- 
ject to the point of order. If that position is sound, then it 
is absolutely impossible to ever have any reduction of expenses 
upon an appropriation bill, and at the same time enact new legis- 
lation, no matter how beneficial and necessary such new legisla- 
tion may be. 

That amendment as it now stands does reduce the amount of 
money covered by the bill, and therefore the amendment is not 
subject to the point of order. 

All the members of this House will admit the Propriety of a 
mensure of this character. We have been legislating altogether 
too much for cities. The law as it now stands provides that a 
letter addressed to any point within 1 mile of a post-office, 
which nearly always is inside of a city, may be immediately de- 
livered, provided a special delivery 10-cent stamp is attached. 
Now, I say that the mocratic party is 2 8 75 to do its full 
duty to the whole poaple, whether living inside or outside of 
cities. The Repub party has been legislating for corpora- 
tions and people who live in cities for a third of a century. 


Republican legislation has given these favored innu- 
merable privileges and ad The Democraticparty must 
now be just and fair to all people, and we must begin without 


delay to enact legislation for the benefit of these neglected peo- 
ple who live outside the sacred precincts of acity. 

I do not wish to take from cities any of the advantages or 
privileges which they now have, but the p of this amend- 
ment is to extend these advantages to the peopleof the country 
who have been so long neglected. For years we have had free 
delivery of all letters and mail matter five or ten times a day 
which is addressed to the residents of cities, and in addition to 
this all letters on which a ial delivery” stamp is affixed 


so delivered immediately to all points within amile of tbe post- 
office. 
Ik it is proper to allow a letter to be delivered within 1 mile, 


provided it has.a special delivery stamp costing 10 cents upon 
it, it is just as proper to deliver a letter 2 miles off, with two 
stamps of 10 cents each upon it, and again it is just as proper to 
extend the privilege so that a letter with three stamps of 10 
oe each may be delivered ata point 3 miles from the point of 
delivery. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] vir- 
tually admits that his point of order is not well taken{when he is 
driven to the necessity of asking adivision upon my amendment. 
The amendment reduces the appropriation by 31,000, and at the 
same time extends the business of the Post-Office Department 
in such a manner as to make a profit of 20 per cent upon every 
special deliveryletter. Icall the attention of the Chair to 
section 6 of the act of March 3, 1885, which is not repealed or 
affected by this amendment. It will be seen that this section 
taken in connection with the amendment I have offered would 
prevent any additional expense to the Government. This set- 
tles the point of order. 

Now, Chairman, while I am on my feet, I want also to al- 
lude to an attack which has been made upon the Post-Office De- 
partment by the gentleman from Oklahoma Sac FLYNN]. This 
gentleman complained that the ape of Territory have 
been demanding the establishment o fices and that the 
Department refuses to give them postal facilities. He says: 

For the last six months cities have existed in the Territory of Oklahoma 
having a population of from 1.000 to 2,000 ple, and the Post-Office Depart- 
ment have been refusing flatly to establish post-ofMicesin those places. 

I was very much surprised at this statement from the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma, as I happened to be somewhatfamiliar with 
the extraordinary efforts of the Post-Office Department to es- 
tablish post-offices and mail routes in Oklahoma and give the 
people of that Territory every postal facility. 

My position as chairman of the Committee on the Territories 
has brought me in close connection and frequent correspondence 
with the people of that Territory, and I have not heard any com- 
plaint of that character from those people. In order to remove 
any doubt I have made inquiry and I find that the Department 
is establishing post-offices in Oklahoma as fast as it is posmi 
to get the necessary information which must always be be- 
fore issuing commission to postmasters. During the six months 
PRESAT March 27, 1894, eighty-eight post-offices were estab- 

ished in Oklahoma, and many more have been established since 
that time. 

I wrote to the Postmaster-General and received from him a 
letter, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read, which 
shows that the statementof the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
FLYNN] is unjust and unwarranted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 27, 1894. 
Sim: I have your communication of the 27th instant requesting informa- 
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tion as to the establishment of post-officesin the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
in ly will ef that there have been established in that Territory since 
4, 1893, 98 offices, 88 of which were established during the past six 
months. There are 125 cases not yet ready for action because of the fact 
that papers sent out by the De ment asking for necessary information 
have not been returned by applicants and others interested, or that we have 
not been advised in regard to some important feature of the case, Our rec- 
ords show no town in Oklahoma whose case has been completed before the 
rtment that has not been supplied with mail facilities. 
I might add in this connection that there were in existence in Oklahoma 
on = 30th of June last 241 post-oflices, 
respectfully, 
TEES F W. S. BISSELL, 


Fostmaster- General. 
Hon JOSEPH WHEELER, M. C. 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I regret very much this dispo- 
sition on the part of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] 
to make unjust and unwarranted charges. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, [hope every member of this House will 
have enough regard for the people living in rural districts to give 
them this slight privilege, a thing which so far from being an ex- 
pense, will be a source of profit to the Government, because my 
amendment provides that one-fifth of the amount of the sale of 
these stamps shall go into the Treasury, or be used to defray 
other expenses of the Post-Office Department. 

Theexperience of our Government shows that every additional 

tal facility given to the people has resulted in a large increase 
our postal revenues. ronie nve years ago our Post-Office 
appropriation was only $19,133,000, and even with that amount 
the revenues failed to reimburse the Government the amount of 
the appropriation. Last year our Post-Office appropriation was 
$84,004,314.22, and I am informed the revenues of the Post-Office 
Department almost reimbursed the Government, for this enor- 
mous appropriation, and I am very glad to hear from most reli- 
able sources that economies and g administration which have 
been devised and introduced by the present able Postmaster- 
General will result in still further improvements in our postal 
system. 

ae now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I desire to press upon 

the House this amendment as directly in line with the estab- 
_ lished policy of the Government to extend its postal facilities so 

as to give the people every convenience possible; and I repeat, 
if it is proper to allow people in cities to have their letters de- 
livered immediately upon the payment of 10 cents, if they live 
within 1 mile of the post-office, it is much more proper to give 
the game privilege to people living outside of cities and living 
within 2 milesof a post-office, by having 20 cents’ worth of stamps 
put upon a letter; and still further by placing 30 cents’ worth of 
these stamps on a letter, it is proper to have such a letter de- 
livered to a person living within 3 miles of a post-office. 

If this amendment is adopted it will in a measure answer as 
a substitute for the free delivery in the rural districts. How 
many members of this body desiring to write to a constituent 
who lives two or three miles away from the post-office would 

ladly place two stamps, of 10 cents each, on the letter, so as to 
er it delivered immediately upon receipt at the post-office. I 
hope the members of the House will give that consideration to 
the farmers and other people in the rural districts that is al- 
forded inthisamendment. I hope and trust that there will not 
be one dissenting vote upon a measure which is important to a 

telass of the people who have not been treated fairly by the 
fe lation of Congress. 

eCHAIRMAN. However meritorious the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Alabama may be, it would effect 
an entire change of existing law and set up an entirely new sys- 
tem of prompt delivery. It changesexisting law on its face, and 
the Chair can not sustain it. It is claimed that it reduces ex- 
nditure, because it reduces the amount of the appropriation; 
ut that is not a guaranty that it would not cost a greater 
amount before it is put into execution even on the face of the 
bill. The gentleman says that a bill has been introduced for the 

same Ree and is now before the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will amend that by inserting 
“three” instead of “two.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not bring it within the rule. 
It is so clearly a change of the whole existing system of law, that 
ne Chair can not entertain it. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Padi hy N of stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, and letter 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to offer an amendment. It is an amendment that reduces the 
rf ts olga from $1,150,000 to $1,000,000, being a reduction of 
$150,000. Iwillstate that the amendment is made at the request 
of the Postmaster-General, and after the amendment is read I 


I ask unanimous consent to ex- 


will a for the reading of a letter to me from the Postmasier- 
neral. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend lines 24 and 25, on page 5, by striking out the words one hundred + 
and fifty thousand;"’ so as to read: one million dollars.“ 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, I will ask that 
the letter of the Postmaster-General be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTHER-GENEBAL, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 29, 1334. 


Sin: Upon the opening of proposma yesterday for furnishing stam en- 
velopes to this Department for the four years beginning October 1, 1894, the 
prices offered were so much below those of the present contract as to war- 
rant me in suggesting & reduction of the estimate heretofore submitted for 
the manufacture of those articles during the next fiscal year. 

I have not bg made an award of the contract upon these proposals. but I 
have no doubt that I shall be able to make arrangements under them by 
which a saving to the Government of at least 12 per cent in the prices of all 
stamped envelopes to be furnished will be effected, amounting, it may be, to 
over half a million dollars during the contract term, but certainly justify- 

a reduction of $160,000 in the estimate referred to. 
have, accordingly, the honor to request that to the post-office appropria- 
tion bill now pending in the House of Representatives, an amendment be 
proposed by your committee reducing the item covering the manufacture of 
ene envelopes and newspaper wrappers from 81,160,000 to $1,030,000. 
ours, very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, 


Postmaster- General. 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, 8300, 000: Provided, That 
not exceeding 5, 000 of this amount may be expended for fees to United States 
attorneys, marshals, clerks of courts, and special counsel necessarily em- 
poroa prosecuting civil suits instituted by the (Sixth) Auditor òf the 

as for the Post-Office Department, through the Solicitor of tac Treas- 
uy, ag st the sureties on the official bonds of late postmasters, as pro- 
vided for by section 292, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 17 and 18, page 6, the words three hundred th usand 
dollars,” and insert “two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendwent 
must necessarily commend itself to this House, as it has shown 
heretofore that it has been engaged in the work of economy in 
the reduction of expenditures in th» various Departments. B 
looking at the appropriations the House can readily understan 
that a very large increase has been made this year in the item 
for post-office inspectors. Two years ago this Post-Office Com- 
mittee, in substantially the same House, engaged in the same 
work, recommended an appropriation for this work, under a Re- 
publican Administration, of $200,000. The Senate did subse- 
quently increase that amount to $235,000, but now. when we come 
into a Democratic Administration, and this money is to be ex- 
pended under a Democratic Administration, it seems that the 
committee have turned from the line of strict economy to what 
might be termed ruthless extravagance. 

his is properly known in the Post Office Department, Mr. 
Chairman, as the ‘‘slush fund.” Thecommittee have increased 
the amount 865,000 over the appropriations of last vear. Of 
course that will provide places for from fifty to sixty good Dem- 
ocrats. I suppose that will commend itself to a great extent to 
the favorable consideration of this House, but I think when you 
come to investigate this matter carefully from all its stand- 
pene you will find that it is too great an increase in one year. 
he amounts appropriated heretofore have varied from $200,000 
to $235,000. 

Now, I desire once more to call your attention to this mat- 
ter. You have cut some of these appropriations to the extant of 
a million and a half of dollars; you have cut these items which 
must necessarily be carried out by the Government, and for such 
contracts as must be carried out by the Government, but here, 
where you have an item in which it is discretionary with the 
Department as to whether they employ these extra inspectors 
or not, you make a ruthless expenditure of the people's money. 
Of course if this House is unwarranted in extravagant appro- 
priations I could hardly recommend it; but if you are honestl 
engaged in that work of retrenchment of expenditures whic. 

ou have held out to the country so constantly and insistently, 

ask you to adopt the amendment that I have proposed, which 
gives an increase of $15,000 over the amount appropriated last 

ear. ; 
y Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The increase in this 
item is made at the special requestof the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General, and he says it is absolutely necessary for a due 
administration of the law that the amount of $300,000 should be 
appropriated for the next fiscal year. I admit that that is an 
increase over what has usually been given, but it is not much of 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


an increase over what has been sometimes red STS gio In 
1888, for instance, the amount appropriated was .000. That 
was under a Democratic Administration. In 1891 the amount 
was 8250, 000. That was under a Republican Administration. In 
1892 the amount was $270,000. That was under a Republican 
Administration. 

Mr. LOUD. And made by a Republican Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; it was under a 
Republican Administration and made bya Republican Congress, 
The $300,000 in 1888 was under a Democratic Administration 
and was made by a Democratic Congress. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not care to go into the details of this matter, but I would 
like to have printed in the RECORD the reasons submitted by the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General for making this appropria- 
tion, and with the permission of the House I will incorporate 
them in my remarks. 

The following is taken from the report to this House of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, February 27, 1894: 


38. Mail depredations and post-office inspectors—The amount asked for is 
„000. The committee recommends 
propriations have been— 


„000. For a series of years the ap- 
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Under section 4020 of the Revised Statutes post-office inspectors employed 
in the money-order service are paid out of the proceeds of the money-order 
business, The expenditure for such service for the year 1891 amounted to 
$57,441.93; for the year 1892 it amounted to 858,639.05, and for the year 1893, 857,- 
862.54. This is in addition tothe ordinary expenditure. 

The following statement, furnished by the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General, shows the annual appropriations for mail depredations and post- 
office inspectors from the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, to the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1894, inclusive; and also the several amounts paid to post- 
office inspectors during said period from the appropriations for the free- 
delivery service, and from the proceeds of the money-order business. 


Annual appro Paid from | Paid from 


riation mail | appropria- | proceeds of 
Year epredations | tion freé- money- Surplus. |Deficiency. 
and post-office] delivery order 
inspectors, service. business. 
$200, 000 #7, 748. 18 $26, 628, 51 
200, 000 8, 847. 71 29, 399. 
200, 000 11, 336, 12 85, 752 
300, 000 15, 156. 20 38, 
200, 000 27, 304. 82 41, 
200, 000 26, 440. 00 50, 
250, 000 27,776.91 b7, 
270, 000 12, 088. 87 58, 
. 000 S 57, 
235, 000 


The sum of $5,000 from the annual appropriation for “ mail depredations 
and post-office inspectors’’ is applicable for the payment of the fees of 
United States attorneys and marshals. 

By direction of the Postmaster-General the payment of inspectors from 
the appropriation for the free-delivery service was discontinued from and 
after December 1, 1891. 

The aggregate amounts paid as rewards for the arrest and conviction of 
mailrobbers for the respective years are as follows: 


Claims egat 33,500 for rewards earned during the fiscal year ended 
June 36, 1893, have already been stated up for a deficiency appropriation. 
Incomplete claims amounting to $3,000 or $4,000 for rewards earned during 


the same years are still pending approval in this Department. 

The claims for reward nba hls nearly the entire amount of the defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year of 1892, for which an appropriation was made by 
Congress in February, 1893. * 


APPENDIX D. (Page 39.) 


Statement showing the necessity for and benefits to be derived from the increased 
appropriation asked for host fice inspectors and mail depredations ($300,000). 


At no time during the last ten rs has the do's ir gigi’ for this purpose 
deen less than 200, Itshould be remembered that the service prowa every 
year in all its branches, Its needs multiply with the increase of population 
and the demands of advancing civilization. That the postal service is a busi- 
ness enterprise of vast proportions needs no demonstration at this time. 
The wonderful development of the service, the corresponding increase of 
labor entailed upon the division of post-office inspectors and mail depreda- 
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tions may be best realized by a comparison of official statistics for a period 
covering the last ten years. 
Tune records of the Post-Office tment for the fiscal year ended June 
80, 1883, show that there was a total of 2,143 Presidential post-offices. while 
the total number of offices of this class in 1893 was 3,360, an increase of over 
56 percent. The total number of t-offices of all classes in 1883 was 47,863, 
while the total number of post-offices of all classes in 1893 was 63,403, an in- 
crease in number of 20,540, or 41 per cent. 

The total revenues of the Post-Office Department tor the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1883, amounted to $45,508,692, while the total revenues for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1893, amounted to 875,896,933, an increase of $30,388,241, or 
more than 66 per cent. = 

The total number of star routes in 1883 was 11,327, and the total number in 
1893 was 18,659, an increase in numbers of 7,332, or 64 per cent. The total 
number of railwa: post-office routes in 1883 was 830, and the total number in 
1893 was 2,529, an increase in numbers of 1,699, or 200 per cent. The total 
number of r. my post-office clerks employed in 1883 was 3,487, and the total 
Sale employed in 1893 was 6,645, an increase in number of 3,158, or 90 per 
cent. 

The total number of free-delivery offices in operation in 1883 was 154, and 
the a pan in operation in 1893 was 609, an increase in number of 556, 
or r cent. 

It be readily understood that this wonderful growth in the postal serv- 
ice has carried with it a corresponding increase of demandsfor the services 
8 . The proportion of this increase is indicated in the 

ollo e: 


Work referred to post-ofice inspectors and completed, and arrests made, ete, 


Cases 
Year. referred. 


completed.] made, 


While the force of post-office inspectors employed during the fiscal year 
1893 was only 6 per cent greater than for 1883, re was an increase of 
cent in the total number of cases referred, 


tigation on June 30, 1 
ATONA SAN increased 108 per cent, and the total number of convictions 46} 
per cent. 

It would not appear that additional argument was necessary to show that 
the present force of post-office inspectors is Inadequate to perform the serv- 
ices required of them. The importance of the work performed by the divi- 
sion of post-office inspectors and mail depredations is not secondary to that 
of any other branch of the public service, This division is chur, with the 
preparation, issue, and investigation of all cases relating to depredations 
upon the mails and losses therein, including complaints and inquiries relat- 

to mail matter passing between the United States and foreign countries, 
and across the reset | of the United States from one foreign country to 
another. The beneficial results of these services extend to every business 
interest and individual in the country. 

The last annual report of the Postmaster-General shows that the collec- 
tions made for that year through the division of post-olfice inspectors (O 
cases) amounted to $148,267.39, a trifle over 63 per cent of the entire amount 
(8235. 000) appropriated for said division. There was also collected by the in- 
spectors from mail thieves, and for losses occurring through the carelessness 
of postal pre gtk during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893 the sum of 
$11,753.84, and dw the same year there was disbursed to the rightful 
owners the sum of $10,585.61 from the money recovered as above stat 

From the foregoing it will appear that there is a direct and important 
financial benefit accruing to the Government continually as the result of 
the services performed by post-office inspectors. The thefts and general 
depredations which are averted in consequence of the constant surveillance 
o: this force over the great army of postal employés deserves full considera- 

on. 

The moral effect of the services rendered by post-office inspectors upon the 
service generally can not be too highly estimated. If this force was with- 
drawn from the service there would be no check or limit tothe depredations 
upon all classes of mail matter. There is no branch of the public service 
that is of greater importance, that is actually nearer to the people, or that 
is as useful aud necessary to all as the postal service. Every American be- 
lieves in the absolute sanctity of the seal, and it is the sworn and constant 
duty of the post-office inspector to see that this constitutional guaranty of 
the people is not violated. 

Among the oporteat duties of the inspector is that of instructing new 
postmasters and employés in the postal laws andregulations and the usages 
ofthe service Such instructions prevent errors and avert losses, and thus 
a pener good is done the service than would result from the subsequent 
labor necessary to locate losses and fix responsibility. 

With the nt limited force of inspectors important work is constantly 
postponed, if not omitted entirely, simply because itis impossible for the 
same men to be in two places at the same time. Inspectors engaged in one 
line of work are N called away and interrupted to take up some 
matter of an entirel erent nature which the Department considers 
special and urgent; this, too, not infrequently when they are engaged on 
depredation work, which requires time, patience, and skill toachieve suc- 
gem ore cause for complaints, and detect a dishonest employé or other 

epredator. 

e matter of the inspection of all post-offices is another line of duty of 
the greatest importance to the general service. With the present limited 
force itis only possible to inspect the larger offices and such others as de- 
mand attention on account of shortages or other irregularities. With a suf- 
ficient force of inspectors to undertake the work of generai inspection of all 
offices, a great pln of such shortages and irregularities would be cor- 
rected in their incipiency, if not altogether avoided. 

The total number of t-offices at the close of the last fiscal year was 
68,403. It is manifestly impossible for the force of inspectors toclosely watch 
all of these offices or to be upon the ground immediately after a burglary 
has been committed. This would be true even if the force were increased to 
the limit possible with an apo riation of $300,000; hence the necessity for 
a special appropriation of $25,000 for rewards for the arrest and conviction 
of t-office burglars and highway mail robbers. 

ere has been a steady increase in the number of post-offices burglarized 
during several years past. Thisis particularly true of fourth-class offices. 
They are generally located in a store in a small village, or even more ex- 

in the country, and are particularly tempting to the lawless, as af- 
a Na Re better opportunity for ill-gotten spoils than the lar offices 
or banking establishments in cities, Which are ordinarily watched and 
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piper ln gaat the former have no protection except that afforded by ordi- 


e local police authorities a to have a general m that the rob 
Very of a United States post-office is no concern of th and that such 
8 come under the jurisdiction of the United States courts 
and o It is also generally understood that the loss resulting from a 
robbery is sustained by the Government and not by the postmaster, and 
this consideration has a tendency to make local authorities less zealous in 
their endeavors to pursue and arrest criminals of this.class. The offer ofa 
small reward for the arrest and conviction of postoffice burglars would 
283 officers to an active pursuit of these offenders, and would un- 

ubtedly result in the capture and conviction of a large majority of them. 

Police officers have stated that if they had the least assurance that even 
their actual expenses would have been paid, they would have made vigorous 
efforts to apprehend burglars of this class, but feeling that they would be 
compelled to incur personal expense in the pursuit of an offender against 
the United States statutes, they have preferred to leave such pursuits to 
United States officers. Therecan be no question but that the offering of a 
reward will act as an incentive to a better effort on the part of the police, 

vate detectives, and others, and we could also doubtless secure valuable 
tormation from confederates if we were able to hold out some substantial 
inducement, such as a reward. 

Attention is called to the increase in the number of post-office burglaries 
reported in the last ten years. The number reportec for the fiscal year 1883 
was 468; the number reported for the year 1893 was 1,195, an increase in num- 
ber of 727, or more than 64 percent. Although 1,195 burglaries: were reported 
last year 8 arrests were effected, which is certainly a very small per- 
centage. It is believed that the offering of a small reward would more than 
double the number of arrests of this class. 

The recent frequent and bold train robberies are familiar to every reader 
ofthe daily papers, and the Post- Omcee Department is constantly in receipe 
of announcing the robbery of t-offices in every section of the 
country. It is believed that Congress will feel, as does the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, that the public service would be greatly benefited by the appropriation 
of the sum of $25,000 to be expended in rewards as herein indicated, and that 


the Government would be fully compensated by the results secured. 
` R, A. MAXWELL, 
Fourth Assistant Póstmaster-General. 


ARREST OF POST-OFFICE DEPREDATORS. 


enses tions, such as evasions of cus- 
toms duties and postage rates, lottery schemes, and the use of the mails for 
fraudulent enterprises, while 31 of the arrested persons were post-office 
burglars, some of them of the most desperate and daring class. Dur- 
ing the last fiscal Te only [84 arrests were made of offenders of the class 
last mentioned. It will appenr, therefore, that professional post-office bur- 
glary is decidedly on the ‘ease, probably due to some extent to the great 
army of the unemployed. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
Loup, and it was rejected—ayes 12, noes 55. > 3 

The Clerk read as follows, concluding the reading of the bill: 

Sec. 3. That if the revenue of the Post-Office Department shall be insuffi 
cient to meet the appropriations made by this act, a sum equal to such de- 
ficiency of the revenues of said Department is hereby appropriated, to be- 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise SPREDT ted, to su 
ply said deficiencies in the revenue for the Post-OMice Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
sire to offer a new section, to come in at the end of the bil 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end of the bill on page 7, a new section, as fol 


ud 4. That all publications purporting to be issued periodically and to 

bers, but wh: are merely books or reprints of books, whether they 

be issued complete or in parts, whether they be bound or unbound, or 

whether they be sold by subscription or otherwise, wh n offered for trans- 

mission by mail shall be subject to postage at the rates prescribed for 
third-class matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that until I hear an explanation of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will say that this is 
exactly the language of a bill introduced by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BEAR], and favorably reported to the 
House by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads—I 
believe, unanimously reported by the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. How does it change the present law? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What will be the effect of it? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The effect of it will 
be to stop the transmission at the cheap rate of periodical pub- 
lications in the form of books, novels, and matter of that sort, 
that are now going through the mails in such enormous quanti- 
ties at 1 cent per pound. 

, Mr. Wanamaker, when he was Postmaster-General, recom- 
mended this change, and Postmaster-General Bissell also rec- 
ommends it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is the same proposition that has been 
heretofere recommended by the Department? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir; fora good 
many years. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does it increase the e on es? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; it does not inter- 
fere with them at all, and it does not interfere in any way with 
the amendment adopted the other day in regard to fraternal 
and industrial journals. 


* 


ublications. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chautauqua Magazine—would that be 
included? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, 
touch the magazines. 

Mr. LOUD. Thereare papers published in this country which 
send outevery month with their own publications a Seaside novel 
or some other cheap form of publication, and they all go through 
the mails at. the cheap rate. 

Mr. QUIGG. Why should they not go through the mails? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Weil, school books, 
prayer books, Bibles, and other good books have to pay 8 cents 
a pound, and I think these other publications or periodical books 
ought to pay the same. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, the class of publications to 
which the gentleman refers often includes the best literature. 

Mr. HENDERSONof North Carolina. Sometimes; but school 
books and prayer books and Bibles have to pay 8 cents a pound, 
and I do not see why these other books should be carried any 
cheaper. The following report, No. 513, made by me to the 
House from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
March 1, 1894, will explain the reasons why the change proposed 
is desirable: i 

Mr. HEND. Not North C: 
shot and Post Roads, pubmttted tha following —— 5 ose W. 89 1. K 
The Committee on the Post-Office and Post- : 
une Hi EH) tote Fae of postage portal DENET es 
taining the Haale of reprint books, submitted the following report: 

Abill of like character passed the House of Representatives, Fiftieth 
9 and Mr. Blount, of Georgia, submitted the following report: 

* t under the act of March 3, 1379, second-class matter embraces news- 
ei ep and other periodical publications which are issued at stated inter- 
vals as frequently as four times a year. 

“The object of re as shown by the debates, was to vide for 
newspapers and periodicals. By virtue of an opinion of the Attorney Gan 
eral almost an; in the nature of a book, provided it be without sub- 
stantial binding, may be admitted to the mails at second-class rate of post- 


age. 

The Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in his report, on pages 901 and 
902 of the report of the Postmaster-General, presents correctly the abuses 
grown up under that construction very fully, as follows: 

Under the law the conditions upon which a publication shall be ad- 
cepa 55 the pecon e ae 2 3 ne he as follows: - 

* must regularly sued at stated intervals as frequently as four 
times a year, and ior a date of issue, and be numbered consecutively, 

„ It must be issued from a known office of publication. 
33 area aerial ath 

antia! „such as for preser- 
vation from periodical p ons. zóna 

. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of infor- 
mation of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or 
some special industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribers: ‘ovided, 
however, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit to 
the'second-class rate regular publications designed primarily for advertis- 
py Pak ager or for freecirculation, or for circulation at nominal rates. (Act 
of March 3, 1879, section 14. 20 Statutes, 359.) 

Under these conditions—which were intended to vet bem what are 
generally known as newspa) and periodicals from books—it may be dem- 
onstrated thatalmost anything in the nature of a book, provided it be with- 
out board, cloth, leather, or other substantial binding, may be brought 
within the privileges of the second-class rate of postage, and the object of 
the law accordingly defeated. 

Let it be supposed, for example, that.a-publisher wishes to issue the 
works of Shakspeare in such a way as to secure the privilege of the pound- 
rate of postage when the book is sent in the mails, Ev one knows that 
such a publication is a book, no matter how it may be published; it is cer- 
tainly not a newspaper or a periodical in the universally accepted sense of 
these words. The publisher, however, means to have it admitted as such, 
so he arranges to issue it monthly, gi each part a number and a date, 
ae upon the title-page a statement of the place of publication, and binds 

he parts in paper covers. He thus easily complies with three of the above- 
mentioned conditions. Next, he publishes a in which the publi- 
cation is claimed to be devoted to literature, and he secures through his 
Spanie subscribers to-the work, in this way complying with the fourth con- 


tion of the law. Š 
that this is 1 hypothetical case. In- 


Oh, no; it does not 


It must not be supposed 
stances of this exact character have occurred. The postmaster at New York 
has called attention to the fact that a dictionary—no more or less—is- 
h the mails at the pound rate 88 
es — 


being purely and simply paper - covered books or Bix, iie of books, ha 
probably, no list of subseri other than book who buy them jus: 
as they buy other books—are every day going through the mails as 


yo 
is put to this abuse there is no telling to what extent it will go. Already the 
maling of matter of this character together with preteni ple copies 
of publications, reference to which ig made hereafter, has become so t 
that the intelligent and careful handling of it at many offices is im ble; 
so that there is little doubt that a great deal of matter unquestionably sub- 
ject to a higher rate of postage is constantly smuggled through the mails as 
second-class matter. 

***Tcan not believe that the law was ever intended to allow this class of lit- 
erature—some of it of very questionable value—to through the malls at 
the rate of a cent a pound, while the Bible, the school book—every other 
book that N issue under its true character—has to bear 
postage at the rate of 8 cents a pound. 

Asa remedy forthe evil I suggest the passage by Congress of the follow- 


mg; That hereafter no publications shall be admitted to the mails as second: 
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class matter that are but books or reprints of books, whether they be issued 
complete or in parts, whether be bound or unbound, or whether they 
be sold by subscription or othe: 5 

To admit all books at second-class rates would involve an immense loss of 
revenue, not deemed desirable at this time. 

“The tency in revenue is now over $2,000,000. If this promises soon to 
disappear, it is believed more desirable to reduce the rates of postage on 
first-class matter. This would be of advantage toall of ourcitizens, instead 
of tõ a limited class, as illustrated by the citations from the Third Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 

“The Postmaster-General in his report pages 43, 44, 45, and 46, for 1888. 
submits the following: 

t DEFECTS OF LAW GOVERNING SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 


‘The press has become the leading contributor to the volume of the mails. 
ni favored class are newspapers and periodical publications 
issued by known offices of publication and sent by publishers or newsagents 
to regular subscribers or news agents. These aredesignated as second-class 
Matter, and postage is chargeable atl cent per 2 When circulated 
Within the county of publication, this matter is entitled to transmission free 
Of postage. The total quantity of second-class matter carried in the mails 
during the last fiscal year was about 95,000 tons, of which upward of 14,009 
tons were sent free of pos The receipts from second-class matter 
amounted to 3),616,351.27, or only 2.9 per cent of the entire postal revenue. 
“The class next in favor are books, circulars, and other miscellaneous 
printed matter. These are styled third-class matter; and they are subject 
do a charge for postage of 1 cent foreach 2 ounces or fraction thereof. To 
realize the benetit of the cheaper rate of postage a fertility of expedients has 
been developed to evade the law and to secure the ad on to the second 
class of matter which 8 bel to the third class. The success at- 
such efforts may be indicated by the fact that during the past three 
years the average annual rate ot increase of revenue from second-class matter 
was 13.7 per cent, as against an average annual increase of 8.17 per cent in 
the remainder of the postal revenue, derived in the greatest part from post- 
on the other classes of matter. The effects ars not only hurtful to the 
pru revenue, but 8 opposed to the interests of legitimate journal- 
The principal e calling for a remedy are the following: 


“MATEING OF BOOKS AS SECOND-CLASS MATTER, 


The revenue suffers a serious loss through the evasion of the law by which 
certain publishers secure admission to the mails as second-class matter of 
-covered volumes issued in complete form as books, but under the 
semblance of periodical publications. Through this evasion carriage is se- 
cured at 1 cent per pound, instead of I cent for each 2 ounces, the rate for 
third-class matter, to which class the books in question properly belong. 
The means by w thts is effected is a nominal compliance with the con- 
ditions of the law governing the admission of publicatlons to the second 
class, which c ons are substantially as follows: 
1. That the publication shall be issued periodically not less than four 
a year, shall bear date of issue, and be numbered consecutively. 
“2. That it must be issued from a known office of publication. 
“3. That it must be printed on sheets of paper, and be not bound in cloth, 
leather, or other substantial ae 
"g 1 issued for the dissemination ot infor- 
mation of a general character, or in the interests of literature, science. art, or 
some iai industry. 
48 That it shall not be designed primarily or advertisin t 
a hatitsi not 5 y foradrert. g purposes, or ſor 
free circulation, or for circulation at nominal rates. 
“The precise manner in which these conditions are complied with isshown 
the following examples, which are parallelisms of cases actually occur- 
ring: A publisher in Boston makes application to the Department for the 
admission to the mails as second-class matter of What he terms the Blank 
Library,’ stating in the form of 8 that the library is to be issued 
quarterly; that itis to be devoted to the science of law; and that it has a 
Bona fide list of subscribers; and he submits, as the first number of the li- 
brary, ‘Story’s Conflict of Laws,’ so entitled and headed 
bearing an extra title-page and a stiff paper cover, containing 
tion Blank Library, No. 1, volume 1,’ the date of issue, the office of 
eation, and the price of subscription. Upon this sho of facts the 
Library is entered as second-class matter, and the publisher continues his 


Se 
y as the law publisher, gets 
the series entered as second-class matter, and then goes on to issue a multi- 
t from. other paper-covered 
bear a num- 


of him just as mer buy of other publishers, without any reference to regu- 
video: Pc have some reason to believe, too, that there is little or 
no rogo ty in the issue of the publications; the publisher in reality suit 
ing his own convenience as to the frequency of issue after he gets the pub- 
lication officially entered. 
“This ee has, it seems, been in existence some nine or ten years, be- 
understand, with a few publishers who mailed but a compara- 
tively small number of books, and increasing year by year until the num- 
ber of publishers availing themselves of the looseness of thelaw and its very 
liberal interpretation by the pt oars Is now very considerable. These 
publishers represent nearly all the great cities of the country,and they mail 
annually an astounding aggregation of books. It must be borne in mind, 
peo that not only are these books mailed as periodicals in the first instance 
‘om the publishing house, but they are transmitted over and over again 
through the mails by newsdealers throughout. the country, every one of 
whorn is entitled to mail at the same rate as the publisher. 
| “Iam well satisfied that this practice involves a gross abuse of the law, 
which beyond all question never coutd have been intended to admit to the 
mails at a cent a pound the Adventures of Claude Duyal, merely because it 
orts to be a part of some series or pretended series of books and bears 
paper cover, while ‘ Butler’s Analogy,’ or ‘Newton's Principia,” or Web- 
ster’s Spelling Book,’ is chargeable with postage at eight times thatrate be- 
cause bound in cloth and issued without alleged connection with any other 


works. 

Besides its illegality it Labi about an unfair discrimination against 
publishers whose convenience does not allow the issue of single works at 
stated periods, or whose conscience, or good taste, or whatever else may be 


the animating motive, will not allow them to resort to this class of business 
to benefit the Government. 


“If it be asked why, feeling as I do I have allowed it to 
con and even to increase, the answer is that the length of time the 
practice has lasted gives it some claim to tion, and that the great 


number of additions toit officially authorized before my entrance into office 
Patera the exclusion of new claimants without manifest unfairness. 
nder all the circumstances I feel it to be only proper that I should present 
the case and urgently ask that Congress be call upan ee 
In letter under date of March 7, 1890, Postmaster-Gen: Wanamaker thus 
addressed the chairman of Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Ro: 
who Ly oe favorably a similar bill to the House during the first session 


of the Fifty-first Congress: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 7, 1899. 

SIR: Ihave the honor to acknowledge ged of a letter, dated the 6th in- 
stant, * * * transmitting a copy of bill H. R. 7558, applying the third- 
class rate of postage to books issued in the guise of cals. : 

After a careful consideration of the purpose and phraseology of this bill, I 
am convinced that it needs no alteration, but that in its present form it 
should be favorably reported by your committee; and Irespect reeom- 
mend that that be done, and that such further steps be taken as tend to 
secure its early i reer by the House of Representatives. 

The wrong which tha bill is intended to remedy I need not now discuss; 
my annual report to the President. presents fully my views concerning it, 
and to them I 8 direct your attention. But I maT not inappro- 
priately add that since that report was written the experience of the De- 
partment has been such as to fully justify everything that was therein said 
relative to the evil, and to satisfy me that it is a growing one deserving of 
prompt attention. 8 

Yours, very respectfully, etc., A WANA 
Postmaster- General. 
Hon. HENRY H. BINGHAM 


Chairman Conunittes on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives.” 
The following letter from the Postmaster-General is herewith made a part 


of this report: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
: Washington, D. C., January 81, 1894. 

Sir: In response to the request contained in your letter of the 24th in- 
stant, I have the honor to submit the following as my views upon bill H. R. 
5188, ‘To fix the rate of postage on perlodical publications containing the 
print or the reprint of books.’ 

Under the practice that now prevails, paper-covered books and pamphlets, 
issued periodically and numbered and dated, are allowed to be transmitted 
in the mails at a cent a pound—the rate prescribed by law for 83 
and periodicals—instead of a cent for every 2 ounces, Which is the rate 
for matter ot the third class. 

Just when this practice originated I do not know; nor apparently have 
several of my predecessors been able to state precisely its origin. Its in- 
cipiency was probably connected with some seemingly meritorious case—a 
single work, perhaps, issued in parts or numbers, and presenting the out- 
ward characteristics of a periodical—where, no one at the time looking upon 
the matter as one of ce, the benefit of the doubt, if any, was given 

precedent in all simi- 
us. 


lishers of a magazine known as the Lakeside Library, in which sometimes 
complete novels were issued as entire numbers, claimed the right of ha 
it go through the mails as a periodical, and this claim, under an opinion o: 
Attorney-General Devens, was allowed. After that entire books with none 
of the real characteristics of magazines or peri were offered and ac- 
cepted as periodicals, and the present condition of things was inai 
hatever may have been the foundation and history of the practice, how- 

ever, and no matter how long it may have existed, it has so grown that the 
quantity of matter now mailed under it is enormous, involving immense la- 
borin handling it, with a 5 © for employés and trans- 
portation, and a loss to the postal revenue of somewhere near 81,000,000 a 
year. 

It seems to me absolutely necessary that this evil, for such it is, should be 
suppressed; and as the bill submitted by your committee proposes an ef- 
fectual means of do: this—by relegating to the third class of mail matter 


all books now sent r the newspaper rate of postage, whether they be 


issued entire or in parts, r ly or not, and ess of whether they 
bear or not the unessential indicia of second-class matter—I am heartily in 
favor of its passage. 


A few of the reasons that may be urged in support of this bill are these: 

1. Under the law, all books are third-class matter, and therefore charge- 
able with postage, when mailed, at the rate of a cent for every 2 ounces or 
fraction thereof. To allow those that now go at the second- rate ofa 
cone a pound to retain this great privilege is in violation of the spirit of the 

W. ” 


2. There is no good ground for n the books in question as peri- 
odicals.. It is in fact absurd to them by this designation. ich Tao 
simply books, known universally as such eg pe and publishers, 
with seldom more than a nominal list of su devoted to not in 
particular, and in many cases issued irre; — But for the fact that the 
subject now properly comes under the jon of Congress, I should my- 
selt rule them out under the discretion which the law seems to confer upon 
me relative to the entry into the mails of second-class matter. 


3. The books that now zo through the maiis under the practice in ques- 
tion are generally not of ahigh class of literature. They are largely works of 
both in a moral and 


fiction, and many of them are of a very low order, 
intellectual sense. Besides, three-fourths of them 


morality nor good taste, an not encouraging to the growth of 
eas home literature. 
0 


give these paper- covered books a 9 5 which bound books do 

be any discrimination at all it 
ought to be in favor of the good book, which is usually pnt up so that it will 
be preserved, rather than gah gion! one, which is generally covered with 
758 and has but an ephemeral existence, 

(6) The evil involved in the practice under discussion is constantly grow- 
ing. Not only are poales of paper-covered books increasing their out- 
put under the usual methods of business, but newspaper publishers all over 
the country are lending themselves, in one way or another, to the circula- 
tion of this class of literature. The publisher of a daily newspaper in Chi- 
cago, who lately circulated immense numbers of these books under what 
has come to be known as the newspaper 8 system, now announces 
a further distribution of 1,900,000 volumes. Other newspaper publishers are 
of course doing likewise, some ot them to quite as great an extent. With not 
pom ge ariel ag ngs at ali treo DO E DEVOT IRA SONETOS OE DNE 
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It ay nm og said that the Post-Office Department itself can, to some.ex- 
tent at least, prevent the increase of the evil by re to admit any ad- 
ditional or new issues of these books to the cent-a-pound rate of postage. 
But this could hardly be done with fairness. As long as the many series of 
books that are now in continue to be treated as second-class matter, new 
ones of like character must be given similar treatment. The proper course 
bat 8 is to exclude them as periodicals and charge them hereafter 

third-c: 


Yours, very reepecttully 
? W.S. BISSELL, Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. S. HENDERSON. 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
ouse of Representatives, 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me that if the House is rising to 
Sigh standard of morality and wants to cut off some of the 
trashy novels that are circulated among the people it ought not, 
at the same time, to cut off the better class of literature. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, it is not possi- 
ble to provide for everything by a general law. And there is 
no reason why these books should pass through the mails at 1 
centa pound, when it costs the Government 8 cents a pound to 
carry them. 

Mr. PICKLER. For instance, if any house is publishing 
Dickens or Scott or other such standard works I should like to 
have those works go through the mail as cheaply as possible. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I suppose the 
other books to which I have referred and many others might go 
through the mails at the pound rate, but yet the Government 
can not afford to carry them all at the cheapest rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine with- 


draw his point of order? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I do not insist upon the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to have printed in the RECORD the report of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads relating to the section just 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be printed as a part of the gentle- 
man’s remarks on that amendment. The Clerk will now report 
the section of the bill paian over by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Forn and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans. $196.614.22; 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be 
expended unless the Postmaster General shall deem such expenditure nec- 
essary in order to promote tho interest of the postal service. 

Mr. KYLE. T now offer the amendment which I submitted a 
few days ago for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. KYLE, as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 4, and lines 1, 2,3,4, and 
5, on page 5. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee, unanimous 
consent being given thereto, this puragraph was passed over 
and general debate closed on the remainder of the bill. This 
paragraph is now Apon for general debate. 

Mr. NDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, an 
item of this kind has been in seventeen different appropriation 
bills. The first appropriation was made in 1878 and it his been 
continued consecutively down to 1894. I will publish the 
amount of these several appropriations without now reading 
the figures: 


Appropriation for special facilities, 


The appropriation for the current year is $196,614.22; buta 
year ago the item was changed somewhat so as to provide that 
this appropriation should be made for lines from Springfield, 
Mass., vis Now York and Washington to Atlanta aad New Or- 
. leans. Now, the 3 from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] stated 

in the course of his remarks the other day, as I understood him, 
that under this provision mail facilities have not been expe- 
dited in any way, that there are no better mail facilities to-day 
on account of this appropriation than there were one year ago; 
and he went on to say that the schedule time between New York 
and New Orleans had absolutely been reduced ten minutes. 

The gentleman, unfortunately for the House and unfor- 
tunately for himself, omitted to tell the committee that there 
has been an entirely new fast mail train put on, which goes 
all the way from New York to New Orleans. That was not 


alluded to. Now, I wish to call attention to the fact that while 
the Postmaster-General has not in direct terms made any 
recommendation about this appropriation, yet on page 19 of his 
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last annual report he alludes to this identical fast mail, and to 
no other fastSouthern mail. Here is what he says: 

The fast mail service between the North and the South has recently been 
much enlarged. Pollo the coast line, its extent and rapidity will (com- 
5 December) be more complete than heretofore; and by means 
of the interior lines, it has recently been made possible to inaugurate a 
double daily fast mail service connecting the great business centers of- the 
North with New Orleans, by way of Atlanta and Montgomery. The hours 
of these trains are those most preferred by the Department, and it has 
thereby been rendered possible to accomplish connections which provide 
equally well for both letter and daily newspaper mails. 


There is nota syllable in this language of the Postmaster- 
General that does not refer to the fast mails which have been 
made possible by this special appropriation. The allusion there 
to the coast line is not the coast-line companies but to the rail- 
roads which by reason of this appropriation have made fast mail 
facilities possible. 

What has been the advantage of the new facilities? One year 
ago on the coast line there was a fast mail train leaving New 

ork at 4:20 in the morning and going over the coast-line roads 
by Washington, Richmond, Charleston, and down to Jackson- 
ville and to Tampa. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi says those coast-line 
companies are giving to the Government and the people better 
mail facilities—better facilities for letter mail and for newspaper 
mail—than they did a year ago. What is the fact? Thetruth 
is that after the coast-line companies relinquished this appro- 
priation a year ago they changed their schedules, and instead 
of leaving New York at 4:20 in the morning so that they could 
carry out the newspaper mail, they left at 9:30 in the morning 
and they now leave at that hour, reaching Jacksonville, Fia., ab 
1:35 in the afternoon, four hours and fifteen minutes later than 
the Richmond and Danville fast mail train. 

And the very same mail that these coast-line companies carried 
one year ago—the very same Florida mail—is carried now from 
New York via Washington and over the Richmondand Danville 
and its connections to Florida, much sooner than the coast line 
companies carry the mail to Florida points. The Richmond and 
Danville train gets to Jacksonville by its present schedule at 
9:20 in the morning. The coast-line trains do not get there un- 
til 1:35 in the afternoon, or four hours and fifteen minutes later, 

Mr. KYLE, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish toask the gentleman whether the train 
running through from New York to New Orleans does not run 
upon a schedule ten minutes slower than it did before it received 
this fe AE Sheree or any part of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

Mr. KYLE. Answer that 

Mr. HENDERSON of Nort 
tleman wantsanswered? 

Mr. KYLE. That is one question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, 
there are now two schedules—— 

Mr. KYLE, The gentleman says we have two trains; I ex- 
pected such an answer, and I want to ask him this question 
whether this second train does not make the run in forty-nine 
hours instead of thirty-nine hours, which it formerly took to 
make the trip from New York to New Orleans before they got 
this ge a aod 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will state the facts 
about those two trains. The gentleman stated positively to the 
House that there were no additional mail facilities by reason of 
these special appropriations, and he omitted to tell the House and 
thecountry that there was a new fast train that left New York in 
the morning at 4:30 o’clock and carried the through mail to the 
extreme southern coast of Florida and to New Orleans. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, ifthe papers will permit aninterruption, 
my statement was that it did not facilitate the mail; that the 
train did not move faster now than it did before, and to that 
statement Ladhere. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman, I 
thiak, will hardly adhere to that statement. How is it, or what 
is the effect of it, if it does not facilitate the mails? You have 
two trains instead of one, to begin with. I can show you exactly 
from the schedule here what the time is and how the mails are 
expedited. 

Mr. SWANSON. Let me ask the gentleman if they are not 
run entirely under the orders of the Post-Office Department, to 
make mail connect ons? That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Both of these trains 
from New York to New Orleans have to run according to sched- 
uies that are made by the Post-Offlce Department, 

Mr. LOUD. So does every train that carries the mail. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No, sir; you can not 
show that. 

Mr. LOUD, Yes, I can. 


Now, I wish tosay 
Is that all the gen- 


uestion. 
Carolina, 


I was going to say 


1894. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman can 
not show it. h 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like to ask the gen- 


eman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must request gentlemen to 
reserve order on the floor. The gentleman from North Caro- 
inn is entitled to proceed without interruption. It is impossible 
for the officers of the House the reporters—to perform their 
duties in the midst of such confusion. The Chair must insist, 
if gentlemen want to interrupt a gentleman occupying the floor 
to ask questions, that they must proceed in an orderly manner 
under the rule to do so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
has already yielded to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

My. WILSON of Washington. I was only waiting for the 
Chair to subside until I could get an opportunity to address the 
gentleman. ughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentle- 
man for a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina if what you call ‘additional mail facilities p 
appropriated for in this bill is nota subsidy? If it is not a sub- 
dy, what would you call it? I want to have some information 
on that point, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Itis pay for service done. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I decline to allow the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to interrupt me without asking consent of 
the Chair. [Laughter.] I hope the Chair will protect me in 
my right to the floor. Kite 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to know why gentle- 
men are so suddenly in favor of subsidy. What has caused the 
change? I want to get one out West for additional mail facili- 
ties myself. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, The gentleman from 
Washington wants to know if this is not a subsidy. I answer 
him by telling him that in my judgment the railroad companies 
carrying these mails by order and under contract with the Post- 
Office Department earn every cent that is given them for theex- 
pedition of the mails over their road. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. But is it a subsidy? That is. 


the question. 2 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In my opinion it is 
not a subsidy; but suppose even that it were a subsidy. Does 
the gentleman want to take away this little pittance that gives 
the people of the Southern States fast mail facilities? The gen- 
tleman said nothing of the subsidy in this bill of a million 
dollars to the steamship companies- neither he nor any other 
gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why do you not provide that 
these additional facilities shall be general? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I call the gentleman to order. He has 
not addressed the Chair to get permission. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I took that for granted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The appropriation is 
made in this bill for steamship ‘‘ subsidies” for carrying the for- 
eign mails, and they are called “ subsidies,” but they are made 
in pursuance of the law by the Post-Office Committee. It was 
the duty of that committee to recommend the appropriations 
under the law. And I say to the gentleman that it is the very 
same thing in regard to these special mail facilities. The ap- 

ropriations for them are continual under the law. They have 
— in the Post-Office appro riation bill for seventeen years. 
This will be the eighteenth time. At one time, for the year 
1883, the appropriation ran away up as high as $600,000. We 
have cut it down now as low as $196,614.22. Two years ago the 
same committee, of which I was chairman, reported a reduction 
of this item to the amount of nearly a hundred thousand dollars. 

I have been trying to show the benefit of these mail facilities, 
and I say that by means thereof there are two fast through mail 
trains for newspaper mail and for letter mail from New York to 
New Orleans. There are also two fast daily mail trains from 
New York to Tampa, Fla. So, as compared with the facilities 
of one year ago, under former appropriations, the present ap- 
Beane om is accomplishing for the people at least four times 
us much. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; I would like to 
answer ae 1 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to ask the gentleman for infor- 
mation. Does the Postmaster-General recommend this appro- 
priation? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I have read exactly 
what he said. 


Mr. COOMBS. I can not discover that he does recommend 


it. How, then, does it get into the bill; by what influence? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will tell the gentle- 
man that this appropriation has been in the bill for seventeen 
years, and it stays in because the additional facilities afforded 
are needed and desired by the people and the communities who 
receive the advantages the appropriation affords. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to the gentleman from 
North Carolina that the highest evidence that the Postmaster- 
General has approved this is that it was left discretionary with 
17 5 he would utilize the appropriation or not, and he 

id it 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, I do not suppose that is a good reason. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, It ought to be a good 
reason. Š 5 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ishould like to suggest, in reply to my colleague 
[Mr. CoomBs], that it is not necessary, in order that New York 
should have a fast mail service to the South, that the Postmaster- 
General should do any recommending. The fact that this com- 
mittee have recommended it is sufficient for me, as a Represen- 
tative from New York. [Applause.] 


Mr. COOMBS. Ido not think New York has anything in 

rticular to do with this matter. Iam not necessarily oppos- 
ing it; but I know that when these matters come before appro- 
priation committees they generally come from some authorita- 
tive souree, and I want to know how this gets into this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I want to answer the 
gentleman, and I willanswer frankly. This appropriation has 
been in this bill for seventeen years, and no chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads before me has 
ever had itstricken out, and it comes in exactly now as it has 
done heretofore. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then itis a sort of habit. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, it is a habit 
that is sustained by the evidence that it is for the good of the 
service. : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is a habit, like free delivery. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iwill state to the gen- 
tleman that one year ago the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY], who is a most careful man, and wholooks after appropria- 
tions as carefully as any man in this House, offered an amend- 
ment which provided that the Postmaster-General should not 
use this fund unless it was to promote the good of the service; 
and the Postmaster-General can not expend this fund unless he 
deems it necessary to promote the interest of the postal service. 
I hold in my hand and will have printed in the REcorD—I have 
not time to read them now—many of the contracts that were 
made by the Postmaster-General with the parties who are fa- 
vored by this ide riation. The contracts themselves provide 
that if certain schedules are not maintained, and if certain con- 
nections are not made, that on ten days’ notice the Postmaster- 
General shall have the right to revoke any of these contracts: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 2, 1993. 

Sir: The act of Congres making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fi year ending June 30, 1894, contains the 
following paragraph: 

“For necessary epoca facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington to Atlanta and New Orleans, $116,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the tal service.“ 

Acting under the authorization as above recited, the Postmaster-General 
has directed the assignment, from July 1, 1893, to June 30, 1894, of $142,716.25 
per annum to the railroad mail carriers hereinbelow mentioned, with the 
understanding that at least two continuous daily mail train schedules hav- 
ing connection from the North, shall be maintained between Was on, 
D.C.. and New Orleans, La., via Atlanta, Ga., which schedules. be 
known as trains 35 and 37 over the Richmond and Danville system and their 
connectionssouth of Atlanta, and with the further understanding that these 
5 shall not, without the Post-Office Department’s approval, be 
changed. 

The payments will be made pro rata to the following routes: 


Route. Termini. Pay. 

114002 Washington to Lynch burg 174.04 821, 755. 00 
114016 | Lynchburg to North Dan ville 65. 74 8. 217. 50 
114038 | North Danville to Charlotte. ---| 142. 80 17, 850. 00 
121001 | Charlotte to Atlanta 1 267.71 33, 463. 75 
121003 | Atlanta to West Point ---| 86. 10, 790. 00 
124001 | West Point to Montgomery. — 86.40 10, 800. 00 
124012 Montgomery to New Orleans 318.72 39. 840. 00 


142, 716. 25 
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The Postmaster-General reserves to himself the right to modify, or dis- 
gontinue altogether, the payments u: oo to the Richmond and Dan- 
ville Railroad Co: ponte wer ten days’ no such intention. 


Yours, respectfully, 


J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster- 8 
Col. A. B. ANDREW: 
Vice-President ‘Richmond and Danville Railroad e 
ers. Raleigh, N. G. 


and Agent for the Receiver: 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
RAILWAY ADJUSTMENT DIVISION, 
Washington, D. G, October 9, 1893. 
SIR: The n 5 an 3 issued this day on route No. 114002, 


W. 3 urg, V 
2 toad 1, 9555. to 7 une 30. 1804, 3 pay the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Co quarterly y at the rate of 621,755 per anni for maintain- 
ing 8 fat maii 5 . of two daily fast mail trains between 
n, D. C., and Lynchburg, Va., in connection with the mail serv- 


. — Sr l Mass., via New York and Washington to Atlanta and 
Orleans, subject to future orders and to fines and deductions. „Charge 
to appropriation for necessary ties on lines 

Similar orders nave been issued on routes 114016, Lynchburg to ‘Danville 


ction 28 8 50 per annum; 114038, Danville 
unction (n. 83 at the rate of 817.850 per an- 
num, and 3 S8 O., allowing at the rate of 833, 
463.75 annum. 
ery respectfully, 


J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second 3 Postmaster-Generat. 
RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RATLROAD Cour 
(Through Col. A. B. Andrews, Raleigh, N. C.) 


CONCERNING THE SPECIALIFACILITY SERVICE DEDUCTIONS. 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., October 24, 1893. 


Sm: In connection with the allowance of $142.716.25 for facilities 
between Washin; and New Orleans, ee by trains known as Rich- 
mond and Dan Nos. 35 and 37, you will be governed by the following: 

Whenever the line between W: ton and Atlanta accomplishes its con- 
nections, via Montgomery at Atlanta, it will be considered as = fulfilled 
the requirements of the Department. Failure to accomplish s comet- 

ground for ucting the trip value of the allow- 


tions will be 
ance. 


rail connection for 
Houston, Tex., via routes Nos. 149003, 149010, and 70125 known as train No. 


oy Se :30 a.m., will constitute a failure. 
„or elsewhere, has been caused by 


e fact of delay in leaving W. 
waiting for the connections can not given weight by the Department if 
there is failure to accomplish the connections at Atlanta or beyond. The 
9 is extraordinary and 8 for the accomplishment 
a special service, 3 TANER GER of E which good ground for the deduction of 
the ue of 


proportionate 
Yours, respectfully, 
i J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-Generat. 
Mr. JOHN A. 


CHAPMAN, 
Chief Division of Inspection, Post-Ofice Department. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., October 24, 1893. 
ies of the instructions issued the in- 
on division concerning the ation of deductions from the special 
facility allowances between W. and New Orleans via Atlanta. 
Please acquaint your connections with the same. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Sin: Herewith I hand — — 


J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-Generat. 
Col. A, B.A 


Vice- President ‘Richmond and Danville Railroad Company 
and Agent of the Receivera, Raleigh, V. C. 


eee DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSIST. STER-GENERAL, 
e D. C., October 30, 1993. 

Dran SIR: Primarily the extraordinary compensation is allowed for the 
— 1 lishment of a continuous ö to New Orleans, and it has been 

it to modify the ru which heretofore has ae whereby 
tae go tetlare to accomplish the continuous service required the deduction of 
the full value of the trip, irrespective of the interests onsible for the 


— In other words, the practice has been to treat of the lines be- 

ween termini as one interest in dealing with extra allowances, and 
tas tase of thate bebig 6 failure to arrive on time at the objective point, has 
anne in a deduction for the full value over the entire of the special 


allowance. 
My Pegg of the 24th instant was a rture, aed en from past 
ice, Justified only by the fact that th Atlanta and Mon mtgomery were 
tde ints; and the Department meant to deal very broadly 
with the KOMIS at least for a time, or until it is found advisable to restore 
the old practice. 


Unless, however, the Washington connection is made, the through service 
is valueless in the event of failure to enforce the other connections; and the 
Department will not make the extraord 3 in such instances as 
there E an aeo 8 over the entire route. 

ours, respec’ 
J. LOWRIE BEL 
Second Assistant e Comal. 
Col. A. B. ANDREWS, 


Vice-President Kicimond and Danville Railroad Company, 
Agent of the Receivers, Raleigh, N. C. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 17, 1893. 
Sm: It being our understanding that trains 35 and 37 are to wait indefi- 
nitely at Washington for their direct connection from the north, theorder 


| carry the mail an 


of October 24, 1893, will be so far modified as shall admit of the givin: 
weight to the shortening of P hurni time whenever you wait at Washingto: 
more than forty-five minutes for the northern connections, rather than leave 
on time, and thereby ovcasion a day's delay to the mails from the n 
Yours, respectfully, 
J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Poslmaster-General. 


Col. A. B. ANDREWS, 
Vice-President Richmond and Danville Railroad, 
and Agent for the Receivers, Raleigh, N. C. 


POST-OFFICE wipe 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENBRAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 20, 1803. 

Star: Answering yours of the !8thinstant: 

If, because of late arrivals from the north, you have to wait more tha 574 
forty4tive minutes at Was „and because of such delay you are unabl 
to accomplish your connections south of Wash: 
jected to deductions from your special pay. 
your own lines not any more time is occup 
schedule. 


Yours, respectfully, 


n, you will not be sub- 
rovided, of course, that upon 
than is. called for in your own 


J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster- General, 
Col. A. B. ANDREWS, 


Vice-President Richmond and Danville Railroad Company: 
And Agent for the Receivers, Ral sioh, N. N.C. 


a GEAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it not also true that these contracts provide a 
penalty for failure to make connections? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Ves; not only may the 
contracts be revoked, but there is a penalty for failure to make 
connections, and the penalty is made in oe way: They divide 
the amount that is paid to the railroad co y by the number 
of days in the year; and if there are two a day, then they 
average the amount for every train; and if one train misses con- 
nection the Postmaster-General deducts from the amount that 
the railroad is entitled to for that trip the pro rata amount that 
it would have received if it had carried the mail. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand—the remark was made 
that this was a subsidy—is it not a fact that the Atlantic Coast 
Line at one time had this contract, and it was so unprofitable 
that it gave it up, and that there is no provision in this bill for 
any sopa railroad havin ng the contract? 

HENDERSON of North Carolina. The mail goes over 
certain lines. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Southern mail. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It isa fact, so far as I 
know and believe, that the Coast Line companies voluntarily re- 
linguished the 3 As long as they were willing to 

as long as they enforced the schedules made 
by the Postmaster-General, there was no opposition in the House 
here—except the general opposition to anything of this sort 
to the Coast Line companies continuing to receive the contract. 

Mr. SWANSON. And it was not profitable enough for them 
to continue it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Ido not know why 
they gave it up, but I understood they gave it up because they 
said that the Departmentexacted too much from them and ham- 
peredthem in many ways. 

Mr. SWANSON, "And as I understand, under this provision 
the Post-Office Department prepares the schedules for these 
trains to run by. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The Post-Office De- 
partment makes the schedules. 

Mr. SWANSON. And the schedules are made so as to make 
connections for the mail, and not for passengers. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The Post-Office author- 
ities make the schedules, and if the railroad companies miss con- 
nections, then there is a penalty imposed for each failure. The 
schedules are the ones most preferred by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it nota fact that all the coast-line towns re- 
ceive their mails by this fast mail? 

Mr. HEN BEESON of North Carolina. Very many of them 


do. 

Mr. GEAR. Aud all the South, at the coast points, get their 
mail by this fast line? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. All the through mails 
that were formerly carried over the coast-line roads are now 
carried by the other companies under this appropriation. The 
carry the mails right through to Florida and carry the mails 
right through to New Orleans, there be double fast mails 
to Florida where there was but one fast train before, and a 
ee fast mail train to New Orleans where there was but one 

fore. ; 
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another thing. This mail that was formerly 
e Coast Line is paid by weight, and the Coast 
pay for such weight 

g only takes place 


I wish to sa 
carried over 
Line Company receives to-day the same 
that it received a year ago, for the weigh: 
every four years, and with the other companies the weighing 
took place two years ago; and all this Florida mail that is di- 
verted from the coast-line companies from New York to Tampa, 
and is carried over the new line and its connections, is trans- 
ported without any compensation, and no compensation on ac- 
count of the increased volume of mail matter will be paid the 
present contracting lines until the next weighing, some two 
years hence. z . 

Mr. GEAR. Is it not a fact that places like Charleston and 
Savannah are supplied by this new coast-line route. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Charleston, Savan- 
nah, and Florida points are all supplied by it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman now yield to me for 
a question? 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it not a fact that if this a 
is cut out it will largely reduce the fast mail fac 
South? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If the appropriation is 
eliminated I do not believe that the Southern cities, as a whole, 
will have fast mails any longer, and for this reason: The Coast 
Line Company, which formerly received thisappropriation, have 
a splendid line of road, and the trains over this route could make 
as fast time as they do on the Richmond and Danville and the 
other roads that now carry the fast mail; but the coast-line 
roads run their trains now for HER om 5 for 58 

rpose of getting passengers, and not for expediting the mails. 
Whey start es New York at 9:30 in the morning—too late for 
the newspaper mail—so that when Pergo: down to Jacksonville, 
Fla., at 1:35 in the afternoon, the Richmond and Danville train 
has been there four hours and fifteen minutes earlier with all 
the Northern mails. 

Mr. LOUD. Before the gentleman gets through s ng of 
these contracts, I would like toask the gentleman if there isany 
different or special or specific contract with this Richmond and 
Danville from that which exists with all the other roads 
carrying the mail? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Undoubtedly there is. 

Mr. LOUD. The Post-Office Department informed me that 
there was no contract. I do not care about it particularly; but 
there is a different statement. I have been informed that there 
is no contract, but simply an agreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. An agreement is a 
contract. What is the difference between an agreement and a 
contract? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman has laid some stress upon the 
passengers carried by these trains. I will ask the gentleman if 
any railroad carrying mail does not have to pay penalties if 
their trains are late? Does not the same rule of law apply to 
all er railroad lines as applies to that to which you have re- 
ferred? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not think so. 

Mr. LOUD. You do not think so! You ought to know that 
it does. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has the power to make this schedule? 

Mr. LOUD. You will find that every railroad carrying the 
mails is subject to pay a penalty if their trains do not arrive on 
schedule time, without they can show good and sufficient reason. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will ask the gentle- 
man what the penalty on the other roads is? Ihave stated what 
the 3 is on this road. 

Mr. LOUD. The penalty is stated in the present law; I can 
not tell exactly what it is. The gentleman does not mean to sa: 
that the penalty applied to this road differs from that applie 
to any other road. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr.GEAR. The difference between these fast mail trains 
and ordinary trains carrying the mail is this, is it not: In the 
ordinary train the company makes its own time and its own 
schedules, and in these fast trains the schedule is made by the 
Department. 

Mr. LOUD. The Department makes the schedules of the 
trains on every trunk road of the United States, and that the 
gentleman will find if he only investigates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I want to state to the 
1 from California that I think that is a point on which 

is mistaken. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I want to ask 
the gentleman from California why it is that this road, the Coast 


ropriation 
ties to the 


Line Company, that formerly carried the mails from New York to 
Tampa and other points, is now four hours and fifteen minutes 
later at Jacksonville and Tampa than the other trains which 
carry the mails through? Is it not because they are not com- 
pelled to run by schedules made by the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman asks me that question, I 
would deny the assertion that they are four hours. later at 
Tam This road is carrying the mails under an agreement 
and the schedule of time is made by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. But the Coast Line 
Company was running on schedules made bythe Department a 
year ago, and the same company is carrying the by a dif- 
ferent schedule now. The Government is not making those 
schedules. That company now makes its own schedules. 

Mr. LOUD. There is an agreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. What is the agree- 
ment? Here is the idea. Under the arrangement with the 
Coast Line the Government had a special schedule and compelled 
the railroad to expedite the mails, according to schedules made 
by the Department. The Coast Line relinquished the appro- 
priation and thé Government no longer requires that line to ex- 
pedite the mails. 

I want to callattention to this fact. When the Coast Line com- 
panies were required to carry the fast mail they made a special 
contract with the Post-Office authorities, and the Post-Office au- 
thorities required them to expedite the mails by certain sched- 
ules which the Department insisted upon. When the Coast 
Lines relinguished the appropriation, then the Department let 
them make their own schedules. It no longer made any con- 
tract or agreement with them. It permitted them to make 
their own schedules in their own way, whether they expedited 
the mails or not, and as a matter of fact the schedules they have 
mide have not expedited the through mails. 

Mr. MALLORY. At present has not the Coast Line a right 
to change its schedules whenever it chooses for itsown purposes 
without any penalty? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. I am glad 
the gentleman called attention to that. The difference between 
the lines operating under this appropriation and every other 
line that is required to carry the mails is this, every other rail- 
road company can make its schedules to suit itself and change 
them whenever it pleases, whereas the companies that carry the 
mails in pursuance of this appropriation are compelled to carry 
them in such a manner as they may be directed to do by the De- 
partment and by such schedules as the Department may adopt. 

Does not everybody know that the Richmond and le 
Railroad would a great deal rather get this appropriation and 
have only one train from here to New Orleans, or from New York 
to New Orleans if the Post-Office Department would permit it? 
The Department not only insists on two through fast mails from 
New York via Washington and Atlanta to New Orleans, but 
also on two fast mails by Washington and Columbia, S. C., on 
down to Florida points. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
KYLE] stated here in his opening remarks thatno Postmaster- 
General had ever favored this appropriation—that it had been 
in the bill for seventeen years, but that no Postmaster-General 
had ever favored it. hat is the fact? The first appropria- 
tion, $150,000, was made in 1878. In 1879 it was $125,000; in 1889 
it was $150,000; in 1881 there was an appropriation of $350,000; 
in 1882 there was an appropriation of $425,000, and in 1883 the 
appropriation was $600,000. Does anybody hupposs that those 
appropriations would have gone on increasing from $150,060 up 
to $300,000 unless the Post-Office authorities favored them? But 
that is not all. This appropriation started under Postmaster- 
General Key, and in his report for 1879, page 11, will be found 
these remarks: 


The appropriation of $150,000 to enable the Postmaster-General to obtain 
proper facilities forthe prompt transmission of the mails by the railroad 
companies enabled the De nt to prevent injury to theservice 
the most important lines and has in several instances enabled me Ropers 
ment to secure the r ot Al trains of great value to the ess 
interests of the country, I would therefore reco that this appropri- 
ation be renewed for the next fiscal year, and that the amount be increased 
cea to the estimate Submitted by the Second Assistant Postmaster- 

zeneral. 


The Second Assistant Postmaster-General at that time was 
Mr. Thomas J. Brady, of Indiana. 

Mr. KYLE. * Will the gentleman tell us where that fund was 
used at that time? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Itake for granted that 
apari of it was used over this very same line we are providing 
or now. 

Mr. LOUD. What year was that? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Eighteen hundred 
and seventy-nine. 
— LOUD. Fifteen thousand dollars was used there at that 

me. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Here is what the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General said upon that subject: 

By the use of thisfund the Department has succeeded in preventing. any 
injury to the postal service on the most important lines, andin several cases 
has secured special trains of great value to the business interests of the sec- 
tions interested. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the idea of these gentlemen seems to be 
that this appropriationis bound to do harm, and has done harm 
all the time from the beginning; but I say it has done good all 
the time. I will show before I get through that only one Post- 
master-General ever directly and emphatically opposed this 
item in the Post-Office appropriation bill; and even Mr. Wana- 
maker himself, under the very same authority now proposed to 
be conferred on Postmaster-General Bissell, used the fund be- 
cause he believed that its use promoted the good of the service. 

Mr. COX. As I understand the gentleman, under these con- 
tracts with the Postmaster-General the roadscarry the mails at 
a certain speed and deliver them? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. And there is faster delivery and better mail serv- 
ice on these ro ids than upon the roads on which the mail is 
carried in the ordinary passenger trains; so that the whole point 
of the question is as to paying this compensation for fast mail 
service, as compared with that rendered by carrying the mails 
on the ordinary passenger trains? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is all there isin 
it 


Mr. COX. Well, that is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
here is what was said by Mr. Horace Maynard, of Tennessee, in 
his report as Postmaster-General for 1880. I read from page 13: 

It would be im ible to maintain the service at its present state of effi- 
clency without appropriation. 

Then he adds: 

It is the desire of the Department to extend this service t> business com- 
munities where it is needed and would be most valuable. 

In 1880 the General Superintendent of the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice stated: 

The special fund placed at the disposal of the Postmaster-General for the 
present fiscal year is $350,000, which has proved of incalculable benefit to the 
service and enabled him to continue and extend the benefits of fast mail 
service. I would, therefore, respectfully recommend that there be appro- 
iated $350,000, and such further additional sum as will enable him to estab- 
h, maintain, and continue the fast mail service. 


When Mr. Thomas L. James, of New York, was Postmaster- 
General, he said: 


Appropriations have been made each year since 1878 to enable the Depart- 
ment to secure from railroad companies facilities for the transportation of 
the mails for which compensation could not be made under the general law. 
The advantages secured to the public by this expenditure are very great. 

And he adds: 


The appropriation for this object for the current year is $125,000; and I 
N that $500,000 be appropriated for the fis year ending June 30, 
As a matter of fact $600,000 was appropriated for that year. 

I have here a gront many other extracts. Here is the lan- 
guage of Hon. Thomas O. Howe, of Wisconsin, in his report as 

ostmaster-General for 1882. He favors this special appropria- 
tion. So did Mr. Gresham when Postmaster-General. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask a couple of questions 
pertinent to the matter now under consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At the time the recommendations which 
the gentleman has just read were made, what was the weight 
pay of the railroads receiving the subsidy? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The same as it is now. 

Mo GROSVENOR. Ah; but how much did it amount to per 
mile? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Of course I have not 
the data which the gentleman wishes in regard to all these rail- 
roads. I will state to the gentleman that, as a matter of fact, 
the weight of the mail in many instances has increased with the 
business and prosperity of the country in different parts of the 
United States, while in some parts there has been no increase. 
On some of the railroads in the South, especially, there has 
been very little increase. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that on the very roads 
now receiving this subsidy the pay by weight amounts in some 
instances to upwards of $100 per mile; away above the average 
mail pay on trunk lines throughout the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I am not able to tell 
the gentleman how much the average is per mile. I will say it 
varies on the different railroads, but I will say to the gentle- 
man it can not possibly be that the railroads from Washington 
to New Orleans and Florida carrying the mails now under dis- 
cussion are receiving extraordinary rates from the Government 
There are some railroads in this country that carry 20,000 pas- 


sengers per mile per year; there are others that carry only 200 
passengers per mile per year. Some railroads receive as much 
as $1,500 per mile per annum and others as little as $50 per mile 
per annum. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman from North Carolina will allow 
me, E will state some figures in answer to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Very well. 

Mr. LOUD. In relation to this system of roads I will state 
that the increase in the weight of the mails in three years has 
been 74 per cent. ‘ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then] will ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: While formerly, when the mail matter carried was so much 
less than now, it may have been necessary to give these roads 
this subsidy, is not the necessity removed by the vast increase 
of their weight pay? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I want to be perfectly 
frank and candid with the gentleman about this mitter. As I 
stated some time ago, the amount we now appropriate is only 
$195,622.14. Three > yours ago the amount was about $292,000. 
The first report made to this House by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads at the first session of the Pifty-sec- 
ond Congress, when I was chairman of that committee, reduced 
the amount from $292,000 to $196,000, as in this bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Because that was all there was expended the 
preceding an 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Exactly, and why was 
it not all expended? Because the authorities of the Post-Office 
Department, and the Postmaster-General were not spending 
all the money and have not been spending all the money that 
has been appropriated for this service. They have been very 
careful and scrupulous about it, and it is accordingly being re- 
duced year after year; and I will state here and now that the 
present Postmaster-General, who is a most excellent business 
man anda vory able lawyer, has failed, up to this time, to use 
some $25,000 of the appropriation made for the current year, 
and if at the end of the current i beer this question comes u 
again, and the Postmaster-General shall not have used $25,00 
of the $195,000 appropriated, the effect will be that the next 
time a report comes to the House on this subject from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the appropriation 
will be reduced by that amount or whatever amount the Post- 
master-General may fail to expend. 

And that of itself shows conclusively to the people and to Con- 
ress and the country thatthe Postmaster-General is very care- 
ul about how he expends the fund. He does not spend it just 

because it is given to him for that purpose, but if he can make 
suitable contracts with the railroad companies for proper expe- 
dition of the mails he does so. If he can not make satisfactory 
contracts with them, then he refuses to expend the money. So 
that, in my opinion, $25,009 of this appropriation for the current 
year will be unexpended at the end of the year. 

Now, I call attention to what Mr. Gresham said when he was 
Postmaster-General, upon this subject. See his report for 1883, 
page 15: 

Tue large expansion of the system in late years and its general use for 
postal purposes render the question of just and reasonable rates for the 
service of vital importance. 

I refrain from cussing the question at present, as en views will be 
given in a separate report, when the committee now considering, it shall 

ave submitted their conclusions. 

I cannot find the special report referred to by Mr. Gresham, 
but I understand he went before the Post-Office Committee at 
that time, and in consequence of what he said to the committee 
the appropriation made for 1884 was $600,000. 

Mr. LOUD. In 1884? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am mistaken, Six 
hundred thousand dollars was the appropriation for 1883. 

Now, here is what the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
said in the report for 1883—Mr. R. A. Elmer, of New York: 

SPECIAL FACILITIES. 

The cost of * ial facilities” on railroad routes for the year ending June 
30, 1883, was $185,000, and a like amount is appropriated for the current year. 
The results secured by this expenditure are very highly appreciated by the 
communities interested, and I therefore recommend that alike sum be ap- 
propriated for 1885. 

In 1884 Postmaster-General Hatton recommended this appro- 
priation, and the Second Assistant Postmaster-General at that 
time, Mr. Henry D. Lyman, of New York, recommended it 
strongly. ; 

In 1885 Postmaster-General Vilas recommended it, and his 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. A. Leo Knott, of 
Maryland, recommended it earnestly. The Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General said: : 


Learnestly approve there commendation of the Superintendent of the Rail- 
way Mail Service for the maintenance of railway facilities, and for the rea- 
son so fully set forth by me. 


In 1886 Mr, Dickinson gave a qualified recommendation, but 
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his Second Assistant strongly recommended it. Mr. Dickinson 
has been quoted here as bein opposed to the appropriation. I 
will show you exactly what Mr. Dickinson said, so that his views 
may be placed exac 8 the Committee on that subject. 

I quote from page 25 of his report for 1888: 


ropriation for special facilities. I desire to call attention to the settled 
application of the appropriation made for extra facilities and to the absence 
of any means to improvements of the service in portions of the country and 
on lines equally if not more deserving than those for which special appro- 
priations are made. These special appropriations are not sufficient for 
proper distribution and create an indisposition on the part of railroad 
companies to 5 for the best attainable service. issatisfaction is 
natural enough when the Government pays one road more than others, and 
for no omnia or more necessary service than is expected or required from 
many others. 
Ido not venture an opinion as to whether or not the rate of compensation 
allowed by law is sufficiently liberal to secure for the Government adequate 


and the best service. Itis certain that the dissatisfaction caused by extra 


pa acim on to some and not to others has prevented in some instances 
ra 1 codperation with the Department to secure much needed improve- 

So that Mr. Dickinson's objection was not to the fact that the 
appropriation was made, but that it ought to be made general. 

e did not deny that the appropriation of itself was a very use- 
ful appropriation. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. And he made that remark, 
too, after a recommendation for anappropriation had been made 
and indorsed by his Superintendentof the General Railway Mail 
Service and by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Thatistrue. Iwillsay, 
further, that in 1889 the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Mr. Bell, then, I believe, General Superintendent of the Rail- 
way Mail Service, recommended an appropriation for special fa- 
cilities. He raised a question against it in 1890. He opposed 
the appropriation in 1891 and again in 1892, but in the last re- 
port made by him as Second Assistant Postmaster-General, in 
1893, after longer experience and more knowledge of postal af- 
taika Di expressed no opposition to the special facility appro- 

riation, 
i Mr. KYLE. Who was that? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Bell. 

Mr. KYLE. You are not arguing that he is in favor of it 
now, are you? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Ifthe gentleman had 
listened to what I stated, he would have understood my argu- 
ment. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General op it 
twice, but he failed to oppose it in his last report. He said 
nothing about it, and I must take it for granted that he thinks 
it is useful. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. He is not opposing it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. He has not opposed 
it in any communication to this House this year, that I know of. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the fact, that 
as far back as 1881, before we had any special fast mail facili- 
ities in the South, the one man in Congress instrumental in in- 
ducing Congress to give a special mail facility appropriation 
was Alexander H. e of Georgia. I want to read his 
letter. This is a short letter which J will read, and I will pub- 
lish another as part of my remarks. This letter is addressed to 
the Postmaster-General, Hon. Thomas L. James, and is dated 
National Hotel, Washington, December 15, 1881. - 


SOUTHERN MAIL FACILITIES. 
LETTER OF HON, A. H. STEVENS TO THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
NATIONAL HOTEL, Washington D. C., December 15, 1881. 


DEAR SIR; I inelose you a communication recelved by me several days 
ago from several of the most prominent business citizens of Augusta, in- 
cl the mayor, upon the subject of mail facilities in that city, and es 
ay e arrival there of the New York mail. I also inclose an editorial 
which I cli from the leading paper of Augusta to-day; it was the issue 
of the 13th tant of that Bn eed 

This is a subjectupon which the people of that city and section of country 
have a deep interest; we feel it as high up as I live on the Georgia Railroad 
(64 miles), and even higher. If any additional appropriation is necessary to 
enable the New York mail to be put in Augusta by 7 o’clock in the e 
I should like to know it and the amount, or whatever the impediment is or 
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teen pa should like to be informed of it, that I may have it removed if 
e. 


Our mail ts now for Augusta and up the Georgia Railroad are 
— a worse condition for the convenience of the people than they have been 
9 respectfully, 
pean ere = 9 
ember ess rgia. 
Hon. THOMAS L. JAMES, Postmaster-General. e 


The other letter referred to is as follows: 


LETTER OF HON. A. H. STEPHENS TO THE EDITORS OF THE AUGUSTA (649 
CHRONICLE AND CONSTITUTIONALIST. 
NATIONAL HOTEL, Washington, D. C., January 6, 1882. 
Editors Chronicle and Constitutionalist: 

DEAR Sins: Inclosed I send you a letter received by me yesterday from 
Hon. Thomas L. James, Postmaster-General at the time of ts date. 

It was written December 31, though not received by me until yesterday, as 
stated. Isend it to you for publication, as an answer to mine to him, under 
date December 15 last, in relation to the mail facilities of Augusta. 

The letter of Mr. James very fully explains itself. Your city as well as 
country readers will doubtless be interested in its ee I have given 
earnest and constant attention to this subject since the opening of the pres- 
ent session of Con After personal conference w. the Post-Office 
officials who have charge of railroad maii service. I deem it due to them to 
say that the fault of the irregularities in our mails in Augusta and on the 
Georgia Railroad is not attributable to them in any way, nor is it attributa- 
ble to anyone connected with the Post-Office Department. 

The trouble is with the railroad syndicates. Mr. Terrell, of Atlant 
perintendent United States mail service in our and adjoining States, I am 
satisfied, is an able, diligent, and efficient officer, looking quite as earnestly 
after the interests of Augusta as of Atlanta, Charleston, or Savannah. The 
failures of the mails at A ta, Atlanta, and elsewhere are owing to the 
railroads not coming up totime. Upon anexamination of a transcript from 
the records it is proper for me to state here that I tind the failures of the fast 
mails at Atlanta have been much more frequent than at Au 

Upon my urging the Department to have a fast mail train leave Charlotte 
upon the arrival there of the fast mail train to Atlanta, the reply was that 
such train from Charlotte to Augusta would have to remain at Charlotte 
until the arrival of the fast train from the East, and this very often was 
from one to two and three hours behind time, so that no increased facility 
of mail service could thereby be secured to Augusta. There is now a fast 
mail on the Coast Line, as I believe it is called; that is, from this place to 
Charleston, Savannah. and Florida, via Richmond, Va., Wilmington, N. C. 
and Florence, S. C. The mail on this route, owing to the nature of the 80 
and the condition of the roads, seldom falls. 
posed to the Department to put a fast train from Florence, S. C., 
gusta, in connection with the fast mail on the Coast Line. It this were 
done, Augusta would receive the New York mails in the mo at 7:30, or 
two hours sooner than she now does. This, I unders' from the officials, 
could and would be done if the necessary appropriation should be granted. 
Be assured I shall do all in m wer to secure the a priation. 
Should this be done. Augusta and all the towns on the Georgia Nana will 
have all the facilities, it seems to me, that are at present attainable. The 
train on the Georgia Railroad can leave at 7:30 or & at farthest every morn- 
ing, taking the Northern as well as the Augusta City papers and letters 
for distribution before noon RRIAT up to Atlanta, and can actually de- 
liver the New York mail in Atlanta sooner than is now practically 
gono py the Air-Line road. I earnestly trust this result may be accom- 
plished. 
Yours, truly, 


gu- 


ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS. 


In consequence greatly of the influence of Mr. Stephens of 
Georgia, Postmaster-General James entered heartily into the 
movement, anā from that time down to the present we have had 
these fast mail facilities. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to prolong the discussion. Iwill 
call attention, however, to the fact that train 35, as it is called, 
which leaves New York at 4:30 in the morning, expedites the 
mails over what they were expedited one year ago to the fol- 


lowing extent: ~ 
MEMORANDA. 


Prior to July, 1893, there was but one continuous mail schedule between 
New York and New Orleans: 

Leaving New York 4:30 p. m.; passing Atlanta 4:10 p. m.; arriving at New 
Orleans 7:35 a. m. 

There are now two through schedules over that route as follows: 

Leaving New York at 4:20 p.m. and 4:30 a. m.; 5 at Atlanta 3:55 p. 
m. and 5:20 a. m.; arriving at Montgomery 9:20 p. m. and 11:05 a, m.; arriy- 

at New Orleans 7:35 a. m. and 10:25 p. m. 
e 4:80 p. m. train is unchanged. 

The 4:30 a. m. train has been made continuous. 

The Department now avails itself of both of the exist Richmond and 
Danville schedules to advance mails for the State of Florida, via Charlotte 
and Columbia, the following being the Florida schedule via Charlotte: 

Leave New York at 4:20 p. m.; arrive at Jacksonville 9:00 p. m. 

Leave New York at 4:3) a. m.; arrive at Jacksonville 9:20 a. m. 


Statement showing comparison of mail schedules in 1893 with 1594, and the advantages the appropriation Fa Missal and special facilities on trunk lines Fave 


given for expediting the United States mail to Southern and Flor 


points. 


Distances 
from— 


New | Wash- 
York. 


Train No. 25, Fast mail.” | Atlantic Coast Line. 


1893. 


6 35 | 9:42 
8 15 | 11:01 a. m. 
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Statement showing comparison of mail schedules in 1893 with 1994, and the advantages the appro 0 i and special facilities lines 
' given for expediting the Unites States mal to tes ond Florida p- OA a See ee Bee 
6 Train No. 37. Train No. %, “Fast mail.” Atlantic Coast Line. 
1894. 1893. 1804. De- 
New | Wash- crease 
York. ington. — — in 
Schedule. Time.] Schedule. me. 
H. M. Z. M. H. M. H. M. 
1:55a.m. 25 1:10 p. m. ] 12 55 2:12 p. m. 942| 3 3 
3:43 a. m. 11 13 | 3:40 p. m. 15 12 3:50 p. m. . 11 20] 435 
5:40 a. m. 13 10 | 6:20 p. m. 10 5 5:50 p. m. 13 20 4 35 
654 a. m. 14 24 8:10 p. m. . 19 55 7.82 p. m. 15 2 443 * 
70 Lee 28 — 9:55 p. m.. 21 40 9:15 p. m. 1655 | 4 45 
Charlotte 610| 581 5am. 17 5 11. Pm. 23 5 | 10:60 Mm. 18 0 888 
Greenville 717 488 12:28 p.m.| 19 58 | 3:07 a. m. . 26 52 1:52 f. m. 21 2 | 5% 
S 1.8 283 9:20 Pm. 28 80 | 9:20 Pm. 45 B | 11:05 . 30 2 | 14 2 
8 — 2 M. 2 m. 
Wen Orleans 1,231 1, 002 3:06 Km:: 34 35 | 3:05 Km.: 50 20 | 5:20 p.m..| 36 60 | 13 20 ... —.—.. .. 
ew Orleans: 
S. Pacific depot. 1,872 1,143 7:25 m. 39 5 7:28 a. m. 58 15 | 10:15 P. m. 41 55 | 18 10 4 aa ee 
Canals Street depot — 7: am cc 
rr ß be 
ieee 
3024 
r Tes eae NR A SR ee 
r c 
E F 
PE : 8 
Se alee 3 
23 E Ara ASR TEET TE RAEN OARE iste 
22 | | „ TTT 
Nashville, Chattanoo 23 
ana St. Louis Railroad. Be | 
Arrive: 3 
2 ˙· AA D) IEE ETARE OESE ͤ T 85 
Rome. 83 
os 
ZA 
2 2 6:00 a. m., 2945 3. gha M. 2 0 | 880 ...... ..... 
281 rr N E RECS 
3 | ane m. 28 $0 
A 3 20 a. 
0 0 57° : 30 20 
AEA 82 K 32 20 
Sa 882 82 53 
28 30 50 
as Wi A ERE tee poe E AFELE NN A 


Schedule time of Richmond and Danville trains. 


No. 37. | No. 33 
MIO TS, W.. R 
3:55 P. m—23 h. 35 m. 5:20 a. m—26h. 
7:85 f. m—39 h. 5 m.. 10:25 p. m-—42 h. 5 m 
10:20 p. m—30 h. 50 m. 12:50 p. m-32 h. 25 m. 
7:25 f. m-38 h. 55 m 
7:25 a. m- h. 55 m. 
9:00 p. m—23 h. 39 m. 20 a. m- 29 h. 
7:45 a m- 80 h. 15 m. 3: p. m—37 h. 25 m 
Schedule of Atlantic Coast Line trains, 1893. 
Fast mall. Southern Express. | Fast train. 
Leave: 
néa eas 4:20 a. m 9:00 p. m 9:30 a.m. 
ve: 
Jacksonville. 9:00 a. m—28 h. 40 m 12720 noon- h.20m_| 7:55 p. mf h. 55 m 
Tampa, Fla. 4:55 p. m—35 h. 25 m| 8:55 p. m—47 h. 55 m. 7:45 a. m—36 b. 45 m 
Pert Tampa, 5:35 p. m7 h. 15 m| 9:40 p. m—48 h. 40 m. 8:25 a. m—37 h. 35 m 


While I am upon this subject I will state to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] that the train he referred to, which 
he says is ten minutes slower in its run from New York to New 
Orleans, makes the same schedule identically, minute for min- 
ute, that it made a year ago. In addition to that we have 8 


fast train besides, No. 35, which makes continuous 
schedules and connections to New Orleans from New York, via 
Washington and Atlanta. 


Mr. KYLE. I know the gentleman does not intend to do me 
an injustice. I will ask him if he got the information from the 
Post-Office Department, and if that information further does 
not show that there is a difference of ten minutes, according to 
the statement of the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will state to the 
gentleman that I have not personally examined the schedules at 
the Post-Office Department. It may be they may show that; 
but if tey do show it, I will state to the gentleman that it is a 
mistake. f 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It is a mistake. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. And itis utterly im- 
material anyway, because the schedules are made by the Post- 
Office authorities themselves, and if they think it ought to be 
ten minutes less than it was a year ago, that is their affair. The 
railroads do not make the schedules. The railroads are willing 
to carry the mails even faster than they are now carried, if the 
Postmaster-General should insist upon it. 

Mr. KYLE. The time is ten minutes slower than it was be- 
fore barr got this additional Beatie 

Mr. HENDERSON of Nort rolina. No; the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

Mr. KYLE. I get the schedule from the Post-Office Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The Post-Office Department 
is mistaken, 

Mr. KYLE. The Post-Office Department may be mistaken, 
but I am relying upon them. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I want to state to the gen- 
tleman, with the permission of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, that I went over this road about two weeks ,and on this 
train, and that I arrived in New Orleans, at the Morgan depot 
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ab 7 25 in the morning and Canal street at 7 225; and I know that 
the train was on time. I was on it, and I went all the way from 
Wash I know we got there exactly at that hour, as was 
verified by several watches on the train. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Is not the hour for the depart- 
ure of that train fixed by the Department instead of by the rail- 
road? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is fixed by the De- 
partment; and if any of these fast trains do not run fast enough 
the Department is to blame, for they fix the schedules they most 

fer. 
Pr. KYLE. Then if they do not expedite the mail, it is of no 
service. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman does 
not seem to understand that there has been another train put on 
from New York. One in addition to the train of a year ago. 
Does not the gentleman from Mississippi call that expediting 
the mails when it arrivesthirteen hours and ten minutes earlier 
in New Orleans and fifteen hours and six minutes earlier at 
Birmingham than was possible a year ago? Because in one case 
the schedule is just the same as it was a ago, is that any 
reason why, paag this other train on, the mail has not been 
expedited? e gentleman does not seem to understand that 
that there are now two fast trains a day instead of one. 

Mr. KYLE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LOUD. At whet time does it arrive at New Orleans? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. At 10:25 p. m. 

Mr. KYLE. I deny it. 

Mr. LOUD. Is that a good time for distributing the mail? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The time is fixed by 
3 Post-Office Department for the purpose of facilitating the 

Is. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It does not go to all 
other places in the night. It has to go to some place in the 
night, T would say to my friend. Now, the schedule time is ex- 

ted to Macon six hours and five minutes; to Columbia, 
eight hours and thirty minutes, and to Savannah eleven hours 
and twenty minutes. I will not detain the committee longer, 
Mr. Chairman, but will publish the following for information: 
Spectat * on trunk lines. 
‘OST-OF FICE 9 


OFFICE OF THE SECOND: 8 POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February, 8, 1894. 


Sin: The existing orders provide for the following per annum payments 
on account of the special-facility appropriation for the present fiscal year: 


No. of | Pay per 
route: Termini. Railroad company. ‘annum: 


109004 | New York to Philadelphia___.| Pennsylvania . $11,331.25 
113001 Philadelphia to Washington. Senet 0 . bet iming- 17, 191.25 
nan 


114002 
114016 Washington to Atlanta Richmond and Danville... 


121083 | Atlanta to West Point Atlanta and West Point 
124001 | West Point to Montgomery abama 
124012 | Montgomery to New Orleans. Louisville and Nashville. 


(Tho deieseSaice Ses 


No orders have been made as yet for the payment of any part of the a 
riation to the r between Springfield, Mass., and New York, 
cause no schedules have been agreed upon that would warrant any ex- 

traordinary allowance. It is, however, notunlikely that the schedules will, 
at an early date. be so modified as shall cause the pa: payme ont ot . 
of this year’s appro} tion to the railroads east of New York, N. 

Yours, respectfully, 

J. LOWRIE BELL, 

Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, 
Houseof Representatives, Washington’ D. 0. 


Post-OFFICH DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THR SECOND ASSISTANT PoSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1894. 


Sm: In reply to your note of the 30th instant, requesting information re- 
specting the expenditure of the A este 7 8 y item R ne o ooreen year’s ap- 
propriation “for necessary and perpen 

o per annum rate thus far 5 hie 238. 78 Met of which has been 
awarded to the railroad mail carriers between New York, N. V., and New 
JT 

negotiations for the route, 
Mass., to New York, N. Y., have not, as yet, resulted in the estab 8 
a schedule warranting the payment o any bo portion of the bape pitas facility 
sum in that atrection.t because of which we have as yet made no orders of 
allowance. It is worth while to add, however, that the es are still 
— fth spn nditare of the dieron 8 : 47128875 7⁵ and 1880 122 
of thee ure erence between 14. 
— s, * 
ours, respectfully, J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSO: 


Chairman DOTE on the Post-Office and Post-R 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


' be or aor which Pte yy Macon, pany, 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POST ENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1894. 
Sır: In reply to your letter of the 22d instant, asking to bo advised 
ing the mail service 1 New Vork and Washington to Atlanta and New 


Orleans, I would sa; 

There exists at t time two continuous fast mail train schedules, via 
Washington, over the Piedmont m, Which two schedules are those se- 
lected by the Department as the ones to be desired for the accomplishment 
of the most satisfactory through-mail service between New York and New 
Orleans via Atlanta. 

soe connection with the eee service with New Orleans it has been ar- 

od, commencing with Fe A SC ultimo, to utilize the sama schedules 

for the advancement of a considerable extent of the Florida mails that will 

be deflected from the Piedmont line at Charlotte, N. C., and eae 8 
ville, Fla., over the route recently opened south from Savannah, G 

To your inquiry concerning the character and extent of ane existing 
through-mail service as compared with that of the I would say that 
the present schedules are improvements over those which have heretofore 
been enforced. 

Yours, respectfully, 
J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-Generat. 


Col. A. B. ANDREW: 
Vice-President ond General Agent of the Receivers, 
Richmond and Danville Railroad Compan 
No. 1300 Pennsylvania aon Washington, D. C. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 16, 1894. 


Sin: I beg leave to respectfully invite your attention to the benefits re- 
sulting to the public through the establishment of the great fast mail 
service 3 New York and Atlanta and New Orleans, with special ref- 
erenceito the portion from Washington south, and the situation under which 
the service is rendered. 

On January 1, 1893, the Richmond and Danvillesystem maintained a train 
service that met the utrements of its general business and afforded a 
good pie tem of such Eeer business. The train service 
Was as OWS: 

No. 9 let Washington at 8: cepts nr arrived at Atlanta in twenty- Pagid 


one-half hours, at S a. m. next day, and had no connection whatever 
Montgomery. ara NO No. II left DN 11 p. m.. and was run at a very 
slow rate of speed witho) = postal e — to 


N and with postal ear from 
Lynchburg to A at Adiante atl No. 37, the 
South Western —— Limited, left New Yorks at ra 30 p. m., Was 
ton at 10:43 p. m., and arrived at Atlanta at brleh m., Mon ry at 9: 
p-m., and at New Orleans 7:25 a. m. This, in brief, was the situation in the 
early months of 1893. 
Congress desiring to meet the A sages needs of the greatest States of the 
South and 8 regions, m. appropriation effective 3 e Et 
for a special mail service from New ork and Washington to 
New Orleans, and the great 5 population ot the ne State of 
Texas — — The advantages to roa from the closer mail connec- 
tion between the greatest commercial metropolis of the Bast and the prin- 
eipal centers of business and — — ol the South are so obvious to all 
that comment thereon would be out ot 
5 Danville å m and ia ies connections appreciating the 
urpose of Congress and desiring to contribute as much as to the 
Treat contemplated tal improvements heartily cobpera by establish- 
ga spona ast mail between New York and New Orieans 
14, 1893. This fast mail train No. 35, leaves New York at 4: 82525 a. m., Washing- 
ton at 11:01 a. m.. and arrives at Atlanta at 5: Wa. m, and 
= New York a Boston connection ae leaves that city at 7:30 P. M., gre 
arrival of all rail post-office lines from 


arranged th 
iliary lines and put an extra train between Charlotte and Columbia by which 
mail ts delive at Columbia at 1:35 a. m., Savannah at 4:90 a. m., Jackson- 
we at 9:30 a. m., being twenty-nine hours from New York, which is the 
eat time ever made between these points. The arrival in Jacksonville 
is isan eas for distribution to the whole State of Plorida. 
made for Charleston, arriving there at 9:80 a. 3 
To be more e; mine and 


the Boston and New England mail, the Central and — New a 
Pennsylvania mail, which lett New York at 4:80 a. m., in 1893, reached W. 
ington after the train for Atlanta, peiros dier New Orleans had ian 
and it was delayed until 10:43 p. m. before lew W. 

Under the present fast mail service the New York mail, together with the 
mail from parts of Phe England of the Vien ae day. is putin Danvilleat 
5:50 p. m. of the same d ay, Greensboro at 7:30 p. m., Charlotte at 10:20 p, m., 
3 yt a. m. the following morning; mt pain 11:05a. m., Birming- 

m.. New Orleans at 10:25 ints on the Central 
umbus, Tifton, etc., by and 
before 2p. m, and points bet went 5 — — and Chattanooga, 
fee before 1 p: 5 Thus. D 75 this increased facility between New York, 
5 3 8 rears My cine 5 

ant: em are e elve hours, Mon ‘ourteen ho 
New Orleans thirteen hours, B ham fifteen oe 

It will not be amiss, I think, to draw a comparison between the time made 
to Plorida points in 1898 and now. The mall which left New York at 4:30 a. 
m. was put in Jacksonville at 11 a. m. in 1893, and In Tampa at 8: hed —. m.; 
it now reaches Jacksonville at 9:20 a. m., Tampa at 5:80 p. m., in ample time 
to make connection with the Cuban steamships. It wlll be seen, therefo; 
that in addition to. ting the malis between New York and the inlan: 
and the far South and Southwest, the Richmond and Danville has decreased 
the time consumed to all Florida points from one to three hours. 

It is obvious that this special fast mail train No. 35 ramifies and 
mails from twelve to twenty-four hours to a vast area of country bounded 
on the east prune Atlantic and N far out into the great developed 
ee of the thern States, in 9 included the centers of 

usiness and tion of the South. Thus, a service of the most extraor» 
mane value is being rendered the great Southern country by a connection 
from Atlanta which is direct and very fast to Montgomery, Mobile, and 
New Orleans, where eee 5 . transmississ: 

The north-boun: ce proven entirely satisfactory 
to the postal authorities; and doubtless be clear to you and all others 


it will 
who may 5 the subject that it would be impracticable in favorable 
conditions a railroad company to 33 such exceptional service 
without 8 recognition on the part of the Government, and this is 
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manifested in the strongest possible manner by the present prostration of 
all business, which renders the reduction of train service everywhere ane- 


eer: 
ery respectfully, 


A, B. ANDREWS, 
Vice-President, and General Agent of the Receivers. 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 3 
n of the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to recognize some gen- 
tleman in favor of the amendment. If there is any gentleman 
who desires to speak in favor of the amendment the Chair will 
recognize him, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia afterwards, 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the 
gentleman on this amendment. If there is any other gentle- 


Mr. LOUD. I beg to differ with the Chairman on that ques- 
tion. The Chair has not recognized me on this amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the pardon of the gentle- 


man, 
- Mr. LOUD. I spoke in the general debate on the bill, but not 
on this provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will, then, recognize the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. I desired only to make a suggestion to expedite 
debate. There is only one to be heard on this side, and I sug- 
gest that they go ahead on the other side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi makes this mistake. There was one fast train on this 
line prior to this appropriation that made the time in thirty-nine 
hours and five minutes. Thesecond mail train makes the time in 
fifty-five hours and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Between what points? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Between New York and New Orleans. 

Now, when this appropriation was made and given to this line 
of railroad the Postmaster-General required another train put 
on its line, and this extra fast train that was puton at the de- 
mand of the Post-Office Department, makes the time from New 
York to New Orleans in thirteen hours and ten minutes less than 
the train of which it took the place. These are the facts. The. 

entleman has only to look at the schedule and discover the facts. 
How, Mr. Chairman, our people are interested in this matter, 
ap I = this communication to the Clerk's desk and ask that 
t be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. Lon, LIVINGSTON and other Members Georgia Delegation, 
United States Congress, Washington, D. C.: 

At a meeting representing the Chamber of Commerce, the Commercial 
Club, and citizens generally, held in the hall of the Chamber of Commerce 
to-day, Mr. Stewart Woodson, president of the chamber, was called to the 
chair. On motion, the following preamble and resolutions were unani- 
mously adopted: é 

Whereas the citizens of Atlanta and of this portion of Georgia aro vitau 
ration be- 


interested in the continuance of the fast-mail service now in o; 
tween Boston and New York and New Orleans via Atlanta; an 

Whereas this service is dependent upon a continuation of the appropria- 
tion which expires in June next:; 

And whereas this question is now pending before the present Congress, to 
be acted on at an early date: Therefore 

Be it resolved, By this joint meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, the Com- 
mercial Club, and business men of Atlanta, that the Senators and Represent- 
atives from 8 be. and they hereby are, earnestly requested to give 
their support to the continuance of the fast mail. 

Resolved further, That the Chamber of Commerce be requested to appoint 
acommittes to visit Washington in the interest of the fast-mail service 


should it become necessary. 
H. G. SAUNDERS, Secretary. 
APRIL 2, 1804. 


From every section of our Southland this demand comes up, 
from individuals, from conventions of business men, and from 
boards of trade. The gentleman from Mississip i [Mr. KYLE] 
says that this appropriation is of no use, that this railroad is 
doing no extra work for this appropriation. This committee 
will have to do only one thing to discover the gentleman's mis- 
take. These fast trains are put on by the Department and con- 
trolled by the Department. Their schedules are made by the 
Department; they are positively forbidden to do any local busi- 
ness on the line between New York and New Orleans that would 
interfere with schedule as fixed by the Department. They do not 
stop long enough at towns of three, four, or five thousand inhab- 
itants for a passenger to got on; the Department does not per- 
mit it. They are precluded from doing anything to develop 
their nger traffic. And yet the gentleman from Mississippi 
says that these trains are giving no better mail facilities to our 
aon than they gave without this appropriation! j 

the gentleman had traveled on the lines in’ question he 
would never have made such a h on this floor. I do not 
know where or how he got his information, but I am sure that 
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when he sees the mistake he has made he will be willing to cor- 
rect it. Mr. Chairman, this line for which this appropriation 
is made is a feeder to every pronment Southern city down to 
Tampa, Fla., and over to Galveston and New Orleans. But if 
the appropriation should be withdrawn there is not a railroad 
man in the United States nor a man on this floor but can see at 
once that these fast trains must come off. If they are to be con- 
fined to schedule time, if they are to be confined to the mail 
business, as they arenow confined, these fast trains must come off. 

Then, you get your old slow mail trains from New York to 
New Orleans, taking fifty-five hours and twenty-five minutes, 
making a difference of thirteen hours and ten minutes. Talk 
about a subsidy to the railroad company! Why, Mr. Chairman, 
it is a known fact on this floor—although we have not the offi- 
cial records to establish it—that the Sea Coast Air Line gaveu 
this appropriation rather than submit to the conditions impo 
by the Department. In other words, they knew that they could 
make more money by seeking to develop the nger trafic 
along their line than by submitting to the conditions and re- 
strictions imposed by the Post-Office Department. 

This is no subsidy for another reason. Itis an effort on the 
part of one great arm of the Government, the Post-Office De- 
partment, to supply the people of this country with fast mail 
service. Benefiting whom? Benefiting the business men of 
the East, the business men of the Middle States, the business 
men of the Southern States. How can this be called a subsidy 
when these mail trains perform a specific duty under contract 
with the Government and receive this amount asa considera- 
tion for the work performed? 2 

It is not for the benefit of the passenger traffic. It is not to 
shorten the time in which a man can travel between New York 
and New Orleans, or between Washington and New Orleans, 
Nobody can get on these special trains except at such large 
cities as Montgomery, Atlanta, and Charlotte, where the trains 
are compelled tostop to change engines and the other outfit that 
isnecessary torun them. ma atthose great penpan a passen- 
gor get onatall. 5 ou might as well describe the free- 

elivery system in New York City or in Cincinnati as a subsidy. 
You mightas well make the charge of subsidy against anything 
else that we do here to facilitate the mail service? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman claims that this additional train 
is a fast mail train. Can he inform us what time this train 
makes to New Orleans, and also what time the slow train makes 
to New Orleans? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I have just stated it; and I want to say 
to the gentleman from California and to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that I hold in my hand the schedule made by the 
Department. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, what is the time of those two trains? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The slow train takes fifty-five hours and 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. That is the train that leaves at 8 
o'clock in the morning? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam speaking of the present schedule. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iunderstand. This is the present sched- 
ule. Now, the fast train, which is controlled by the Post-Office 
Department, makes that same distance in forty-two hours and 
five minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. What time does the other train make to New 
Orleans? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The original train that I alluded to, and 
to which my friend from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] made a mis- 
take, takes thirty-nine hours and five minutes. 

iR LOUD. So your slow“ train is faster than your fast“ 
train? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Itis not. There is the same mistake 
again. The gentleman ignores the fact that we had one fast 
train on the line before and one slow mail train, but when the 
appropriation was made and was applied by the Department to 
this line of service they required an extra fast train which 
made the time in forty-two hours and eight minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. That train is simply extra between Atlanta and 
New Orleans. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. I beg the gentleman's pardon. That train for- 
merly ran from New York to Atlanta, and there it rai d and 
made its connection with the regular vestibule train. ce the 
extra subsidy has been given that train has run through from 
Atlanta to New Orleans, and that is the only difference. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman is mistaken. I am just 
as familiar with the line from Atlanta to New Orleans as with 
the line from here to my home. The connections were not made 
at Atlanta, prior to the putting on of this fast mail train, by the 
slow mail train. 

Mr. LOUD. That is just what I have said. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now the connection is made. Prior to 
this appropriation this train left New York, as the gentleman 
from North Carolina has said, too late for the Southern mail. 
At Washington City it made no connection with the New York 
mail. It made no connection with the mails at any points. Now 
it makes every connection from Springfield, Mass., to New Or- 
leans on the one line, and Tampa, Fla., on the other. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask a ques- 
tion for information. What 1 this thirty-nine-hour train to 
which gentlemen have been referring? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is called the fast train. 
$ — WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When was that in opera- 

on 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. It is the vestibule limited. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It has heretofore been called the vesti- 
bule limited. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 5 res: Is it in operation now? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. It is a passenger train which 
leaves New York at an hour unsuitable for the mails. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does that train run now? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama.’ Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It not only runs now, but it is made up 
for passengers, not for the mails. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does it not carry the mails? 

55 LIVINGSTON. Ves, sir; but it does not carry through 
mail. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Still it makes the through 
trip in thirty-nine hours, which is three hours faster than what 
the gentleman calls the fast train. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me say this: Suppose that the mail 
leaving New York is sufficient in bulk and weight to load down 
six, eight, or ten mail cars to New Orleans; it would exclude 
every passenger car on the fast mail—not a single passenger 
could be hauled. 

Mr. LOUD. That is not a supposable case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In other words, I want gentlemen to un- 
derstand that this is a special mail train dedicated to that pur- 

—exclusively, if necessary—without a single passenger on 

t, if necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that this thirty-nine-hour train is a regular mail train ar- 
riving in New Orleans at 7:25 in the morning, and making con- 
nection at 9:15 with the train running to Texas, New Mexico, 
Arizona, and California. The other train makes no western 
connection whatever. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, it is very singular to me 
that at this late day this appropriation should be objected to. 
As the gentleman from North Carolina has stated, for seventeen 
years the Appropriations Committee in this House in charge of 
this matter has reported an appropriation of this kind, and it 
has been indorsed by every Postmaster-General and every As- 
sistant Postmaster-General except one, for seventeen years; and 
only objected to once by the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, Mr. Bell, and, although he objected in 1891 and 1892, he 
does not object to-day. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVING- 
STON] intend to say to the House that every Postmaster-General 
save one during the last seventeen years has recommended this 
appropriation? 

r. LIVINGSTON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. Does not the gentleman know that Mr. Dick- 
inson op d it and Mr. Wanamaker opposed it—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Neither of them opposed it. 

Mr. KYLE, And that the present Postmaster-General does 
not indorse it? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, it has not been twenty 
minutes since the chairman of the committee [Mr. HENDERSON 
of North Carolina] read on this floor the declaration of Mr. 
Dickinson in favor of an appropriation of this sort; yet the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi rises now and asks me whether I do not 
know that Mr. Dickinson opposed this appropriation. 

Mr. KYLE. I get my information from the report. of the 
Postmaster-General himself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The report has just been read, and it 
does not sustain the gentleman. The only point that Mr. Dick- 
inson made on this appropriation was that it was exclusive and 
partial; that it was not broad enough to encourage a policy 
which he indorsed and approved, and he asked that the ap- 
propriation be made general, not specific. This is the correct 
inference from Mr. Dickinson's report. 

As to the present Postmaster-General, the highest evidence 
that he approves thisappropriation is this: When it is left to 
his discretion to decide whether he will use this money or not, 
he puts the appropriation in the estimates and then with the 


power left discretionary in his hands he uses the money for this 
purpose. 

In answer to the gentleman from New York who propounded 
a question to the chairman of the committee, I say that the 
highest evidence that the present Postmaster-General approves 
this policy and this appropriation is that he has included in his 
estimates the amount necessary for this purpose. Besides, he 
has the power at any moment to discontinue this service, and 
he has not doneso. Yet the gentleman from Mississippi stands 
up here and says the present Postmaster-General does not ap- 
prove this appropriation. Whether that officer has ever opened 
his mouth on the subject or not makes no difference; take his 
acts. What has he done? He sends the money in the direction 
that the committee authorizes him toexpend it and in conform- 
ity to the appropriation made, which is conclusive evidence that 
he approves of the scheme and expenditure. He has the power 
to spend it or not to spend it, as he may deem advisable. The 
matter is within his retion. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the „ yield for a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. KYLE. Iwillstatethat [holdin my hand the paper which 
the gentleman from North Carolina read in his speech: I do not 
know whether it is the one he read from or not, but I find this 
statement: 

P Don M. Dickins: lation. P. 
... ͤ Norns Me APproprlaton, Fago 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would ask the gen- 
tleman not to read my private memoranda to the House. 

Mr. KYLE. I read exactly what Mr. Dickinson said. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who made that memoranda? 

Mr. KYLE. I find it in these papers, and I stated that I got 
it from the Postmaster-General’s report, too. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, the gentleman from Mississippi is 
mistaken again. How can we trust him 

Mr. KYLE, The gentleman from Georgia does not mean to 
intimate that I am endeavoring to mislead the House in this 


matter? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly not. I said that you were 
mistaken, and I am going to show you that you are taken. 


The gentleman said he got the information from the Postmas- 
ter-General. He takes up a paper with a memorandum made by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and reads that as the indorsement of the Postmaster- 
General. Unfortunately he found the memorandum there. I 
do not know how the chairman came to make such a thing, but 
it is there and has fallen into his hands. 

But thechairman says now thathe was mistaken when he made 
the memoranda, while the gentleman from Mississippi read it 
and hangoa it to the Postmaster-General. There is the whole , 
question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman also read 
from the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And let me say again, and as sensible 
men you must take my conclusions, that if Mr. Bissell is 8 
to the appropriation why does he spend it? He has an option in 
the matter. It is not incumbent upon him to do so unless he 
thinks the Government is onan benefit from it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Geor~ 
gia allow me to read what the present Postmaster-General does 
say with especial reference to this appropriation? 

r. LIVINGSTON. Iwill yield to the gentleman with pleas- 


ure. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, He says: 


The fast-mail service between the North and the South has recently been 
much enl. . Following the coast line its extent and rapidity will, com- 
mencing with December— 


That is last December— 
be more complete than heretofore. 


And then, as to the interior lines, he says: 


And by means of the interior lines it has recently been made possible 8 
inaugurate a double daily fast-mail service connecting the great busine: 
centers of the North with New Orleans by way of Atlanta and Montgomery. 
The hours of these trains are those most favored by the Department, and it 
has thereby been rendered possible to accomplish connections that provide 
equally well for both letter and daily newspaper mails. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am very much obliged to the gentle- 
man. That does not sound very much like the gentleman from 
Mississippi. If that does not show beyond all question that my 
friend from Mississippi is mistaken, I shall not endeavor to en- 
lighten him on that point any further. 

But I was saying when interrupted that for seventeen years 
this mail service has gone on with appropriations ranging from 
$125,000 up to four hundred and odd thousand dollars. It is the 
only fast mail we have to the South and Southwest, while the 
North and the great Northwest have four great trunk lines that 
carry with lightning speed their mails from East to West and 
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Northwest and back again. We have one,and but one only. 
And now the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi is 
. ile: porhape t has wothiag to do ab all 
want to sug; while perha nothi 0 4 

with the matter under cons N Mr. Chairman, that very 
little money comes from the Government in our direction. The 
great bulk of the pension appropriations go in another direc- 
tion; the great bulk of the appropriations for fortifications and 
armament go in another direction; the appropriations for build- 
ing, arming, and equipping the new Navy for the country go in 

another direction. The little pitiful amount in the river and 
harbor bill is the only expense the Government of this great 
country is called on to-day to incur on account of special favors 
to the people of the great South and Southwest. 

But Proud not stand here to-day to ask that this appropria- 
tion be made if the Government did not get value received for 
every single dollar which itspends for these lines. I am no ad- 
vocate for charity to my people nor charity to any other poopie 
But it is the purpose and the duty of this Government to distrib- 
ute these mails iato every nook and cornerof this great country. 
I want to say if that is a policy which is advisable, as it has been 
shown to be in the t, we want to participate in it. That is 
the policy, and has been in operation for many years. 

If that policy is to continue, why should you shut out one sec- 
tion of this country, and give it to another. If it is necessary to 
make a small appropriation to accomplish that purpose, why is 
that a subsidy? If the word subsidy appertains to this appro- 
priation, it appertains to nine-tenths of all the appropriations 
made by this House. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Iam going to stop. I want to say that 
we have 150 Democratic votes in the Electoral College in the 
section of the country which this line traverses, aud if the Dem- 
ocratic party has been or is to be in the future worth anything 
by oe eat country of ours, we should have some recognition 

t ouso. 

But I am not asking it on that line. I will suggest that the 
great bulk of the exports that help to make up the wealth of 
this country are scattered all along this line, from Washington 
to New Orleans and Galveston. And if we do business success- 
fully and satisfactorily with New York, and with the East, we 
must have this mail facility. Therefore, from a business stand- 
point, leaving out the 99 1 of polities and I am more than 
willing that that should be left out of this matter entirely—we 
are entitled from a business standpoint to these fast trains and 
these mail facilities. I yield the balance of my time to my friend 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 

Mr. GEAR. I simply want to say, Mr. Chairman, that in my 
judgment it is bad policy to adopt the amendment offered, and 
thereby strike a blow at this fast-mail service. I myself live on 
aline of road, the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, over which 
is carried the great transcontinental mail of the United States. 
Practically the whole of Iowa is supplied by this great service. 
Those sare compelled to build special cars. eir time is 
scheduled by the Government, and if they fail to make their 
connections and can not give a good excuse they are fined. 

Now, I take it for granted that the striking out of this amend- 
ment is a blow to the commercial and economic interests of the 
country over which this North and South fast mail runs, In my 
country every lateral road accommodates its schedule to these 
fast trains. At my right here sits a gentleman who gets his 
mail at a post-office 100 miles from my town, through which this 
fast-mail train passes, The road leading to his town has accom- 
modated its time to the schedule of the fast mail. 

Mr. LOUD. But that fast-mail line does not get any extra 


as GEAR. It gets a large amout of pay, but none too much. 

TheCHAIRM The Chair hopes the gentleman from lowa 

will not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend from Fort Dodge [Mr. DOLLIVER] 
lives 263 miles from my town. Hegets his mail by the fast mail 
running through my towneight hours earlier than he would get 
it on the line of road on which he is, because that road has not 
adopted the fast-mail schedule. 

r. KYLE. To what road does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. GEAR. To the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy. Now 
I take it for granted that this North and South fast mail line 
is of equal benefit to the people of that country. I understand 
that the lateral roads crossing and connecting with this line ac- 
commodate their schedules to it, so that the coast cities away 
down to Florida and throughout that country are eq bene- 
fited by the system. Lassume that the great transcontinental 
mail through Texas aud Arizona to California is also benefited 
and ex ted by that system. The times demand, the busi- 


ness interests of the country demand that the mails should be 


eee, that they should have the very best service they can 
ve. 

Your Post-Office Department to-day is actually burdened with 
applications for the establishment of new post-oftices. Two hun- 
dred and fifty ee e a day are coming in, far beyond the 
capacity of the Department to grant, in accordance with the 
wishes of the pores: Anything that strikes a blow at this fast 
mail sorio „in my judgment, bad policy and bad business 
principle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from. 
lowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] for five minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I should be surprised if the 
House should indorse an amendment striking out the appro- 
priation for the fast mail service of the South. In my humble 
judgment the prosperity of the country has been measured by 
the development of our postal system. It is of the greatest im- 
portance not only to the business interests of the country, but to 
the distribution of general intelligence, that the fast routes 
should be multiplied and not diminished. I have no special in- 
terest in the fast mail service along the Southern coast; and yet 
it can not, it seems to me, be good policy for the Congress of the 
United States to take from the growing and prosperous com- 
mercial centers of the South the facilities that have for so many 
years been granted to them by the extension of the fast mails. 

In our Western country we know by nearly every man’s ex- 

erience the advantages of this system. Throughout the great 
Mississippi Valley these mail trains have become a permanent 
and beneficial part of the business system of our booma. They 
facilitate business in every department, and it would appear that 
the South needs these advantages even more than any other 
of the country. Lam amazed that my friend from Mississippi 
Las, KYLE], representing a section of the country that, accord- 

g to all accounts that come to us from that section, shares in a 
less measure than other sections in appropriations of the public 
money, should be found here seeking to take from his own peo- 
ple business conveniences that can not be supplied in any other 
way. 2 

And so, speaking for my own people, I am in favor, not of 
abolishing these fast-mail facilities, but of extending them. I 
would like tosee a fast mail put on every trunk line, so that the 
remote hamlets of the West and South may be given the bene- 
fits that come from s y and regular service. We ought 
not too 3 ook to the amount of the expense. e 
whole theory of the postal service is that, regardless of whether 
the thing is profitable or not, the United States shall distribute 
the mails to the people of every section and even to the remote 
villages of the country. I do not desire to see the policy grow 
up here of curtailing the postal system and defeating every im- 
provement that is suggested by arguments drawn from the fact 
that it will increase expense. In these things we can easily 
overwork the virtues of economy, and do more harm than good 
by unreasonably disabling a tal system which is fast becoming 
in speed and efficiency a model for the world. 

Mr. GEAR. I omitted to say that it is stated that these roads 
receive subsidies. That is a mistake. They simply receive pay 
for what they carry. They are compelled to construct cars un- 
der the supervision of the Department, fitted up specially as 
railroad post-offices. These mails are distributed in these cars 
by a corps of clerks, in my country, and the mails are thrown 
out when the train is ng at a speed of 40 or 50 miles an hour 
all ready to take to the post-office and distribute in the boxes. 
And they are forbidden, in my country, to carry any passenger 
in the mail car. The road can not give a permit, and only the 
Department can give a permit to ride in the mail car. 

Mr. LOUD. They only receive the regular pay. . 

Mr. GEAR. They only receive the regular pay. It amounts 
to a large amount of money, but it is only keeping up pari passu 
with the growth of the country and the growth of the service. 

I yield to my friend, Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr Chairman, what I desire to say is not in 
connection with this bill. Ihave been trying for several days 
to get an opportunity to present a matter of A interest; 
and I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed a few mo- 
ments just to present this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Nebraska asks unan- 
imous consent, in addressing the committee, that he be per- 
mitted to go out of the rule and not confine himself strictly to 
the matter under debate. Is there objection? (Af ter a pause.) 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Chairman,the matter is this: On last Sat- 
urday there gt fetes in the Times of this city a letter given to 
the public by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] in which 
he critici the use I had made, at Denver and other places, 
of a speech, or a portion of a speech, made by him at Boston on 
the 25th of last October. I do not want the House to feel that 
I have done the gentleman any injustice, and I desire to have 
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placed in the RECORD the portion of the speech which I quoted 


and the criticism. The gentleman says in the letter (which I 
will ask the Clerk to r: in a few moments): 

i Congress Í ead of quot- 
ing the paragrapa in question here In Wassingvou, where it could be met, 
went 2,000 miles west to air it, A 

The reason the matter was not presented before Congress in 
the tariff debate was that the speech did not.come to my notice 
until nearly a month after the bill had passed the House. Idid 
not conceive that it was any injustice to a member of this 
House, especially to so prominent a member as the gentleman 
from Maine, to quote in any part of the country a speech made 
under the circumstances at Boston, ata banguet given by the 
Massachusetts Republican ee But since I came ae kept 
the clipping in my desk, and sought an opportunity to pre- 
sent it in the pen not in order that it might be met, be- 
cause it can not be met, but that the whole public might be able 
to ses what a distinguished member said in a speech made to fit 
one part of the country, and how strangely it sounds in another 
part of the country. The gentleman said in the letter: 


It was first started by a member of Congress in a speech in Denver. I was 
somewhat s when I read it, for, of course, separated from the con- 
text it conveys an entirely incorrect idea. 

I will ask the Clerk to read the only part of that s h that 
I could find touching upon the tariff question, and if there is any 
other part that throws any light upon the part read I shall be 
very glad to have it put into the RECORD. The speech from 
which I quoted was reported, as I supposed, in full in the Boston 
Herald of October 26, 1893, and in the Boston Journal (a Repub- 
lican paper), of same date, it was reported in identically the 
same language. Not only does it give the words, but gives the 
expressions of ‘“applauss,” laughter,“ and “ great applause,” 
etċ., with which the speech was punctured by the audience. I 
ask that the extract be read. 

"The Clerk read as follows: 

This is only one of its phases and one of its forms. If you people in Mac- 
sachusetts desire tore the system under which for thirty years you have 
been prosperous and great, you have got to show it by your votes on election 
day, and by no uncertain . [Applause. 

‘And let me tell you right here that there is no State so deeply interested 
as the State of Massachusetts. {Applause.] If it were not for its condition, 
Tshould say, Let these men try it. Let us have the lesson of free trade 
burned into the quick; and then let us have peace.” [Applause.| But when 
Massachusetts sits around to mourn her destroyed factories, her rumed in- 
dustries, her ruined machine shops, she sits around to mourn for eternity; 
for if they are once destroyed, the onmivorous West will do the mannfactur- 
ing for the country. Applause.) You have the start; you have the power; 
you have the prestige. You can keep it, or you can throw it away; and the 
only way in which you can keep it is by making the voice of the majority of 
your people to be heard, and to be heard across the country. [Applause. 

The Democratic Hs to-day is ruled by the South. Ido hot care anything 
bout the geography of thelr position—when I say the South,“ I mean by 
men who have no conception whatever of a Northern industrial city ep: 

làuse], Who have no idea of Lowell or Lawrence. That wealth which is 
Eitrused from one end of our great towns to another they donot understand; 
and tf you who do understand it—and some of you are dependent for your 
livelihoods upon it—neglect ere duty, you must not be surprised if these 
men carry out their ideas. Truth is mighty, but so is ignorance. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, in this letter the gentleman 
bar The passage occurring in ashort extemporaneous speech, 

th no point elaborated.” I hardly think that it can be said 
that because a speech was extemporaneous, therefore one should 
not quote from it. Sometimes an extemporaneous speech will 
present a man’s real thoughts better than a prepared speech, 
and I think that those who read the speech made by the gentle- 
man in Boston will perhaps agree that if he had ever thought 
it would be reported or read in the West it might have been 
somewhat modified. 

But, extemporaneous as it was, it probably expressed the real 
sentiment and the real belief of the gentleman who mado it. 
To show that the gist of it was not much changed upon reflec- 
tion, let me read what the letter says. The letter, [ presume, 
was not extemporaneous. [Laughter.] In the letter he says: 

I pointed out to them that the legislation tendered them was foolish; that 
the low duties of the Wilson bill would destroy their manufactures in com- 
mon with others, and that when they were once destroyed they would be re- 
built under reéstabiished protection, nearer the market and nearer the ma- 
teriaig, as cheaply as in New England. 

Now, of course, that letterisnotextemporaneous. It is a calm 
statement of a supposed condition that, under equal circum- 
stances, the ‘‘omniverous West” would do the manufacturing 
for the country; that if we could once take away the advantage 
which New England has in the system now existing and start 
upon an equal footing, the manufactures of New England would 
be re'stablished in the ‘‘omniverous West.” A little further 
on he says: 

As I said to Massachusetts, I say to all other of thecountry, that en- 
Ughtened selfishness teaches the doctrine of “live and let live.” 

Task those who desire to pursue the subject to read that 
speech and see whether they can find in it anywhere the idea of 
“Tive and let live.” No, sir. It is an appeal to sectionalism. 


“You have the start; you have the power; you have the pres- 
tige; you can keep it or you can throw it away.” In other 
words, if you keep it you can have the advantage of the ‘‘om- 
nivorous West,” but if you do not not make your voice heard 
across the country you will lose the artificial advantage given 
you by law, and when it comes to natural advantages the om- 
nivorous West” will get ahead of you. 

In another place the gentloman says: 


Of course such a free list would be very attractive to New England it she 
acted from pure selfishness, 


If you read the portion of the speech devoted to the tariff 
question you will imagine that pure selfishness is the only thing 
that can be appealed to in Massachusetts, because it is the only 
thing the gentleman appeals to there. He calls up the ‘‘ignor- 
ance” of the South—Massachusetts must beware of that. He calls 
up the great ‘‘omnivorous West“ Massachusetts must be care- 
ful about that. In this speech hesays that no State is so deeply 
interested (in protection) as Massachusetts.“ Now, sir, that 
sounds strange in the West. We have been told out there that 
every tote is just as much interested in protection as Massachu- 
setts is 

We have been told that protection is just as importent to the 
West as it is to the East, but here is a gentleman who is the 
acknowledged leader of the Republican party not only in this 
House, but in the nation, a gentleman who may go some day to 
the *‘omnivorous West” and ask its support for the Presidency, 
says that ifit were not for the condition of Massachusetts he would 
be willing to have free trade. But for that—not the condition 
of the country, but the condition of Massachusetts—he would be 
willing to say, Let these men try it. Let us have the lesson 
of free trade burned into thequick, and then let us have peace,” 
but for Massachusetts’ sake he will not have it. [Laughter.] 

But the strange thing about the explanation—which may re- 
quire more explanation than the original speech—is what the 
gentleman from Maine. looking back, supposes he had said. I 
have quoted the portion of the letter in which he says that he 
“pointed out to them that the legislation tendered them was 
foolish;. that the low duties of the Wilson bill would destroy 
their manufactures,” ete. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a strange 
thing that that speech not only did not contain a mention of the 
Wilson bill, not only did not warn them against the ** bribe” of 
free raw material, but the speech was made more than a month 
before the Wilson bill was reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee to the minority; it was made at a time when there was 
no Wilson bill,and when the Democrats did not know what the 
schedules would be. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, is it not strange that in a prepared criticism, which not 
only attempts to explain the speech, but even criticises me for 
using it—is it not strange, that in that prepared letter, the gen- 
fleman should have thought that he spoke of a bill which was 
not in existence until a month after the speech was made? 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read thesletter 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 6, 1894. 
My DEAR SIR: Your favor received. Ihave noticed the paragraph you 
send me making its way over the West. It was first started by a member 
of Congress in a speech in Denver. I was somewhat d when I read 
it, for, of course, separated from the context, it conveys an entirely incorrect 
idea. The passage occurred in a short extemporaneous speech, with no point 


elaborated. It was when the attempt was being made to secure the aid oft 


New England by sacrificing the interests of the West under guise of givin: 
ao England free raw material by removing the duty on coal, tron, an 
wool. 

Of course such a free list would be very attractive to New England, if she 
acted from pure selfishness. But I took occasion in a few Words of incom- 
plete statement, but which the audience I addressed perfectly understood, 
to point out how short-sighted it was for New England to accept the bribe, 
Already many Massachusetts manufactures legitimately gone West, 
and more must do so, the coarser going first. Under these circumstances, 
perfectly understood by my audience, some short-sighted men were trying, 
by the promise of free coal, free iron ore, and free wool, to persuade New 
England that shecould monopolize the manufacturing. 

I oo ont to them that the legislation tendered them was foolish; that 
the low duties of the Wilson bill would destroy their manufactures, in com- 
mon with others, and that when they were once destroyed, they would be 
rebuilt under reéstablished protection, nearer the market and nearer the 
materials, as cheaply as in New England. In short, if New England men 
helped ruin the country, the ruin would be first and most complete for them 
on their unkindly soil. Such, in my judgment, would be the fact, and this 
ruin the country can not afford, no matter where the destroyed manufac- 
tures are. An idle factory goes to pleces in five years, and to destroy ex- 
pensive plants and to throw away all the capital involved would mean that 
the United States, and. most of all, New England, would have to halt in its 
progress until all these vast sums were reéarned and reinvested. 

Manufactures are now steadily and legitimately advancing westward and 
southward under the present system, and doing so as fast as is consistent 
with solid material growth. husetts men and other men are 
transferr: a part of their capital, and in due time, without shock, the 
Southern manufactories will do their full share of the manu- 
facturing business of the country. The manufacturing of coarse cotton 
cloths has already gone from New England to the South. 
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‘hty and “omnivorous*’ West is truly great in all that will make 


riches and consumable wealth, and if this destruction called the Wilson bill 
can be stayed all parts of the country will prosper and capital and labor will 


not be wasted. 
As I said to Massachusetts I say toall other of the country, that en- 


htened selfishness teaches the doctrine of “live and let live.” 
on will notice that the member of Congress in question, instead of quot- 
ing the Bs Shs eaten Speer ty here in Washington, where it could be met 
went 2. es west to air it. I am surpri that any man East or West 
should deem it worth while to credit me with opposition to the Wilson bill 
because it would build up manufactures in the West, when everybody knows 
it will destroy all manufactures. 

It is the desire and expectation of protectionists that the West and South 
will follow or evensurpass the example of New England in develop: man- 
ufacturing industries, as they are now fast doing. The Wilson bill aring 
the South and West into competition in manufacturing, with wages muci 
lower than their wages, instead of into competition with the higher wages 
of New England, as now. 

Very truly, yours, 

C. L. VAUGHAN, Esq., Hutchinson, Kans. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this debate upon the Wilson bill or 
upon the Hill substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman, if 
he was not present at the time, that the Chair recognized the 

ntleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] in his own right 

or an hour, under the rules; that after speaking for fifteen 
or eighteen minutes the gentleman from Georgia yielded the 
remainder of his time to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN]. The gentleman from Nebraska yielded a few minutes 
to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. GEAR] and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]; and when the gentleman himself took 
the floor he asked unanimous consent—in violation of the rule, 
as the Chair stated—to speak to this matter. There was no ob- 
jection, and the Chair so stated. The gentleman is in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then it is this matter” that is under 
discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not make any difference what the 
„matter is; the gentleman has the consent of the committee 
to speak. 7 
Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what we want to know—what is 
the matter? 

A MEMBER (on the Democrafic side). You will find out. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, this is put in the RECORD be- 
cause I would not have the House and the people to whom that 
letter was addressed by the gentleman (for it was given to the pub- 
lic) think that I have done anything wrong or done any injus- 
tics to the gentleman from Maine. I thoughtit wise to put both 
the hese dy Sg which I quoted and the letter which explains 
the speech in the RECORD for these reasons, in order that those 
who read the letter may have the means of knowing whether I 
was guilty of taking a sentence out of its proper connection, and 
thereby making it convey an erroneous idea; and also that they 
may know that I had not spoken of this speech 2,000 miles away 
and was unwilling to speak of it here ‘‘ where it could be met.” 

I wanted the matter put in the RECORD where it could be 
met,” for fear that some Western Republican might take up the 
line of argument which the r followed in Massachusetts 
and address the people on the same line of selfishness. I was 
afraid that some protectionist out there might appeal to his 
people, and using the gentleman as authority say, We have 
not the start, we have not the power, and we have not the pres- 
tige; but if we can once wipe out the tariff, we will get the 
start, and get the power, and get the prestige.” For fear they 
might do that, I wanted to b the matter forward here where 
the gentleman could explain it; so that no protectionist in the 
West would have an excuse for misunderstanding him or for 
applying to the Westerncountry the argument which has been, 
and 5 applied to the Eastern country. 

We have told them out there that the real purpose of protec- 
tion is to give the East an advantage; but we never before found 
the leader of the Republican party willing to say that no State 
in the Union was 80 deeply interested as Massachusetts” in 
maintaining protection. ə have told them that if it were not 
for the great combines“ which have been built up and which 
have enabled trusts to drive out new industries, and then under 
the protection of a tariff recoup themselves out of the pockets 
of the people, there might be great industries built up in the 
„omniverous West;” but we never had a great Republican so 
nearly tell us so before; and I wanted this put in the Recorp 
so that if there is an explanation of it the people of the West 
may have it; and if there is no explanation, then let them know 
that the people who go before them and advocate protection on 
the ground that it is for the whole country, go down to Massa- 
chusetts, and raising up the ignorance“ of the South and the 
**omniverous West,” plead for special privileges for their own 
industries. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the House at this time 
must wonder what possible connection there is between the 
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speech of the gentleman from Nebraska and the text which he 
was kind enough to cause to be read. So far as any misappre- 
hension or misrepresentation . gentleman from Nebraska 
of what I said was concerned, I beg to assure him that I should 
have regarded it as of the slightest possible human consequence, 
left byitself. The only significance which the matter had arose 
from the fact that in his discourse at Denver he undertook to 
turn what had been said by me into a declaration as it were on 
my part that the Wilson bill would result in building up manu- 
factures in the West to the destruction of manufactures in the 
East—obviously not what I had said. But if the matter had 
confined itself to that discourse I should not have thought it 
worth while to pay any attention to it. 

But I found that various Western papers, amid the ruins of 
the Democratic party, were making a specialty of that little por- 
tion of his text. It is necessary for the Democratic party, 
whether it be in its Populistic form, in the shape of the gentle- 
nian from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], or in the New York or gold- 
bug” form, or whatever forin it may be in, to have some start- 
ling lie to come and go on; and I thought therefore that it was 
simply worth while to state what the facts were in the case, and 
let the people confront them. I did so. Now, the truth is that 
anybody here would have laughed at the suggestion, if made on 
this floor. It became necessary to back it up by making it ata 
very great distance, and having it have some circulation, to 
which the gentleman desires to add some further circulation 
arising from the advertisement which he gives it now. 

That is all there is to it; and nobody here would have dreamed 
of my advocating the destruction of the Wilson bill, or any- 
thing that was suggested in the way of a Democratic bill, for 
the pur of retaining manufactories in New England, and 
preventing them from being built up in the West. The gentle- 
man, in onesentence, inone gentle quiver of his voice, suggested 
that I said it in Massachusetts, and that other people would now 
have a chance to repeat it elsewhere. I beg leave to say that I 
have some slight consciousness that what I say gets printed, 
and that gentlemen from the West and other portions of the 
country are quite capable of reading it, and consequently the 
idea does not occur to me that what I say is said in a remote 
corner. I said it with perfect freedom to that audience as it 
stood, in an extemporaneousspeech, in which I referred to their 
peculiar condition. 

Now, the truth is that long before the Wilson bill was out 
everybody knew what would be one feature of it. That feature 
was intended to cajole New bee Rye That was intended to 
satisfy some gentlemen who had felt that the tariff billcould be 
modified for their advantage. It proposed to give them free 
trade in certain raw materials used in manufacturing. I took 
oecasion to point out to that audience—and everybody perfectly 
understood me—that as they were situated, this boon which it 
was pro d to give them was utterly unsatisfactory and de- 
lusive; that the fact actually would be that if the manufactures 
in this country were wi out, from one end of it to the other, 
that they would naturally be rebuilt nearer to materials, a large 
portion of them, and consequently if they desired to retain the 
position which they at present had until it was changed legiti- 
mately and satisfactorily to the nation, that they ought to reject 
that bribe. 

Now, was thata disadvantage to the rest of the people of the 
country? Why, plainly not. It is for the advantage of the peo- 
pie of this country that the present manufactures as they exist 
shall not be destroyed. There is no danger that the course of 
empire will cease to take its way westward. Thera is no doubt 
about that whatever. Only it ought to do it and will do it in a 
perfectly legitimate way, without the destruction of capital, and 
without the ruin of established manufactures, and at the same 
time to the advantage of the consumer as well. 

Just take into account for an instant what would be the result 
of reverse action. The destruction of manufactures in the United 
States involves the tremendous destruction of plants. AsI have 
stated once before in this House, one single manufacturing com- 
pany that I named has property worth five or six millions of 

ollars. Destroy that industry, and that property is not worth 
$50,000. 

Now, under reorganized and reéstablished protection, sure to 
follow in case this miserable bill is passed—it is only a question 
of time—if you are going to rebuild manufactures, you have got 
to rebuild them with the loss of that capital which already ex- 
ists, and which no nation in its senses would be foolish enough 
to throw away. 

So far as the increase of manufactures in the West is con- 
cerned, that is taking place every day, and is taking place as the 
result of the increase of wealth made by capital in manufactures 
in New England and in New York; and pretty soon money which 
has been earned by manufactures in the State of Illinois will be 
used to establish manufactures beyond the Mississippi. Thatis 
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the natural process, sure to go on, and to go on to the great ad- 
vantage of the whole people of this country. : 

The Republican doctrine of protection is not a doctrine of the 
preservation of special interests. That kind of a doctrine is 
manifest in the present bill that is pending before Congress. 
The doctrine of the establishment of classes is in that bill; but 
that is not the doctrine of the Republican party, which is a very 
simple one. It is the preservation of the American market to 
the American people, or, stated in other language, that the 
American people shall do their own work. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 6016, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. MONEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TAWNEY, for ten days, on account of sickness in family. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And e 5 o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 6570) for the relief of James L. Townsend. (Report 
No. 691.) 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. (Report 
No. 692.) 

By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Public Lands: A 
bill (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for the 
donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife. (Report 
No. 693.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.6613) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac Stephens, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN; A bill (H. R. 6625) to amend the act pro- 
hibiting importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens 
under contract to perform labor in the United States, ete.—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6626) to provide for the allot- 
ment of the lands of the Quapaw Indians in the Quapaw Agency, 
in the Indian Territory, and for the sale of surplus lands of certain 
Ang and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


rs. 

By Mr. MARTIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6627) concerning 
the payment of accrued pensions and other matters—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) concerning the execution of pension 
vouchers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 6637) to limit the duration 
of receiverskips, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCLAURIN: A bill (H. R. 6638) to amend an act en- 
titled An act making 5 for the construction, re- 
pen; and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 

rs, and for other purposes,” approved September 19, 1890—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By.Mr. DE ARMOND: A joint resolution (H. Res. 162) pro- 

ing an amendment to the Constitution, to enable the Presi- 

ent to veto items in appropriation bills and to enable Con- 

gress to pass bills over the veto by a majority vote to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A resolution asking the assign- 
ment of a clerk to the Committee on Railways and Canals—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of Chris- 
topher C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 6630) to remove the ae 
of desertion from the record of Andrew Govan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6631) granting a pension to 
Annie Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6632) for the relief of 
Mathias A. Culnan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr: MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6633) for the re- 
“es of George W. Harbaugh—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 6634) to grant a 
pension to Edwin Overman, an insane child—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 6635) for the relief of 
Charles Baker—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 6636) granting to the Wil- 
low Creek and Strawberry Canal companies the right of way 
through the Utah Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Utah— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of members of the faculty of the 
University of Wisconsin, against the passage of House bill 6338— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Alvin P. Dutton and 6 others, let- 
ter-carriers of Dover, N. H., praying for the passage of the Ma- 
guire bill, providing for notice, hearing, an appeal by letter- 
Carriers before removal on accusation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Eager and 34 others of Manches- 
ter, N. H., in favor of the e of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of Bartleson Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Joliet, III., asking the honora- 
ble discharge of John Davis, to accompany House bill 7405—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of W. H. Chapin 
and 6 other residents of Springfield, Mass., in behalf of the In- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Resolutions of the following organizations 
to wit: The Council of Trade and Labor Unions; Stone Mounters’ 
Union; e Union, No. 18; Railway Teamsters’ 
Protective Union No. 5872; International Brotherhood of Brass 
Workers’ Local Brotherhood No. 2; National Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers’ Local Union No. 17; Machinery Molders’ 
Union No. 244; Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Platers’ Union of 
North America; American Federation of Labor Local Union 
No. 1; Operative Plasterers’ International Association No. 16; 
Painters. nd Decorators’ Union, No.37; Detroit Bricklayers Pro- 
tective Association; Coopers’ Union No. 54; Local Union No. 98 
of United Association of Journeymen Plumbers, ete., in favor of 
amending the act prohibiting importation and ration of 
foreigners and aliens under contract to perform labor in the 
United States, so as to prohibit nonresident alien labor—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of Johnson Divi- 
sion, No. 67, Order of Railway Conductors, Waterloo, Iowa, in re- 
lation to railroad-scalping tickets, and other matters—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Resolution of the Charleston Chamber of 
Commerce, relating to a light-house depot at Charleston, S. 
C.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Charleston Chamber of Commeree, re- 
lating to the maintenance of the United States Naval War Col- 
lege and Torpedo School—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Sprangenterg & Schlechting, 
John Brancet, Dix & Ullman, and many others, citizens of St. 
Paul, Minn., protesting against raising the tax on cigara-—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MALLORY: Petition of citizens of the city of Pensa- 
cola and Escambia County, Fla., praying the e of Senate 
bill providing for a shell road between Pensacola and the na- 
tional cemetery near Warrington, Fla.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Affidavits and papers to accom- 

any bill to pension Edwin Overman, an insane child—to the 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. McKEIGHAN: Petition of 15 citizens of Lebanon, 
Nebr., in the interest of the fraternal society and college jour- 
nals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Protest of the professors of Lehigh 
University, South Bethlehem, Pa., against House bill 6338—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS. Petition of 21 citizens of Larchwood, 
Towa, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of Hick- 
man, Ky., in the interest of fraternal and college journals - to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of 16 ladies of Port Providenco, 
Montgomery County, Pa., for the submission of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States in the preamble thereof, 

acknowledging the authority of Almighty God in human al- 
fairs to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 11, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowWis, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the pill ($. 443) to provide for the sale of new tickets by the street- 
railway companies of the District of Columbia, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House hadagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas or in the State of Texas; and 

A bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the 'Tennes- 
see River at Clifton, Tenn. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in Which it requested the concurrencs of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor regulations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 5711) to authorize the adoption of children in 
the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Charles E. Page 
and 31 other citizens of Manchester, N. H., praying that fra- 
~ ternal soc ety and college 8 be admitted to the mails as 

second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a memorial of sundry importers 
of tin and terne plates, of St. Paul and Minneapolis, in the State 
of Minnesota, remonstrating against a change from specific to 
ad valorem rates of duty on those manufactures; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of sundry cheroot manu- 
factuvers of Virginia, remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cheroots; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Tobacco Association of 
Danville, Va., praying for the repeal of the free-leaf clause of 
the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Spencer Bros. and sundry 
other citizens of Henry County, Va., remonstrating against the 
retention of raw leaf tobacco on the free list; which was ordered 
tolie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. Moose, W. J. Wyatt, and 
citizens of Virginia, praying that fraternal society and 
oar journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, towhom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. COCKRELL on the 4th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported fatorabiy thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to se Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 

0. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1525) for the relief of G. H. Norton, surety on the bond of 
M. I. Martin, late postmaster at Arkansas City, Kans., asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
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ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom were referred two amendments submitted by Mr. 
SHERMAN on the 28th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the 
District appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that they be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present communications from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia and other officers of the Dis- 
trict government in oh) ag to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], heretofore reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. The papers are to accompany 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 489) for the relief of Mary A. 
Swift, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

OTIS SMITH. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1640) granting a pension 
to Otis Smith, to report it favorably, without amendment; and 
as this soldier is 84 years of age, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider the bill at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Otis Smith, of North Cambridge, 
Mass., late a private in Company D, Twentieth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month, 
in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

E. T. CRESSEY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
March 9, 1894, asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation and that it be referred to the Committee on Printing; 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby directed to pay to E. 
T. Cressey the sum of 81.500 out of the N fund of the Senate, for 
services performed by him in preparing a catalogue of books in the library, 
meln those stored in the basement, and in searching for certain docu- 
ments of the earlier Congresses, in order to complete the files of the Senate 
from the beginning of the Government. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S.1882) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Shumate; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S.1883) to amend sec- 
tions 4818, 4821, 4822, and 4823 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and section 4 of an act approved March 8, 1883, 
entitled “An act preseribing re; tions for the Soldiers’ Home 
located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1884) for the relief of the 
administrator of the estate of John Kelly, deceased, late of Al- 
leghany County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges 
of the transportion of dutiable merchandise without appraise- 
ment to the city of Ocala, in the State of Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted two amendments intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
i Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
LITTLE RIVER BRIDGE. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the Texar- 
kana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little River, 
in the State of Arkansas. 


‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill is in the usual form. It has 
already passed the House of Representatives and has been re- 
ported favorably to the Senate by the Committee on Commerce 
with one small amendment. I do not think it necessary to take 
up the time of the Senate by reading the bill in full. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That would be a very startling depart- 
ure, I think, from the custom of the Senate. The bill being up 
for consideration, it should be read at length. 1 have no objec- 
tion to its consideration, but certainly it should be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had directed the read- 
ing of the bill. 

‘he 5 read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce will be stated. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 28, after the words such direction, and,“ to strike 
out the words as nearly as practicable;” so as to read: 

And if the br over the said river shall be constructed as a draw or 
pivot bridge the draw or pivot pier shall be over the main channel of the 
river at an accessible navigable point, and the openings on each side of the 
pivot pier shall not be less than 180 feet in the clear, unless otherwise ex- 
shen 5 the Secretary of War. and, if so directed, shall be accord - 

to such direction, and the said openings, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was repor to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. i 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor regulations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 5711) to authorize the adoption of children in the 
District of Columbia. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr, PETTIGREW. Lask the Senate to consider 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to call up the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. I believe it is a question of privilege. I hope 

9 from South Dakota will not delay it. I think it will 
take only a few minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. P IGREW. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 

s. Itis necessary that the bill should be d at once. 
hore are a great many courts practically suspended for want 
of funds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and coatinued the 
reading to the clause on page 5, line 2, beginning: 

The Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census is hereby di- 
rected, eto. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire if that phrase is a proper de- 
scription of the officer, “the Commissioner of Labor in charge 
of the Eleventh Census?” 

Mr.COCKRELL. That is the proper description. He is the 
Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but the phrase used in the bill is 
„the Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Commissioner of Labor is simply de- 
tailed to take charge of the census. 

Mr. HOAR. He is not charged with the census? 

Mr. COCKRELL, He is absolutelyso. There is no other Su- 
perintendent of the Census. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I did not know that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like some information with ref- 
erence to the proposed printing of the census. My recollection 
is that by legislation heretofore had we have ordered printed a 
very large quantity of what is known as the Compendium of the 
Census, and one volume of that Compendium has been issued. 
I understand there are to be in all three volumes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three large volumes, I understand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Three large volumes. We are also to 
have, I think by legislation heretofore had, a digest or abstract. 
flow is it proposed to furnish another abstract or digest such as 

recited in the paragraph in relation to the census? If so, 
what is the necessity for it? I really think the Treasury is 
groaning, and those who are to be the recipients of those vol- 
mes for distribution will groan under the tremendous number 
these books in different forms, which are to be issued for dis- 


tribution to the public. I should like some explanation of the 
necessity for this provision and just what the character of the 
work is to be. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from wane 1. Ha LE] is a 
member of the Committee on the Census and is familiar with 
the subject. As I understand this is to be a compendium to be 
prepared, giving the results of the comparisons of the entire 
census in such form that it will be of practical use to everybody, 
and it is to be printed at an early date. 

Mr. HALE. The situation is just this: Old Senators will re- 
member that the great trouble about any of the census work has 
always been that we do not get at the results for the people for 


years and years after the census is taken. It is now going on to 


four years since the census was taken. 

As the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has said, 
there is a compendium 1 for, Which will cover pretty 
much an that anybody will want of the work. Then there isa 


es 

he trouble, however, about these is that neither will be 
ready for from a year to two years from now, and it was thought 
by the House of Representatives and by the Senate committee 
in conference with Mr. Wright, who has charge of the census— 
it all haying been turned over to him by law—that if a conven- 
ient, handy volume, not over 250 pages, covering population 
statistics and things sought by everybody, could be prepared 
and issued during the next three months it would meet a great 
want, not being expensive, although additional to what was 
originally contemplated. The House and the Senate Committee 
nag pi it, and that is what is in the bill. 

here will be 100,009 copies of this little work ready for dis- 


‘tribution in August, and in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 


it 2 Answer the calls and letters which Senators have re- 
ceived. 

The great census work, covering so many volumes, will onl 
be valuable to students, scholars, libraries, and specialists; but 
no man can tell when it will be ready. I have had some experi- 
ence in trying to run two of these different census works, and 
unless when the next census comes around something is done to 
limit the scope of the work, we may as well understand that the 
great volumes comprising the whole will be only used by a few 
people san will not be got out for five or six years after the cen- 
sus is taken. = 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presume the bill is being read not for 
amendment, but that the reading is as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is being read as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. When the proper time shall come for 
amendments to be propon, I shall either move to strike out the 
clause to which I have referred or to very materially amend it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to enter into a general discussion 
of this very important matter of the census on a deficiency bill, 
and when this comparatively small matter is up; but after what 
has been said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], I desire to say that, 
in my judgment, the sooner we can reform our census policy in 
the direction in which it is tending every day the better. 

I think we ought to have a census of the population of this 
country once in five years, unless the States will supplement 
the national census, as the State of Massachusetts does, by a 
State census in the middle of the decade; and that the census 
in regard to all other matters of public information ought to be 
going on all the time; that we ought to have frequent bulletins 
announcing the new information, so that we should have, by the 
highest authority and at the Government cost, all the tables of 
information we depend upon for our economic, financial, and so- 
cial legislation brought up to the latest time. Now we have 
them but once in ten years, and we do not get the result of a ten- 

ears’ census till four or five years after the time to which it re- 


ates. So that practically we depend upon magazines, private. 


enterprise, and statistical societies for very often inaccurate and 
always imperfect information upon which our most important 
legislaticn is to depend. 

If we comply with the Constitution by having our census of 
population once in ten years, the improved modern methods can 
give us the result of the mere ascertainment of population ina 
very few weeks, certainly in a very few months, ſafter the Ist of 
June, or whatever date is fixed, of the year in which the census 
is taken, so that it would not be necessary, as now, to postpone 
our new apportionment for Representatives for two years. 

Then, it seems to me, we ought to have a bureau in the Inte- 
rior Department, which during all the time is collecting the in- 
formation that we need up to date. It would somewhat increase 
the direct and immediate expense, but it would save a hundred 
5 which we are authorizing constantly from time to 
time. 
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Mr. STEWART. With regard to the same matter, I think 
that a permanent bureau of statistics is one of the most impor- 
tant subjects that can be taken under consideration. Thereare 
partial bureaus of that kind scattered through all the Depart- 
ments. We have in the Treasury Department, in the Interior 
Department, and in the Agricultural Departmentvariousschemes 
for collecting statistics, and when we get them, they relate to 
isolated subjects which do not give us the advantage of using 
the information, because we have not the whole question before 
us for comparison. 

I believe that the statistics should be consolidated under one 
head, and the investigation of statistics should be going on all 
the time, because we want to know at each session how different 
legislation is operating and what the condition of the country is 
at the time we legislate. That is impossible under the arrange- 
ment we now have. 

As to the taking of the census of population, that should be 
done separately. Nothing else should intervene with the at- 
tempt to take the censusof population. Toask people toanswer 
along list of questions defeats the entire object. The people 
do not understand the bearing of many of the questions, and 
they do not like to be catechised in such a manner. 

Tf the census related merely to the number of people, and no 
other information was gathered on that occasion, the census of 
population could be taken with great accuracy; it could be done 
expeditiously, and the collecting of other information to be 
used here should go on constantly. If the work of the census is 
to be of any use, we want to have current information which we 
can use in legislation. To go back ten years to ascertain the 
. condition, when there has been an entire change, is obviously 
useless. We makevery little use of the census reports from the 
fact that they are ancient when the work is completed. 

Ik the census could be consolidated under one head and the 
different bureaus en in collecting statistics could be con- 
solidated, I do not think that the expense would be greatly in- 
creased. I believe it could be done at the present cost; and I 
think we could get useful information with regard to all the 
sub‘ects and have it current when Congress meets. 

We are expending a large amount of money in collecting in- 
formation now in the various Departments by various individ- 
uals, and this scattered work is verg unsatisfactory. It doesnot 
give us the information we need. If wehad the kind of organi- 
zation I have suggested going on all the time, it could arrange 
for enumerating the population at the proper time; we should 
have a nucleus from which to start, and machinery which would 
employ the requisite number of persons to take the census, with- 
out incurring nearly as much expense as we now incur. I think 
the scatte way of collecting statistics which the country has 
fallen into isa greaterror. The collection of statistics should 
be systematized under one head. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 8 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit 
me to make a statement in response to the suggestion he has 
made? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska referred to 
the digest which the existing law requires to be made, and 
seemed to think that this preparation would be an unnecessary 
expense beyond and above the digest. I want to read to him 
what Col. Wright, in charge of the census, said of this in con- 
nection with the digest, and the Senator will then see the pro- 
priety of the provision in the bill. Col. Wright's statement is 
in response to questions by Mr. CANNON, Mr. HENDERSON, and 
other members of the Appropriations Committee of the House 
of Representatives. Col. Wright said: 

You see, the law of the census now provides for 50,000 copies of the digest; 
my plan then would be to make this abstract so complete, as far as it went, 
so it would form the plates, type, etc., for that digest already provided by 


law, so that there would be no extra expense so far as that goes. If you give 
me until the 1st of August I can go pretty near through. 


So what is provided for in the bill will only be a part of what 
will be in the digest. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does Col. — Uh say how many copies 
of the Compendium are to be published? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; he does not give the number, because 
he does not refer to the Compendium; but there are three vol- 
umes, the same number now authorized by thecensuslaw. The 
Senator will, therefore, see that this provision is only to get this 
part of the digest out so that we may have it for use this summer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The census of 1860, taken with very con- 
siderable care, ran into a very large number of volumes in the 
completed work. The Compendium, as I will call it, was, as to 
that particular census, but one volume. I think that was true 
also of the Compendium of the census of 1870. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Compendium of the Census of 1870 
was in one volume. 


Mr. MANDERSON. When we came to the Census of 1880, 
the Compendium was a two-volume octavo work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was a work of that size [indicating]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; that is an octavo in two volumes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was printed so as to make two volumes, 
but I think some were issued in one volume. Two volumes were 
contemplated. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The form in which it was issued was a 
two-volume octavo work, but the general census reports had 
swollen to be an immense number; my recollection is, some 
eighteen or nineteen volumes in all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twenty-odd. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; perhaps twenty volumes. One very 
great complaint in the debate that ensued upon the legislation 
incident to the Census of 180 was that these two works were so 
voluminous, and that there were so many of them, that their 
extent prevented their speedy issue. The experience of every 
man after a census is taken is that it shows the Government 
work to be very poor in comparison to that which comes from 
private enterprise. 

To-day, if a man wants to consult some matter pertaining to 
the census he does not pick up the Compenium; he does not pick 
up any of the volumes already issued, only two or three in num- 
ber, even if he knows that within their voluminous extent he 
would probably, after much searching, find the particular matter 
that he desires. He picks up that which comes by private enter- 
prise, the almanacs of the different daily newspapers of the 
country. They contain within their lids just the information 
that is needed, and it comes quickly. Take the almanacs pub- 
lished by the great newspapers of New York City, those of the 
World, the Times, the Tribune, and you will find in them ex- 
actly what is needed as to the general statistics of population, 
and running into a degree of detail that is of enormous value, 
affording, as I say, a very unpleasant contrast to the work that 
is being done under Government direction. 

Now, the thing seems to grow on that upon which it feeds, 
Here, instead of a Compendium is a volume that has assumed the 
form of a quarto, almost as large in its dimensions as any one of 
the main census reports. Weare told that this first volume of 
Compendium is one of three tremendous volumes that are to be 
issued, and to be issued during the next three or four years (the 
final volume probably coming to us when we are mang prep- 
arations for the Census of 1900); to an extent, for distribution, 
as I recall it, 100,000 to 150,000 copies. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] can probably give the exact number that we are to 
issue of this ponderous three volume Compendium. 

In addition to the census we are to have 50,000 copies of a 
digest. It is a most extraordinary thing that here is a Compen- 
dium that is supposed to take the cream of the census and give 
it to us in convenient form, and that Compendium is to be di- 
gested and the digest is then tobeabstracted. Here, in addition 
to the twenty or thirty enormous volumes that shall constitute 
the census and shall come to us through the coming gonere rian, 
weare to have these numerous volumes thatare to be calledthe 
Compendium, the Digest, and the Abstract. What is to be the 
name of the fourth volume that shall contain the cream of that 
which is in the Digest, I for one can not i ine, but I presume 
some apt term will hereafter be found, and in an appropriation 
bill we shall have perhaps provision made for a syllabus of the 
digest; and we shall have the Compendium, the Abstract, the 
Digest, and the Syllabus for distribution. 

It seems to me that this is a waste of the public money—that 
the better thing to have done would have been to publish this 
Compendium, which should be in one volume, and let that be 
the end of it. 

I am glad to see this limitation as to the time when the ab- 
stract shall be completed, that it shall be ready for distribution 
on or before the Ist day of August. I wish, if this paragraph is 
to be retained in the bill, that the limitation shall be made more 
imperative, and that the preparation of the abstract shall not 
go onin the Census Bureau unless it is positive that the book 
ean be printed and ready for distribution within the next three 
months. I think the Government of the United States would do 
better work if it would take some of the numerous publications 
that have emanated from the private presses of the country and 
distribute them, in preference to this weary waiting to get that 
which is so voluminous and comes from the Census Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. While this discussion is not pertinent to 
the provision in regard to a permanent Census Office and what 
character of books the Census Office should publish, I have no 
doubt the distinguished Superintendentof the Eleventh Census, 
Col. Porter, did the very best he could under the circumstances, 
and he literally followed the regulations and prescriptions of 
Congress. Here is the law that authorized and required him to 
make these publications, and authorized them to bein parts. It 
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is the faultof Congress if they permitted or directed him to go 
on and make such publications. 

Mr. MANDERSON, If the Senator from Missouri will allow 
me, I will state that my reflection is upon ourselves; it is upon 
the Congress of the United States rather than upon the ex- 
ecutive officers who have followed out the behests of Congress. 
But what I protest against is that we should go further in this 
8 legislation and compel additional and unnecessary 
work by those Who are in charge of the census and must execute 
the recorded will of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are not compelling additional work, 
but as I read from this extract, and as the Senator will recall, 
we are only requiring this work to be done by the Ist of August, 
and 5 tous. It will then be completed in the Digest. 
It is simply a publication of a- part of the Digest at an earlier 
date than we would otherwise get it. 

Tope VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
ued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 16, on 
page 5, and read to line 22 on page 6. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
a question at this point. What likelihood is there of the Cen- 
sus Bureau performing its work and going out of existence at the 
expiration of the time fixed in the bill? 

r. COCKRELL. I think we can rely upon it with absolute 
certainty. Col. babes hy who is in charge of the work, thinks 
he can complete it by that time. That is the period allowed 
him, and judging from the work that he has heretofore done I 
should say he will finish it by that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
another question. Does he know of any data, plates, or material 

-gathered for the census reports which have been destroyed or 
are being destroyed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis a question that would take up some 

considerable time. I suppose I know to what the Senator from 
Nebraska refers. I spoke to Col. Wright on that identical sub- 
ject, and I have an explanation from him. ‘The Senator from 
Kor Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] I believe has the paper If 
the Senator from Nebraska will read the explanation he will be 
satisfied on that question. There has been no destruction I un- 
derstand, but I do understand that Col. Porter in certain publi- 
cations of the census where copious extracts had been made from 
Government publications already published and issued, simply 
had them stricken out in order to save space and reduce the 
volume of the work. I hope the Senator will look at the letter 
I have referred to. I have not got it; I gave it to the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. hat is it the Senator from Nebraska is inquir- 
ing about? We on this side of the Chamber could not heara 
word he said. 

Mr. ALLEN. I asked the Senator from Missouri if he knew 
of any destruction of plates, reports, or data of various kinds in 
the Census Bureau and the failure to publish them as required 
by the original census act; and to that question the Senator 
made his reply. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not understand that there has been 
any destruction. I sup I know to what the Senator from 
Nebraska refers. It is about the Indian publications. I stated 
to the Senator that I spoke to Col. Wright about it, and he wrote 
me a letter, which I had and which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire now has, explaining exactly what was done, and showing 
the whole thing. There was no destruction. 

Mr. HALE. I donot understand that any valuable and com- 
pleted information of any kind has been destroyed. In the 
course of the work certain statistics, which it was expected 
would be made more complete, cover more ground and cause 
the publication of larger volumes, were restricted and cut down; 
but I have yet to learn that any valuable information or statis- 
tics have been either destroyed or suppressed. I do not think 
that is the case, I will say to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As the Senator from Missouri intimates, 
this matter will probably be discussed later. I think there has 
been an unwarranted li rty taken with some of the reports 
that were entirely completed and approved by the Superintend- 
ent of the Census and the Secretary of the Interior before the 
beginning of this Administration. They have been reédited and 
cut down, and yet I suppose the name of the original compiler 
the officer responsible, remains attached to them. Some o 
those gentlemen who are of the very highest character and pre- 
pared under Mr. Porter’s direction what they considered very 
valuable reports have felt themselves very much aggrieved. I 
do not propose to spend time upon that matter now, but a few 
weeks ago I offered a resolution of inquiry as to the delay in the 

ublication of the reports on manufactures which were going 
25 a are greatly needed in the discussion of the pending 

F. 


The answer to the resolution adopted by the Senate is unsat- 
isfactory and indefinite. But Mr. Wright orally assured me 
that he would make haste, and we have had in pieces some ve 
interesting reports on manufactures. But the regular ann 
report of the Secretary of the Interior submitted last Decem- 
ber shows that on the 31st day of July, 1893, nearly nine months 

o, of the report on manufactures there were 328 pages com- 

eted and 32 es in type; and we are just getting extracts. 

am not at all satisfied with various things of that kind done 
in connection with the report, but we can discuss that question 
hereafter, if it be necessary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with this matter, and in 
explanation of the inquiry made by the Senator from Nebraska, 
J will not take the time this morning to read the communica- 
tions from Col. Wright, but I will ask that they be printed in 
the RECORD. I have no objection to their being printed as a 
separate, little miscellaneous document. I think they had bet- 
ter be printed in that way, but I poor that they should go in 
the RECORD, as they simply explain how he has been editing 
this matter and what has been left out. 

Mr. HOAR. I think, after the question which has been put 
and after what has been said by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], those statements, which are very brief and clear, 
should not only be printed in the RECORD, but should be read in 
the hearing of the Senate. I should think it would be more 
economical in the way of time to go on and dispose of this sub- 
ject now instead of cutting it in two, between two days. If the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will wait fifteen minutes before 
he takes the floor, we might dispose of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I prefer not. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] gave notice that he intended to address the Senate 
at this time. I give notice that I will ask the Senate to take up 
the bill again immediately after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Missouri that I 
am entirely willing he shall have his way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 prefer not to go on with the bill now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer that at 1 o'clock we shall go on under 
the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not ask the Senate to set aside the 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not rise to interfere with the Senator’s 
control of the time or manner touching his own bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. ButIshould like to have the matter read to 
which the Senator from Missouri has alluded. 

5 EERE. We shall have it read immediately after 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have it read in the hearing of 
the Senate at some time in the debate. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is House bill 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN, I wish to ask the Senator from Maine to al- 
low me to occupy the attention of the Senate for just a moment 
on a matter that is somewhat personal, 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know whether the explanation or 
the statement that I feel called upon to make is a personal or 
a political one, but at all events I think it is called for. I quote 
from the New York Evening Post of a recent date as follows: 


The Hill-Gorman-Pugh school of Democrats in the Senate, who are try- 
ing to block tariff reform, ought to have their eyes opened vy the address 
issued by the Minnesota Democratic Association yesterday. is exact] 
the sort of pronunciamento which is needed. because it names the offend- 
ers, the two Democratic Senators from New York, the two from New Jer- 
sey, the two from rari the two from Alabama, the two from Loutsi- 
ana, Camden of West Virginia, and Brice of Ohio. “These are the men,“ 
Says the address— 


Quoting from that address— 
**who wear the mask of Democrats that they may the better betray our cause. 
These are they who have wrought this marvelous change, putting our party 
in the attitude of defeat, and giving to our opponents that of victory.’ 

The New York Post proceeds: 


There is no doubt that the sentiment of Democrats generally throughout 
the country is expressed in the denunciation of these offenders, and it is to 
= hoped that t sentiment may find similar expression from many 

tates. 


That is the French method of trying a man in his absence and 
without serving notice and a copy of the indictment upon him. 
I have the opportunity now, however, and I think it is my duty, 
to enter a plea of not guilty to that accusation from Minnesota, 
which was doubtless manufactured here and sent to Minnesota, 


Lam satisfied with the bill now taken up by the Senate as it came 
~ from the Senate committee. I preven te vote for it without any 

amendment whatever. so far as [now know, and if our friends on 
theother side want coun comer dela ie onthe bill or pro- 
ceed in the line of filibustering, and will notify me of that pur- 
pose, I will take occasion to do as I have dene oftentimes before 
with them, I will sit up several nights consecutively, in order 
taaccommodate them with the opportunity of speaking and vot- 
ing upon the bill. 

I was a tariff reformer, I suppose, before the gentlemen who 
have issued this diatribe against me were born, and I have never 
in the least degree relaxed my purpose or my desire to have in 
the United States a fair, equitable, just system of tariff taxation 
which shall bear qung upon all persons as far as we can make 


it doso, and which shall not contain one single item ef bounty 
to any personinthiscountry. That is what I have to say about it. 
Mr. E. If any other Senator who is in this Minnesota 


list desires to state his position upon this important. bill, I will 
yield with pleasure, even though it should consume considerable 
time and be open possibly to the suggestion that those Senators 
may be filibustering. Iam not anxious to go on if anything of 
that kind is sought to be put before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. of Arkansas, Will the Senator from Maine yield 
tome for morning business? 

Mr. For a personal explanation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He is not one of them. 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from. Arkansas. 

[Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted a report, which appears 
in its appropriate place in to-day’s proceedings. 

Mr. ARRIS. I wish to give notice that I shall hereafter 
object to morning business or any other business being injected 
while we are proceeding under conseut rule of yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee of course would not 
exclude the confessional, if any Senator desires to make a per- 
sonal explanation. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the Senator from Maine yielded to the 
Senator from Alabama it was in the nature of debate upon the 
tariff bill, I understand, and not a violation of the rule. 

Mr. HALE. Iso considered it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, since my service in Congress be- 
gan six different general tariff bills have been reported to Con- 
gress, and discussed by its two branches, awakeningalwaysadee 
interest among the people whose business and everyday life an 
prosperity were affected by the provisions of the different bills. 

It is not possible that any tariff bill, dealing with the diversi- 
fied industries of the United States, and changing existing laws 
under which business and labor haveadjusted themselves, could 
be reported and discussed in Washington without awakening 
this deep interest. But I think I am entirely safe in making the 
statement that at no time during these twenty-five years, has 
any tariff billl, or, indeed, I may say all tariff bills, aroused so 
deep a feeling among the American people and so strong and 
earnest and determined opposition as the tariff bill now before 
the Senate, known the world over as the Wilson tariff bill. 

Nearly every Senator about me will bear me out in saying that 
his is loaded with protests against the provisions of the bill; 
that he is waited upon daily by delegations of his constituents 
who are alarmed at the effect of the bill should it ever pass; and 
that by private correspondence, by the newspapers, by visits to 
Washington of thousands of people at whose material interests 
the bill strikes, the whole country has lifted up its voice where- 
ever the bill has to this time been considered in a loud but thus 
far ineffectual protest against the bill. 

The reasons for this are not hard to discover. Aside from the 
theories and doctrines upon which it is claimed that the provi- 
sionsrest, and beyond the indignant N which some ot its 
remarkable features have evoked, the people of the United 
States are being educated by observation and experience in the 
conditions of everyday life toa more thorough understanding 
of the relation which all of our industries bear to each other. 

The doctrine of protection to American labor and American 
industries, as affected by competition with foreign labor and 
foreign industries, is every year more and more plainly seen to 
involve no preferenco for one kind of labor above another. The 
yen. of protection is seen to be not one for the manufacturer 

me; but as manufactures are inbred with the life and inter- 
ests of all the people, other great industries have been learning 
the lesson that when you strike at the manufacturer, you strike 
at the merchant who sells his wares, at the carrier who trans- 
ports the produet, at the farmer who finds, in the home market 
which p manufacture opens to him, his best resort when 
he seeks to dispose of the product of his own labor. 
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The better understanding to-day ef the interdependence: of 
all American industries, each upon the other, and the menace 
which overhangs these industries, thus connected by a common 
bond of interest, in the calamitous accession to power of the 
Democratie party through the elections in 1892, all this has 
brought out from the lakes to the Gulf and from seashore to 
seushore such an expression of wrathful denunciation of the 
provisions of the bill now before the Senate as neither House 
nor Senate nor the American people nor the world has ever be- 
fore seen. 

Ido not proposo, Mr. President, in what I may say to-day, to 
address myself to the general considerations that underlie the 
doctrines which animate the two great political parties of this 
country. The Sanator from Massachusetts (Me Loven) did 
that so admirably, in the speechawhich he delivered here yes- 
terday, that I do not need to go into that domain. I shall 
rather give my attention and try to bring to the consideration 
of Senators certain, thus far, unexplained weaknesses of the 
bill, certain manifest and unpardonable inconsistencies in its 
make-up, and certain deplorable cases where, if the bill is not 
changed but as reported by theSenate committee, destruc- 
tion of home industries will be the result and waste and desola- 
tion will be substituted thereby for comfort and prosperity which 
now prevail under existing law. 

Before this debate shall eome to an end, Mr. President, I de- 
sire and in this I express a general wish, or perhaps what I may 
call curiosity, that some Senator, who stands im the relation of 
sponsor to this bill, shall state to the Senate and to the country 
the general theory or doctrine or proposition or party dogma 
upon which the bill is framed and presented to the Senate. 
Going more into detail, Lask that some Senator who undertakes 
this task shall tell us upon what. ground the Senate committee 
has adopted certain changes which have been made in the Wil- 
son bill as it passed the House. 

For myself, Mr. President, I am free to say that while Iam 
familiar with, and believe that I can fairly construe, the tariff 
plank in the last patern of the Democratic y, as pro- 
pounded by the Chicago convention of 1892, and the letter 
of aeceptance of President Cleveland which followed, I find 
myself hopelessly confused and lost in the attempt which I 
have made to reconcile either or both of these with the pro- 
visions of the bill, either as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives or as tinkered and manipulated by the Senate committee, 
ao has upon its back the burden of the bill which is now be- 

ore us. 

I read here the tariff-for revenue plank adopted by the last 
Democratic national convention at Chicago, with no further 
comment upon it except to say, what everybody knows, that it 
was passed y a large majority vote over the report of com- 
mittee which had charge of the subject, which in its report 
recognized the existence of American industries, their depend- 
ence in some degree upon the protoatixe system, and the difer- 
ence.in the price of labor in this and in foreign countries: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 
majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it 
to be afundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to im and collect tariff duties, ex- 
cept for the purposes of revenue only, and we demand that the collection 
of such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when 
honestly and economically administered. 

I also read that portion of President Cleveland’s letter of ac- 
ceptance of the nomination touching this question: 

Wo wage no exterminating war against any American interests. Webe 
lieve a readjustment can be accomplished in accordance with the principles 
we 8 Without disaster or demolition. We contemplate a fair and care- 
ful distribution of necessary tariff burdens rather than the precipitation of 
free trade. We will rely upon the intelligence of our fellow-countrymen to 
reject the charge that a party comprising a. majority of our people is plan- 
ning the destruction or injury of American interests. 

Imight ask, Mr. President, contenting myself with that, and 
awaiting reply, before going into details, that some Democratic 
Senator should inform me upon which propositions or upon what 
combination or intermixture of these two charts, laid out for the 
course of the Democratic party, this bill, either in the House of 
Representatives or in the Senate committee, has. been built.up. 
But I will go further and try to point out some of the things in 
this bill which the business interests of the country and its la- 
boring population are to-day contemplating with a spiti of ro- 
sentment and indignation which, wherever it has had an oppor- 
tunity, has already made itself known, and which will in 
thunder tones in the national elections of the coming autumn. 

The doctrines of the authors of the Wilson bill and their pur- 
poses, and the dangers attendant thereon, were well known to the 
American le in November last, and they gave voice to their 
distrust and apprehension, in no uncertain way, in the elections 
of that month; but it needed the embodiment of all the vicious 
and offensive propositions, to which the free-trade Democracy 
is committed as found in the Wilson bill, to produce a situation 
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in that Gibraltar of Democracy, New York City, when that party 
barely succeeded in carrying the day in a Congress district 
where, at the last eleetion, it prevailed by 11,000 majority, and 
lost another district, which it had carried by more than 9,000 
majority, and.a little later, in the State of Pennsylvania, where 
the normal majority of the Republican party was more than 
trebled. and the Democratic party, as represented by the Wilson 
tariff bill, was buried in the avalanche which the people of that 
State piled up to the extent of nearly 200,000 majority. The 
eee defeat of the Democratic party in Rhode Island, 
which State it carried last year, is due to the same causes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And in New Jersey yesterday. 8 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Nebraska calls my attention 
to the elections in New Jersey yesterday. So J might refer to 
the elections along the Hudson River. In fact, from the time 
that this bill has been reported to the present hour and moment 
in which I speak there has been noday in which elections might 
not be pointed toshowing the revolt ofan aroused peopleagainst 
the provisions of the bill that is now before the Senate. 

Before, Mr. President, going into details touching the re- 
markable provisions of this bill, let me say that I, in common 
with other Senators and with thousands of the American people, 
have studied the bill with painful attention in order to find out 
any reason or cause for its provisions, and I am compelled to say 
that from this study three things become to me apparent. 

First, it is a bill to protect the South and to punish the North; 

Second, it is a bill for the benefit of the European manufac- 
turer and producer at the expense of our own manufacturer and 
producer; . ee 

Third, and this touches my own State, it is, in every paragraph 
that deals with the products of the Dominion of Canada, as 
brought in competition with the products of our own people 
along the Canad border, a simon-pure, almost unadulterated 
bill for the benefit of Canada and to our corresponding hurt. 

After the bill reached this House, till the day that the Finance 
Committee reported it, the people of the North apprehended 
these results. The make-up of the Finance Committee of this 
body and the evident determination that every item in the bill 
shouid be settled by the action of the majority members of the 
committee, a determination carried out as I am informed, to 
this extent, that upon not a single amendment wasa formal vote 
of the whole committee taken, but that everything was settled 
in the conclave of Democratic members, was all inline with these 
propositions; and itisno wonder thata profound feeling of alarm 
penetrated the entire country whenit was realized that the con- 
sideration of a tariif bill touching the industries of 70,000,000 

ple was committed practically to the hands of three or four 
RERA TORA from Southern States, who, whatever, may be their 
merit and their high character, had not, either from their own 
observation or the conditions of their people, had any opportu- 
nity to realize the magnificent growth and extent of the manu- 
facturing industries of the North. 

I give here some of the statistics, showing the result of the 
great national census of the year 1890. 

The value of the manufacturing product of all the States in 
the Union, as shown by this census, is $9,370,000,000. 

The total value of the product of the fifteen Southern States, 
5 Maryland, is 81, 202, 000, 000, or about 12 per cent of the 
whole. 

The product of the State of New York is $1,712,000,000, or 
$500,000,000 more than the product of the entire South. 

The product of Pennsylvania is $1,331,000,000, or more than 
$100,000,000 in excess of all the Southern States, And there are 
several cases where the product of two other Northern States 
exceed that of the entire South. 5 

The wages paid to the manufacturing industries of the entire 
nation amounted to 82, 283,000, 000, of which the Southern States 
paid a little less than one-eighth. 

New York paid twice as much for wages as the entire South. 

Pennsylvania, alone, exceeded all payments made in the South 
for wages. 

It is no wonder, in the face of these figures, that the count 
has viewed with alarm the fact that the construction of this biil, 
and of every amendment which has thus far been added to it, 
were in the hands of men representing a section of the country 
which has a limited interest in its great industries, and who may 
be presumed to have devoted their lives to other investigation, 
and to be in condition where it is impossible to appreciate the 
magnitude of that swelling tide of manufacturing industry which 
has made the Northern portion of this Republic the wonder and 
the praise of the civilized world. 

Mr. President, not to take up too much of the time of the Sen- 
ate, let me present a few only of the instances in which this bill 
discriminates in favor of the South and against the North, al- 
though the bill is full of them, from its beginning to its end. 

A prominent agricultural product of the South, but a product 


to a large extent also of other countries, and therefore always 
made the subject of tariff legislation, is the article of rice. e 
much condemned and denounced McKinley bill, which lnoked 
with an equal eye upon the products of labor North and South 
provided for a duty on this article, as follows: ‘Cleaned rice, 2 
cents per pound; uncleaned rice, Ii cents per pound; paddy, three- 
quarters of a cent per pound; rice flour and rice meal, one-quarter 
of a cent per pound.” 

The Wilson bill, whose provisions in this matter have been 
followed by the Senate committee, as found in the bill now be- 
fore us, provides for the following duties: Cleaned rice,.14 
cents per pound,” a reduction of one-fourth of the duty; un- 
cleaned rice, 1 cent per pound,” a reduction of one-fifth of the 
duty; paddy, three-quarters of a cent per pound,“ which is the 
same as the McKinley bill; rice flour and rice meal, one-quar- 
ter of a cent per pound,” also the same. 

In looking over, for some corresponding agricultural product 
of the North, out of several I select the article of hay. The 
treatment of this great staple product, under the McKinley 
bill and the Wilson bill aad. the Senate committee, shows as 
follows: Under the McKinley bill the duty upon hay is $4 per 
per ton. The Wilson bill, as it passed the House, reduced 
to $2 per ton, and the Senate committee has laid its destructive 
hand on this product and, not content with the reduction which 
the Wilson bill had made of 50 per cent of the duty, has substi- 
tuted, for the House provision of $2 per ton, an ad valorem duty 
of 20 per cent, which, under the invoicing which will be made 
in foreign ports, from which thesé“articles will be imported, 
would be an equivalent of from $1 to $1.40 per ton. A revenue 
of nearly half a million of dollars annually is almost all given 
up on this article. 

In the article of sugar, which the McKinley bill presented free 
to every breakfast table in the land, providing a bounty for the 
Southern producer for this almost entirely Southern product, 
the Senate committee has largely restored the old duty, thereby 
putting up the price of the article to every consumer; has re- 
pealed the bounty given to the Southern planter, upon the 
avowed plea that the revenue tariff from taxed sugar is needed 
in the Treasury, and upon the consideration, well understood 
by everybody, that if this should not be done the votes of the 
two Senators from the sugar-planting State of Louisiana could 
not be reckoned upon in aid of the passage of the bill through this 


y- 8 

In looking for a corresponding article largely of Northern 
production, as is sugar largely a Southern production, I find the 
great industry of lumber, and I contrast the treatment which 
this article has received at the hands of the Democratic House 
of Representatives and the Democratic Committee of Finance of 
the Senate with what I have just stated has been accorded to 
sugar. In magnitude, indeed, the Southern industry bears no 
comparison with the Northern industry. 

The total value of the sugar 3 including ali refining, is 
$123,000,000, while the great lumber industry of the country, 
largely found in the Northern States, amounts to the enormous 
sum of $586,349,127, standing at the head of the gont products 
of the country, being higher than either iron and steel, slaugh- 
tering and meat-packing, and flouring, while the yearly wages 
paid rise to the high figure of $135,754,513. 

Upon this great article the House of Representatives and the 
Finance Committee of the Senate have given up the revenue of 
$1,100,000 yearly from foreign importations and have, with 
ruthless hand, placed every form of lumber, with the exception 
of a trivial portion known as planed lumber, upon the free list. 

This act is made the more unreasonable and cruel by the fact 
that the McKinley bill, in dealing with this great product, in- 
stead of increasing the duties largely reduced them, in many 
cases to the extent of 50 per cent, before that bill was made up. 

Later on, when I come to consider the provisions of this b 
which our Canadian neighbors, if they did not formulate, have 
at least most gratefully accepted, I shall speak more fully of 
this great industry. 

RECIPROCITY. 

The provisions of the bill which strike down the whole scheme 
of reciprocity, under which additional trade has been proving 
up with foreign countries, strike most severely at the Northern 
wheat-grower and the Northern miller, and will at one blow 
destroy the trade which has grown up with Cuba, and will be- 
sides shut out from the German market the already established 
and increasing exportation from the Northern packing estab- 
lishments of pork to that country. 

The whole scheme of reciprocity and the marked success at- 
tending it since it was first adopted during President Harrison’s 
Administration, and under the guiding hand of Secretary Blaine 
in the State Department, will be fully aired later in the debate, 
and Ido not at this time go deeply into this subject, content- 
ing myself with illustrating the view in which it is held by our 
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Southern neighbors on the American continent, by quoting from 
the utterance within the last two or three days of Mr. Samuel 
Well, a leading merchant of Bluefields, Nica , who has just 
arrived in this country for the purpose of laying the situation 
there before the Administration. 

This is what Mr. Well says, and his indorsement of reciprocity 
is all 51 more pregnant because it comes as an incident to his 
errand: 

It is not generally understood in this country that Americans have inter- 
ests in the community valued at $2,000,000, and that the amount of the ex- 
port and import trade between that country and the United States reaches 
the sum of $4,000,000 annually. Not only that, but this trade has been in- 

by leaps and bounds. It will, with anything like protection for 
ourselves, reach an enormous sum annually in comparatively few years. It 
is really a trade worth cultivating, and we think that this Government, 
Which has been pronounced for reciprocity and encouraging Pan-American 
Congresses, can carry out those ideas in no better way than to protect its 
citizens who have gone there and invested their all in trade which is to ben- 
efit not only themselves, but that country and this country. 

The merits of the reciprocity scheme, which has already in- 
creased our trade with Cuba from $11,000,000 to $24,000,000, and 
with Brazil from $7,000,000 to $16,000,000, without going into the 
figures in other countries, will be fully considered and thor- 
oughly discussed when that part of the bill is reached. 

The same curious feature of so framing tariff legislation as to 
get votes in the Senate, to which I have referred in treating of 
the sugar duties, is again found in the conduct of the committee 
in its treatment of reciprocity, where the ax has been made to 
descend in such a way that the Hawaiian treaty has been saved 
in order that the vote of a Democratic Senator from the Pacific 
Slope should not be lost when the bill comes up for passage. 

INCOME TAX AND WHISKY. 

The revival of the war income tax, with all its offensive fea- 
tures, of inquiry into private business, of increased swarms of 
Federal officers, of enforced visits of the tax collector, with its 
inducements and invitations to frauds, imposes its burdens al- 
most ontirely, with only 5 enough to prove the rule, 
upon Northern incomes and Northern business and Northern 
families and Northern rea 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], in the remarkable 
speech which he delivered here on Monday, a speech to which 

1 Senators listened with respectful attention, and which once 
for all established the courage and ability of the man who made 
it, went so fully into the discussion of the details of the income 
tax that I do not need to say more now upon it. 

In contrast to this, the Kentucky distiller and producer has 
his interests most carefully guarded and protected, and his ac- 
cumulated stock is cared for by the provisions of paragra hs 82 
to 100, inclusive, as found in the Senate amendment to the House 
bill, the operation of which has been already explained by the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Upon the proposition, Mr. President, that this bill discrimi- 
nates generally against American products, American manu- 
factures, and American labor and in favor of European products, 
manufactures, and labor, [ will nothere gointo the details of the 
different schedules of the bill, because I desire to approach and 
consider at some length my last proposition that the bill is 
made up wholly in the interest of our Canadian neighbors and 
rivals; but, speaking generally, the portions of the bill that re- 
late to the manufactures of cotton and wool, including the pro- 
duction of raw wool, agricultural implements, tin plate and tin- 
ware, leather, knit goods, iron and steel, glass and glassware, 
pottery, and numerous others, all show the abandonment of our 
own labor and the preference given to the foreigner. 

The utterances of English newspapers, and their gushing ap- 

roval of the Wilson bill when its provisions became known in 

urope, show clearly how these 3 are regarded. The Lon- 
don Standard declared that it would be the fault of English 
enterprise and English industry if that country did not derive 
the fullest benefit from the bill. The London Daily Telegraph, 
after learning what was contained in the bill, gave vent to the 
following utterance: 

The reforms pro in the new tarif bill are of the highest importance 
to the commerce of the world. They mean an economic revolution in the 
United States. 

That economic revolution means the reduction of wages in tlfis 
country, the gradual adoption of free trade, and the basis of our 
social fabric established after the English fashion. 

Perhaps the best proof ot the effect of this bill upon the great 
manufacturing industries of the country, which are to be affected 
by European competition, is found in the penera blight which 
has already fallen upon manufactories of the different kinds 
which I have mentioned, owing to the apprehension of the pas- 

of the bill, and the conviction of the dire results which 
will attend its passage. . 

I have an incomplete list of these establishments which, under 
the menace of the Wilson bill, have either stopped work or cut 
down their product and their wages; but I will not here put this 


upon record, only illustrating their extent by reading from a 
patch, dated 1 River, Mass., April 1, showing the fate of 
the largest manufactory of fine cloths in the whole country. 

The authors of the Wilson bill in the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Senator from Indiana and his associates on the 
Finance Committee, may find this interesting reading, as show- 
ing the result of their work upon the tariff: 

FALL RIVER, MAss., April 1. 

It is not ted that the King Phillip mills will resume to-morrow, as 
notice was given 1 to a Portion of the Seg ees for an indefinite 

riod their services would not again be required. e position of the King 
any Mills Com: y is diferent from that of any other of the forty cor- 
rations here. There are but three or four mills in the country making as 

iid eg of products, and it is oné of the few mills in this section whose 
gi are made to compete with those of foreign countries in the New York 
market. The discriminations against fine fabrics-in the Wilson bill caused 
a continuation of the dull, uncertain market for its products, It went on 
manufacturing them, however, storing them in its warehouse until, it is 
said, to now have at least three-quarters of a million dollars’ worth on hand. 
Its managers began alternately shutting down its diferent mills, until its 
two best mills were wholly closed for an indefinite peos 

Thinking that the operatives might consent to work for smaller wages until 
the times grew better. Agent Chase called a delegation of them together 
and went over the situation, concluding by mare that he had confidence 
enough in the future to continue manufacturing for storage, provided he 
could do so at less cost, He understood that a majority of the operatives 
consulted were willing to work under a reduced scale for a little while; but 
when they went to their union for permission to doso that body gave orders 
for them to stop work rather than submit to a reduction. 

That was some weeks ago, and before a reduction was generally feared in 
the rest of the mills. Since then the Spinners and Weavers’ Union have 
been paying out e sums in support of idle members. Last week Agent 
Chase again renewed this proposition to reduce wages. To-morrow night 
the spinners’ executive committee expects to act on this proposition. The 
stopping of the rest of the mill came as a general surprise to the help. 


CANADIAN RELATIONS. 


I come now, Mr, President, to the consideration of that por- 
tion of the bill which more nearly affects my own constituency, 
and which falls with destructive force upon the farmers and 
manufacturers and laborers of that entire portion of the United 
States which stretches across the continent from Maine to Ore- 
gon and Washington, and which finds sharp competition and a 
dangerous rival in the Dominion of Canada, which lies along its 
entire border. 

I do not hesitate to charge that, as affecting this region of our 
own country, this bill is made up after a fashion that could not 
have better satisfied the Canadians had a committee of their own 
taken the subject in charge and fixed their own schedules and 
duties. Iam not unaware that in making this statement I am 
assuming a grave responsibility, and I certainly should not make 
it if I did not believe that a study of the bill bears me out in this 
strong assertion. 

Before taking up the different paragraphs of this portion of 
the bill I wish, first, to say a word upon its calamitous effect 
upon our general relations, present and prospective, with the 
Dominion of Canada. No man can acquaint himself with the 
conditions of life found upon the two sides of the line which 
separates us from Canada without becoming convinced that at 
no distant day that line must disappear and the two countries 
be made one. The United States will absorb Canada. Sevent; 
millions of people will not go to five millions, but the five mil- 
lions will come to the seventy millions. In the near future 
I should desire to see the consummation of this union. I think 
this is the general feeling of intelligent and patriotic men in 
the United States, and I am entirely confident that this feeling 
is growing with the business men and the industrial classes of 
our northern neighbor. 

J incline to the belief that the middle-aged men of this body 
whom I now see before me will witness the extension of this 
pd freee! northward to that impenetrable ice-barrier into which 
no life nor industry can make its way. But this union ought to 
and will result from natural causes and by eful processes. 
There will be no war., There will be no invasion of Canada. 
There will be no strife and no battlefield where the Anglo-Saxon 
will meet his brother of the same blood. It will be annexation 
desired by Canada, based upon the sentiment of all her people, 
the place-holding class 1 last to give way; and this senti- 
ment will be founded upon the spectacle of a greater prosperity 
upon this side of the border which the Canadian people will de- 
sire to share and enjoy. They will desire to enjoy all the privi- 
leges which are secured to each State in this Union iu its deal- 
ings with the others, and will not be content till every barrier 
which prevents the two nations from being one shall be removed. 

Such a union will be beneficial to both. The entire market of 
the United States will be thrown opon to Canada, and her un- 
developed resources, commercial, eral, and agricultural, will 
open an immense field to our enterprise, our capital, our skill 
and our labor. Nothing but political union can give this equal 
benefit to both sides. No tariff bill can do thig, for while you 
may, as in the present bill, open the market of the United States 
to and give to the 5,000,000 of people the market of the 
70,000,000, you can not and do not attempt to give to the United 
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States the great benefit which would come to us from annexation 
in the opening of Canada’s great domain to our own enterprise 
and capital. y 

So it has heretofore been the work of statesmanship in deal- 
ing with this question to give no present advantage to Canada’s 
interests, but to apply the protective system to all Canadian 

roducts by such a scale of duties as would stimulate the indus- 
Teias of our on border and shutout those of Canada, thereby bring- 
ing day by day with added force to the minds of the Canadians 
the consideration that only by political union, and the advan- 
tages which the United States would derive from it, could Canada 
be given the open markets of our own great people. 

So it has come about that reciprocity treaties which have been 
negotiated with Canada, and which had at their bottom what 
has been called commercial union, have proved failures and have 
been abrogated or allowed to die by expiration of law. 

The provisions of the McKinley bill were based upon this 
theory, and whoever has been in the Dominion in the last three 
years must have seen the effect of these provisions upon public 
sentiment there. The McKinley bill added to our own indus- 
tries upon this side of the line,and under it the importations 
from Canada materially diminished, thus bringing before the 
Canadian farmer and manufacturer and laborer the inevitable 
ak Sr oe that to annexation alone they must look for relief. 

5 GRAY. Does the Senator from Maine object to an inter- 
ruption? 
r.HALE. I do not. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator what would be- 
come of that beneficent result if we had the political union which 
he thinks is so desirable? 

Mr. HALE. I have stated (I am sorry the Senator from Del- 
aware did not listen to me) that political union gives to the 
United States the benefit of tha“ great domain in Canada found 
in her commercial, her agriculture, her mineral resources, all 
of which by annexation would be open toour capital and ouren- 
terprise, and would therefore be an offset against the markets 
that we should give to them; but that no tariff bill can give 
them, and it does not attempt to give them. 

Mr. GRAY. But still, political union would open our mar- 
kets, as the Senator and his school of political economists call 
them, to the agricultural products of Canada, without stint, let, 
or hindrance of any kind at all. 

Mr. HALE. Which we could very well afford to do with an- 
nexation, but which we can never afiord todounder a tariff bill, 
and which we will never get under such a tariff bill as the Wil- 
son bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answering the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Delaware, I will say that this bill 8 and 
substantially opens up the markets of the United States to the 
agriculturists of Canada and to all the producers of Canada, 
without any compensation to the people of the United States, 
without any reciprocity whatever, and with no conditions asked 
or expected evidently by the framers of this bill. They have, 
in other words, given to Canada, without any offset or any com- 
pensation, all that the people of Canada have asked for at any 
time within the last ten years. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask the indulgence of the Senator from Maine 
for a single inquiry. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island what possible reciprocal benefit would come to the farm- 
ers along the border, in the case of political union, if these un- 
stinted imports—which the Senator from Maine says in that case 
would be a blessing—of barley, wheat, flour, and lumber come 
into the United States, to be consumed here by those who need 

em? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Canadian market would be open to 
American producers and the customers of the American agri- 
culturists, and the only profitable customers they have are the 
American producers. The markets of the United States would 
be enlarged indefinitely by such a poltey. 

Mr. GRAY. My question was, What benefit would come to 


the farmers along the Canadian border? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I answered that. 
Mr. FRYE. ‘There would not be any border then; it would 


be our country. 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly. Lagree with the Senator. 

Mr.HALE. The Senator from Delaware persists in ignoring 
what J stated in the beginning of this subject, that the benefit 
to us in giving to Canada our great market would be that they 
would become a part of the Union; that all their resources would 
be open to us; that all our industry, all our enterprise, all our 
capital would penetrate Canada; the border would disappear, 
as my colleague has said, and that would be an offsetting ad- 
vantage, which we could not gain, I repeat, under any tariff 
bill. Take, for instance, the annexation of that great territory 
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which came to us from treaties following the Mexican war. Has 
anybody any doubt that the advantages we derived were com- 
mensurate with any advantage that small population got from 
our markets. It gave us a new outlet for our enterprise, for 
immigration; it enlarged the borders of the Republic, and made 
us grander and nobler. So when we go in our northward pro- 
gress toward the ice barrier and make Canada by peaceful pro- 
cess2s a part of this country, then the border disappears and 
other considerations besides the advantages of trade come in. 
That can not be done, I repeat, without political union, as Sena- 
tors will see. It can not be accomplished by a mere f 

Mr. GRAY. I quite agree with the Senator about the desir- 
ability of enlarging the area of free trade in this country, and 
extending it not only from the Gulf to the Lakesand from ocean 
to ocean, but extending it as far as civilization and human life 
can exist tothe northward, and, asthe junior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] said, abolish the border. My question was, how- 
ever, what specific compensating benefit would come to the 
farmer, whose products enter into competition with the agricul- 
tural products that would come over what was before the border? 
He must contemplate this glorious prospect of an enlarged coun- 
try and an enlarged area over which free trade would range, and 
resort to his patriotic impulses and feelings in order to get any 
benefit whatever; but no specific benefit would come tothe farmer 
himself, so far as I can see from the argument of the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator believes in the general benefit of 
free trade the world over. He believes in extending free trade, 
not by the annexation of other countries and making them part 
of ours, but by tariff legislation which gives up our markets and 
gets nothing for them. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to say that in case of annexation the 
large amount of immigration that now goes to Canada would 
stay there and consume all of their agricultural products, and 
there would be none to come across the border. 

Mr. HALE. I give a table here showing the difference in 
Canadian importations the first year of the McKinley bill and the 
year before its enactment, show a decrease of imports from 
Canada in thirteen different articles of more than six millions 
of dollars, all of which was made up by increased supply in the 
United States: 


Exports to the United States from Canada in the two years 1890 and 1892. 


Articles. 1890. 1892. Decrease, 
$1,024,461 | $793,434 
21, 327 83, 296 
47 | 1,208 eos 
-200,125 | 35,311 
112, 300 63, 203 
1 251.455 3.224.070 X 
20, 400 83.755 
598, 567 324, 230 
20 149, 290 
41, 886 267; 029 
68, 948 12.028 
Derr o etree 10,570,486 4, 5070, 240 6,491, 240 


The Wilson bill and the amendments reported by the Senate 
committee throw over all this advantage and indefinitely post- 
pone political union of the two countries, and in fact establish 
a policy so favorable to the Canadian that I should look to see 
the growing sentiment for annexation die out, and that in the 
generation to come we should find ourselves with a growing and 
possibly hostile rival along our entire Northern border. This 
consideration alone, in the broad domain of statesmanship, 
ought to be in itself the deathblow of the bill. 

I propose now, Mr. President, somewhat in detail, to show 
where and to what extent the offensive provisions of this bill to 
which I have alluded in this branch of the subject are found. I 
give here a table of different articles, showing the duty under 
the McKinley bill, under the House bill, and under the bill as 
submitted to the Senate by its committee, to be printed at the 
close of my remarks. 

The difference between the House bill, as passed by that bod p 
and the bill reported by the Senate committee, will be found 
each case, where the changes made by the Senate committee are 
inserted in italics, the corresponding provisions of the House 
bill being stricken out. Each paragraph shows by itself the 
changes made by the Senate committee. 

In approaching the details of this part of the bill certain gen- 
eral considerations bearing upon the competition of Canadian 
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labor and products with ours should be keptin mind. When 
our labor is put into this competition with Canadian labor it has 
not the advantage, in the way of transportation, which it is 
claimed applies to other countries. 

The geographical conditions of the Dominion of Canada, her 

t water ways furnishing cheap transit to the seacoast, the 

g line of that coast which includes the maritime provinces, 

fully balance any advantage which the industries of the border 

belt of the United States might have in gaining the great mar- 
kets of this country. 

The New Brunswick and Nova Scotiashipper, with his home- 
built vessel, can compete with the Maine vessel in reaching the 
Boston, Providence, New York, or Philadelphia market, and, 
indeed, can give odds in freight. And, in the same line, the 
system of Canadian railways has been made so complete, by the 

berai investment of British capital and the subsidizing aid of 
the British Government, that the same advantages which apply 
to the shipper by the sea are enjoyed by the shipper from the 
interior, over the lines of Canadian railways. 

But beyond all this the conditions of life throughout Canada, 
the different manner of living, the different scale of advantage 
enjoyed, result in different rates of labor paid upon the two sides 
of the border, varying from 25 to 40 per cent. Nowhere, per- 
haps, in the world, is the consideration of cheaper labor enter- 
ing into manufactured products so clearly presented to the eye 
as in the comparison of wages between the United States and 
Canada. ; 

In some parts of the Dominion the wages paid in correspond- 
ing branches of labor, will not vary much from one-half of those 
paid on this side, 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to make some further comment 
upon some or all of these articles. They embrace, to begin with, 

ost the totality of the industries of my own State and, in set 
form, they pitilessly legislate against all the interests of the 
State of Maine and in favor of her Canadian rival. Ido not 
think that such an instance of oppression of the industries of a 
State by legislative enactment, can be found in any tariff bill 
that has ever been adopted in the United States. 

The House and the Senate committee have hewn to the line, 
and nothing is left. Lumber, in all its divers forms, pulp, gran- 
ite, fish, starch, potatoes, lime, horses, sheep and horned cattle, 
wool, buckwheat and oats, hay, butter and cheese, and eggs; 
these, Mr. President, when to them are added woolen, cotton, 
and plush manufactures, cover almost all the occupations of the 
people whom my colleague and I represent apon this floor. 

In some of these items the oppression of the billis very marked, 
and considering that both in the House and before the commit- 
tee of the Senate, all the facts were presented, it is difficult to 
see how the conclusions arrived at in the bill, in either branch, 
have been reached, 

LUMBER. 

1 take first, as being the greatest subject, the memorial of the 
Maine lumbermen touching the lumber business of the country 
which, nearly two months ago, I introduced in the Senate, and 
which was referred to the Finance Committee, and which was 
afterwards laid before each member of that committee individ- 
ually. To thisisadded a collection of practical statistics upon 
the subject prepared by Mr. George A. Priest, in charge of forest 
industries in the last United States census. I read from both of 
these, and they will be printed at the end of my remarks, 

Beyond the fierce thrust which this bill makes at the lumber 
*. interest in Maine, so well brought out in the memorial which I 
have just read, it will be seen from these statements and figures 
that this industry is one of the greatest, perhaps the greatest, in 
the United States, it being found in more than half of the States 
of the Union, having in the last forty years extended itself from 
the forests of Maine to the States of the middle Northwest, thence 
to the Pacific, and of late years has advanced steadily through 
that belt of the Southern States, including Arkansas, Tennessee, 
Alabama, North Carolina, West Virginia, Virginia, and Georgia. 

In seven Southern States more than $80,000,000 have been in- 
vested in this enterprise, and from nearly every one of those 
States protests have come up against the hostile action of the 
House and the Senate committee, 

Tne Treasury receives annually from duties on imported lum- 
ber something more than $1,100,0U0. The House and the Senate 
committee propose togive this up entirely and have placed lum- 
ber, with the exception of the small item of planed lumber, on 
the free list. 

The growth of this industry in the South is tifying and 
significant, and the lumberman of Arkansas and Tennessee and 
Alabama and West Virginia is reaching out for the market of 
St. Louis and Cincinnati, and lumbermen of West Vi and 
Virginia and North Carolina are already driving out of 
the markets of Norfork, Washington, timore, and Philadel- 
phis; and, under the provisions of this bill, the New Brunswick 


lumbermen can in turn drive these out of the markets of those 

great cities. I can not believe, Mr. President, that when we 

approach this feature of the bill, the Senate will deliberately 

8 the action of the committee in relation to this great in- 
ustry. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

i Mr.HALE, I have no objection to the Senator asking aques- 
ion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I failed to distinctly understand the last 
remark made by the Senator from Maine. I understood him to 
say, in speaking of the vast number of articles imported from 
Canada, that they were placed upon the free list, and I under- 
stood him to refer to agricultural products; perhaps he ma: 
have been speaking of lumber instead, because the Senate bill 
does not place those articles upon the free list, but gives a fair 
9 of duty upon all Canadian products coming to the United 

tes. 

Mr. HALE. I have not reached the agricultural feature yet. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator to refer to it. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine to 
reflect on the very true statement which he has just made of the 
effect of the Wilson tariff bill so called upon lumber, and con- 
trast it with what he said a little while ago about the sectional 
character of this bill as coming from a committee of Southern 
Senators. x 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the treatment which the rela- 
tively small lumber interest in the South receives in this bill 
only emphasises my proposition—that Southern lumber interest 
is not large enough to save it from the blow which is aimed at a 
great Northern interest. Ido not su poso if things had been 
reversed, and the Southern product had been $500,000,000 against 
$80,000,000 in the North, that lumber would have been put upon 
the free list; but where it is only a fraction of the entire trade, 
and there is nobody to represent it, then lumber is put upon the 
free list, and the few interests in the South suffer with those of 
the North. 

Mr. VILAS. Isimply wish to add, if the Senator from Maine 
will permit me, that no section of the country has complained 
more or louder in respect to the subject of lumber, or pressed 
harder upon their representatives, than the lumber interests of 
the South inaddressing the Senators who represent the Southern 
States, and they have yielded in the interests which have been 
pressed upon them in that manner to their sense of the common 
goodof the entire country. 


LIME. 


Mr. HALE. The production of lime in this country, an im- 
portant partof the industry of Maine, but by no means confined 
to that State, affords a singular example of the necessity for a 
protective duty in order to maintain the industry in this country. 

Within the last few years lime ee have been bought and 
opened in New Brunswick and in the Province of Quebec, largely 
by citizens of the United States, who have made these ventures 
inorder to get the benefit of the low rate of wages paid in Canada 
as compared with our rates. It was found in 1890 that so great 
was the advantage which these low wages gave to the Canadian 
manufacturer of lime that he could soon close every quarry and 
lime kiln upon this side and drive the manufacturer out of busi- 
ness. To prevent this the rate was fixed by the McKinley bill 
at 6 cents per hundred pounds of lime, including the barrel or 
covering, which would be at the rate of about 13 cents a barrel. 

The House bill cut this down to 10 per centum ad valorem, not 

including the barrel or covering, which would be equal to about 
3 cents per barrel. This provision has beensomewhat improved 
by the Senate committee, which has fixed the duty at 15 per 
cent, including the barrel or covering, or an equivalent of 
about 6cents per barrel—less than half the duty in the McKinley 
bill. 
I do not think, Mr. President, that under the bill of either the 
House of Representatives or the Senate committee the lime man- 
ufacturers of Maine, New York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia can 
keep in business two years longer. 

The case is well stated in the memorials and in the circular 
answers which were laid before the committee, and which I 
read, and will have printed at the close of my remarks. Sena- 
tors will see that in this matter Maine and Virginia speak in the 


same voice. 
Mr. GRAY. What was the duty before? 
Mr. HALE. Thirteen cents. 
Mr. GRAY. Per barrel? ’ 
Mr. HALE. Per barrel, including the covering. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HALE, 1 have occupied so much time that I fear I shall 


never get through if I yield to further interruptions, 
Mr. GRAY. wanted to knowif the Senator knew about how 
many people were dependent on that industry in his own State? 
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Mr. HALE. I can not tell exactly how many, but thousands 
of our people are dependent upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to remind the Senator that there is not a 
farm on the Atlantic seaboard which can be profitably cultivated 
without purchasing lime each year. 

Mr. HALE. I have said the price of lime was not advanced 
one cent by the duty in the McKinley act. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question at 
this point? 

Mr. HALE, I think I shall follow the precedent which has 
been set thus far in the discussion and go on without further 
interruptions. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is an important matter,and we 
ought to settle it as we go along. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Maine declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator, as the Senator is al- 
ways very good himself in yielding. z 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I only wanted to inguire if there isa 
State in the American Union which does not prođuce as much 
lime as is needed for the purposes of its people? When, as I 
believe is the case, the whole labor cost of the burning of a bar- 
rel of lime in the State of Maine does not exceed 6 centsa bushel, 
and when you add to that the freight from Canada and the other 
expenses in the shape of natural protection, I can not imagino 
how 15 per cent duty will not cover the whole. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s question contains so much infor- 
mation that is wrong npon subjectsthat he knows nothing about, 
that I can not answer him, 

I think I know something more about the cost of the produc- 
tion of lime and the effect of it upon my own constituents than 
does the Senator from New Jersey, and Lam not depending upon 
my own statement alone; but I should like to ask the Senator, 
if he has time from his many duties and in the burden that I 
know is now oppressing him of sharing in the responsibility of 
the make-up of this bill (which I think he is careful tosay he 
had very little to do with), toread these memorials which are 
presented, but I will not press him to do so. 5 

Mr. MoPHERSON. I care nothing about the memorials and 
the statement of the question as the Senator from Maine seems 
to be stating it now, because to my mind they are hardly worthy 
of consideration upon a subject of this kind. 

POTATOES AND STARCH. 

Mr. HALE. The potato industry of Maine and the starch in- 
dustry, the latter product being made from the potato, are so 
closely associated that I will deal with them together, and the 
papers which I put in will bear upon starch and potatoes. 

y the McKinley bill the duty on potatoes was made 25 cents 
per bushel and upon starch 2 cents per pound, and upon dex- 
trine, or burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, Is cents 
per pound. 

The House bill cut down potatoes to 10 cents per bushel, and 
starch and dextrine to 1 cent per pound, and the Senate com- 
mittee has further reduced the duty on potatoes to 30 per cent 
ad valorem, which would be about 6 cents per bushel instead of 
25, according to the present law, and has left starch and dex- 
trine at 30 per cent ad valorem. 

These uctions, so far as Maine goes, mean the entire de- 
struction of the starch industry, and renderit impossible for the 
Maine farmer to compete with his New Brunswick rival in rais- 
ing potatoes for the large markets of the country. 

hold inmy hand thea posune prote of eleven hundred men 
in Aroostook County, who, without regard to polities, have 
signed their names tothis protest against action which, as they 
say, will drive an important industry from our side of the line 
into Canada. 7 

The heading of the petition is as follows: 

7 li 

* N , ade States in Ms Ha caressa 8 

undersign the county of Aroostook, in the State of 
Brine respectfully metre ha said LORDE is the ee 5 
capable of the greatest agricultural development of any in New England; 
that potatoes are the chief agricultural product of said county; that the 
manufacture of starch from said potatoes is one of ths most important in- 
dustries of the State of Maine, and is ncipally carried on in said county; 
that upon the ral: of potatoes and the manufacture of starch the agri- 
cultural welfare of said county depends; that since said industries have been 
protected by an adequate tariff said county has increased In popas anå 
Wealth more rapidly than any other agricultural district in New England; 
that said county extends along the border of the Dominion of Canada for 
nearly 300 miles, and thatif the so-called Wilson bili becomes a law the starch 
manufacturers of Aroostook will be thrown into direct competition with the 
richest agricultural districts of the lower provinces; that the cheapness of 
labor in, and the superior natural advantages as regards the transportation 
of merchandise of, that portion of Canada lying along our borders, ther 
with the 8 of its soil, will place the starch manufacturers of Aroos- 
took at such 4 vantage as to render such competition hopeless, and the 


important industry upon which our agricultural prosperity depends 

from Aroostook to be carried on for the — ¢ of the farmers of New 
swick on Canadian soil. We 5 that your honorable body 

Will continue upon the manufacture of s! h 

as the welfare of our industries and the 


It is not often, Mr. President, that a petition so significant 
as this, which I have borrowed [rom the files of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, to whom it was referred, is brought 
before Congress. It is not a petition manufactured or gotten up 
toorder. Thesurprise and anxiety and dismay which pervade 
that part of my State take voice in this petition. The men who 
signed it, whose names as I unroll it here appear, have fixed 
their signatures with a full sense of the gravity of the situation 
as it affected their everyday life and prosperity, and the wel- 
fare of their wives and children. They are the farmers and the 
laborers who are found in so many of the towns of that hitherto 
flourishing county of Aroostook, which, by the bill now before 
the Senate, are threatened with a deathblow. 

Should this bill pass, Mr. President, I should not like to take 
upon myself the task of addressing the people of Aroostook 
County, in the coming political campaign, in the interests of the 
l party and in the advocacy of its candidates before 

at people. 

I read here two letters, one to my colleague and the other to 
myself, from parties thoroug hiy informed as to these industries, 
and I call special attention to the clear summing up of conclu- 
Siong as to the disastrous effect of this bill as given in Mr. Phair's 
etter: 

OFFICE OF T. H. PHarr, 


MANUFACTURER OF POTATO STARCH AND LUMBER, 
Presque Isle, Me., March 10, 1894. 


DEAR Sin: I see the Senate committee have changed the duty on starch 
from the House bill of 1 cent per pound. to 30 per cent ad valorem. ee ip 
starch is in the market at 31.45 per hundred pounds: that would make tho 
price delivered in this country less than 2} cents per pound. 

It takes 225 bushels potatoes to make 1 ton starch, and 1 cent per pound to 
manufacture and deliver in Boston, so you see we should have to buy pota- 
toes for 10 cents per bushel or less, if the bill passes as it is now. 

There would not be a pound of potato starch made in this country. 

The potato-grower must raise only what he can safely raise and cellar. 

auan are over fifty mills in this county and they would not be worth a 
cent apiece. 

This bill simply ruins the industry of raising potatoes and manufacturing 
starch, and after we are outof the business and our mills have rotted down, 
the consumer will pay more for his starch than he does now, 


Yours, truly, 
T. H. PHAIR. 

Hon. EUGENE HALE, 

Washington, D. C. x 
BOSTON, March 9, 1594. 

DEAR SIR: Yours of the 8th received and contents carefully noted. We 
fully agree with you in your remarks in relation the Wilson bill. 

In regard to your uiry will say that it takes 12 bushels of potatoes, on 
an average, to make 100 pounds of starch—12 bushels of potatoes at 20 cents, 
$2.40; cost of manufactur’ 30 cents, commission and freight 40 cents, pack- 
age 15 cents, making in all 83.25 net cost, say nothing about wear and tear 


and interest on the plant. The vats in the factories rot out every five years 


and have to be rebuilt new. 

In the above estimate we have been very conservative, and put down every- 
thing at the lowest possible cost, The farmers say that they can not raise 
potatoes at under 25 cents, but we have put them down to 20cents. Wesup- 
pose that every gentleman on the ce Committee knows enough about 
aame 1 noah that potatoes can not be raised in this country at under 20 
cents per el. 

The McKinley bill did notraise theduty on potato starch. Before 1883 the 
duty was 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. in the revision of 
that year it was put up to 2cents perpound. The price of starch under the 
present duty depends on the cropof potatoes. There is always competition 
1 8 59 Fe to keep itdown to a reasonable price. Last year the price ran from 
Ri me 1. oe year business has been so very dull and the demand so light 
that the price 

. We wrote yon the other day that we could import the German starch at 
$1.85 per 100 pounds to-day, and if the Finance Committee bill should pass 
we could import that starch, duty d, at 82.40 per 100 pounds. 

There is one thing that we wish the committee to erstand. and that 14 
there is a great difference between 2 starches and any of the other 
starches made in this country. We do not need much of any duty on corn 
and wheat starches, as this is the greatest corn and wheat grow: country 
in the world, and we can and do export both corn and wheat starch. 

A few years ago about all the glucose made in the world was made from 
potato starch in Germany, and we used to import all our glucose from that 
country; but now our country can beat the world in the article from corn. 
This Is the reason why German potato starch is so low and why potato starch 
should be protected. 

The potato-starch people, are to take their share of tho cut, and 
could e go on under a duty of 1} to 1} cents per pound, but the De 
popoa cut of r cent ad valorem, as we have said, would close evi - 

yin the United States. There are about 130 potato-starch factories in 
this country, 45 in Maine, 15 or 20 in New Hampshire. about 50 in New York, 
10 in Minnesota, 4 or 5in Wisconsin, and 1 or 2 in North Dakota. 

About the whole cost of this starch is made umor labor. We believe if 
your committee ‘fully understand the situation that they will be glad and 
will to right this wrong. 

We do not own one e dollar of stock in any potato-starch factory; we 
only handle their . we are fully ted on the business, wo 
give you the true facts. e have been in the business for the past thirty 


ye 


as been 3} to 3}. 


ars. 
Very truly, yours, 7 
d S EUSTIS & ALDRICH. 
Hon. WM. P. FRYE, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Maine in this connection. In the State which I have 
the honor to represent in pert in this Chamber, during the ex- 
istence of the present McKinley act, potatoes of the very finest 
character by thousands of bushels have rotted in the ground 
and were not dug simply because they were not worth being 
sent to market, f 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
i how recently that condition of things has existed in his 

tate 

Mr. ALLEN. It has existed since 1890; that is, not each 


ear. 
7 Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator from Maine will pardon 
me 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1. will state that in the neighboring State 
of Minnesota potatoes have not been worth less than 50 or 60 
cents a buhat pino the passage of the McKinley act, and that 
thefarmers of our State have become largely enriched by the 
production of potatoes. - 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator's State is not a good one for this 

rođuct. - 

* Mr. HALE. Thope the Senators will settle this controversy 
about their States afterwards, for I am taking up more of the 
time of the Senate than I intended to do. 

GRANITE, 


An important product of Maine, found sometimes in the inte- 
rior of the State, but more largely along its coast, is found in the 
divers manufactures of granite, and, as will be readily seen, al- 
most every form in which this manufacture is used is made up 
in its cost almost entirely of labor. The slender shaft or the 
sarcophagus in the cemetery, the ornamentations and surround- 
ings of private estates, the stately buildings which are reared 
in so many of our towns and cities, all find their value in the 
hand of labor which has wrought upon the original material em- 
bedded in the quarries. 

It is a matter of some pride to our people in Maine that great 

wblic buildings in Philadelphia, and as far in the interior as 

incinnati and St. Louis, have been constructed, upon adver- 
tisement and bidding ia which the whole country competed, 
from Maine granite; but this could only be done by the best 
business management, by the employment of the best and most 
skilled labor, and under conditions where a moderate duty dis- 
criminated in a small degre2 against the granite of Canada and, 
indeed, of Scotland. I have been told that the Aberdeen gran- 
ite. with no duty upon it, can be shipped in ballast and drive out 
of the market the red granite from the quarries of Maine; and 
certainly the Canadian granite can do this under like condi- 
tions. 

The House bill upon this article, and the Senate committee has 
adopted the House provisions, instead of a duty of 11 cents per 
ton upon rough stone, including granite and other stone, has put 
it upon the free list; and upon hewn and dressed granite has 
cut down the duty from 40 per cent ad valorem to 20 per centad 
yalorem. 

I never have been able to discover any reason for this reduc- 
tion and this blow at this important branch of labor in Maine, 
but Lam sure that the stonecutters and quarrymen of my own 
State will entirely appreciate the act and will suffer from its re- 
sults. 

In the same line of reduction slate and roofing slate have been 
cut down as shown by the schedule from 30 and 25 per cent to 20 


per cent in each case, 
j FISH, 


Tha interests of the hardy fishermen of the Maine and Massa- 
chusetts coast were, from an early day, the subject of the foster- 
ing care of the Government, and, for many years under Demo- 
cratic and Whig administrations, a considerable bounty was paid 
directly from the Treasury and divided among the owners of 
fishing vesse!s and the crews, to encourage and stimulate them 
in their dangerous vocations, and since this bounty was taken off 
the competition between the fishermen of those States and those 
of the maritime peovinai of Canada has been recognized in 
reasonab'e duties imposed in different tariff bills. 

The schedules which I have submitted show, in almost every 
class of this product, a reduction of the specific duty provided 
for by the McKinley bill, an ad valorem rate ranging from 40 
to 60 per cent reduction, and in the large industry of the pack- 
ing of sardines and other fish in oil and in tin boxes, where the 
McKinley bill provided specific duties according to the size of 
the boxes sufficient to proa: our own establishments, the 
House bill has substituted for this a duty of 30 per cent ad valo- 
rem, and the Senate committee, not content with this, has 
further ređuced it to 25 per cent, which is only equivalent to 
about one-third of the former duty. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the duty before—40 per cent? 

Mr. HALE. It ranged from 40 to 60 per cent; and upon packed 
fish, which is a great industry, there was a specific duty accord- 
ing to the size of the box. For that there has been substituted 
an ad valorem duty, which only amounts to about one-third of 
the former duty. hy it is that this most meritorious industry 
an industry involving labor, danger, risk, everything that 115 
peals not only to sympathy, but to ordinary good sense, it would 


seem, in legislating upon tariff bills—has been selected, we have 
not been able to find out. 2 
Tread here a statement as to the effect of the bill upon this 
industry: 
The magnitude of the domestic sardine industry is not generally known. 
There are 58 factories, large and small. There are about 8,700 people em- 


. The annual product amounts to about 2, 600,000, and is made up as 


120,000 boxes tin plate, 
24,000 P at 85 


5 N is W to all. No reduction has been asked by 
5 5 y. The tariff of 1883 prov 
tofore been made to change it. not even the Mills bill, which left it as fixed 


we can not compete at any decent remunerative rate for labor, unless we 
could reduce the cost of the manufactured article. You will observe that of 
the costof the manufactured article, $825,000 is for labor. The materials en- 
tering into the manufacture are figured close. If any reduction in our cost 
is to be made, it must be in the labor. This is substantially our case. 

I also, as in the case of the farmers and starch manufacturers 
of Aroostook County, present the petition signed by 800 citizens 
of Washington and Hancock Counties, remonstrating against the 
reduction of duties on foreign sardines, and call attention to the 
fact that without distinction of party the signers represent the 
interests of this industry, established upon the coast of the two 
counties of Washington and Hancock, in the State of Maine, and 
as in the case of the Aroostook petition, these signers lift their 
voice in protest against the provisions of this bill which inter- 
as with their labor and with the comforts of their everyday 

ife. 

There are some very strange and curious features in this bill, 
and one is found in the treatment which the Senate committee 
has given to the manufactures of high explosives and gunpow- 
der. The McKinley bill placed a duty of 5 cents per pound on gun- 
9 and explosives valued at 20 cents or less per pound, and 

cents per pound on all gunpowder and explosives valued at 
above 20 cents per pound. 

In attacking this manufacture the House of Representatives, 
recognizing the importance of this manufacture, left the duty 
as it was fixed by the McKinley bill; but the Senate committee, 
for some unaccountable reason, has determined to destroy this 
manufacture and has cut the duty on all gunpowder and explo- 
sive substances, used for mining, blasting, artillery, or sporting 
purposes, to 10 per cent ad valorem. i 

My attention has been specially called to this because in the 
western part of Maine, svon one of our most accessible rivers, 
there has been established for years a gunpowder manufactory, 
in which a large capital has been invested for land and build- 
ings and machinery. The work is hazardous and there have 
been several explosions; but, notwithstanding this, the manu- 
facture has been kept up, and has given employment to many 
mechanics and laborers. 

I have here a protest against the action of the Senate com- 
mittee on this article, which I will read, as it states clearly the 
whole case, and calls attention to the important consideration 
that our Goyernment, having no powder manufactories of its 
own, must depend upon the establishments in this country, and 
that nothing could be more unpatriotic than to discourage and 
drive out of business these establishments. The protest is 
signed by the Du Ponts and Hazard Powder Companies, the At- 
lantic Dynamite oompany, the Hecla Powder Company, and 
others, covering most of the manufactories in this country, who 
are, even under present duties, the subject of close competition 
on the part of the powder makers of England, France, Germany, 
and Canada. 

POWDER. 
To the Committee of Finance, United States Senate, Washington, D. C., 


DEAR SIRS: The undersigned, manufacturers of powder and nish ex- 
plosives in the United States. find that the pro reduction of duties on 
wader and ri pone from 5 cents per pound on gunpowder and ex- 
losives valued at 20 cents and under, and 8 cents per pound on all gunpow- 
er and explosives valued at over 20 cents per pound to 10 
lorem, seriously injure their business, and respectfully submit the fol- 
Imag reasons, among many, why the duty as proposed in the Wilson bill 
er. Pages ain thine t id to employés engaged in the uf: 
rst. country pa employ: manufac- 
ture of gunpowder and high explosives are twice as great as received for 
like employment in England, and amount to fully 50 per cent on the cost of 
manufacturing gunpowder and explosives; consequently a 10 per cent ad 


cent va- 


` 
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valorem duty will be no protection to the manufacturers in the United 
States, and if anad valorem duty of 10 per cent is placed on gunpowder and 
explosives it will require wages to be greatly reduced. ` 

Second. There are no Government powder mills in the United States, con- 
8 the Government must rely on private manufacturers, and if by 
reason of foreign competition they are compelled to abandon the business, 
the Government would find itself unable to meet requirements for explosives 


in time of war. 
Third. Gunpowder manufacturers in Canada will be enabled to send their 
powder into ti country ifthe duty is reducéd to 10 per cent ad valorem; 


and unless the tariff on gunpowder be reduced by the Canadian Government 
to the same amount as now proposed in the Senate, the manufacturers of 
the United States can not retaliate by sending their goods into Canada. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] suggests to me 
that a relief for the Government, should we ever find ourselves 
in conflict with any other power, would be to put into effect the 
free-trade theory and ask the hostile power to suspend hostili- 
ties until we might learn in what market of the world we could 
buy gunpowder the cheapest. I do not see any other process 
that we could resort to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Maine pardon me? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I am always glad to hear the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand the position of the Senator to 
be that gunpowder may be legitimately protected because the 
Government is interested in it. 

Mr. HALE. I give that as one reason. 

Mr. LINDSAY. ask the Senator if it is not a fact that dur- 
ing the civil war when there was not a powder factory in the 
South at the commencement of the war, enough powder was 
improviséd to protract a four-years’ war, and if he heard any 
complaint in the South for want of powder? 

Mr. HALE. I was not there, but I have heard from our peo- 
ple, who in some way or other did succeed in getting down South, 
that there was great complaint; and I will say to the Senator 
from Kentucky that as great a task as we found in putting an 
end to the rebellion and restoring the Union, if there had been 
gunpowder mauufactories sustained throughout the South by a 
good protective system it would have made our task of conquer- 
ing the South infinitely harder than we found it. I never want 
to see the country put into the condition that the Senator has 
suggested, where in the time of war we would have to resort to 
the process of slow manufacture and small establishments in 
order to defend the country; and I do not think the Senator 
himself desires that; I know that he does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to remind the Senator from Maine, 
if I do not interrupt him, that . came over there very 
freely from England. Nearly all that was used by the Southern 
States was made in England and shipped over. 25 

Mr. HALE. There was undoubtedly free trade then between 
the South and Europe in gunpowder. 

Mr. LINDSAY. y recollection is that the free trade was 
very much interfered with by blockades at all the ports of the 
South. 

Mr. HALE. But it was not cut off. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It was only in rare instances that a blockade 
runner could getin. It wasnearly asmuch benefit to the South 
as the tariff now to the North. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [should like to inquire whether the Senator 
considered it an industrial advantage to the South that it actually 
had no ee manufactories? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; but it did prove that it is not necessary 
to protect powder mills in time of peace in order to have ample 
powder in time of war. 

Mr. HALE. In other words, the Senator says that the South 
managed to get along without it. If all that can be said for free 
trade is that a people under it can manage to get along,” can 
live, as the Southern Confederacy did, can struggle and struggle 
gallantly, but in the end go to the wall, if that is all that can be 
said in favor of free trade, it is nota very convincing argument. 

Other items in which we are interested in Maine show for 
themselves in the schedule which I have submitted, contrasting 
the McKinley bill with the legislation which is here urged upon 
us, and in each instance the hostility to Maine’s interest is mani- 
fest, as in the cases which I have specifically noted. 

As showing the encouragement which is given by this bill to 
the introduction of Canadian agricultural products which com- 
pete with like products of the United States farmer in the en- 
tire belt of Northern States, I give the following figures: 

Entire exports of Canadian produce in 1892, $113,963,375, which 
is largely made up of the following items, which come in direct 
competition with our own products and our own labor: 

Lumber and other forest 


roducts.. — 
ese Codfish 
Horned cattle Fish of 
or ses — ——— 
SS — Wood, and manufactures 
ges. B N ko ge sats 18, 080, 080 
Wheat and wheat flour 
Ii S ( $86, 957, 166 


Four-fifths of these products, the result of cheap labor, and 
with the transportation as I have heretofore explained at least 
on an equality with ours, come in direct competition with the 
farmer of the United States. While the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate committee have, in almost every instance, 
struck down the duties upon all these products, thereby making 
our markets the dumping ground for the Canadian, it is inter- 
esting to know that, in the adjustment of the Canadian tariff 
which is proposed by the present ministry of the Dominion, the 
rates upon corresponding articles, as shown by the amendment 
which Mr. Foster, the Canadian minister of finance, has sub- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means in the Dominion 
Parliament, asthe programme which will undoubtedly be carried 


out, show the following as against the rates in the Wilson bill 
as amended: 
Articles. Canadian. Senate bill. 
Live animals -| 20 per cent ad valorem. 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Beef, salted, in barrels Free. 
h 20 per cent. 
Free. 
5 — per — 
per cen 
`, Do. 
25 per cent. 
20 per cent, 
Do. s 
Do. 
Free. 
15 cents per bushel . 30 per cent. 
10 cents per bushel ....| 20 per cent. 
60 cents per barrel Do, 
-| & per ton A Do. 
.| 25 per cent -| 10 per cent. 
.| 40 cents per barrel. 20 per cent. 
10 cents per bushel Do. 
I cent per pound 8 per pound. 
-| 15 cents per bushel per cent. 
75 cents per barrel. Do. 
1} cents per pound, in- | 30 per cent. 
cluding weight of 
package. 
20 per cent. 


6 cents per pound 


Mr. LODGE. Those are specific duties? 

Mr. FRYE. All their duties are specific. 

Mr. HALE. As further good reading to the authors of the 
Wilson bill and the majority members of the Senate Finance 
Committee, I read the following extract from a New Brunswick 


newspaper: x 
[From the St. John Telegraph.) 


The people of New Brunswick, and es ly of St. John, will be pro- 
foundly affected by the tariff changes inthe new bill. The limeindustry, for 
instance, may be cited as an example ofa business which may be expected 
to increase enormously under the changed tariff conditions. ‘There are 
about forty kilns in the vicinity of St. John, and of these all but five or six 
were closed in consequence of the high tariff imposed by the McKinley act. 
Now, with a return to the former rate of duty every lime kiln in St. John will 
soon be in active work, and many new kilns will be built by men who have 
been engaged in the lime business elsewhere, but whosee in St. John a more 
ee e field for their enterprise than that in which they have been oper- 
a 5 

There are 5 intimately acquainted with the lime business of 
St. John, who predict that in a very short time after the new tariff goes into 
operation, the production of lime here will be giving employment to thou- 
sands of men, and the export of lime will reach more than $1,000,000 in value 
annually. It is needless to say that such a result would give a boom to the 
business of the city such as it has not experienced since the decline of shi 
building, and that every interest in St. John will be favorably affected by it. 
A similar improvement, although on a smaller scale, will result from the 
removal of the duty on lumber and the export of that article may be ex- 

to increase. The reduction in theduties on potatoes and other vege- 
tables, on agricultural products and oncattle and horses, and the making of 
eggs free will also be of great benefit to our farmers, who will thus have a 
market of which they have been forsome time deprived, restored to them. 
Agriculture in New Brunswick will become more profitable than it has been 
heretofore, and our young men will be encouraged to remain on their farms 
rather than become servants of othersin a foreign country. 


Now, Mr. President, I do not propose to take up more of the 
time of the Senate. There has been nothing from the other 
side that could be considered in the least degree an explanation 
of the provisions of this bill. I do not suppose that any budget 
was ever presented to the House of Commons without a labored 
and detailed statement. Iam sure that no general tariff bill 
was ever before presented to either branch of Congress without 
such statement. 

But in this case this great bill, revolutionary in its scope, 
avowedly an entire change in the principles upon which duties 
should be laid, has been put before the Senate, and neither Con- 
gress nor the people has been vouchsafed one word of explana- 
tion of its provisions. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES], in opening the debate opn the bill, only dealt in gener- 
alities and A sweeping denunciations of the opponents of his 
theory, and of his 55 and of himself and his party politically; 
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hinga which I have men- 
tioned and which I might go on and multiply indefinitely are 
found in the bill. 

Mr. President, the oppression of this bill upon the industries 
of the State of Maine is so great that neither I nor my colleague 
will allow it to rest with the protest which I am entering here. 
So indefensible are these provisions that, when the different 

raphs are reached in the bill, we shall present to the Sen- 

ate in greater detail the merits of these Maine industries and 

7. 1 nature of the provisions Which work their ruin 
eb 

It is given to no man to predict what will be, in this body, the 
outcome of this bill. As F have said, the anxiety and solictiude 
of the country with regard to it are most profound. No tariff 
bill has evoked such a storm of protest and indignation, and as 
the days go by and the provisions of the bill are more com- 

letely understood the voice of the country rises higher and 
her against it. 
have already alluded to the public expression of this feeling, 
as shown in the elections which have taken place since October 
last. It needs no prophetic ken to see what measure of punish- 
ment will be dealt to the 3 and upholders of this measure 
whenever they fall into the people’s hands. 

If a straight-out vote could be had to-day in the Senate, repre- 
senting the real convictions of Senators upon this bill, it would 
meet its death here without further word of debate. 

Whether party pressure and the feeling that some bill must 
be passed or the party will bediscreditea will finally carry this 
pill) through, I nor no man can say; but it will be deba and 
discussed in every paragraph till all its provisions are laid 
bare, and no man in the country, whatever may be his party or 
his employment, will bə left without a full knowledge of its 
defects and enormities. n may happen, Mr. President, 
should the bill be crowded through by Admin tion and party 
pressure, I do not envy the task and the fate of the Senator 
upon this floor, or the Representative in another Chamber, who 
pas before the people and lifts in his hand, before them, the 

Uson bill, with the Senate amendments, and upon it puts his 
fate to the touch of that public sentiment which will inate out 
to him and his course here exact justice 


APPENDIX A. 
LUMBER. 
(McKinley bill.) 
SCHEDULE D—Woop, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


216. 3 hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
cent ad valorem. 
. ARiaber⸗ squared or sided, not specially provided for in this act, one- 
naif 15585 ao per pons nar 


any 

Bidon to the Tates herein een eee there shall be levied and paid for each 
side so planed or finished 

planed on one side and tongued 

measure; and if planed on two sides, an — woah 
sand feet board measure: and inestimating measure under this sched- 
ule no deduction shall pA made on ana measure on account of planing, 
baat country shall 


grooved, $1.50 perthou- 


irn imported from 

7 this act. 
219. Cedar: That on an March 3 

and telephone and spine poles of cedar, be dutiable at 20 per cent 


ad valorem. 
220. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum- 
lancewood, etiony, be box, granadilla, 3 rosewood, satinwood, 
6 s not further man actured than sawed, 15 per 
cent ad val ; Veneers of and wood, unmanufactured, not spe- 
e cent ad valorem. 


_ 222. apboards, S Eso} per 1,00 „000. 
23. Hubs tor chee) posts, blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-blocks, gun- 
heading-blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn or ‘sawed 
ba 20 per cent ad er 


Laths, I cents 
bes 10 10 10 pet . ad valorem. 


225. Pickets and 

226. White pine 20 cents 1,000; all other 30 cents per 1,000. 

227. Staves, oP and e per cent ad valorem. 

228. Casks and barrels (empty), sugar-box shooks, and packing-boxes and 
eee not specially provided for in this act, 30 per 

orem. 

229. Chair cane, or reeds wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 

and whether round, square, or in any other shape, 10 px a Meg by bens ad valorem. 

230. House or cabinet furniture. of wood, Who manu 

factures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of chici of chief value, 

not specially p rovided for in this act, 35 per cent ad 


pro a 


FYRER LIST. 
754. WOOD.— round un manufactured timber not specially enu- 
755. Fire wood, ine bolts. S ‘bolts, sta 85 
ve 
Poles, fence-posts, railroad ties, ship ber, and ship-planking, rae 


provided for in this act. 


mahogany. sa 
the log, rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured; briar-root or 
briar-wood, and similar wood unmanufactured, or not further manufactured 
than cut into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended 
to be converted; bamboo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, 3 pimento, 
orange, myrtl e, and other woods not otherwise ed for in this 
act, in 2 be rough, or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suit- 
able for 8 or umbrellas, parasols, sun-shades, whips, or walking-canes; 
and India malacca joints, not further manufactured than cut into suitable 
lengths for the manufactures into which they are intended to be converted. 


{Wilson bil] 


Free list. 
Wood: 


and round unmanufactured timber not specially enumerated or 


072, Logs, 
T bo 
o bolts, ts, stave bolts, and s e bolts, 
hop aa fence . rallroad ties, ship timber, and ship pl g. not 
A provided for in this act. 
aer, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
deals, and other lumber. 
678. Spruce c apboards. 


ubs for wheels, ts, last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks 
9 and all Re blocks or Sticks, rough hewn or sawed only 


681. Pickets and palings. 
682. Shingles. 1 


683. Staves of wood of all kinds, wood unmanufactured: Provide we 
[any] all of the articles 1 in [paragraph] paragraphs 672 to 
clusive, when im — 5 lays an export duty on — 
sane ph saro — t shall be ject to the duties existing prior to the pas- 

Woods. neon cedar, lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box 2 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet woods, in the log, 
rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured. briar root or briar 
wi and similar wood unmanufactured or not further manufactured than 
cut into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended to be 
converted; bamboo, reeds, and sticks of ise special air 


re 


orange, myrtle, and ‘other woods notot 
act, in the rough, or not further manufactured 
ble for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sunshades, aapa or wa 
and India malacca joints, not Further manufactured nm cut into suitable 
lengths for the manufactures into which they are intended to be converted. 


Dutiable. 
SCHEDULE D.—W00D AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


178. Lumber of any sort, planed or finished, for each side so planed or fin- 
ished, 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure, and if planed on one side and 
tongued and grooved $1 per 1,000 feet, measure; and if planed on 55 
sides and tongued and grooved, 51.50 per 1,000 feet, board measure; and 1 

ating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall be made 
on board measure on account of planing, to: and groo 

179. Osier or willow, for basket-makers’ use, 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem; manufactures o er or willow, 25 per cent ad valorem; chair cane, 
or reeds, wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, [seven] ten per 
5 barrels, sugar-box shooks, and king bo: da 

an -box shooks, xes an 
es shooks of te aà ot specially provided kor in this this act, 20 per 
valorem. 


1. Mias or cabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or partly finished, man 
factures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of chief valu value, 
not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


LIME. 
McKinley bill.] 
96. Lime, 6 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 
[Wilson bill. 


80. Lime, including the value of the covering or barrel, [ten] A/leen per cent 
ad valorem. =e 


ne [McKinley bill.) 
291. Anchovies and sardines, packed in oil or otherwise, in tin boxes meas- 
uring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches wide, and eee 10 cents 
whole box; in half boxes, measuring not a an 5 inches lo: 4 
hes wide, and 14 inches deep, 5 cents each; eat ery ter boxes, measur 
not more than 4} . long, 3} inches wide, a a inches 3 2} cents 
— when im in any other form, 40 per cent ad 
292. Fish, pickled, in barrels or half barrels, and 8 or salmon, 


pickled or salted, 1 1 cent per pound. 
Berg ed. ickled, frozen, packed in ice, or other- 
wise prepared cp serval fresh fish, not specially provided for in 
this tg) three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 
rrings, * or sal one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, 


pound. 

288. Fish made of tin or other material, except ancho- 
vies and sardines and fish packed in any other manner, not enu- 
merated or ——— for in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

296. Cans or packages, made of tha or other metal, containing shellfish ad- 
mitted free of duty, not exceeding 1 quart in contents, shall be subject toa 
aut of 8 cents per dozen cans or packages; and When ex 1 quart, 
NEY be subject 285 an additional duty of 4cents per dozen for eac ditional 
alf quart or fractional part thereof: Provided, That until June 30 1891, such 
—.— or packages shall be admitted as now provided by law. 


Free list. 


Bhi Fish, the product of American fisheries and fresh or frozen fish (ex- 
% salmon) caught in fresh waters by American vessels, or with nets or 
devices owned by citizens of the United States. 
9 872 Fish for bait. 
573. Fish skus. 
[Wilson bill.) 


Fish: 
208. Anchovies, sardines, and other fish 


ed in oil, in tin boxes, or in 
any other form [thirty], (wenty-#ve per cent ad valorem. 
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9 or provided for in c 


212. Cans or kages, made. of tin other metal, con! Uasnh 
{ted free of duty, not exceeding one quart in contents, shall be subject 
Daout of eight cents per dozen cans or ; and when 


quart. shall be subject to an additional duty o four cents per dozen for 
cach idditional half quart or fractional part thereof. ] 


Free list. 
Bn eom i or packed in ice fresh. 
482. Fish for 
483. Fish pc 
HAY. 
[McKinley bill. 
277. Hay, %4 per ton. l 
[Wilson bill.] 
199. Hay [two dollars per ton], twenty per cent ad valorem. 
HOPS. 
[McKinley vill. 
279. Hops, 15 cents per pound. 
[Wilson bill] 
201. Hops [eight cents per pound], twenty per cent ad valorem. 
STONE. 
[McKinley bil] 
Stone: 


126. Burr-stones manufactured or bound up into mill-stones, 15 per cent ad 
orem. 
te, sandstone, limestone, and other building or mon- 
umen except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially 
provided for in this act, 11 cents per cubie foot. 
128. Treestoni dstone, limesto: 


me, and other building or mon- 


. fished par cent ad valorem. 
Grindeto indatones, Wed or unfinished, 81.75 per ton. 
Pa [Wilson bill] 

106, Freestone, grani te, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental ne ao except marble not OPANY provided for in this act, hewn, 
dressed, or eent ad val 

107. Gr. or lone dollar and seventy-five cents 


em. 
Free list. 


ther buiding s or monumental stone: 


Fie 


marble, unmanufac' ally 3 for 
FFF e or manufactured. 
POTATOES. 
[McKinley bill. 
283. Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 
[Wilson bill] 
pe Potatoes [ten cents per bushel of 60 pounds]. thirty per cent ad 
orem. 5 
[McKinley bill. 
265. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 
[Wilson bill] 


194. Butter, and substitutes therefor [four cents per pound] twenty per cent 
ad valorem. 


[McKinley bill] 
267. Cheese, 6cents per pound. 
[Wilson bill. ] 
195. Cheese, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
LIVE ANIMALS. 
[McKinley bill] 


Animals, 8 
247. Horses and m D ota bee oma an Provided, That horses valued at $150 
and over shall pay a duty of cent ad valorem. 

248. Cattle, more than 1 year Told 810 per head; 1 year old or less, 32 per 


249. Hogs, $1.50 head. 
a Spes; 1 Sear cod or mare, $1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents 
T 

Pst. All other live animals, notspecially provided forin this act, 20 percent 


Free list, 


: 1 

and of the 8 of such animal s 
customs officer, duly authe nticated by proper 
er with the affidavit of the owner, 
"The Secretary of the Treasury inay I 
5 e etary of the may prescribe such — — 

tions as may be required for the strict enforcement 22 this pro 

Animals brought into the United States temporarily for or, period not 
of exhibition or competition for prizes 
th regulations hain Dy th Paden oe real ida 
the Treasury; 
also, teams of animals, includin ir harness and tackle, and the 5 
or other vehicles actually own — Apo 3 from fo: 
in actual use for 


tries to the United States with Weiz Eni 


pur- 


of such emigration under such as the Secretary of the 

co Fig ou and wild animals intended for exhibition in zo- 

2 for scientific and educational purposes, and not for sale 
or 


[Wilson bill] 
Animals, live: 3 
189. All live animals not specially provided for in this act 20 per cent ad 
valorem. E 
Free list. 


373. Any animal imported specially for 3 shall be admitted 

gs Provided, That no such animal shall be free unless pure ored 

and duly registered in the book of 8 established 

for that breed, and the Secretary of the Treasury may be such addi- 

borne regulations as may be required for the strict enforcement of this pro- 
on. 

Any cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have atra 
the boundary ling into any foreign country, or where such domestic ani 
deen or may be driven across è ee ae the owner Jor pasturage pur- 

meres the same may be brought back tc the United States free of duty under regu- 

‘ations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

74. brought into the United States tem y for a period not 
exceeding six months, for Se parposs of exhibition or competition for 
prizes offered by any agricult [or racing n py tis but a bond shall be 

ven in accordance with regulations 8 the Secretary of the 

; also, teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and 
the wagons or other vehicles actually owned by persons from for- 
ge — ft e ch emigration under su ch regu Secretary of 
e purpose of suc on under sue 
the Treasury may prescribe; and wild intended — exhibition in 
rat ge ache collections for scientifc and e purposes, and not for 
© or pro 


d across 
le Aare 


POULTRY. 


[McKinley bill} 
315. Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, 5 cents per pound. 
[Wilson bill.] 


228. Poul twocents per pound; dressed, three cents und] dressed 
„ 2 i $ 
EGGS. 
(McKinley bill] 


275. Eggs, 5 cents per dozen. 
276. Eggs, yolk of, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


[Wilson bill.) 
Free list. 
471. Eggs and yolks of, and eggs of birds, fish, and insects. 
STARCH. 
[MeKinley bill] 
823. Starch, including all from whatever substance produced 
aaor noe as Starch. 2 cents per pound. 


trins, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1} cents per 


[Wilson bill.] 
232. Starch, including all pre: PATANDI from whatever substance 
duced, commonly used as starch [one cent per pound], thirty per c 


valorem. 
233. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum [one cent per 
pound), thirty per cent ad valorem. l = 


pound. 


APPLES. 
{McKinley vill. 
297. Apples, n or ripe, 25 cents pete bushel. 
298. Apples, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, and 


ed for in this act, 2 cents per pound, 
(Wilson bill.) 
Free list by House bill. 
Senate committee amendment: 


213. Apples, green or ripe, dried, dessicated, evaporated, or prepared in any 
manner, twenty per cent ad valorem. 
BARLEY. 
[McKinley bill] 


252. Barley, 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 
253. Barley malt, 45 cents per bushel of 34 poun 
254. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 2 cents nae pound. 
[Wilson bill] 
191. Barley, and barley, pearled, patent, or hulled [twenty-five maine 
cent ad valorem; barley malt [thirty-five], forty per cent ad vali le ir of) 


BUCKWHEAT, CORN, OATS, RYE, WHEAT, ETC. 
{MeKinley bill.) 


255. Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 
256. Corn or maize, 15 cents bushel of 


ucts shall be tted free of i from any country wh no im- 
port duty on the like product when exported from the United States; oat- 
meal, fifteen per cent ad valorem. 
PLUSHES. 
[McKinley bill] 


350. Plushes, velvets, Re wh dag 5 8. all pile fabrics composed 
of cotton or other Teena * ber, e as ed, colored, stained, 
Tees = ee Cenis per square yard and 20 por ad valorem; on 
a en een 8 . and 20 per cent ad valo- 
rem; if dyed, colored, stained, pain or printed, 14 cents per square yard 
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and 20 per cent ad valorem; but none of of the foregoing articles in this 
paragraph shall pay a less rate of duty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 

396. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly orin part, not 1 provided 
for in this act, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this act, 
plushes and other pile fabrics, all of the toregoing, composed wholly or in 
p> of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals 

e duty per pound shall be four and one-half times the dut; by 
this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition 
thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

411. Velvets, plushes, or other pile fabrics, containing, exclusive of selv- 
edges, less than 75 per cent in weight of silk, $1.50 per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem; cont g. exclusive of selvedges,75 per cent or more in weight 
of silk, 83.50 pound, and 15 cent ad valorem; but in no case shall any 
of the forego: articles pay a less rate of duty than 50 per centad valorem. 


[Wilson bill.] 


259. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, 8 and all pile fabrics composed 

of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 

ted, oe penio, 35 per cent ad valorem; on all such goods if bleached, 
yed, colored, stained, ted, or printed, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this 
act, and plushes and other pile fabrics, and i ions of Sur, all the forego- 
ing, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of thecamel, goat, 
alpaca, or other animals, including those having India rubber as a compo- 
nent material, [forty-five] forty per cent ad valorem. 8 

299. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 


PULP. 
[McKinley bill.) 
Pulp and paper: 
415. Mechanically grona wood pulp, $2.50 per ton dry weight; chemical 
8 unbleached, #6 per ton weight; bleached, $7 per ton dry 
weight. 


20 Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber, 
known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-mache. and indurated fiber wares 
and other manufactures composed of wood or other pulp, or of which these 
substances or either of them is the component ma of chief value, all 
of the above not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
468. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 65 per cent ad valorem. 


[Wilson bill. 
Pulp and q 


paper: 
303. Moshanicalty-ground wood pulp and chemical wood pulp unbleached 
or bleached, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

353. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber, 
known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-mache, plaster of Paris, indu- 
rated fiber wares, and other manufactures com of wood or other pulp. 
or of which these substances or either of them is the component material of 
833 value, all of the above not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent 

orem. 

255. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


SLATE, 0 
[McKinley bill] 


Slate: 

130. Slates, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other 
manufactures of slate, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

131. Roofing slates, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


[Wilson bill.] 


Slate: i 

108. Slates, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other 

manufactures of slate not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. = 

109. fing slates [ten] twenty per cent ad valorem. 


APPENDIX B. 


MEMORIAL FROM MAINE LUMBERMEN, 


‘This memorial, r ee by certain citizens of Maine, relates to that part 
of the tariff bill which places lumber on the free list. 
The cut of logs in the State of Maine for the year 1893 is as follows: 


-- 60,904, 701 
7,177, 147 


per 
for labor, which is a larger percentage than on almost any other manufac- 
tured article. 

American citizens doing business at St. John, under the act of Congress of 
March 16, 1866, have from 15,000,000 to 20,000.000 teet of sawed lumber on hand, 
and from 90,000,000 to 100,000,000 feet of logs cut in 1892 and 1893, which are to 
be carried over and marketed in 1894. About 90 per cent of this amount is 


spruce. 

About the usual cut is being made during this winter under the aboveact 
on the St. John River and its tributaries, which will add 1 the stock 
on W to be 5 epee SOR M 8 a x un roi 

American spruce logs lying in booms at St. Jo e e provin- 
cial logs of same qua 2 sell in the open 3 81.80 to &2 per 1,000 
feet more than provincial logs, and this notwithstanding that under the law 
as itis to-day round logs are admitted free of duty. 


) 


In proof of this fact you will find statement of American consul attached, 
marked Exhibit A.” 

American citizens engaged in the manufacture and shipping of lumber to 
the States, under the act of 1866, will be eye ata at disadvantage 
should sawed lumber be immediately ee on the free list. 

The effect for the next few years will be to transfer the greater part of 
the business now done in Maine under the act of 1886 to the provinces and 
into the hands of the provincials. 

The cost of get these State of Maine logs is considerably greater than 
on the provincial side, as we pay more for labor and supplies. Provincial 
logs cost from $1.50 to $2 less 
statement of American consul. 

You will find statement attached, signed by American lumber manu- 
ene he doing business in St. John under act of 1886, marked Exhibit 


There are now on hand 300,000,000 feet of logs and manufactured lumber 
cut in 1892-93 on the Penobscot, Kennebec, St. Croix, Union, Machias, Au- 
droscoggin, and other rivers of Maine, which, had it not been for the panic, 
would nearly all have been marketed in 1893. 

The cut o ioan being made in Maine during the present winter will be 
about two-thirds as large as last year. This will give of stock on hand, cut 
in 1892, 1893, 1894, 879,000,000 to be marketed in 1894, . 

The price of sawed lumber, especially spruce, is lower than at any time 
during the last twenty-five years, thus showing that the present tariff has 
not been a hardship to the consumer. 

In answer to certain theorists, who urge free lumber for the purpose of 
eee the forests, we will say that our Eastern timber lands are dif- 

erent from those in any other part of the country. In fact, the trees w 
like any other produce of the soil, and it is estimated by experts in the lum- 
ber business that a single Maine township of 22,000 acres renews its growth 
equal in amount to what six or eight horses, kept constantly at work, can 
haul to the landings. 

In no other of the world does the woods growth on land that has been 
cut or burned over recuperate as it does in the State of Maine and New 
Brunswick. 

In the great forest fire of 1825, extending from the Penobscot waters in 
Maine to the Miramichi in New Brunswick, 600,000 acres of timber land was 
burned over, and so rapid was the new growth that large lumbering opera- 
tions have been conducted on this same territory for a great many years, 
and to-day it is equal in value to the same number of acres in any other sec- 
tion of the Maine forests. The second growth was largely sapling pine. pop- 
Jar piren, and other hard woods which are valuable to-day for home and ex- 
port trade. 

Townships which have been cut upon constantly are to-day reckoned as 
the most valuable, for a judicious cutting of the large trees makes possible 
the more rapid growth of the smaller trees. 

Our Maine forest lands uce spruce all the way from the seedlinga foot 
high to the mature trees fit for the market, and we follow the practice of cut- 
ting the mature trees only. 

A few years since many supposed that our uce forests would be de- 
stroyed by the beetle, but it is now admitted by those who are familiar with 
this subject that the worms or beetles only attack the old trees which have 
commenced to decay. On townships where the old trees had been carefully 
cut none of this trouble existed, but it did to a great extent on townships 
which had not been operated upon. In no case, however, were the young 
and thrifty trees attacked by the worms. 

That you may understand the extent of the lumbering interests in the 
State of Maine, will say that the books of the board of State assessors show 
that there are in the State of Maine 13,214,027 acres of timber land, and val- 
ued, for the purpose of State and county taxes, at 834,204,634, as per attached 
statement of the chairman of State of Maine board of assessors, marked 
“Exhibit C.“ 

This does not include the large amount of capital invested in sawmills, 
machinery, etc., and in conducting lumbering operations which employ 
thousands of men, to whom pne wages are paid than by those engaged in 
the lumbering business in fore countries. 

We believe that sawed lumber can as well afford, without any hardship to 
the consumer, to pay the present revenue to the Government as any other 
article of merchandise upon which duty is placed. 

To place sawed lumber upon the free list, especially during the existing 

anic, would cause great financial loss to many of our citizens who have a 
Tar; amount of capital invested in 3 operations. x 

ith free sawed spruce, the New Brunswick and Nova Scotia lumbermen 
will not only compete to a ter extent than at present against the New 
England lumbermen, but also against those who are cutting spruce in West 
Virginia, and against the hard-pine interests of the Southern States. 

If we are to have free lumber, our lumbermen should be e upon an 
equality with those of New Brunswick. We should not be obliged to pay a 
aa upon hay, as under the present law, of & and under the proposed tariff 
of $2. 

We should be allowed to our teams in bond for the parpone ofcutting 
lumber in winter as we did during the reciprocity with Canada, 

We should not be prevented by the contract labor law from contracting 
for our labor in Canada. 

We know there are manufacturers in some of the States who are clamor- 
ing for free sawed lumber upon the ground that itis raw material. We ob- 
ject to their 8 it upon this ground, as we have shown to you conelu- 
sively that the amount paid for labor on a cargo of lumber is from 75 to 80 
per cent of the cost. 

The lumber business of Maine makes the State a great consumer of West- 
ern products. 

There is probably no State in the Union where Western farm products 
are so largely used, or the average is so high per capita, as in Maine. 

The following amounts of Western farm products were brought into Maine 
during 1893 over the Maine Central Railroad's Ogdensburg division, and 
this does not include the amount of pork and beef in barrels: 332,429 barrels 
of flour; 1,630,433 bushels of corn; 572 772 bushels of oats; 18,486 tons of feed; 
463 carloads of fresh beef. 

We are not able to give the amounts brought by the Canadian Pacific to 
Greenville and other points on their road; nor by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
road; nor of Western products coming by wey, of Boston, but taking the 
large amounts prougheby the Maine Central, it must be readily seen that 
the combined amount of all transportation companies would be very large, 

The shipment of spruce deals from New Brunswick to transatlantic ports 
for 1893 was 312,000,000 feet; from Nova Scotia, 109,252,930 feet. About 50,000,- 
000 feet of spruce has been shipped annually from the provinces to the New 
York mark-t, and a large amount of laths and long and short lumber has 
also been shipped to other American ports. 

There is no market at transatlantic ports for laths and short lumber 
which are manufactured from the slabs or sidings of provincial logs, and 
— products have been shipped for a great many years to American ports 
wholly. 


the St. John market, as already shown by 


1894. 


Admitting this short lumber free of duty would be practically making the 
Tumbermen of the my epee pe pes a present of that amount. 

The selling pe for provincial logs at the sawmills in St. John during 
the last year has averaged #8 thousand feet, which is less than the aver- 
age cost of getting logs from the stump to the Maine sawmills, without tak- 
. oe cost of stumpage into consideration. 

e following is the clause in ali Government permits in New Brunswick, 
touching the right to raise the price of stumpage: 

““Sxo, 16. All timber licenses shall be subject to the right of the lieuten- 
ant-governor in council to increase the mileage on licenses and the stump- 
age on any class of lumber when deemed expedient, on due notice thereof 
be! given in the Royal Gazette; such increase to take effect at and after 
the date of the next following annual renewal; and also to any furtherregu- 
lations that may be made by order of the lieutenantgo-vernor in council, for 
the purpose of expeditiously enforcing the 5 or adjustment ot 
stumpage on any logs or other lumber cut wit the limit described in an 
license, or otherwise giving effect to or enforcing the conditions of the li- 
cense. . 

Our provincial neighbors are able, on account of less cost of labor and 
eheaper supplies, to deliver their logs from the stump to the sawmills at 
about 26 per cent less than we can in Maine, and for this reason we believe 
that they should not have the aoe to compete and distribute in our market 
unless subject to a revenue tariff; otherwise they would have a great ad- 
vantage over Maine lumbermen. 

For proof of this fact, we again refer to statement of American consul, 
marked Exhibit A.” 

For miles and miles their lumber lands are contiguous to ours as the pro- 
vincial forests bound the east, north, and west lines of our State, situated 
upon good, na ble waters and Sa good harbors for shipment. 

e bill provides that in case any foreign government * an export 
duty on lumber shipped to the States, in the way of retaliation a duty shall 
be placed on it. would be inoperative, so far as New Brunswick is con- 
cerned, as their government sells timber “limits,” charging, at present, 81 

r thousand feet stumpage, and, in addition to this, a small sum for taxes. 

e government reserves the right to raise the price of this stumpage at 
any e, which they can do and receive an additional revenue, as they would 
if they should impose an export duty. 


EXHIBIT A. 
UNITED STATES CONSULATE, 
St. John, New Brunswick, December 27, 1893. 
DEAR SIR: In re 5 Aes your inquiry of even date, as to logs cut in the for- 


est of the State o aine, on the St. John River and its tributaries, and 
floated down said river, to be sawed or hewn by American citizens in the 


ovince of New Brunswick, and thereafter shipped to the United States 
5 of duty, under law of the United States by Congress March 
the 16th, 1 


I have to any that, having examined the records on file in this 
consulate, 1 find the cut o logs under the above act to average from 00,000,- 
000 to 100,000,000 square feet each year for several years. 

Of this amount 3,500,000 is pine, 7,000,000 cedar and the balance spruce. 

And, further, upon inquiry of the manufacturers of lumber of this port, 
both provincial and American, I find that American logs, lying in booms 
side by side with provincial logs, sell from $1.50 to 82 per thousand square feet 
more than provincial logs, and this, notwithstanding that manufactured 
ros ogs can be imported into the United States free of duty. 

ours 


truly, 
JOHN S. DERBY, 
United States Consul, 
Hon. Jonn P. Bass, Bangor, Me. 


Another bad effect of pl: lumber upon the free list would be to stimu 
late overproduction in Canada and a consequent oversupply in our mar- 
kets, which, on account of our present overstock, could not do otherwise 
than cause serious loss to our lumbermen. 


Exutsrr B. 


Sr. JOHN, NEw BRUNSWICK, December 27, 1893. 


GENTLEMEN: We understand that 6 are making an effort to have the 
free-lumber clause in the Wilson bill killed, or at least amended so that it 
will fall ighter on the lumbermen of Maine, and as fellow sufferers desire 
to make the following statements: That we as American citizens engaged 
in the cutting of logs in the forests in the State of Maine, situated on the 
St. John River and its tributaries, and in the manufacture of those logs at 
St. John, New Brunswick, as provided for in the act of Congress, March 16, 
1866, which provides for the free importation of the product of these logs 
into the United States, desire to have 12 committee represent to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means that should sawn lumber— especially spruce—be 

laced on the free list the effect will be to transfer the business now in 

aine to 1 and into the hands of the provincialists; that we have 
between 15,000,000 and 20,000,000 of said American sawn lumber ready to be 
marketed in 1894. We also have in stock of American logs cut in 1892 and 1893 
from 90,000,000 to 100,000,000, Which, on account of the general trade depres- 
sion, the result of the panic, we have been hr, ae to carry over. In addi- 
tion to this he present stock will be taro added to by the operations of 
this winter, 1800-04, the preparations for which were made last spring,and 
the work being now well along, es Ay these logs it will be impossible to 

et marketed before July 1, 1895. e labor cost of getting these State of 
Ktaine l is considerably greater than on the provincial side, as we pay 
8 nee and supplies. Provincial logs cost from $1.50 to & per thou- 
sand feet less. 

Should lumber be placed on the free list as proposed by the Wilson bill it 
will cause the Americans manufacturing American logs in New Brunswick 
great financial loss. 

Sawn lumber has sold the past year at less price than any time during 

the last twenty-five years, and the season of 1894 does not look at all encour- 

, and with free lumber would be ruinous to us. 

It would be a t injustice, as well as a hardship to the American citi- 
zens who are led to make large investments here to do business under the 
act of 1886 to put lumber on the free list before we have time to market our 


present stock, 
MILLER & WOODMAN, 


hj 
8 
$ 
2 
8 
80 
& 


. DUNN, 

For self and Dunn Brothers. 
E. L. JEWETT, 
S. F. KING & SONS, 


L. M. SEWETT. 
Hon. J. P. BAss and oth 
Of the Committee of Maine Lumdermen. 
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EXHIBIT C. 


r, from Hall C. Burleigh, chairman of State 


(Copy of letter, on official pa 
of M sessors, to Hon. J. P. Bass, Bangor.] 


aine Board of 
Hon. J. P. Bass, Bangor, Me.: 
My DEAR SIR: On my arrival here this a. m. I find your letter of the 26th 
instant and hasten to reply, as follows: 
The timber lands in the State of Maine amount to the following number 
of acres, and values: 


Four hundred and eighty townships.. 
Public lots on same 
Eighty plantations, about three-fo 
In the incorporated towns, estimated 


The number of acres of timber lands in the incorporated towns not being 
fully returned, I have made a careful but conservative estimate of number 
of acres and value, which I feel sure is considerably below a fair value. 


Yours, very truly, 
HALL C. BURLEIGH, Chairman. 
Dated at Augusta, Me., December 27, 1893, 


Statement of logs cut in Maine, 1893. 


District. 


Aroostook County 7,600,000 | 4,545,382 | 24,791, 647 
Union River 5, 600,000 | 2,700,000 ͥ -nnnm „000 
Kennebec River 72,000 | 12,935,717 13, 001, 284 1, 248, 837 
Saco River and west. 3, 000, 000 | 35,700, 000 . 
r 14, 469,892 | 8, 281, 502 100, 000 
Penobscot 32, 228, 879 | 30,396,212 | 18,993,500 | 2, 400, 000 
Androscoggin -...... 2,100,000 | 4,000,000 1, 500, 000 000, 000 
. 35, 088,330 | 8,771,959 2, 528. 270 328, 310 
330, 822 


Cost calculated tojdraw logs. 


One pair horses . for the winter; 849,000,000 would re- 
q 5,668 pairs, at per month, including teamster, each four 


ADORE WOUIN CONG dd adeenu cate baad $906, 
Four men to tend each pair, $18 per month, four months - 1,631, 708 
Board pair horses, $i per dag 679, 
Board men, 40 cents per day. four months 1, 359, 840 

4, 578, 


No account is taken of wood, or fuel. 

The above would give an average cost of $5.39} per thousand feet for labor 
expended in getting logs to lan „ All agree that the estimate is low 
enough; some maintain that in place of four mea to each pair of horses, in 
addition to teamster, it takes six and one-fourth, which would enhance the 
co 


St. 

It is somewhat dificult to get an estimate of exact cost of labor to get logs 
from lan to the various mills, including driving, boomage, shorage, 
tolls, and other expenses, but $8.50 is considered a very safe and conserva- 
tive estimate of the cost of labor expended altogether on the logs when 
landed at the mills. 

In the lumber mills of the Penobscot Valley there is a value of fully 
$905,000, employing 1,977 men at an average daily pay of $1.93 per man, mak- 
ing a daily pay roll of $3,815.80. This for 150 days would give 8572,70, or for 
a total sawing season of seven months, an amount of 107.20 disbursed 
for labor only in the various mills in the Penobscot Valley. 

We have a large amount of property in coasting vessels built for the 
transportation of lumber, and any legislation bein Soei decrease the shi 
ments of lumber would cause this interest tosuffer. e Provincial people 
— e Wee class of vessels, and would, to a great extent, do their own 

reigi g. 

The eastern ports of the maritime provinces have a great advantage over 
the New 8 States in transatlantic shipment, While the western ports 
are able to ship to American ports at about the same freight rates as from 
our own ports. : 

The lumbermen of New Hampshire cut between 200,000,000 and 300,000,000 
feet of spruce logs each year, and their interests will be affected the same as 
Maine and West Virginia. 

The old growth pine has been largely cut off in the Eastern States and also 
in New Brunswick, the eastern lumbering business being largely confined to 
spruce, which is five times greater than either hemlock, pine, and cedar 
combined, as shown in statement attached and marked Exhibit D.” 


STATISTICS OF FOREST INDUSTRIES, 1800. 
i [Prepared by George A. Priest, special agent, United States Census. ] 
THE UNITED STATES. 


Number of mill establismmentsz --2220111em1r: cenn 
Capital invested_.................----.--- SÈ 
Average number of hands employed... 
Total wages paid „„ 
Value ot Fol pe aes a acide ada 

Quantity of principal products. 
Sawed lumber, feet, board measure 24, 010, 446, 000 
e eee unla feawaReRen stat neneeAhieEAdeastenne take 2, 263, 308, 000 
Pickets and palings, number 110, 000, 000 
Shingles, number 9, 275, 809, 000 
Staves, number 1, 177, 802, 000 
Headings, number of s 182, 713, 000 
Baliway: COs nne SELA A AEE daw cesss suru keaccue 80, 000, 000 


IMPORTATIONS OF SAWED LUMBER—continued. 


LONG LUMBER, ETC.—continued. 


Duty collected on spruce, oak, eim, etc., at $2 M. $300, 367. 24 
‘Additional for dressing.” ste 8. 311. 61 


Total duty on long lumber f. 797, 116. 29 
SHORT LUMBER. 


Total annual consumption of timber do. . 30, 592, 448. 000 


$325, 910. 16 
Extent of an average establishment. 7,194. 75 


1 emp 835 loys = Lipo pays 24,058 wages, and turns out annual product valued 
a 
— a —.— 5 — at $500 or more. There were, besides, nearly 3,000 
smaller mills, the inclusion of which would considerab reduce the aver- 
E hate It will, therefore, be readily seen that no industry has a wider 
on of ems establishments. To illustrate the proportion of largeand 
9 7 


3 
105,300 feet, at 8 i per M. .....n-- 2eennnasere nen 

Spruce, 6,143,489 feet, at $1.50 per M. ---- 
Hubs for wheels, etc., rough hewn or sawed, valued 


Small res neste that only 2} per cent of the total number (23,- at $29,823, at 20 perce 3 ee 
287) used 5, SOP piste of logs or bolts annually; g per cent 8 250 157 M. at 15 . —— 
used from 1,000. 9 000 to 5. 5000. feet and 81 ed cent used less than ,000 feet. posts, railroad ties, and one and tele- 


grap poles of cedar, valuedat 
——- increase in the number of eatablishments having of the Di CROUNDO 1 COUR ors peed ec ets ee hb aes see ee es aa 


STATISTICS OF LUMBER MANUFACTURE, 1590. 


The production of lumber in the respective groups of States was as fol- 
lows in 1890: 


lows: Eastern grou 2 — Maine, 83 + New Hampshire. N eg Mas- 
sachusetts,464; Rhode Island, 29 


sy! „1. ew Jersey, 10 Delaware, 47 
Central group: Oh Ohio, 1, io, 1,427; Indiana, e 857; West aR ra. 423; 


Lake group: Michi an, 1,918; Wisconsin, 853: Minnesota, 317. 
Southern group: aryland, 212; Virginia, 638; North Carolina, 683; South 
Caro j Georgia, i84; Florida, 202; Alabama, 437; Missisaippi, 338; 


Te: IMPORTS OF UNMANUFACTURED WOOD. 
Pacific group: California, 221; Oregon, 300; Washington, 310. 


Free of duty. 


Sawed lumber. 


i 
B 


emis | mes 

31, 351 31, 052 

411, 482 403, 601 

59, 573 53, 129 

1 887 2.13 278 

131, 295 97, 857 

44, 387 53. 505 

79, 622 8,405 

2 — = - — 2, 721 29, 865 
joints, and reeds such as— 

—.— sri) amongst’ 

407 778, 781 

1097 81 121, 398 

6,505, 312 


APPENDIX C. 


(No. 1—Manufacturers,] 
CIRCULAR LETTER OF INQUIRY. 
COMMITTEE ON 8 UNITED i SENATE, 
ington, D. C., December 20, 1303. 
My DEAR SIR | Dr terne years when the.question of the arif was 
most in the consideration of the on letters: were 
merchants, manufacturers, and cers representing the industrial ale. 
ments of the community, and others. making inquiries as to the character 
and amount of thetr output, the capital invested, rates of im- 


duties, etc. This was notably the ease in Tas, e the direction of 
Eecretary Walker: in 1882, through the Tariff Commission; and in 1885, under 
e es to such interrogatories furnish valuable statistics and other 


materially aid in l ting be gar of eustoms 
arin aview to securing such info: 8 ttee on Finance sub- 


replies to, adding such 
* and which. in your TAAA be of 8 committee: 
State name of corporation, or individual, and character of manu- 


AMERICAN CITIZENS vs. THE CANADIAN GOVERNMENT. z nrg oe see . 1 
Tho forests in Canada are all owned the Government, which sells trees — 
to the manufacturer as they are ene tie aoe: In the United States the presi shaper eee rma alls aut asilais 
forests are owned. Dy — such ownership ranging from the few | , 5: State the amount of production. s, and value of manufac- 
acres of woodland re on every farm to the larger ee aul by manu- — . the establishment of your industry; description, value. 
facturers. No other industry covers such a wide range of territory or in- uantity 8 
man that we youatany t during the past two years been running less than 
V The forests of Maime and of N! who 92 wb ott 8 Gy fall time, and if so, when, and why? 


7. What rate of ad valorem (or. 4 is necessary to place domes- 
wars ucts on an equal footing h foreign 8 Four reasons 
W. 

it the rate of duty upon your class of manufacture were ia one- 
tnfra, what reduction in cost of production would be necessary? 
1 lease state the domestic wholesale price ot your goods in 1884, 1890, 
and 1892, and at the date of your answer. 

10. To your knowledge has there been an increased competition in your 
line of manufactures, either foreign or domestic, during the past four years? 

11. Do you desire a — — or an ad valorem duty, and why? 

12. Are you manufacturing or producing as many goods or commodities as 
were in 1992, and if not, why not? 

13. What has been the tendency of wages during the past twelve months? 

14. If possible will you give an estimate of the exact cost of living of the 
families of two or more of your skilled workmen, specifying as near as may 
be items of expenditur 

15. Have you any dimeulty in construing the existing law in regard to im- 


fag il a nah 95 British 


IMPORTATIONS OF SAWED LUMBER. 
[United States Treasury Statement.] 


LONG LUMBER. 
Total quantity, both rough and pia feeb... 
Duty collecteé on white pine, hemlock, and bass- 


WA cans aaa a a AE cones ~-~-| $482, 339. 04 |, 8529, 202. 93 
Additional for Creda nese A E 6, 098. 40 7, 282.53 


682, 522, 660 | 692, 218, 010 


1894. 
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. you produce, and have you any sugges- 


to make 
16, Has the price of ving in your locality increased or decreased during 
the past four years, and to what extent? 
17. 8 opinion is the cause of the present depression in trade, 
and what would be your remedy to correct it? 
18. — 8 component ma ot your manufacture are, to you, raw ma- 


19. te the goods you manufacture luxuries or necessities? 


s had 
22. What proportion of skilled labor do you employ? 
23. How do you propose to meet any reduction of duty on the goods you 
manufacture? 
24. Give the number of men, women, and children employed, and state the 
s you pay for ordinary and skilled labor. 
How many hours per week are they employ ed? 
5 foreign oreign articles of like kind enter into competition, and to whatex- 


27. What proportion of your manufacture is exported, and do you realize 
a less price therefrom than from domestic consumption? 

i the cost of manufacture increased or decreased since 1883, and to 
What extent? 

29. Has the increase or deerease been in materials or labor? 

30. Have your prices increased or decreased since 1890? 

31. What amount of the agricultural ay tias of the country is con- 
sumed in pa manufacture, or 5 indirectly or directly, and what 
amount of other domestic productions 

32. What component materials are wae inyour manufacture on which you 

a specific or an ad valorem duty? Give the rates of duty. 

55. If your raw material were man Marrey there be any — A tor a cus- 
toms duty on the manufactured prod 

34. Please state the wholesale prices f A 1881, 1890, and 1892. Have these 

increased or decreased since 1832? 

35. What changes, if any, do you recommend of existing rates of duty or 
administrative customs laws? 

The committee are desirous that your reply shall give afuil expression of 

our views and not be restricted to merely answering the questions categor- 
Ieaily, It, however. should be contined to your specific business and ex- 
pressed as ory py Eng le. 

P Subiicity will not be giver to names or locations of business if you so đe- 


Please maka yonr reply on the inclosed blanks and return it in the accom- 
envelope. 
Very respectfully, 


ri 


D. W. VOORHEES, Chairman. 


REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES 
š SENATE, RELATIVE TO CUSTOMS LEGISLATION. 


Answers to questions. 


1. S. E. & H. L. S. erd; manufacturers of lime, organized 1962, inelud- 
in Seen k and O. P. Shepherd. 
Rockpo: e. 
One hundred thousand dollars, and fully paid-up certificates issued for 


5. Lime was manufactured from 1845 to about 1800 in asmall way, o 8 
paige) Ae last-named year three old-fashioned kilns, with a possibie 
barrels per week for thethree kilns. About 1860 one patent kiln was 


about 25,000 to 28,000 barrels year ese were opera until 1868, when 
another patent kiln was added to the plant in place of the two remaining 
old-fashioned kilns. This gave a le ea) 3 ne of 069 barrels per 
year. it 


was year. The business 

off from 1873 to about fo he dr ch was due to the fact 

FFP 
resulted in closing those markets to us. Notwithst 


find a market R when our output was about a 
barrels. We manufactured In 1838 13 1893 120.000 barrels. The average price for 
C it, would not exceed 70 cents per 

6. During the winter months very little lime is used, comparati which 
makes it necessary to close nearly our entire works from about 222 ot 
December to the middleof March. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two proved 
to be an exceptional 5 but 3 to the condition of business in 1893 
N 5 100 pounds is not an excessiv: place 

uty po notan erate to 

domes E prodiets on an cents per 100 pe with foreign p 


much le*s rate in the Dominion of Canada and province of than 
here—the rate there (as shown by letters in our which we here- 
With attach) from 90 cents for very coarse to 81.50 per day for skilled 
and the fact that about 90 per cent of the cost of a barrel of is labor, 
Sud we are obliged to pay bore from € to S00 per day for mame Rind of | 15 
hat ys 
8. A ae ee priek ery mig hey . 

9. Whol e price, free on board at kilns: 1884, 75 cents; 1890, 77 cents; 1892, 

70 cents; 1893, 70 cents. 


10 the VC ti- 
tion. 3 * 

so grea’ 

11. We desire a specific Soy as we can better 8 by it the actual 


ng py is AE ted on a barrel of lim 
12. No; on account of decreased demand and 1 business 


alf altern 


ie. Average earnings about 8500; $300 for food and clothing; $60 to 5 for 
9475. No; perfect ä with reer law. 


16. Not mater: rg bd decreased. 
on o financial rate disposition 
. cnt ne Aa x 
19. Necessities. 


20. Usually 6 per cent; t year 6 per cent to? per cent. 
2 N Is pe past yi pe pe 


3675 
jut four-fifths of labor employed a = Bann marty Foden 


eo answer to 7.) 


BS In 1890 the value of for sold in our markets was about 
1891, something over 8100, 1885 between 860,000 and 870,000; aa 


27. None since the ee Bch py nadine e Mo ir pA ta el Genito ee 
of Canada country our 


aes. for aa ee lime 
— 3 slightly, g to labor combination. 


. Decreased. 
22 rr DEEDE TINGE OTEO; 
one. 
— Raw (wood) materials are free. 
(See answer 9.) 
2. Lie ERE CAERE KASE —-— SONS NIETOK £0 


R WARREN County, February 12, 1304 
DEAR SIR: We sopone, submit the followinganswers to ourcircular 
No. I. dated December 20, 1893: x 
1. Carson Lime Company. 
2. Riverton, Warren County, V. 
Mo fic ysis at $150,000, and fatty paid up certificates issued for this 
unt. 
4. The industry was established in 1880; ee ae 
e E KREN in 1869 our business — Seas ay 
yeas tn which — . — DOA e 
el) 93,731 barrels. Sern sales fell off to 88,979 barrels, or over 5 
cent. The value of build lime in 1892 was 61 cents per barrel at the 
6 to 587 cents per barrel ona out- 


— 1 In 1893 we ran less than full time owing to the financial stringency and 
general depression of 

7. As regards the of disaster to our V 
we speak of fourteen such throughout the State), a ay (robe statemen’ 
the cost of foreign lime from New Brunswick with our Pri cere lime on tide- 
and the Carolinas will afford the mest concise information. 


king 
with improved methods to put coal on vi 
barrel of lime would be, allowing 50cents 
New Brunswick, 4. 88 cents per barrel; fre 
folk, is cents; customs oa. Va. , cents; 


per ton at St. John, 
ht to Virginia tidewater. Nor- 
barrel. 


If you take Charieston, S. C., the case is even worse for the Virginia lime 
St. John lime. 


manufacturers. 


ROU cosas eatnesie ͤ—A—A—. —— — K iii ates MOO 
against Virginia lime, 16.02. 
Looking these facts în the face. an ad valorem duty of 10 nerfed rc 
vided by the Wilson bill is insufficient. 5 


. —.— 
unlimited capit =. but we shall the railroads to do the rest. 
vais tn ale iar nad soe hor sian alpine DIE ares 


5 onto question 5, From 1834 to 1832 the price 
on has 


12. question 8. 
13. The tendency of wages has been downward. 
—— . labor, and ean not answer with anything like ac- 


that the law as affecting lime be guarded so as to apply the 
I or cask as well as the contents. 
decreased in bread, sugar, and clothing. Meats 


Lif pcre Biren remap 


Lack of confidence brought about by 
especially less politics. 


More simplicity in living, greater honesty 
AH Caw material. o 8 


21. None. 

2. Virtually none. 

23. Reduced below the rates asked for we must cut the laborers’ wages. 

24. We have between 90 to 100 men and boys peu gas Opel 

25. Ten hours per oar average about fifty hours per week. 

26. Not now, butwtth a reduction of over 400 per cent in duty the foreigner 
will have the matter pretty much his own way at our ports. 

27. We export none. 


28. Cost has decreased 21 to 10 per cent. 

—5 Decrease in T R — methods. 

— Indirectly, ree we would say 59 per cent through our men’s living and fyel. 
0 

33. Do not apply to us. 
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34. Already answered. 

35. We recommend none, but will t what we have named under ques- 
tion 7. Ifthe Wilson bill levied duties upon all alike, we would not have one 
word to say against it, but when it leaves cemtent, an article used for the 
same purpose, at gry Tarea and reduces the rate on lime 400 percent it 
is not fair. Again, the Wilson bill protects pig iron 20 per cent. ere can 
be no sufficient reason why lime should be singled out for slaughter when 
other and similar articles are taken care of and these articles thus cared for 
are not as liable to suffer as the lime industry, because of the natural ad- 
vantages of the New Brunswick quarries and the gigantic moneyed corpora- 
tion that is behind them, as shown by the following from the St. John Tele- 


h: 
here are some persons intimately acquainted with the lime business of 
St. John who ict that in a very short time after the new tariff goes into 
operation, the production of lime here will be giving employment to thou- 
sands of men, and the export of lime will reach more than $1,000,000 in value 
annually. It is needless to pay um such a result would give a boom to the 
business of the city such as it not experienced since the decline of ship- 
pbuilding, and that every interest in St. John would be favorably affected 


it.” 
OT apecktally submitted. 
RICHARD McCOY, Vice-President. 
To Hon. D. W. VOORHEES. 
Chairma 


n Finance Committee, United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


To the Ways and Means Committee; 

The unde: ed petitioners respectfully represent that without exception 
they are all citizens of the United States and residents of Knox County, 
Me.; that their principal and particular business is that of manufactur- 
ing lime for domestic sale, and that the great bulk of the population of their 
section has depended for more than one hundred years, and depends now 
zp the lime-burning industry for its material welfare and prosperity. 

our petitioners also eee that the lime market in the New England 
States and in New York isnot nowcontrolled, nor has it ever been controlled, 

the output of Knox County lime, and in support of this statement submit 

manufactured in more than twenty States in the Union, and 

that Knox County furnishes only about one-thirty-seventh of all the lime 
produced in the United States. 

Prior to the year 1890 a very considerable amount of foreign lime was 
manufactured and imported to the United States. This was made possible 
— 15 low price of foreign labor; and had such manufacture and importa- 
: continued to increase, as it did from the year 1885 to the year 1890, your 
petitioners represent that all their markets would have been lost to them, 
or they would have been compelled to reduce their scale of wages to corre- 

with foreign labor. 

our petitioners further represent that the lime market is not now, nor 
has itever been entirely controlled and manipulated by a combination or 
trust composed of lime manufacturers in Knox County. They submit that 
lime is a perishable article, and that the lime market is variable, owing to 
uncertain competition and uncertain periods of building activity. To pre- 
serve the industry from losses gro out of these causes, a portion of the 
lime manufacturers at different times have undertaken in a lawful and pru- 
dent way to restrict the production of lime to correspond with a healthy and 
legitimate demand. 

‘our petitioners deny that either an artificial demand or a higher 2 
has ever been created by the 3 of production of lime in x 
County or by the shutting down of all the . At no time has curtail- 
ment of uction accomplished more than sus normal prices for 
lime, and the nonexistence of a trust has, as a matter of fact, rendered the 
shutting down of all the kilns for the alleged purposes absolutely impossi- 


ble. 

Your petitioners further represent that the lime manufacturers of Knox 
County have never been without local competition, and submit this fact as 
additional evidence in support of their statement that there has never been 
any arrangement whereby it has been possible to close all the kilns for the 
purpose of creating a higher pra or an artificial demand for lime. The 
submit also that because of't! inevitable local competition and competi- 
tion from sections outside of Knox County there has never been a time 
within their recollection when the markets would take the whole produc- 
tion of the kilns of Knox County if all the kilns were in operation. 

Your petitioners deny that rates of freight on limeshipped from points in 
the Provinces to lime markets in the New England States are in every case 
more than the rates paid or obtained by the manufacturers of Knox County 
to those same markets; and submit that in many instances the rates of 
freight are decidedly in favor of the foreign manufacturer, and that this 
statementof fact applies particularly to lime manufactured in the Province 
of 8 and shipped by rail to the interior cities and towns in New Eng- 
lan 


Your petitioners further submit that, withthe possible exception of fore- 
men, ali the labor entering into the cost of producing lime can 5 
called coarse labor; that such labor in Knox County is paid from 52 to $2.50 
per day, and in the provinces from $1 to $1.50 per day, and that in both sections 
a working day on the kiln consists of twelve hours, There has been noma- 
terial in the relative cost of labor since the last revision of the tariff, 
and for the details of such cost your titioners r tfully refer to the 
tables prepared and printed on p 1 to 492 of the Hearings Before the 
Co! ttee on Ways and Means, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 1889 and 

1890. They further state that a considerable portion of the lime manu- 

factured in Knox County is burnt over a fuel of coal and also ot oil, and that 

they see no cause for alarm over 8 of the Dominion Govern- 
ment to place an e rt dutꝝ on wood. Your petitioners declare also that 
since the revision of the tariff, lime has been and is to-day selling in open 
markets at a price 5 cents to 10 cents per barrel less than was obtained 

Prior to that date, and that Canadian lime has been, and is to-day, sel 
certain markets at a higher price than a considerable portion of the lime 
manufactured in Knox County. 

Your petitioners deny that enormous fortunes have been made by the 
manufacturers of lime in Knox County, as has been represented to your 
body, but admit that labor in Knox County is well paid, and that its busi- 

ness men and its laborers view with well-founded alarm any movement to 
restrict the present scope or growth of the lime industry. 

Your petitioners further submit that the statements herein expressed 
have been made oniy after the utmost care in collec: facts; that a most 
thorough and candid examination and investigation of their truth is ear- 
nestly invited and desired, and your petitioners pray that such an examina- 
tion and investigation may result in the preservation of the lime industry 
under the existing tariff laws. 

F. COBB & CO., 

A. F. CROCK ETT COMPANY, 

S. E. & H. L. SHEPHERD COMPANY, 
and others. 

Nork.—This petition was signed by all the manufacturers of Knox County, 
some twenty-five or thirty in number, with but one exception, which was 
due to the manufacturer in question being absent at the time. 


Mr. PEFFER addressed the Senate in continuation of the 
speech begun by him on Friday, April 6. After having spoken 
for some time 

Mr. QUAY lat 4 o'clock p. m.) said: Mr. President, I suggest 
that there is not a goran of the Senate present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iregard that suggestion as a violation of the 
consent rule that was agreed upon yesterday. But the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will judge for himself as to the course he 
should take. The consent rule was thatthe consideration of the 
ponding bill should proceed from 1 until5 o'clock without inter- 
ruption. 

r. QUAY. I did not so understand the agreement, but it that 
was the intendment of the proposition Mada by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and accepted by the Senator from 
Tennessee, of course I will withdraw the call: 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I agree with the Senator from Tennes- 
see that that was the agreement, and yet I have been surprised 
at the suggestion made by several Senators that they thought 
it would not be a violation of the agreement. I do not want to 
take up any time, but I think it would be well to have the con- 
sent agreement read from the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam sure that such was the intention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island and myself, who perhaps had more 
to do with the consent agreement than any other two Senators. 

Mr. QUAY. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the suggestion. I suppose the only way in which it 
can be withdrawn is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have noobjectionto that. I feel, how- 
ever, that it is rather a novel position we have gotten ourselves 
into, that one member on the majority side and three members 
on the minority side, besides the speaker, making five present, 
as was the case some time during the afternoon, should be con- 
poeren e Senate of the United States to listen toan exposition 
of the 8 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. Iam through. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senate is notin half as bad condition 
as the Senator from Nebraska would have us understand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suppose the arrangement between the 
Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Tennessee does 
not bind anybody who was not consulted or did not have any- 
thing to do with it; and I think many of us would feel at perfect 
liberty to move that the Senate adjourn or proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, or that the roll be called to se- 
cure the presence of a quorum. But the Senator from Kansas 
is 3 in such a happy manner in his remarks that I my- 
self do not care to interpose for the purpose of securing a quo- 
rum or for any other purpose. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think there is one matter that should 
be understood. We have ‘always considered that a unanimous- 
consent agreement made in the Senate would bind the entire 
Senate, even those who might be absentat the time it was made. 
I am sure that has been the usual practice in the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is true, but as I understood the agres- 
ment made yesterday, it was an agreement between the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who said he represented the one side of the 
Chamber, and the Senator from Tennessee, assuming to repre- 
sent the other side of the Chamber. I so understood it. I heard 
the announcement, and my impression is the RECORD so states. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But unanimous consent was asked by the 
Chair, and given, as has always been done in such cases. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. VEST. There was unanimous consent given. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair put the question, and unanimous con- 
sent was given. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Colorado 
that during the few years I have been here a unanimous-consent 
agreement has been held invariably to bindall Senators, whether 
present at the time the agreement was entered into or not, just 
so far as any Senator is bound by it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg to say that during the many years I 
hope the Senator from Tennessee will continue to adorn the 
Senate he will find those agreements treated with the same in- 
violability. Iam stating what I understood to be the arrange- 
ment made the other day. If there wasa consentagreement, of 
course I should not think of interfering with it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). The 
Senator from Oregon will state his point of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may be permitted, I think I can re- 
fer to the page of the RECORD stating the agreement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. T accept the statement of the Senator from 
Tennessee in regard to it. 

Mr. DOLPH. My point of order is that everything that has 
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occurred since the Senator from Pennsylvania suggested the 
want of aquorum has been contrary to the rules; that the Senate 
ean not transact any business, and no discussion is in order after 
that suggestion was made. It may be that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would like to withdraw it, but it is a suggestion, 
as was determined by the Senate a day or two ago, which can 
not be withdrawn. The rules are imperative that when there 
is a suggestion made of the lack of aquorum there must be a eall 
of the Senate. If it should affect this case only I should notsug- 
gest this point of order, but I should not like to have it become 
a precedent for the future. 

Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon 
makes the point of order that the suggestion of the want of a 
quorum can not be withdrawn? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the point of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it can be withdrawn unless there 
be objection to its withdrawal. I do not understand the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to object to the withdrawal of the suggestion. 
- Mr. DOLPH. Ido not. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Pennsylvania has asked 
leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Here is the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment as it appears in to-day’s RECORD. That there may be no 
misunderstanding, I read from the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I read only that part 
which refers to it. 

That the tariff bill shall be taken up for consideration at 1 o'clock and re- 
main before the Senate until 5 o’cl each day; that there shall be no dila- 
tory motions and no votes of any kind, and that the discussion shall pro- 
ceed within those hours. 

That seems to have been the gist of the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is no one to speak ata particular time, 
we could adjourn of course. 

Mr. DOLPH. Allow me to say that the Senator from Maine 
when in the chair only two or three days ago ruled that the sug- 
gestion of the lack of a quorum can not be withdrawn. 

Mr. QUAY. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the suggestion of the absence of a quorum. My un- 
derstanding is we can by unanimous consent do anything here 
that is within the Constitution of the United States and the laws. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the trouble with the suggestion 
as a matter of order is that when it is made there is no evidence 
that there isany Senate to consent unanimously or otherwise to 
anything, except to do what therule provides can be done when 
a quorum is not present. I do not myself object personally to 
the withdrawal of the suggestion, but I do not think the pro- 
ceeding is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The judgment of the Chair is, 
on the point of order made, that the suggestion of the lack of a 
quorum can not be withdrawn. The Chair thinks it is its duty 
o 8 a call of the roll. The Secretary will, therefore, call 
the roll. 

Mr. QUAY. Then IJ have only to say that I regret exceed- 
ingly to have interposed the suggestion, and I apologize to the 
Senator from Tennessee for violating the agreement, which I 
did not understand at the time was meant to cover a call of the 


roll. 
Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the Senator from Pennsylva- 


nia is suspected of having intentionally violated the agreement. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Dolph, Hunton, Sherman, 
Bate, Dubois, Kyle, Squire, 

N e, dsay, ie, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Vest, 
Brice, ibson, Martin, Vilas, 
Butler, Gordon, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gray, Pasco, Walsh, 
$ Hale, Peffer, Washburn, 

Chandler, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

ke, Hawley, Power, 
Daniel, ill, Proctor, 
Davis, Hoar, 


* Quay, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from 
Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER resumed his speech; and after having spoken al- 
together nearly two hours, 

Mr. QUAY (at ö clock p. m.) said: Idesiretocall the attention 
of the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that the term of the tariff 
discussion for the day has expired. 

[Mr. PEFFER’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL] desires to 80 5 the attention of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. ask that the Senate proceed with the 
consideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 


Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me leave 
to make a request? 
Mr. COC L. Certainly. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. VILAS. Iask to be excused from further service as chair- 
man of the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. n 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Wisconin still remains 
a member of the committee, of course, but resigns the chairman- 
ship only? 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isend a resolution to the desk, for which I 
ask present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That Senator WALSH be assigned to the following committees: 
adro-Centennial (Select), chairman. 
ost-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Relations with Canada (Select). 
National Banks (Select). 
Private Land Claims. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senator from Wisconsin 
55 VILAS] be made the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
ffices and Post-Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF COMPILATION. 


Mr. GORMAN. L ask leave at this time to report from the 
Committee on Printing a concurrent resolution, which I send to 
the desk, for which I ask present consideration. 

se VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
r . 
The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of eee, concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 a ia of the compilation prepared under the direction of 
the Committee on Finance, embracing a reprint of House bill No. 4864 with 
Senate amendments thereto, suggested by the Committee on Finance, to- 
gether with the existing tariff law and the Mills bill of 1888, with compara- 
tive statement as to rates of duty, etc., for the uss of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to state to the Senate that the reso- 
lution is reported from the Committee on Printing for the rea- 
son that there seems to be in quite a number of the standing 
committees a misapprehension in regard to orders which have 
been heretofore passed by the Senate authorizing committees to 
have such printing done as they may desire. e law and the 
rules of the Senate provide that not more than $500 worth of 
printing of additional copies of documents shall be made on any 
such order. Our attention in the Committee on Printing has 
been called by the Public Printer to the fact that in some cases 
committees have exceeded the amount. His attention has been 
called to the act of Congress, and he has been instructed not to 
exceed the amount of $500 in any case. Hence the necessity for 
the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think perhaps it should be stated, in 
addition to the statement made by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, that as to certain committees of the Senate 
there was special authorization by the body that they might 
print such matter as they desired; but certainly that consent or 
authorization of the Senate would not permit an expenditure for 
any one purpose to exceed the amount of $300. I do not think 
that this consent was needed. Certainly under the practice or 
custom of the Senate any committee has the right, within that 
limit, to print matter that it is supposed to need for purposes of 
the intelligent investigation of any subject, and it is a privilege 
that I do not understand has ever been abused. I take it, how- 
ever, that the Committee on Finance, in the publication of the 
important matter which they have given to us, have probably ex- 
ceeded that limit, and I think there ought to be some corrective, 
at least a reminder, that no committee has a right to exceed an 
expenditure of $500 for printing even under the authorization 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. My colleague on the committee will remem- 
ber that sections 3789, 3794, and 3795 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vide that neither House of Congress shall order more than $500 
worth of printing of additional copies without the concurrent 
action of the two Houses, and that all orders from committees 
must of necessity pass through the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate, the estimate to be filed there. 

I desired to call the attention of the Senate to the subject at 
this time, because there has been some difficulty, not alone with 
the Finance Committee, but with other committees, as appears 
from statement of the accounts of the Public Printer. 

I ask that the resolution may be passed. 


3678 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. : 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


HOWARD'S PAPER ON THE LABOR PROBLEM. 


Mr.GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 2d instant, 
reported it without amendment; and the resolution was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Education 
and Labor 1,000 nes of te Miscellaneous Document No. 95, entitled A 
Solution of the La Problem. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I now ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6556) to pro- 
vide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask what disposition was made con- 
cerning the paragraph last read. Of course I understand the 
bill is not subject to amendment at this reading. I understood 
from the Senator from Missouri that there would be some mat- 
ters to which he desired to call the attention of the Senate in 
connection with the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that we finish the reading of the bill and act on the committee 
amendments, and then we can take up the question to which he 


ers. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, beginning on 

e 6, at line 23, under the head of Department of Justice.“ 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The Secretary the first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which was, on page 7, after line 21, to 
insert: 

District attorneys: For fees of United States district attorneys, 5101, 000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This, I think, is the fifth—if not the fifth, 
the fourth—urgent deficiency op aa mera bill which has come 
to the Senate originating under the law inthe House of Represent- 
atives since the Fifty-third Congress commenced its sessio 
I have sent for the different bills which have heretofore 
and was engaged in a computation of the amounts appropriated 
by them. They run oea into several millions of dollars, 
and I think it would be of value to the Senate and of great in- 
terest to the country if the Senator from Missouri, in charge of 
the bill, would give us a statement of the amounts involved in 
and the necessity for these constantly recurring deficiency bills, 
which in number and in amount, I think, are unprecedented. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska knows just as 
well as I do the necessity for them. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; I do not believe I do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are necessary simply because the 
House of Representatives does not in the regular appropriation 
bills make sufficient appropriations to carry on the operations 
of the Government during the fiscal year. That is all, and the 
deficiency has to be supplied. I do not know whether this will 
bo the last of the urgentdeficiencies. I can not tell that. Iam 
not responsible for it. 

I have not had any calculations made as to the amounts in- 
volved in these urgent deficiency bills, because they come on us 
as eps bill comes, in an emergency, and we are compelled to 

them. 
Py will say, however, to the Senator from Nebraska, that long 
before this session closes and long before the election, when he 
wants to use the information, he will have all the data; and I 
shall furnish them to him, showing exactly how much has 
been appropriated in these deficiency bills. 

We all know perfectly well to whom the deficiencies are 
charged. They are charged to the Congress which makes the 
appropriations for that fiscal year. Of course there is no dis- 
position on this side of the Chamber to evade responsibility for 
anything of the kind. We shall have a full statement when the 

time comes; but I did not think it was a proper thing to waste 
time and labor in preparing astatementof deficiencies now., We 
have not yet received the general deficiency bill, which is the 
mainone. The bills which have been passed are only urgent 
deficiency bills. The Senate Committee on Appropriations has 
added to the items already in the pending bill a number of other 
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items necessary for running the United States courts and pro- 


viding for certain expenses connected with the Senate. 

Mr.MANDERSON. T hope the Senator from Missouri, whose 
honesty of purpose and whose entire candor no man ever ques- 
tions, will not suppose for an instant that my inquiry was meant 
as any reflection upon him. 

Mr. COCKR Certainly not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Or even upon the party of which he is 
such an honored and efficient member. 

The Senator says that at some time in the dim and distant fu- 
ture there will be prepared for us a statement showing what 
these deficiencies are. It seems to me that one might retort to 
that statement that Now is the accepted time,” now is the day 
of deficiency bill No. 5, and we are told that these are simpl 
preliminary skirmishes to the great deficiencies which shall 
come with what is known as the general deficiency bill. 

I think, Mr. President, that it is unprecedented that at an 
Congress there has come this ay eg pe an interminable repeti- 
tion of deficiency bills. Lask the Senator whether he remem- 
bers, in his long experience in this body, that during a session 
of Congress, before the general deficiency bill came to us, there 
were four or five urgent deficiency bills, and especially have 
there been urgent deficiency bills, in small or great number, 
which have involved the large amounts which are incorporated 
in these different bills? 

I have here one which passed the Senate on the 2ist day of 
December, 1893, and that was the third deficiency bill of this 
Congress. In running may pegot over the amounts involved I 
find, though Iam only h through the bill, I have already 
reached about $950,000 in this one bill. 

It is important, it seems to me, for the proper consideration 
of this bill to vindicate the Congress of the United States be- 
fore the country for these enormous appropriations, that we 
should know the reason for this shortage, not in general terms, 
for we all know that. We know that these deficiency bills, 
small or large, whether they are few or whether they are nu- 
merous, are necessary because the Congress of the United States 
did not in passing the appropriation bills last year provide, as 
Congress should have provided, for the absolute necessities of 
the Government. That isa general answer that does not need 
to be made. We all know that. What we wish to know is the 
reason for the shortsge of appropriations made for the fiscal 
year 1894, ending June £0, which requires that we should pass 
these numerous bills coming to us at the extra session and com- 
ing to us at this session, which is the first regular session of this 
Congress. 

I hope the Senator will not at all reflect upon me as desiring 
to make political capital from my inquiry. I desire the infor- 
mation not only for my own benefit and for the benefit of other 
Senators who may be interested in this behalf, but it is due to 
the country that it should know why it is these great deficiency 
bills, running into millions of money, should come here in con- 
stant parade and procession, and why we can not wait until the 
ana general deficiency bill comes, which we are promised here- 
ter 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we havo already passed 
four deficiency bills. The first was the urgent deficiency bill 
for the recoinage of silver coin, carrying an appropriation of 
$306,000. Then there was ed an urgent deficiency bill for 
ass is tant custodians of public buildings, etc., amounting to $370,- 
588.33; a further urgent deficiency bill for customs, census, etc., 
for $1,889,455.86; and a:further urgent deficiency bill for the 
United States courts, amounting to $768,268, making an aggre- 
gate of $3,334,322.19 which has already been appropriated. The 

nding bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, carries 
$1,242,355 66. The Senate Committee on Appropriations has 
added to it some $500,000. 

Mr. President, as I understand and as the Senate, I hope, will 
understand, these deficiencies in the appropriations of the last 
Congress are largely because the estimates of the expenditures 
of the Government were not covered by the appropriations ac- 
tually made. In other words,the amount estimated and the 
amount that was deemed necessary to carry on the Government 
by the Executive Administration then in existence was not ap- 

ropriate. 
á As a matter of course I can not speak for others. Ican not 
tell why certain bills are prepared ina certain way. Ido not 
know. IfI were preparing an 8 bill I would appro- 
priate the exact amount I thought necessary for that branch of 


service for the entire fiscal year, and then if I could [ would 
make it a criminal offense for the Executive Administration to 
expend more than that sum. But we do not originate the ap- 
propriation bills and we can not control the amount. We fre- 

uently increase the amount, and sometimes we are charged with 
de ; the Senate is called the House 
we are not careful and mindful 


ing extrav t and prod 
of Lords; and it is charged 
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of the people’s interests and their ketbooks. I know, and 
all the Senate knows, that has been done repeatedly somewhere 
or other in the world and the responsibility has been attempted 
to be thrown upon us for any increase of the kind. 

Not a Cabinet officer, but an administrative officer, in speak- 
ing before a subcommittee the other day, in explaining why 
only a certain amount was appropriated, said that he had been 
requested to give the amount that would be l up to the 
4th of March or the Ist of March; that that was all the bill was 
intended to cover. Iwas not present,and Idonot know by what 
authority he made that statement; but, nevertheless, he made the 
statement to us that in the preparation of the bill it was only 
intended to cover the time up to the 4th of March. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Was not thata practical violation of the 
law which requires that the estimate made shall be one that 
will carry to the end of the fiscal year? í 

Mr: COCKRELL. The estimate made in the Book of Esti- 
mates is always for the entire year, but this is what was neces- 
sary for a certain time; the time was fixed at the Ist of March, 
and it was the amount necessary up to that time. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Then it was purely a violation of the 


law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He was under the impression that it was 
intended in the bill only to cover up to that time. TheSenator 
knows perfectly well, if that bo the case, that at the next ses- 
sion of Congress we shall be called upon to appropriate an ur- 
gent deficiency for the remainder of the year. As a matter of 
course we can not avoid these things. This is an urgent defi- 
ciency bill; we have simply added to it those items; we have 
given the amount absolutely necessary to carry on the courts, 
and we have added a few other items. 

Mr: CHANDLER. I certainly do not wish to decry my own 
profession of the law, but it does seem to me that the item which 
the committee have inserted in the bill for the payment of fees 
of district attorneys ought to be explained more satisfactorily 
than the chairman of the committee has yetexplainedit. Now, 
look at the propositions which are not contained in the bill as 
it passed the other House, but which the Senator from Missouri 
brings in here as Senate amendments. 

District attorneys: For fees of United States district attorneys, $101,000. 

Is that a deficiency which could have been foreseen, or is it a 
deficiency which could not have been foreseen? That is a very 
large sum to add to the fees of forty-four district attorneys of 
the country. How it happens that the regular appropriation 
bill for the expenses of the judicial department of the Govern- 
ment was $101,000 below the amount necessary to pay the fees of 
8 attorneys for the year, it seems to me, requires explana- 
tion. 

For special compensation to United States district attorneys, 810,000. 

That is a very large sum. 

For regular assistants to United States district attorneys, 321,000. 

For special assistants to United States district attorneys, 230,000. 

In these days of poverty and distress I think that these items 
in this appropriation bill for extra compensation to the United 
States district attorneysand the regular assistants to the United 
States district attorneys and the special assistants to the United 
States district attorneys ought to be explained. 

Task the Senator from Missouri to tell us, when he next ad- 
dresses the Senate, whether any report is made that explains 
why these enormous deficiencies have occurred in the appropria- 
tion for the payment of the district attorneys of the country 
and their regular assistants and special assistants. I can under- 
stand that there might be a deticiency for fees of clerks. 

For fees of clerks, United States courts, 8116,000. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $187,200. 

Those are very large appropriations. I can see that it is not 
possible, when making an estimate, to tell exactly how much 
would be required for fees of clerks or fees of commissioners; 
but I can not understand why there should have been such a 
miscalculation as to the fees of the district attorneys and their 
special and regular assistants. 

There is another appropriation here that is equally unintel- 
ligible to me: 

94 000 ot court rooms: For rent of court rooms, United States courts, 


Is that for court rooms to be hereafter rented, or is it for court 
rooms which have been already rented; and if they have been 
already rented, by what authority have court rooms been rented 
to the extent of $42,000 more than the appropriation for the year 
authorized? 

I say, as does the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
that in asking these questions we make no imputation upon the 
chairman of the Senate committee himself. © are inclined, 
of course, to vote for the passage of an appropriation bill that 
he reports, even if there are almost no other members of the 
Committee on Appropriations upon the floor to make explana- 


tion of them. But when the other House refuses, in the first 
instance, to make the necessary basi doesn of this kind, 
when the fourth or fifth deficiency bill passes the House, and 
when the Senate Committee on e come in here and 
ask that these large sums of money shall be added by the Sen- 
ate to the bill, to be charged up to the Senate, in the popular 
judgment, it does seem as if there ought to be a written state- 
ment or an oral statement putting the blame for this deficiency 
where it belongs, either upon the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment or upon the House of Representatives, taking the blame 
off from the Senate and taking the blame off from the chairman 
and the other members of the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

I respectfully ask the Senator from Missouri whether he can 
give us any intelligent and satisfactory reason why we should 
appropriate these sums, $101,000, $10,000, $21,000, and $30,000, for 
the district attorneys of the United States, paying them moneys 
which we have not yet appropriated for. services and expenses 
during the present year? 

Mr. COC If the Senator will take nnie copy of the 
bill he will find, lines 15 and 16, on page 7, as follows: 

PR hs marshals: For fees andexpenses of marshals, United States courts, 


That is a deficiency, butnot as startling as any of the deficien- 
cies which the Senate committee has added to the bill, The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire asks me why we propose to appropri- 
ate for fees of United States district attorneys $101,000, which is 
not one-third as much as that approprigtion. Then weappropri- 
ate for special compensation to United States district attorneys, 
$10,000; for regular assistants to United States district attor- 
neys, $21,000; for special assistants to United States district at- 
torneys, $30,000; for fees of clerks, United States courts, $116,000; 
for fees of commissioners, United States courts, $187,200, and 
for rent of court rooms, United States courts, $42,000. The Sen- 
ator will see that the other House made provision for fees and 
expenses of marshals, United States courts, $350,000. Why was 
that large expenditure? It was because in the last Congress 
the amount estimated for the fiscal year 1894 was not appropri- 
ated and this amount is within the estimates of the appropria- 
tions for that object. Then we come to fees of jurors. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before the chairman of the com- 
mittee leaves that point, may I ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. . 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. This is an urgentdeficiency bill, 
I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ves. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. There are appropriations in the 
bill under the head of “district attorneys” on pages 7 and 8 
for fees of United States district attorneys, $101,000; for special 
compensation to United States district attorneys, $10,000; for 
regular assistants to United States district attorneys, $21,000; 
for special assistants to United States district attorneys, $30,000. 
Are those appropriations to pay something in the future or to 
pay for services already rendered? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are to pay for services for the present 
fiscal year, up to the close of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Services already rendered? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Services already rendered and to be ren- 
dered during the remainder of the year. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To berendered up until the 30th 
day of June next? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Up to the 30th day of June next. In fur- 
ther explanation I will say thet the other House has appro- 
priated $59,000 for fees of jurors. That is within the amount 
estimated for in the estimates for the fiscal year 1894, but the 
appropriation was not made by the House. Now, we come to 
fees of witnesses. There are $200,000 appropriated by the House 
in the bill for that purpose. That is within theamount that was 
estimated for in the estimates of e for the fiscal 
year 1894, but it was not appropriated by the House in the last 
Congress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to ask a question, if the Senator 
will permit me. Isee that there are appropriated here for fees 
of marshals, jurors, and witnesses $600,000. That is the total of 
the three items, Are we to understand that in the appropria- 
tion bill for the running of courts for the present fiscal year 
there was no money appropriated? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, there was money appropriated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Can the Senator give us the amount of 
that appropriation? How much was the appropriation for the 
present fiscal year? It is $600,000 short, ow much was the 
amount appropriated for those three items? 

: ‘Mr. COCKRELL. The amount appropriated for 1894 was 

Mr. MANDERSON. So this will make $1,200,000 for the 
three items—marshals, jurors, and witnesses? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. They were different estimates. There 
was appropriated for the marshals $575,000; for the fees of jurors, 
$609,000, and for the fees of witnesses, $750,000. Those are the 
amounts appropriated, and these are in addition to those sums. 
It is the same way precisely with the items for the United States 
attorneys and district attorneys. These amounts were all esti- 
mated tor Every one of these items was covered by the esti- 
mates for the fiscal year 1894. The last Congress did not make 
the appropriation up to the amount of the estimates; and the 
estimates, it seems, were nearly correct, and the deficiency has 
to be appropriated for. 

Mr. HARRIS. Task the Senator from Missouri to state that 
these deficiency appropriations barely come up to the estimates 
for the year 1894. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is not asoli item here that goes 
over the estimates that were made for the fiscal year 1894. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [simply want to impress the fact, then 
that by the appropriation bill which passed Congress in 1893 
making the appropriations for expenses of United States courts, 
confined to three items of marshals, jurors, and witnesses, there 
was appropriated $2,025,000, and that now there is found to bea 
porcini of $600,000, which will make the fullappropriation for 
courts $2,625,000 for these three items. So, in fact, the appro- 
priation made in 1893 was an appropriation for three-fourths of 
a year instead of the full year, and it is by that practice that 
somewhere else the country is led to believe that appropriations 
had been reduced over appropriations made by former Con- 
gresses. What I desire is simply to emphasize the fact, so that 
nobody may be deceived by it, that this pretended reduction in 
appropriation bills is one that has the unpleasant sequence toit 
that we come in thereafter with urgent deficiency bills that in- 
crease the amount beyond that of former years. 

Mr. STEWART. Tals isa very large amount. The total de- 
ficiency under the head of ‘‘ Expenses, United States courts,” as 
I figure it, is $1,380,000. The Appropriation Committee ought 
to have come nearer the ordinary court expenses of the Govern- 
ment in making the appropriations than $1,380,000. That shows, 
it seems to me, a very strange mode of conducting business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Nevada know way 
the Senate Appropriation Committee of the last Congress dii 
not insist upon the full appropriation and make the bill truly an 
appropriation for a year instead of, as it should have been en- 
titled, an a gre pa for three-quarters of a year? 

Mr. STEWA T. I have no information on the subject. I 
merely say this amount is so very large—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was not the Senator a member ofothe 
committee? 

Mr. STEWART. I was a member of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A distinguished lawyer, alive to the ne- 
cessities of the United States courts, did he allow this omission 
to go unrebuked? 

Mr. STEWART. I supposed we were making appropriations 
to cover the running expenses. I do not think that the Senate 
committee added much if anything to the House appropriation, 
but I supposed the sum required would be figured closer than 
that. My recollection is not very distinct as to the bill last 
year. I think the Senate the appropriation about as it 
came from the House, but I was not aware that so large a mis- 
take had been made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What has been the intention or the prac- 
tice of the Senate Committee on Appropriations when a bill has 
come from the House . for three- quarters 
or two-thirds of a year —a deliberate cutting down of the esti- 
mates which the Executive Departments have made, giving the 
amounts which they have insisted upon would be necessary 
properly to carry on the Government for the whole year? Have 
the Senate committee intended to acquiesce in this deceptive 
system of appropriations, or have they intended to insist upon 
it that the appropriations shall be brought uoan the Senate 
until they reach the amounts necessary for the year? 

Mr. COCKRELL rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask not the Senator from Missouri, but 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it was the intention of the commit- 
tee while I was a member of it to bring up the nd pel feet as 
near the actual expenses as possible. That wasthe effort on the 
part of the Senate committee so far as I know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why was it not done in this case? 

Mr. STEWART. Iam sure I didnot e (re that anything 
would pass through where it would leave as large a deficiency 
as this. It rather surprised me, and that is why I made the re- 
mark I did. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifthe Senator will just refresh his mem- 
ory, he will remember how the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the last Congress, the senior 
Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON], explained time and again 


that the appropriation bills did not cover the amount of the 
estimates, and in his judgment appropriations would have to be 
made to cover the estimates. e do the best we can on the Ap- 
propriation Committee—we have done it in preceding Gon- 
gresses and will do it hereafter—to make an appropriation 
sufficient to cover the service; but somebody will not accede to 
that; we can not force it; and when the bill is passed and the 
full 1 is not made, it comes in in a deficiency bill. 
That is all there is about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator from Missouri con- 
siders the practice that has prevailed as a vicious one, and now 
we have noremedy. We must acquiesce in the lamentable fact 
that a system has prevailed of appropriations made in the House 
of Representatives entirely inadequate to the necessities of the 
Government for the fiscal year. Attempts have been made by 
the Senate to increase the amounts, which have been only par- 
tially successful; and now we are confronted with the necessity 
of voting for these enormous sums in repeated deficiency bills. 
Now that a change has been made in the political character of 
all the branches of the Government, that the millenium has ar- 
rived and the era of reform has come, I sincerely hope that the 
Senator from Missouri, with his accustomed ability and energy, 
will see to it that for the next fiscal year the ag ose alors bills 
shall carry a sufficient amount to conduct the Government not 
for nine months, but for twelve months. 

Mr. President, when the fortifications bill comes before the 
Senate I shall have occasion to renew this discussion, because I 
think we shall find in the fortifications appropriation bill as it 
has come from the other House that the same vice of which we 
have been speaking is continued, and that there has been a de- 
liberate appropriation of from two-thirds to three-quarters of 
the money that it has been estimated by the Executive Depart- 
ments will be absolutely necessary to carry on the Government 
for the next fiscal year. 

Icertainly hope that the Senator from Missouri, the whole of the 
Senate Committee on 1 and the Senate itself will 
insist upon it that this kind of fraud upon the people of the 
country shall come forever to an end. I do not undertake now 
to apportion the blame for this system between the two political 
parties. 

If I should undertake to blame the one party more than the 
other, if I should undertake to blame the Democratic party more 
than the Republican party, I know I should draw upon the Sen- 
ate a long address from the Senator from Karyana [Mr. GOR- 
MAN], a member of the Committee on Appropriations, in vindi- 
cation of the policy of his party, which 1 regret to say there is 
not time for the Senate to listen to to-night. I shall not under- 
take to blame either political party, but I say it is time that 
there should be courage enough in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate of the United States to deal honestly with 
the American people when political campaigns are approach- 
ing by telling the people exactly how much money will be 
needed to carry on the Government during the current fiscal 
year, and not go into those ponia campaigns with lying ap- 
propriations, and with the full knowledge on all hands that the 
appropriation bills are not appropriation bills for the whole 
fiscal year, but are appropriations only for three-quarters of the 
year, and must be followed up during the session of Congress 
which succeeds the election by large deficiency (haa Lp ons, 
which come in here one after another to the utter discredit of the 
whole system npon which appropriation bills are constructed 
and reported and passed in Congress. 

r. ALLEN. should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question. Have any lying appropriation bills been 
passed heretofore to the Senator’s knowledge? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Ido not understand the Senator's ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
to say that it was the custom to pass lying appropriation bills for 
the purpose of deceiving the people of the country. I should 
like to know to what extent that custom has prevailed hereto- 
fore? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it has always been done when 
there has been a Democratic House of Representatives. There 
has been a Democratic House of Representatives in this country 
now for twenty years, with two exceptions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has it ever been done under a Republican Ad- 
ministration? 3 

Mr. CHANDLER. There have been but two Congresses in 
which the House of Representatives, as the Senator knows very 
well, has been Republican since 1874. 

Mr. ALLEN. Have any bills of that character been passed 
during that time? i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think certainly there were such bills 

d during those two Congresses, and that is why we are 
aving a Populist party growing up in this country. Neither 
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party is wholly to blame for this system of appropriations. We 
might say, if the Republicans have had the House of Repre- 
sentatives four years in twenty, the proportion is four-twentieths 
to sixteen-twentieths and because system has prevailed as 
to the two old parties is possibly one reason for the rapid growth 
of the party towhich the Senator from Nebraska 1818 Se who, 
Iam happy to see, divides his time pretty impartially between 
the other side of the Chamber and this side of the Chamber, 
and we are always glad to see him on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had entirely forgotten my friend, the 
Populist Senator from Nevada, who so recently announced the 
transfer of his political allegiance; and Iam glad to welcome 
him into this field of reform. 

Mr.STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the fact that the two old parties have be- 
come so corrupt that they even pass lying appropriation bills 
an argument why there should not be a third party? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the mistakes which the old 

les have made form a legitimate argument for the construc- 
tion of a new party and for the appearance in the Senate of the 
Senator from Nebraska as a greatreformleader. I welcome, as 
I said, the Senator from Nebraska to that field, and we expect 
great things from him when he gets fairly settled into the Sen- 
atorial harness. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have an answer from the Sen- 
ator to another question, with his permission. Does he not be- 
lieve that the passage of lying appropriation bills by both the 
Republican and the Democratic parties, as well as other high 
crimes and misdemeanors committed by them, fully justify the 
existence of a new political party in this country? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make merely this admission: I think it 
fully justifies the Senator’s election to the Senate and the con- 
version of the Senator from Nevada from the oct inte party 
to the Populist party. That is as far as I am willing to admit 
the two old parties deserve affliction on account of their past de- 
linguencies. To that extent I am willing to go. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator think that is 
an agreeable affliction? 

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as we are concerned here it is an 
entirely agreeable incursion into the Senate. I certainly wel- 
comed the Senator from Nebraska when he came here. I did 
not without great regrets with the Senator from Nevada. 
I think it would have been better for him if he had retained his 
old political affiliation. 

ow, Mr. President, I will make no further admissions to- 
night, ‘because the day is passing; but until this appropriation 
bill comes up 5 — Is take into careful consideration the 
inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, and if I think that the 
two old parties have deserved any worse infliction than they 
have already received through the Populist party, I will frankly 
say so to him in some future discussion. I have to say to the 
Senator that I always desire to be frank and keep nothing back, 
and if I come to a conclusion that would gratify him on thissub- 
ect, I will make the admission candidly and frankly on some 
uture occasion. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will know better the deserts 
of his party after awhile. It will be on trial nowfor awhile. It 
may be that they will get something that will not be as agree- 
able as what has occurred if they keep on in their iniquitous 


ways. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question isonagreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, inserting lines 
22 and 23, on page 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 7, after line 23, to insert: 

For special compensation to United States district attorneys, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to insert: 

For regular assistants to United States district attorneys, 821,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 

For special assistants to United States district attorneys, 830,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 4, to insert: 

Fees of clerks: For fees of clerks, United States courts, €116,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 6, to insert: 


aa commissioners: for fees of commissioners, United States courts, 
„200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
XXVI— 231 


The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 9, to insert: 
945000 of court rooms: For rent of court rooms, United States courts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether he understands that these appropriations will be en- 
tirely sufficient to carry the Department of Justice through the 
present year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are sufficient. They cover the esti- 
mates, and are within them, for the remainder of the fiscal 


year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are the complete amount of the 
original estimates? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are within the estimates. 

The nextamendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 9, after line 2, to insert: 

SENATE. 

F. 

3 aon of officers, messengers. and others in the service of the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 5, under the 
heading Senate,“ to insert: 

For materials for folding, 83,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 6, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to Sarah B. Colquitt, widow 
of the Honorable Alfred H. Colquitt, deceased, late a Senator from the State 
of Georgia, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 10, to insert: 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 

Fore 4 * 
tory for the second session ot ene Pitty: inira Congres, to be expended ander 
the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Rep- 
resentatives” on page 9, after line 17, to insert: 

For hay wees and mileage of Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and Delegates from Territories, $14,234. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee why we are to put in the Senate an appropriation 
for compensation of membersof the House if the House does not 
ask for it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state very frankly that it was done 
because the Committee on Appropriations of the House re- 
quested us to putitin. Itwas omitted by an oversight in the 
bill there and they requested it specially. It has always been a 
custom of the Senate committee that whenever the committee of 
the House come and make a request of this kind we have com- 
plied with it. It has been done repeatedly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether it has been the 
custom of the House committee to do it when the committee of 
the Senate makes a roquen of that kind in the same way? 
ee COCKRELL. e do not originate the appropriation 

ills. 

Mr. HOAR. I know; but that doss not make any difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Butif an, 3 is brought up in commit - 
tee of conference that was overlooked, and we request that it be 
inserted, I think the House has always complied in regard to a 
matter 8 the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. That has not been my observation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think now the House show us the same 
courtesy we show them. They have been disposed to do so for 
some little while. 

Mr. HOAR. That has not always been the case, as the Sena- 
tor knows very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know; but I think we had that matter 
settled in the beginning of the session. 

Mr. HOAR. While the Senator is on his feet I wish he would 
state, if he has it in his memory, the entire aggregate of the es- 
timates for the next i. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator refers to the next fiscal year? 

Mr. HOAR. I refer to the next fiscal year. It is not in ref- 
erence to this one thing, but Ishould like to have that for my 
own information. It has been stated once or twice in the dis- 
cussion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As we have it here it is $395,232,109.93. 

Mr. HOAR. Without pensions or including pensions? 

Mr. CCCKRELL. That does not include the permanent ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HOAR. How much are they? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The permanent and indefinite appropria- 
tions are estimated at $101,074,680. 

Mr. HOAR. So that the estimates of the present Adminis- 
trationare about $500,000,000. Do those two items include the 
whole amount? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It comes to something like 8196, 308, 000. 
Mr. HOAR. Then if we have any deficiency bills,I am afraid 
we shall get a billion.dollar Congress, if we do not look out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be. I can not tell yet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 10, to insert as a new section at the end of the bill 
the following: 

S, 2. That the act entitled An act to amend section 2709 of the Revised 


Statutes relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at Wasning- 
real CS ved January 27, 1894, be, and thesame is hereby,so amended that 
© pro 


ons thereof shall apply only to advertisements for proposals for 

fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies to be purchased at 

Washington for the use of the Executive Departments and other Govern- 

ment establishments therein named; and all advertisements made and con- 

tracts awarded or to be awarded thereon since January 27, 1 in accord- 

ance PEEN the laws in force prior to said date, are hereby decl to bolegal 
va 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seem to me that is a practical repeal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. The Senator will understand 
it. The law to which this is an amendment intended to confine 
its operations to the Executive Departments in Washington and 
to the materials that . ere in Washington; but the 
accounting officers of the Treasury have construed it differently; 
they say it embraces all the bids throughout the whole country. 
This is simply to limit the law to what it was originally in- 

` tended to be. 

Mr. HOAR, What is it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bids for supplies. 

Mr. HOAR. I know; but what is the provision of the act re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law to which this is an amendment 
was intended to 8 all the notices of bids for See to be 

-furnished here in Washington to bə published by the De- 
partments at the same time, and the bids to-be opened on the 
same day, ete. The Treasury Department now construes that 
law to mean the advertisement for all the bids throughout the 
country, for Indian supplies, Army supplies, and everything of 
that kind, which was never intended; and they have gone on 
and advertised through the country for the supplies, and have 
received the bids. That is the reason any the last clause is put 
in, to confirm the bids. The section is in the form suggested by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. I think it was a misconstruction 
of the law. I do not think the law was ever intended to be con- 
strued the way it was. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the attention of the Senator been called 
to the contract for stamped envelopes for the Post-Office Depart- 

ment? 

Mr. COdKRELL. There are a large number of different bids 
ol that kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Bids have been made for stamped envelopes 
for four years, but the Department discover this technical ques- 
tion and the awarding of that contract has been suspended. Will 
the adoption of this amendment relieve them from the embar- 
rassment, - 

Mr. COCKRELL. The last clause of the section reads: 

And all advertisements made and contracts awarded or to be awarded 
thereon since Jam 27, 1804, in accordance with the laws in force prior to 
~ said date, are hereby to be legal and valid. 

That confirms everything. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it confirms what has been done, ifit con- 
firms the advertisement for stamped envelopes, it will change 
very much that business, for that usually has been done under a 
four years contract, and they will now do it differently. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know as to the exact terms of the 
advertisements. It will make valid whatever they have done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They have not actually awarded the con- 
tract. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it will depend upon whether they 
do award it or not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are waiting for an afflrmation of the 
construction the Senator speaks of, 

Mr. GORMAN. When the recent act was sed, and it is a 
recent act, having been passed in January, 1894, the draft of the 
bill coming from the Treasury Department, the officers of the 
Department went on with nearly all the purchases outside of 
the city of Washington, as under the old law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They did advertise as under the old law, but 
now the bids being in they are met by this construction. I un- 
derstand the Postmaster-General does not know precisely what 
he ought to do. è 

Mr. BRICE. This validates the advertisements? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it will leave the Postmaster-General 


fectly free to go on and complete the contracts just as he 


— have done if the law had never been misconstrued. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. He will have to advertise over 
Mr. COCKRELL. No; everything that has been done is de- 


ain? 


olared valid, just as if the law never been misconstrued. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So he will then make his awards just as he 
would have done under the old law? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Precisely. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not make that motion. It will only take usa few moments to 
pass this bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I do not think the Senator from Missouri can 
make much further progress with the bill to-night. However, 
if he expects a final vote upon the bill I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the motion will not be made. I do 
not think, when we have spent just an hour now and spent an 
hour this morning and this is the last amendment, that it isfair 
treatment. Isay that very frankly. I hope the motion will not 
be pressed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to say that there is one amend- 
ment at least 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
zania n 1 

r. QUAY. thdraw it for the purpose of enabling the 
Senator from Nebraska to make a eee 
_ Mr. MANDERSON. There is one amendment at least that T 
intend to propose to the bill, an amendment having reference to 
the census reports. I do not think that we can be with 
evincing any disposition to delay matters. Here is a that 
runs, I should think, at a rough estimate, into $3,000,000. It 
must involve about that sum. What isthe amount involved in 
the bill, I ask the Senator from Missouri? 
2 COCKRELL. One million seven hundred thousand dol- 


Mr. MANDERSON. I thought it was more than that, for it 
runs to over $1,000,000 for courts alone—$1,300.000, I think. I 
believe the bill should be rather carefully considered, and by a 
full Senate. Of course it is very easy, ate desire so to do, to 
insist upon a voting quorum to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Nebraska desires to 
discuss the question further in to the census, as a matter 
of course I will yield. I supposed he had probably seen some of 
these letters. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is what I want to do. I want to 
prepare an amendment to the census on of the bill, and I 
think by to-morrow morning, with a full Senate, we can conclude 
it very speedily. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave no objection, then, to the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. I shall call up the bill in the 
morning immediately after the routine business. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. GORMAN and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is only one matter to be considered, and 
we can dispose of it in a few moments. 

Mr. HARRIS. We might have a short executive session, it 
seems to me. 

Mr. QUAY. Ifthe Senator from Washington desires an ex- 
ecutive session, I shall not renew my motion to adjourn, 

Mr. SQUIRE. I make that motion. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Washington that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were ed, and (at 6 o'clock - 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, April 12, 1894, at 12.0’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 11, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 
J. B. Smither, to be postmaster at Nicholasville, in the count, 


of Jessamine and State of Kentucky, in the place of Samuel M. 
Anderson, whose commission expired February 13, 1894. 
MEMBERS OF BOARD OF REGISTRATION AND ELECTION. 

Jerrold R. Letcher, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
of the board of registration and election in the Territory of 
Utah, vice Robert S. Robertson, resigned. 

Albert G. Norrell, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member of 
the board of registration and election in the Territory of Utah, 
vice George L. Godfrey, resigned. 

Hoyt Sherman, jr., of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
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of the board of istration and election in the Territory of 
Utah, vice Abner B. Williams, resigned. 

Erasmus W. Tatlock, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
of the board of me rene and election in the Territory of 
Utah, vice Henry C. Lett, deceased. 

George W. Thatcher, of Logan, Utah, to be a member of the 
board of registration and election in the Territory of Utah, vice 
John A. McClernand, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execitive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 7, 1894. 
MELTER AND REFINER. 
Hirsch Harris, of Nevada, to be melter and refiner at the mint 
of the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada. 
PENSION AGENT, 
Henry B. Lovering, of Lynn, Mass., to be pension agent at 
Boston, Mass. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 
Second Lieut. Alfred M, Hunter, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 


F. E. Gillchrest, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 


‘of Knox and State of Maine. 


Melville M. Folsom, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the 
county of Penobscot and State of Maine, 

John R. Johnson, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county 
of Whiteside and State of Illinois. 

John G. Smith, sr., to be postmaster at Boundbrook, in the 
county of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 

William J. Wallace, to be tmaster at Norwood, in the 


county of Norfolk and State of husetts. 
Ai J. Rowe, to be tmaster at Norway, in the county of 
Oxford and State of Maine, 


Clarence S. McClellan, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Frederick G. Wiese, to be postmaster at Bordentown, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

John W. Thompson, to be postmaster at Caps May, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 

Hosea E. ughty, to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Calvin D. Van Cleave, to be. postmaster at Irvington, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Charles I. Baich, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Patrick Kelly, to be postmaster at Devils Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota. 

Joseph J. Irwin, to be postmaster at Park River, in the county 
of Walsh and State of North Dakota. 

Forrest A. Rice, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county 
of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 

Dennis McLaughlin, to be postmasterat Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota. 

Otto A. Kohler, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of McLeod and State of nesota. 

Hiram W. George, to be postmaster at Pipestone, in the county 
of Pipestone and State of Minnesota. 

Frank H. Daniell, to be postmaster at Franklin Falls, in the 
county of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

John H. Twombly, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
Androsscoggin and State of Maine. 

Emerson S. Beeman, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the 
county of Custer and State of Montana. 

Thomas L. Wadleigh, to be tmaster at Meredith, in the 
county of Belknap and State of ew Hampshire, 

Thomas E. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tilton, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Edward Finerty, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

James H. McKeeman, to be postmaster at Rumford Falls, in 
the county of Oxford and State of Maine. 

Alonzo B. Poole, to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois. 

Samuel R. McElroy, to be postmaster at Chicago Heights, in 
the county of Cook and State of Illinois. 

L. P. Carr, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Marion and State of West Virginia. 

James R. Neely, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Tennessee. 

George R. Theobald, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine. 


Lida J. Cooper, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky. 

William Mearns, to be postmaster at Buckhannon, in the county 
of Upshur and State of West Virginia. : 

George H. Flagg, to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 


Hxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 1894. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. - 


James A. Munday, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Vancouver, Wash. 
. POSTMASTERS. 
John L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Delaware. 
Adeline Edwards, to be postmaster at Durant, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 11, 1894. 


The House met at 120'clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY, r 

The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

SERGEANT-AT-ARMS’S REPORT. 

Mr. REED. Before the Chair passes on the question which 
was postponed for this morning, I desire to call his attention to 
what was not presented in the last discussion, namely, the dia- 
logue on page 3545 of the RECORD, where the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] says: t 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the motion, then. 

Mr. REED. Can it be withdrawn in the present situation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think so. No action has been taken upon it, 

The Speaker having announced that the ayes were 62, the noes 
none 

The SPHAKER. But the House has just voted upon it. 
Mr. SPRINGER, But no quorum voted, and no action was taken. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it can not be withdrawn without consent. 

So that the matter has been practically decided by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, from such examination of the 

uestion as he could make, in light of the suggestions made on 

o floor, thinks that where the yeas and nays are ordered di- 
rectly upon a proposition pending (that is a resolution), that it 
is not then in the power of the movant to withdraw the resolu- 
tion. If itwere on ordering the . question, or some mat- 
ter that was not directly upon the resolution itself, that might 
or might not present a different question; but where the yeas 
and nays are ordered directly on the resolution, as in this case, 
and where a vote was taken or attempted to be taken, it seems 
to the Chair that unless it was held that this was such a deci- 
sion as prevented the introducer of the resolution from withdraw- 
ing it, that it might create great confusion and establish bad 

ractice. The Chair therefore holds in this case that it is not 
the power of the gentleman, without unanimous consent, to 
withdraw this resolution. 

The Chair thinks that is the best disposition to make of it, in 
view of the orderly transaction of the business of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to have it understood, if such 
be the opinion of the Chair, that there is no intention to rule 
that it necessarily comes before the House. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not involved in this case, 
because the gentleman from Maine called it up. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I simply wanted it to go over on that 


point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine made the point 
that it could not be withdrawn. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man's point is well taken. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understand that. I just simply wanted 
this statement to go along with the decision. 

Mr. REED. If it is necessary to call up the proposition, I 
wish to do it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine calls up the 
resolution. 

Mr. REED. I think so. I should rather have a decision of 
the Chair that it comes up itself, unless the Chair thinks other- 
wise, because it seems to me that the decision of Mr. Carlisle 
covers the ground; and I feel quite confident that that question 
was repeatedly before the House in the Fifty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman please refer to the de- 
cision of Mr. Carlisle? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] read 
the Digest yesterday. It is in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That decision referred not to the right to 
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withdraw a motion, but to the fact of it coming over from day 


to day. 

The SPEAKER. That point is made now by the gentleman’s 
colleague, that this matter comes up of itself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that the decision I read covers that 
ee It was Mr. Carlisle's decision, in the first session of the 

orty-ninth Congress. I will turn to it ina moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will get the Journal of the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know that the reference in the Manual is 
incorrect. Isent for the Journal and could not find it at that 
point. There isevidently a misprint in it. 

Mr. REED. You will find it on page 4422 of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
to say that the reference to the Journal of the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress is incorrect? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The reference to the Journal in the Manual 
is incorrect, but I remember the decision that was made by Mr. 
Carlisle. His decision was to the effect that a question of privi- 
lege like that went over from day to day, and whenever any 

cial matter had been assigned to a particular day, for instance 

e District of Columbia, that it would not come up of itself on 
that day, but that it would come up the next day, when the ordi- 
nary business was to be considered. 

r.CATCHINGS. Was that not where the previous question 
had been ordered? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know whether that was involved. 
3 was said about the previous question having been or- 

ered. 

Mr. REED. The House has divided on the question, and that 
of itself ought to control the matter. You can not have an in- 
completed division. Just think of it for a moment. You stop 
all interruptions in a roll call, simply because you can not have 
an incomplete division. The idea that it could be interrupted 
by an adjournment would lead to very strange results. 

Here is a question partly decided and partly not decided when 
the House has undertaken to decide it. The situation here is 
really a great advance upon the preon question. The pre- 
vious question only orders that all other matters be laid aside 
and this one be disposed of; but here is a matter that has got 
beyond the previous 1 and is half resolved already. It 
can not be debated, and there can not be anything done with it 
except to go on and dispose of it. Of course it must come up at 
on 


ce. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to submit a sug- 
gestion on this point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WALKER. It would seem that ata given point in a discus- 
sion, or in settling a question, the House can not proceed to a 
vote if anyone objects unless the House itself determines to vote 
by ordering the previous question. Now, when we enter upon 
a vote without the previous peers being actually ordered, 
then, as the gentleman from Maine has said, we go on by unan- 
imous consent that the previous question is understood to have 
been ordered. That is 80 in every case. Therefore, the moment 
that we enter upon a roll call and are proceeding with a call, we 
are in precisely the same position that we would be in had the 
previous question been directly ordered; that is, we have, by 
unanimous consent, entered upon doing the thing that we are 
doing exactly as if the previous question had been ordered upon 
it. I think that is the universal parliamen law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call the attention of the Chair to an 
extract from Jefferson’s Manual, found on page 163 of the Di- 
gest, which I read: 

When a question is interrupted by a vote of adjournment it is thereby re- 
Moved from before the House, and does not stand ipso facto before them at 
their next meeting. but must come forward iu the usual way. So when itis 
interrupted by the order of the day. Such other privileged questions also 
as dispose of the main question (¢. g.,the previous question, postponement, 
or commitment) remove it from before the House. 

It would seem that that statement of parliamentary law is ap- 
plicable in this case, and it is to the effect that this matter does 
not come up unless it be called up. This report, or this motion 
upon the report, having been interrupted by an adjournment, 
does not come up again until such business is again in order and 
until it is called up. 

Mr. REED. That is nota case of a division of the House. A 
division is a totally different thing. The House was in the act 
of dividing on this question when it adjourned. The House is 
in the midst of a roll call—a division—and there can not be any 
other result than to go on at once and finish that division. The 
case is even more pressing than where the previous question 
has been ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman states the case ver, 
strongly when he says in the midst of a roll call—a division.” 
A roll call had been taken and the result announced. 

Mr. REED. But we were dividing. Suppose that instead of 
adjourning we had been able to produce a quorum? Nothing 


yoma have been in order except to go right on with that mat- 


r. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then it would have been disposed of. 
Mr. REED. But nothing else could have been taken up until 
it was disposed of. Now, adjournment can not make any differ- 
ence. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, that is au assertion and nothing 


more. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of Mr. Speaker Carlisle, if cor- 
rectly reported in the Digest, seems to cover the question: 

Where the yeas and nays are ordered and taken on a pending proposition 
and no quorum appears, the order of the House for the yeas and nays re- 
mains in force until reconsidered; and should the House adjourn without 
disposing of such pending question, it would coma up after the reading of 
the Journal on the following day. 

That seems to be this exact situation. The Chair has not 
found the decision in the Journal, because the reference given 
seems to be incorrect, but if the decision is correctiy stated in 
the Digest, it covers this case exactly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Probably the reference is to the page of the 
RECORD instead of to the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. No. The decision is not found at that page 
of the RECORD. There has evidently been a mistake in citing 
the page of the Journal. Although this decision is contrary to 
the impression which the Chair had as to what had been the 
practice, the Chair accepts it as a correct statementof the prac- 
tice which has been established, and will act upon it. 


NORTH AMERICAN COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. Unless the regular order is demanded at 
once the Chair will clear the table. 

There being no objection, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the papers in the 
claim of the North American Commercial Company for trans- 
portation and subsistence afforded the surviving officers and 
crew of the whaling bark Sea Ranger, wrecked at Kyah Islands, 
May 26, 1893; which was referred tothe Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5356) toauthorize the West Brad- 
dock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Mononga- 
hela River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 

Mr, DALZELL. I move that the House concur in these 
amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

On page 2. in section 4, line 11, after the word bridges,“ insert “in the vi- 


cinity. 
On page 2, in section 4, line 15, after built,“ insert “ provided that the 


Seas span of said bridge shall be in length not less than 400 feet in the 
ear.“ 

On page 4, line 4, strike out “ hereof," and insert ‘‘of the approval of this 
act. 


There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in. 
COMPENDIUM OF COINAGE LAWS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following res- 
olution of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6.000 additional copies of the fourth edition of the document en- 
titled “ Coinage Laws of the United States, 1792 to 1894," prepared under the 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, with the ap- 
pendix and an index tothe same; of which number 2,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 


atives. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Harris, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 
SUMMONING OF ABSENT MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consider- 
ation of the motion of the 1 from IIlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
respecting the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms. The motion of 
the gentleman was to discharge the order of arrest; and on that 
motion the yeas and nays were ordered. The question is upon 
agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask unanimous consent that the order for 
the yeas and nays be vacated. 


Mr. REED. [I object. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 5, 
not voting 206; as follows: 
YEAS—142. 

Abbot! Berry, Clark, Mo. 
2 or, Black. Ga. Gakuin: Clarke, Ala. 
en, Bland, Campbell Cobb, Ala. 

Bailey, Boen, Cannon, Gal. Cobb, Mo. 

Baker, Kans. Branch, Capehart, Cockrell, 
win, Brookshire, Caruth, Conn, 

Bell, Colo. Bunn, Causey, Cooper, Fla 
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Cooper, Ind. Holman, McMillin, Settle, 
Cooper, Hooker, Miss. McNagny, Shell, 
Covert, Hudson, McRae, Sibley, 
Cox, Hunter, Meredith, Springer, 
Cumm Hutcheson, Meyer, Stallings, 
Davis, Izlar, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
De Armond, Jones, oon, Stone, Ky. 

son, em, Morzan, Strait, 
Dockery, Kyle, Moses, Straus, 
Dunn, Lane, O'Neil, Mass. Swanson, 
Dunphy, Latimer, Outhwaite, Talbert, S. C. 
Edmunds, Lawson, Page, Talbott, Md. 

oe, Layton, Paschal, Tarsney, 
Epes, ter, Paynter, Taylor, Ind. 
Erdman, Livingston, Pearson, Tucker, 
Fielder, ynch, Pence, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Forman, Maddox, Pendleton, Tex. Turner, Va. 
Geary,- M Pendleton, W. Va. Warner, 
Geissenhainer, Mallory, Pigott. Washington, 
Grady, Martin, Ind. Price. Wheeler, Ala. 
Gresham, McCreary, Ky. Richards, Ohio Williams, III. 

are, McCulloc Richardson, Mich. Williams, Miss, 
Harris, McDannold, Richardson, Tenn. Wise, 
Harter, MecDearmon, bins, Wolverton,’ 
Hatch, McDowell, Robertson, La. Woodard, 
Hayes, McEttrick, Rusk, Wright, Mass. 
Heard, McKaig, Russell, Ga. 
Henderson, N. C. McLaurin, Ryan, 
NAYS—5. 
Culberson, Neill, Sayers, Tate. 
Dinsmore, : 
NOT VOTING—206. 
Adams. Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Hop III. Rayner, 
Adams, Pa. Dalzell. Hopkins, Pa. ed, 
Aitken, Daniels, ouk, Reilly, 
Alderso: Davey, Hulick, Reyburn, 
Aldrich. De Forest, Hull, Ritchie, 
Apsley, Dingley, Tkirt, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Donovan, Johnson, N. Dak. Schermerhorn, 
Babcock, Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Kiefer, aw, 
Bankhead, Durborow, py Sl Sherman, 
arnes, Ellis, Ky. bs, Sickles, 

Bartholdt, llis, Oregon y. impson, 
Bartlett, English, Cal e mec Sipe, 
Belden, English, N. J. Lefever, Smith, 
Bell, Tex. Everett, Linton, Sn ass, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Lisle, Somers, 
Bin: Fletcher, Lockwood, Sperry, 
Black, III. Funk, d. Stephenson, 
Blair, Funston, Loudenslager, Stevens. 
Boatuer, Fyan, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle Gardner, M $ Stone, W. A. 
Bower, N. C. Gear, Mahon, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal Gillet, N. V. Marsh. Strong, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. Mai 1, Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, McAleer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bretz, Gorman, McCall, Terry, 
Brickner, Graham, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Broderick, McGann, Tracey, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Turpin, 
Brown, Grout, Meiklejohn, ler, 
Bundy. Grow, ercer, pde; A 
Burnes, Hager, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Burrows, Hainer, . Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cadm Haines, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Caldwe „ Murray, Walker, 

. Hemmond, © Newlands Waugh, 
cannon, ammon ew. § aug 
Chickering, 2 Northway, Wead 
Childs, Hartman, tes, Wells, 
Clancy, Haugen, O'Neill, Mo. Wever, 

Heiner, Patterson, Wheeler, Ill. 
Coffeen, Henderson, Ill. Payne, Ite, 
Henderson, Iowa Per Whiting, 
ix, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
cornish, H. ost. ilson, W. Va 
cous Hicks, Powers, Woomer. 
Hines, 8 Wright, Pa. 
Crawford, Hitt. Randall, 
ourtis, Hooker, N. Y. Ray, 
No quorum voting. 5 
Mr. ARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence 
for my colleague, Mr. HALL, for ten days, who went home on 
important business, 


There was no objection. 

. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote re- 
corded. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from New Vork vote? 

Mr. COCKRAN, I did not. I was in the Hall during the 
roll call, but could not say positively for I was out in the cor- 
ridor for a few moments—that I was here when my name was 
reached. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not entertain the request 
unless the gentleman was present and failed to hear his name. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I cannot say that I was poreus although I 
was sitting here almost entirely through the roll call. I was 


here substantially during the entire call. But I ask unanimous 
consent to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not permit the Chair to en- 
tertain a request for unanimous consent. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. BRETZ with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. A 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. IKIRT with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr, WEADOCK with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BROSIUS. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Now Jersey with Mr. VAN VooRRHIS of Ohio. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

For this day: 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. STRONG. 

On this vote: 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am paired with the gentleman Irom 
Massachusetts, but voted tomake a quorum under anagreement 
with him to that effect. 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to ask leave of absences for my col- 
league, Mr. MARSHALL, who is absent on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague, Mr. SIMPSON, is very sick, and I 
ask that he be excused indefinitely. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask leave of absence 
for the day for my colleague, Mr. TURPIN, whois sick and unable 


to be present. 
There was no objection. 
Mr, COOMBS. Lask that my colleague, Gen. SICKLES, be 


“Dye ay on account of attending the funeralof his most intimate 
riend. 
There was no objection. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The roll was called, when the following members failed to an- 
swer: 


Adams, Ky. Davey, Johnson, Ind. Reilly, 
Alderson, Forest, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Kilgore, Robinson, Pa. 
al Donovan, Kribbs, Russell, Conn. 
Baldwin, , Draper, Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Durborow, Linton, Scranton, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky, Lisle, Sherman, 
Bell, Tex. English, N. J Lockwood, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Everett, Lucas, Simpson, 
Bingham, Fithian, Magner, ipe, 
Black, III. Fletcher, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Boatner, Funk, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
Boutelle. Fyan, Call, Stevens, 
Bower, N.C. Goldzier, McUleary, Minn. Stone, C. W. 
Brattan, Goodnight, McGann, Stone, W. A 
Breckinridge, Ark Graham, McKeighan. Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Griffin, Mercer, Tarsney, 
Bretz, Haines, Milliken, Tawney, 
Brickner, Hall, Minn. oney, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Hall, Mo. Morgan, Try, 
Bundy, Hammond, Morse, Thomas, 
Burnes, Haugen, Murray, Tracey, 
mus, Heiner. Mutechler, Turpin, 

Caminetti, Hendrix, Newlands, Tyler, 
Cannon, III Hermann, Oates. , e e 
Chickering, Hines, O'Neill. Mo adsworth, 
Clancy, Hooker. N. Y ‘aschal, Waugh 
Coffeen, Hopkins, III. Payna, Weadock, 
Compton, Hopkins, Pa, Pence. Wheeler, III. 
Cooper, Wis. Houk. Phillips. hite, 

rnish, Hulick, Powers. Whiting. 

ain, Hull, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crawford, Ikirt, Rayner, Wright, Pa. 
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Mr. HARE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. be ex- Fatt 2 Wevers — Wion, Ohio 
ry + „ ee. > . B00, as! 
ooed for 5 day, and also for ten days, on account of sickness in Upe math i Wanger, Write Wis on, W. Va. 
The SPEAKER. Leave of absence can oniy be granted for | Van Voorhis, Ohio Weadock, Williams. Miss Wright, Pa. 
to-day on a call of the House. If there be no objection, the gen- No quorum voting. 


tleman will be excused for the day. 

There was no objection. : 

TheSPEAKER. Two hundred and twenty-one members have 
answered to their names—more a quorum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move todispense with further proceedings 
under the call. < 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois to discharge further proceedings under 
the order of the House directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to ar- 
rest absent members. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 15, not 
voting 2085 as follows: 

YEAS—130. 
Abbott, Jones, 
Al r, Crawford, Kem, 
Allen, Cummings, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Avery, Davis, e ichardson, 
Bailey, De Armond, Latimer, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. Denson, Lawson, Robertson, La. 
Baldwin, Dinsmore, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Bartiett, Dockers, Lester, i 
Bell. Colo. . — e — 

g amp! aguire, perry, 
Black’ Ga. Edmu Mallory, Springer, 
Black, III. Eogh, Cal 5 Stallings, 
Bland, 0%. cAleer, Stockdale, ji 

n, Epes, 8 Stone, Ky. 
Branch, Erdman, McCulloch, S 
Brookshire, ider. Mepaunold. Straus. 
Bryan. Forman, on, Sw. 

Bunn, Geissenhainer, McDowell, Talbert, S. C. 
Oampbe Gray Mekaig.” Taylor, Ind. 

D Y: „ > 
Cannon, Gal. G s McLaurin, Tucker, 
Caruth, Hare Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Harris, McRae, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Harter, Meyer, Warner, 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Montgomery, Wash: 

Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Moon, Wheeler, Ala. 

Cobb, Ala. Morgan, 

Cobb, Mo. 0865, ise, 

Coc! Henderson, N. O. O'Neil, Mass. Wolverton, 

Cooper, Hooker, age, Woodard, 

5 — Ind. = — 5 Wright, Mass. 
per, Tex. unter, earson, 

x Izlar, Pendleton, W.Va 

NAYS—15. 
Barwig, Geary, ell, Tarsney, 
Cockre’ Hutcheson, Outhwaite, Tate, 
Conn, Jonnson, Ohio Paynter, Wells. 
Culberson, Lynch, yers, 
NOT VOTING—208, 

Adams, Ky, Cousins, Hermann, Oat 
Adams, Pa Covert, Hicks, O'Neill, Mo. 
Aitken, Curtis, Hines, Paschal, 

Curtis, N. Y, Hitt, Payne, 
Aldrich, Dalzell. Holman, Pence, 
Apsley, Daniels, Hooker, N. X. Pendleton, Tex. 
Arnold, Davey, Hopkins, III. Perkins, 
Baker, N. H. Dingi Honk Pickel 

er, Y; ou er, 

Bankhead, Dolliver, Hulick, Post. 
Barnes Donovan, ull, Powers, 
B Doolittle, Ikirt, Nan 
Belden, Draper, Johnson, Ind. dall, 
Boll, Tex. Durborow, Johnson, N. D. Ray. 
em ni a Ky. LS 3 

‘on, ‘ore, ý 
Blak English, 5 Kribbs, Reilly, 
Boatner, Everett, Lacey, Reyburn, 
3 Fithian, e Richardson, Mich. 
Bower, N. C. Fletcher, Lefever, tchie, 
Bowers, k, Linton, Robinson, Pa. 
Brattan, Funston, Lisle, : R z, 
Breckinri Ark. Fyan, Livingston, Russell, Conn, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gardner, Lockwood, Schermerhorn, 
Bretz, ar, ud, Scranton, 
Brickner, Gillet, N. Y. Loudenslager, Settle, 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. ucas, Shaw, 
Brosius, Goldzier, M er, Sherman, 
Brown, hi Mahon, Sibley, 
Bundy, Graham, Marsh, Sickles, 
Burnes, Grifin, hall, Simpson, 

ws, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Sipe, 
Bynum, rout, Call. Smith, 
Cadmus. Grow, McCleary, Minn. Snodgrass, 
Caldwell, Hager, ann, Somers, 
Caminetti, er, McKeighan, Stephenson, 
Cannon, Haines, Med tevens 
pa 1, Meiklejo. Stone, G. W. 

ick: Hall, Mo. ercer, Stone, W. A. 
Childs, Hammond, Meredith, torer, 
Clancy, Harmer, Milliken, Strong, 
Coffeen, Hartman, Money, Sweet, 

Haugen, orse, Tawney. 
Compton, Heiner, urray, Taylor, Tenn. 
S Henderson, Iowa Mutchler, Terry, 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Newlan Thomas, 
Cornish, Hepburn, Northway, Tracey, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs; 
For the rest of this day: 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. TERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
, Accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War reported the bill (H. R. 4417) for 
the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harri- 
son & Valle; which, with the accompanying report (No. 695), 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HUTCHESON, from the 
Committee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 3308) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
John McBride, late postinaster at Woodville, Tex., certain money 
lost in transit by mail; which, with the 1 roport 
(No. 694), was ordered to be printed, and laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 6639) to provide for the or- 
ganization of interstate banks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Curreney. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 6641) to regulate the compen- 
sation and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and com- 
missioners, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. * 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, a private bill of the following 
title was presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 6640) grant an increase of 
n to M Doubleday, widow of Byt. j. Gen. Abner 
ubleday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition in the interest of the fraternal society 
and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of J. H. Fussell, of Columbus, Tenn., 
in regard to the tax in the tariff bill discriminating a 
home loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of S. E. Rose and other citizens of Pulaski, 
Tenn., in regard to local loan building associations—to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Affidavit to accom House bill 6613, 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac Stephins—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Pittsburg Council, No. 234, 
Royal Society of Good Fellows, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer » 
bili—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Saratoga Council, No. 262, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, in favor of laws restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of the New Jersey State 
Board of Agriculture, in favor of the passage of a bill for the 
free delivery of mail matter in country districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition in favor of the bill for additional 
appropriation for public buildings at Davenport, lowa—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of Joseph Bott and 
32 other citizens of Dubugue, Iowa, favoring the passage of the 
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Manderson-Hainer bills (S. 1353; H. R. 4897)—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of F. T. Phelbrook and 37 other citizens of Gold- 
field, Iowa, opposing the Louisiana lottery, ete.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. z 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mathias A. Cullnan, of Bel- 
fast, Me.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Philadelphia Council, Order 
of United Friends, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 3 

Also, resolution of the Haverford Loan and Building Associa- 
tion, against that portion of the Wilson bill which imposes a tax 
upon such association—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition in favor of Houso bill 
No. 4897, signed by citizens of Jefferson County, III. to the Com- 
mitteo on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 12, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Towns, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 5356) to au- 
thorize the West Braddock Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge over the Monongahela River from the borough of Ran- 
kin to Mifflin Township. 8 

The m also announced that the House had the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Mor- 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt; 

A bill (H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia; : 

A bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of United States 
courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take 
proof in land cases, ete.: 

A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of John J. Patman; and 

A bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yellow- 
stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 


other purposes. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PASCO. I present the petition of John M. Pike and 137 
other citizens of Florida, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the carrying on of any lottery business in the 
United States, and particularly recommending the passage of 
the bill having that 8 in vie recently introduced by the 
Senator from hepa usetts [Mr. Hoar]. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, before 
whom that bill is pending. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Haverford Loan and 
Building Association of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. x 

He also presented a petition of Assembly No. 234, Royal So- 
ciety of Good Fellows, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second 
class matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Camp Curtin Council, No. 629, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Harrisburg: of 
David Mead Council, No. 628, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Meadville; of Council No. 421, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Coatesville; of Reliance Council, 
No. 787, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Phila- 
delphia; of Edwin M. Stanton Council, No. 910, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Hites; and of Iroquois Council, 
No. 525, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Somer- 
set, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the inspection of immigrants by 
United States consuls; which were referred to the Committee 


on 3 
Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of J. P. Grey and sundry 
citizens of Newbern, Tenn., ying that national . and 
loan eee Ipea ene and ioan associations be 
exempi rom the operation o: roposed income tax; which 
o 2 ae oie on rae table. . 
5 resented a petition of 30 mine owners of Idaho. 
praying that the art etd of annual assessment work on 


mining claims be suspended for the current year on account of 
the financial depression in the mineral regions of the West 
caused by the low price of silver, which prevents the mines 
being worked at a profit; and for the further reason that the 
law suspending assessment work for 1893 was passed so late in 
the season that most of the assessment work was done for that 
year, and therefore but few mine owners were benefited thereby; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. HILL presented petitions of sundry citizens of Livingston 
County, St. Lawrence County, and Ogdensburg, all in the State 
of New York, praying that the preamble to the Constitution of 
the United States be so amended as to recognize the Deity; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Castile, Sen- 
eca Falls, Nyack, Elmira, and Williamsbridge, all in the State 
of New York, praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. E 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizensof Brooklyn, 
Fly Creek, and New York City, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hill oleomargarine bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Comm: . 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Utica and 
Paris, in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws ting 
the Sale of substitutes for dairy products; which were referr 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of H. B. Dahle and sundry other 
citizens of Mount Horeb, Wis., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Hili oleomargarins bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. ¥ 

Mr. HAWLEY presented petitions of Rev. Frederick S. Root 
and 43 other citizens of Hartford, Conn.; of John R. Perkins and 
11 other citizens of Connecticut, and of Francis C. Benedict and 
5 other citizens of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of H. J, Nettleton and 19 other 
citizens of Durham, Conn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the 
sale of substitutes for products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition C. W. Porter and sundr 
other citizens of Lincoln, Me., and a petition of Hall of Stand- 
ard Lodge, No. 28, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Lin- 
coln, Me., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of C. H. Davis and 44 other 
citizens of Somerset County, Me., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States toenforce State laws regulating 
the sale of substitutes for dairy prodycts: which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


METHODS OF TREASURY ACCOUNTING. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I have a statement prepared by Mr. J. R. 
Garrison, late deputy first comptroller of the Treasury, in op- 
position to the proposed legislation to improve the methods of 
accounting in the Treasury Department; which I ask leave to 
present and have printed as a document, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
aio 5 will be printed as a document, and referred as in- 

icated. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1117) for the relief of William Loring 
Spencer, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 9th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 85 referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1813) to authorize the Philadelphia and Cam- 
den Bridge Company to eonstruet a bridge across the Delaware 
River, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. WASHB , from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.6110) toauthorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Red Wing, 
8 reported it without amendment and submitted a report 

ereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to con- 
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struct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi River, 
reported it without amendment and submitted areport thereon. 

Ir. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1857) granting an honorable discharge 
to William B. Barnes, reported it without amendment and su 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill 
(S. 1886) to facilitate the entry of steamships; which was read 
twice by its title. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. HOAR on the 10th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 

rted favorably thereon and moved that it be referred to the 

mmittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1887) providing for open- 
ing the Uncompahgre and Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1888) granting a pension to Eu- 

nia R. Sweeny, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeny, 

nited States Army, retired, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1889), granting a pension to Mason 
H, Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1890) for Sunday rest; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 73) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States tonnog to 
marriage and divorce; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
fe:red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN submitted four amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be p - 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. s 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
+ referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be authorized 
to have printed so much as they may deem necessary of the evidence taken 
and other information obtained by them, or any subcommittee thereof, or 
through the State De mt, in relation to the condition of iculture 
and other subjects referrei to said committee by the resolution of the Sen- 
ate of April 19, 1892, and of subsequent resolutions of the Senate, and also 
any report or reports which said committee may make on the same subject. 


TARIFF HEARING. 


$ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. QUAY on 
the 10th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will hold a session on Saturday, 2ist instant, 
from 12 o'clock noon until 1 p. m., to hear a committee of the wor! en's 
05 tions ot the United States in opposition to the bill (H. R. ) en- 
titled An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes.“ 

Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over until to-morrow. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] to let his resolution go over also. 


SUSPENDED PENSIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

he Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
and required to inform the Senate of the names and t-office ad s of all 
sioners of the Government whose pensions have n suspended or can- 


pon: 
celed 1 4th of March, 1893, and the cause of such suspension or 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to con- 


sent that the resolution may retain its place until to-morrow 
morning. ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is soordered. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs cf Edward Mor- 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of United States 
courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take 
proof in land cases, ete., was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yel- 
lowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 51110 to pension Ambrose Giseburt; and ,_. 
A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of John J. Patman. * 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. . 

Mr. COCKRELL, Task the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6556) to pro- 
vide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 


service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to add to the 


bill as an additional section the following: 


SEOC. 2. That the act entitled An act to amend section 8709 of the Revised 
Statutes resen to contracts for supplies in the Departments at Washing- 
ton.“ 2 anuary 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 
the provisions thereof shall apply ay to advertisements for proposals for 
fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies to be purchased at 
Washington forthe use of the Executive Departments and other Govern- 
ment establishments therein named; and all advertisements made and con- 
tracts awarded or to be awarded thereon since January 27, 1894, in accord- 
ance with the laws in force prior to said date, are hereby declared to be legal 


and valid. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from 
Missouri will make an explanation of this section which wili 
justify its incorporation in the bill. I do not understand either 
the necessity of it or the wisdom of repealing section 3109 of 
the Revised Statutes, which forbids making purchases and con- 
tracts for supplies or services, except for personal services, un- 
less after due advertisements therefor. The law was put upon 
the statute book in 1861, and has remained unaltered ever since. 
I do not understand that there was any good reason for chang- 
ing the construction of the law. 

Moreover, if the law is to be changed, I certainly should ob- 
ject to making valid by statute any contracts which have been 
made or which may be made in nonpursuance of the statute. 
That I conceive to be a most remarkable provision to introduce 
into any statute. It is a statutory affirmance of the validity of 
certain contracts with no list of the contracts, so far as I know; 
with no explanation of what the contracts are that we are by 
statute to make and to fasten upon the Government. I may bə- 
speaking in 5 Sees of some list of these contracts which may 
have been submitted to the Senate. I have not, however, read 
anything in any report made to the Senate by the committee 
which gives usa list of the contracts which the committee want to 
make binding law, whether they are now lawful or not, by this 
amendment to a deficiency appropriation bill. If the Senator 
from Missouri or any other member of the committee cin state 
what these contracts are and can show that they are wise and 
judicious, it may be possible that a reason can be given why we 
should undertake to make them valid or add something that is 
lacking of validity to them by statute; but as I now read the last 
clause of the section, it is a most singular provision to put into 
any law proposed for adoption by Congress. 

And all advertisements made and contracts awarded, or to be awarded 
thereon since January 27, 18%, in accordance with the laws in force prior to 
said date, are hereby declared to be legal and valid. 

If they are valid now, there is no need of this provision. If 
they are illegal now, I submit that if we are to go to making con- 
tracts valid we ought to know what those contracts are. I do 
not think the committee ought toask us to make valid by specific 
law any contracts unless we know what those contracts are. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I confess that I am ver, 
greatly disappointed. We all know the diligence and care wit 
which the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire always 
listens to all the discussions in which he is a participant. Yas- 
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terday evening after 5 o'clock we had this question up. It was 
discussed T the character of the contracts was explained 
fully; particu rly one of them was 8 by the distin- 
hed Senator from Connecticut [Mr. WLEY], and now the 
nator says that this is a provision repealing the law which 
requires advertisements. 

will explain it again, as I did yesterday evening. It is the 
simplest proposition in the world. Here is the law of January 
27, 1894, which was enacted for the express purpose of requiring 
all the Departments here in Washington, in advertising for pro- 
posals for supplies, to advertise that all proposals should be re- 
ceived on one day for all the Departments, and then they were 
all to be opened and the bids for supplies for each Department 
were to be accepted, so that there would be a uniformity in price 
for the various articles needed for the Executive Departments 
here. It was found that one Department was paying 10, 20, or 
even 30 per cent more for certain articles than another Depart- 
ment was paying, and there was a diversity of prices. 

When that bill was reported nobody anticipated that it would 
be applied to the advertisements for purchases of puppies for 
the various branches of the public service outside of the limits 
of Washington City, such as the proposal for printing stamped 
envelopes for the Government, such as the proposal for In- 
dian supplies to be furnished at certain other places, and all the 
various materials that the Government has to purchase for its 
service beyond the confines of the Executive Departments here. 
But when the bill became a law the Treasury officials decided 
that it was applicable to all advertisements for all kinds of sup- 
plies in the entire service. 

Now, that was a new thing to the heads of Departments. The 
Post-Office Department and other Departments had gone on and 
advertised for proposals; the proposals had been received, and 
some of the contracts had been awarded; some were about to bs 
awarded and some of the advertisements were pending. This 
amendmentsimply proposes toamend the law of January 27, 1894— 
not to change the law whatever in regard toadvertisements—so 
as to leave the old law operative outside of the Departments at 
Washington; thatis all. It only makes binding and valid these 
. gs which, if the intent of the law of January 27, 1894, 

ad been carried out, would be valid. It simply confirms them in 
order that there may be no difficulty in the adjustment at the 
Treasury. The advertisements will have to be made in accord- 
ance with the existing law; the old law to which the distin- 
guished Senator from New Hampshire refers. Theamendment 
does not repeal that law; it simply prevents the law of January 
27, 1894, from amending and changing the old law. It is amat- 
ter of very great convenience to all of the Executive Depart- 
ments that the amendment should be made just as it has been 
8 by the committee. 

r. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the xpo aion made by 
the Senator from Missouri, in charge of the bill, is, I think, ex- 
tremely lucid and certainly satisfactory. I can see very readily 
how contracts and advertisements may have been made under this 
construction of the law, which perhaps is not a misconstruction, 
for maybe the law was lamely worded in the first instance, and 
should have correction; but I think it would be a matter of satis- 
faction if the Senator would give us some idea of the extent of 
the contracts, which are hung up in the air, which would be 
validated by this action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no idea about that. They are just 
the ordinary advertisements which have been made from time 
to time. Isup one of the principal difficulties is about the 
contract that the Senator referred to in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and some others for the supplies of the various Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Indian supplies probably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think Indian supplies, although 
oy may be included. Iam not sure about that. 

r. MANDERSON. I think so. + 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that probably the Indian supplies 
and others may be included. The section refers to the regular 
annual supplies which had been advertised for at the time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The advertisements for bids for stamped en- 
velopes invited acontract for four years. The act of January 27, 
1894, would change that contract very much, and make it a con- 
tract for a single year. That contract will amount to $600,000 
or $700,000; I think $600,000 is a low estimate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President. I beg pardon of the Senator 
from Missouri for not 5 the prior explanation of this 
- gection, which I understood him to say he made to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. In this connection I take oc- 
casion to say that I have noticed many colloquies on the floor 
between two or three Senators which could not be heard by other 
Senators who had the misfortune to sit in the wings of the Sen- 
ate and not in the body or front of the Senate, which may have 
been entirely satisfactory to the Senators engaged in the col- 


8 but which afford no foundation whatever for safe and 
judicious votes for other Senators to give, and which did not re- 
move from those other Senators the responsibility of arraign- 
ing and criticising to some extent bills reported here, especially 
amendments to House appropriation bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Notwithstanding the 5 of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, I am unwilling myself to vote to declare to be legal and 
valid any contracts whatsver unless I know what those contracts 
are. The Senator from Missouri knows nothing about them. 
The declaration which he proposes is not a mere declaration 
that no advertisement shall eemed to be legal and valid, but 
it 1 declaration that all contracts made shall be legal and 
valid. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senator's remedy goes 
much further than he ought to ask us to go, and I therefore in- 
quire of the Senator whether the purpose which he seeks to ac- 
complish will not be reached by the amendment which I shall 
move as follows: In line 19, before the word“ advertisements,” 
strike out the word all“ and insert no: in the same line, 
strike out ‘‘and,” before “contracts,” and insert or;“ and in 
line 22, strike out the concluding words, ‘‘are hereby declared 
to be legal and valid,” and insert *‘ shall bedeclared to be illegal 
or invalid for noncompliance with said law of January 27, 1894;” 
making the provision a negative one and not an affirmative one. 

Mr. HALE. How would it stand then? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Making the provision that no advertise- 
ment or contract shall be declared to be illegal and invalid be- 
cause of failure to comply with the law, but omitting to affirm 
that all contracts mude in pursuance of such advertisements 
shall be legal and valid 

Mr. HALE. How will the clause then read? 

i es The clause will then read, beginning at 
ine 19: E 
And no advertisements made or contracts awarded or to be awarded thereon 
since January 27, 1894, in accordance with the laws in force prior to sald date, 
shall be declared to be illegal or invalid for noncompliance with said law of 
January 27, 1894. 

The result which the Senator from Missouri desires to accom- 
plish is the same, and there is no undertaking in that provision 
to declare the validity of contracts which may hereafter arise to 
plague the Senate and Congress and the Senator from Missouri; 
because in such cases it may be pointed out to him that this stat- 
ute made valid by affirmative law every one of those contracts, 
no matter what may have been the defects or deficiencies therein. 

I hope the Senator will consent to change the form of declara- 
tion made in these cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What would be the effect of that upon the 
bid for stamped envelopes to which the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY] has referred? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be a valid contract, even although 
there has not been a compliance with the law concerning adver- 
tisements, provided it is otherwise made in accordance with law; 
but if the section stands as it now reads, if a contract has been 
made that is invalid for a dozen other reasons than a failure to 
comply with the law concerning the advertising, it will be made 
valid by act of Congress. I submit that the amendment as re- 

ieta by the committee goes altogether too far for safo legis- 

ation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Conceiving that the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire is precisely in legal effect the 
same as the provision we haye already in the bill, and does not 
change its operation or effect one particle, I will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not concede the effect to be exactly 
the same, but I will sugges > 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have accepted the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Missouri made a short 
argument in accepting the amendment, to which I shall reply. 
I will say to the Senator that if the amendment should not be 
all he desires in its effect, it will go to conference in the House, 
being a Senate amendment, and then the Senator can exercise 
the privilege in conference committee and fix it so as to make it 
exactly what he wants. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is all I want. It is perfectly 
satisfactory. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I beg the Senator not to omit in confer- 
ence to so fix this clause as to accomplish exactly what he wants 
and to guard us all against making contracts valid by law which 
are objectionable in a great many other particulars than be- 
cause they have not been properly advertised for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. have no doubt the amendment will be 
agreed o BOM other House. 

ae CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will see that it is made 
right. 

Mr. HILL. Iwould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire a question. Does he understand that the effect of his 
_ amendment is norte to validate those contracts which other- 

wise would be invalid by reason of the omission of advertising? 
; understand that there is more than that to be reached by the 
‘amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire makes it all right. I do not think there is any doubt 
in the world but that the amendment will operate practically 
precisely the same.as the other. 

So far as these contracts are concerned, there are none of them 
but what are open, just, and notorious, and this amendmentsays 
that they are not illegal and not invalid by reason of noncom- 

liance with the law. By complying, therefore, with the old 

w they will be valid. The amendment will cover every con- 
tract; I think there is no doubt about that, and I accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was ny ER to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the end of line 9, on page 10, I offer an 
amendment which I send to the desk, the Senator from Florida 

Mr. CALL] not being in his seat and desiring the amendment to 

made. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. It is a very 
small matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 9, on page 10, it is pro- 
posed to add: : 

Lib: t Congress: T ble the Librari f Congress to l 
laborer as the tare ot the Aura oom containing the law Doon of Tne 
Library of Congress, at the rate of $30 per month, 87 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If there are no other committee amend- 
a I move to strike out on page 5, from line 2 to line 15, in- 

usive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page | „it is proposed to strike out the 
paregtopk from line 2 to line 15, inclusive, in the following 
words: 

The Commissioner of Labor in charge of ths Eleventh. Census is hereby 
directed to prepare forthwith an abstract giving the state and other totals 
of the main facts collected at the Eleventh Census, with comparative data, 
which abstract shall not exceed 250 octavo pages, and shall be printed atthe 
Government Prin Office, and be ready for distribution on or before the 
Ist day of Aus next. There shall be printed and bound in cloth of such 
abstract 100,000 copies, of which 60,000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives; 30,000 copies for the use of the members 
of the Senate; 7.500 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior, and 
2,500 copies for the use of the Census Office. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have moved to strike 
out this piece of proposed legislation upon the pending appro- 
priation bill because I do not think it is a yee place for any 
legislation upon this al pe even if such legislation were de- 
sirable. Ihave received this morning a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Labor, now in charge of the Census Office, which I 
shall read, as it presents the considerations which have urged 
themselves upon him why this additional expenditure should 
be incurred. It is dated to-day and addressed to myself, and is 
as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE. 
Washington, April 12, 1894. 

My DEAR Sm: Noting your remarks last evening in the Senate that you 

Propan to offer an amendment to-day to strike out or modify the provision 

e deficiency bill, 0555, relating to an abstract of the census, I simply 
have to say that that provision was put into the bill at the mt uest 
of Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON, of the House, and approved by the House - 
mittee on Appropriations. 

if the provision carries, it does not increase the expense of the census ex- 
ove for press work and paper, for the plates used for the abstract would be 
utilized for the digest which can not be brought out until the last totals of 
the census are obtained. The pose of the House committee was to se- 
cure an abstract which sho be complete as far as possible by July, so 
as to have a popular edition of the final conclusions of the census at that 
time, so far as they have been obtained. 

It seems to have been forgotten by those who discuss the apparent delay 
in the census publications, that the office has published nearly 450 bulletins, 
comprehending over 6,300 pages, and 12 monographs; so that the chief facts 
of the census have long since gone forth to the public. The great volumes 

ves are simply for the permanent preservation of all the details of 


the census. 
Of the Compendium there are to be by law 50,000 copies. The inclosed 
e ot an gives you the provisions of Congress for the publication of 
3 CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
‘ommissioner of Labor in Charge. 
Hon, CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senate. 

I have avery high regard for the wisdom, based upon ex- 
tended e of Commissioner of Labor Wright. As a stat- 
istician he stands very high. I wish that in the letter he had 
given the Senate the benefit of his own views as to the advisa- 


bility of 8 this abstract. He says in his letter that it 
is in the at the urgent request of Mr. CANNON, of the House 
of Representatives, and was approved on his, Mr. CANNON’s, 
urgent reguest by the Committee on Appropriations. Commis- 
sioner Wright carefully abstains, as it seems to me, in his letter 
from any recommendation that this abstract be published. It is 
true, he states how it can be published, and akon suggestions 
as to the limited expenditure that will be incident to its publi- 
cation; but he does not recommend it, and I do not wonder that 
he abstained from such recommendation. _ 

Turning to the act which he incloses with his letter, I find 
that there is to be printed and bound at the Government Print- 
ing Office the reports of the Eleventh Census, and they are to be, 
first, a digest of the leading statistics, not to exceed 200 octavo 
pages, a digest that shall be less in amount of matter and less in 
number of pages than the abstract of 250 octavo pages proposed 
to be published by this bill. 

The Commissioner says that the plates which will be used for 
the abstract which is to be speedily obtained, will be utilized for 
the digest, and, therefore, there will be no expense except for 
the presswork and paper. If that is to be the course of pro- 
cedure, if we are to publish this abstract within a short time, 
and after a greater length of time simply reproduce it under an- 
other name, then I submit that, in addition to this legislation, 
which provides for the printing of the abstract, there should be 
are ing clause abolis e publication of the digest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator let me say a word there? 

Mr. MANDERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Wright says explicitly—and I know 
the Senator does not wish to misinterpret him or misconstrue 
him—in his testimony before the Committee of the House of 
3 which I read last evening, that this abstract 
will be only a part and parcel of the digest which thé law con- 
templates. The matter will all be put in the digest, and will be 
that part of the digest which can now be completed. The di- 
gest entire can not be completed until the last work of the cen- 
sus is finished, because it must be a digest of the entire cen- 
sus, and this will probably be a fourth or a half of the digest, but 
no more. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have been in the habit of realizing as 
an aphorism that the greater included the less. How can it be 
possible that the digest, which is to contain 200 pages, will in- 
clude all that there is in the abstract, which is to contain 250 
pages, and probably more? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is there any law requiring the di- 
gest to contain only 200 pages? : 

Mr. MANDERSON. have just referred to the act. It is 
the law passed February 23, 1893, which provides that there 
shall be printed and bound ‘‘a digest of the leading statistics, 
not to exceed 200 octavo pages.” That is the law. 

Mr.COCKRELL, As à matter of course, the pending bill will 
change that law, because this provides that the abstract is to 


contain not exceeding 25 x patos. 
e are publishing the digest of the 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
leading statistics of 200 octavo es, and no more, 50,000 copies. 
I take it that that digest, come when it will, will cost probably ` 
from 50 to 75 cents per volume to publish. It means, therefore, 
an expenditure of from $25,000 to $30,000. Then we are to pub- 
lish in addition a compendium to the extent of 50,000 copies. I 
sent yesterday afternoon during the discussion for the work 
which is entitled a compendium,” and there is one-third of it. 
[Exhibiting.] I suggested yesterday how it had increased its 
proportions from a single volume, which was contained in the 
compendium of 1860 and.the compendium of 1870, to two octavo 
volumes in 1880, until it has now assumed these tremendous pro- 
portions. Here is volume 1 of the compendium of the last cen- 
sus. [Exhibiting a large volume.] We are to have three great 
tomes like that, which are to be a compendium of the Eleventh 
Census. It seems to me that with thiscompendium, so immense 
in its proportions, and with the digest that is to come after 
awhile,we do not need anabstract. Itis urged, however, that it 
is needed becauss it is something that can be speedily procured. 
The purpose of the House committee was to secure an abstract which 
should pe complete as far as possible by July, so as to have a popular edi- 
tion of the conclusions of the census at that time, so far as they had 
been obtained. z : 


Thereare to be, I understand, twenty-four quarto volumes that 
shall constitute the census reports of the Eleventh Census. Of 
these twenty-four volumes not to exceed three or four have yet 
been issued, and the other twenty or thereabouts are to come 
with the coming years, the final volumes probably to reach us 
after the close of the present century. How can there be an ab- 
stract of the final conclusions of the census by July that will be 
of any value orimportance to the country? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not sup 

| is intended that the abstract shall be anything like a con 


se it 
nsed 
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statement of the subjects-matter that will be contained in the 
later volumes. It is intended to be an abstract covering popu- 
lation and some other things of everyday use to the people, not 
going into the volumes which may be termed to be more of a 
scientific order; and the material is ready for it. I agree with 
the Senator somewhat as to the point he makes that both an ab- 
stract and a digest will not be needed. If the abstract is pro- 
vided for I should doubt considerably the great need of the di- 
gest when we have the compendium. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think there is no doubt about that 
proposition. But the Senator from Maine states that this ab- 
stract is to be a popular edition, not of the final conclusions, but 
of the preliminary matter, containing perhaps the statistics to 
some extent aeo population, the e as to 5 
not going into the partic reports; for instance, the report on 
spec a Penne fish and fisheries, on educational and church 
statistics, pauperism and crime, social statistics, Alaska, In- 
dian, eto. Probably it is not to include any of these particular 
branches of investigation thatare of great value, and the issu- 
ance of which s ily is of great importance not only for the 
satisfaction of a laudable curiosity extant in the country, butfor 
oe better understanding by Congress of matters incident to leg- 

tion. 

if it is the idea simply to obtain speedily for the use of the 
general public information of the general character described 
by the Senator from Maine, I submit that it has already been 
obtained; that it has been issued in advance of Government pub- 
cheap forms, in many methods of gratuitous 

distribution. There is not a live, energetic newspaper in the 
United States that did not in its issue of an almanac on the Ist 
day of January, 1891, give to the public for an expenditure per- 
haps of 10, 15, or 25 cents, the very information that it is pro- 
posed to publish in this abstract; and when 1892, 1893, and 1894 
came and increased matter could be obtained from the reports 
of the Census Office, and the files of that office, these publica- 
tions, so cheap in price, have increased in value. I think that 
the public demand has been thus supplied, and that it is unnec- 
essary that we should go into this additional expenditure of from 
$50,000 to $100,000, an expense not warranted, so far as the letter 
from Commissioner Wright is concerned, by any recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner. 
Mr. President, I hope that this paragraph will be stricken ont. 
I think with the compendium to be issued during the next two or 
three years, and with the 5 5 that is to come to us, we do not 
need an abstract. I do not know where the matter is to stop. 
Perhaps after the abstract is obtained there will be something 
else needed in the way of tables. or whatnot. If the motion to 
strike out the paragraph should not obtain I shall seek to very 
materially amend it tothe extent of the repeal of that part of 
the law which provides for the publication of the digest and ab- 
solutely requiring that this matter shall be ready for the printer 
in the office of the Superintendent of the Census by the Ist day 
of June atleast. But I hope the motion to strike out will ob- 


n. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there will be no objection to let- 
ting the paragraph be stricken out. Let the question be puton 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, to strike out the para- 
graph on page 5, from line 2 to line 15, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isimply desire to suggest that with the 
extraordinary unanimity of action in the Senate on the motion 
to strike putt feel well content that the Senate conferees upon 
the bill, when it gets into conference will succeed in convincing 
the House conferees that the amendment should obtain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt the other House will agree 
to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there bo no further amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the 


lication in man 


Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
Mr. ALLEN. esterday I had the honor to make an inquiry 


of the Senator from Missouri upon the subject of the destruc- 
tion of certain portions of census data. 
Mr. COC LL, Ihave some letters here that explain the 
whole Kiingi eee I shall have printed. : 
Mr. AL . I should like to have that matter explained 
guie thoroughly before this measure comes to a vote. My in- 
ormation may be entirely incorrect; I do not know how that is; 
but if any material portion of the data gathered for the census 
is being destroyed and is not being printed in its proper place 
in the census bulletins and reports, the country ought to be in- 
formed of that fact. It occurs to me that an amendment ht 
= eeprom ori to the bill which would require the 5 
e g 


Jam not in a position to say that anything of that kind has 
been done, nor am I ina position to say that it has not been done. 
I have been informed from what I take to be a eredible source 
that work which has been set up, plates which had been made 
upon material subjects, are absolutely being torn out and de- 
stroyed, und that the Interior Department or the Census Bu- 
reau refuses to publish the matter. Ido not think the Govern- 
ment ought to pay for the publication of a mutilated’ census re- 
port. I think the people of this country have a right to know, 
and they ought to know, everything tobe known with reference 
to our country, and that the Census Bureau ought not to consti- 
tute itself a censor of the matter that is to appear in the census 
reports. Before any vote is taken upon the pending measure, I 
age onp should like to have this matter fully and thoroughly ex- 
plained. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All Icansay is that Col. Carroll D. Wright, 
who has the reputation of being a truthful, reliable gentleman; 
says positively that there has been no such mutilation. Now, i 
can not go there and examine it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What does he say? = 
Mr. COCKRELL. He says there has been no such mutilation 
as the Senator from Nebraska refers to. Ihave the letters here 
from him, and I have a letter from one man whose record Col. 
Wright is charged to have mutilated, stating that there has 

been no mutilation, and that is Mr. S. N. D. North. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have here forty-two pages of Mr. North's 
report, with a blue pencil memorandum on them, marked 
“omit.” They are right here on my desk. = 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here isa letter from North in which he 
says it is entirely right. < : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the case pröcisely. Mr. North 
was not willing to do it, but thought it best to submit. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will be kind 
enough to put into the RECORD the letters from Col. Wright on 
this subject, or have them read at the desk before the vote on 
this measure is taken, so that we may be fully informed as to 
the truth of the matter. s 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall have them published as a separate 
document. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
being House bill 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 3 

Mr. PEFFER resumed the speech begun by him on Friday 
Ape 6, and after having spoken four hours— 

r. QUAY (at 5 o’elock p. m.] said: Will the Senator from 
Kansas permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PEFFER. Notif it is for any pie that would delay 
the proceeding. I think we shall probably be here anyway an 
hour yet, and I can conclude in thirty minutes if the Senate will 
remain with me that long. 

Mr. QUAY. The agreement by unanimous consent was that 
debate upon the tariff should close at 5 o'clock. : 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall vield, of course, if it is insisted upon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The unanimous-consent agreement was 
that the debate upon the pending bill should begin at 1 o'clock 
and close at 5. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. T ask for the enforcement of that unan- 
imous-consent agreement. I understand from the Senator from 
Kansas that he himself does not desire to proceed, and it is in 
violation of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is this way, Mr. President: If I were to con- 
sult my own comfort and convenience I should prefer to discon- 
tinue my remarks and continue them to-morrow; but I have a 
greater respect for the Senate than I have for myself, and I do 
notwish to inflict myself upon it hereaiter if I may be permitted 
to proceed now. 

Mr. GRAY. The obvious meaning of the unanimous consent 
as understood, it seems to me, by every one—certainly by my- 
self—was that the bill should be taken up at 1 o’clock, and that 
the debate should continue until 5 o’clock, unless some one 
wished to speak after that hour, and then I suppose the rule and 
aed ag of the Senate would obtain in regard to the individual 
speaker. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That was not the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 


[Mr. PEFFER’S 
have been concluded. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 


ech will be published entire after it shall 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate, and the 
question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend an amendment made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. In line 4, page 8, I move to strike out 
„ thirty- thousand“ before ‘‘dollars” and insert forty thousand 
three hundred and forty;” and to insert after line 4, ten thou- 
sand three hundred and forty dollars of which amount shall be 
available for deficiencies for the years 1892 and 1893;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


For special assistants to United States district attorneys, $40,340, $10,340 of 
which amount shall be available for deficiencies for the years 1892 and 1893. 


I offer this amendment because Executive Document, No. 159, 
being the regular estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
makes it in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is no objection to the amendment. 
It was not presented to the committee, and therefore was not in- 
corporated in the bill. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole as amended, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for a reservation of the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that amendment be reserved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No other amendment being re- 
served, the question is on concurring in the remaining amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the reserved amendment be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, beginning at line 2, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the ole, struck out the following para- 
graph: 

The Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census 18 hereby di- 
rected to prepare forthwith an abstract giving the state and other totals of 
the main facts collected at the Eleventh Census, with comparative data, 
which abstract shall not exceed 250 octavo pages, and shall be printed at the 
Government Office, and be ready for distribution on or before the 
Ist day of August next. There shall be yenen and bound in cloth of such 
abstract 100,900 copies, of which 60.000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives; 30,000 copies for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate; 7.500 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
and 2,500 copies for the use of the Census Office. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, striking 
out the paragraph which has just been read. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment which I ask to 


have read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be read 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by insert- 


ing, after line 9, on page 1 
To the list of judgments of the Court of Claims rendered since March 
4, 1893, nc a been no appeal and the time for appeal has ex- 


Mr.GALLINGER. In support of my amendment I hold in 
my hand a list of judgments of the Court of Claims which have 
been rendered since the date named init. These judgments 
cover various claims of citizens of the UnitedStates. The pres- 
ent deficiency bill provides for the payment of certain claims 
for amounts due officers of the Government, which I take it are 
of comparatively recent origin. But some of these claims at 
least are more than thirty years old; and yet they have been 
submitted to the Court of Claims of the United States and had 
their validity passed upon, and many of them have been ap- 

aled to the Supreme Court of the United States and the man- 
date of the Supreme Court has issued in their favor. 

Some of these claims are amounts due men who have acted as 
letter-carriers of the United States, and they have not been paid 
the full amount that was due them. I notice that one claim is 
for fees as chief supervisor of elections of the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania, one is for fees as United States commissioner, 
another for fees as United States clerk of court; again 

Mr.HALE. Whatdocument is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is a Letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury transmitting a list of judgments of Court of Ci 8 
since March 4, 1893,” and it is dated December 20, 1893. 

Mr.HALE. What is the number of the Executive Docu- 


ment? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is Executive Document No. 11. There 


are claims such as for fees as United States commissioner, fees 


as United States clerk of court, fees again as United States com- 
missioner, extra pay ofa general service messenger of the Army, 
extra pay of a soldier of the United States Army on certificate 
of merit; and then other claims for services rendered by hum- 
ble citizens of the Republic. There is one claim that has been 

d upon by the Court of Claims and affirmed by the Supreme 
Court, by which 8 that we owe the Pottawatomie Indians 
of Michigan and Indiana $104,626, which amount is due under 
various treaty stipulations of the United States and has been 
due for a considerable number of years. Again, there isa claim 
on the part of a United States clerk of court, another of a 
United States naval officer, and again another of a United States 
clerkof court. There is a claim on a contract to furnish beef at 
the Fort Peck Agency, in Montana. 

I presume the beef was consumed a great many years ago. 
This citizen of the Republic, although the Court of Claims has 
decided in his favor, and the Supreme Court likewise, if his case 
was appealed, has affirmed the judgment, is refused payment, it 
seems, for that food product which he furnished to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Again, there is a United States 
commissioner; again, there is a chaplain in the United States 
Army, who has not been paid for the services he rendered in be- 
half of the souls of the soldiers of the Republic. There is an- 
other letter-carrier who seems to have been defrauded, another 
clerk of a court, and still another clerk of a court. <A citizen of 
the Republic, the Public Printer, rented buildings. I notice 
the name of John C. Rives, His administrator brought suit. 
The Court of Claims says that a certain amount is due him, and 
the Supreme Court affirms that judgment. 

We come here, as we have during the present Congress, with 
four deficiency bills for the purpose of paying sums that are un- 
doubtedly due citizens of the Republic, but the claims for which 
are comparatively fresh, and yet we have this document before 
us, where the Court of Claims has decided and the Supreme 
Court has affirmed its decision, that the Government owes this 
money to citizens of the United States. To my knowledge, a 
friend of mine has a claim in this list that is thirty-two yearsol 
I submit, if we do not include these claims in the pending de- 
ficiency bill, we are doing ourselves a wrong, as well asthe men 
in whose behalf I nowappeal. I trustthatthere may be no mis- 
take about this matter, and that the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations will not only see the justice 
but the urgency of paying these men the amounts that are due. 
This is all I care to say just now. 

Mr. HALE. Let me call the Senator's attention to the large 
item found at the beginning of the third page. I suggest to him 
that before moving his amendment he should strike that out, 
because that would certainly give rise tocontroversy and pre- 
vent favorable action npon his amendment. Itis the large sum 
of $800,000 for the Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians. 
I suggest to the Senator that he will disembarrass his amend- 
ment if he strikes that out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. L have noobjection to having the amend- 
ment modified by reducing the amount, and stating the sum in 
the amendment exclusive of that claim. ` 

Mr. HALE. Yes, exclusive of that claim. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not see why thore should be a dis- 
tinction made among these judgments. 

Mr.GALLINGER. There should not be, as a matter of jus- 


tice. 
e Ik one should be paid, surely all should 
paid. 

Mr. HALE. There is a distinction, I will state to the Sen- 
ator. Certain claims are of a class that always give rise to con- 
troversy, and this is one. It always has done so and always will. 
It is so large a sum, being nearly a million dollars, that the prob- 
able sense of the Senate would be that without investigation 
by a committee it should not be put on the bill. The others, 
which are smaller, do not raise that objection. I should think 
the Senutor hiinself would see the propriety of striking out this 
large item and taking the question upon the others. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While off-hand I suggested that I would 
be willing to eliminate this claim from the list, I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to the fact that not only has this 
claim been passed upon by the Court of Claims, but that the 
mandate of the Supreme Court, under date of May 29, 1893, af- 
firms the judgment on that claim. So I think really the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is right when he says we ought not to dis- 
criminate against a claim that has run the gauntlet of the Court 
of Claims and the Supreme Court of the United States, and elimi- 
nate it from the amendment. s 

Mr. HALE. I can only say that on this old claim and the 
class of claims which a great many of us know about, until I had 
examined the papers and thé judgment of the court to see what 
it covers, and read the mandate, as the Senator calls it, [should 
not for one be willing to vote for the amendment. 


1894. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I do not think that any 
between these differ- 


hy should they not be paid? Woyahoua the United 
States continue in the po tion of being as dilatory, not to say as 
unprincipled and as dishonorablea debtor as there is in the world? 
Its reputation is so odorous and notorious that even the play- 
writer upon it and bases plays upon the facts, and we have 
represented upon the stage by great actors the position of the 
claimant who year after year presents himself ap ingly atthe 
doors of Congress and asks that an honest debt shall be paid. 

I have heard it stated by some of those who have grown gray 
in Congressional service that if they had a claim against the 
Government of the United States which had to undergo the 
scrutiny and receive the action of Congress, rather than permit 
their heirs to proceed in an effortat recovery they would destroy 
every paper connected with the claim; that economy would dic- 
tate such a course, that peace of mind would promptit. It is 
‘notorious that year after year and session after session of Con- 

ress, because of a fear to appropriate enough money to pay the 
fonas debts of the Government, they are not paid and deserv- 
ing creditors suffer shame and loss. 

o reason can be urged, it seems to me, why a single one of 
these claims should not be paid, and no reason can be urged 
why the vast amount of money due the frontiersmen, due the set- 
tlers of the Western country for Indian depredation claims, 
should not be paid. Year after year those claimants appealed 
to Congress. At last in response, in feeble response to their 
demands, we organized a court; Indian depredation claims were 
sent to the court for trial; and although they had become so 
old under these enforced delays that it was difficult to prove 
them, they have in many instances been proven and judgments 
have been obtained. Yet uponno appropriation bill is there a 
single dollar ever acai for the payment of those just 
claims and in satisfaction of the judgments obtained against 
the United States. They ought to be paid, in common decency 
and fair aonan and I am very glad to see that upon this ap- 
propriation bill, an urgent deficiency bill, there is an effort on 
the part of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER 
to reach even in part this honest and decent result. If I ha 
the matter within my reach, so that I could present it as an 
amendment to his amendment, I should move to add every In- 
dian depredation claim upon which a judgment has been ren- 


ered. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope theSenator will not insist upon the 
amendment. The Senator from Maine me HALE] made aclear 
statement in regard to this old Indian claim known as the “Old 
Settlers’ ” claim. 

Here is an other item for the Pottawatomie Indians in Michi- 
gan and in Indiana of $104,626, which, it is said, is under a 
treaty stipulation. The committee have not had time to examine 
it so as to see out of what fund it should be paid, or whether it 
is to come directly out of the Treasury. We know nothing about 
it. This is simply an estimate. of these matters belong to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill which will soon come 
from the House of Representatives, and upon that bill we shall 
consider them and investigate all these items. 

Here are several items for losses and damages under contract 
for work in connection with the water supply of the District of 
Columbia, proposing to make the United States pay. That sum 
should come out of the treasury of the District of Columbia, and 
not out of the Treasury of the United States. 

There is no urgeney about these matters, and when the gen- 
eral deficiency bill comes up they will all be duly considered and 
be put under the proper headings, so as to come outof the proper 
fund. The amount of several thousand dollars which ought to 
be paid by the District of Columbia will not then come out of 
the Treasury, and the $104,626 will come out of the trust funds 
which belong to the Indians and be properly designated. The 
item of $800,386.31 to the ‘‘ Old Settlers” will come out of moneys 
due them under treaty stipulations for lands belonging to the m. 
As the matter stands now it can not be done, and I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to say that he will insist upon including these elalms in 
the regular deficiency bill? 

1 COCKRELL. Isay they belong to the regular deficiency 
cot GALLINGER. What hope have we that they will be in- 
serted? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have not investigated the claims. I am 
in favor of paying them, so far as that is concerned, but I am in 
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favor of paying them according to the judgments of the courts 
and according to law. > 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] talks about 
the Old Settlers” as though they were the old pioneers. They 
are Indians known as the Old Settlers“ or Western Cherokee 
Indians. Their claims arise under a treaty with them. Iwould 
insert a provision to pay them according to the treaty out of the 
money and lands due them, and I would put in the other items 
to be paid out of the proper funds; but I would not put all the 
claims contained in a document in this way. The Senator from 
Maine, who is a member of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations on the general deficiency bill, will give at- 
tention to these matters. The committee always does that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The first man I met whom I knew when 
I came to the other House of Congress from my State, was a man 
who had a claim against the Government of the United States. 
I did not know of it until I met him on Pennsylvania avenue. 
He explained to me that he had a claim against the Government 
that was about thirteen years old, for 8400. He had been here 
at every session of Congress, he said, during those thirteen years 
and he had spent about three times as much as the amount o 
the claim in endeavoring to get it adjusted. He had eight or 
ten different unanimous si! gies but he never could get his 
claim through Congress. took the matter in hand, and in 
about six months I succeeded in getting his claim through the 
other House, and in about three months more it passed the Sen- 
ate of the United States. He was a very poor man, and when 
the bill passed and was signed by President Cleveland I spent 
25 cents to reach his boarding place, only to learn there that 
he had died three days before and had been buried by charity 
in the District of Columbia. 

If the Government of the United States, Mr. President, could 
be treated as a private citizen is treated in regard to its pecun- 
iary obligations to its citizens, it would be in State’s prison con- 
stantly for larceny. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] . s that 
aman who has a claim against the Government of the United 
States, however just it may be, might better toss itinto the Po- 
tomac River or into the furnace in his house, rather than to under- 
take to prosecute it before the Congress of the United States. 
In my opinion it is a shame and a disgrace that we sit here year 
after year and allow claims adjudicated, as these claims have 
been adjudicated, to remain unpaid. 

My only desire is to call the attention of the Senate to this 
matter in the hope that the Committee on Appropriations may 
either now consent to have these claims included in this deti- 
ciency bill, or that they may certainly include them in the next 
deficiency bill, urgent or otherwise, which may come before the 
Senate for its consideration . 

Iam inclined to think that the objection made by the chair- 
man of the committee is wellfounded. I have no disposition to 
make the United States pay money which the District of Colum- 
bia should pay. I think the United States pays its full share 
in these matters. 

So far as the large Indian claim is concerned, I have a great 
deal of sympathy with the poor Indians, who have been cheated 
by this great Government out of nearly a million dollars. The 
fact that they are Indians is an added reason why I should in- 
sist that they should be dealtfairly with and not defrauded 
and cheated by a Government which has driven them from pil- 
A p post until now they are almost outcasts in the United 

8. 

In view of the objection which has been urged and the sug- 
gestions which have been made by the chairman of the commit- 
tee calling attention to the fact that these claims can not very 
well be allowed in lump, and as I have not had time to consider 
them in detail and am not preparon to offer amendments on each 
separate item, I will withdraw the amendment, trusting to the 
generosity and, as we are all glad to testify, to the fair dealing 
of the distinguished chairman of the committee, that he may 
himself endeavor to get these claims put into the next deficiency 


-bill that comes before Congress. 


Mr. COCKRELL, We shall take them up in the general de- 
ficiency bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand that the 
amendment is withdrawn? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, Lhave no amendment to offer, 
but I propose to put on record now some criticisms as to the 
management of the census reports. When Mr. Porter left the 
Census Bureau last year, on the 2Ist of July, he reported that 
328 pages of the reporton manufactures were completed and that 
those 328 pages were stereotyped. 

As to the report of Mr. North upon woolen manufactures and 
upon the whole wool industry, I think it is one of the most val- 
uable reports ever printed, and that Mr. North is one of the most 


from the beginning of the Government to that time. 
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competent men in the country to do such work. He gave great 
think is 


labor to it and took great pride in it, and made what I 


an ingly valuable report. I suppose the criticism of Sec- 
ment a upon the historical portian of the report was as to 
ngth. 


In the census of 1860, during Democratic control, there was a 
report on the condition and the history of the woolen 1 

t was a 
valuable historical sketch, but it was imperfect. The returns 
were imperfect, difficult to make, and it is almost impossible to 
make anything like a correct history of that industry, because 
the censuses taken in early years were themselves very imper- 
fect, the subjects were not sufficiently classified, and perhaps 
capable men were not always employed. 

North, not at too great length, but I think in a condensed 
way, has made a very eee history of the progress of the 
woolen industry. He does not say anywhere that its condition 
was owing to good times or times when certain changes 
were made, but that manufactures went down during crises of 
extraordinary disaster. It is evident to me on reading, not that 
paper alone, but others, that many of the troubles.of our manu- 

urers during the last seventy-five years were due toa vi- 
tiated currency and general catastrophes and calamities which 
overtake business from time to time without any satisfactory 
explanation. 

I think there was an undue jealousy of Mr. North’s report, 
lest there should be some material in it for a protective argu- 
ment. At the close of this historical sketch the following para- 
graph has been eliminated: 

We find the domestic wool manufacture in 1890, in the point of Sealey E 
ment, where itis fairly comparable with that of E countries. it 
exceeded by that of Great Britain in the quantity of wool consumed, and 
ey. in the value of product. It exceeds the wool manufacture of 

nee, Germany,and every other continental nation in both particulars. 
Its advance d the last thirty years has been far more ra than inany 
other country. This fact may be demonstrated by a comparison with Great 
Britain, whose statistics of wool consumption aremoreaccurately compiled 
than those of any other European nation. 

Before 1860 we imported more woolen goods, in duty-paid value, than we 
made in our own factories. Our woolen manufacturers consumed but 98,- 
379,785 pounds of greasy wool in thatyear. In 1890 their consumption had 

‘own to 434,000,000 pounds. In 1880 the British manufacture was consum- 

300,000,000 pounds of woolannually, three times as much as our own. In 
1800 the British manufacture consumed about 470,000,000 pounds, or but 8 
per cent more than our own. 


A change from threefold to only 8 per cent more. 

In-these 80 years our manufacturing 8 of wool has increased 
nearly 340 per cent, while that of Great Britain grown 57 per cent. 

That was not an incidental summary, but a compact history. 
If that be stricken out, it is because Lam really afraid that it 
does furnish material for a protective argument. 

Ishall not trouble the Senate with selections from the forty- 
two or forty-three pages which I have here that have been 
stricken from the report. The pencil marks on the pages I have 
here show how the work of elimination has been done. 

This was a work completed and approved asmuch as any work 
was approved. Ifit was not approved by any formal record in 
the Department, it was certainly by the oral approval of the 
order to go to print by Mr. Porter, and it was approved by Mr. 
Secretary Noble. I hold in my hand the completed work of the 
previous Administration. 

That is not all, Mr. President. The report upon iron and steel, 
ler under the direction of Superintendent Porter by Dr. 

jam M. Sweet, of Philadelphia, one of the most competent 
men in the country for such work, has been cut and expurgated, 
and portions showing the development of the industry in com- 
parison with that of other countries, Dr. Sweethas been informed, 
will be omitted from the report. The special agent of the Cen- 
sus Bureau called on Dr. Sweet within a week to show him the 
eliminated portionsofhisreport. To this mutilation of his report 
Dr. Sweet strenuously objected, and is still earnestly protest- 
ing against it. 

That was & completed work. I do not know what authorit; 
Secretary Smith had to take that completed work, after it had 
been approved Py a previous Administration, eliminate and re- 
mold it and still leave the name of Dr. Sweet to it, and publish 
it as the census report collected under the law for that purpose. 

I do not know precisely the particulars, but there is fault to 
be found, in my judgment, in the treatment of the report upon 
the Indians. The law for the census of 1890, departing a little 
from theusual path, instructed the officer in charge of that work 
to report not only the mere figures of the population, industries 
etc., but, to use a general phrase, concerning the condition of 
the Indians. From what I know of the man who did the work, 
Mr. Donaldson, of Philadelphia, and from what I know of the 
list of men he employed and the care he took, I believe that is 
a document of inestimable value, and it should be printed as he 
wrote it; it is necessary that it should be so printed. If there 
be any little repetitions in it they should be corrected, but the 
document as he wrote it would a historical document, and 


would be looked back to ten, twenty, thirty, or forty years hence 
as giving more correctly the status of the Indian at this time 
than any similar work has ever done. It was accompanied with 
photographs, 

The proposition has been made—I do not know how much has 
been done—to cut down that work very largely and destroy its 
usefulness. The criticism made upon that work is that there 
are quotations in it from the reports of Secretaries of the In- 
terior or Commissioners of indian Affairs from time to time. 
So there are, but those quotations are indis e, as anyone 
can see in a moment by e the work for anything like 
a historical statement or description of the present condition of 
the Indians. 

These are not the only criticisms I might make. I might 
make many more from the rather imperfect information I have, 
but those I have stated I believe to be pus criticisms upon the 
conduct of the present Secretary of the Interior in changing 
work that had n completed by a previous Administration, 
without sufficient authority, or without any authority. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut whether the report made by Mr. Donaldson has 
actually been cut and mutilated? 

Ppt AWLEY. Isupposeithas been. That is my informà- 
on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there any official statement to that effect? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON] knows, perhaps, better than I about that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that about 400 pages of 
the final work treating upon the general subject of Indians taxed 
and not taxed has been or will be eliminated from the work. I 
might state that.this work of Mr. Donaldson, who was the ex- 
3 agent, was performed under this authorization of 
the statute: 


The Superintendent of Census may employ special A or other means 
to make an enumeration of all Indians living within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, with such information as to their condition. as may be ob- 
tainabdle, classifying them as to Indians taxed, and Indians not taxed. 


Proceeding under that statute, Special Agent Donaldson pre- 


(seme certain reports—and I have one before me—on the Mogui- 
ueblo Indians. These bulletins,some three or four in number, 
were 


printed and issued exactly as they were prepared by him. 
The only parts of the whole work not yet er are a report 
on the Five Civilized Tribes, that I understand is partly printed 
and in the hands of the printer and the final work, treating gen- 
erally upon the subject and called Indians Taxed and not Taxed, 
which is also printed and in the hands of the printer. I under- 
stand both these works have been somewhat mutilated or cut by 
the blue pencil of a reviser. 

The manuscript of the work known as tho Five Civilized Tribes 
having been examined by the Committee on the Five Civilized 
Tribes of the Senate, was seen by them to be of such very great 
importance, and it was felt that it contained information so val- 
uable, that that committee before departing for the expedition 
to the Indian Territory, where they now are, ordered it printed: 
and that work, without any of the illustrations, has been printed 
for the use of that committee. I was told by the Senator from 
Connecticut and the Senator from Colorado that that work 
would be of very great value to them in making their explora- 
tions of the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is referring to my colleague 
[Mr. PLATT], who is on the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Yes; to the colleague of the Senator, 
and to the Senator from Colorado. 

The other work, which has not yet been issued, eb ee 
printed, known as Indians Taxed and Not Taxed, L have ex- 
amined with great thoroughness. As it was originally written, 
it was a most valuable publication. It seems to me that it isa 
very full and at the same time a careful and exact. compliance 
with the law. Itgives the condition of these Indians. There 
is nothing that I can see of surplusage in it, and nothing that 
ought to be omitted. Much of it, as I say, is already in print in 
the Printing Office, and if there is to be any revision or cutting 
down of this final report it will be the elimination of that which 
is already in type, and much of which, I understand, is already 
electroty in the Public Printing Office. 

The value of that work will appear from what I shall read. 
Dr. Daniel G. Brinton is known, perhaps, to every student of 
ethnology, and there is no more exactobserver of the American 
Indian than he. 

I will read a letter from him on the character of these works 


dressed to the author: 
ae PHILADELPHIA, PA., September 18, 1993. 


DEAR Sir: I wish to express to you the very great interest and pleasure I 
took inexamining your inal report on the Indian tribes, as shown to me in 
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Healt „we really know so little. It would be difficult to overestimate the 
nest such work as present; because, as everyone knows. the oppor- 
tunity to repeat it at any future census willnotexist. TheIndian tribes are 
changing so rapidly in every and Pe i that another decade will forever ob. 
literate many a peculiarity which you haye so successfully noted and 


All that I have said above of the final report is equallytrue of the bulletin 
prepared of the Five Civilized Tribes. itis an excellent study of these im- 
tnations, and I trust that its contents will soon be available both to 

—— and those practically interested in the welfare of these peoples. 

In.conciusion, I wish to repeat what I have previously expressed to you 
personally and inscientific journals, that the Census bulletins relating to 
onr Indian population issued by you must always rank among the very best 
of our first-hand sources of information, and lbe referred to as such by 
all futuro historians of the aboriginal race of our country. 

EEA DANIEL G. BRINTON. 

Mr. THOMAS DONALDSON. 


Mr. Donaldson, who was selected for this work, won his spurs 
in an exploration and labor akin to this when, years ago, he was 
selected to ile the treatise on the public lands of the 
United States. There is no public document, there is none that 
in the West, at least, has been so largely sought as this four- 
volume edition showing the history of the public domain of the 
United States and giving a compilation of the laws and the de- 
cisions. It is rail in the library of every practicing lawyer in 
the West who has proper regard for the duties devolving upon 
him incident to his profession, and I have no question but that 
there will be a demand very speedily for some supplemental 
work of the same character and a reprint of the publication to 
which I refer. 3 

Afterwards Mr. Donaldson issued under thedirection, Ithink, 
of the Bureau of Ethnology or the Smithsonian Instituten work 
upon the Indian, which, while small as compared with thislater 
exploration, is also of great value. He is a very exceptional 
man in his ability to pursue intelligently these subjects, and is 

d among those who are interested in them as n 


recognize 
better fitted and qualified for such work than any other man 
the country. 

Whoever may be dis to eliminate and use the blue pencil 


posed 
in out down this work should doso with great caution, for I 
do not believe there is any man in the country so well qualified 
to write upon the subject as this expert, and he who proposes to 
expurgate or expunge his work should do it with exceeding 
great care and make haste very slowly. : : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to state merely a single factand then 
I shall be done. I want to add to my previous statement that it 
will be surely found upon examination, I think, that the matter 
already set up and stereotyped at acostof from 850,000 to$75,000 
has been thrown away by reason of the expurgations to which 
reference has been made. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to know whether this compilation of 
historical evidence and examination of facts has been submitted 
to and approved by the predecessor of Mr. Wright? Ido not 
know how that is. Did Mr. Porter approve of this work? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He did. Mr. Porter approved of the woolen 
report and of the Indian report. 

r. MORGAN. According to my understanding of the law 
governing the Departments in matters of that kind, his succes- 
sor in office has not any right to disapprove it after it becomes 
a record of the Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand also that the matter has been 
printed, or that the printing is nearly completed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe it is all stereotyped. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I object very seriously to the 
cutting out from the Census Report that part of the report 
which I happen to have looked over with some care—not all of 
It, but a part of it—and which I consider to be the most credit- 
able part of the entire production so far as I have observed it, 
especially with regard to the matters of special examinations 
which are required to be ascertained and reported upon by spe- 
cial agents. 

I should with great reluctance reject anything that Mr. 
Donaldson has done in the way of investigation of the laws or 
conditions relating te the public lands or the Indians of this 
country. He, I believe I think Iam correct about that—was 
the editor of the Catlin collection of the Indian tribes and their 
Hse 1 reminiscences published by the Smithsonian Insti- 

on 


Mr. MANDERSON. That is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a very t work. There is not a 
book which has been published by the United States which re- 
flects more credit u the Government than that, unless it may 
be the Public Land Laws or the Public Domain, which was gotten 
up and published by the same gentleman. 

So he, having been employed as a special agent, having made 
his 8 and it having been approved by the predecessor of 
Mr. Wright, I can not ne anything more improper than 
for him to thrust his hand here and cut-out pages and pages. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
if he is aware that Mr. North, the gentleman who prepared the 
report on wool, stated that the changes were made in it for good 
reasons, and with his full consent and 9 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not speaking of the wool report. 
speaking of the Indian article. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator was speaking of theother 


report. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. Ido not know anything about 
the wool report. Iam speaking of the Indian report. 

I think it is a ruthless act to thrust a knife into those pages 
and cut out auy part of what Mr. Donaldson has put there, I do 
not care whether it be original matter that he himself wrote or 
whether it has béen collected from the reports of different Gov- 
ernment officers and agents from time to time and edited by him 
and thrown together in connection with his own observation, so 
as to make this narrative complete in its historical character. 

As a member of the Committee on Public Lands, I have often 
had occasion to refer to the book on the Public Domain asa 
standard work. I do not think there is a Senator who ever 
looked at it who did not regard it as of the highest authority on 
the subject.of the history and condition of the public lands. 

As a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs also, what- 
ever this ee has published I haye always taken us being 
the very best.exposition possible of the question; and I should 
feel very reluctant ind to find that anything had been done 
to take those contributions out of the census reports. 

i 8 COCKRELL. Mr. President, I will read the following 
etter: 


Lam 


Roox 21, MALTBY BUILDING, Washington, D. C., Apri, 1894. 


respect. 
of the census, 1 


pre. 
nary historicai for reasons explained in the let- 
ter of the Acting Secretarg ot the Interior dated October 12, 1833, and with 
my full consent and approval. — 


Very respectfully, 
ibs 2 S. N. D. NORTH, Special Agent. 
Hon. CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Superiatendent.of Census. 


I have another letter, which reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICR, 
Washington, 11, 1894, ~ 

DEAR Sin: Some remarks were mate .thism on the floor of the Sen- 
ate in the discussion on H. R. 6556, so far as it relates to the Eleventh Census, 
which would indicate that the facts relating to the publication of the Elev- 
ee ought to be n your hands when the bill comes up for further 

e 5 
I have the honor, therefore, to inform you that the publications of the 
Eleventh Census, consisting of twenty-four quarto volumes, are being 
brought ont in accordance with the act approved February 23, 1893; that 
they are being brought out in the integrity of the intention of that act, and 
as originally planned by my predecessor oftiee. No report is being sup- 
pressed; nostatements of factsare being changed orinany way mutilated; no 
plates have been destroyed, and no — 5 has been allowed in the final prep- 
aration of this vast amount of material. Some of the reports have under- 
gonerevision under my administration of the Census Office, but only insucha 
way as to make the reports of far more value to the Congress and to yet el 
lic, This has been done without the slightest violation of the rights of the 
authors of the reports and without any violation of.the matter re 
One report has been revised to such an extent that the original plates can 
a boonen in full, but they will be used so far as possible and in no case 

estroyed. 

Of the whole twenty-four volumes only thres have been published; twenty- 
one, therefore, re: to be published. The general clerical work on 
these twenty-one volumes will be Cally finished in June. Theremain- 
der of the work will be the compietion of parts uf three volumes, and the 
aomena amount of proof-reading and revision essential to the integrity of 
the census. 

With respect to the abstract provided for in H. R. 6556, T-would say that it 
is a suggestion of the House, and will ve ly the provided for 
in the act to provide for the publication of the Eleventh approved 
February 23, 1893. The plates for the one can be used for the other; but a 
complete digest can not be panahe until the last page of the copy of the cen- 
sus reports is ready. Theabstract is tocomprehend allthat isready by July 
1, and inno way displaces anything else. 

Of the Compendium, one volume was issued prior to my taking charge of 
the census, and the other volumes must be orm with it; the second is 
nearly ready. 

From these statements you can readlly judge of the condition of the pub 
lications of the Eleventh Census and of the necessity of the legislation asked 


for. 
Lam, very respectfully, 
z 7 : CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge. 
Hon. F. M. Co 


CKRELL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


I also take occasion in connection with the same matter to 
read another letter, Which is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Wasi on, April 6, 1894. 
th t defi in which 
ene e en! ciency bill, 


My DEAR SIR: At the he 
tems relating to the census. vou 80 


are some 1 
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me this morning, you made an 
had been made to tre: effect that 


bout that report. I had a long talk with 
— — in pbs Jarl ret to it, and I have just as much 


mutilation, as any one else. t will be a valuable work, 
and it was in consequence of the conversation I had with Col. 
Donaldson that I called on Mr. Wright face to face, to know 
T he was doing. This letter continues: 


am exceedingly obliged to you for sana my attention to this matter, 
tor ite enables me to Langa ou in ion of the facts. 

When I took chai the Census Office, October 6, 1893, I found that the 
report onthe Five Yvilized Tribes and the final report upon the Indians 
were under revision. In order to have the revision systematic, just to the 
author, Mr.Thomas Donaldson, and the report creditable tothe Government, 
and in order to have all the reports which were left for me to publish conform 
to the plans laid down by my predecessor, and further to meetthe require- 
ments of law under a liberal construction, I issued to the editors oru the census 
gen neral instructions (a copy of which is inclosed, . —.— “A’’), and special 

tructions relative to the report on Indians (copy inclosed, marked B'). 
The necessary revision has d ed the ee ofthe works in question 
for the reason that in the final work on In there are over pages 

printed), or near 88 ot the whole oo taken almost 5 

the dian A 


om the rts o mmissioners of In fiairs and others, and 
have not felt warranted in putting the Government to the expense of re- 
ub so much matter. Great blocks of this material have been taken 
the reports of the Commissioners of Indian Affairs 1 credit. 


The whole work is now 1 completed, but it will be indefinitely 
delayed untila 1 copyright is settled. I assure you that no at- 
tempt has been e, or will be made, to suppress any of the material facts 
Mr. Donaldson or his assistants for the 88 ot the Eleventh 
Census. No statements of facts Lave been or will nged or altered in 
any way; but wherever errors appear, such as are found in additions, etc., 
have been taken to secure accurate statements. No violence is being 
one to Mr. Donaldson’s report in any respect. I am simply doing my duty, 
which is to see that the reportis — els out in such a way that the Govern- 
mentshall be assisted and notinjured. I may further state that I have eve 
reason to believe that my efforts in the way of the revision of Mr. Donald- 
son’s report have been 3 uiesced in by him, because I notified 
him at once of the revision and its 8 and sent him copies of my let- 
ters marked A and “ B," as inclosed, and I hare oo prg bea to this day, 
received a word of objection or protest from him. ereforo assure 
ou that, so far as the records of this office are 5 Mr. Donaldson 
y acquiesces in the revision that has taken pence 
eae matter which causes ees — the kg lication of Mr. Donaldson's 
t relates to a claim which has n filed here by Mr. Charles F. Lum- 
of San Francisco, the author of several illustrated works on the In- 
diane. A copy of Mr. Lummis's letter or claim is filedjherewith, and marked 
„C.“ In this the Government is notified that it will be held responsible in 
damages for the ill use by Mr. Donaldson of various copyrighted illus- 
Taina Mr. Donaldson hasinformed me that hecan defeat any such claim. 

Ihave called upon him to a waiver of the claim of Mr. Lummis or 

aere and I 8 he will tarnish this release, but he has not yet done 
I find, upon examining some of the works of Mr. Lummis, that Mr. 
Donaldson has used illustrations pne therein, and furthermore, that the 
ig of the copyright office of Government show that Mr. Lummis’s 
‘laims are valid; but whether the copyrights really belong to Mr. Lummis 

or not has not yet been settled. 

Ishould be mired og lo 13 in y nS foo anofficer of the Government 
if Lallowed any wor the publication of which would result in 
ae claim for damages tthe 8 This claim for damages for 

he illegal use of copyrighted matter by Mr. Donaldson will necessarily delay 
the 8 of his report, independent of the delay caused by the re- 


happy to inform you that the copyright matter is in the way of speedy 
3 or since dictat the foregoing I have received a letter eon 
Mr. L. Lummis making a most u ral offer for the release of his claim for dam- 


under the 8 
r S on the Five Civilized Tribes is now in the hands of 


the 3 and proofs of this and of the final report will be forwarded to 
him as pro’ 
1 ve respectful , your obedient servant, 
pa em CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge. 


Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


Mr. President, I ask that the exhibits referred to in the letter 
may be printed in connection with it. That is all the informa- 
tion I have on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The exhibits referred to are as follows: 


A. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, October 14, 1893. 


5 revision, with a view to reducing to the lowest consistent limits all 
matter not strictly growing out of the census. In so far as possible the text 
should be upon the tab! t only of such a simple analysis 
as will make the tables eye ini 
Ahe tables should ink clear in — and not too minutely attenuated, 
2 the box h should be dis tive and express clearly the contents 
a columns. 
g tchfulness is way in eliminating all personal criticism, 
criticism ot f oMelal action, action, to other bureaus and other 


pona debatable questions. The 

Matter from other A ons is 135 ‘excluded where not essential for 

8 of the statistical matter, especially such as is already 

ee in other current reports. Due 1 

should be sec Se SET COPY MIRE iX ROO DOONSEE TVO, WHO SIRO 
from other publications. 


Your especial attention is called to my letter to the honorable Secretary 


uiry relative to some statements Which 
© report on Indians was 1 
55 matter suppressed from it, and the publication of 
the report dela: 

T know somethin, 
Col. Thomas Donal 
interest in having his report ipul n without any improper 

ow 


of the Interior of the 10th instant, and his approval thereof. op p my 
— of the 13th instant, to Mr. Steuart, in charge of the Peisten of Manu- 
ery respectfully 8 ó LL D. GET, 
'ommissioner of Labor, 
Mr. JAMES H. BLO ‘i N 
Editor in Chief, ‘Eleventh Census. 


B. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
os oan Washington, October 14, 1893. 
e editors will prepare the material for reports on Indians in con- 
5 with — 5 in a general letter of this: date, and follow these 


Prepare the nian manuscript on the Five Civilized Tribes for issue as an extra 
builetie The illustrations already printed, forty-five pages, are in posses- 
= of this office. 

2. Prepare all Indian matter in ana; including the extra bulletins (Six 
Li ge Eastern Cherokees, Moquis, Five Civilized Tribes) for issue in one 
3. For this latter, exclude worthless pictures. The Office has plates for all 
illustrations except colored lith. . 
4. At the earliest practicable date, the editors will report to the Commis- 
anar of Labor, in charge, on the ition of a new edition of the colored 
e be uned i in the final report. 
ery respec 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in „Charge. 
Mr. JAMES H. BLODGETT, 
Eaitor in chief, Eleventh Census. 


JANUARY 6, 1804. 
7 DEAR SIR: U my return from South America I find here B COPY. of our 
Extra Census ulletin, Moqui Pueblo Indians of Arizona and Pueblo In 
of New Mexico. Ifancy you personally can not be aware of the und 
8 robbery it b under your name. In the illustration of that 
olume twenty-eight of ay photographs (which cost me time and money, 
besides other things) have been used without my permission and contrary 
to my wish, in itself a sumeiently indecent performance. But that is not 
the worst. Let me call your attention tothe fact that twenty of those — —.5 
graphs are copyrighted, and not tor amusement, but for the big aed ned 
of pr: them. Twenty vioiations of the copyright la one book 15 
certainly do pretty well. Linclose a list of the copyrighted pictures that 
you may, if you desire, search the records of the Librarian of Congress and 
satisfy yourself to what extent a sworn officer of the United States has suc- 
ed bre: United States law. My photographs are made to illus- 
trate my own work, not to be sold or stolen; and I purpose tosee this matter 
to its logical conclusion. The illegal publication of these photos shuts me 
out from them for my own work, and is as tangible a loss to me as 
would be the theft of so much cash from my pocket. I must insist thatthey 
be paid for; and then omitted from the 5 altogether, or each must bear 
hed ar Dee and 25 of copyright, as you are well aware the law demands. 


* * La $ 0 
Yours truly, 
CHAS. F. LUMMIS. 
ROBERT P. PORTER, 


Superintendent tof the Census, Washington, D. O. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 1 OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 14, 1893. 
1 correspondence is published for the ee of all con- 
cerned. 


J. H. WARDLE, Chief Olerk. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE 8 CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 10, 1893. 

Sm: I have the honor to inform you that, subject to your a . I will 
direct that the text of all reports on the Eleventh Census, whe' eralor 
special, must be confined to the analysis and lanation of the t: ta com- 
prehended in each report. This rule be subject to modifications when 
comparisons may be essential for a full understanding of the work in hand. 

I am, very respectfully, 


CARROL GHT, 
Acting . of Census. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., October 18, 1803. 
Sm: The recommendation contained in your letter of the 10th instant, 
that the text of all be on the Eleventh Census, whether general or spe- 
cial, must be confined to the and explanation of the tables com ee: 
hended in each report, is approved. This rule being subject to mod: 
—— nan comparisons may be essential for a full understanding of the 
wor! 
Very respectfully, * 
gon x WM. H. SIMS, Acting Secretary. 
ACTING SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator kindly state, if he 
knows, what publication it is that is so greatly revised that the 
electrotype or 1 plates in the Printing Office can only 


be used in small parts? 
Mr. COCKR . I do not know. I did not know anything 
about it until I read this report. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Unquestionably that refers to the two 
works I have spoken of, the work upon the Five Civilized Tribes 


and the work upon Indians ed and Not Taxed. 

Mr. COCKR. I do not k it can possibly refer to the 
Five Civilized Tron , because he says that work is going on, 
and he makes no objection to it. 

Mr. MANDE N. Then it probably refers to the other 


work, Indians Taxed and Not Taxed. 
. COCKRELL. I could not say, because I did not know 
that work was under discussion, and never heard of it. My im- 
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pression is that it does not refer to either one of them. I did not 


ask e about it, and I think he simply puts this in inci- to the works already issued. 


dentally. I asked about the Indian matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. He is speaking, however, of the reports 
of Donaldson. 

There is no question but that the e stated by the 
Senator from Alabama is a correct one. It may be that there is 
not a statute law, but there certainly is a practice and custom 
in the Executive Departments that where action has been taken 
upon a matter by an executive officer his successor does not over- 
rule him and take contrary action. Undoubtedly Commissioner 
Wright (for whom I haye the very highest respect, whose abil- 
ity we all recognize, and whose honesty of purpose is unques- 
tionable) is laboring under a mistake when he says that these 
works of Donaldson, prepared under the direction of Porter, his 
predecessor, were not approved by Porter. There is the gist of 
this whole matter. I have here a copy of a letter from Porter, 
in fact, I have two letters from Porter. One is dated March 10, 
1894, addressed to Mr. Donaldson. After speaking of some per- 
sonal matters that are between them, he said: 

Both Secretary Noble and myself feel outraged at the treatment which 
your report has received. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand that Mr. Wright said 
anything about that. There was no approval or disapproval of 
Mr. Donaldson’s report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand he places his action upon 
that, that it is yet subject to revision by him because it was not 
approved. 

“ r. COCKRELL. That may be, but he did not mention the 
fact. He did not discuss that question in this letter, as I re- 
call it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In one of the letters read he certainly 
makes reference to that matter. I will find it before I get 
through. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? I think the facts 
ought to be known. 
r. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is what he refers to, probably, if the 

Senator will let me read it: 


When I took charge of the Census Office, October 6, 1893, I found that the 
report on the five civilized tribes and the final report upon the Indians 
were under revision. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Under revision? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what he says. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That shows he did not consider them 
approved, because the revision of a work is not proof-reading. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have the facts as we go along. I do not 
suppose the honorable Senator from Alabama, or any other Sen- 
ator, would suppose that the action of the successor was a re- 
vision or overruling or judging of the work of the predecessor, 
whether he had approved it formally or not. It was found that 
in a certain report there were great blocks of matter repeated 
from other Government publications, and that to a large extent 
they had been repeated without credit. Second, that there was 
a claim made that a larger number of illustrations were a viola- 
tion of the copyright of an individual who threatened a suit, and 
whose claim, whether well founded or not, was apparently sup- 
ported by the copyright records. Now, does any Senator say 
that whenever those circumstances have been brought for the 
first time to the knowledge of the Department they should not 
be acted upon? I grant if this knowledge had been brought to 
Mr. Porter and he had acted upon the validity of the copyright 
or the importance of this claim 

Mr. MANDERSON. Which he did. Let me interrupt the 
Senator far enough to rip FEO 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence and then I will let 
the Senator state it, and he will no doubt do it better. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. > 

Mr. HOAR. I grant if that was true, and this question now 
being passed upon had been considered, adjudged, and acted 
upon by Mr. Porter, then we should have to take the next step 
and determine whether, under any such circumstances, his suc- 
cessor should deal with it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say that a judge subsequently 
acting upon amatter which has been of record by his predecessor, 
can always set it aside for fraud. 

Mr. HOAR. Or because of newly discovered evidence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or upon newly discovered evidence. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But the difficulty with that position is 
that the letter from the man claiming the copyright is addressed 
not to Mr. Wright, but to Porter, and Porter acted upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is that evidence? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will show the evidence. If I may be 
allowed to go on I think I will reach all these propositions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let meask the Senatorfrom Nebraska if the 
copyrights on the pictures have not actually been extinguished? 


XXVI—232 


Mr. MANDERSON. The il oe aud on the pictures pertain . 

here is no claim on the part of 
Lummis that he is entitled to copyrights upon the pictures pro- 
posed to be put into the two works not yet published, but his 
claim is that upon the bulletins heretofore issued (and I had one 
of them here a moment ago; it is in the hands of the Senator 
from New Hampshire) there are certain pictures to which he is 
entitled to a copyright. But there is no claim on the part of 
Lummis that he is entitled to copyright upon the illustrations 
thatare proposed to be put in the two works that are under re- 
vision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska please 
state that the letter of Mr. Lummis addressed to Col. Porter, 
Personal, Robert P. Porter, esq., Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus,” is dated January 6, 1894, long after Mr. Porter went out of 
office, and it is dated then because he says he had just returned 
from South America? = 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itunderstood that a prior claim was 
made before that time, before the letter of January 6, 1894. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield the floor 
to me for the purpose of making a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

; Mr. COCKRELL. I hope we may go on for a few minutes 
onger. 

Mr. QUAY. Linsist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, April 13, 1894, 
at 12 o’clock m. < 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 12, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 
PS es of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed with an amendment the pill 
(H. R.1916) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway 
Company to bridge Little River, in the State of Arkansas; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1640) granting a pension toOtis Smith; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the compilation prepared under the direction of 
the Committee on ance, embracing a reprint of House bill 4864, with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto suggested by the 
with the existing tariff law and the s bill of 1888, with comparative state- 
ment as to rates of duty, etc., for the use of the Senate. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present the following re- 
port from the Committee on Rules 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS], from the Committee on Rules, submits a report, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no 
quorum present, and I object to the report being received. 

The SPEAKER. No question is up 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
until some question is before the House. The Journal has been 
approved. If the question had been made upon the approval of 
the Journal—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the reading of the Journal it has 
always been the practice that the suggestion of a member that 
no nuora is present raises the question. 

The SPEAKER. But that suggestion was not made. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iknow; but now it is attempted to do some 
business, to receive the report of a committee; and I suggest 
that there is no quorum present, and I object to the report being 
received at this time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor, and can 
not be taken off the floor in this way. : 

The SPEAKER. It has never been the practice of the House 
that the question of no quorum could be raised unless some ac- 
tion of the House was taken in the nature of a vote. 


ommittee on Finance, together 
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Mr. BURROWS. T had supposed it to be the uniform prac- 
tice—I know it is in the other body, and I know it has been done 
here repeatedly—for instance, in the morning, before the Jour- 
nal has been read, it has been the practice frequently to say, 
There is no quorum present, Mr. Speaker.” 

The SPEAKER: That is because the rule provides that the 
Speaker shall take the chair at 12 o'clock, and, on the appear- 
ance of a quorum, cause the Journal to be read. Now, when 
some gentleman rises and says thata quorum has not appeared, 
of course the Speaker must ascertain the presence of a quorum, 
under the rule, before the Journal can be read; but after the 
Journal has been approved then the presumption of course will 
be thata quorum is present, and no way of testing that ques- 
tion can arisa until there comes up a question to be voted on in 
some way. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, under that holding, Mr. Speaker, 
under the rules of the House, I movè a call of the House, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the presence of a quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Mississippi [Mr.CATCH- 
INGS] has the floor, submitting a report from the Committee on 
Rules, and he can not be taken off the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Chair hold that I can not move a 
call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the gentleman can 
not take the gentleman from Mississippi off the floor for that 


r. BURROWS. I understood I was recognized. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 
Mr. BORROWS. T appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
to take the gentleman from Mississippi off the floor. 
Mr. BURROWS. Then the Chair does not recognize my ap- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- 
man at all to take the gentleman from Mississippi off the floor. 
The Clerk will read the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk began to read. 

Mr. REED. Mr. S er, the gentleman from Michigan 
raised the point of order that this was not admissible, and he 
takes an appeal from the decision of the Chair that it is admis- 
sible. , 

The SPEAKER. It is a question of recognition. The Chair 
stated that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] 
had been recognized. 

' Mr. REED. A gentleman is always entitled to recognition on 
a point of order. 
e SPEAKER. No point of order is raised. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ihave the floor, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REED. The point of order was raised that this was not 
in order, because there was no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. But there is no provision by which to as- 
certain the presence of a quorum until some question comes be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. REED. Suppose there isnot. The Chair decides that, 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] asks the 
judgment of the House by an appeal from the Chair, and under 
the rules of the House he is entitled to his appeal. 

The SPEAKER. There has never been a practice of that 
sort. 

Mr. REED. If the Speaker will perms there has always 
been a practice of that sort. It is perfectly clear that the House 
has aright to appeal from any decision of the Speaker. The 
gentleman from Michigan has made the point that itis not in 
order, no matter what his reasons are for making that point, or 
what reasons the Chair has for his decision; the Chair has de- 
cided that it is not in order; and from that decision the gentle- 
man from Michigan has taken an appeal; and under the first 
rule of the House he is entitled to that > eal. It is not a ques- 
tion of recognition, or of being taken o e floor; and a point 
of order always takes a member off the floor. 

3 SPEAKER. Not if any gentleman has the floor for de- 
te 


Mr. REED. A point of order has always done that. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I call for the regular order. 
.  TheSPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal; 
,and the Clerk will read the report of the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk proceeded to the report. 
Mr. REED. Can notI have an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair upon that point? 
The SPEAKER. e Clerk will praceed with the reading. 
Mr. REED. I do not 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be seated, and the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the report. 
Mr. REED. I have another point I desire to make. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear the read- 
ing of the resolution. 
r. REED. I rise to a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 3 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, 
which is as follows: 


Rescind clause 1 of Rule VIII and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
1. Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House ce E its 
sittings, unless excused or prevented. and shall vote on each 
question put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary interest in the 
event of such question. 

Whenever in pursuance of section 5, Article I of the Constitution of the 
United States, the House of Representatives, at the request of one-fifth of 
the members present, shall order the yeas and nays of its members on any 
question to be entered on its Journal, and u the call of roll of its mem- 
bers for that p a quorum thereof U fail to vote, each member 
within the Hall of the House who shall fail to vote when his name is called, 
unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary interest in the event of such 
question; and each member who shall be absent from the Hall of the House 
When his name is called, unless he has been excused, or is necessarily 
vented from being present, shall be fined the sum of $10; and the Speeker 
shall cause an entry of such fine to be made against such members on the 
Journal of the House, and the same shall be collected and paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

The entry of such tine shall be made substantially in the following form, 
namely: The House of Representatives ot the United States, at the request 
of one-fifth of its members present, having ordered the yeas and nays of its 
members on a question pending therein, to be entered on its Journal, and 
upon a call of the roll of its members for that purpose, a quorum thereof 
having failed to vote, and [here set out the name and State of the member 
or members fined] having within the Hall of the House and failed to 
vote when his name was called, without having a direct personal or u- 
niary interest in the event of such question (or, as the case keny de $ absent 
from the Hall of the House when his name was called, without having been 
excused, or necessarily prevented from being present ). ib is therefore or- 
dered and adjudged by the House of Representatives of the United States of 
America that a tine of #10 5 fr the same is hereby, entered against [here 
Set out the name of the member fined], which sum shall be collected and paid 
into the Treasury of the United States.“ 

The names of all members who shall be fined on the same roll call ar be 
included in a single entry on the Journal; and if fines shall be ente on 
more than one call during the same day, the second entry on the Journal 
relating thereto, shall have the caption, “ Fine number two,” the third entry, 
Fine number three,“ and so on. 

It shall be the duty of the Clerk of the House to certify to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the House the names of all members ea whom fines are so 
entered, and unless they shall be voluntarily paid to him, he shall deduct 
the amount of said fines from the compensation of said members, and all 
sums that may be paid to, or so deducted by him, shall be paid by him into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

A call of the roll of the members of the House shall not be deemed to have 
been completed until the Speaker shall have made all necessary orders re- 
garding fines which may be imposed on members in pursuance of the provi- 
sions of this rule. 

It shall not be in order to move, nor shall the Speaker entertain a request 
Tor mnan intona consent, to remit the fines required to be entered as afore- 


psy SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REED. The point I desire to make 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order, and I rose to the point 
of order prior to that motion, Mr. Speaker, and addressed th» 


hair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
reset to demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I claim the right of a member to make a point 
of order poxr to that, and I rose for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point of order. 

Mr. REED. My point of order—am I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from N to demand the previous question. Pending 
that, the gentleman from Maine rises to a point of order. The 
Chair will hear him. 

Mr. REED. I am recognized on the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman’s point of order. 

Mr. REED. The Chair must either, it seems to me—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous 
question. As many as are in favor of ordering the previous 
question will say aye, and those opposed will say no. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 9. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine makes the point 
of no quorum. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make the point of order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The yeas and nays. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the proceed- 


ings. 

Mr. REED. The point of order I desire to make, and which 
the Chair did not hear, is—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands 
the yeas and ae ee 

Mr. REED. t the House is already dividing on another 
proposition. 
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The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and 
the Speaker announced that 90 gentleman having arisen, a suf- 
ficient number, the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. ` 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. CATCH- 
INGs and Mr. BuRROWS. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80; a suffi- 
cient number, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays II, 
not vo 200; as follows: 


7 YEAS—1i42. 
Abbott, Crain, Richardson, Tenn. 
Alexander, Davis, Livingston, Ritchie, 
Allen. De Armond, Lynch. bbins. 
Arnold, De Forest, Maddox, Robertson, La. 
Bailey, Dinsmore, Mallory, k, 
are Kans. DET — 2 5 eaves Ga. 
win, movan, ary, Ky. ayers, 
k Dunn, McCulloch, hell, 
Bell, Colo, Edmunds, MeDannold, Sibley, 
Berry, os ae Cal. McDearmon, Sickles, 
Black. Ga, Enloe, McEttrick, perry, 
Black, III. Epes, McKaig, Springer, 
Bland, £rdman, » McLaurin, 
Boen, Forman, = MeMillin, Stevens, 
Bower, N. C. Gorman, McNagny, Stone, Ky. 
Grady, McRae, Strain, 
Gresham, Meredith, Straus, 
Bryan, Hall, Minn. Meyer, S 
Burnes, Hare, Montgomery, Talbert, S.C. 
Bynum, Harter, Morgan, Talbott, Ma. 
Cabaniss, Hatch, Moses, Tarsney, 
Camp Hayes, Neill, te, 
I == Henderson, p —— 
pe enderson, N. C. thwaite, er, 
Caruth, Holman, Turner, Ga. 
8 Hooker, Miss. 
Clark, H n, Patterson, Weadock, 
Clarke, Ala. Hunter, Pearson, . Wells, 
Cobb, Ala. Hutcheson, Pence, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. Izar, Pendleton, Tex. Whiting, 
Cockrell, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, III. 
Coffeen, KE Pigott, 5 Miss. 
Cooper, Fla. Lane, Reilly, Woodard. 
Cooper, Ind. Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Cox, Richardson, Mich. 
NAYS—i. 
Causey, Geary, Maguire, an, 
Coombs. Sener MEA Iont. Warnes. 
Cummings, Kigore, Paynter, 
NOT VOTING—20, 
Adams, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Quigg, 
Adama PS Dalzell, op! -= 
At Daniels, Hopkins, Pa Ray, 
Alàerson, Davey, Houk, Rayner, 
$ 8 Hulick, Bers 
ey, Dingley, Urn, 
eee Dolllver, Robinson, Pa. 
Dooli J Ind. Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Draper. Johnson, N. Dak. Schermerhorn, 
hi Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
pA Bis xy” anes, — — e, 
8 Krib W. 
lett, 8 Lacey. Sh 
Beiden, English, N.J. 33 Simpson, 
Bell, pe. 
Lo cer pint Endor Lefever, Sion 
thian, Lin Snodgrass, 
Bial Fletcher, Lisle, Somers, 
Boatner, Funk, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Fyan, Loudensiag Stone. ©. W. 
‘ers, enslager, „C. W. 
Brattan, Gardner, nens, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. x. ‘Mahon Strong 
e, Ky. t. N. T. on. ‘ong, 
Bretz, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Sweet, 
Brickner, Goldzier, Marshall, Tawney, 
Broderick, Goodnight, Marvin, N. v. Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Graham, eCall, Terry, 
Brown, Griffin, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Bundy, Grosvenor, McDowell, Tracey, 
Bunn, Grout, Turner, Va. 
Burrows, Grow, — an, — 
ohn, * 
well, Hainer, Mercer, Fee 
Caminetti, Haines, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Cannon, III. Hall, Mo. Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
ond, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Childs, Harmer, orse, Walker, 
Clancy, Harris, Murray, Wanger, 
Cockran, augh, 
* 
Cogswell, Haugen, Newlands, Wever, 
Compton, Heiner, Northway, Wheeler, II. 
Cooper, Tex. Henderson, III. te, 
Cooper, Wis. Henderson, Iowa O'Neil, Mo. Wilson, Ohio 
Cornish, Hendrix, Ine. Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hepburn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Hermann, Wolverton, 
Crawford. Pickler, Woomer, 
Culberson, Hines, t Wright, Mass. 
5 Hitt, Powers, Wright, Pa. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. BRETZ with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
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Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
is ORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. BOWERS of California. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. IKIRT with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. McCann. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Hour. 

Mr. KRIBES with Mr. BROSIUS. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CANNON of Minois. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio, 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. SORANTON. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. HULL. 

Pending the announcement of the result of the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS said: Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SIMPSON, is 
still very ill, and Lask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave of absence, the 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speak 

r. r. S er, my colleague, Mr. BELL, is con- 

fined to his room, and I ask that he bs excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CAMINETTI, 
3 sick and unable to be here, and I ask that he be excused. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TYLER, is 
confined to his room by sickness, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr, COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired, but I have 


voted to make a 8 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. GRIFFIN, 
is ill at his hotel and has requested me to ask leave of absence 
for him for to-day. 

There was no objection, and the leave was granted. 

The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas are 142, and the 
nays are ll. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was e 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members failed to respond: 


Adams, Ky. Denson, Hutick, ONeill. Mo. 
Aitken, T, Hull, Randall. 
Alderson, row. Ixkirt, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, English, N. J. Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Barnes, verett, bbs, 
Bell, Texas, Fielder, Lapham, Si 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Linton, Snodgrass, 
ham, Pletcher, Lisle, 
Blair, Funk, Lockwood, Sweet, 
Boatner, Funston, Magner, Tawney, 
Bower, N. C. Fyan. Marshall. Taylor, Tenn. 
Goldzier, Marvin, N. V. t 2 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, McCall, Tracey, 
Bretz, n cGann, Turpin, 
Brickner, Griffin, McKeighan, ler, 
Brown, Haines, Mercer, adsworth, 

* 0. Milliken, Wagner, 
Caminetti Hammond, Money, Waugh, 
Cannon, III Harris, Morse, Wheeler, II. 
Clancy, Heiner, Murray, ilson, W. Va. 
Compton, H. Mu er, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Wis. Hin Wright, Pa. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Newlands, 

Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, III Oates, 
Davey, ouk, O'Neil, Mass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee), 
The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk will call the names 
of those members who failed to respond on the first call. Upon 
this call excuses will be in order. 

Mr. COOMBS (when his name was called). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask to be excused until Mondaymext, on aceount of ill health. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. x 
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Mr. HAUGEN (when the name of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. COOPER] 
be excused indefinitely, on account of ess. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GEISSEN ER (when the name of Mr. CORNISH was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
„ EE CORNISH] be excused. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. For what reason? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I understand that he is detained at 
home by illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY (when the name of Mr. FUNK was called). 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] is sick at 
his hotel, and I ask that he be indefinitely excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when the name of Mr. HOOKER of New York 
wascalled). Mr. Speaker, Iask that my colleague [Mr. HOOKER] 
be excused on account of serious illness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GEAR (when the name of Mr. HULL was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HULL] was called out of town yester- 
day on important business, and Lask that he be excused for three 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
that his colleague [Mr. HULL] be excused on account of impor- 
tant business. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. L[ object. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I move that my colleague [Mr. HULL] be 
excused for three days,on account of important business, not- 
withstanding the objection. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the Chair can not entertain that motion at time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man upon the point of order. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] objects to the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] that his colleague [Mr. 
HULL] be excused on account of important business. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa moves that his colleague be excused, and the 
gentleman from Mississippi makes the point of order that the 
Chair can not entertain the motion. 

Mr. REED. What is to be done with the absentee? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will the Chair cause the rule to be read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read paragraph 
2 of Rule XV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, and in-all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called 
by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and 
those for whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of 
those present, be sent for and arrested, wherever they may be found, by 
officers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their 
a secured; and the House shall determine upon what condition 
they shall be discharged. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, itis perfectly evident 
that only excuses for the absence of members can be presented 
at this time. This is a proposition to excuse a man from being 
present for a certain period hereafter; but nothing is in order 
at this time but to ask that members who are absent be excused. 
This is a call for the purpose of enabling excuses to be made for 
members who are not present. 

Mr. REED. That is not the language of the rule. The lau- 
guage of the rule is those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Icall for a ruling upon the point. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must roguet gentle- 
men to resume their seats. It is impossible for the Chair to 
hear what gentlemen are saying. The Chair desires to hear 
this point of order discussed, and will be pardoned for sayin 
that it is quite an important one, and gentlemen would do we 
to give attention to it. [A pause.] The Chair will now hear 
= ee from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] on the point 
of order. 

Fp CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, the rule expressly pro- 
vides— 

The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested, 
wherever they be found, by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
for that purpose, and their attendance secured. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will pardon the 
Chair for asking a question. The language of the rule as just 
read is those for whom no sufficient excuse is made.” Who is 
to be the judge of the sufficiency of the excuse? 


Mr. CATCHINGS. The excuse that the rule contemplates is 
an excuse for absence. Under this rule, a member du this 
call may rise and give some excuse for the absence of col- 


league, or aiy pinar gentleman. * Butthat is not the proposition 
here at all Noexcuse whatever is made in this case for the ab- 


sence of this member no pretense of an excuse is offered for 
his absence; but the proposition is that the House do now excuse 
him for the future. 

I submit that this proposition is clearly in violation of the 
terms of the rule, which simply contemplates that when onsuch 
a call as this the name of an absent member is called some gen- 
tleman present may, if he desires to do so, offer an excuse for 
the absent member—an excuse then existing which would jus- 
tify his absence. But, as [have said, that is not the proposition 
here. No excuse is offered for the absence of this gentleman; 
but the proposition is that the House shall now excuse him. I 
submit that the point is well taken. £ 

Mr. REED. the Chair desire that the other side of this 
question be heard? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is avery important matter; 
and the Chair begs leave to state that, according to his recollec- 
tion, motions of this kind have been entertained heretofore — 

Mr. REED. Always. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair is informed by 
the Journal Clerk that probably there has been aroll call during 
this Congress in the midst of another roll call on a motion to ex- 
cuseamember. That, of course, is going very far; and the Chair 
would incline to think, if such is the rule, that it ought not to 
be. But the Chair would be glad to hear gentlemen on both 
sides of this question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to suggest that though this thing 
may have been done heretofore,that does not furnish a precedent 
for again doing it, unless a point of order was made at the time 
and overruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true; and the Chair 
does not remember that the point of order was ever made. For 
that reason he begs leave to state that this is quite an important 


matter. 
Mr. REED. The matter is so simple, that it seems to me to 
need nothing but a statement. The rule says: 


In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, and in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called 
by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and 
those for whom nosuflicient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of 
those present, be sent for and arrested. 

Those for whom no sufficient excuse is made” may be sent 
for. Nobody else can be sent for except those for whom no suf- 
ficient excuse is made. Now, Who is to judge whether the ex- 
cuse is sufficient? Obviously nobody but the House of Repre- 
sentatives or that portion of it which is present compelling the 
attendanceof absent members. It has been the invariable prac- 


tice—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will pardon the 
Chair a moment. The air a few moments ago addressed 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] the ques- 
tion just repeated by the gentleman from Maine Who is to be 
the judge of the sufficiency of the excuse? The question also 
presents itself when is that sufficiency to be determined— 
whether the roll call shall be stopped for that purpose or whether 
me question shall be determined after the completion of the roll 
call: 


Mr. REED. This very roll call is a call of members for ex- 
cuses. It is for that very purpose that the roll is being called 
in order that the business of the House may proceed in orderly 
fashion. When the name of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] was called an excuse was presented; one of his colleagues 
has moved that he be excused. e case is so simple that I can 
not think argument can be necessary unless something further 
be presented on the other side. 

r. CATCHINGS. Iwould like the gentleman to state what 
excuse has been offered for the absence of the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. REED. On account of important business. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Thatis not stated. The motion is now 
that he be excused. 

Mr. REED. Certainly; and that is the reason stated. 

Mr. GEAR. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague was 
called out of town by important business. 

Mr. REED. It has been the invariable custom of the House 
to allow excuses to be made on this call, and is founded on a 
plain rule of the House. The House has no power to order the 
arrest of a member unless it has first passed on the question 
whether he has a sufficient excuse. If he makes no excuse it is 
presumed that he has none to offer; but if an excuse is made it 
is incumbent upon the House to determine its sufficiency. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I shall state that I gave as a reason 
for the desirability of excusing my colleague, Mr. HULL, the 
fact that he was ed suddenly out of town on account of im- 

rtant business. He had not time to get leave of absence, but 

eft the matter in my charge, and requested me to state that he 
had been called out of the city on important business. I asked 
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that he be excused and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
objected. I then moved that he be excused. This I am clear 
has been the custom, as I understand the practice of the House 
for many years on this second call of theroll. It hasfrequently 
sine A aa since I have been here for members to ask that their 
colleagues be excused, various reasons being assigned undersuch 
circumstances. 

I can state, if I am correct in my recollection, an incident 
that happened within my own knowledge. On an occasionsim- 
ilar to this, during the absence of my colleague, Mr. PERKINS, 
a request was made that he be excused, which was objected to, 
whereupon a motion was made to excuse him. Objection came 
from that side of the House, and on that question a roll call was 
had. I think it will be found in the proceedings of about the 
8th or 10th of January. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is this further difficulty 
in the mind of the Chair at this time, raised by the point of 
order, although the gentleman did not call direct attention to 
this matter. The Chair is of opinion that the Speaker of the 
House has held all along that when the House finds itself without 
a quorum it can only have power to excuse a member for the 
day, and not grant an indefinite leave of absence, and inasmuch 
as the motion in this case is indefinite, the Chair thinks it would 
be obnoxious to that point of order. 

Mr. GEAR. I did ask that he be excused for three days, but 
objection was made. I then moved that he be excused. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman does not ask indefinite leave of 
absence, but simply moves that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gen- 
tleman to ask that he be excused for three days. 

Mr. GEAR. I did ask that he be excused for three days, but 
when that was objected to I made a motion that he be excused. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. That was the difficulty the Chair 
found in the motion of the gentleman; that it involved the 
granting of leave of absence for three days. 

Mr. GEAR. But after that, Mr. Speaker, I moved simply that 
he be excused. à 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that would be 
as far as the House would have power to go under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair pleases, there is no question about it. 
If the member is excused his arrest can not be ordered. That 
is all there is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
men had better limit his motion to oue day. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is just what the gentleman has done. 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so under- 
stand. 

Mr. GEAR. I simply moved that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That he now be excused. 

eMr. GEAR. And the pending question is on that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wanted to be fair and 
not overrule the motion on the ground of its being made for 
three days. If the gentleman makes the motion butfor the one 
day, the Chair thinks it makes a material difference in the sit- 
uation. 

Mr. REED. He moves that he be excused now simply: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say this, Mr. Speaker: It seems 
to me we will more clearly see the bearing of this proposition if 
we take into consideration the object of this call which is now 
proceeding. It strikes me that some confusion may have arisen 
in the minds of some of the gentlemen in the House by reason 
of alluding to the present proceeding as a roll call.” This is 
not a question involving a vote of the House. It is simply a 
mode to ascertain who are present, and yet the term roll call” 
has been applied to it. 

If we proceed upon the propor assumption that thisis simply 
calling the list of the names of the members, then we find exactly 
an answer to the present situation. When a member's name is 
called under this procedure only three things are possible. One 
is that he shall answer here,“ present; the other is that he 
shall be noted as absent if he is not here; while the third alter- 
native is that some one on the floor shall offer an excuse for his 
absence. It is not a roll call ona vote that may not be inter- 
rupted under the technical rules of the House, but a call of the 
names of the members in their alphabetical order for the express 
papon of determining who are here and who are absent, and 

or whom excuses ma; offered. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. r. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to a decision of the question in the second volume 
of the Journal of the Fifty-second Congress, on page 77. 

Tie 3 pro tempore. Is that the case of Mr. Stahl- 
necker 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam not certain what the case is. It is 
cited in the Digest, on page 284, and the reference is to page 77 
of tho second volume of the Journal of the Fifty-second Congress. 


If the Chair will permit me, I will read the Digest, page 284, in 
which reference is made to that decision. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. DOLLIVER (reading): 

During a call of the House, a quorum is not required to excuse a member 
from attendance, nor to determine tho question of reconsidering the vote 
by which a member has been excused. 

Showing plainly the custom of ths House to interpose a de- 
cision of these questions in the midst of this roll call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I can not find in the Digesta 
reference to any proceedings of the House where a roll call has 
been interrupted by a motion to excuse members, Therefore we 
are to go to the rule itself to determine what can be done in the 
premises. 

The first clause of Rule XV provides— 


PA a every roll call the names of the members shall be called alphabet- 
y— 


and so forth. 


And after the roll has been once called the Clerk shall call in their alpha- 
betical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker 
shall not entertain a request to record a vote. 

Now, this refers to a roll call to ascertain who votes when a 
proposition is pending on which a vote is being taken; but the 
rule says that upon every roll call the names shall be called in 
this way. The second clause of the rule relates to calls of the 
House proper. Now, let us note this language: 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
mere is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 

That first part has no bearing upon this. The next clause 
bears on what we are about to do now. 

And in all calls of tha House the names of the members shall be called by 
the Clerk, and the absentees noted. 

Now, instead of calling the roll once for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the absentees and noting them, we are, by a custom that 
has prevailed here, calling it twice, so as to permit every mem- 
ber who is present to have his name recorded as present. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. We can not 
hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is well taken. The 
gentleman will suspend until order is restored. Gentlemen on 
the left of the Chair will please cease conversation. There is 
so much conversation in the rear of the seats that it destroys 
the sound in front. The Chair begs gentlemen who desire to 
converse to retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, as there was some confusion 
[ will repeat what I was stating, that the rule provides that in 
calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by 
the Clerk and the absentees noted. By acustom of the House 
the Clerk calls the roll twice, so as to give every member who 
may be present the opportunity of having his name recorded as 
poets and the absentees noted, so that the Clerk shall note on 

is Journal only those whoare absent. Now, when this has been 
done, when the absentees are noted, and that means when all 
absentees are noted—not one or two, not the gentleman whose 
name has been mentioned at this time for excuse, but when all 
absentees are noted—then what takes place? 

The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested. 

Now this is simply a question as to when it is inorder to make 
another motion. I hold that it is not in order to interrupt this 
roll call until all the absentees have been noted. When that is 
done, you can take up each member separately and move that 
he be excused, and on that question the yeas and nays may be 
ordered, as upon any other question: butuntil all the absentees 
have been noted it is not in order to interrupt this roll call 
because we are now ascertaining who the absentees are, an 
when we have done that, then we are ready for something else. 
Now, I have never known, in the proceedings of this body, the 
roll call to be interrupted by any motion. There is no such 
thing known as having two roll calls pending at the same time, 
one incomplete and the other in progress of being taken. 

Mr. REED. Why, we have that situation now. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. REED. You have got a roll call on the question of dis- 
charging the proceedings of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and rightin 
the middle of it you have a roll call on this new rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. REED. That is what you have got now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We completed that roll call, and every 
member who was here was called upon to vote, and the Chair 


announced the result, and it appeared from that result that a 
quorum was not present, and therefore every wing fell. Nothing 
o any business when 


had been ordered atall, because we can not 


— 


3702 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 12, 


a quorum is not present, except to secure the attendance of ab- 
sentees or adjourn, 

Mr. REED. The Speaker decided that it did not fall yester- 
day, and decided that it was a question which came up of itself. 

ir. SPRINGER. The subject-matter came up of itself. 
Mr. REED. That it came up to-day, with the roll call ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the yeas and nays having been ordered 
upon it, the question was again submitted on another yea-and-nay 
vote. What I am contending about, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
roll call is an entity of itself. It is supposed to be instantaneous, 
and nothing can interfere that requires another roll call until 
Kiasia ed. Now, we have not finished the roll call upon 


call. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where, then, does the gentleman find that 
definition of this proceeding as a roll call—that it is instanta- 
neous, and can not be interrupted? It is a call of the list of 
members for the purpose of ascertaining whether they are here 
or not; and if not here, of ascertaining whether a proper and 
satisfactory excuse be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. Now, we are ascertaining 
who are the absent members, and when the absentees are noted, 
then we have some other order of business that we can do—to 
papa them or to dispense with all further proceedings under 

0 t 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 

ht there? 
r. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Has not the gentleman noticed that upon a second 
call, during a call of the House, the Speaker always precedes the 
call by-this statement: 

The doors will now be closed, the Clerk will again call the roll, and during 
this call excuses will be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Now, that second roll call is simply for the pur- 

of affording members an 8 present excuses. 

ft is a call of the absentees. When a member's name is reached 

and he is absent, it is in order to ask that he be excused. This 

may be done by unanimous consent. If the excuse is offered the 

Opete always says, “If there be no objection, the gentleman 

be excused.” If he is not excused by unanimous consent, 
some member objects. 

Now, when that objection is made, what must be done? A 
motion must be made that the absentee be excused, certainly, or 
else he can not be excused and will stand in contempt of the 
House. Now, then, if it is in order to excuse him, it is in order 
to move that he be excused, if anyone objects. If it is in order 
to move that he be excused, then you must proceed to act upon 
the motion. That has been the universal practice inthis House 
duringall its sessions and in all Congresses. The last call—roll 
cali, if you please to so call it—is simply a call of the list of ab- 
gentees, so that they may be excused and escape arrest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentlemin’s question has resolved 
itself into an argument, and not a question; but I will answer his 


speech. 

Mr. eee: Has not that been the uniform practice of the 
House 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no recollection of this roll call ever 
having been interfered with and another motion put to the 


House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You should have your memory and recol- 
lection refreshed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1 will call the gentleman's attention to a 


case. 8 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa states that he is 
able to cite such a case. I would like to hear it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is almost impossible for the 
Chair to hear what gentlemen are saying, there is so much talk- 
and confusion on the floor. S 
r. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa seems to have a 
case that he desires to cite. I would like to hear. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If gentlemen will proceed in 


order, the Chair would like to hear him, but it is impossible to 
hear when two gentlemen are talking at the same time to hear 


either one. 
I will call the gentleman’s attention 


0 


Mr. DOLLIVER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from IIli- 
nois yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I do. 
8 898 t find in the 8 voiam of the J Surin 
of the ty-second Congress, page where we wero exac 
in the eee we are in now: 7 
The absentees were again called, when Mr. CULBERSON was excused from 


On motion of Mr. Butler, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was excused from at- 
tendance. 

Mr. HEARD moved that Mr. PYAN be excused from attendance. 

And the question being put thereon and no quorum voting, 


Mr. KILGORE made the point that a quorum was necessary to decide said 


The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Dockery in the Chair) overruled the point 
of order, 
ord eee ol of ce can not required to excuse a member from 

This record shows that the proceedings occurred pending a 
call of the roll, where the proceedings were upon the absence 
of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
abentees were being called. The Chair desires to ask the gen- 
tlemen from Iowa if there was a roll call upon the motion toex- 
cuse that gentleman when he was excused? 

Mr. DOLLIVER (reading): 

On motion of Mr. WISE, Mr. O’Ferral was excused from attendance. 
„„ moved to reconsider the vote by which Mr. O Ferral was 

Mr. WISE moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The question being put upon the latter motion, - 

The Speaker pro tempore declared that said motion was carried. 

Mr. KILGORE made the point that no quorum had voted, and that a quo- 
rum was necessary to of said motion. 

The Speaker pro overruled the point of order, holding that a quo- 
rum was not necessary to decide a question incidental to acaliof the House. 

Mr. BUNN moved to mse With further proceedings under the call; 
which motion was agreed to. 

It does not say whether a roll call was had, or how the vote 
was taken, and I presume it does not make any difference. 

Mr. SPRING There is no inthe record cited by the 
gentleman to show that that proceeding occurred before the ab- 
sentees were noted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly, that record is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I contend that it is in order to make this 
motion after the absentees have been noted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. So far as the question of taking the vote by 
yeas and nays is concerned, it has held that the yeas and 
nays may be demanded on questions arising during a call of the 
Bowe a) like manner as on other occasions. (Journal, 1, 46, 
page 376. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. That is ona motion toadjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Icall the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to the fact that excuses were enter- 
tained on the second On motion of Mr. KILGORE it was 
ordered that there be a call of the House. Thecallofthe House 
was proceeded with, and acertain number of members failed to 
answer to their names. On the second call, the same as we are 
having now, the gentleman from Texas[Mr. CULBERSON] was 
excused, and on motion of Mr. Butler the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] was excused. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is when the absentees were called. 
That is what I want to have done now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what we are doing now. 
During the second call the names of these members were called 
and they were excused on motion. That is why the names are 
called a second time. There is no other reason known to man 
for making this second call except to give members an oppor- 
tunity to respond, or to have excuses offered for them and to be 
excused if the so decides. 

The SPEAKER pro temoore. Gentlemen will please suspend 
and give the Chair an 1 to examine two cases which 
are now before him, an which it would appear that a roll 
call was had during a call of the House. 

Mr. GEAR. There was one case that occurred this session 
where a roll call was had. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Can the gentleman refer to it 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. GEAR. It is in the Journal, and the Clerk can refer to 
it. Onthe 12th of January,I think it was, several gentlemen 
from my State were absent under a similar condition of affairs 
to that which exists now, and requests were made that they all 
be excused. The Honse, probably not being in as good temper 
as usual, refused to excuse my eo ue [Mr. PERKINS]. Ob- 
jection was made to the request that he be excused, a mo- 
tion was made to excuse him and a roll call was had on that 
motion to excuse him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The best evidence as to what 
took place on that occasion would be the production of the 
RECORD, and thatrecord is not now in the handsofthe Chair, In 
the mean time, the Chair desires to call attention to two cases 
which he has before him. The first was in the Fifty-second 
Congress, first session. A matter was pending, and a vote was 
had on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] that the House resolve itself into the Committe of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
revenue bills. The 2 of no quorum was made, and the Chair 
appointed tellers. e yeas and nays were demanded by Mr. 
MCMILLIN, and on the vote the yeas were 31, the nays 167, and 
not voting, 158. The point of no quorum was made, and a mo- 
tion was made that the House adjourn, whereupon a call of the 
House was movedand washad. Thegentleman from New York, 
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Mr. Stahlnecker, failed to answer to his name, and on the sec- 


ond call a motion was made to excuse him. P that, a 
en the 


motion was made to adjourn, which was voted down. 
uestlon was taken on a motion to excuse the gentleman from 
New Vork [Mr. Stahlnecker}, and on that question the yeas and 
nays were ordered. The yeas were 64, and the nays were 131. 
That isa case in which the call of the House was suspended, 
and a roll call was had on the question of excusing a member. 
Mr. REED. I have another case before me, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair also has before him 
a caso which occurred in the Fifty-third Congress, first session, 
which appears on page 1490 of the RECORD. Is that the case to 
which the gentleman from Maine refers? 
Mr. REED. It is the same case. There are repeated instances 
there; two pages of them. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the gentleman has that case 
pide him, he will please statevthe facts for the benefit of the 
EC. 
Mr. REED. There are several cases of excuses, commencing 
on page 1491 of the RECORD: = 


Mr. Hupson. I move that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] be excused on ac- 
count of important business. 

Pons ace ion was taken, and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed 
ave it. 

Mr. Hupson. Division. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 89, noes 50. 

So Mr. HARKIS was excused. 

Mr. HULL (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON] is absent from the city on an en- 
ag eer of a year's standing, and I ask that he be excused, 

. LACEY. He already has leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER. It isnot necessary to ask that he be excusea, as the gentle- 

man has leave of absence. 


That fully recognizes the point we are contending for. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. Hicks was called). I ask 
that my colleague [Mr. HICKS] be excused on accountot important busi- 


Several objections were made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Lunderstand he has leave. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that he is so recorded. 

Bir. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania 
Was called). Lask that my colleague [Mr. HOPKINS] be excused on account 
of sickness. 

Now, that shows conclusively enough—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the matter unless some gentleman desires to be heard on the 
other side. 

Mr. REED. I want to add that there is one other case where 
a roll call took place on page 1492. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to be heard on the other 


side. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to refer to the case cited by the 

ntleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], which probably had some 

uence on the mind of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Very little. [Laughter.] The 
Chair does not t that case applies at all in the same way that 
the other cases do, inasmuch as there was no roll call. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There is one other fact which has not 
been brought to the attention of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. This record not only shows there was no 
roll call on the question of excus the member, but it also 
shows that these proceedings were after the roll call—after the 
second call for absentees. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why does the gentleman suggest that 
my statement is not correct? 

r, DOLLIVER. The RECORD says pending the second roll 


Mr. STOCKDALE. It does not say pending the second roll 
call.” There is where the gentleman did not read it correctly. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wants to remind the 
gentleman from Mississippi that there is no ‘‘second roll call,” 


pr my ing. 8 
r. STOCKDALE. Well, the roll is called the second time. 

When Mr. Clay was confronted with the idea that there was a 
difference between a question of privilege and a privileged ques- 
tion he said it wasa difference between! Jennie, come out,” and 
come out, Jennie.” It isa second roll call or a second call of 
the roll, whichever you may choose to term it. 

The absentees were again called, when Mr. CULBERSON was excused from 
attendance. 

Now, gentlemen assume that this waswhen Mr. CULBERSON’S 
name was reached; and that is the only reason they say it was 
poang the roll call. But following this matter down we find 


On motion of Mr. Butler, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was excused. 


We find further— 

Mr. HEARD moved that Mr. Frax be excused. 

Now, if the names of absentees were being called alphabetic-. 
ally, Mr. FYAN’s name should have been called before that.of 
Mr. HENDERSON. So that these excuses were not presented as 
the roll call proceeded. Then, after some other motions, a mo- 
tion to dispense with all proceedings under the call was enter- 
tained and carried; and that has never been done since the 
foundation of this House while the roll call was incomplete. So 
that these requests for excuses of absent members must have 
been entertained after the second call had been completed. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. If there be noprovision in the rule 
for calling the roll a second time, can there be made at ‘this 
moment any point upon a disturbance of or departure from an 
order that does not exist? z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of 
order 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule un- 
less the gentleman desires to present some case not alveady re- 
ferred to. 

TheChair was about to say that he thought the pointof order 
ought to be overruled for this reason: The precedents, so far as 
the Chair can find any, have all been in favor of calling theroll 
where the demand for the yeas and nays has been made on mo- 
tions which have frequently been entertained to excuse a mem- 
ber. Now the Chair thinks that the roll call is completed tech- 
nically by the first call. It may not be necessary to decide that 

uestion; but the present call is simply a call under the rules of 
the House for the presentation of excuses for absentees. 

It is more methodical and orderly to call the names alphabet- 
ically, tothe end that members may, in anorderly manner, offer 
excuses for absentees. For thisreason the Chair supposes it has 
been customary to call the names of absentees and to call them 
alphabstically. But really the roll call is completed with the 
first call; and these motions with reference to excusing mem- 
bers do not intarfere with the roll call. The Chair therefore 
feels constrained to entertain the motion to excuse the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. 

The question was taken; and on'a division (demanded by Mr. 
REED) there were—ayes 128, noes 4. 

Mr. REED. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. REED and Mr. CATCHINGS were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, 
noes 0. 

Mr. REED. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 105, not 
voting 164; as follows: 


YEAS—81 
Baldwin, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Ritchie, 
Barthold G McCleary, Minn, Robertson, La. 
Belden, Grosvenor, MeBttrick, haw. 
Bell, Colo. 5 1 eet ae 
Bland, T, ontgo 4 m: 
Boutelle, Hall, Minn. — opii 8 
Brosius, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. Stephenson. 
Bundy. A Outhwaite, Stone, C. W. 
Burrows, Haugen, Page, Storer, 
Caldwell, Hayes, Patterson, Strong, 
Capehart, Henderson, Iowa Pence. Talbott, Md. 
eki A Henderson, N. Perkins, Thomas. 
Childs Hermann, Phillips, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. cks, Pickler, Upd. ; 
Cousins, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cummin; udson, Quigg, Walker, 
Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, Wever., 
Doolittle, Lefever, Rayner, Wheeler, Ala. 
Ellis. Oregon Loudenslager, i, Son, 
Funston, Lucas, Reilly, Woomer 
ar, Mallory. Richardson, Tenn, Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—165. 
Abbott, Catchings, Lawson, 
Alexander, Causey, Edmunds, La; 
Allen, Clark, Mo. Enloe, x 
Arnold, Clarke, Ala, Epes, Lynch, 
Batley, Cobb, Ala Erdman, addox, 
Baker, Kans. 1l, Forman, Martin, Ind. 
Barwig. Conn, Grady, McCreary, Ky. 
Berry, Coombs, Gres) MeDannold, 
Black. Ga. Cooper, Ind Hare. Dear mon, 
n, Cooper, Tex. Holman, McKaig, 
Bower, N.C. Covert, Hooker, Miss. 3 
= ch, aoe Ark X. — — ue th, 
eckinridge, Crain, utcheson, organ, * 
Brooks awford, Izlar, OSes, 
Bunn, Vis, Jones, Neill, 
Burnes, De Armond, S Paschal, 
Bynum, DeForest, Ky: Pearson, 
Cabaniss, Dinsmore, Lacey, Pendleton, Tex. 
Dockery, Lane, Pigott, 
Caruth, Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
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Richardson, Mich. Stallings, Tate, ting, 
2 Stockdale, Taylor, Ind. Williams, Miss, 
Stone, Ky. Tucker, 180. 
Russell, Ga. Strait, Turner, Va. Woodard, 
Warner, 
Ravers, Talbert, S. c. Weadock, 
pringer, ey, Wells, 
NOT VOTING—164. 
Hopkins, III. Payne, 
Adams. Pa. Daniels, ouk Paynter, 
tken, Davey, Bulick, Pendleton, W.Va. 
Hull. Post, 
Aldrich, Dingleéy, Ikirt, Price, 
Apsley, Draper, Johnson, Ind. Randall, 
Avery, Dun > Jobnson, Ohio . hop 
— Durborow, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
ad, English, Cal Krib Schermerhorn, 
Barnes, nglish, N. J. Lapham, cranton, 
Bartlett, Everett, Linton, Settle, 
Tex. Fielder, le, Shell, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Livingston, Sibley, 
a agp Fletcher, Lockwood, Sickles, 
Black, III. Funk, Loud, Simpson, 
Blair, Magner, Sipe, 
Boatner, Gardner, Maguire, Snodgrass, 
Bowers, Cal. A Manon, Somers, 
Brattan, Geissenhainer Marshall, Stevens, 
iage, Ky. Gillett, Mass, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Bretz, ldzier, McAleer, Straus, 
Brickner, ht, ‘Call, Sweet, 
Broderick, Graham, McCulloch, Tawney, 
Grimn, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Fpl hones Grout, McGann, rry, 
mus, Grow, McKeighan, Tracey, 

0 Haines, McLaurin, in, 
Campbell, Mo. McMillin, aren 
Cannon, mmond, cRae, an Voorhis, Ohio 
Clancy, is, Mercer, Wadsworth, 
Cockran, man, Meyer, Wanger, 
Coffeen, Hatch, Milliken, Was. 

‘ell, Heard, Money, Waugh, 
Compton, Heiner, Moon, Wheeler, III. 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, III. Morse, te, 

Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Murray, Williams, III. 
Cornish, Hepburn, Mutchler, Wilson, Wash. 
Culberson, Hines, Newlands, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, Oates, Wolverton, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. O'Neill, Mo.“ Wright, Pa. 


So the motion was rejected. š 
Mr. LACEY (whoh voteđ in the affirmative). Mr. Speaker, 
I change my vote from aye” to no.“ 

Mr. 50 I desire to change my vote from “‘ aye” to “no.” 
Mr. DAVIS. I also change my vote from ‘‘aye ” to ‘ no.” 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I should like to vote on this 


uestion. 
2 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall 
of the House and failed to hear his name? 


Mr. BRODERICK, I was temporarily out of the House, and 
my name was called during my absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the 
request unless the gentleman was in the Hall at the time his 
name was actually called. 

Mr. BARWIG. Ichange my vote from ‘‘ aye” to no.“ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Idesire tochange my vote from 
“no” to “aye.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CATCHINGS and Mr. Lacry addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 


sippi. 

Ur. LACEY. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I send a resolution to the desk, Mr. 
Speaker, for immediate action. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa moves 
to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Had I not been recognized? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, but the gentleman from Iowa moves to 
reconsider, which motion is in order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, let us have the resolution read. 

Mr. REED. A motion to reconsider must be first determined. 
That motion is in order, and must be decided. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Not necessarily. It has not to be decided 
at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. REED. We ask action on the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi had made a motion which the Chair recognized. 

r. REED. But he had no right to make it when the motion 
to reconsider was pending. The gentleman from Iowa was on 
the floor asking recognition for his motion. A member can not 
be deprived of the right of reconsideration by the intervention 
of any other motion when he is on the floor to make that motion. 
This is utterly without precedent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Iowa had clearly ad- 
vertised his purpose to move to reconsider by changing his vote. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Of course the Chair can not tell 
for what purpose gentlemen change their votes; and it will be 
remembered that several other gentlemen did so. 

Mr. REED. I wish to make a point of order against the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Mississippi in addition. I want that 
to be understood. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. LACEY. Linsist upon my motion, Mr. Speaker. 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fact that the gentleman 
from Iowa makes a motion to reconsider has been adverted to by 
the gentleman from Maine, The gentleman would have two 
aayi; under the rules, in which the vote on his motion could be 

en. 

Mr. LACEY. But not under a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that the mo- 

tion to reconsider may be made at any time within two days. So 
that thero was no effort made to cut the gəntleman off from his 
motion. The gentleman from Mississippi rises and makəs a mo- 
tion, and the Chair will cause that motion to be read. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, 
if the Chair please, that it is entirely out of orderforany motion 
affecting anything except this immediate call to be entertained 
by the Chair pending a motion to reconsider this vote. 

Mr. ROBBINS. It is not pending, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, itis pending. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has moved to reconsider, and there is no 
question of privilege, under the rules, any higher than the right 
to have a vote upon a motion to reconsider. Thera is no vote 
declared in this House upon which the Spdaker does not raise 
that question of „ request the House to table 
that motion, before the matter is disposed of. It is in the hands 
of the House until that is done. The Speaker says, The gen- 
tleman from so and so moves to reconsider and to lay that mo- 
tion on the table, and without objection the latter motion will 
be agreed to.” Until that is done the measure has not passed 
out from under the action of the House. And, pending that, it 
certainly can not be in order for the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] to obtrude here some entirely extrane- 
ous proposition. 

Mr. REED. Let us have the rule of the Housg read, Rule 
XVIII. If there is a positive rule of the House it is that: 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for 
the reconsideration thereof. and such motion shall take precedence of all 
other questions except the consideration ol a conference report, a motion 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a re- 
cess, and shall not be withdrawn, ete. 

sa SPEAKER pro tempore. What rule. does the gentleman 
read? 

Mr. REED. The first section of Rule XVIII. If there is such 
a thing as language determining a matter this does, and I defy 
any man in this House to show a single instance where a mem- 
ber has not the right to reconsider. There never has been 
an instance where a man has been taken off his feet by the 
recognition of the Speaker under those circumstances. The 
Speaker has the right to recoznize in certain cases where the 
rights of the members are equal; but where a member's motion 
has the right to precede it is the duty of the Speaker to recog- 
nize him, and when he states that he rose for the purpose of ask- 
ing recognition, that is enough, under the regulations and rules 
of this House and under the rules of parliamentary law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that 

Mr. REED. Suppose the 8 had got up to move to 
adjourn. Suppose there had been aquorum present, and he had 
moved that the House adjourn to a day certain. Why, there 
can not be any doubt aboutit. The right of recognition by the 
Chair, as between individuals, is simply between members in 
the same right; but there are motions which have precedence, 
and those motions are the recognition of the House, which is 
superior to the recognition of the Speaker, or rather it is u 
recognition which the Speaker is bound to carry out. I hope 
we may be able, in the wreck of worlds, to save some few par lia- 
mentary principles. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lunderstand this is merely a question as to 
whether tho gentlemen from . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will please be in 
order and resume their seats, The Chair can not, hear this de- 
bate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand this is simply a question as 
to whether the gentleman from Mississippi, having first been re- 
cognized, his motion should be stated to the House. 

Mr. REED. It is not a question of first recognition. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment, please. If the gentleman from 
Iowa, after that motion is stated, makes a motion which under 
the rules takes precedence, the Chair must first put the motion 
of the gentleman from Jowa. If not, he must put the motion 
which 15 of highest precedence, We have not reached that 
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Spat yet. The question is as to whether the motion of the gen- 
eman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] can now be stated. It 
may be one of the motions that takes precedence of the motion 
to reconsider. If it is, we must pass upon that first. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It can not be one of those motions, because 
t is a resolution on kapor: He sent it up to the desk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. e do not know what it is. We have not 
heard it read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There are only three motions that can 
take preceđence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He may want to make one of those motions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But he does not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House will be in order. The 
Chair will hear gentlemen who desire to be heard o n this point, 
but the Chair begs gentlemen to proceed in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the first 

roposition involved here is the right given by the rule of the 
3 to make this motion. That is the first proposition. The 
motion is made, and tlie motion is pending. Now, the next ques- 
tion under the rule and Practice of the House is at what time 
shall that vote be taken? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the question the gentleman from 
Mississippi now interposes—some motion, some resolution, some 
procedure. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Proposes to spoke arse 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Or proposes to interpose. The Houseis 
not advised as to what that is. I submit that under the rules of 
the House there are just three motions that he can make and 
that can take the place of the motion toreconsider and the vote 
upon the motion to reconsider. Why, look at the practice of 
the House from time immemorial. The only way we ever get 
along with any business in the House is that the Speaker sui 
sponti puts the motion to the House to reconsider supposed to 
have been made by the member in charge of the bill or measure, 
and instantly upon the passage of the bill or the defeat of the 
bill, the motion is thereupon put by the Speaker, recognizing 
the fact that it takes precedence of all other motions or resolu- 
tions or matters of procedure: except those included in the rules 
of the House. I submit that we can not afford to repeal rules 
that we have in order to get to others we know not of. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker,I wish to suggest that we had this 
question up a few days ago, when we were acting under a special 
order, and the then occupant of the Chair (the Speaker) held 
that this motion was in order first; but afterwards, when his 
attention was called to the fact that the special order under 
which the House was acting forbade the acceptance of interven- 
ing motions, he declined to submit any question on the motion 
to reconsider. But the decision of the Chair as to the general 
rule was in harmony with the claim we make now. The Chair 
then refused to permit the motion to reconsider or submit that 

uestion or to permit an appeal from his ruling upon the ques- 
tion, for the reason that under the special order the general rules 
were suspended. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But we are not acting under any suspen- 
sion of the rule now. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair desires to hear anything more I will 
ask to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to present 
his opinion upon this matter, and will now state what it was. 
The motion, to reconsider isa privileged motion and can be made 
at any time on the day on which the matter is disposed of or 
on the succeeding day under the rules. As the Chair was first 
inclined to look at it, he thought that after the motion was made 
it was not privileged to be called up then necessarily, and it 
would not be in some instances. The Chair finds a ruling es far 
back as the Thirty-fourth Congress, as follows: 

On the same or succeeding day after the vote is taken it is in order at any 
time to move its reconsideration and have the motion entered on the Jour- 
nal, even when a member is on the floor. 

Tt may be entered upon the Journal and it may be made when 
a member is on the floor; and it is also decided that it may be 
done pending a call of the roll, and that is necessary, because 
the time may expire within which the motion can be made. But 
the difficulty in the mind of the Chair is found in Rule XVIII: 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succceeding day, to move for the 
reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall taka precedence of all other 
8 except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix 
g ri day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, 
_ Now, the gentleman from Mississippi has sent up a motion. It 

may be one of those motions. The Clerk will therefore report 
it, so that the Chair will see whether it takes priority over the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman claim that it does? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. REED. Does the gentleman claim that itis a conference 

report? i 
.CATCHINGS. Let it be read. 

Mr. REED. Ifthe gentleman rises for the purpose of intro- 
ducing a superior resolution, it is designab.e in distinct terms, 
and he could say. it is a conference report, which he will not 
undertake to a It can not be a motion to fix a day to which 
the House s adjourn, because there is no quorum present. 
It might be a motion to adjourn or to take a recess, but that 
would not be in writing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Some of the motions which are 
preferred need not be in writing. i 

Mr. REED. Why, ofcourse I do not care whether the reso- 
lution is strictly required to be in writing or not, butas a method 
of procedure it has always been the custom in this Houss for a 
member, when he claims that his motion had precedence, to an- 
nounce what that motion of precedence was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the state- 
ment which the gentleman was about to make, and then will 
hear the gentleman from Maine. The Chair will make a state- 
ment, and then will hear the gentleman from Mississippi. Some 
of the motions which are given precedence under the rule must 
be in writing 
A conference report, for instance, is one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s proposition 
might be a conference report. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Mississippi say it is? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman would not be 
called upon to state that. 5 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to say distinctly that it was a resolution. That is nota 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a motion under the rule. 
A motion may be in writing, and the Chairis of opinion that 
this should be read, and he directs the Clerk toread it. After- 
wards the Chair will hear the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


Resolved, That all leaves of absence, except for sickness, be and the same 
are hereby revoked, and the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to notify all mem- 
bers absent, except on acconnt of sickness, that their attendance upon the 
sessions of the House is required; and that further proceedings under this 


call be dispensed with. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (during the reading). Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
make a point of order on that. There is no need to read it all 
through. It discloses in its first lines that it is not one of the 
privileged motions contemplated by the rule. 

Mr. REED. I make a point of order against the motion itself. 
I want that understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. All points of order 
are reserved, 2 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Of course all points of order are reserved. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a perusal of the second paragraph of Rule 
XV will make it perfectly and absolutely clear that the only ob- 
ject of giving members the opportunity on a call of the House 
to offer excuses for their absence is to avoid their being included 
in an order for their arrest. The language of the rule is plain: 
‘The doors shall then be closed and those for whom nosuil.cient 
excuse is made may”—not ‘‘shall”—*‘ may, by order of a ma- 
jority of those present, be sent for and arrested wherever they 


may found.” 

he calling of the names of members on this call for excuses 
is buta prelude to the further execution of the rule by the issu- 
ance of an order for the arrest of theabsentees. But here is not 
a pope to arrest anybody. Here, in this resolution which 
I have sent to the desk, is a proposition which contemplates no 
mans arrest, which contemplates dispensing with further pro- 
ceedings under this call, which would itself cover the object of 
the motion for the excuse of this member, which would itself 
excuse him: so that no man’s rights are violated by this propo- 
sition. Itsimply directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to notify absent 
members by telegraph that their attendance is requested. The 
resolution is, in one sense of the word, a proposition to excuse 
this very member by dispensing with all further procesdings 
under the call. 

Nobody contemplates asking an order for his arrest, on for the 
arrest of any other member; and the only object under the rule 
of calling the roll a second time is that members may have an 
opportunity to have excuses presented for them and thus avoid 
being arrested. So that necessarily, proceed ing as we are under 
a call of the House, this proposition is superior to a motion to 
excuse a member, and still more superior to a proposition to re- 
consider the vote by which the House has excused or failed to 
excuse. If this resolution shall be adopted this member is ipso 
Jacto excused, so that this is entirely different from a cas2 where 
we are proceeding in the House itself, and where only confer- 
ence reports or other privileged matters of that kind can inter- 
vene, 
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We are now g under a call of the House, and my 
resolution is necessarily superior to a motion to excuse a mem- 
ber, or to a motion to reconsider a vote on exc a member, 
because if it is adopted, it dispenses with all further proceed- 
ings under the call of the House and removes all possibility of 
the arrest of the member whom the House is asked to excuse, 
or of any other member. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I submit 
thatthe point of order will not lie against it. It is superior to 
the motion to reconsider; it is superior to the motion to excuse; 
it is superior to all other motions because it does not contem- 
plate anybody’s arrest, and it does take the place of those other 
ary by dispensing with all further proceedings under the 


Mr, REED. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the United 
States provides that ‘‘a majority of each House shall constitute 
aquorum todo business; buta smaller number may adjournfrom 
day to day, and may be authorized to compel the attendance of 
absent members in such manner and‘under such penalties as each 
House may provide.” Now, the Chair wants to bear in mind 
carefully one fact, viz, that a House in order to do business must 
havea quorum. For one purpose alone less than a quorum may 
act, and that purpose and the manner of its execution are both 
RPTE by the Constitution of the United States and by nothing 


else. x 

The Constitution provides that a House with a quorum may 

rescribe a certain course of action which may be followed by 

ess than a quorum, for the purpose of obtaining the attend- 
ance ofa quorum. The power of less than a quorum is expressly 
limited by the rules of the House. It does not admit ol e Ə- 
ment. Doubtless the House ht havə provided better rules 
than those that we have here. Doubtless it might have made 
better provision than that which is before us, but such as it is 
we must be governed by it until the full House changes it. 

I apprehend that what I am saying now is elementary. I 
apprehend it must be clearly wit the judgment of every 
man. First, the power that we are attem to exercise is a 
power which must be granted by a full House and can not be 
enlarged by less than a quorum. Now, what is that power? 
Being a power given, as it were, in derogation of the right of 
the House with a quorum, it must be construed exactly as it 
stands. What is that power? It is not a general power to com- 
pel the attendance of members. Nothing of that sort is given 
under the rules of this House to less than a quorum, Less than 
a quorum can only follow this rule. They can not go beyond it; 
they can not adopt any other method to compel the attendance 
of members. Whatever is prescribed in this rule is the cast- 
iron bound and controlling force of the House having less than 
a quorum. Now, what is the rule? 


In the absence of a quorum— 
And mark you, this is the only rule 


„ DN 

to be appointed the Sergeant-at- Arms for that purpose, and their 

attendance secured; the House shall determine upon what condition 
they shall be discharged. 


There is a complete limitation of the power of less than a 
quorum. First, they are to receive the excuses of members; 
second, those that are not excused they may arrest. That is all 
we can do. Now, the gentleman proposes to do something else; 
and he undertakes to say he is ER 85 under the authority of 
this House. > 

When you come to the question of the precedence of a motion 
to reconsider, that is too plain to require a word to be said about 
it. The rulesof this House say that the right to make a motion 
to reconsider shall be interfered with only by 1 conference re- 

rt (which this is not), or a motion to fix the day to which the 
e shall adjourn (which this is not), or a motion to adjourn 
(which this is not), or a motion to take a recess (which this is 
not). If the gentleman undertakes to say that the action he 
now proposes is in the absence of a quorum, let me say to him 
that the last vote showed a quorum of this House; and we are 
acting with a quorum. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does not my friend know that when the 
House is proceeding under a call it can not take a recess, it can 
not entertain a conference report, it can not do any of those 
other mames to which the gentleman has alluded? That rule 
FFE nen cation whatever when the House is proceeding un- 

ra Š 

Mr. REED. Now, the gentleman knows perfectly well that 
the last vote disclosed a quorum of this House, and we are not 
acting upon a no-quorum proposition. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Weare.acting under a call of the House. 

Mr. REED. The call of the House has nothing to do with it, 
We have a quorum present; the last vote disclosed it. Does the 
gentleman mean to say that he can not now move to take a re- 
cess? I wt he may. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me ask my friend a question. He has 
asked me one; let me respond by asking him another. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman undertake to say that 
under the rules of the House it would be competent, without 
first dispensing with proceedings under the call, to proceed with 
the transaction of business? 

Mr. REED. I think so; yet I frankly say to the gentleman 
that the custom of the House is otherwise. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course it is. 

Mr. REED. Ido not dispute facts—— 

Mr.CATCHINGS. So tthe fact remains,as T stated, that 
while we are acting under a call of the House, whether a quorum 
be present.or not, we can not do the things that the gentleman 
alluded to. 

Mr. REED. But we can not by any possibility be precluded 
from a motion for reconsideration any more from a motion 
to excuse a member. Then there is another point—this roll call 
which ås had for excuses, and which is now proceeding, can not 
be interrupted by any motion except the business of excusing 
members; that is the only matter with which it can be inter- 
rupted. And if no motion to reconsider had been made, it would 
be the.duty of the Speaker to go on with the question of excus- 
ing members, for that is the regular proceeding under a call of the 
House, and can no more be interrupted by these other proceed- 
ings than the roll call can be interru ted when the House has 
once ordered it. The resolution which the gentleman offers is 
predicated upon a result which has already been attained— 
namely, the presence of a quorum, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ionly wish to say in response to the gen- 
tleman that it has always been held—the practice of the House 
has been uniform on this point tuat when procee s under a 
call of the House are pending the House need not order the ar- 
restof absent members. It may passa resolution directing the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to notify absent membsrs by telegraph or 
otherwise that theirattendanceisrequested. And it is too late 
now for my distinguished friend to indulge in a technical dis- 
quisition upon the exact terms of a rule which has existed al- 
ways and has never had but one mong age ne 

Mr. REED. The gentleman says rule has never had but 
one Sere see. Will he cite any precedent to sustain his 
position? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Isay it has never had but one interpre- 
tation. I say that this House, time and again, since I have been 
a member of it, has, when proceedings under a call were pend- 
ing, adopted a resolution directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to no- 
tify absent. members that their attendance is required. 

Mr. REED. Hus the gentleman ever before known an attempt 
made to 2 a call for excuses in this way? 

Mr.-CATCHINGS. Well, that is not the point to which I was 
directing my remarks. 

Mr. REED. Can the gentleman give us an instance of that? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not know that I can. 

Mr. REED. I know that you can not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But that is no answer to the question if 
Ihave the right to present the proposition. Now, what is the 
purpose of the second call of the roll when such proceedings as 
this are taking place? In accordance with the orm practice 
of this House the second callis made for the purpose of enabling 
absent members, or their friends, to make sufficient excuse for 
their absence so us to avoid having their names included in the 
order of arrest.directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms. But this is 
no such proceeding as that. This simply directs the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to notify absent members that their attendance is re- 
quested. That the nature of the resolution I have sub- 
mitted, and which I might as well have submitted, for the pur- 

of this argument, in the form of a motion. In other words, 

might have been treated either asa resolution or as a motion 

for the purpose of thisargument. Its substance is to determine 
its standing, and not its form under these circumstances. 

But, as Istated at the outset, a careful reading of the rule will 
make it perfectly clear to any one that the last call is for the 
purpose of giving an opportunity for excuses to be made for ab- 
sent members so as to prevent this arrest under an order that 
the House is contemplating making. I desire the Chair to fol- 
low me distinctly on this point: 

‘The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient-excuse is 
made may, by order of a majority of those t, be sent for and arrested, 


wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, ete. 


It was deemed a wise and proper thing, and so we find this 
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provision in the rule, that before the order should be issued di- 
recting the Ser t-at-Arms to arrest and before the bar 
of the House members, an Sa should be given 
to them or some friend acting for them to make an excuse for 
their absence. Because it might be, if the excuse is deemed 
sufficient, that such member would be exempted from the order 
of arrest. That is the meaning of the rule, and no other can be 
attributed to it. 

Now, it follows, unless the House is disposed to issue the order 
for the arrest of absent members, that there is no reason why 
the 1 should be further pursued for excuses. The 
resolution is one which could only be acted upon under a call of 
the House. It does not gst the arrest of absent members. 
But while acting under a of the House, the various propo- 
sitions that my distinguished friend from Maine says would 
come ahead of this motion—such as the motion to reconsider— 
are such motions or propositions as can not in the very nature 
of things occur when the House is acting under acall. They 
are of a character which can only be considered by the House 
when it is not proceeding under a call. Hence his citation 
and his illustration have no application to the point here pre- 
sented. 

But, Mr. S er, it must follow in the very necessity of the 
case, and in the very nature of the proceeding, and in accordance 
with the necessary deductions to be drawn from the object of 
this rule, that the House may, when it does not propose to order 
the arrest of an absentee, make an order such as that contem- 
plated in this resolution. Why, Mr. Speaker, to make my sug- 
gestion absolutely unanswerable, I will call my friend’s attention 
to the fact that it has always been deemed in order, without 
calling upon any man for an excuseor without giving an oppor- 
tunity for any man to make an excuse for an absent colleague, 
to at once dispense with further proceedings under a call. 

Mr. REED. Thatis proper. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Why is that? The same reason applies 
in this case as in that: for when you move to dispense with fur- 
ther proceeding under a call, there is no danger of any absent 
member being arrested, and hence there is no necessity for 
anexcuse. The same reasoning and the same principle applies 
here. My friend smiles, but he knows that my argument is 
absolutely unanswerable, I say again, because the parallel is 
perfect. And it hus been repeatedly held that you may make a 
motion to dispense with further proceedings under a call with- 
out giving an opportunity for excuses for absentees; and the 
reason of that is patent upon the very face of the proposition, 
namely, that if you do not propose to arrest anybody, there is no 
occasion for an excuse to be made for his absence. 

If nothing of a penal character is to happen to him, if he is 
not to be put under the ban in any shape, manner, or form, why 
should the House be burdened with excuses for his absence? 
And so it is with this resolution. Here isa pi ition to dis- 
pense with further proceedings under thiscall. The resolution 
expressly declares that further proceedings under this call shall 
be dispensed with. But in addition to that it directs the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to notify absentees that their presence is de- 
sired. I believe, Mr. Spsaker, that I have said all I care to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I want to be allowed a word in re- 


ly. 
z The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Mississippi talks about this 
matter as if it was a matter of convenience to members to be al- 
lowed to be excused, and he says his argument is unanswerable, 
because you may dispense with proceedings underacall. Well, 
that 13 redder unanswerable. The y ditticulty with it is 
that it nothing to do with the present case. . 

I repeat, the Constitution of the United States permits the 
House to authorize less than a quorum to do a certain thing. 
The authorization of the House must be ample, and we, being 
less than a quorum, must follow that authorization. Now, this 
resolution is not within the competence of our power. 

What are we allowed todo? First, there is the general ex- 

ression that in the absence of a quorum members shall 
authorized to com the attendance of absent members. 
Then follows the specification of how weshalldoit. There are 
not two distinct propositions, one conveying power and the 
other conveying power, but there is one conveying power and 
the other s ying how that power shall be exercised. How 
shallit beexercised? Itshall beexercised by arresting members. 
What members? Those members who have not been excused. 
Consequently we must go through the process of making excuses 
for members before we can order the arrest of any of them. 

Now, will you say to me that the words ‘‘ compel the attend- 

ance of absent members“ is a grant of power, and also a specifi- 


cation of what shall be done? If it is, then this resolution does 


not hit it. This isa resolution not to compel the attendance 
of members, but to coax the attendance of members. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me ask my friend, if that should be 
sufficient, would not that be compelling their attendance, under 
a fair definition? 

Mr. REED. Nota bit of it. That is no compulsion at all. It 
is simply a device to save postage stamps, simply a device to 
save the expense of telegraphing. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not know about that. 

Mr. REED. It never was heard of before these two Con- 
gresses. We never heard of such a motion before. The motion 
was to order the arrest of members according to the provisions 
of the rule. Recollect first that it takes a whole quorum to do 
business, and there is only one exception, and that exception is 
to procure the attendance of members; and that less thana quo- 
rum ean not do it outside of the authorization of a full House. 
Now, we have got the authorization of the full House, and whatis 
it? It is that we shall arrest members that are unexcused. We 
have no right to excuse any others or to being 5 others here. 
It is a solemn, serious proceeding to which House proceeds 
to invite the Sergeant-at-Arms. To telegraph members is 
something undoubtedly that the full House can do, but it is some- 
thing that less than a quorum can not do; and it can not be done 
under a call of the House. That seems to be exceedingly clear 
when you bear in mind that we must find the ‘‘ word and place“ 
in the book in undertaking to exercise any authority atall. The 
power of less than a quoram to compel the attendance of mem- 

rs is limited to specifications set out by the House, and we can 
not enlarge, we have no right to enlarge it. 

Now, this whole difficulty arose from an endeavor to stretch 
this power beyond the meaning of the rule,and beyond the Con- 
stitution of the UnitedStates. Wehave actually to day 28 mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
can arrest at his own sweet will—28 of them; and when you con- 
sider that some time in the history of the country may occur an 
opportunity when the Sergeant-at-Arms can make if an 
exceedingly important factor with 28 under his control, you may 
judge we are right in entering this protest against such action. 
There is no use, gentlemen, of your 8 in such a way. 
We know that with a majority of nearly a hundred you can do 
anything you desire. We know that you may smash every rule 
of parliamentary law, but gentlemen ought to beable to do their 
work, and do it according to the rules and according to parlia- 
mentary law; and they ought to be able to do it without turning 
this House into a justice of the shop, with $10 jurisdiction, 
less than one-half of what we have in the little State of Maine. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to take 
any part in this discussion. The gentleman from Maine has so 
frequently sought to put upon his head a crown of glory at the 
expense of this House, has so frequently sought to lecture it, 
has so frequently sought to chastise this House, that it does 
seem to me it is time to rebel, even to the youngest member of 
it. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that though I am a Democrat, 
yet when thegentleman counted a quorum of this House in 1890 
I was in accord with him. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
I alee strike you in the short ribsinamoment. [General laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. Speaker, I believed in it, because it sounded to me like a 
straightforward businesslike proposition; and I have always 
been a business man. -I believed, sir, that when the Constitution 
said that you could call a man here, that it implied the power 
when he was here to recognize his presence and to make him 
act. tocompel him to act, and to permit you to act in connection 
with him whether he was silent or spoke. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, so far from being the origi- 
nator of the rule, stands to-day condemnedfor having made that 
just rule so obnoxious to a liberty-loving people that they have 
deserted it after he has so 3 exercisedit. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] Yes, Mr. Speaker, those gentlemen 
laugh when we denounce tyranny for it has no terrors for them. 
They hail it asthe method by which they rose to power, and 
from whose throne in four or tive States in the North they pre- 
tended to control the destinies of the entire nation. That is tyr- 
anny; and they love it. But, sir, what made that rule obnoxious 
was the fact that it wasexercised insuch a manner; through its 
methods there were enacted such iniquitous laws that the coun- 
try felt that when so much power was intrusted in the hands of 
aman, liberty at least was unsafe, though business might be 
dispatched. 

I stand to-day an advocate of that law, because I believe that 
while the Republican party. under the leadership of the gentle- 
man, has made it a method ofexercising tyranny, the Democratic 
party has such a sense of justice, of moderation, of prudence, as 
to use it in a way to show that it can be so used that liberty will 
not be unsafe and it can be used consistently with the e ition 
of business. The fact is that the gentleman used it to his dis- 
credit. It should be a crown of thorns upon his head instead of 
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_acrown of glory, because by his abuse he made a good rule so 
, Obnoxious to libert, “oying popis that it can not again be 
adopted in a liberty-loving 7 
For one, I resent the abuse of a good rule. For one, I deny to 
the gentleman the fathership of it. For one, I claim that he 
nailed it to the cross and crucified it by an unjust use of it, and 
we are tired of the crucifier claiming to be the father and the 
originator. He should be branded as its murderer. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the argument upon the 
uestion of order which has just been made by the gentleman 
m Texas seems to be so conclusive, that [ hope the Chair will 
now rule. os hae 
Mr. BOUTE 8 r. Speaker, I would like to call the at- 
tention of the Chair back fora single moment to the point of 
order that I made s while ago. My point is that the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is a privileged motion 
under the rules, which can only be interfered with under the 
conditions stated in the rule which has been read, and that the 
resolution or motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS], which the Chair stated he desired to have read 
solely for the purpose of determining whether it was one of the 
privileged motions that Gould take precedence of the motion to 
reconsider—that that motion is not inorder; and Lask the Chair 
now to rule upon that pointof order, which I renew after having 
heard read the resolution of the gentleman from eB eA RE 
The point, I repeat is that the proposition presented by the 
gentleman from Mississippi is certainly not either one of the 
propositions or motions named in the rule as those which alone 
can take precedence of or displace a motion to reconsider a vote. 
Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise to say a word somewhat in 
the nature of a parliamentary inquiry. If I understand the pro- 


ceedings here, the Committee on Rules have reported a propo- 
sition 2 a quorum is sought to be secured where a 
quorum not answered to their names. Their plan is the im- 


position of fines and penalties on acts which have no moral 
turpitude connected with them. That being the proposition of 
the Committee on Rules, if it is to be adopted at all, I think it 
should be made broader, and that we should have fines and pen- 
alties imposed on members who neglect to observe the rule 
against smoking, as well as on those who fail to answer to their 
names. [Laughter and applause.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, it does not strike me that it belongs toa 
legislative body to attempt, by fines and penalties, tocompel its 
members to comply with its rules. The majority have it in 
their power to neutralize the effect of the silence of a minority, 
and that is all they are entitled to. Count the members who sit 
in their seats and do not vote as part of the members for a quo- 
rum. It needs no penalties, no quarter-sessions proceedings to 
try members of the House, no making the Sergeant-at-Arms a 
constable to collect your fines and penalties. [Applause.] But 
if fines and penaties are to be adopted as the method to enforce 
a strict compliance with the rules, then every neglect to com- 

ly should be punished by a deduction of pay provided by law. 
Thus the majority of the House would convertitself intoacourt, 
judge, and jury, to determine for itself how much of a member's 
pay iog would confiscate for any neglect to comply with a rule 
of the House. 


Majorities are responsible for legislation, and have the right 
toadopt rules for the transaction of business. And it is per- 
fectly easy for them to neutralize the efect of members neg- 
lecting to answer to their names when called. If present, they 
should be counted, for the avidence of sight is certainly as good 
as that of hearing. Majorities have the right to control legis- 
lative bodies. It belongs to them under the Constitution, and 
the only right guaranteed to the minority under the Constitu- 
tion is, if its members are those specified, to have the yeas and 
nays recorded so as to show who is responsible for the action 
taken. That is all that the Constitution gives to a minority in 
our system of Government. The right of debate, the right of 
anything for the individual member is regulated by the rules 
which a legislative body chooses to adopt for its government, 
and in case members neglect to comply, have such rules as will 
neutralize the effectof such neglect. But to undertake to gov- 
ern members in a legislative body by fines and penalties belongs 
to a quarter-sessions courtand not to legislation. [Applause.] 

Now, to come to the question that I desire to suggest, with- 
out trespassing on the time of the House. The proposition that 
came before us, if I understand our proceedings aright, was to 
adopt the resolution introduced by the Committee on Rules. 
On that question no quorum voted. Then a call of the House 
was ordered. The roll was called, and the Clerk commenced 
calling the names of absentees. On thatsecond call excuses may 
be offered for absentee members; but before the absentee list 
was called through it was interrupted by a motion to excuse a 
particular member who had not answered to his name. That was 


voted upon, and after that vote a motion was made to raconsider 
the vote. Now, what motions can take precedence over that? 
What motion is high enough in 8 to displace that until 
the list of absentees is completed? One is the motion for an ad- 
journment, which always takes precedence over other motions; 
the other to dispense with all proceedings under the call. The 
question now before the House, it seems to me, is, ean this call of 
o: kne ee be interrupted by any other business until it is 

n ? z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair confesses that he has 
experienced some difficulty in arriving at a conclusion in this 
case. The motion to reconsider isa 9 2 5 motion; and the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, if held to be in order, 
would also be privileged. The question for the Chair is, which 
of these motions should be first submitted tothe House. If the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi is in order and should 
prevail, it disposes of the motion to reconsider the vote on ex- 
cusing the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], and it would also 
obviate any necessity for making a motion to excuse other gen- 
tlemen who failed to answer on a call of the House. 

The language of the rule which has been cited is that— 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for. 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for 
the reconsid m thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all 
other questions except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to 
585 the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, 

The motion to reconsider, as will be seen, takes precedence 
over all other questions except those mentioned in the rule, and 
it may be made at any time during the day on which the vote 
sought to be reconsidered is taken or on the succeeding day. As 
the rule provides, a roll call may bs ae ah Ore in order that 
this motion to reconsider may be entered. But it does not fol- 
low that it is then to be disposed of. The Chair finds a decision 
which must be the law—made in 1856, when the then Speaker 
decided (a question similar to this being pending) that under 
the rule it was in order at any time upon the same or the sub- 
sequent day to submit and have entered a motion to reconsider, 
but that it could not be considered while another question was 
before the House. 

Without attempting to shut off the gentleman from Iowa, who 
made this motion to reconsider, the Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, who was first on his feet and who first 
addressed the Chair; and he submitted a motion which he sent 
up. Now, when that motion is submitted, if it be in order, it is 
entitled, under this decision, to consideration; and the motion 
to reconsider, which may then be entered and which the House 
permits to sieht te the matter pending in order that it may be 
entered, is not to considered, under the language of this de- 
cision of 1856, while the other question is before the House. 

Now, this other question being before the House, the Chair 
thinks it must be first considered; and if the motion made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi be carried, it dispenses with the mo- 
tion to excuse the gentleman from Iowa, because all gentlemen 
are excused under this motion, so that there would really be no 
necessity for voting upon a motion to reconsider, because the 
necessity for the original motion would be dispensed with by 
agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair pardon an inquiry? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do [understand the Chair tohold that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi is pending busi- 
ness? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the Chair will review that decision 
for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is impossible for me to conceive how the 
Chair can hold that this proposition is business before the House 
in such a sense that it can not be displaced even by a motion to 
reconsider, when the very question at issue here is whether the 
proposition of the gentleman from Mississippishall be permitted 
to come before the House. The propon ton was read simply for 
the information of the Chair and the House; it was read under 
protest. The business before the House was the excise of the 
member from Iowa. We had voted upon that question; a mem- 
ber had changed his vote and had made a motion to reconsider. 
The gentleman from Mississippi then took the floor. The Chair 
saw fit, ignoring the gentleman from Iowa 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, the gentleman from Iowa was on the 
floor. Iam notimputing any unfairness to the Chair, but the 
Chair saw fit, physically, to recognize for the moment the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, who claimed that he had a right to. 
the attention of the Chair. Thereupon at once the question 
arose whether the gentleman from Iowa or the gentleman from 
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Mississippi represented that sort of a motion which entitled 
either of those gentleman to the recognition of the Chair. That 
the gentleman from Iowa represented a motion which clearly 
did entitle him to recognition no one disputes, unless the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi can claim that he was on the floor to 
make a motion which under the rules took precedence of that 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Now, at that point the discussion arose. The business before 
the House, under the ruling which the Chair has read from the 
Journal—the pending business before the House, and the only 
business—was the determination of the question whether the 
House of Representatives would excuse the gentleman from 
Iowa. The House had not completed the determination of that 
question. We had gone through a roll call, the result of which 
had been announced; but a member of the House, in the exer- 
cise of his right under the rules, had risen to ask the second 
judgment of the House—its revisory action under the rules, 
which was to be secured through a motion to reconsider. The 
Chair himself, in stating the situation and reading the rule, rec- 
ognized distinctly the fact that this right of the gentleman from 
Iowa, under the rules, cauld not be set aside by anything except 
some one of the matters named in the rule—a conference report, 
a motion to adjourn, a motion to fix the day to which the House 
will adjourn, or a motion to take a recess. 

Now, I certainly hope the present occupant of the Chair, who 
I may properly say has made an enviable record for judicial fair- 
ness in the position which he now occupies, will not make what 
it seems to me will be the very lamentable mistake of undertak- 
ing to rule that the pending business before this House is not 
the clearly pending business on which we were engaged, but 
may be construed to be some business entirely extraneous to the 
ponding business—extraneous business which the gentleman 

rom Mississippi is endeavoring to interpose and obtrude here, 
but which is not yet before the House in any form that can 
make it the pending business—a proposition which was read for 
the information of the Speaker, which, as I understood (and I 
think everybody understood the same thing), was read for the 
sole purpose of disclosing whether the subject-matter of the res- 
olution did embody one of the motions which alone can take 
precedence of the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

And in defense of the fundamental principles of parliamentary 
law, in defense of what it seems to me lies at the very foundation 
of orderly procedure here, the right of this House to turn back 
and reconsider its action if it deems it proper to do 50, a right 
absolutely essential to the orderly conduct of the legislative 
business of the House, I hope the Chair will reconsider clearly 
what is involved before ruling that a gentleman, because he is 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, or has a position on the 
committee, or whatever other position he may happen to occupy, 
or whatever be the stress or the exigency of the occasion, can 
come here and by endeavoring to take a gentleman off his feet 
who is standing here to submit a privileged motion, and after 
succeeding by the courtesy of the Chair in having the proposi- 
tion read merely for the purpose of determining its character, 
and after determining its character and disclosing the fact that 
it contains no single solitary one of the exceptions given in the 
rule—I say under these circumstances I hope the Chair will not 
make any ruling that shall deprive not only the gentleman from 
Iowa of his right, but the House itself of an unquestioned right 
that it has under all of the rules and the practice of this body. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the question 
is as to the priority of two propositions, each of which the Chair 
has held to be in order. It raises an exceedingly interesting 
question in parliamentary proceedings, and, it seems to me, an 
entirely new one. It is important that it should be settled in 
accordance with the best judgment of the House. I therefore 
sped ans A ap from the decision of the Chair. 

r. BOUTELLE. But the Chair has not super its ruling. 

Mr. LACEY. I thought the Chair had concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had not concluded its 


ruling. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair had kindly permitted me to in- 
terrupt him for the 1 of calling attention to the exact con- 
dition in which we find ourselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had not quite con- 
cluded what it desired to say. 

In reference to the argument of the gentleman from Maine, 
who has just taken his seat, the Chair desires to say that his 
reasoning would be good if his premises were good. But as the 
Chair understands the matter he goes too far 


Mr, BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will permit 
the Chair to proceed. The gentleman from Maine, the Chair 
thinks, goes too far atten he says that the motion to reconsider 
uestion. 
Why, unquestionably it was. 


ndin 
UT. 


was the 
Mr. B 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi was made; and if the gentleman had proceeded 
in the usual course, and stated his motion as it was afterwards 
read from the desk, it would have been, in point of time, before 
the House long before the other was presented. a 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg to correct the Chair on this 


point—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair of course can not 
make a ruling consecutively unless he is permitted to state the 
grounds on which it is based. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that if 
the gentleman from Mississippi had 3 in the usual way, 
and stated the motion that he desired to submit, it would have 
been more clearly understood that that was the pending busi- 
ness, if it was in order. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi, instead of stating his 
motion, put it in writing and sent it to the desk. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In the usual way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not stated by word of 
mouth. While that was being done—and while the gentleman 
from Mississippi had not used the words himself which his reso- 
lution embodied—the gentleman from Iowa made a motion to 
reconsider. That is to say, after the gentleman from 3 
had been fully recognized, but before the motion that was sub- 
mitted was read, the gentleman from Iowa moved to reconsider 
the vote just taken. 

Now, if it was true that the gentleman, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, was cut off by the Chair, he would have the 
right to do that, for the Chair would have aright to RS Wary 
amember. The right of recognition is essentially in the Chair. 

The vote was completed when the result of the roll call was 
announced. The gentleman from Maine—and in this respect 
the Chair thinks the gentleman is wrong in his premises—the 
gentleman from Maine assumes that the business before the 
House was the motion to excuse the gentleman from Iowa. In 
fact, the vote had been taken on that proposition, the result was 
announced to the House, and notwithstanding the fact that the 
motion to reconsider was in order it was not made. 

It might have been made then or later in the day, or it might 
have been made to-morrow. Now—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it was made, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But not until after other busi- 
ness intervened. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, [ heard it made at the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard it, too; but 
heard it subsequently to the introduction of other business by 
the gentleman from 7 [Mr. CATCHINGS]. [Cries of 
“No!” “ No!” on the Republican side.] Unquestionably the 
Chair is right in that. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair allow me to clear that up? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gen- 


tleman. 

i aang The Chair of course will take the statement of a 
mem 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will do that. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] rose in 
his seat, and so informed the Chair, and made the motion. The 
question of who happens to get the first breath in does not de- 
cide this proponi tion of recognition by the Chair. Why, just 
think of it. n the Chair recollect a single instance where a 
motion to reconsider has been refused precedence, exceptupon the 
ground that it was to delay, or except upon the new ground that 

t was an intervening motion? He can not recollect a single in- 
stance where it was not allowed to come in, and our rules only 
allow four cases which are specified to take precedence. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine will 
undorstand that the Chair is not refusing a motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. REED. The Chair is refusing the motion to reconsider 
when he refuses to recognize the gentleman who took his feet 
for the purpose of making the motion to reconsider. The Chair 
says that question was decided. It had to be decided before the 
motion to reconsider could be made. It could not be made until 
after the announcement by the Chair. So he had to wait until 
the Chair announced it, and then he stood right up in his place 
instantly and addressed the Chair, and moved to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Andso, too, the gentleman from 
Mississippi rose and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Iowa was entitled to 

recedence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. upon what principle? 

Mr. REED. Upon the rule of the House of Representatives, 
whichsays that the gentleman from Iowa had the right to move 
to reconsid¢r. ln the first place, under general parliamentary 
law, the right to reconsider is instantaneous. 


r—- 


The SPEAKER. pro tempore The gentlemam said the rule 


of the House,” not parliamentary law. Where is the rule of the 
House that says the Chair must wait for a motion to reconsider 
before entertaining other business? 

Mr. REED. When the gentleman rises and is: on his feet in- 
stantly, there is no waiting for other business. It seems to me 
the Chair makes confusionin his mind by comparing cases where 
members did not instantly move to reconsider, but subsequenti 
did it. In that case it is entitled to precedence after the busi- 
ness which is interrupted has been concluded. But where a 
gentleman, directly after the vote is announced, stands up and 
moves to reconsider, why it has always been his right, and the 
Chair can not remember an instance since he was here, nor an 
instance in the whole history of the Congress, of the. United 
States, where the contrary was held. We can not afford to have 
too much new law made. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say one 


word 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would have more 


hesitaney—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Spenker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
Man. 
Mr. REED. Under the head of reconsideration, where we get 
our right, the rule of the House says: 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding: day; to move for 

reconsideration. thereof, aud such motion shall take precedence. of all 


the 
otherques' 

And so forth. 

The SPEAKER: pro tempore. That is the rule 

Mr. CATC S. L wish to say one word with reference 
to the facts.. F do not. eare: to argue the law of this case any 


more. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man, 

Mr..CATCHINGS:. [I wish to say that when the Chair had 
announced the result of the vote on the call of the yeas and 
nays I rose in my seat. with æ written resolution, and pursuing 
the usual parliamentary method of presenting a. motion or reso- 
lution in writing, I sent it to the desk. to be read. Lcould not 
have done otherwise. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, after that had been done, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] rose and made his motion to reconsider. 
The Chair dis y recognized my motion, and it was the 

business at the time the motion to reconsider was made. 
tis true he had a right to: make a motion to reconsider; but. 
the Chair is not compelled to wait to see if a gentleman desires 
to move to reconsider for, non constat, such a motion might 
never be made. And, therefore; after the vote is announced on 
the roll call, it is the business of the Chair, not merely the will 
of the Chair, but it is the business of the Chair, te recognize 
ntlemen who desire to call up business before the House that 
in order. The Chair could not. have known at the time he 
recognized me to make the motion that anybody was. going to 
make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REED. There is no suggestion of the question as to 
whether the Chair should wait for a motion. The: gentleman 
undertakes to speak of what would. happen in a. case where a 
member did not make à motion, and.as:to whether the Chair 
should wait for a motion. Certainly not. But in this case the 
gentleman from Iowa made: it instantly, and it is not a question 
of tlie right of recognition by the Chair. It is a question of the 

+ of u member to hia motion to reconsider. 
. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WLLLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a point of order. 

The 8 pro tempore. The gentleman. will state his 

of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The point of order is this. 
As Tunderstand the situation, a point of order has been sub- 
mitted to the Chair and the Chair hasdecidedit. Now, is there 
no end to the debate upon it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I make the point of order 
that it is not in order to discuss amatter which has been decided. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The Chair has not decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only entertain 
one point of order at a time. The presentoccupantof the chair 
is not inclined, being only temporarily in the chair, to under- 
take to say too hurriedly that members of the House who desire 
to submit their views shall not do so upon a parliamentary ques- 
tion which is more or less new. The Chair will allow a reason- 
able nee to gentlemen. to state their views, because, being 
tom yin the chair, and only the temporary organ of the: 
Hause, he would not feel disposed to override: any -well-estab- 
lished precedent and authority; and therefore would. indulge 
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members to a greater extent than he might, possibly if he were 
the permanent.occupant of the chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair has, I think, by inadyertence,, 
stated that my premises were not sound when he stated that 
had based my argument upon the allegation that the business 
before the House was the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 
That was not exactly technically accurate. Lhold thatthe busi- 
ness before the House, upon which the House was enguged, and 
which it had not completed, was the business of excusing the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. Now, the question as. to 
what business was pending before the House, must, of course, 
refer to the moment of time that the gentleman from Missis- 
sippiand the gentleman from Iowa were claiming recognition 
of the Chair. That is the time to which our attention is di- 
rected; and the question as to what business is in order is per- 
tinently answered by ascertaining what took place at that pre- 
eise moment of time, because the question before the Speaker 
was whether he should recognize one gentleman or another to 
bring up a matter of business. 

Now, at the time that the gentleman from Mississippiwason the 
floor and recognized by the Chair, at the same time the gentle- 
man from Iowa was endeavoring to get recognition for a motion 
to, reconsider the business done, and the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi could not by any stretch of imagination. 
be assumed to be before this House, because nobody knew it was. 
The gentleman had not stated what it was. He haa not made 
any motion. He had not indicated the scope of the proposition 
he was about to submit, and, therefore, I was entirely correct in 
saying that the business before the House at the time this ques- 
tion addressed itself to the Chair for decision. was nothing but 
the determination of the question in regard to the excuse of the 
gentleman. from Iowa, Everybody recognizes. that; and this 
matter of the gentleman. from Mississippi has:only been inter- 
polated since, ; 

It came in during the controversy and discussion, and it was 
readat the Clerk's: desk simply as-a matter of information. So 
that the determination of the Chair, as.to the duty of the Chair 
to recognize the motion. offered by the gentleman from Iowa, 
to reconsider. the vote just taken, or to recognize the gentle- 
man from Mississippi regard to some paper, the nature of 
which had not been disclosed, of course can not be to pass upon 
any proposition in that measure, because nobody knew what 
was in the paper sent up by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The motion of the gentleman from: Iowa was- the pending busi- 
ness at the time when the Chair recognized tha: gentleman from 
Mississippi, and, as I believe, the Chair was withholding tight- 
ful recognition from the. gentleman from. Iowa, because this. 
business of the gentleman. from Mississippi was not before the 
House. It was not pending anywhere. It was simply a per- 
sonal. proposition: that he had.evolved and was. endeavoring to 
get before the House. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman. 
from Maine is not very accurate in his statement as to what has 
transpired. Now, what was the question under consideration? 
It wus a question as to whether a certain gentleman on theother 
side should be excused. A vote was taken and it was decided 
that he should not be excused; whereupon the gentleman from 
Mississippi, being recognized by the Chair and about that thera 
can be no disputs—sent a proposition in writing to the Chair, 
which was a larger proposition than the proposition which was 
under consideration, the excuse of an individual member, and 
peapared to excuse all members fromarrest if his resolution were: 
adopted. 

The gentleman says it was not before the House. It was sent 
to the House in the ordinary form in which every. resolution is, 
sent, in which every motion is sent. The Speaker frequently 
requires gentlemen to reduce their propositions to writing. The 
gentleman from Mississippi took the precaution to reduce his 
resolution to writing, and he was recogn: by the Chair; where- 
upon the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] said that he made 
a motion to reconsider. As the Speaker has very properly. said, 
he had the right to make the motion to reconsider, and the right 
is secured to every member under the rule, for it provides t 
a member may offer a motion to reconsider upon the day upon 
which the measure is passed or on the subsequent day, and it 
may be entered upon the Journal; but that dan not interfere 
with the larger motion. presented. by my colleague from, Missis- 
sippi for the adoption of the House, and which, if adopted, will 
not only excuse that individual member whose case was under 
consideration, but excuse from arrest every member. 

I say therefore that the Chair in indicating that it is his pur- 
pose: to recognize the right of the gentlemanfrom Mississippi to 
make that motion, which. excuses the member whose name has 
been mentioned here and for whoman excuse has been requested, 
and dispenses with the ssriatim propositions which it is no doubt 
the purpose of the gentleman: from Maine and: others: to make, 
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and to have a roll call on the excusing of every member who 
fails to answer to his name—the Chair, I say, in indicating that 
it is his purpose to recognize the right of my colleague from 
Mississippi to make that motion is ruling in accordance with 
parliamentary law and the proper course of proceeding here. 
My colleague from Mississippi, seeing that a separate motion 
mig ht be made on excusing every gentleman who failed to an- 
swer to his name, in troduces this larger proposition, which in- 
cludes the minor, and which does not exclude the question of 
excusing the gentleman on whose case it has been moved to re- 
consider the vote, because it proposes to excuse him and every 
member who is absent by the adoption of a proposition which 
shall not make it necessary to issue an order for the arrest either 
of the member specified or of other, gentlemen for whom excuses 
may be asked. I repeat, sir, the indication which the Chair has 
given as to his conclusion upon this question is so evidently 
right and proper and so entirely in the interest of the transac- 
tion of business, that it ought not to be opposed by anybody on 
either side of the House who professors to be in favor of doing 
business here. The object of my colleague from Mississippi is, 
by this general pee to excuse all members who are ab- 
sent, and thereby to avoid the necessity of embracing their 
names in any order of arrest which may be given to the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, this ques- 
tion is very plain. The Chair was announcing the result of a 
vote. Two gentlemen were on their feet, ready, the instant the 
vote was announced, to demand the attention of the Chair, and 
submit motions. One of those gentlemen was the member from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey], who signified his intention to make a motion 
to reconsider. He was standing just where I stand now, and he 
addressed the Chair the instant it was possible for him to do so. 
If he did not make that motion in time, he never could make the 
motion in time. The other was the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CarcHrnGcs], who desired to offer a resolution, and I am 
obliged to my distinguished friend, who has just taken his seat 
ae HOOKER of Mississippi], for disclosing the motive which 

is colleague had in offering that resolution. That motive, he 
says, was to cut off the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] from 
the right to move to reconsider. 

Now, how can the Speaker say that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] was on the floor first on that occasion? 
How can the Speaker say that the gentleman from Iowa was not 
on the floor just as soon as the gentleman from Mississippi? It 
seems to be a simple matter of favoritism and a very plain vio- 
lation of the rule. I understood the Speaker to say that if the 
gent eman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] had made his motion first it 
would have been in order, and I undertake to say that unless the 
gentleman from Iowa did make his motion so as to be in order 
it would be utterly impossible for him or anybody else to make 
such a motion in order with the present Speaker |Mr. RICHARD- 
son of Tennessee] in the chair, if he chose to recognize some- 
body else to make some other motion intended to head off the 
motion of the gentleman from Towa. 

Mr. BURROWS. Just one word, Mr. Speaker. The rule 
has already been referred to which provides that— 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority on the same or s day to move for the 
reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other 


motions except the motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, 
conference reports, and so on. 


A proceeding similar to this arose some years ago in the House 
of Representatives, and the decision of the Chair at that time 
may throw some light upon the pending question. The House 
found itself without a quorum and a motion to adjourn was made 
and lost. Then Mr.McKay offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That ail members now absent, except such as have been excused, 
be req at the meeting of the è on to-morrow morning, to give ex- 
cuses for their absence at this time; and it shall be the duty of the Clerk to 
enter their names on the Journal. 

A point of order was made against that resolution, and the 
8 er held that it was not in order; that, there being no quo- 
rum present, it wus not in order to make an order that members 
should ap the next day. An appeal was taken from the de- 
cision of the Chair, and the House, in the anxiety and heat which 
sometimes prevailed in the earlier days of the Republic, over- 
ruled the decision of the Chair, and held that it was inorder: so 
the question was putand the resolution adopted. The next day 
some question arose about the Journal, which was finally ad- 
gusten and then Mr. Dromgoole moved to reconsider the vote of 

he day previous, agreeing to the resolution offered by Mr. Me- 
Kay during the proceeding upon the call of the House, which 
resolution was as follows [reciting the resolution]. Pending 
that proposition to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted a Mr. Brown, in order to get rid of the whole sub- 
ject, moved to rescind the resolution. 
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contend that there is any par 


In the case now pending we have a proposition to excuse a 


member. A motion is made to reconsider the vote by which the 


House refused to excuse him, and pending that the gentleman 
from Mississippi {Mr. CATCHINGS]} offers a resolution to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call, so as to avoid the 
necessity of a vote on the motion to reconsider. In this case to 
which Iam referring Mr. Brown moved to rescind the resolu- 
tion for the sole purpose of getting rid of the ESENS of recon- 
sidering the vote had on the preceding day. The Spsaker held 
that under the rule of the House declaring that a motion to re- 
consider shall take precedence of all other. motions except a mo- 
tion to adjourn, etc., the motion to reconsider was first in order 
and must be put. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Who was the Speaker? 

Mr.BURROWS. Mr. John Davis, of Indiana, was the Speaker 
of the House at the time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, Does my friend from Michigan seriously 
el between a motion to rescind 
a given vote and a motion to dispense with all proceedings un- 
Aegir BORE WS. Why, th 

Mr. ROWS. y, the very object of dispensing with 
all proceedings under the call is to get rid of the ing. 
Here was a motion to reseind a proposition upon which a mo- 
tion was entered to reconsider. ow, in order to avoid the 
effect of the motion to reconsider, it was proposed to rescind the 
original proposition. The two cases are ‘on all fours” with 
each other. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Why, Mr. Speaker, the motion to rescind 
was equivalent to the motion to reconsider. That was the very 
purpose of it. 

Mr. REED. Why, the gentleman from Mississippi and his 
colleague have argued the question on the ground that his motion 
isa er measure, which dispenses with the other. Here isa 
motion which is still larger; and if a larger motion can have the 
effect for which the gentleman contends, a still larger one must 
have that effect. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In order to make a parallel 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me say this to my friend. Upon certain 
resolutions passed by the House certain proceedings were had: 
and upon one of those resolutions it was proposed to reeonsider 
the action of the House. Now, in order to take a larger view of 
the matter, as suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
and to get in a resolution which would have precedence of the 
other, it was proposed to wipe out the resolution which laid the 
foundation for the proceeding. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But my friend is so good a parliamentar- 
rian that he must know the only way for the House to rescind 
a N would be to reconsider the vote by which it was 
adopted. 

Mr. REED. Not at all. 

Mr. BURROWS. This was a proposition to rescind, to wipe 
out the original resolution. But the gist of the matter is that 
the Speaker held that in the face of such a proposition the mo- 
tion to reconsider, being first in order under the rules, must be 
first put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Chair understands, 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, I suppose there is no contest as to who 
was first entitled here to recognition. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa stood here on his 
feet 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, in 
that case the motion to reconsider was first made. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly; and, as I understand it, was first 
madghere, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 
[Cries of Rule!“ Rule!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. If 
the gentleman from Maine has any additional argument to sub- 
mit, the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the Chair to address an in- 
quiry to the gentleman from Michigan in regard to the action 
of the gentleman from Iowa, I wish to say that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] stated to me that the gentle- 
man from Iowa not only made the motion, but the Chair had at 
first recognized him, or said The gentleman from Iowa,” and 
then had his attention diverted to the gentleman from Missis- 
ss en I think that is a statement of the facts. 

r. OUTHWAITE. The record of the proceedings does not 
sustain that statement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think what I have stated is a pertinent 
fact for the Chair to understand; for I presume the Chair will 
accept the statement of the gentleman from Missouri in its full 


papori 7 
r. CATCHINGS. The gentleman from Missouri was mis- 
taken; that is all. 4 


Having been first made, as the 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is quite sure he rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Mississippi, and so stated immedi- 
ately thereafter, when the matter was fresh in his mind. The 
onar is quite positive on that point. The Chair is now ready 

rule. 

Mr. WELLS. May I interject just a word? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. WELLS. This appears to have become a question of 
veracity between the Chair and gentlemen of the opposition. I 
think there are gentlemen on this side of the House who will 
sustain the Chair in the position that he opparoung intends to 
take; and we ask that he take it immediately. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already indi- 
cated the ruling he intended to make in this matter; but he has 
mangsa entlemen in their statements, trusting that possibly 
additional light might be thrown on the question. 

The Chair adheres to the decision he has already made; and 
he does so with the less reluctance because no possible injury 
can come from this view of the case. The motion to reconsider, 
if now entertained and voted upon, would only accomplish that 
which the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi will accom- 
plish. The question, therefore, is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, unless some gentleman appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LACEY. Tappeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa states 
that he desires to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
proposition of the gentleman from n 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That questionis not now before 
the House. The question is on the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Iowa ap- 

als from the decision of the Chair, and the gentleman from 

pes moves to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. Pending the motion to lay the 
appeal on the table the gentleman from South Dakota moves 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 62, noes 


Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on the vote. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 29, nays 152, not 
voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Belden, Lacey, Post, Walker, 
Bundy, Lefever, Ray, Wilson, Ohio 

W. Loudenslager, Sherman, Wilson, Wash. 
Grout, arsh, Stephenson, Woomer, 
Grow, Milliken, Stone, C. W. Wright, Mass. 
Harmer, Payne, Sweet, 
Henderson, Ill. Per Thomas, 
Hicks, Pickler, Van Voorhis, Ohio 

NAYS—152. 

Abbott, Cooper, Fla. Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind. Hooker, oon, 

old, Cooper, Tex. Hunter, Morgan, 
Bailey, Covert, Hutcheson, Moses, 
Baker, Kans. Cox. ar, Neill, . 
Baldy’ Crain, Jones, O'Neil, Mass. 
Bartlett, Crawford, Kem, _ Outhwaite, 
B: A Culberson, Kil age, 
Bell, Colo, Kyle, Paschal, 
Bell, Tex. Davis, Lane, Patterson, 
. . & De Armond, Latimer, Paynter, 
Black, Ga. De Forest, Lawson, Pearson, 
Black, III. insmore, Layton, Pence, 
Boen, Dockery, Lester, Pendleton, Tex. 
Branch, Donovan, Livingston, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Brooks Dunn, 22 Pigott, 
Bryan, Dunphy, addox, Price, 
Bunn, Edmunds, M: 1 Reilly, 
Bynum, English, Mallory, Richards, Ohio 
Cabaniss, pes, Martin, Ind. Richardson, Mich. 
Campbell, Erdman, McAleer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Cannon, Gal Fielder, McCreary, Ky. Ritchie, 
Caruth, Forman, M oc! Robbins, 

Geary, McDannold, Robertson, La. 

Causey, Gorman, cDearmon, Russell, Ga. 
Chickering, Grady, McEttrick, Ryan, 
Childs, Gresham, McKaig, Sayers, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. McLaurin, hell, 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, cMillin, Sibley, 
bb, Mo. Harter, McNagny, Spr 1 
Cofi Geren Meredith, Stocked. 1 

een, ayes, er ale, 

z Heard, Meyer, Stone, Ky. 


8 
Talbert, S. O. 
Talbott, Md. 


Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


ker, 
Turner, Ga. 


Turner, Va. 
Washington, 
Wead 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


NOT VOTING—172. 


Everett, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 


Funston, 


Fyan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gardner, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, 


Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 


So the motion was rejected. 


Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 


Hein 


er, 
Henderson, Iowa, 


Hendrix, 


Mutchier, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 


Oates. 
O'Neill, Mo. 


Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 


Taylor, Tenn. 
‘Terry, 


€; p 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
8 

augh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, II. 
White. 


Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Pa. 


On the demand of Mr. PICKLER, the vote was recapitulated. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. TYLER with Mr. FUNSTON. 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. STORER. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The question now recurs on the 
motion to lay on the table the appeal of the gentleman from 
Towa from the decision of the Chair. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


106, noes 29. 


Mr. LACEY. Lask for tellers on the vote. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let us have the yeas and nays. f 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask tellers on the yeas and 


nays. 


Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. LACEY and Mr. OUTHWAITE were appointed tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 20, 
not voting 187; as follows: 


YEAS—146. 

Abbott, Coffeen, Hayes, 
Alexander, Cooper, Fla. Heard, 
Allen, Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N.C. 
Arnold, Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Miss 
Bailey, Covert, Hunter, 
Baker, Kans. Cox, Hutcheson, 
Baldwin, Crain lar, 
Bartlett, Crawford, Jones, 

arwig. Culberson, Kem, 
Bell, Colo. s Kilgore, 
Bell, Tex. i Kyle, 
Berry, De Armond, Lane, 
Black, Ga. De Forest, Latimer, 
Black, III. Dinsmore, Lawson, 

land, Donovan, Lester, 
Branch, Dunn, Livingston, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunphy, ynch, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Maddox, 
Bryan, Enloe, allory, 

unn, Epes, Martin, Ind, 
Burnes, Erdman McAleer, 
Cabaniss, Fielder, eCreary, Ky. 
Cannon, Cal. Forman, McCulloch, 
Capehart, Geary. McDannold, 
Caruth, Geissenhainer, IécDearmon, 
Catchings, Gorman, McEttrick, 
Causey, rady, . McKaig, 
Clark, Mo, resham, Memilih, 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Minn. McNagny, 
Cobb, Ala. re, McRae, 
Cobb, Mo, Harter, Meredith, 

1, Hatch, Meyer, 


Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 

Neill : 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 


Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
‘ott, 
ce, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 


S g5, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, ` 
Straus, 
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Swanson Taylor, Ind. W. Williams, Miss. 
Talbert, S. O. Tracey, Wesdeck. : Wise, 
Talbott, Md. Tucker, Wells, Woodard. 
‘Tarsney, Turner, Ga. ting, 
Tate, Turner, Va. Williams, III. 
NAYS—20. 
Belden, Lefever, Pickler, Strong, 
o Loude N Post, Thomas, 
3 N. Dak 1 n Walker, 
ohnson, N. . Payne, er, 
Lacey, f Perkins, Smith, Wright, Mass. 
NOT VOTING—1$7. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hitt, Randall, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Holman, Rayner, 
Aitken, Davey, Hooker, N. X. Reed, 
Alderson, nson, Hopkins, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, 8 Hopkins, Pa. Richardson, Tenn. 
Apsley, ouk, Robinson, Ba. 
Avery, Dolliver, Hudson, Rusk, 
Babcock Doolittle, Hulick, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Hull. Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Durborow, Ikirt, Scranto} 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind Settle, 
Bartholdt, Ellis. Oregon Johnson, Ohio Shaw, 
Beltzhoover, lish, Kiefer, Sickles, 
a English, N. J Kribbs, Simpson, 
Benth mae: gt igen 
er, D, nodgrass, 
Boutelle, Funk, Linton, Somers, 
Bower, N. C. Funston, Lisle, Sperry, 
Bowers, Fyan, iS Springer, 
ttan, ardner, Loud, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, Lucas, tevens, 
retz, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Stone, C. W. 
Brickner, Gillett, NM. „ Stone, W. A. 
Broderick, Goldzier, on, Storer, 
Brosius, oodnight, Marsh, Sweet, 
Brown, Graham, Marshall, Tawney, 
Bundy, Griffin, Marvin, N. Y. Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, McCall, Terry, 
Byn Grout, Mel. , Minn. 
Cadmus, Grow, McDowell, Tyler, 
Caldwell, Hager, Gann, Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Caminetti, er, McKeighan, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Camp! ene) cLaurin, Wadsworth, 
Hall, Mo. Meiklejohn, Wanger, 
Chickering, Hammo ercer, Warner, 
Childs, er, Money, Waugh, 
Clancy, oon. Wever, 
Cogsw H: k Murtas Wheeler, Al 
è augen, urra; eeler, 
Cony Heller, Mutchler, ite, 
Conn, Henderson, III. Newlan Wilson, Ohio 
Coombs, Henderson,lowa Northway, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, tes, Wilson, W. Va. 
epburn, O'Neill, Mo. Wolverton, 
Cousins. Hermann, hillips, Woomer, 
Curtis, Hicks, Powers, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, N. V. Hines, uigg, 


So the motien to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution I had read at the desk. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is now nearly 5 o'clock, and I move that 
the House adjourn. 

The oe was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 52, 


noes 1 


Mr. PICKLER. Let us have tellers. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The 
Mr. 


Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. BOUTELLE and Mr. OUTHWAITE were appointed tellers. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 60. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The 3 was taken; and there were—yeas 51, nays 146, 


eas and nays were ordered. 
OUTELLE. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays. 


not voting 156; as follows: = 
Baker, N. H. Gillet, N. Y. Kem, 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, Kiefer, 
Blair, Grout, y. 
Boen, Grow, Lefever, 
Boutelle, Hainer, ud, 
Bowers, Cal. Harter, Loudenslager, 
Bundy, Haugen, Lucas, 
Burrows, Henderson, III. McCleary, Minn. 
Chickering, Hepburn, McDowell, 
Curtis, KANS. Hermann, Meiklejohn, 
Doolittle, Hicks, er 4 
Ellis, Oregon Hitt, Pickler, 
Fletcher. Johnson, N. Dak. Post, 
NAYS—1Li6. 
Abbott, Branch, Childs, 
Alexander, Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, Mo. 
Arnold, Brookshire, Clarke. 
Bailey, Bryan, Cobb, Mo. 
Baker, Kans. Bunn, Cockrell, 
Foner hg (Linda 5 ne 
arwig, num, r, Fla. 
Bell, Colo. Cabaniss. pe, 
noni Tex. a Cal. 88 Tex. 
5 apehart, vert, 
Black, Ga. Caruth, Cox, 
lack, tchings, 
b Causey, ord, 


omas, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Walker, 

Wever, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Woomer. 


Epes, Lynch, Page Stockdale, 
Erdmar, Maddox, iy Stone, Ky. 
Forman, M 2 Patterson, Strait, 
Geissenhainer, Mallory. Paynter, Straus, 
Gorman, Martin, Ind. Pearson, Swanson, 
Grady, McAleer, ence, Talbert, S. C. 
Gresham, McCreary, Ky. Pendleton, Tex. Talbott, Md. 
Hall, McCulloch, Pendleton, W.Va. Tarsney, 
Hare, McDannold, Pigott, te, 
Hayes McDearmon, Price, Taylor, Ind. 
Heard, McEttrick, Reilly, Tracey, 
Hooker, Miss. McKaig, Ric s, Ohio Tucker, 
Hunter, McLaurin, Richardson, Mich. Turner, Ga. 
Hutcheson, e 5 Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Va. 
Izlar, McNagny, Robbins, Washington, 
nes, McRae, Robertson, La. Weadock, 
Kilgore, Meredith, Russell, Ga. Wells, 
Kyle, Meyer, Ryan, Whiting, 
Lane, Montgomery, Sayers, Williams, III. 
Latimer, Morgan, ell, Williams, Miss, 
Lawson, oses, Sibley, e, 
Layton, Neill. Smith, Woodard. 
Lester, O'Neil, Mass. Springer, 
Livingston, Outhwaite, Stallings, 
NOT VOTING—156. 
Adams, Ky. Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, III 8 
Aitken, Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Ro m, Pa. 
Alderson, Daniels, ouk, Rusk, 
Aldrich, Davey, Hudson, Russell, Conn. 
Allen, Dingley, Hulick, Schermerhorn, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Hull, Scranton, 
Avery, aper. Ikirt, Settle, 
Babcock, Durborow, Johnson, Ind Shaw, 
Bankhead, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Sickles, 
Barnes, English, N. J. bbs, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Everett, Lapham, Sipe, 
Belden, Fielder, Linton, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Lisle, Somers, 
ham, Funk, Lockwood, perry, 
Boatner, Funston, M: er, Stevens, 
Bower, N. C. Fyan,, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Brattan, Gardn er, Marsh, torer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, Marshall, Strong, 
Bretz, ary Marvin, N. Y Sweet, 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Tawney, 
Broderick, Goldzier, McGann, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Goodnight, McKeighan, Terry, 
Brown, Graham, Mercer, in, 
8 1 fens 
well, er, oney. . 
Caminetti, Haines, oon. Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Campbell, Hall, Mo, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, III Hammond, Murray, Wanger, 
Clancy. Harmer, Mutchler, Warner, 
Cobb, Ala. Harris, Newlands. Waugh, 
Cockran, Northway, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cogswell, Hatch, Oates, Wheeler, III. 
Compton, Heiner, O'Neill, Mo. te, 
Conn, Henderson, Iowa Sa Wilson, Wash. 
Coombs, Henderson, N. C. Phillips, Uson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Powers, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Hines, Quigg, Wright, Mass. 
Cousins, Holman, Randall, Wright, Pa. 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). TheClerk will i 


recapitulate the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I renew my demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. REED (speaking at the same time). I move that all 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CarcHinGs] for 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. But I have moved to dispense with all further 
proceedings under the call. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That motion can not be made pending a 
demand for the previous question upon the resolution. I had 
moved that the previous question be ordered on the resolution 
which has been read. Pending that the motion to adjourn was 
made. The motion to adjourn having been voted down, the 
question recurs upon the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I think the motion must be in order to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call. That motion had 
been made 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This very resolution itself embraces a 
propel to dispense with further proceedings. 

Mr. REED. But that resolution presents that proposition, 
and something else, and it seems to me a motion todispense with 
all further proceedings under the call has priority over any 
other motion. That is my impression. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The resolution pending comprehends a 
proposition to dispense with all further proceedings. 

Mr.CURTIS of Kansas. I move that the House take s recess 
until 11 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Ohio on the question involved. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. The motion pending, on which the pre- 
vious auestion is demanded, comprehends a motion to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call. To entertain now the 
motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] would be sim- 
ply to permit a motion to amend a motion on which the previ- 
ous question has been demanded, by striking outa portion of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not had an op- 

rtunity to read the rezolution, and will examine it, with the 
indulgence of the House. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will forgive me for being a little con- 
fused. It is so unusual to have a hearing that I am a little dis- 
turbed by it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man, 

Mr, REED. I desire to say to the Speaker that it seems to 
me that the fact that the gentleman has put some other matters 
in his original resolution, besides dispensing with further pro- 
ceedings under the call, does not prevent a motion for the entire 
discharge of the call. Whenever there is a call of the House a 
motion to adjourn is in order, and a motion to dispense with 
further proceedings, pure and simple, must be in order, because 
the prior occupant of the chair (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) 
decided that this motion took precedence of even a motion to re- 
consider, upon the ground that, incidentally, it dispenses with 
all 2) slept gs whatever under the call. 

at is, we were p ing under the provision of the rule 
by which members may be excused. Thereupon this proposition 
was presented, and upon the ground that it dispenses with further 
proceeding, the Chair held that it obviated the necessity for a 
reconsideration, because if it was carried it excused the mem- 
ber, and if it was not carried, then the question would come up 
upon the original motion to reconsider. Now, the proposition 
which I make is still broader than that which is made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaATcHINGS]. It provides spe- 
cifically that all proceedings shall be dispensed with, and if all 
p ngs are dispensed with, it obviates the necessity of the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. I 
am sure the wisdom of that must be i by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. If his motion can stop proceedings on 
the ground thatit partially discontinues. mine must have a su- 
periority over his, because it wholly discontinues; that is, if 
there is anything in logic. I ought to add, Mr. Speaker, that 
the last vote showed a quorum of the House present. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, it was ruled in the Forty- 
fourth Congress as follows: 

Amotion to d with proceedings under the call isnot in order pend- 


ing the motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody absent mem- 
bers. 


The reason for that is manifest. If that motion could be al- 
lowable, the House might alternate forever between a motion 
to adjourn and a motion to dispense with proceedings under the 
call, and meantime leave pending a motion for the arrest of ab- 
sent members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was some confusion in 
the Hall, and if the gentleman will read the authority again, 
the Chair will be obliged to him. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (reading)— 


A motion to dispense with proceedings under the call isnot inorder pend- 
ing the motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody absent mem- 


And, as I stated, there is an excellent reason for that; because 
if, pending a motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into cus- 
tody absent members, a motion can be made that further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with, we would be in such 
an attitude that a motion to adjourn might be alternated indefi- 
nitely with a motion to dispense with further proceedings, leav- 
ing open all the time the power tosecure a quorum by the arrest 
of absent members. The principle seems to be clear and unan- 
swerable. 

Mr. REED. That gives me an opportunity to present a sec- 
ond point, to which I desire to call attention. It is perfectly 
true that it has been decided, as read by the gentleman from 
the D t, that is I presume it is so; but we are proceeding 
under the Constitution of the United States and under the rules 
of the House. The rules of the House provide that a minority 
may order the arrest of members. They do not provide that 
they may send telegrams to them; and is a proposition to 

tele to members,and not a proposition to arrest them. 
Clearly, if we are proceeding under a cali of the House, we are 
yout of our jurisdiction, though it has already beenshown 
by a vote that there is a quorum here, and it can be done, be- 


cause we have aquorum. So that it is not necessary to argue 
that point. 

But taking it for granted that we are acting under a-call of 
the House, with less than a quorum endeavoring to obtain the 
presence of members. The rules of the House prescribe specifi- 
cally what course we shall pursue in order to obtain the attend-. 
ance of members. It is by arrest,“ and not a proceeding of this 
kind. This is not a proposition to compe! the attendance of 
members by arresting them, as required by the rules of the 
House. The rules of the House are the sole authorization under 
the Constitutionfor the action of the minority. That being the 
case, a motion to dispense with further proceedings must take 
precedence of this, nothwithstanding the fact that if the gentle- 
man from Mississippi had made a proper motion; that is, a mo- 
tion to arrest members and bring them here, my motion would 
not be admissible; but it is admissible now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). With the in- 
dulgence of the House, the Chair will have read the resolution 
under which the action proposed is to be taken. 

The rezolution was again reported. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Unless the Chair is ready to rule, I desire 
to say a word or two. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is arte to rule, but 
will hear rac further statement the gentleman desires to make. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Isimply desire to say that the gentleman 
from Maine has repeated the argument that he made earlier, by 
which he seeks to maintain that the word “compel,” in connec- 
tion with obtaining the attendance of absent members, means 
necessarily arrest. 

Mr. REED. That is what the rule says. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The rule does not state that. 

Mr. REED. Read it and see. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The rule says: 


In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized tocompel the attendance of absent members. 


Mr. REED. Read on. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is a substantive feature of the rule. 

Mr. REED. Read the rest of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It has been read forty times to-day. 

Mr. REED. Read the whole of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If it will oblige the gentleman, I will read 
the whole of it, though it does not have any relation to what I 
have to say. 

Mr. D. Thank you. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (reading): 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there isone, shall be authorized to compel the attendancs of absent members. 

Now, that is a substantive feature of the rule. 

Mr. REED. Read the rest. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (continuing reading): 

And in all calls of the House, the names of the members shall be called by 
the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and those 
for whom no sufficient excuse is made may— 

Not shall— r 
by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested wherever 
they may be fonnd. 

Now, iy ee the House desires to compel the attendance of 
members, but does not desire to arrest them. The word com- 
pel” is used in this rule in the sense of securing or procuring. 
Now, if in the judgment of the House the simple revocation of 
leaves of absence will secure the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, the Houss can hes there; but if the House thinks that a 
formal summons in the shape of a telegram will compel or secure 
the attendance of absent members, the House can pause there. 
There is nothing in the rule which can justify the argument of 
the gentleman from Maine that the word * compel” means ab- 
solutely the arrest and forceful bringing to the bar of this House 
ofabsent members. So that, Mr. Speaker, the resolution itself 
looks to compelling the attendance of members, first, by revok- 
ing the leaves of absence; and, secondly, by formally summoning 
them to attend the sessions of this House by telegram. 

Mr. REED. I wish now to call attention to one of the propo- 
sitions there, and that is the revocation of the leaves of ab- 
sence. The proposition which is now submitted to the House is 
in order to find a quorum, to revoke leaves of absence granted 
by the full House. That is to be done without the authoriza- 
tion of any rule of the House, and when the Constitution pro- 
vides that nothing less than a quorum shall act except to com- 
pel the attendance of members, and then only as authorized by 
the rules of the House. Now, let me for example— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. MOMILLIN). The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Maine that the last vote showed the 
presence of a quorum. 

Mr. REED. Then, what IL am saying will not be wasted, be- 
cause I will submit another proposition later. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States provides that a House without a quo- 
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rum is absolutely powerless; it can do nothing; and if the House, 
before it established any rules, or before it established any rules 
with regard to compelling the attendance of members, should 
find itself without a quorum, it would be absolutely powerless 
under the Constitution to pomper the attendance of a quorum. 

Itisnot under any general law, or under the Constitution 
either, that less than a quorum can compel the attendance of 
absentees. The Constitution provides that the House may em- 
per less than a quorum to compel the attendance of a quorum; 

ut, without that authorization, less than a quorum would be 
powerless. Consequently less than a quorum have got to be gov- 
erned by the authorization of the House justasit stands. They 
can not increase their own power, and that power is specifically 
granted and the grant declares that the thing shall be done by 
the arrest of those members who have not been excused and 
have not answered on the roll call of the House. But here we 
have a proposes to revoke leaves of absence granted by the 
House itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The Chair is 
ready to rule. On & yea-and-nay vote upon a question pending 
before the House no quorum responded. Thereupon there was 
a call of the House. Then the doors were closed, and the Clerk 
proceeded to call the names of those who had not responded on 
the first call for excuses. Thegentleman from Mississippi pi A 
8 presented the resolution which has just n 
read to the House, seeking to procure the attendance of a quo- 
rum. Pending that, the gentleman from Maine pr, REED] 
moves to dispense with all further proceedings under the call, 
and insists that it takes precedence of the resolution of the gon- 
tleman from ger Boric GE The Chair will have read the ruling 
the substance of which has been read from the Digest, which 
will shed light upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sothe House refused to adjourn. 

Thequestion thenrecurredon the motion of Mr. Morrison that the Speaker 
pro tempore issue his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody 
and bring to the bar of the House all members absent without leave; 

Pending which, 2 
ttn a moved that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed 

; when, 

The Speaker pro tempore held that the only motion now in order was the 
motion that a Warrant issue to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody 
and bi to the bar of the House all members absent without its leave. 

From decision of the Chair Mr. HOAR appealed. 

Pending which, 

Mr. Clyme moved that the motion be laid on the table—— 

Mr. REED, That decision, Mr. Speaker, is that that is the 
only motion that is admissible, and that, as I have said, is a mo- 
tion to arrest absentees. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will come to that 
later. The Clerk will now read the result of the vote on the ap- 


eal. 
E The Clerk read as follows: ; 

And, the question being put, it was decided in the afirmative—yeas 82, 
nays 19, not voting 185. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Now, the gentleman from Maine 
insists that there can be no revocation of leaves of absence by 
less than a.quoruam—— 

Mr. REED, Unless accompanied by a motion to arrest after 
the roll call has been had; which the Chair will find to have 
been the proceeding in the case last cited. He will find that 
thus the roll call was gone through and excuses offered, and then 
an order of arrest — * 

Mr. FIELDER. Lsuggest to the gentleman from Maine that 
that is simply a qualification. 

The SPEAKE pm tempore. The Chair will have read the 
ruling of Mr. Speaker Carlisle. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to revoke leaves of absence previously granted is in order pend- 
ing a call of the House, and may be determined by less than a quorum, be- 
ing a pr tocompel attendance of absent members. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whilst this is not a proposition 
exactly like the one the ruling upon which has just been read, 
the Chair thinksitis that kind of proceeding which is contem- 
plated under the Constitution, by which less than a quorum is 
pornirea to compel or procure the presence of absent mem- 

s. The Chair therefore holds that the ruling which has been 
read applies to it by analogy, and consequently that the motion 
4 755 gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] is first in 
order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, would the Chair hold that a 
compen proposition like that of the gentleman from Missis- 


sip 
[Lowa cries of ‘‘ Vote!” Vote!“ and disorder in the Hall.] 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
RA Sata will hear the gentleman from Maine state his ques- 
on i 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the Chair to hold that a 
composite proposition like that of the gentleman from Missis- 


sippi, which embodies a number of distinct features, would take 
precedence at such a juncture as this over the distinct pro 
sition or motion of my coll ə [Mr. REED] to dispense with 
all further proceedings under call? 

It is easly understood that a proposition like this, embracing 
a number of different features, might not commend itself to the 
House, while the House might very naturally be desirous of dis- 
pensing with all further proceedings under the call. It seems 
to me, therefore, that the ordinary motion, the motion which 
has always been re ed as the one which naturally comes up 
when a quorum has exhibited itself, ought to take precedence 
over a composite proposition like that of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, involving a number of different provisions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not insist that 
this is in every respect a similar proceeding to the one which 
was ruled upon in the case cited. That was a proposition to 
arrest members and bring them to the bar of the House. But 
the Chair thinks that the House under the Constitution has a 
right to resort to any lawful means which its discretion may ap- 
prove to procure the attendance of members; that this is such 
a 3 and that the ruling which has been referred to on 
an analogous case is applicable to this. That is the ground of 
the ruling of the Chair. The resolution of the gentleman from 
Mississippi seeks to procure the attendance of members. 

The question is on the resolution of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, u which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, that is certainly a mistake. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was so informed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. The pending question is the de- 
mand for the vious question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was not in the chair when the motion was originally made, 
bat is now informed by the Clerk that the question is on order- 
ing the previous question on the resolution. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
there were, on a division—ayes 125, noes 6. 

Mr. R . Tellers. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. REED. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has there been any intervening business 
since that question was voted upon? 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair thinks that the busi- 
ness which has been transacted since the motion to adjourn is 
such business as will enable that motion to be entertained again. 
There was a point of order made against the resolution. It was 
fully discussed; the Chair ruled on the point, and thinks that 
was clearly intervening business. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there 
were, on a division—ayes 69, noes 125. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I call for tellers. 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering 
tellers. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. T call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 134, not 
voting 157; as follows: r, 


YEAS—62. 
Apsley, Eletcher, Lucas. Ritchie, 
Avery, Gillet, N. V. Mahon, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Grosvenor, Marsh, Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Grow, ti Minn. Sherman, 
Blair, Hamer, McDowell, Smith, 
Boutelle Hartman. Meiklejohn, Stephenson, 

Haugen, ep he Stone, C. W. 

Broderick, Henderson, III. M en, Strong, 
Bryan, Hepburn, Moon, 8 
Bundy. Hermann, Payne, Van Voorhis, Onio 
Burrows, Hicks, Per) aller, 
Chickering Hits, Pickier, Wever, 
Curtis, Kans: Kiefer, Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Daniels, y, 8 Woomer. 
Doolittle, Lefever, y, 
Ellis, Oregon Loudenslager, Reyburn, 

NAYS—IH. 
Abbott, Burnes, Cox, Go 
Alexander, Cabaniss, Crain, Grady, 
Allen, Cannon, Cal Crawford, Gr m. 
Arnold. Cupehart, Culberson, Hare, 
Bailey, Caruth, vis, 
Baker, Kans. Cate! De Armond, Hatch, 
Barwig, Causey, De Forest, Hayes, 
Bell, Colo. Childs, Denson, eard, 
Bell, Tex. Clark, Mo. Dinsmore, 33 g. 
Berry, Clarke, Ala. Dockery, Hooker, 
Black, Ga. Cobb, Mo. Donoyan, unter, 
Black, lil. kran, Dunphy, Izlar, 
Bland, $ m Jones, 
Boen, Coffeen, English, Cal Kyle, 
Branch, Cooper, Fla. pes. Latimer, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Cooper, Ind. Erdman Lawson. 
Brookshire, Cooper, Tex. Forman, Lester, 
Bunn, Geissenhbainer, Livingston, 
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iy $ Morgan, Robbins, Taylor, Ind. NAYS—3. 
Maddox, Moses, RO ‘Tracey, Lacey, Ray, Strong. 
1 Ne Russell, Ga. Tucker, ~ 
ory. O'Neil, Mass. yan, Turner, Ga. NOT VOTING—227, 
Martin, Ind. 0, yers, Turner, Va. Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. Post, 
McAleer, aschal, Sibley, W. n, Adams, Ky. N. X. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
McCreary, Ky. Patterson, y Weadock, Adams, Pa. Dalze ouk, uigg, 
McCulloc! Pearson, Stallings, ells, Aitken, Daniels, Hudson, dall, 
McDannol Pendleton, Tex. Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. Alderson, Davey, ulick. Rayner, 
McDearm: Pendleton, W. Va.Stone, Ky. ting, Aldrich, De Forest, ull, 5 
McEttrick, tt, Strait, Williams, III Apsley, Dingley, Hutcheson, Reyburn, 
M 4 Price, Swal Williams, Miss. Avery, Dolliver, Ro) n. Pa, 
M v. Talbert, S. C. Babcock, Doolittle, Johnson, I. Rusk. 
McRae, Richards, Ohio Talbott, Md. Woodard. Baker, N. H. Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Conn. 
Meredith, chardson, Mich. Tarsney, dwin, Dunn, Johnson, Ohio Schermerhorn, 
Montgomery, Richardson, Tate, Bankhead, 8 oe ranton, 
es, urborow, efer, Settle, 
NOT VOTING—157. Bartholdt, is, Ky. Kilgore, Shaw, 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, Hulick, Rayner, Bartlett, Ellis, Oregon Kribbs, Sherman, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Hull, , Belden, English, N. J. Lane, Sickles, 
Aitken, Draper, Hutcheson, Robinson, Pa Bell, Colo. nioe, La Simpson, 
Alderson, Dunn, Ikirt, Rusk, Beltzhoover, Everett, Lefever, Sipe, 
Aldrich, Durborow, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Conn. —— Fielder, Linton, Smith, 
Babcock, Ellis, K. Johnson, N. Dak. Schermerhorn, Blair, Fithian, Lisle, Snodgrass, 
Baldwin, 3 J Johnson, Ohio ‘anton, Boatner, Fletcher, Lockwood, Somers, 
ead, Enloe, Kem, hell, Boen, Funk, ud, perry, 
Barnes, Byerett, Sickles, Boutelle, Funston, Loudenslager, Stephenson, 
Bartlett, Fielder, Kribbs, Simpson, Bower, N. C. Fyan, UCAS, tevens, 
Belden, Fit Lane, ipe, Bowers, Cal. Gardner, Magner, Stone, C. W. 
Beltzhoover, Funk, Lapham, Snodgrass, ttan, ar, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
‘ham, Funston, Layton, Somers, Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, Marsh, Storer, 
B er, Fyan, Linton, Sperry, Bretz, Gillet, N. Y. Marshall. Strait, 
Bower, N. C. Gardner, Lisle, Stev Brickner, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Straus, 
Brattan, ear, Lockwood, Stone, W. A. Broderick, Goldzier, McAleer, weet, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, Loud, torer, Brosius, cCall, Talbott, Md 
Bretz, Gillett, Mass. Magner, Straus, Brown, Graham, McCleary, Minn. awney, 
Brickner, oldzier, Marshall, Sweet, Bundy, Griffin, McCulloch, Taylor, Tenn. 
us, Marvin, N. Y. Tawney, Burnes, Grosvenor, McDowell, rry, 
Brown, G McCall, Taylor, Tenn. Burrows, rout, McGann, Thomas, 
Bynum, 5 McGann, Terry, um, Grow, — McKaig, Tracey, 
Cadmus, Grout, cKeighan, Thomas, Ca mus, McKeighan, Turpi 
Caldwell, : cLaurin, pin, Caldwell, Hainer, Meiklejohn, ‘Tyler, 
Caminetti, 68, McNagny, ‘ler, Caminetti, ines, ercer, påe 8 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. Mercer, Van Voorhis, N. Y. | Campbell, Hall, Minn. en, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cannon, Hall, Mo. Money, Wadsworth, Cannon, III. Hall, Mo. Money, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Clancy, ond, Morse, Wanger, Chickering, Hammond, Montgomery, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Ais, = er, —— A 7 — . — = ner, —.— Walker. 
Cogswe arris, u T, augh, ancy, aTr organ, anger, 
Compton, Heiner, ewlands, Wheeler, II. Cobb, Ala. T Morse, Warner, 
Conn, Henderson, Iowa Northway, te, Cobb, Mo. Haugen, — Waugh, 
Coombs, Hendrix, 8 Wilson, Wash. Cockran, Heiner, Mutchier, Wever, 
Cooper, Wis. Hines, O'Neill, Mo. Wilson, W. Va. Cogswell, Henderson, III. Newlands, Wheeler, III. 
Cornish, Holman, ith 3 Wolverton, Compton, Henderson, Iowa Northway, ite, 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, Wright, Mass. Conn, Hendrix, Wilson, Ohio. 
a E. Hopkins, III. Pence, Wright, Pa. Coom) Hepburn, O'Neill. Mo. Wilson, Wash. 
Baleal. . A Hopkins, Phillips, Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Outhwaite, Wilson, a. 
Houk, Powers, Co: Hicks, Payne, Wolverton. 
Davey, Hudson, 5 8 a mie 8 W. Va 8 
ve! t erkins, t Mass. 
So the House refused to adjourn. Crain,” Holman, Phillips, ent, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | Culberson, Hooker. N. Y. Pichler. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the de- So the previous question was ordered. 
mand for the previous question on the motion of the gentleman The following additional pairs were announced: 


from Mississippi, and on which yeas and nays have been de- 
manded. : 

The gen and nays were ordered. 

15 EIKLEJOHN. I ask for tellers on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were refused, 32 members only voting in favor of the 


demand. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, more than that number voted, I 


think, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair counted the number. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 3, 
not voting 227; as follows: 
YEAS—123. 
Alexander, Cummings, Lt Richardson, Tenn. 
Allen, Davis, Lynch, Ritchie, ` 
Arnold, De Armond, dox, Robbins, 
Bailey, Denson, ba pie Robertson, La. 
Baker, Kans. Dinsmore, Ory, Russell, Ga. 
Br a Dockery, Martin, Ind. yan, 
Bell, Donovan, , Ky. Sayers, 
oan g Edmunds, . McDannold, hell, 
„Ga. English, Cal McDearmon, Sibley, 
Black, III. Epes, McBttrick, p! r, 
Bland, Erdman, McLaurin, 
Branch, Forman, McMillin, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, R encore er, ey: Stone, Ky. 
J Ras. wanson, 
Bryan, Grady, Meredith, Talbert, S. C. 
Bunn, Gresham, Meyer, ney, 
Cabanies, Hare, Moses, Tate, 
Cannon, Cal. Harter, eill, Taylor, Ind. 
Capehart, Hatch, O'Neil, Mass. Tucker, 
Caruth, Hayes, age, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, He hal, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Henderson, N. C. Patterson, Wash: 4 
Clark, Mo. ooker, ynter, Weadoc 
Clarke, Ala. Hunter, Pearson, Wells, 
Izlar, Pence, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coffeen, Jones, Pendleton, Tex. iting, 
Cooper, Kyle. tt, Williams, Il. 
Cooper, Ind. timer, Williams, Miss. 
Gover , Miems onio W 
Crawford, Lester, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. MOON. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. SMITH of Illinois, 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. REYBURN. 

The result of the vote was then announced asabove recorded. 

Mr. REED. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a call of the House it 
does not requ ire aquorum. 

Mr. REED. I desire to present this proposition to the Chair 
very 3 : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. REED. It is this, that the Constitution of the United 
States only authorizes the House of Representatives to allow a 
minority to compel the attendance of absent members in such 
manner and under such penalties as each House may provide. 
No such proceeding as is attempted here to be done is provided 
for by the rules of the House. 

The Chair will perceive, if he will have the kindness to refer 
to the Constitution on page 5—and I will be very brief. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. REED. The Chair will perceive that the House itself is 
not authorized to empower & m shee Ble compel the attendance 
of members generally. Thatis, the House has not the power 
to authorize less than a quorum to make choice of methods 
whereby the attendance of absent members shall be compelled. 
But, on the contrary, it says that the minority may be author- 
ized to compel the attendance of absent members in such man- 
ner and under such penalties as each House may prescribe.” 
The power of the House itself, then, is limited. It has got to 
prescribe the method; and that clause in the rule which says 
that fifteen members, including the Speers if there be one, may 
compel the attendance of members, is followed by a provision 
stating the manner and under what penalties it may be done. 
It is not a general power to compel. It is the duty of the House 
to i the manner. The only way the House has pre- 
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scribed the manner is the rule which provides for the arrest of 
absent members. This is a proposition outside of the rule—the 
proposition here is to compel the attendance of members in a 
manner not provided in the rule; and it is not a power that has 
been conferred on less than a quorum. 

In other words, the House can not permit less than a quorum 
to choose its methods. It can not permit it if it would, and it 
has not spr Soe to permitit. Therefore a resolution revok- 
ing leaves of absence which have been granted by the full House, 
and prescribing certain methods which, if the gentleman from 
Miss ippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] be correct, will compel attendance, 
inasmuch as it prescribes methods which are not authorized by 
the House, it must take a quorum to do it. I do not know how 
you gentlemen feel about subject, butit isa very plainmat- 
ter of law. (Cries of Rule!“ Rule!” on the Democratic side.] 

The SPE pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The Chair understands thatit has been uniformly held by all 
the occupants of the chair, both temporary and permanent, that 
a motion to produce or compel the attendance of a quorum may 
be adopted without the presence of a quorum, and the Chair 
thinks that this order is clearly within the rule, and that it does 
not hig rt a quorum, 

Mr. BOUT E. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. All the Speakers of the House 
have so held, and the Chair will not undertake to limit it. The 
question is on oars ing to the resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. 
BOUTELLE] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, andthe Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 101. 

Accordingly, the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPE. pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the He eras of the gentieman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
INGS]. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr.CATCHINGS. The resolution dispenses with further pro- 


ceedings. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further proceedings under the 


call are now dispensed with. The doors will be opened. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And now, Mr. Speaker, I move 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How many of these 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Just a moment. I wish to know whether 
the report of the Committee on Rules will be printed in the 
RECORD? I should like to have it printed there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report was read, as the 
Chair is informed, and will be printed in the RECORD. Before 
submitting the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi the 
Chair will, if there be no objection, submit several requests for 
leave of absence. 3 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. ENLOE, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for one week, on account of sickness. 

sae Mr. GARDNER, for five days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

: y Mir. DURBOROW, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 
To Vr. SHELL, for one week, on account of sickness. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. 
FYAN, who is sick and unable to attend the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] asks that the name of hiscolleague, Mr. FYAN, be 
added to the list of those to whom leaves of absence is granted. 
In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to ask what effect upon the resolu- 
tion just adopted the adjournment of the House will haye? 

Mr. REED. If we adjourn, do not all the proceedings fall? 

The SPEAKER protempore. A motionismade thatthe House 
do now adjourn, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A motion is made that the House do now 
adjourn, and we have just adopted a resolution instructing the 
Sergeant at-Arms to send telegrams, etc. My question is this: 
Does not that resolution fall the moment the House adjourns? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not called upon to 
` decide that question now, and will not do it, because that ques- 
tion does not now arise. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the Chair any doubt about it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. CATCHINGS was agreed to. 
A A poordingiy (at 6 o'clock and 29 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, Mr. BOWERS of California, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 1197) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Frederick Ottstotts; 
which, with theaccompanying report (No. 696), was ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
pa consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
ollows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of Christopher 


C. Miller, and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen-, 


sions. 

The Committee on Claims was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of Thomas W. White, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol - 

lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6642) to establish 

a free public and departmental library and reading room in the 

ace of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 6643) fixing the limit of in- 
debtedness which may be incurred by cities inthe Territories— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘ 

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas: A resolution to amend the 
rules by adding a provision for counting a quorum—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolu- 
tion to print reports of ministers and consuls on condition ob- 
taining in civil service of foreign countries—to the Committes 
on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6644) for the relief of Gertrude 

leston, ete.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6645) granting a pension to 
Gust S tinagal mio the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R.6646) for the relief of Al- 
bert Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. €647) to remove the Sere pes 
8 against I. F. Steed—to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 6648) for the relief of the 
Tow of George C. Foulk, deceased—to the Committee on 


By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 6649) for the relief of Albert 
Stratton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel Burns—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MONAGNY: A bill H. R. 6651) to pension Susannah 
Penn of Noble County, Ind. —to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6652) for the relief of Andrew 
Denton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6653) granting pension toRoyal M. Hiller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6654) pone a pension to 
Isaac N. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6655) for the 
relief of Mrs. H. H. Cribbs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. 
W. Mitchell, M. C. Filmet, F. C. Bowen, et al.—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Chambers Pres- 
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byterian Church, to insert the word God“ in the Constitution 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of Chamber of Com- 
merce at Colorado Springs, Colo., favoring early completion of 
the harbor work at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. z 

By Mr. BUNDY: Remonstrance of Prof. S. W. Robinson, 
Benjamin F. Thomas, R. D. Bohannan, H. W. Lord, C. N. 
Brown, of the Ohio State University at Columbus, Ohio, against 
the passage of the bill of Mr. ENLOE (No. 6338) to separate the 
Coast and Geodetic Surveys of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ' 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the members of Evan- 
paa Lutheran Zion Church, Hillsboro, Kans., against chang- 

g the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Evangelical Lutheran St. John Church, To- 
peka, 2 against changing the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the members of Evangelical Lutheran Grace 
Church, of Strong City, Kans., against changing the preamble 
of the Constitution of the United States—to the Committes on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. L. Bromson and 10 other citizens of Kansas, 
asking for spoedy action on House bill 5245—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of I. W. Short and 15 other citizens of Kansas, 
asking speedy action on House bill 5245—to the Committee on 
Trrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of I. S. Moots and 15 other citizens of Kansas, 
asking speedy action on House bill 5245—to the COmmittee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of E. W. Gold, C. W. Parker, and 100 other 
citizens of Emporia, Kans., in the interest of fraternal society 
school, and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers in the case of Henry J. Preble 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of I. T. Bailey and others, citizens 
of Newtonville, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of J. P. Wilson and 11 other citizens 
of Huntingdon, Tonn. pin favor of exempting building and loan 

ciations from the payment of an income tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of Prof. Robinson Brown, 
Thomas Ford, and R. D. Bohorman, of the Ohio State Univer- 
sity, opposing destruction of the Coast and Geodetic Survey—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Petition of citizens 
of Conover, Catawba County, N. O., and members of the Lutheran 
Church, protesting against putting God in the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the J e F 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of Union Veteran Legion Headquar- 
ters 116, Galena, III., against House bill 5575, amending section 
4834, Revised Statutes, transferring the Soldiers’ Home from 
the managers to the War Department—to the Committee on 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Cleveland, Ohio, advocating certain amendments 
to the interstate commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Memorial of Elisha M. Luckeit, 
late second lieutenant of Company B, Second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, praying that arrears of ponsion claimed to 
be due him from the United States should be considered—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Resolution of Grand Lodge of Indiana, 
R. 0. U. W., favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Wayne Tent, No. 54, Knights of the Macca- 
bees, Fort Wa: e, Ind., in favor of the passage of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, protest of Summit City Lodge, No. 54, Brotherhood of 
Boilermakers and Iron Shipbuilders, of Fort Wayne, Ind., 
against the passage of House bill 2655—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of Susanna Kepford, Noble County, Ind.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 5 $ 

Also, petition of George A. anlay and 37 others, of Fort Wayne, 

Ind., praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RLCHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Brewers’ 
Union, of Detroit, asking for Government control of telegraph 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. RUSE: Petition of the fraternal society and college 
urnals, asking for the e of the Manderson-Hainer 
(S. 1353, H. R. 4897)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


By Mr. SPERRY: Petition against God in the Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolution of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the Ee e Torrey bankruptcy bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition in behalf of the e of House 
bill 3188, for the punishment of train wrecking—to the Commit- 
tos on Interstate and Fo Commerce. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of I. Strawsberry, of May- 
nard, Iowa, in favor of limiting the privilege of second-class 
spe matter—to the Commities on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: Petition of. 102 resi- 
dents of Rochester, N. Y., that the publications of fraternal and 
benevolent associations be admi to the mails as second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 30 citizens of 
the State of Washington, favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Alki Lodge, Ancient Order United Work- 
men, favo: the ge of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 78 citizens of the State of Washington, in fa- 
vor of an amendment to the act of February 14, 1805, relative to 
the retirement of enlisted men in the United States Army and 
Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Columbian River Methodist Confer- 
ence, favoring the repeal of the Geary law—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of 70 citizens of Washington, for an extension 
of time 8 of lands referred to the 3 domain, Sep- 
tember 29, 1890—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
for the improvement of the Quillayute River and harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Port Townsend Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring an appropriation for fortifications on Puget Sound—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. è 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Prof. Edward Orton 
and 5 other professors of the Ohio State University, against the 

ge of House bill 6338, by Mr. EN Lon, concerning the United 
tates Goedetic Survey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SENATE, 


FRIDAY, April 13, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN; D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with his 
approval, a recommendation of the Light-House Board for an 
amendment of the sundry civil appropriation bill for the next 
fiscal year providing an appropriation for lighting Hay Lake 
Channel, St. Mary's River, Michigan, etc.; which was reerred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
re of the Treasury, transmitting, for consideration in con- 
nection with the urgent deficiency appro riation bill, a letter 
from the Director of the Mint, setting forth the necessity for an 
appropriation of $46,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for wages of workmen at the mint at Philadelphia, Pa., for 
the current fiscal year; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a potition of ace | citizens of Dres- 
den, Tenn., 5 that national building and loan associations 
and local building and loan associations be exempted from the 
operation of the proposed income tax; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of 153 business firms of Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio, wool-buyers and wool-dealers, remonstrating 
against the adoption of the provisions of Schedule K of section 
land paragraph 685 of section 2 of the Wilson tariff bill, and 
praying that adequate protection be given the wool industry; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. < 

He also presented a petition of Peerless Lodge, No. 28, Shield 
of Honor, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that fraternal society 
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and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. ; 

He also presented petitions of Heny SeybertCouncil, No. 520, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Abington; of 
Council No, 243, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
of West Lebanon; of Council No. 501, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Homewood, and of Wurtemburg Coun- 
cil, No. 213, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of 
North Sewickley, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the inspection of im- 
migrants by United States consuls; which were referred to the 
Committee on ration. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Brewers’ Union 
of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of Carpenters’ Union No. 689, 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental control of the 
telegraph service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Robert M. Wright and sundry 
other citizensof Bay City: of H. Poldt and sundry other citizens 
of Adair; of Hiram 5. Tylerand sundry other citizens of Dalton; 
of Dr. A. R. Ball and sundry other citizens of Coronna; of Don- 
nau Tent, No. 457, Knights of the Maccabees, of Dalton, and of 
Beavertown Tent, No. 538, Knights of the Maccabees, of Will- 
ard, all in the State of an, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO. I present the petition of Rev. James P. De 
Pass and 179 other citizens of Florida, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the carrying on of any lottery business 
in the UnitedStates, and particularly recommending the passage 
of the bill having that purpose in view recently introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I move that the 

tition be referred to the Committee on-the Judiciary, which 

as.that bill in charge. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Thomas A. Hoyt 
and sundry other citizens of achusetts, praying that the pre- 
amble to the Constitution of the United States be so amended as 
to recognize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of sun- 

dry cigar manufacturers of West Superior, Wis., remonstrat- 

against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1286) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to settle the mutual account between the United States and 
the State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Sec- 
retary, under the authority of the Congress, and for other pur- 
poesii reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. E 

He also, from the same committee, to wnom was referred the 
bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way 
through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du 
Lac Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. A protest of the Trustees of the Church 
Orphanage of St, John’s parish, in this city, against legislative 

on that withholds from the charitable institution under 
their charge the sum heretofore annually appropriated in aid 
of its maintenance, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and by that Committee referred to the Com- 
missioners of the District and returned to the committee with 
sundry indorsements of the District officials. I am directed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to report back the 
memorial without recommendation, and ask its referenca to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S, 1891) for the relief of 
James G. Barker; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER. I was requested by the American Anti-Usur 
Association, of Catasauqua, Pa., to introduce a bill, which I mak 
to be read twice, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 1892) to provide for the issuing of Treasury notes 


to be loaned to the States, counties, townships, municipalities, 
incorporated towns, villages, and individual citizens, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1893) to grant a pen- 
sion of $72 a month to Gen. Charles T. Campbell; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1894) for the relief of 
Warren Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. eae 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1895) to 
provide that fruit vessels trading between ports of the United 
States of America and ports of Mexico, West India Islands, Cen- 
tral and South America, shall be manned by acclimatedseamen 
in order to prevent the importation of contagious and infectious 
diseases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1896) to pro- 
vide for the payment of the 8 per cent greenback certificates of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
0 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution, and I trust there 
will be no objection to considering it at the present time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Se f the In- 
terior vg directed to transmit 70 the Senate in separate lista. ths ‘ames of 
all clerks and employés appointed, promoted, reduced, and dismissed since 
the 4th day of March, 1893,and the State to which each such clerk or em- 
ae is accredited; also that such of them as served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States at any time uri: the war of the Rebellion shall be 
designated by some distinguishing mark in each list. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read again. I did 
not catch the last part of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and go over. 
look at it in print. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, at the request of my colleague 
Mr. McLAuRIN], who is necessarily absent, I desire to give no- 
tice that he will on Tuesday next, at the time when the tariff - 
bill comes up for discussion, address some remarks to the Senate 
upon that subject. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
as part of the morning business the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] on the 10th instant, 
proposing a hearing on the tariff question, 

Mr. QUAY. That resolution may go over until to-morrow 
morning, as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] requests 
this course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the resolution will go over, retai its place. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], proposing to call for 
information in regard to suspended pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senator from Nebraska to let 
Data resolution go over until to-morrow morning and retain its 


place. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let it go over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the bill (S. 1843) to authorize the 
Philadelphia and Camden Bridge Company to constructa bridge 
across the Delaware River be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce. It is a bill which I introduced by request, and I do 
not desire that it shall come before the Senate until I hear from 
the citizens and the shipping interests of the city of Philadel- 
phia on the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Then we can 
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URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pu 8. 

The VICE- RESIDENT, The question is, Shall the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is open to amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a short explanation and 
ask unanimous consent to have an amendment agreed to. On 
page 3, after line 13, I move to insert: 


MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 
Mint at Philadelphia: For wages of workmen and adjusters, $46,000. 


I will read the letter that has just come from the Secretary 
of the Treasury in regard to this matter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 13, 1894. 


Sin: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith for consideration in connec- 
tion with the — ef deficiency bill now pending in the Senate (H. R. 6550), a 
communication from the Director of the Mint of this date, setting forth the 
necessity for an appropriation of $46,000 to supply a deficiency in the ee ey 
priation for wages of workmen, mint at Philadelphia, for the current fiscal 


ear. 
The very large coinage operations at this mint renders this additional ap- 
propriation absolutely necessary. 

Respectfully yours, 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate. 


The Director of the Mint says: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., Aprit 13, 1894. 

Sin: I have the honor to request that you will procure an appropriation 
of $46,000 to opta deficiency in the appropriation for wages of workmen 
atthe mint of the United States at Philadelphia for the current fiscal year. 

In explanation, I would say that the appropriation of this amount is nec- 
essary in order to continue 9 operations at that institution during 
the remainder of the current fiscal year, The cause of the deficiency in the 
appropriation for wages of workmen is due solely to the large coinage of 

d it was required to execute to meet the demands of the Treasury, and to 
fo this it was not Nong A necessary to employ additional workmen and ad- 
justers, but to work a large portion of the force over time. 

The amount of gold coined at the mint at Philadelphia from July 1, 1893, to 
date has been $61,517,485. In addition to this, there has been coined in sub- 
sidiary silver $1,289,002 and in minor coins $704,396. 

Thereis now on hand at the mint at Philadelphia and the New York as- 
say office gold bullion ap $50,000,000. Of this amount it is desir- 
Saude nating ie aggregate wold coinage of tho lat at Philadelphia for 
000, e gate gold coinage o o mint a elp! or 
re about $82,000,000, which will be the largest coinage ever executed at 
any mint of the United States in any one year. 

Respectfully yours, 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


R. E. PRESTON, 
Director of the Mint. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the amend- 
ment pro d by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
no objection, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the bill I understand is 
yet open to amendment, and that of course permits the recon- 
sideration of any action of the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole upon the bill, or any action of the Senate itself since the 
bill was reported to the Senate. 

I was addressing myself yesterday when adjournment came, to 
the matter of the printing and issuing of the two final reports 
upon Indians compiled by Special a Donaldson. This mat- 
ter was ready many months ago. There have been published 
several bulletins, but the important parts of the work, the work 
upon the Five Civilized Tribes and the report upon Indians 
Taxed and not Taxed, which makes the final volume, has been 
in the hands of the printer, in type and electrotyped, for man 
months. Notonly that, but both the publications not yet issue 
were approved by Superintendent Porter before he left the Cen- 
sus Office, and I take it that they are not now subject to revision 
unless the action of the predecessor of Commissioner Wright had 
been induced by fraud, misrepresentation, or some unfairness 
that should cause his action to be set aside. 

It is claimed that there are certain illustrations in these two 
final publications upon which a gentleman named Lummis, in 
California, has a copyright. The fact is, and it will appear 
conclusively, from matter I have before me which I shall read 
ina moment, that any plates or illustrations upon which this 
3 has à copyright were published in the work I have 

ere in hand, known as the Extra Census Bulletin on the Moqui- 
Pueblo Indians of Arizona, That work was issued while Su- 
perintendent Porter was in charge of the office. There is no 
claim on the part of any person that the illustrations as to the 
Five Civilized Tribes and the Indians Taxed and not Taxed, are 
copyrighted or are to be used in violation of copyright; so that 
that need not enter into consideration in the matter of the publi- 


cation of the two works which are not yet published. A revision 
of them that shall onanga them materially and present a hew 
form of publication would probably cost more than it would 


cost to take the matter that is now in hand and put it upon the 
press and issue it. 


As to the character of this work, I started yesterday when in- 
terrupted to read a letter directed to Agent Donaldson by Mr. 
Porter, late Superintendent of the Census. He goes on to say: 


It is an old sa , “that the affections of the human heart can not be 
measured by a 2-foot rule.“ So it is with the Report on the Condition of the 
Indian Tribes of the United States—it can not gauged from the stand- 
point of a tabular statement or by the narrow confines of an “iron-clad 
schedule.“ As I said in the opening sentence of my letter of transmittal— 


Referring to his letter of transmittal to the Secretary of the 
Treasury— 
2 7 report on the Indian is unique; there is nothing like it in the cen- 
su * 


There can be nothing like it upon any other subject treated 
upon in the census, because the provision of thestatute with ref- 
erence to the Indian was different in its language from that on 
any other subject. Upon no other subject-matter was it de- 
manded that there should be a presentation of the condition of 
the Indian and an opinion as to what was best for him. 


There is no rule which can be applied to it except that which vou have 
worked out so admirably, namely, “Secure all data possible and make a pic- 
ture of the Indian as he exists to-day.“ Stand up and fight for your report 
and you will have behind you the intelligent people of both parties; pay no 
attention to the people who with shears will cut down the canvas which an 
artist has devoted years of his life in painting tofltatrame. My suggestion 
is and always has been onthe Indian report, make the frame bigger. 


I have here some of the advance sheets of the final report 
known as the Report on Indians Taxed and not Taxed. This is 
the letter of transmittal of the 5th of June, written by Superin- 
tendent Porter to Hon. Hoke Smith, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, referred to by him, in which he says: 

This report upon Indians is unique. 


He further goes on to say: : 


The office was fortunate in securing the services of Mr. Thomas Donald- 
son, of Philadelphia, Pa., abundantly equipped by knowl of his sub- 
ject, habit of indefatigable industry, and literary skill to do justice to this 
very complex and important subject. Mr, Donaldson has secured the co- 
operation of Indian tribal authorities, and has utilized all means to such an 
extent that his report will stand as an unprecedented accomplishment and 
as — 3 for reference in all the future which lies before the Indian 

uestion. 

i The Indian will soon be blended with the 1 8 It may be 
that before the close of the decade events will have made such change in the 
Indian status that a se te census will not hereafter be needful, and the 
Indian population can be separately tabulated from ordinary schedules, just 
as the colored race has been hitherto. In this view the elaborate illustra- 
tion of areport which may prove to be the last of its kind seemed to be im- 
portant that the pictorial art might be effectively impressed into the preser- 
vation of facts soon to be out of personal experience and to be known only 
through records. 


Mr. President, on the 20th day of March, 1894, there having 
come up some question as to whether there was an approval of 
these two reports by Mr. Porter when he was Superintendent of 
the Census, this letter was written by him: 

New York, March 20, 1894. 

My DEAR MR. DONALDSON: On the5th day of June, 1893, as Superintendent 
of the Eleventh Census, I officially approved the Final Report on Indians, 
Eleventh Census, pre Thomas Donaison, expert special agent, under 
a plan approved by John W. Noble, Secretary of the Interior, and myself. 
Certain questions in the matter of corrections made by Judge William’ Hay- 
don, under my order, and Mr. Donaldson, the author, were left to Mr, Don- 
aldson to insert, and he to make other proof corrections. 

The final report as approved contained 39 es of introduction and 856 
pages of text, all of which were plated or orde: plated by me. The ma 
and illustrations, 269 pages in were also Log A n by me, and the 
copy os the list of the same for insertion in the report ordered sent to 
the Printer. 

The copy for the Bulletin on the Five Civilized Tribes, 
cially approved by me June 6, 1893, ether with 32 full- 
and two maps, andordered sent tothe Public Printer, Mr. Donaldson, expert 

ial agent in c e. the author of the book, to make necessary correc- 
ons, the said corrections to be under his charge. 

The above two reports, the Final Report on Indians, in type, and the Fiye 
Tribes Bulletin, in manuscript, were officially ordered by me to be delivered 
to Senator C. F. MANDERSON on the dates named in Expert Special Agent 
Donaldson's letters transmitting them. 

If any further information is necessary, I shall be pleased to furnish you 
ieh assurance of high regard, bell trul 

th assurance o: re i eve me, ve: , yours, 
j OBERY P. PORTER. 

Hon. THOMAS DONALDSON, 


Philadelphia, Pa. : 
P. S.—The plan and scope of the Five Civilized Tribe Bulletins were also 
approved by Secretary John W. Noble. 

I have here upon my desk the final report of the Indian cen- 
sus. Itis in type, and every page of it is electrotyped, and has 
been for ee The colored plates are owned by the Govern- 
ment, they having been contracted for by the Census Office, and 
the Government owns enough of the paper illustrations—not, of 
course, owning the colored lithographic stones—but it owns 
enough of the colored illustrations to complete this book; it 
owns the plates that make the black and white illustrations, and 
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the report is all there,and has been there for months, ready to be 
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issued. Mr. Commissioner Wright gives certain reasons why the 
work has not been issued. He seems to have been alarmed at 
this letter from Mr. Lummis in regard to the copyright, and he 
had fear that here was a repetition of matter contained in other 
reports. There are such repetitions. and there should be such 

‘repetitions. I have no question but that many pages of the final 
repor upon the Indians are taken from works of the Indian 
Office, of the Bureau of Ethnology, and from other public docu- 
ments. They are there for the purposes of comparison, and they 
are there so that in one volume one may have all that there is 
showing the condition of the Indian to-day. 

The fact that they are not credited to those who have compiled 
them is neither here nor there. One is not in the habit of cred- 
iting that which is taken from a public document and simply 
placed in another public document; but in many instances they 
are credited by reference being made to the publication from 
which they are taken. But that is unimportant. 

Mr. President, the Commissioner of Labor, in charge of the 
Census, received unquestionably, inanswer to his letter in regard 
to the Lummis copyright, this letter, which was sent to him on 
the 20th day of January Rone, and it is no more than fair, as the 
letter of Mr. Lummis charging this copyright theft, as he terms 
it, on Mr. Donaldson has appeared in the RECORD, that this let- 
ter should also appear. This is addressed to Commissioner of 
Labor Wright, in charge of the census. 

826 NORTH THIRTY-NINTH STREET, 
Philadelphia, Pa., January 20, 1894. 
My Dran Sır: Answering Mr. C. F. Lummis’s letter of January 6, 1893— 


It should be 1894, undoubtedly— 


Lregret excee: ly to have even seemin Tra Mr. Lummis. Ihave 
been one of his admirers forjyears past, ve felt the force of his literary 


ag pent and energy. 

t the time we were collecting the illustrations for the Moqui and Pueblo 
Bulletin, I did not know that Mr. Lummis was a photographer or that he 
made his own photographs. Iam sure that not one he now calls attention 
to contained the word “copyright” when we received it, and I have never 
seen one since with the word ek ly on it. We began to collect these 
views in 1890 (early inthe summer). The plates or cuts were made in 1891 
I think, and the person who made the cuts or plates supplied the prin 
copies as well. that in 1891 the necessary number of printed illustrations 
were delivered to us. After this we could not have (had we known the fact) 
had Mr. Lummis's name put on the plates. 

Some four full-page illustrations were made and supplied in 1893, and these 
contain the names of the photographers. 

In 1891 or in 1892 my attention was called to some illustrations in a maga- 
zine. I think I found some of them similar to those to be in the Moqui- 
5 2 8 

pon inquiry 
the ma eine 
claimed them. 


That was before the letter of Lummis to the Commissioner. 


When Mr. Porter wrote his letter of transmittal (see p: VII. of Moqui 
and Pueblo Bulletin) I got him to insert a note of obligation to Mr. Lum- 
mis. It was and is a general one. 

I would have written to Mr. Lummis, but did not have his address. No 
wrong was intended. Mr. Porter is in nowise responsible for the matter, 
a gan quite willing to assume the responsibility for any error in this 
matter. 

Mr. Lummis, I understand, is a frank, honorable man, and I have no 
doubt will readily see how the whole matter occ’ 

Iam informed that an edition of this bulletin isto be published by private 

Iwill have the parties write Mr. Lummis about the plates he claims, 
and he can be arranged with by them. 
I will also see that Mr. Lummis's name goes on the plates made by him. 

Will you be so good as to say to Mr. L. , When you write to him, that 
if he send me a set of the n claimed to be his, and which were 
used in the Moqui and Pueblo etin, T will gladly remit the price of them 
and see that he is given 1 credit for them. Lan only add that I regret 
that Mr, Lummis should have any cause for aoe in this matter. No 


or ti im was intended. I gave much space in the Bul- 
letin because like his work. = D 
ery truly, J A 
és i THOMAS DONALDSON. 
To CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 


Commisssoner of Labor, in charge of Eleventh Census. 


That, Mr. President, explains pretty fully the condition as to 
the copyright. I received yesterday, while this debate was on, 
the letter which I shall 8 as it sums up the whole 
subject, and it seems to me gives its proper history, and it is 
due to Mr. Donaldson that it should be read. 

Ido not want to be understood at any stage of this contro- 
versy as reflecting in the least upon the motives of Commis- 
sioner Wright. I think he has been acting under a misappre- 
hension of the facts. He has thought undoubtedly that there 
were copyright illustrations that were proposed to be used in 
these additional books. That is not the fact. He has sup d 
that these particular works had not been approved offlei hiy by 
his predecessor in office. 

That is not the fact. They were approved; and here is the 
abundant evidence of it, and I have no question but that when 
these matters come to his knowledge and he has full informa- 
tion upon the subject, he will take great pleasure in speedily is- 
suing these important works that are needed for the purposes of 
legislation by Congress. The Indian appropriation bill will be 
up for consideration very soon. I, with others, have been seek- 


and from other sources), thinking some one had supplied 
th a set of our illustrations, I learned that Mr. Lummis 


ing information upon the question as to whether it will be possi- 
ble to dispense with some of the numerous and, as I believe, un- 
necessary Indian agents. In this last publication there is the 
material which will show that thatcan be done; and in that con- 
sideration alone it is important that this work should be speed- 
ily completed. 

Ishall now read the letter I received yesterday, signed Thomas 
Donaldson, and addressed to me: ; 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 12, 1894, 

My DEAR SIR: The unpublished volumes on Indians prepares. by me for 

the Eleventh Census and approved by Hon. Robert P. Porter, ee 
dent, are a bulletin on the Fiye Civilized Tribes of Indian Territory pages 
of manuscript, with 34 pages of maps and illustrations; and the Report on 
Indians, Eleventh Census, 1890, some 900 with 269 es of maps and 
illustrations. This last report is all in Srpo e the 
8 pages, and the index, say 15 pages) an: 
Seven hundred and fifty-nine yaos ot it are in plate. This fact alone shows 
3 by Mr. Porter, and the remainder is fourth revise, and ready to be 
piston, and which must haye beenduly approved or it could not have reached 
this stage. 

There are no aL i ai maps or illustrations in the Five Tribes Bulletin, 
a 2 one detail G3 close uae —— ot 3 was eee ot 

act at once upon the question as y copyrig maps or 
illustrations in the Report on In: are used with permission, 

The extract matter used in the last-named volume, stated by the officer 
detailed to close the work of the Eleventh Census to amount to 225 pages, 
was inserted with the knowledge and approval of Hon. Robert P. Po * 
Superintendent of the Eleventh Census, and was considered by him essen- 
tial and necess to the work. He approved all such matter and sent it to 
be printed. The Indian census was taken under a special clause of the cen- 
sus act, and called for a report on the condition ofthe Indians. The histor- 
ical portion of the report, of which the extracted or copied matter is largely 
a part, was considered essential to the end that light be given on their pres- 
entcondition, and how they came to it. 

As to the question of the extract matter used by me in said work, it isnot 
usual to credit matter taken from the works of the sameauthor. 


Many of these tåbles arə compiled from former publications 
made under the direction of this author. 


Neither is it considered necessary to cređit extracts from publications 
issued by the United States. Such are not copyrighted and much of the 
authorship is impersonal. They are common property. 

As tothe expense of republishing such matter, it ving been mentioned, I 
can only add that it is all in type, much of it has been plated, and the o 
expense now will be for the paper and presswork. > 

o question of copyright has ever been raised to my knowl against 
the illustrations or maps in the two unpublished volumes on In The 
copyright question raised related to illustrations in a volume published by 
Mr. Porter long before the officer at present in charge of the closing of the 
work of the Eleventh Census entered upon his duties, and with which he has, 
in fact, no concern. The method by which such illustrations reached the 
Census Office, and whether marked copyright or not, is entirely unknown to 
the officer in charge of theclosing of the census. He does not know whether 
they were n used or not. He knows nothing of these details. No 
delay in the publication of the two volumes on Indians in question has oc- 
curred from any claim for use of copyrighted maps or illustrations. 

The two volumes were ready, one to go to the printer, the other about 
ready to Nod whee and to go to the public when the officer now in charge 
was detailed to close the work of the census. My work was not of the unfin- 
ished class. Any revision of the two volumes on Indianswhich was going 
on when the officer now in charge of the census went on duty in October, 
1893, was being done without aut priy or the Superintendent of the Census. 

I was ill during the last three mon of 1893, and in October and Novem- 
ber of that year was in such condition as to care but little about census or 
any other work, so that I may not have answered letters sent me, but I ven- 
ture that any letter requiring an answer or even suggesting it was taken in 
hand and duly answered by my clerk. 

It seems to me that the question in this whole matter is whether or not the 
officer detailed to the charge of the census was ‘to close the work of the cen- 
sus, or revamp the one made by Mr. Porter. These differences of opinion as 
to the duties of the officer in charge may have arisen in an entirely proper 
spirit. The statute ordering the detail would seem, however, to be a good 
guide in this matter. 

Very truly, yours, 


Hon. C. F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senate. 


That would seem to be the history of this transaction. 

Since yesterday I have had some conversation with my asso- 
ciates on the floor interested in the subject of a publication of 
some fair abstract or digest of the census to be speedily issued. 
Ido not know but what the better course would be, if the ab- 
stract which was provided for in the bill and was stricken out by 
the action of the Senate, can certainly be issued by midsummer, 
and promises a work as it should be, that it ought to be pub- 
lished, and that hereafter, probably, we can save to the Govern- 
ment the matter of the publication of the digest, 50,000 copies of 
which are required to be published by the existing law. That, 
however, can be a matter for future discussion. I feel inclined, 
if we can add to this bill some proviso which will obtain for us 
speedily the publication and issue of these final works upon the 
Indians, so that we may have them at this session of Congress, to 
more a reconsideration of the vote by which the lines referred 
to were stricken out of the bill. I hope that will meet with the 
spprovai of the Senator in chargeof the bill. If it shall do so, I 
should be glad to move thatreconsideration, and let the abstract 
of the census be printed, adding to that section this proviso: 

Provided, That the Report on Indians and the extra census bulletin on the 
Five Civilized Tribes be printed as approved by Robert P. Porter, Superin- 


tendent of the Eleventh Census, necessary corrections thereof to be made 
by the author. 


THOMAS DONALDSON. 
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That will mean, of course, those proper corrections which are 
incident to the publication of every book, such as proot tonilon- 

I should like to hear from the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether such action will meet with his approval. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Massachusetts de- 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to be heard for half aminute, either now 
or at some future time. I do not care when. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think itis probable that many mem- 
bers of this body have studied the question with which the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska hasdealtin hisargument. As [understand 
he entertains and expresses the highest respect for the Com- 
missioner of Labor, Col. Wright, who is aconstituent and friend 
of mine, but known, I suppose, in his poe character as well to 
many other members of this body on both sides of the Chamber 
as he is to me. The Senator from Nebraska has expressed, I 
suppose, the opinion which everybody who knows Col. Wright 
has, that he is à very faithful, careful, conscientious, and wise 
public servant. 

The Senator from Nebraska thinks that ina public document 
which Col. Wright has revised as the head of Bureau, and 
which I understand the Secretary of the Interior to have also 
dealt with, so far as to be in accord with the opinion and action 
of the Commissioner of Labor, Col. Wright has been mistaken 
instriking out the repetition ina costly public document of large 
masses of matter which are already printed and accessible to 
the public and to us in other costly public documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Aud it is well to say right here, if the 
Senator will permit me, that this matter thus inserted in this 
work was 5 and. commended not only by the predecessor 
in olfice of Commissioner Wright, but also by the predecessor of 
the present Secretary of the Interior, it receiving the approval 
of both those officers. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that appears. There has not 
been any suggestion that these gentlemen knew when they gave 
the more or less perfunctory approbation to this document, if 
they did give it, that it was largely made upof other documents, 

r. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word in that 
connection? - 

Mr. HOAR. With pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska seems not to 
know or to overlook the fact thatall these publications are mere 
preliminaries; that they are early bulletins in connection with 
the census, preparatory to being embodied in the final work, 
which is now under revision of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
accordance with the statutes. There has not been a single pub- 
lication by the Census Office as a final publication. 

Mr. HOAR. That is avery important statement. 

Mr. President, it also appears that what thé Senator from Ne- 
braska supposes was known to Mr. Porter is contained in the 
letter which, though formally addressed to him, was in fact re- 
ceived at the office long after his resignation, and after the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Interior had come in. 

The Senator further states what we could accept on his au- 
thority, and I suppose what other Senators from their own 
knowledge know or think—I know nothing about that my- 
self—that the a who has prepared this work is a faith- 
ful and accomplished gentleman, Whose literary, scientific, and 
statistical work is entitled to high respect. 

So the question is presented whether the Senate of the United 
States—not in determining what shall be its own documents, but 
in determining what be printed in the documents of the 
De ents, and what shall be printed as mere abstracts or 
preliminaries should be omitted in such publications—is to take 
upon itself the responsibility of considering, debating, and de- 
ciding such questions. 

There must be somebody responsible for such things. If this 

entleman, accomplished and able and the friend of the Senator 
m Nebraska, is entitled to come here and ask us to say that 
his work has been cut down im ly by his superior, not be- 
approved by his superior, therefore that we must go 
over the matter, there is not a subordinate in the Agricul- 
ture Department, in the Census Office, in the Indian Office, in 


the Tre: „in the Statistical Office, in the Bureau of Labor, 
in 1 consular service, or anywhere else who has not that same 


r. President, I know some pretty learned and accomplished 
88 who have been in the consular service of the United 

tes under the last Administration. They have been turned 
out; they have been, in my 3 turned out under a mis- 
taken policy. My friend from Missouri knows some men equally 
good, appointed under the former Democratic Administration, 
who have been turned out under what I have no doubt he 


thought was a mistake when it was done. Each one of those 
men has made his report, has made his investigations, and wo 
get seven copies of them from the State Department for distri- 
bution, and as many others as we ask for. I wanttoknowifIam 
entitled to come in here and debate for an hour, or a day, on 
an appropriation bill the question whether the consular roports 
of my excellent friend, whom I shall name, because he is a Dem- 
ocrat holding office under the present Administration, who was 
displaced four 1 5 ago, and has gone back again to Glasgow. 
I refer to Mr. F. H. Underwood, one of the most accomplished 
gentlemen in the country. I have no doubt that it will be found 
that Mr. Underwood’s consular report contained a great deal of 
valuable matter that has not been printed and ought to have 
been printed, and I can prove it; Ihave not looked to see; but 
he is a gentleman who was the companion and equal and friend 
of Mr. Lowell, Mr, Holmes, Mr. Parkman, and the other men of 
letters of Boston in his time. There ara a hundred such cases, 
and it is a pretty serious question to us whether it is our duty to 
represent the desires of those gentlemen. 

po MANDERSON. If I may interrupt the Senator right 

ere-—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the illustration of what I have just 
been saying. : 

Mr. DERSON. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I know of another case. I have a friend, whois 
the son of one of the greatest men who ever lived in this coun- 
try and who is himself a yery accomplished man, who is em- 
ployed in the Agricultural Department. He made some most 
valuable scientific investigations for that Department, and after 
he had made them they were taken, as I believe, by a superior, 
changed, injured, rendered less valuable both in a literary and 
scientific point of view, and not only published without credit, 
but, on the contrary, there was a preface inserted which seemed 
to imply that this gentleman had not done his full duty in what 
he had done. 

I have been talking with that gentleman, have written one or 
two letters to the Secretary of Agriculture, and have an assur- 
ance that, so far as credit is concerned, it shall be given him at 
some future time. But if the Senate is the proper place to 
correct such matters, it is my duty to being that question up here, 
and 8 can supply the Senate with an hour's occupation pretty 
easily. 

So it seems to me, without entering upon an answer to my 
honorable friend from Nebraska, that this is not the time nor 
the place to correct mistakes made in relation to these matters 
of scientific and 58 investigations, be it 255 work or good 
work, or good work omitted and not published. We must leave 
such ee to the Departments, and when it is conceded that 
the officer who has done this ming is one of the brightest judges 
we have in the country to judge of the matter, it seems to me it 
is peculiarly proper that it should be left to the De ent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to tho Senator that the ex- 
ample he furnishes of his friend, tho consul at Glasgow, is not 
parallel to this case. Unquestionably it is tbe right of the su- 
perior to revise, to cut, to mutilate in his discretion the literary 
work of the inferior. But suppose the consul under the last 
Administration had made a report and the Secretary of State 
in the last Administration had approved that report, or had re- 
vised it and changed it somewhat, and had sent it to the Printer 
with his official approval, and it was about ready to go to press, 
then does the Senator think that the successor of that Secretary 
of State should change the order of his predecessor and say the 
work shall not be issued? 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary who issues it is the person who 
is responsible for the act of issuing it, and the fact that the pre- 
vious Secretary had intended to issue it or approve it is not the 
final action of the Department. ae when Mr. Foster, Sec- 
retary of State, went out of office he had a letter written and ap- 
proved in the Department of State to be sent to England, and 
sent it to the Public Printer or the private printer of the State 
Department to be got ready, and Mr. Gresham had come in at 
that point: he is the person who is to determine whether that 
letter shall go, and the matter is not acted upon by the Depart- 
ment until it has gone. If the letter had gone to England and 
the act become the act of the country it would have been Mr. 
Gresham's duty, and Mr. Cleveland’s, to stand by it through 
thick and thin; and the President would have found himself 
very strongly criticised if he had not done it, whatever he might 
have thought privately ofit. That is the rule in the diplomatic 
conduct of the affairs of a great nation. 

Mr. HALE. Let meputaninstance tothe Senator. Su i 
pe in the line of his thought, that upon the question of the 

ring Sea arbitration a Secretary of State who is about going 
out invoked the assistance of clerks and experts to get up a let- 
ter, an answer, and has approved what they have done and is 
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ready to issue it, but he goes out of office. His successor comes 
in, and clearly that successor, as the Senator has said, is there- 
sponsible man. He may not agree that the compilation and the 
facts that were got up by the clerks for his predecessor cover 
all the case; and he must decide, and he alone. 

Mr. HOAR. And it would be peculiarly singular if under 
those circumstances Congress was asked to interfere by legisla- 
tien on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret very much that 
this discussion has taken place. I do not think that it was a 
necessary discussion growing out of anything that has happened 
in the management of the Census Office by the present incum- 
bent of that place. I do not think an issue has been wisely made 
in the Senate and before the country between Mr. Donaldson 
and Mr. Wright. I have known both thosegentlemen for many 
years, and I value them equally as friends. I think I also ap- 
preciate the peculiar traits and abilities of each of the gentle- 

men; Mr. Donaldson is a man of greatenergy, learning, research, 
and enthusiasm. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o’clock p. m.). The Senator 
from New Hampshire will s nd. The hour of 1 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being House bill 4864. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask permission of the Senator from 
Tennessee to go on and finish my remarks upon this subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator's speech will keep until 5 o’clock 
this evening. I regret the necessity, but I must object to any 
encroachment upon the time set apart for the consideration of 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I bow with deference to the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 


[Mr. PEFFER resumed and concluded the speech begun b 
him on Friday, April 6. The entire speech will be publishe 
hereafter. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Mr. President, pee of the 
bill under consideration. known as the Wilson bill, if, indeed it 
can be said to be a fulfillment of the pledges contained in the na- 
tional Democratic platform of 1892 upon the subject of the tariff, 
would, in my judgment, be a national legislative recognition of 
one of the most dangerous political, economic, and constitutional 
Leresies ever advocated by any political party since the founda- 
tion of our Govvernment. 

The doctrine of the right of secession upon the part of a State, 
condemned, as it has been, not only by the stern arbitrament of 
the sword on the battlefields of the nation, but at last by uni- 
versal assentand acquiescence, was one, in my judgment, fraught 
with but little more danger to the best interestsof the Republic 
than that involved in the present bill, if it is indeed what it pro- 
fesses to be, a fulfillment of party pledges on this subject. 

Nover, in all our long history as a nation, has any political 
party in any national convention had the audacity to declare 
that a customs tariff, which had for its p not only the 
raising of revenue, but the protection of American industries 
and American labor, was unconstitutional, until the Democratic 
nationAl convention of 1892 deliberately asserted that doctrine. 

To that convention was reserved the honor, if indeed an honor 
it be, of placing upon the Constitution of our country a construc- 
tion directly opposite to that placed upon it not only by every 
national convention of every political party ever assembled in 
this.country, but also in direct conflict with and antagonism to 
the repeated declarations and avowed policies of the framers of 
that instrument, including such men as Washington, Madison, 
Jefferson, Monroe, and later on Jackson, Clay, Webster, Cal- 
. Buchanan, Pierce, Grant, Hayes, Garfield, Arthur, and 

rison, 

The last Democratie national convention, which framed the 
platform on which the present Administratio 


n came into power, 
made the following declaration upon this subject: 


We declare it to bea fundamental principle ot the Democratic party that 
the Federal Government has no 
tariff duties, except for the 8 ene . 7 

The present bill as it came from the House was ostensibly and 
professedly the enforcement of the policy enunciated in this 
plank of the national Democratic platform. And while it is 
true, by reason of some unaccountable Sener, aberration of 
the public mind, the party announcing such a 5 in its 
national platform, was by the elections of 1892 clothed with 
power in all branches of the National Government, it remains 
to be seen whether, when the paralyzing effects which must nec- 


essarily result to our national prosperity from the enforcement 
of such a doctrine, or any otherdoctrine approximating to it, be- 
come ap nt—and they are already more than apparent there 
will be.a vote of confidence in the Administration responsible 
for its enforcement. 

For the present, and at this Sgp of the discussion, I will as- 
sume that the Democratic party is an honest party, a keeper of 
party pledges, & party whose leaders would reject with scorn 
and spurn with unfeigned indignation, a proposition to insert in 
a national platform a plank upon any subject for the sole pur- 
pose of aiding in the elevation of their party to power, and with- 
out any intention whatever of enforcing the doctrine enunciated 
in such plank when they came into power. Assuming, then, these 
premises to be true, I shall for the present assume further that 
the pending bill is the equivalent in theory and practical pur- 
pose and effect in its fullest and completest sense of the doctrine 
enunciated in the national Democratic platform of 1892 on the 
subject of the tariff, and on which, through some strange 
notic influence over the wage workers and voters of this country, 
the Democratic party eame into control of every department of 
the National Government on the 4th day of March, 1893. 
2 oe Democratic ee eee e pe dis- 

notive differenceseparating parties Political econ- 
omists in this country in their avowed opinions and policies, re- 
spectively, on the subject of the tariff, was not one involving 
constitutional power or the lack of constitutional power upon 
the t of Congress to enact a customs revenue act, which, 
while primarily raising the necessary revenue with which to 
carry on the Government, gave protection, incidental or other- 
wise, to industries and American labor. 

The line of demarkation was infinitely less marked than this. 
It consisted in this alone: All agreed, prior to this new depar- 
ture, perhaps with the single exception of the declaration of the 
Democratic party in its national platform of 1855, that in any 
eventand under all circumstances, Congress in enacting tarilf 
laws, in levying impost duties, should so arrange duties as to 
give incidental protection. 

The con stitutional power to do this, or the duty of Congress 
to do this, prior to 1892, with the single exception stated, was 
never denied by any political convention of any party ever as- 
sembled in this country, nor by very few individuals, but on 
the contrary frequently affirmed, while the party and the men 
who believe as I do aaa as the Republican party does now and 
always has done inregard to the general question, have occupied 
ground one mighty step in advance of this and held to the doc- 
trine of the constitutional power as well also asa primary duty 
upon the part of Congress, in pursuance of the constitutional 
gas to regulate: commerce with foreign nations, to levy impost 

uties with a primary purpose, if youplease, not merely of rais- 
ing revenue, butof protecting the various industries of our coun- 
try against the industrial encroachments, and, I may say, the 
industrial oppressions of foreign powers. 

In other words, until the doctrine enunciated in the Demo- 
cratic platform at Chicago in 1892, all parties conceded the con- 
stitutional power to levy tariff duties with a view, not merely of 
raising revenue, but of giving at least incidental protection, 
while the Republican party, following in the grand footprints 
with which the legislative and administrative records of this 
country are dotted, of such men as Washington, Hamilton, Jef- 
ferson, Monroe, Jackson, Clay, Webster, and other like men 
whose names are immortal, has held.and still holds to the doc- 
trine of the constitutional power to levy impost duties on foreign 
8 which come into direct competition with homo pro- 

uctions and thus destroy our industries and reduce the daily 
pay roll of the wage-workers of this country, which are abso- 

utely prohibitory in their nature and not intended or expected 
to raise a single dollar of revenue. 

True, the Democratic party has for the past thirty-six years 
been a free-trade party, and in 1856 its leaders in nati con- 
e far as to make this declaration in their national 
platform: > 


The time has come for the people of the United States to declare them- 
selves in favor of free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world, 


And it was on such a platform the people of the United States 
made a most fearful mistake, similar in many respects to that 
made in 1892, and elected James Buchanan President of the 
United States. But what was the result? The national Treas- 


-ury became almost bankrupt, the national credit shaken, confi- 


dence 3 the fires of a martial conflagration were kindled 
all over the land, and the very life of the Republic was placed 
inimminentjeopardy; and in November, 1860, all these things be- 
coming clearly apparent to the people, they, realizing the fear- 
ful mistake that was made in 1857, hurled the Democratic 

from power by the triumphant election of Abraham Lincoln 
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Hannibal Hamlin, the two great exponents and leaders of the 
rinciples of the Republican party, a 2 pledged not only to 
e preservation of the Union, but to the doctrine of protection 


to the industries and the rights of the wage-workers against the 
industrial assaults of fore manufacturers and producers and 
the undermining and yzing influence of the pauper labor 


of the Old World. 
Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
interrupt him? 8 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHOUP in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 
Mr, PALMER. Does the Senator mean to assert that the 
election of Lincoln and Hamlin was a triumph of protection? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To a very great extent I think 
it was a RTA ae tribute to them in that regard. 

Mr. PAL Has the Senator from Oregon ever read Mr. 
Blaine’s valuable work? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have read every word of it. 

Mr, PALMER. Does not the Senator recollect that Mr. 
Blaine 8 that there were thousands of men who 
voted for Mr. Lincoln who never thought of a tariff bill, and that 
in Pennsylvania the protectionists, who were otherwise compar- 
atively neutral, were brought to the supportof the Government, 
influenced by protection alone. I voted for Lincoln and Ham- 
lin, and so did more than 40,000 Democrats in Illinois, and none 
of us ever dreamed that we were giving encouragement to or 
su gon hoe doctrine of protection. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am very sorry the distin- 
guished Senator from Illinois, for whom, as he knows, I have 
the profoundest respect, is not voting now as he did then. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to say, referring to the remarks of the 
Senator from Illinois, that I recollect very distinctly that cam- 

ign, and the condition of affairs in Pennsylvania. Mr. Lin- 
coln would not have carried Pennsylvania except on the pro- 
tective plank of the platform. 

Mr. PALMER. I think that is true. I think the protection 
element had always been indifferent to the demands of patriot- 
ism. It is essentially selfish and self-seeking. Mr. Blaine says 
n the Senator says. 

Mr. QUAY. I will state what was the condition of things in 
in Pennsylvania. The eastern part of the State was conserva- 
tive; the city of Philadelphia was trading with the South, and 
it was with difficulty it was unmoored from its old Whig moor- 
ings. The western part of the State, west of the Allegheny 
Mountains, was in sympathy with the sentiment of Illinois. As 
to the patriotism of Eastern Pennsylvania, it manifested its pa- 
triotism during the war. There was no State and no section of 
any State in which patriotiem was evinced to a higher extent 
than in the State of Pennsylvania; and there was no portion of 
Pennsylvania, and no portion of any other State which sent pro- 
8 more 1 8 5 to the army than Eastern Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am very glad indeed to have 
the benefit of the evidence of the distinguished Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], than whom there is none more com- 

tent to sp in regard to the influences which were operat- 

g and controlling in the election of 1860 in so far as the great 
State of Pennsylvania is concerned. 

Mr. PALMER. While I have no word to utter against Penn- 
8 its most eminent, patriotic governor, Andrew G. 

, yet it was distinctly understood in the convention which 
nominated Mr. Lincoln that it was necessary that something 
should be offered to the protection interest of Pennsylvania in 
order to secure its vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Whatever may have been the 
controlling influences in the election of 1860, it is a fact that 
history frequently repeats itself in many respects, and I im- 
agine it requires no uncommon gift of prescience or prophecy 


to either see or predict a a onof as complete an overthrow 
3 Democratic party in this country in 1896 as befell it in 


But while the Democratic party in 1856 declared in favor of 
free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world,” 
they did not place their advocacy of free trade on the ground of 
any lack of constitutional power to levy impost duties which 
might afford protection, either incidental or otherwise. That 
doctrine was never asserted by any party, as I have said, until 
the Democratic party of 1892 asserted it at Chicago, nor was 


this doctrine the result either of accident or lack of serious 


consideration. 

On the contrary, it was the result of studied deliberation and 
supreme determination upon the part of the t leaders of the 
Democratic party. It will not be forgotten that in that conven- 
tion the majority of the appropriate committee having control 
of the subject, reported a resolution on the subject of the tariff 


and recommended its adoption. 
lows: 


But in making reductions in taxes it is not posed to injure domes- 
ticindustries, but to promote their healthy — — an asi 


That, Mr. President, was good Republican doctrine; that was 
the doctrine of the Constitution of our country. It was under 
such a policy that this country has grown from the weakest and 
most helpless in the family of nations to that of the greatest, 
most powerful, most invincible, most independent, and most 
magnificent Republic on the face of the earth—a nation, which 
is, in its d development, in all those great elements which 
go to e up a civilization, such as the pen of the historian 
has never heretofore written about. 

But, Mr. President, that declaration of a mere handful of men 


This resolution read as fol- 


ona committee did not suit either the great leaders in that 


convention or the convention itself. The Star-Eyed Goddess 
and other of the really great leaders and exponents of the prin- 
ciples of the Democratic party were on the watchtowers of that 
convention to see to it that no declaration which looked to the 
promotion of the healthy growth” of the domestic industries 
ie 55 country should find a plaee in any national Democratic 
platform. = 
These t leaders, who were firm believers in the doctrine 

of “progressive free trade throughout the world,” as enunciated 
in the national Democratic platform of 1856, were determined 
that no such miserable heresy as that reported by the tameng 
of the committee should be incorporated into their nation: 
planor: But not only so. They solemnly resolved that once 

or all they would base their opposition to any such doctrine on 
grave constitutional grounds and not on grounds of mere eco- 
nomic policy. And then it was that Mr. Neal, a member of the 
minority of that committee, submitted as a substitute for the 
resolution of the majority this resolution: 

We denounce the Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 
majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. declare it to 
be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, ex- 
cept for the lect of revenue only, and we demand that the collection of 


such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when hon- 
estly and economically administered. 


This resolution, it will be observed, ignored all reference to 
our domestic industries,” denied in the most emphatic manner 
any constitutional power upon the part of Congress by tariff leg- 
islation to 1 their healthy growth,” and for the first 
time in the history of our country boldly asserted the infamous 
economical and constitutional heresy that there was no consti- 
tutional Papa) in the National Government to impose and col- 
lect tariff duties, except for the sole purpore of revenue, and 
further that this was a fundamental principle of the Democratic 
party.” In other words, any tariff duties levied with a view 
not alone of raising revenue, but with the further additional 
purpose of promoting the healthy growth of our industries” 
is unconstitutional. This substitute was overwhelmingly and 
enthusiastically adopted by that convention as the solemn, de- 
liberate act of the Democratic party. : 

That the majority of the voters of this country should have 
ever cast their votes for a party holding to such a doctrine as 
they unquestionably did in November, 1892, will, perhaps, re- 
main a mystery while time lasts. It willscarcely do to say, and 
I will not say it, that the great majority of the voters of this 
country did not understand it, and yet perhaps it would be 
hardly fair to apply the maxim, ignorantia legis non excusat, to 
the great majority of the voters of this country. 

However, whether the people of the country understood it 
then or not, they came to understandit very sp nie an less than 
a year afterwards in at least one great State in the Union, when 
in November, 1893, Mr. Neal, the father of this resolution, was, 
as the candidate of the Democratic party for governor of the 
great State of Ohio, snowed under by I believe a Republican 
Peay of something like 100,000 votes in favor of William Mc- 

inley, the Republican candidate. And as time rolled on and 
the designs of the party in power became apparent, Pennsyl- 
vania moves to the front with a popular disapproval of the doc- 
trine of free trade, or a tariff for revenue only, which is the same 
thing, by a majority of nearly 200,000 votes, Rhode Island fol- 
lows suit in still more emphatic terms, while every municipality 
throughout the country which has had an opportunity since 
then, joins in emphatic condemnation of the Democratic policy. 

And in view of the ineffaceable history of the past, in view of 
a record of over one hundred years of national life, illuminated 
with and indelibly stamped by emanations from the minds of 
the most brilliant constitutional lawyers, the ablest statesmen, 
the most distinguished patriots this or any other country has 
ever known, all recognizing the constitutional power on the part 
of Congress not only to levy imports for the purpose of raising 
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revenue, but also for the purpose of imparting protection, vigor, 
and vitality to domestic industries and domestic labor, it would 
seem a strange spectacle that the Senate of the United States 
at this late day should be called upon to defend the Constitution 
of our country againstan attack so unjustifiable, unfounded, and 
so dangerous to our institutions as that contained in the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892. 

Can it be possible that the generation of to-day have never 
truly learned, or if they have, that they have so soon forgotten 
the great culminating and overshadowing cause, which more 
than all other causes combined led, over one hundred years ago, 
to the overthrow of the Articles of Confederation and the estab- 
lishment of our present Constitution? It was not any mere re- 
straint of personal freedom or of individual liberty which con- 
stituted the moving power in that great political renaissance 
which transformed a government, feeble in organic structure, 
impotent in physical development, absolutely lacking in those 
essential elements of governmental power necessary to the pro- 
tection, not only of its own existence, but also that of its institu- 
tions and its industries, and the advancement of its best hopes 
and the culmination of its highest and best aspirations into a 
mighty nation—grand in conception, invincible in structural 
strength, and which constituted ‘‘a more perfect union” which 
tended to establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, pro- 
vide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and 
paoure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity ” 

orever. 

It was, Mr. President, something more than this which quick- 
ened the oppressed of the days of the Confederation, who had 
felt all the harassing consequences of free trade, which held full 
sway in this country during those six years, to throw off a 
government which was scarcely worth the name, and in its 
place establish the Constitution of the United States. It was 
the industrial oppressions of England and not mere infractions 
of 1 libsrty against which the people and the Congress 
under the government of the Confederation were powerless, 
which more than all other causes led to the overthrow of that 
governmentand the adoption of the present Constitution. Un- 
der the Articles of Confederation the Congress was wholly des- 
titute of power „to regulate commerce with foreign nations,” 
“ito provide for the common defense and the general wel- 
are.’ 

The power to levy customs duties under the government of 

the Confederation was vested in the States respectively and not 
in the Congress, and what was the result? e States under- 
took separately to deal with this great subject, not only of com- 
merce with foreign nations but with the seyeral States. Scarcely 
any two States legislated on the same lines. Local State in- 
terest as contradistinguished from the welfare of the whole 
nation controlled legislation. There was absolutely no restric- 
tion on foreign importations. A product denied free entrance 
at the ports of one State was admitted free of duty in the ports 
of another, and the result was there was neither regulation of 
commerce with foreign nations nor restriction, much less pro- 
hibition of importation of any foreign products, however de- 
structive of American industries, or however paralyzing to 
American labor. The Congress was powerless, and the country 
benumbed with the weakening influence of its own inate im- 
potency stood remediless at the mercy of the rapacity of Great 
Britain, 
FREE TRADE UNDER THE CONFEDERATION. 


It will doubtless forever remain an inexplicable mystery why 
it was thatthe colonists, after having waged the war of the Rev- 
olution mainly for the purpose of freeing themselves from the 
industrial oppressions of Great Britain, should have so signally 
failed, as all historians now agree they did fail, to properly gar- 
ner the fruits of their great victory in the formation of the new 
government. Itisagreathistorical fact that the men who framed 
the Articles of Confederation by failing to confer on the Con- 
gress the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States, wholly failed to properly protect the 
new nation against the continued industrial encroachments of 
Great Britain and other foreign powers. 

That omission was the one fatal mistake which involved the 
people of this country during the next six years in industrial 
calamities and financial disasters, such as were never experienced 
by any other people in any other land. And it was this aggre- 
gation of disasters which so surrounded and overwhelmed the 
people during the days of the Confederation, which opened their 
eyes to the fearful take that had been made in the formation 
of the fundamental law of their national being, and which caused 
them with one accord, led on by such men as Washington, Jef- 
ferson, and Madison, to supplant the government of the Confed- 
sration with the Constitution of the United States. 


The economist, Young, in his work on National Economy, in 
discussing this subject, says: 


Although the States were politically independent, it was impossible to ~ 


countervail the policy of other nations. Each State having, under the Con- 
federation, the right to regulate its own trade, it imposed upon foreign pro- 
ductions, as well as those of its sister States, such duties as its own inter- 
ests seemed to dictate. The States attempted by their 3 navigation 
laws to secure their trade to their own vessels; and the selfish policy of some 
States counteracted the efforts of others. As the Congress had no power to 
lay duties or regulate trade, and as the States could not agree upon a uni- 
form rate of duties, foreign nations passed such laws as they judged most 
likely to destroy our commerce and extend their own. 

Repecialy was this the policy of Great Britain. Our trade with her West 
India colonies was prohibited; and, by the enforcement of her navigation 
acts, our navigation was nearly destroyed. Foreign vessels and goods be- 
ing freely admitted into the States, while ours were burdened with heavy 
duties in foreign ports, both the prices of goods imported and the prices of 
our exports were subject to the will of foreigners; and the money of our 
citizens was rapidly passing into the pockets of British manufacturers and 
merchants. In describing the state of the country at that time, a distin- 

hed American statesman thus remarks: 

In the comparative condition of the United States and Great Britain, not 
a hatter, a boot or shoe maker, a Saddler, or a brass founder could carry on 
his business, except in the coarsest and most ordinary productions of their 
various trades, under the pressure of this foreign competition. Thus was 

resented theextraordinary and calamitous spectacle ofa successful reyo- 

ution wholly failing of its ultimateobject. The people of Americahad gone 
to war, not for names, but for things. It was not merely to change a Gov- 
ernment administered by kings, princes, and ministers for a Government 
administered by Presidents, and Secretaries, and members of Congress; it 
was to redress their own grievances, to improve their own condition, to 
throw off the burden which the colonial system laid on their industry. To 
attain these objects they endured incredible hardships, and bore and suffered 
almost beyond the measure of humanity. And when the independence was 
attained, they found it was a piece of parchment. Thearm which had struck 
for it in the field was palsied in the workshop; the industry which had been 
burdened in the colonies was crushed in the free States; and at the close of 
the revolution the mechanicsand manufacturers of the country found them- 
selves, in the bitterness of their hearts, independent—and ruined.“ 


And in this connection it may not be unprofitable to glance for 
a moment at the terrible consequences which followed this un- 
fortunate omission in the Articles of Confederation to confer on 
the Congress the power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the several States,and which so overwhelmed 
the people of that day with commercial, industrial, and finan- 
cial desolation. 

Importations of the value of over thirty millions from Eng- 
land alone came into this country during the first two years 
succeeding the close of the Revolutionary war, in 1774 and 1775, 
while our exports for the same period were less than $9,000,000; 
the flow of gold to Europe was constant; our country was 
drained of specie; the circulating medium was contracted; the 
wages of laboring men were reduced; the price of farms and 
farm products, the inevitable result of excessive importations 
and the contraction of the currency, went down, and financial 
ruin and universal discontent and suffering were the result. 

Then it was the people of this country were brought to a full 
realization of the fearful consequences of free trade. This is 
fully realized in Hildredth’s History of the United States. In 
speaking of this era he says: 

The fisheries, formerly a chief resource of New England, broken up by the 
war, had not yet been reestablished. The farmers no longer found that mar- 
ket for their 19 which the French, American, and British armies had 
furnisned. The large importation of foreign goods, subject to little or no 
duty, and sold at peace prices, was proving ruinous to all those domestic 
manufactures and mechanical employments which the nonconsumption 
agreements and the war had created and fostered. Immediately after the 
peace the country had been flooded with imported goods, and debts had been 


unwarily contracted for which there was nO means to pay. * * The ex- 
cessive importation of foreign goods had drained the country of specie. 


We are prone to lament the evil times in which we have fallen 
the past year, but they bear no comparison in disastrous conse- 
quence; to the experiences through which the people of this 
country passed during the six years intervening between the 
close of the Revolutionary war, the adoption of the Articles of 
Confederatioa, and the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States. A few references to historical facts may serve to remind 
the people of to-day of those fearful times. 

Massachusetts, Rhode Island, South Carolina, and some other 
States of the Confederation enacted laws making cattle and other 
species of property a legal tender for the payment of private 
debts. In other States open revolt rose up in all its hideous pro- 
portions and the spirit of anarchy to a very great extent was 
abroad in the land. It will not be forgotten that in the State of 
New Hampshire the members of the Legislature were made and 
held prisoners by armed mobs, who demanded that certain leg- 
islative action be taken in the interest of the people before they 


were released. It was during this psriod that the revolt known - 


as Shay’s rebellion, in the State of Massachusetts, drenched the 
histori¢ ground of that great State with blood. 

In speaking of this critical period the historian Belknap re- 
fers to the laws passed by the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts in these words: 


Similar difficulties at the same time existed in the neighboring Stat 
Massachusetts, to remedy whichamong other palliatives a law was panaed 
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called a tender act,” by which it was provided that executions issued for 
private demands might be satisfied by cattle and other enumerated articles 
at an appraisement by impartial men under oath. 

Similar laws were passed in the State of South Carolina and 
other States. 

The historian Ramsay, in his History of South Carolina, vol- 
ume 2, page 428, among other things, says: 

Laws were passed in which rty of ev kind was made a legal ten- 
der in the payment of IAEE AORA: itho E payable according to cont: 
in gold or silver. Other laws installed the debt so that of sums already due 
only a third, and afterwards only a fifth, was annually recoverable in the 
courts of law. 

Mathew Carey, in discussing the history of the times during 
the Government of the Confederation and the effect upon the 
rey. of the country of unrestricted free trade and ofa 

kof power upon the part of the National Government to 
regulate commerce among the several States and with foreign 
nations, says: 

The of this country, I re to th of th 
wine Revi, whe with ui hapa So HERE as Rot even to set the wane Gt 
the Treasury, uences followed which have never failed to follow 
such a state of things. markets were glutted. Prices fell. Competi- 
tion on the part of our manufacturers was atanend. They were beggared 
and The merchants whose importations had ruined them were 
orau in the 8 = the Pacing est coat * nn oe on 

e grand advantage of buying Ware cheap” — 
into the vortex of general destruction. s 

Belknap, in his History of New Hampshire, in g of this 
period of our nation’s history and of the disastrous effects of un- 
restricted free trade upon the people of this country, says: 


Silverand gold, which had circulated largely in the latter of the war, 
were ret — the usual course of trade to those coun Ww 3 


ebt discharged; but 
the power ; and the States were not 
united in the oer, ofdelegating new and sufficient powers to that body. 
The im by some of the States 


posts were ineffectual as h as 
others found their interests in omitting them. = 


These historical references, Mr. President, give some idea of 
the condition of our country during that period when there was 
no constitutional power in the Congress to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States, and it is to 
such a condition our country and its people will be again driven, 
if the fearful heresy that there is noconstitutional power in the 
Congress of this new nation to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations by imposing restrictive and even prohibitory custom 
duties should ever find substantial expression on the statute 
books of our aes 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Finance, in 
his elaborate and eloguent speech delivered in the Senate in the 
openingof this debate on the 2d instant, alluded to Thomas Jef- 
ferson and eulogized what he construed to be his doctrines upon 
the subject of the tariff. I fear the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, notwithstanding his great learning 
and experience, has studied in vain the history of the life and 
works of Thomas Jefferson, and I beg in this connection to at- 
tract his attention to some of the declarations of Mr. Jefferson, 
made by him more than two eee before he penned the im- 
claration of Independence. He said: 


That to heighten still the idea of parliamentary justice, and to show with 
where themsel 


what moderation are likely to exercise power ves are to 
feel no of its ‘ht, we take leave to mention to His esty certain 
other ac from manu- 


of the British Parliament by which we were prohibi 
for our own use the cles we raise on our oWn lands with our 
own labor. By anact_passed in thefifth pea thereignof his late Majesty. 

King George II. an American subject is forbidden to make a hat for 

of the fur which he has taken, perhaps, on his own soil—an instance of des- 
. Parallel can be produced in the most arbitrary ages ot 


we make we = — — „ — — as that 
eve: C. co 
sod.anrurnney wre gro co pay nis for 1o Groat Belia tnd lan tfar 
0 su un $ ma „ 

island of Great Brita. o o Upportng ‘a Fi oaks 
‘Subsequently to this, after the fierce trials of the people un- 
der the government of the Confederation and while President 
of the United States, he on more than one occasion gave public 
expression, as did Washington, Madison, Monroe, and Hamil- 
ton, to the doctrine of the constitutional power upon the part of 

ben iy to regulate commerce by invo the taxing power. 
en the McKinley bill was under consideration in the Sen- 
ate I N e ee on. anguet 3 N e question. 
28 ctly upon this p of the subject, I desire to quote 

from what I then said. pas ° z 


But not the least conclusive argument in favor of the construction now 
claimed for the visions of the Constitution under consideration is 


sentatives in 1789 that Representative Fisher Ames used these significant 


w 2 

I concetve, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial 
necessity more than by any other cause. The want of an oftelal govern- 
ment to secure the turing interest and to advance our commerce 
was long seen by men of Judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to 
promote our general welfare." 

Scarcely the present Government been inaugurated until the new 
Congress was flooded with petitions from all sections of the country pray- 
ing the enactment of tariff laws based upon the theory of protection. Prom 
among others these petitions came from the en, mec „ and oth- 
ers of the town of Baltimore; from the mechanics, shipwrights, and labor- 
ers of the city of Charleston, in South Carolina; from the manufacturers 
and laboring classes of the city of New York, and from those of Boston. 
Providence, and other New England cities. 

These petitions felicitated Congress and the country on the fact that by the 
changefrom the Confederation to the Union a happy effect had been realized 
and anew era had dawned wherein the interests of the manufacturer, the 
laborer, the producer as well as the consumer in this country were no longer 
imperiled by being subject, in so far as protection against excessive impor- 
— — and restrictive foreign trade laws were concerned, to the will of the 
Legislatures of the States respectively, but that all these sacred interests 
were now committed to the protecting care and guardianship of one sover- 
eign Legislature, the — of the United States, possessed of the sole and 
exclusive power to levy duties on imports. 

It was in response to these resolutions and the universal wish of the lead- 
ing statesmen of the country that James Madison in the very morning of 
the new Union made the subject of tariff legislation on the lines of protec- 
tion the first and main topic of consideration in the American Congress, and 
among other things, while advocating this measure in 1789, Mr. Madison 


“The States that are most advanced in population, and ripe for manu- 
factures, ought to have bet te cama interests attended to in some meas- 
ure. While these States ed the power of making regulations of trade, 
to protect and cherish such insti 


tio those in- 
Seaton’s Debates, O. S., 
volume 1, page 116. 


) 
A study of the history of those times will show conclusively that all the 


= protection to the American manufacturer, artisan, laborer, and 
armer. This view is strengthened by a reference to the great speech of Ru - 
fus Choate delivered in this body March 14, 1812, and from whichI beg to 

quote as follows. He said: b 
“And who in that assembly of men—many of whom sat in the convention 
the ution, all of whom had partaken in the discussions 


gress pe t their pra; 
ceive’ (said the most eloquent of the sloquent Six. Amman) ‘I conceive, sir, 
that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial 


this power. It was for that they received it with one wide acclaim, with 
tears of exultation, with ceremonies of auspicious significance, bellttin 
and industrial Een those who fi 

and its other oo who thought they saw the States 
attracted to its center and absor by its 


A rays, did not fear this power. 

“And now, sir, I wonder if, after all, the people were deluded into this be- 

lief? I wonder if that heroic and energetic generation of our fathers which 

had studied the controversies and 8 ronga the tasks of the Revolu- 
ion, pro its 


tion which had framed weakness, proved its 
e ho in 


depress his standard ot comfortable life; which had been trained 

by the discussions of its ablest minds, in an age of extraordi- 

nary mental discussions ofits ablest minds. in an ageof extraordinary men- 
tal activity, and yet of great morality, sobriety, and subordination, pecu- 
liarly favorable to the task, trained thus to the work of constructing a new 

government, I wonder if such a generation were decieved after all. 

I wonder if it was not living water, that which they sup they saw 
gushing from the rock, and sparkling and swelling at their feet, but only a 
elusiveimitation, struck out by the wand of an accursed enchantment, No, 
sir; no man who believes that the people of this country were fit to govern 
themselves—fit to frame a constitution, fitto judge on it, fit to ad ister 
it no such man can say that the balief, the popular belief in 1789, of the ex- 
istence of this poros, under the circumstances, is not absolutely conclusive 

proof of its existence. 


“And then, in addition to this, how do you deal with the fact that all the 
framers of the Constitution themselves, as well as every public man alive 
in 1780, and the entire intelligence of the country, supposed they had inserted 
this power in it? inane 


thorough system, State and national 

with the public mind and opinions of the day; the long, 8 and solitary 

labor which they bestowed on it; the immediate n ty 

and defending it = the country—in view of 
t, 


finished it? 
Well, sir, we have satisfactory evidence that the members of the conven- 
tion went, all of them, to their ves in the belief that the Constitution 
contained this power. Mr. Madison's on I have We have it on 


ung ble authority that Mr. tin repeatedly said that apon 
his en into tical life in 1789 he found rt to be 0 on 
of those who framed the Constitution and those who resisted its adoption, 

of all the statesmen of the day, that he 


power to tect reial tions, 
“and when more than half acentury has passed away Daniel Webster, fa 


1894. 
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and to the construction placed u them of Iy and 
the credit, moreover, accorded them in view of the c powers of Con- 
gress in of the elause in the new Constitu these memorable 
words, plainly indicating his views as to the powers and duties of Congress 


in reference to this important subject. He said: 

“Now, I ask you again, how were these petitions for tection treated? 
Did Congress deny its er? Did it say that it co not possibly give 
them this protection ess itshould happen to be incidental? Did it say 
we have yan a revenue power in regard to this matter? Thatis, we have 
the clear and undoubted power to take so much money out of your pockets 
and apply it to our own purposes, but God forbid that, in doing so, we should 
do you any good at the same time. Were these petitioners told that they 
must take care of themselves; that these were days of free trade and every- 
body mas have a right to trade on equal terms with everybody else? Far, 
far from it. 

“ In regard to the subject of these petitions, we all know that the very first 
Congross secured to the navigation of the United States that which has 
been from that time to this the great foundation, not only of ‘erence, 
but of 3 8 3 of the nae aly A oe — oe 

guts of America enjoy monopoly ee ax, an ope they 
Wail oy it Teron kok atthe co: trade of the United States, so 
vastinitsextent. Itisentirely confined to „„ i 
how did gress treat these petitions from the cities of New York and Bal- 
timore to extend protection to the mechanic arts? It granted them. It 
yielded it. And except a formal act for taking the oaths, the very first act 
passed by Was to secure the trade and protect the me- 
chanic arts by discriminating duties, and thus carry out the clear, and, ac 
cording to torical testimuny, the most manifest object of the Constitu- 
ton.“ 


But hear what that t Democrat, Andrew Jackson, had to say on this im- 
Tora subjèct. In second annual message to Congress ( mber 7, 
a ) he said: 


power to impose duties on imports originally belonged to the several 
States. The right to adjust those duties with a view to the encouragement 
of domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power 
that it is dificult to theexistence of the one without the other. The 
States have 8 their whole authority over imports to the General 
limitation or restricti 


“This authority having thus entire 
exercise it for the ot w 


This s 


2 m =; be the scope of the authority on the subject ex- 
o 

In this conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents 

Washington, J n, and Monroe, who have each repeatedly 


uniform practice of 8 continued acquiescence of the States, and 
e. 


the general understanding of the 
But further evidence on this Res Aia as itis all one way. 
And yet in the te the public declarations, not only 


manating from 
e Government, but also the ers of the Con- 
those of every statesman of this country 5 the 
uarter of a cen of the existence of our Govern- 
junior Senator from Indiana 


d since, characterizing 
‘tnlation of the — measure 


The distinguishe is en. The cenotaph to 
eloquently points does not mark the burial-place of the les of the 
founders bullders of the Republic on this greatquestion. These, thank 
continue to ve, commanding the respect, tra- 

ied them, and the fundamental law 
the statesmen of earlier days; 
shadow 


of 

PERCED CE EONA I SEE mag ren ome a vating, and 

magnetic manner that the bill underconsideration isthe of a system 
ive evil—the med evolution in w 


of progressi of a long-contin njast 
taxation,” a bill “ 1 t stock whose Iite- germ is vicious, 
whose sap and vi are imbued witha venom fatal to Ii 


and equality. 
the bold culmination, the climax ot a series of oppressive enactments, * * + 
a financial ee pe with “claws with which to tear the fruits of 
labor from the farmer“ and with “teeth with which to rend and crush his 
substance”—a according to the ed Senator, whose au- 
thors are described as unlike “the romantic robbers of brilliant fiction,” 
who are depicted sometimes in the colors of chivalry, and as sparing the 
needy and distressed, while a oe preyed upon the opulent and the 
richly t the senior Senator 


endowed,” but who are, he prs of from 
described as * the robber barons of his country, who do not belong 


to so re a type as predaceous ch 
5 t, if simple denunciation invective, as distin- 
n mt, elo in well-rounded of finished rhe 
the standard pending bill is to be then indeed all 


ill, as it 


ly and to p ever 
went „and I believe it is confidently and vigoro: averred 
that he went “to the bottom of the sea.” Indeed, in the absence of material 


. so vehement in his terms of denunciation of 
the measure did t Senator that he proceeded 
Med 5 injected inte ais 
an a 
Senate and the for the use of in higchar $ of 


the 
this bill which he himself declared might ‘seem of unwonted severity.” 


Theforegoing is in all respects applicable to the speech of the 
distinguished tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] made in 
opening this debate, in which denunciation and invective con- 
stituted so prominent a part. 


THE OPERATION AND EFFECT OF A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 


What is a tariff for revenue as distinguished froma protective 
tariff? In the ons case—that of a tariff for revenue the legis- 
lator has but one purpose in view—that is, to raise revenue—and 
he intends that law shall have but that one function and ef- 
fect, namely, to raise revenue. Now, this being so, he will in- 
evitably, if he is honest, if he means that his law shall be one 
for revenue only and not for protection, either incidental or 
otherwise, place his duty in such a way as to produce the great- 
est possible amount of revenue from the least possible rate of 
duty. This is the course he must inevitably and invariably pur- 
sue it he wish tocarry out the policy of a tariff for revenue only. 

This bong s9, on what articles must he necessarily place his 
duty, and what articles must he place on the free list? Must the 
duty, in order to carry outhis piy, be placed on those articles 
the like of which we can and do produce in this country, or on 
those articles the like of which we do not or can not produce in 
this country? Most assuredly on the latter. Consequently, by a 
revenue tariff we mean a tariff which imposes a tax on those arti- 
cles of foreign production the like of which we do not produce 
in this country, or not at least in sufficient quantities to meet 
our demand,such as tea, coffee, sugar, and the like, while all 
those Jorsiga products the like of which we do produce in this 
country shall be permitted to come in free and enter into competi- 
tion with our home products and our home producers. is 
the Democratic theory of a tariff for revenue only, and under 
such a theory it is true that the consumer pays the tax. 

We hear very muchabout the tariff being a tax and that the con- 
sumer is compelled to pay that tax. This is true, Mr. President, al- 
ways true in a Democratic tariff, or a tariff for revenue only, but 
only very seldom is it true and when true, then for only a brief 
period of time, under a tariff imposed in pursuance of a protective 
policy. All those products, therefore, which come into competi- 
tion with our home products having been placed on the free list in 
pursuance of this Democratic theory of a tariff for revenue only, 
which necessarily requires that the duty shall be impressed on 
those foreign articles the likeof which we do not uce here, 
what must necessarily be the result? Simply this: Our country 
will be flooded with every conceivable form offoreign ee and 
while the cost of some of these articles may and doubtless would 
for a brief time be cheapened to the consumer, it would only be for 
u very brief period and the American producer in most cases 
would be driven to the wall; home capital would be withdrawn 
from the various industries; manufactories, mills, and machine 
shops would be closed; furnaces would w cold; fires would : 
out; laborers would lose employment by the thousand; wages w 
godown to those fortunate enough to retain employment; and the 
agriculturist, the growers of wheat, barley, oats, hops, prunes, 
potatoes, and the producers of other agricultural products, be 
com tocompete with the unreasonable im tions of these 
articles from foreign countries. And what wouldfollow? The 
foreignim r by theseexcessive importations, having crushed 
out or driven to the wall the American producer and strangled 
American industries, would at oncecontrol the American market 
and as a necessary result, the necessariesof life would advance 
all along the line and the American consumer would suffer. 

And not only so. But as a further consequence of such a 
policy, the money paid out by the American consumer under 
such a policy, instead of going into the pockets of the wage- 
workers of our country, instead of going into the pockets of our 
farmers and our manufacturers, would go into the kets of 
the foreign importer to enrich him and aid him in indus- 
trial warfare on American industries; and, more than all this, 
our country will be drained of its specie to pay the balance of 
trade against us; circulating medium will be contracted, prices 
of farm products will be depreciated; wages will fall, and poverty 
and distress will overwhelm the people. 


CHANGE FROM SPECIFIC TO AD VALOREM DUTIES. 


If there were no other reason why the peafing bill should re- 
ceive the disapprobation of Congress and the condemnation of 
the American people, the fact that it proposes to change the 
manner of levying customs duties from specific to ad valorem 
rates should be sufficient. The existing tariff law, as does every 
sensible law upon that subject, impresses its tariff in all cases 
wherein it is practicable by specific rates on specific quantities 
or things; that is, so much on each pound, each ton, each bushel, 
each yard, or other given quantity or thing 

This principle which has received the sanction of the ablest 
minds and best informed men of all political parties in this 


country, the present bill proposes to set aside and ignore and in 
its lieu levies ad valorem rates, or rates acco to the value 
of the article imported—at the point of purchase in the foreign 
country, this value of course to be ascertained as best ip Ps: 
by the custom-house officials. Now, the numberof yardsofsilk in 
a web, the number of bushels of coal in a bin, of potatoes or wheat 
in aship, the numberof pounds of any given quantity of merchan- 
dise usually sold by the pound, are all matters comparatively cay 
of ascertainment; whereas the market value or the price pai 
for any of these thingsina distant foreign market may be and al- 
most invariably is most difficult of determination. 

This, therefore, is a departure in principle in favor ofa 755 
tem which it may be said without fear of successful contradiction 
has been almost universally condemned in the past by those best 
qualified to speak on the subject, and by none more severely or 
e than many of the great leaders of the Democratic 
party 


The system of ad valorem rates is one not only pregnant with 
temptation, but full of opportunities to the importer and foreign 
seller. It opens the door to perjury and invites all manner of 
fraudulentdevices. Itmakes itpossible for the importer, through 
fraudulent and doctored invoices, to evade the law and thusstrike 
down whatever of protection to home industry and home labor, 
if any, is teed by the law, and at the same time defraud the 
Government of the revenue properly due it under the law. And 
more than all this, it leads to interminable controversies and 
hearings before customs officials and in the Departments and 
endless litigation in the judicial courts. It will tend, moreover, 
to transfer the importing business from honest American im- 
porters to dishonest foreign importers. 

I submit, Mr. President, the distinguished author of this bill 
is wide of the mark when, in his report in advocacy of the ad 
valorem system, he makes this declaration: 

Specific duties lead to tex frauds in administration, for counting and 


weighing at the custom-house are done by the cheapest and most easily cor- 
rupted labor. 


Aside from this unwarranted assault on those public servants 
who, instead of receiving 814 a day as a member of Congress, are 
compelled to labor in the various custom-houses of the country 
for less than one-third of that amount, and on an average for 
double the number of hours each day, the statement is untenable 
as an economic and business proposition. 

In proposing this change from ific to ad valorem rates the 
Democratic party arrays itself, as I believe, not only against the 
best interests of the Government and the people, but also goes 
back on its own established record and that of its greatest po- 
litical leaders in the past. 

It has been said here and elsewhere during this debate, andI 
believe the statement is not susceptible of successful contradic- 
tion, that every Secre of the Treasury, from Hamilton to 
Manning, of whatever political party, who has spoken at all on 
the subject, has condemned the ad valorem system and given 
that of specific duties the preference. I shall not pause to col- 
late these severalstatements. I shall, however, place in deadly 
parallelism the statement of the House Committee in their re- 
port on this subject and the declarations of Mr. Manning, Sec- 
retary of the Treasury under Mr. Cleveland’s first Administra- 
tion. That report says: 


Under the tariff from 1846 to 1861 this system (ad valorem) was again tried 
and found to be as successful in administration as it was just in principle. 


While Secretary Manning, in his report of December 7, 1885, 
in discussing this question, said: 


It is desirable that in revising and reducing rates of duty they should be 
made specific ins of ad valorem so far as the nature of the merchandise 
will admit. Theoretically considered ad valorem are preferable to specific 
duties, but in practice, under such rates as we have and must continue 
to have for years to come, the former are the too-easy source of deception 
and inequality at the custom house. Congress has it in its power to change 

S 


from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates, so as to meet any 
permanent in values, 
= * + * 8 s $ 


One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 per 
cent or 30 per cent, undervaluations and temptations to undervaluations 
would disap ; but the records of the De ment for 1817, 1840, and 1857 
do not uphold that conclusion. Whatever successful contrivances are in 
operation to-day to evade the revenue by false invoices, or by undervalua- 

ons, or by any other means, under an ad valorem system, will not cease 
even if the ad valorem rates shail have been largely reduced. They are in- 
contestably, they are even notoriously, inherent in that system. 


Either Secretary Manning, Mr. Cleveland’s first Secretary of 
the 8 and all his predecessors in office from the beg in- 
ning of the Government were wrong on this subject, or the policy 
of ad valorem rates, unless in cases where specific rates are 
impracticable, can not be right. 

rior to 1833 specific duties had been the universal rule in levy- 


ing customs duties there being only rare exce tions, as now under 


the McKinley act, where the product or article is of such a-na- 
ture or character that it is impracticable to levy the specitic 
duty: and the adoption of the ad valorem system in 1833 was the 
result clearly not of deliberation and debate, but of a compro- 
mise without deliberation or debate. This clearly and graphic- 
ally 8 from the pen of Thomas H. Benton in His work 
re ears in the United States Senate, volume 2, chapter 52, 
as follows: 


AD VALOREM. 


The introduction of the universal ad valorem system in 1883 was opposed 
and deprecated by practical men at the time as one of those refined subtle- 
ties which, aiming at an ideal fection, overlooks the experience of 
and the warnings of reason. Specificduties had been the e— 
ad valorems the exception—from the beginn: of the collection of custom- 
house revenue. The specific duty was a question in the exact sciences, de- 
pending upon a mathematical solution by we us count, or measure; the 

dii 


ad valorem presented a question to the fallible ent of men, sure to be 

different at different places and subject, in on to the fallibility of 

Lec to the chances of ignorance, indifference, negligence, and corrup- 
on. 

All this was urged against the act at the time, but in vain. It was a piece 
of legislation arranged out of doors—christened a compro! Which Was 
to save the Union, brought into the House to be without alteration, 
and was so passed in defiance of all judgment and reason by the aid of the 
votes of those—always a considerable percentum in every public body—to 


whom the name of compromise is an irresistible attraction; amiable men 
who would do no wrong of themselves, and without whom the des! 


could do but little wrong. Objections to this pernicious novelty (of univer- 
sal ad valorems) were in vain ed then; 8 with her enlight- 
ened voice, now came forward to plead inst them. 


The act had been in force seven years; it had a long and a fair trial, and 
that safest of all juries—time and experience—now came forward to deliver 
their verdict. At this session (1839-'40) a message was sent to the House of 
Representatives by the President, covering ry serdar from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and from the Comptroller of the jury, with opinions from 
the late Attorneys-General of the United States (Messrs. amin F. But- 
ler and Felix Grundy), and letters from the collector of the customs in all 
the principal Atlantic por; all relating to 5 operation of the 
ad valorem system, and showing it to be unequal, uncertain, unsafe, diverse 
in its construction, injurious to the revenue, open to unfair practices, and 
greatly e msive from the number of persons required to execute it. 

The whole document may be profitably studied by all who deprecate un- 
wise and pernicious legislation; but a selection of a few of the cases of in- 
jurious operation which it presents will be sufficient to give an idea of the 


whole, 

Three classes of goods are selected—silks, linens, and worsteds—all staple 
articles, and so well known as to be the least susceptible of diversity of 
agers, and yet on which, in the period of four rs, a fraction over 

,000 had been lost to the Treasury from diversity of construction between 
the Treasury officers and the judiciary, with the further prospective loss of 
ono manan and three-quarters in the ensuing threo years if the act was not 
am 

The document, at page 44, states the annual ascertained loss during four 

ears’ operation of the act on these classes of goods to be: In 1835, 356; 

1836, „162: in 1837, $163,090; in 1838, $428,237, making in the four years 
$2,362,845; and the Comptroller computes the annual 8 loss d 
the time the act may remain unaltered at 8800, 000. much for silks; now 
for linens. The same page, for the same four years, represents the annual 
loss on this article to be: In 1835, $370,785; in 1837, $303,241; in 1836, $516,988; in 
1838, $226,375; m the sum of $1,411,389 on this article for the four years; 
to which is to be added the estimated sum of 8400, 000 for the future annu: 
; On „„ th 7 tim a 45, th xhibits 

wo! ‘or the same e, and on e ro e 

20 in 1836, 8416832: in 


and Tre: Attorne 


asurers disagreed, 
ferred to, and their decision overr 


The Government could only collect what oy are allowed. Often, after 
paying Meany assessed his action and recovered a 
pense, its chan: 


law, in nearly all which the United States was the loser.— Tomas H. Benton, 
Years United State Senate, volume 2, chapter 52. 


Senator James Buchanan, afterwards President of the United 
States, and generally regarded, I believe, asadistinguished and 
very able Democrat, in a speech in this Senate, in discussing 
this question, said: 


Iam not only D to any uniform scale of ad valorem, but to any and 
all ad valorem duties whatever, except where from the nature of the article 
imported it is not possible to subject it to a specific duty. Our own severe 
experience has taught us a lesson on this subject which we ought not soon 
toforget. Our ad valorem system has produced great frauds upon the rev- 
enue, whilstit has driven the regular American merchant from the business 
ot importing and placed it almost exclusively in the hands of the agents of 
British manufacturers. 


Subsequently, while President of the United States, in his sec- 
ond annual message, of December 6, 1858, Mr. Buchanan said: 


In my deliberate judgment, specific duties are the best, if not the o 
means of securing the revenue against false and fraudulent invoices, a 
such has been the practice adopted for this purpose by other commercial 
nations. Besides, specific duties would afford to the American manufac- 
turer the incidental advantages to which he is clearly entitled under a reve 
nue tariff, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


in his fourth annual message, of December 3, 1860, 
President Buchanan said: 


It is now quite evident that the financial necessities of the Government 
will require a modification of the tariff during your present session for the 


And 


purpose of increasing thereyenue. Ia this aspect I desire to reiterate the rec- 
ommendation contained in my last two annual messages, in favor — 9 imposing 

specific instead of ad valorem duties on all imported articles to wh these can 
75 properly applied. From long observation and Iam convinced that 
specific duties are necessary both to protect the revenue and to secure our manu- 
Sactuying interests that amount of incidental encouragement which unavoidably 
results from a revenue tariff. 


Now, Mr. President, having made these general observations 
bearing upon the questions involved in the discussion of this 
great subject of such vital moment to the American people, I 
shall come to a consideration of some of the schedules in the 
pending bill and endeavor to show the disastrous effects the 
proposed changes in tariff rates will have on the industries 
affected and the general welfare and prosperity of the whole 
country. And what I shall have to say will relate in the first 
place and mainly to the agricultural schedule and to those prod- 
ucts in the schedule in which the Pacific States and Territories 
are especially interested. Andin this connection I make the 
bald statement, and challenge successful contradiction, that in 
no tariff bill heretofore enacted since the formation of the Goy- 
ernment have the agricultural interests of this country been so 
mercilessly and unwarrantably assailed as in the pending bill. 
I shall first speak of sheep and wool. 


SHEEP AND WOOL. 


This bill, in so far as it deals with the sheep and wool industry, 
is arbitrary, invidious, and unjust. It places this great indus- 
try on the sacrificial altar and offers its ashes as a sacrifice to 
the avarice of the foreign woolgrower and to some extent the 
greed of the Eastern manufacturer, and transfers finally by 1 7 
eration of law to their coffers the great bulk of the $500,000, 
invested in it, and turns out of employment the 500,000 men em- 
ployed in carrying it on. A bill which vouchsafes protection to 
the manufacturerand refuses to extend it to those engaged in the 
sheep industry, which favorsthe foreign producer at the expense 
of the home producer, is one which discriminates unjustly, unnec- 
essarily, mercilessly, and cruelly against the agriculturist and 
in favor of the manufacturer, against the American and in favor 
of the foreigner. 

I would not by one jot or tittle detract from that just measure 
of protection which even to a much greater extent is their due 
than is accorded the woolen manufacturers by this bill, but I 
demand that the proper equilibrium, the just proportion, the fair 
equalization, be maintained between the two great industries, 
KEINOT it be on the basis of free trade or a protective tariff. 
This is not the case when protection to the extent of 40 or 45 
per cent ad valorem is extended to the manufacturer, while no 
protection whatever is accorded the agriculturist. In my advo- 
cacy for the maintenance of the existing tariff on wool, I am 

leading in behalf of an industry in which there are invested 
In this country the enormous sum of over 8500, 000,000. One- 
fiftieth part, or over $10,000,000 of this amount is invested in 
the State of Oregon, which I have the honor in part of repre- 
senting on this floor. 

No State in the Union has in proportion to its population so 
much money invested in this industry. It amounts to the sum 
of over $31 to each man, woman, and child in the State. The 
people of Oregon own 2,456,077 head of sheep, or an average of 
over 7} head to each man, woman, and child in the State. And 
so fine are our flocks we clip each year about 15,000,000 pounds 
of wool, or over 48 pounds per capita of the n of the 
State. And yet we are asked to support a bill which can not 
mean anything else than the absolute destruction within a very 
short time of this great industry. 

Our 2,456,000 head of sheep were worth in 1892, under the fos- 
tering influence of the McKinley act, the sum of $6,150,000, or an 
average of $2.50 per head. They are to-day, under the threat- 
ening and death-dealing influence of the Democratic policy and 
the imminence of the destructive influence of the Wilson bill, 
worth less perhaps than 82,000, 000. And enact this bill into law 
and the death rattle already heard in the throat of the sheep in- 
dustry of the States of the Pacific coast and of this country will 
be emphasized by its absolute annihilation. 

The wool product of Oregon in 1892, averaging about 15 cents 
per pound, aggregated about $2,578,800, while in 1893, averaging 
not over 7 cents, it aggregated less considerably than one-half 
of that amount. 

In this connection I submit from the pen of Hon. W. W. Ba- 
ker, editor of the North Pacific Rural Spirit, published at 
Portland, Oregon, and one of the most thorough] ormed men 
on the subject of the sheep industry on the Pacific coast, of date 


January 11, 1894, the following: 
XXVI 
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Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Utah, and that portion of Montana lying west 
of the Rocky Mountains own sheep as follows: 


PwC / ia ee a eee oe eee „450, 

FFT — 8 8 
as — nde 

— is ia ---- 764,267 
Western Montana -.a-1000iinennaanannnnnn 500, 000 
T ͤ FRE Si, Se Pee — 6,710,746 
These sheep were worth at end of 1892 --- 313, 421, 492 
These sheep were worth at end of 1893 6, 710, 746 
A u A AAA — — 6,710,746 


pe that our sheep will average 7 pounds, they would yield 43,475,222 
unds. 


At 15 cents (as in 1892), it was wortn ---- 985,521, 283 
At 7} cents (as in 1893), it is now wort ---- 3,260,642 
P . a ͤ ͤ VP sone ty NE 3, 220, 641 
S 0 ĩ⅛ Ä.: . 6,710, 740 
D e ß. 3, 280, 641 
Total loss on both sheep and Wool -222002-0 9, 971, 411 


aney are 45,000,000 sheep in the United States; wool yield, 315,030,000 
pounds. 


45,000,000 sheep in 1892 were wWort nn $90, 000, 000 
45,000,000 sheep are now worth ..-.......---.---------.-«--e20------- 45, 000, 000 

nr A E TE L da ie es E L N 45, 000, 000 
315,000,000 pounds of wool in 1892 was wort. 47, 000 
315,000,000 pounds wool is now worth 


How long will the sheep and wool industry of the country stand this? 


I also attract attention to the following petition to Congress 
numerously signed by the woolgrowers, merchants, and busi- 
ness men of the North Pacific, regardless of party: 


We, your petitioners, woolgrowers, merchants, and business men of the 
North Pacitic, regardless of party, would respectfully represent as follows: 
As a result of the general belief that wool will be put upon the free list, 
its price has fallen within the last twelve months from 15 cents to 6 cents 
r pound, and the value of our sheep from . 50 to 81 per head. Under a 
ree schedule foreign wools of a character competing with those grown in 
this section can be laid down in Boston to-day for 30 cents per scoured 


und. 
owt 70 per cent for shrinkage, our wools in the same market would 
be worth 9 cents per pound in the grease; and, deducting freight, scouring, 
and marketing c es, Will leave to the grower a net value of 5 cents per 
und—at least 5 cents a pound below the cost of the most economical 
uction. It is our belief that if wool is placed on the free list the: be 
no advance in the values above submitted. ‘ 

Woolgro is one of the most prominent industries west of the Rocky 
Mountains, and the continuance of the present range of values for our main 
product, which may be fairly looked for under free wool, will bring ruin to 
the sheep industry of the North Pacific and widespread loss and disaster to 
the mercantile and other interests dependent upon its prosperity. There 
are thousandsof people in the North Pacific almost directly dependent upon 
the wool interests. ith free wool one-half of these people would be obliged 
to seek a living and occupation elsewhere. 


T also call attention to the following copy of resolutions of the 
North Pacific Sheep Breeders and Woolgrowers’ Association, 
January 16, 1894. These were prepared, doubless, by Hon. John 
Minto, president of the North Pacific Sheep Breeders and Wool- 
growers’ Association, a gentleman Sorosen conversant with 
the gross subject and long connected with the Department of 
Agriculture as statistician: 


Whereas the bill submitted of the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of Congress, changing © e duties on imports, places upon the free 
list wool, coal, iron, ore, lumber, and other so-called raw material, while 
leaving, subject to reduced duties, most products of manufactures, is a mani- 
festly ust discrimination against the labor products which are the basis 
of manufacturing enterprises and places their producers in open compett- 
tion with foreign labor; and 

Whereas the effect of such unjust discrimination against raw matertals as 
are basic in the relation to industries forming the finished products of com- 
merce is an injury to the whole superstructure of national industries, from 
the apprehension of which the present calamitous business depression 
largely originated and continues to diminish the reward of labor or to dis- 
pense with its employment altogether, thus sowing the land with anxiety, 
Want, and distress; and 

Whereas woo} production, which has been in a manner singled out by Pres- 
ident Cleveland and his coworkers as one basic product upon which to try 
the effect of their scholastic theories of free trade, is an occupation engag- 
ing the capital and labor of more than 1,000,000 of American farmers and 
about 100,000 woolgrowers west of the Mississippi River as a special pursuit, 
producing 200,000,000 pounds of fleece wool and employing some 50, herds- 
men, whose avocation as wagemen deserve and should receive as full prote- 
tion under the Jaw as any other occupation whatever; and 

Whereas to place this industry of wool-vroduction on the ania pisinp and 
mountains of our country in free competition in our own market with foreign 
producers on the more favored plains of South America or the government- 
aided woolgrowers of the perennial pastures of Australia is to surrender a 
great national industry to a destructive competition: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the members and friends, 5 to . of 
the North Pacific Sheep Breeders and Woolgrowers“ tion, denounce 
the proposition to place wool on the free list as unjust in itself, and an un- 
wise and unpatriotic attempt to surrender a national policy which has been 
maintained through a od of seventy years under Democtratic Whig, 


~ turers of the East 
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and Republican always with greatest effect on the general 
welfare when wost Sey! 8 by law. 

Resolved, That we join our feilow-citizens, the hundreds of thousands of 
textile workers of the Atlantic Sta the National Woolen Manufacturers’ 
wers“ ee OEM ng middle 


West, and woo: Ts, dealers. and manufacturers, of the lope, in 
and remonstrance against the of a measure the apprehen- 
sion of which has already decreased the value of the trade of textil 


es 41 per 
the last half of 1893, as compared with that of 1892, indicating a 
of values in the nation at large of billions of dollars. 

Resolved, That the immense loss already inflicted by the apprehension of 
changes in our tariff laws threatened by the present . supple- 
mented as they are bya preety. diminished foreign trade, so seriously dimin- 
ishing receipts intothe United States Treasury, to the great embarrassment 
of the Government, justifies the apprehension that the effect of the Wilson 
Dill, if passed, will surrender to fore: competition fully one-third the labor 
and business interests of the nation, affecting all Industries, from the coal 
mines in the lowest levels to the shepherd on the highest mountains, from 
the poorest day laborer to the richest railroad owner, and fully justifies the 
caution of the foreign importers as well as the American manufac- 


; and further i 
Resolved, That should this bill, as reported, pass agana the protests of 
hundreds of thousands of citizens, we ask the aid of our Representatives 
and Senators in Congress to add to it an amendment, or proviso, making it 
the subject of a national referendum vote, and not to take effect sooner than 
six months after it has been established as a law by a majority of the 
re The uncertainty of the meaning of the people as expressed at the 
t national election, and the serious 3 from a policy as old as this 
Government. demands deliberate action the people. 
Resol ‘That the president and secre of this association be requested 
Senators, and s upon then too all in thelr power against the passage 
an upon them 0 their power e 
of the unjust Wilson bill, 


cent d 


JOHN „ 
President of North Pacific Sheep-Breeders 
and Woolgrowers’ Association. 
JANUARY 16, 1804. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow an interruption? 
. Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I know that neither the Senator nor his con- 
stituents would ly do an injustice to the woolen manufac- 
turers of this country. I wish to say, and have it go in the 
Senator’s speech, that there is not one woolen manufacturer in 
fifty in the United States who has asked of this Co 


ss that 
wool shall be put on the free list. Out of all the woolen manu- 
facturers in Maine, and there are a great many there, there was 


only one who asked for free raw material in wool; and this bill 
bart ted him so that he is no longer in favor of free raw 
ma j 

Then again, the Senator’sconstituentsshould be informed that 
there was not a member of the House of Representatives who 
represented the woolen manufacturing industries who voted for 
free wool. And another thing they should know. In the Senate 
there is not a Senator representing woolen manufacturing indus- 
tries who under any circumstances will vote for free wool. On 
the contrary, they recognize the duty of Con to protect the 
sheep-raisersand the woolgrowers just exactly as it protects the 
woolen manu acturers. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam entirely aware of tho en- 
tire accuracy of the statement of the Senatorfrom Maine. Iam 
pone well informed upon that subject. I know that a most 

considerable portion, if any, of the woolen manufacturers of 
They certainly 
have protested 


the East desire or have asked for free wool. 
have not asked for it; on the 0 wry 
against it, and paiya v. small minority of the wool manufac- 

ve advocated free wool. The great bulk of 
those engaged in that great industry in the East are too wise, 
too . informed as to what the ultimate effect of free 
wool would be, not only on the wool industry in respect of its 
production as an agricultural product is concerned, but on their 
own manufacturing interests, to desire free wool in this country. 

I stated, I think before the Senator from Maine came into the 
Chamber, that in so far as this bill is concerned it does not, in 
my judgment, give the woolen manufacturers that protection it 

ve them. What I did say was that there should be a 
fair deal all around. 

Mr.GRAY. That is the protection doctrine—‘‘a fair deal all 
around.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, a fair deal all around. 
Certainly that isthe protection doctrine. A fair deal to Ameri- 
can eae pa = panto ca and not an unfair deal to all, 
as proposed by the pending bill. 

Mr. GRAY. That is it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A fair deal all around for the 
benefit of the great industries of this country. We certainly 
do not want an unfair deal, and this bill will result, if it ever 
becomes a law, in a most unfair deal. 

Mr. GRAY. I merely want to thank the Senator from Ore- 
gon for that phrase. It characterizes the whole protection 
scheme. 

Mr. FRYE. “When the Senator makes a speech of that sort 
he ought to make it from his own side, the Democratic side, and 
not from this side of the Chamber. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We shall see a little tater on as 
to how fair a deal is the pending bill. 

When interrupted I was about to call attention to the shee 
industry in the State of California, That will be disc ; 
however, more ay doubtless by the Senators from that State. 

The State of California has grazing within her borders more 
than 4,500,000 head of merino sheep, which, had the price of- 
wool not gone down under the approaching certainty of the ro- 
moval of all duty on foreign wool by the incoming Democratic 
Administration, would have produced not less than 35,000,000 
pounds of wool as against 175,000 pounds of wool, that being the 
total product of that State forty years ago. The total product 
in California in 1892 was 35,802,930 pounds, which sold in the 
San Francisco market for from 9 to 16 cents, according to qual- 
ity, and at an average of 124 cents, and netting about $5,000,000. 

In this great industry of that State alone was invested some 
$75,000,000, giving employment to over 80,000 poopie: But owing. 
to this ruinous reduction in the price of wool, coupled wit 
the stringency in the money market, we are told hundreds 
and even thousands of woolgrowers in that State were unable 
to shear their fall clip in 1893, as no advances for that or 
any other purpose could be had on wool. The price for last fall 
had gone down from 9 to 16 to 3 to 8 cents per pound, and from 
an average of 124 to 5ł cents per ponnd. 

Hon. Thomas McConnell, of Elk Grove, Sacramento County, 
Cal., one of the most prominent woolgrowers on the Pacific 
coast, with an experience there of over thirty-seven years, in a 


recent communication on the subject says: 
. — ery ae in the past year on wool has been full 40 per cent below the 
ces o 

The destruction and the annihilation of woolgrowing in California will be 
completed when wool is put upon the free list as proposed by the so-called 
Wiison tariff bill, now pending in Congress. 

I voice the opinion of at least nineteen-twentieths of the woolgrowers, 
wool-dealers, and manufacturers of the Pacific coast. 

Iam also familiar with the sheep business as carried on in the States of 
Nevadaand Oregon. They have some free ranges, which is more than over- 


balanced by the incurred in car on the business. 
They have to „ for winter, freights and pro- 
visions are much higher, and also herders are paid $35 per month and board. 


Inthis connection I submit the following preamble and reso- 
lutions, pea at the convention of woolgrowers, wool-dealers, 
and wool manufacturers, held in the city of Sacramento, State 
of California, January 10, last. This convention was presided 
over by Hon. Barclay Henley, a leading and influential Demo- 
erat of the State of California, and an ex-member of the National 
House of Representatives. 


Whereas it is posed in the Congress of the United States to modir. 
the existing tariff laws to admit wool and dressed meats free of duty; and $ 

Whereas it is proposed to make sweeping reductions in the duties on 
woolen manufactures; and < 

Whereas thirty thousand citizens of California are employed directly in 
ne eiea par and handling of wool and mutton sheep and in woolen man- 
ufacture; an 2 

Whereasthe State of California contains 5 4,590,009 sheep, 
2 annually 35,000,000 pounds of wool, and heretofore has profitably 
RA gth as sheep ranges 10,000,000 acres of land otherwise waste and of 
little value; and 

3 in 1 industry an aggregate capital of 8100, 000, 000 is invested in 
this State; an ` 

Whereas it is our judgment, after full review of all the circumstances and 
conditions, that the proposed tariff changes, if carried into effect, would in- 
evitably imply the destruction of the sheep industries of our State; that it 
would wipe out the capital employed in them and thus impoverish a multi- 
tude of our people; that it would drive a worthy element of eee to 
seek other branches of employmentalready overcrowded, wit! result of 
filling the 1 ca wi su and ; and 
Whereas we believe that we sho 


rapidy converted into goods by mills that now stand idle; in the Uni 
States the value of sheep has depreciated over %50,000,000—of this loss Cali- 
fornia’s share is $5,000,000; Therefore, be it 
Resolved, (1) That we, the wool and mutton growers and the woolen man- 
ufacturers of California in convention assembled, do protest in ths most 
itive and solemn spirit t the free admission into the United States 
of wool and dressed meats, and against the proposed reduction in the duties 


on woolen 7 that the good faith of the Congress of the United 
States oe eae of he tective policy as to wool, dressed 
meats, and manufactured woolens; (3) that the sen mt of the. business 


element of this St ite, regardless of partisan affiliations, heartily favor re- 
tention of tariff duties on wool, dressed meats, and woolen goods, andstands 
with us in protesting against the enactment of the Wilson bill in so far as 
it relates tothe changes above named; (4) that the first duty of our repre- 
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sentatives in Congress is to the interests of California; that to this duty 
they should subordinate partisan motives, and we call upon them in the 
name of the people of California to work and vote against the proposed 
changes in whatever form or whatever ee wpe af may appear. 

We protest against and denounce as false and a the claim, persist- 
en by advocates of free trade in wool, that American wools can 
not be manufactured successfully and profitably into the form of clothing, 
except in combination with fore wools; and we deny that the importa- 
tion of foreign wools is essential or even desirable as a means of 8 
our domestic wool product, there being no class of foreign wools eee 
ze this country thatcan not be produced by the woolgrowers of the United 

tates. 

We solemnly declare it tobe our profound conviction that the principle of 
8 by tariff duties is essential to the independence and the com- 

ort of the American people, to the promotion of liberal and wholesome 
standards of it and of education, and to the fullness and stability of our 
national life, this bing the only barrier that prevents American children 
from being reduced to the level of the pauper nations of the earth. 

The foregoing preamble and resolutions were passed at the convention of 
woolgrowers, wool dealers, and wool manufacturers held in this city Janu- 
ary 10, 1894. BARCLAY HENLEY, President. 
FRED. S. MOODY, Secretary 


INDIANA ON WOOL TARIFF. 


The nineteenth annual convention of the Indiana Woolgrow- 
ers’ Association, at Indianapolis, in January, denounced the 
Wilson bill “as unjust” because, as its resolution declares, it 
‘discriminates against the farming interest, by placing on the 
free list twenty-nine of the finished products of the farm, which 
twenty-nine articles are now protected by fair and equitable 
duties; and also makes a large reduction in the duties now prop- 
erly assessed on twenty-one other finished products of the farm.” 

I quote the following from a communication recently received 
from Hon. Charles Hilton, of The Dalles, Oregon, a prominent 
business man, a wooldealer of Eastern Oregon: 

It would be a terrible blow to Eastern Oregon should wool be placed on 
the free list. It would affect every branch of business in all of theseeastern 
counties. Itis conceded it would reduce the business of these towns fully 
50 per cent. It would be impossible to farm the land where stock is now 
run. It is not farm: land, and the bunch grass that years ago furnished 
good cattle range has mso overstocked that it has entirely disappeared 
and a small s has taken its place which would not do for large stock, 
but upon which sheep thrive. : 


In this connection I desire to attract attention to what a lead- 
ing citizen of Oregon, engaged in the business of woolen manu- 
facture at Salem, in that State, says. The writer of the letter 
is Squire Farrer, a prominent manufacturer of that city. His 
letter is dated January 2, 1894, and addressed to myself. After 
discussing at some length the Wilson bill and especially its 
probable effect on the woolen-manufacturing industry of the 
country, he says: 

As one engaged with others in the manufacture of woolen goods in this 
city, I can speak advisedly as to how President Cleveland's free wool policy 
is going to work. We are getting our wool, or as he calls it, raw material” 
at half what we did a year ago- cents per pound, as against 12 to la cents 


lastyear. But where are our former customers? A yearago we had orders 
booked for future delivery which insured us a year’s business. Now we 


have no orders ahead and no prospect of getting any, and every prospect of 

having to shut down and suspend 8 indefinitely. Should the Wil- 

son bill pass it is doubtful if one in ten of the manufacturing interests of all 

kinds west of the Rocky Mountains can live at all. The future business life 

of the producer and manufacturer of the United States will have to be saved, 

— saved at RB the United States Senate in bringing about the defeat of 
o Wilson bill. 


in this connection I desire to attract especial attention to the 
following Senate miscellaneous’ documents, second sesssion, 
Fifty-third Congress, all bearing upon this important question 
and exhibiting facts and arguments which tend overwhelmingly 
to show the inadyvisability of the enactment of the pending Wil- 
son bill putting wool on the free list, namely, Senate Miscella- 
neous Documents Nos. 35, 77, and 124. 

In these several documents will be found the very able, elabo- 
rate, and conclusive arguments of Hon. William wrence, of 
Bellefontaine, Ohio, president of the National Woolgrowers’ 
Association and also president of the Ohio Woolgrowers’ Asso- 
ciation, in condemnation of the proposed free-wool proposition. 
To the facts, figures, arguments, and conclusions of these sev- 
eral executive documents the attention of the Senate and the 
country is urgently and respectfully requested. 


Why should the wool-producers of this country be compelled | 


to compete with the cheap labor, the cheap production, and the 
cheap rentsofioreign countries? Why compel our people to com- 
pete with this character of labor in South America, where are 
produced over 460,000,000 pounds of wool annually? Why 
should we be called on to compete with the woolgrowers of Aus- 
tralia, where the sheep-grazing lands cost little, if anything, 
more than a cent per acre, and where the output of wool annu- 
ally is over 600,000,000 pounds? Or with Russia, where labor is 
paid less than one-tenth it is in America, and where the annual 
output of wool is over 350,000,000 pounds? Or why, I ask, should 
we be called upon to compete with Southern Africa, Turkey, 
and Asia, where the price of labor in the matter of wool pro- 
duction is less than one-fifth that in America? 


Number of sheep in United States 


The recent reports from Australia, South Africa, and Russia 
show a great overproduction of wool, and a gradual decrease of 
the price of wool at the point of production even in those coun- 
tries. This being so, what may we not expect in regard to the 
reduction in price of American wool if we place wool on the free 
list, as proposed by the pending bill? Bearing upon the wool 
industry in the State of Oregon, I submit with my remarks the 
following communication from the penof A. M. e ete a 
prominent citizen and woolgrowerof Eastern Oregon, published 
recently in the Daily Chronicle at The Dalles, Oregon: 

THe DALLES, OREGON, February 27, 1504. 
Editor Chronicle, The Dalles, Oregon: 


DEAR SIR: I beg leave, through your valuable 
and figures for the benefit of all, but more especially 
ing to the latest statistics received from the 


per, to offer some facts 
our Democratic sheep- 


men of Eastern Oregon. Accord 
Department of culture, at Washington, which has been corrected up to 
January 1, 1804: 


— 45,048.01 


Average price January 1, 1893, €8.25. — $146, 408, 055. 25 


Average price January 1, 1801 51.98 89,186, 110. 00 
Difference in value of sheep January 1, 1593 and 18914 957, 219, 945. 25 


This is the increased value we were 3 by Democratic speakers 
. before the election of Cleveland and the Democratic 
party. 


Let us examine the facts and fi as pertaining to our own State: The 


gures 
sheep and wool raisers of Oregon have lost, by depreciation in value, within 
the last year, accord: to statistics above mentioned, in regard to number 
wing amounts: 


and value of sheep in this State, January 1, 1894, the fo 


2,529,759 sheep, average price January 1, 1893, 83.50 
2,529,759 sheep, average — January 1, 1894, 81.75 


Difference in value of shee 222222222222 


17,000,000 pounds wool, average price January 1, 1893, 13 cents 210, 000. 
17,000,000 pounds wool, average price January 1, 1804, 7 cents 1100.00 


ss 


Total difference in value of sheep and wool ll 


This represents the loss in value to the State of Oregon, in this 
alone, as everyone is aware who has any knowledge of the 
that the money received from the saleof sheep and wool is not sent out to 
other countries, but is kept at home and into circulation amongour own 
poopie. There are several sheep men, with whom Iam well acquainted, voted 
the Democratic ticket; they offered to wager any reasonable sum that within 

election, “if Mr. Cleveland was elected, both and 
wool would advance in price and times would be better than ever before in 
Eastern Oregon.“ Mr. Cleveland was elected, and the Democratic party 
successful in obtaining control of the Government. More than twelve 
months have rolled around. Now, how about the advance in the price of 
5 wool, and where does the increased prosperity and better times 
exist? 

This can be answered by anyone, from the humble herder, who 
sues his lonely and solitary life in the mountains and on the deserts of East- 
ern Oregon, to the shrewdest and most intelligent capitalist or bank presi- 
dent in our richest cities. They can all answer truthfully that it does not 
exist at all. The herder or laborer can answer intelligently from experi- 
ence of his mt condition of lower wages and that ot — fs poorer fed 
and cared for. The capitalist can answer with good reason, that under the 
present conditions of Democratic rule and policy, it is un’ and unsafe to 
to put his money ahy where except in the vaults of the banks, and not always 

e there; would submit to the loss of interest rather than risk losing the 
al. It seems to me that the voters of n wil 
experience and severe lessons now being taught 
Congress such a man as Mr. ELCIS and others, whom they know. by their 
past records, would defend and care for the interests of this State and es- 
pecially those of Eastern Oregon. 
ours, respectfully, 


twelve months after 


A. M. KELSAY, 


Also the following communication from a recent issue of the 
Times-Mountaineer, published at The Dalles, Oregon. 


FREE TRADE AND WOOL. 
Mr. J. B. Cartwright, a son of Hon. C. M. Cartwright, the manager of the 


Baldwin Sheep and Land Com y,isinthe city. He says the com has 
about 26,000 head of sheep in Crook County. © expense of shearing and 
lacing wool in the market in Eastern Oregon 3 cents a pound, 


fleeces 
in warehouses where sales are not made, must be added to this. T. 
these matters into account. wool can not be placed on the market for less 
than 7 cents per pound, and this is not coun interest on investment, bub 
a= the bare expenses of running sheep in Eastern ‘on, 

‘With these figures, itis nonsense for any one to con that sheep men 
in the inland empire can pasture their herds. shear their flocks, and sell the 
fleeces as cheaply as the Australian or Argentine woolgrower, There is only 
one possible effect of free trade in wool, and that is, it will drive all capital 
now invested in that industry into other lines of business. Mr. C ht 


says the company has made all arrangements for the sheep e 4 and ix 
they were forced to 5 4 up the business all the a intments would be sold 
atagreatloss. In management of their flocks they have made careful 


estimates, and do not 
from many years of pr: 


theorize in their figures, but arrive at conclusions 
experience. 
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WILL FREE WOOL GIVE THE PEOPLE CHEAPER CLOTHING? 


Why is it—upon what theory, based upon what supposed pros- 
tive benefit to the American people, or any considerable por- 
tion of them—that the Democratic B poh! nsists on placing 
woolon the free list? . good is to come to the people 
of this country, or any class of our people, by permitting foreign 
wool to come in free that will not merely justify, but which to the 
mind of the Democratic Administration seems to demand this 
wholesale legislative destruction of this great American agri- 
cultural industry—an industry representing an invested capital, 
as we have seen, of over $500,000,000, an industry in the carry- 
ing on of which there is expended annually among laboring men 
$85,000,000, including the services of the million flock masters, 
one which engages the attention, time, services, and business 
talent of over a million flock masters, the owners of 45,000,000 
head of sheep, with an output annually in wool, mutton, and 
pelts of over $110,000,000, an amount exceeding by more than 
8 the total output of the gold and silver mines of America 
or ae 

This pending bill is professedly a revenue bill solely, Now, 
the theory of a purely revenue tariff is that the duty shall be so 
arranged as to produce the greatest possible amount of revenue 
from the least possible rate of duty. Now, then, we consume in 
this country annually a little over 600,000,000 pounds of wool; 
to be entirely accurate according to what seems to be the best 
statistical report for the past year, 611,989,851 pounds, while we 

roduce annually about 364,152,666 pounds. Our imports, there- 
ore, in raw wool were in 1893 175,636,042 pounds, and in woolen 
oods about 114,145,473 pounds, making our total imports about 

000,000 pounds. 

From the Democratic standpoint, therefore, of a tariff for 
revenue only, what an opportunity there is presented of raising 
$36,000,000 of revenue, while at the same time protecting toa 
very greatextent this gront American industry? The objection 
to imposing the duty is perhaps to be found in the fact that it 
will have a tendency to give this industry 8 and would 
therefore be violative of the tariff plank of the Democratic plat- 
form of 1892. But, no, the pending Wilson bill, pressed forward 
by the Democratic majority of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate and backed up by the whole power of the Democratic 
Administration, casts aside this opportunity, makes wool free 
in the interest temporarily of 2,800 woolen manufacturers and 

in the iaterest of the flock owners of Australia, the Argentine 
Republic, and other foreign lands, and puts a tax of from 
$10,000,000 to $50,000,000 on sugar, which is à part of the daily 
cae every man, woman, and child of our entire 70,000,000 of 

ople. 

But, say our Democratic friends, by placing wool on the free 
list we cheapen the clothing of the masses of the people; and 
this seems to be the principal, if not the sole reason assigned by 
our Democratic friends for placing wool on the free list. Now, 
if it were to have this effect it would be a suggestion worthy of 
serious consideration in this connection; but it is respectfull 
submitted no greater economic fallacy was ever entertained, 
uttered, or pone hs to be maintained by either the most learned 
or the most visionary theorist. 

The whole history of the doctrine and the practical effect of 
the doctrine of protection afford conclusive answers to this 
heresy. And the very fact that all kinds of woolen clothing are 
to-day infinitel 5 8 in this country than they were prior to 
the levying of the McKinley tariff on wool in 1890 ought, in and 
of itself, to be a sufficient answer to this argument. But the real 
answer is to be found in the logical economic deduction which 
must inevitably follow and which invariably does follow in the 

_wake of a policy which subordinates the great wool industry of 
this country to that of the foreign producersof wool, whether in 
Australia, the Argentine Republic. the South Sea Islands, or 
elsewhere. 

Destroy practically the sheep industry of this country, as 
must inevitably be the case byp acing wool on the free list, and 
we are at once, or at least in a comparatively short space of 
time, placed at the mercy of the 
Then, instead of importing 300, 000 
we would be compelled to import double 
our demand for consumption. 

Is it not apparent to every intelligent mind that so soon as 
this state of things is accomplished the price of foreign wool, 
even in the absence of the formation of a foreign trust, will be 
advanced to a figure 1 beyond that now paid for American 
wool? And who, further, does not know or realize that then, 
there being no check of home production, the American market 
will be under the absolute control of the importers, of the few 
men who control the foreign flocks, and the result will be the 
formation of a greatforeign wool trust by which the price of 
wool will be largely advanced, and then not only the American 


roducers of foreign wool. 
unds of wool, as now, 
that amount to meet 


manufacturer, but the mass of the American people who wear 
woolen . will feel the fearful consequences of free trade 
woo 

But this is not all. This is onlya part of the dreadful results 
of such an economic policy. This large excess in wool imports 
would annually drain our country of more than $60,000,000 in 
gold for wool and woolen goods, and when this lamentable state of 
affairs in ourcommercial and economic relations shall be wrought 
out under the policy involved in the pending bill, while it will 
bear heavily on all classes throughout the whole country, it will 
be the people, the manufacturers, the producers as well as the 
consumers of that great section of our country between the 
Rocky Mountains and the Pacific Ocean who will suffer most. 
It will be a death blow to the woolen manufacturing industries 
of the Pacific coast. It will increase the price of woolen cloth- 
ing to ourpeople. It will destroy and take from our people one 
source of cheap, nutritious food. It will destroy and break 
down various other industries of different kinds dependent on 
the sheep industry. It will drive from our State a large pro- 
portion of our population, and will bring distress and poverty 
to our people. : 

The total estimated number of sheep in the world according 
to the statistician of the Department of Agriculture is 534,848,- 
921. Of this number, according to this estimate, 47,273,563, or 
abount 9 per cent, are in the United States, while the total prod- 
uct of wool in the world is 2,456,773,000 pounds, and this about 
equals the world’sdemand. if, then, woe are not mistaken inthe 
belief that free wool will destroy that industry in this country, 
it follows so surely as night succeeds day that the destruc- 
tionof over one-eighth of the world’s product can not but increase 
the price of the remainder, and this increase goes, not to our own 
people, but to foreigners, and with this increase the price of 
every woolen garment would bo advanced. 

In this connection Lask the privilege of inserting in my remarks 
the following circular issued by Justice, Bateman & Co., wool com- 
mission merchants of Philadelphia, issued March 4, 1894: 


Justice, Bateman & Co., wool 9 merchants, 122 South Front 
stres 


PHILADELPHIA, March 1, 1894. 
WHY SHOULD WOOL BE FREE? 


No satisfactory reason can be given why wool should be exposed to the 
destructive influences of foreign competition, It is a necessity of our com- 
fortable existence, and no army without wool could successfully conductits 
operations in time of war. Wool is as much a munition of war as any other 
material. If coal isnot to be considereda raw material, there ismuch more 
reason why wool can not be so considered, as it takes a whole year for 
a pease to produce its fleece, yet coal in one hour can be got ready for 
market. 

The element of labor in marketing a ton of wool exceeds many fold that 
which is expended in marketing a ton of coal, yet there seems to be much 
Errar chance for aduty upon coal than upon wool. If unfavorable legis- 

tion should close the coal mines of this country for a thousand years, the 
coal would still remain there ready for use whenever the nation was once 
more permitted to resume its industrial activities, But when the flocks of 
er re. as they are now doing, they can not be suddenly restored. 
If this industry is to begin anew, it take many years to reach its pres- 
ent proportions, and if the blow now aimed at the woolgrowing industry is 
struck, it will cause its practical destruction. The ultimate result of t 
would be not only dependence upon foreign countries for our wool supply, 
but the loss to the nation of the value of the domestic clip, for, instead o 
distribu! its cost among woolgrowers at home, to be spent at home, it 


must be paid in gold to foreigners with the ultimate result of her prices 
for clothing: This would be a decided loss to the whole nation without any 
corresponding gain. 


GROW OUR WOOL AT HOME, 


The American sheep husbandry under adequate protection has twice made 
such rapid headway in the increase of flocks as to lead to the assurance that 
with the continuance of that protection we would soon produce the total 
amount of wool consumed by this country. During the last twelve years of 
the tariff law of 1867, the American clip increased 1 r cent, that increase 
being from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to over 340,000,000 pounds in 1884. If the 
duties had not been lowered at the end of that period, it is fair to assume 
that the same ratio of increase would have continued, in which case we 
would have 5 in 1895 over 650,000,000 pounds, which, including the raw 
wool impo’ in the shape of manufactured goods, is the total amount of 
wool consumed by this country. A serious check to the growth of the wool 
industry was given by the reduction of duties in 1883, but with the restora- 
tioh of a portion of those duties by the McKinley law in 1890, such an impetus 
was given to the woolgrowing 8 the clip again increased at a 
rapid rate. The increase was from 310,000,000 pounds in 1891 to 360,000,000 in 
1893, so that if the McKinley law had not been assaiied, it is fair to assume 
that by the year 1900 we would produce 650,000,000 pounds, 

This country in the past has produced the equal of every quality of wool 
raised in any other part of the world. There is no quality of foreign wool 
the equal of which can not be and has not been produced in America. The 
only reason why certain qualities which were formerly raised here Ingreat 
abundance are now imported, is because they are produed more cheaply in 
foreign countries. 


In this connection I desire to insert in my remarks the fol- 
lowing table of statistics, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, 
United States Treasury, showing the wool produced in each 
State and Territory of the United States from 1840 te 1891, as 
found in North’s Wool Book, and for years since: 


1894. 
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Wool produced in each State and Territory of the United States for the years 1840 to 1891, as found in North's Wool B and for nce— i duced, 
Acs . exported, and retained for consumption ie the United States, pA nigel ion ence ee N 


Bureau of Statistics, United Sates Treasury.] = 
Total pro- . Retained for 
Year ending June 30— Production. | Imports. duction and sae 
imports. `| Domestic. 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. I $ Pounds. Per cent. 
35, 802, 114 9, 898, 740 45, 700, 854 85, 85, 528 21. 
52, 516, 059 18, 695, 204 71, 263, 268 e aE nn 85, 898 26. 
60, 264, 913 26, 282, 955 86, 547, 808 1, 212, 972 30, 

142. 000, 000 44, 420, 375 186, 420, 375 1, 145, 463 23, 

162, 000, 000 49, 230, 199 211, 230, 199 1, 862, 945 23. 

160, 000, 000 68, 058, 028 228, 058, 028 1, 330, 508 20. 

150, 000, 000 126, 507, 409 276, 507, 409 2, 2, 484, 442 44. 

158, 000, 000 85, 496, 049 243, 496, 049 7. 7,115,515 230, 380, 534 35. 

170, 000, 000 42, 939, 541 212, 939, 541 6, 7, 185, 757 205, 808, 784 20. 

181, 000, 000 54, 901, 760 235, 901, 700 3, 3,745, 661 232, 156, 099 23. 

192, 000, 000 44, 642, 836 236, 642, 836 1, 1, 623, 194 235, 019, 642 18. 

200, 000, 000 42,171, 192 242, 171, 192 3, 3, 168, 550 239, 002, 636 17. 

208, 250, 000 48, 449, 079 256, 699, 079 5, 6, 300, 075 250, 399, 004 18. 

211, 000, 000 39, 005, 155 250, 005, 155 4, 104, 4, 165, 400 245, 839, 755 15. 

232, 500, 000 128, 131, 747 360, 631, 747 3, 618, 3, 840, 071 856, 791, 676 35. 

240, 000, 000 55, 964, 236 295, 964, 236 5, 507, 5, 578, 980 290, 385, 247 18. 

272, 000, 000 67, 861, 744 899, 861, 744 3,831, 3, 948,015 335, 913, 729 20. 

290, 000, 000 70, 575, 478 860, 575, 478 4,010, 4,074,517 356, 500, 961 19. 

300, 000, 000 78, 350, 051 378, 350, 651 2, 304, 2, 815, 094 376, 085, 557 20. 

808, 000, 000 70, 596, 170 878, 596, 170 8, 115, 3, 203, 345 375, 302, 825 18. 

302, 000, 000 129, 084, 958 431, 084, 958 6, 534, 6, 680, 849 424, 404, 109 29. 

285, 000, 000 114, 038,030 | 399, 038, 030 6,728, 6,986, 232 392, 051, 798 29. 

269, 000, 000 113, 555, 753 382, 558, 753 4, 359, 4, 381, 895 378, 176, 858 29. 

265, 000, 000 126, 487, 729 391, 487, 729 3, 263, 3.404, 670 388, 083, 059 32. 

276, 000, 000 105, 431, 285 381, 431, 285 8, 288, 8,519, 503 377, 911, 776 27. 

285, 000, 000 129, 303, 48 414, 303, 648 2, 638, 2, 930, 045 1, 603 80. 

333. 018, 405 134, 622, 366 — 

364, 156, 666 175, 636, 041 |.. 


This table differs some from the figures given in the Treasury Department Wool Report, 1888, page 162, which states wool product as follows: 1860, 


100,102,387; 1880, 240,681,75 


Nork.—The data of production furnished by Department of Agriculture from 1840 to 1891, inclusive. 


Also the following table showing the number and value of sheep 
in the United States in each year from 1810 to 1892 inelusive. This 
table is taken from the annual reports of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture: 


umber and value of sheep in the United States, 1810-1892—Number, average 
= price, a ‘seer of sheep on farms in the United States. 5 


Fro 001 Book of 1892, by S. N. D. North, secret: of the National 
ey e Wool Waise 


Pounds of wool grown. 


1867 to 1885, es- 
timated by 
Department James Lynch, 

of Agricul- | New York; 

ture. 1886 to 1891, by 
J. P. Truitt, 

Philadelphia. 


the annual reports of the Commissioner o 
=e Agriculture. 


Pounds. 


ma PES ARS Gail Pelee aa 17, 829 
21.224600 PEGA Fees Be B16, 000 
C060 60, 204. 91 
39, 385,388 | 55.57 | $182 774, 680 | 160, 000, 

38, 991, 912 2.52 98,407,809] 168, 000, 000 000 
87, 724, 279 217 | 82, 139,979 | 180, 000, 000 

40, 853, 000 2.28 | 93,364, 433 | 162, 000, 000 163, 000, 000 
$1, 851, 000 2.32 | 74,035,887 | 160,000, 000 146, 000, 000 
31, 679, 300 2.80 88,771, 197 | 150, 000, 000 160, 000, 000 
83, 002, 400 2.96 | 97, 922.350 | 158, 000, 000 174, 700, 000 
83, 938. 200 2.61 | 88,690,569 | 170, 000, 000 178, 000, 000 
33,783, 600 2.79 | 94,820,652 | 181, 000, 000 193, 000, 000 
85, 935, 300 2.60 | 93,668,818 | 192, 000; 000 198, 250, 000 
35, 804, 200 2.27 | 80, 892, 683 200. 000, 000 208; 250, 000 
35, 740, 500 2.25 | 80,603,062 | 208, 250; 000 211, 000, 000 
38, 123, 800 2.07 | 79,023,984 | 211, 000, 000 232, 500, 000 
40, 705, 900 2.21 | 90, 230,537 | 232, 500, 000 284, 000, 000 
43, 576, 899 2.39 | 104,070,759 | 240, 000, 000 290, 000; 000 
45, 016, 224 2.87 | 106,596,954 | 272/000! 000 300, 000; 000 
49, 237, 291 2.58 | 124, 365, 885 | 290, 000, 000 820, 400, 000 
50, 626, 626 2.37 | 119,902,708 | 300; 000; 000 337, 500, 000 
50, 360, 243 2.14 107,960,650 | 308; 000, 000 8207600, 000 
48, 322, 331 1.91 | 92,443,867 302. 000; 000 323, 031, 026 
44, 759, 314 2.01 | 89,872,839 285, 000, 000 802, 169, 950 
43, 544, 755 2.05 89, 279.920 | 269/000, 000 301, 876, 121 
42, 599, 079 2.13 | 90, 640,369 | 265, 000, 000 295; 779, 479 
44, 336, 72 2.27 | 100,659,761 | 276,000,000 309, 474, 856 
43, 431, 136 2.51 | 108, 397, 447 | 285, 000, 000 307, 101, 507 
44, 928, 365 2.58 | 116, 121,270 | 333,018, 405 

47, 278, 553 2.66 | 125,909; 264 | 364, 156, 600 

45, 048, 017 ((o Pe ot ans 


* The figures vious to 1867 are from the United States Census Reports. 
18e United Sta 


Talso desire to bring to the attention of the Senate the following 


table, showing the relative production of wool in the United States 
ana the Argentine Republic from 1800 to 1890, reckoning by 
ecades: . 


Production of wools in the United States and the Argentine Republie from 1800 
to 1890, for years stated. 


Amounts as 
Argentine 


shown by 
Year. United States United States.) Republie. 
census. 
Pounds. Pounds. 
1, 200, 000 
2.800.000 
3,750, 000 
Trn ine 
24° 884; 300 
55, 885.760 
Esa 166, 987, 500 
Sead 250,824,840 
fener nee hae eet ea Re [ert a ee 295; 425; 200 


From this latter table astartling factis made pig tet While 
in 1850 the Argentine Republic 8 but 55,885,760 pounds 
of wool, in 1890 thatsame Republic produced 295,425,200 pounds, 
or 15,996,400 pounds more than five times the product in 1850. 
The increase in the Argentine Republic in the last twenty years 
has been over 128,000,000 pounds. : 

Australia in 1870 produced but 179,459,780 pounds, and twenty 
years later (1890) the product was 400,879,240 pounds, 

In Asia the wool product in 1870 was but 134,507,120 pounds, 
while two decades later (1890) the product was 264,860,050. 

In Africa the increase has not been so marked, although even 
there the increase in the last twenty years of the annual product 
has been over 10,000,000 pounds. 

The wool product. of Russia in 1887 was 262,966,000 pounds, 
while in 1891 it was 291,500,000 pounds. : 

The product in France in 1887 was 80,138,000 pounds, while in 
1891 it was 124,803,000 pounds. 

According to the summary statement of the imports and ex- 
pore of the United States for January, 1894, corrected to March 

0, 1894, the fact appears that there were imported into the ports 
of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia during the single month 
of January last raw wool to the amount of 2,734,406 pounds, 558, 
234 pounds of which came from Russia (the Black Sea), 196,521 
pounds being produced on the Baltic in Russia, 107,970 pounds 
of which were shipped from the Baltic and the balance from 
England; while China sent us 484,238 pounds during that period, 
and Toney Asia 318,025 pounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, sir. 
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of the aggregate of the wool productions for a series of years, to 
pee how the production of wool has been affected by tariff leg- 
‘ion? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think not; but, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, I shall insert a table of that kind. 

Mr. PALMER. IfI may trespass upon the Senator, I wish 
to ask him if he has made statistics of the wool product of the 
United States? ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have. 

Mr. PALMER. What has been the increase? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, The increase was large until 
the tariff was reduced in 1883. Then, for a number of years 
there was a decrease, because the tariff of 1883 largely reduced 
the rates fixed in the tariff of 1837; but when the McKinley act 
was enacted in 1890, for the next two years there was a very 

Roepe 8 in the number of sheep and in the produc- 

of woo 

Mr. PALMER. Is the Senator aware of the fact that there 
has been a steady decrease in the price of wool from 1890 until 
now, under the McKinley law? 

Mr. MITCHELL 0! Oregon. Therehas been adecrease in the 

rice of wool since the date of the passage by the Democratic 
se of Representatives, during the last Congress, of the bill 
placing wool upon the free list. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask further, whether the Senator 
does not know that since 1890, and long before, there was a de- 
cline in the price of wool? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There were some fluctuationsin 
the price of wool, but during the years 1891 and 1802 the price 
was such that there was no complaint in this country, certainly 
not in our part of it. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state to the Senator that there was a 
marked decline in the price of wool in the United States in the 
years 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was the case the world over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As the Senator from Connecti- 
cut says, that was the case the world over. That was the result, 
of course, of overproduction to a certain extent in other coun- 
tries—in Australia, in the Argentine Republic, in Africa, and 
also.in Russia; and that depression, as suggested by the Senator 
from Connecticut, was not confined to the United States, but was 
noticeable throughout the world. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I apprehend the Senator will admit 
that protection as given by the McKinley act has not been suffl- 
cient to keep the price of wool up to the price it was before 1890? 

Mr: MITCH of Oregon. Yes, I might perhaps be will- 
ing toa limit that; butat the same time I would connect with that 
admission the statement that but for the McKinley act prices 
would have been infinitely lower in this country than they have 
been 


Mr. FRYE. The prices in this country were nearly the 
amount of the duty higher than they were in London. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is a fact, and I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the price of wool in the West is now and 
has been during the past year a little less than one-half what it 
was in 1892. 

Mr. PALMER. Notwithstanding the McKinley law is still in 


foree. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ah, Mr. President, that is true, 
but under sentence of dea Lapprehend, and it has been so.since 
the result of the election of 1892 was known. 

Mr. PALMER. I trust that I may venture to express the 
hope that the Senator is right in his statement that that law is 

er sentence of death. But conditions must be very alarming 
when even an apprehension of the repeal of the McKinley law 
' disturbs the business of this country. S - 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Conditions are alarming. ; 

Mr. PALMER. They must be alarming conditions which 
make even the slightest suspicion or apprehension of disturb- 
ance produce ruinous results. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, that is a very 
singular argument from the Senator from Illinois. Here are 
two great policies advocated by the Republican and Democratic 
posts in this country. Upon the one hand we say that the 
a policy is the proper policy, and that that policy en- 

orced is a policy in the interest of the 1 of the 
manufacturers, and of the producers, as well as of the consum- 
ers of this country; while the other py we regard, and we be- 
lieve the great majority of the people of this country regard, as 
being in opposition to the agricultural and manufacturing inter- 
ests of the United States. 

Is it strange that the effect should be at once noticeable upon 
the various industries of the country when the Democratic party 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator give in his speech a table 


APRIL 13, 
succeeded to power, and when the le engaged in those in- 
dustries believe and have a right to ve that it intends to en- 


foree a policy which will result in their destruction? 
Feiss PALMER. Will the Senator allow me one moment fur- 
er: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Illi- 
nois? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. If it ba true that the protective. policy as- 
sumes to control and influence the business of the country, takes 
it out from under the influence of natural causes, and uces 
purely an artificial state of things, it is one of the strongest 
arguments against protection. ut the Senator is. mistaken. 
The conditions, the scene of desolation and ruin around us, are 
_ es of protection carried to extravagant and excessive 
engths. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should be glad to discuss this 
8 further, but I am anxious to conclude my remarks by 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to the bearing of the pending bill upon the produc- 
tion of ae this country. That is another agricultural 
product assailed by the bill. 
= BARLEY. 

Barley is another agricultural product assailed by the pend- 
ing bill. True, barley is comparatively an unimportant indus- 
try compared with those of wheat, wool, lumber, hay, poultry, 
and other agricultural productions, all of which fall under the 
baneful ban of this proposed legislation. According to the re- 

rt of the Department of Agriculture for 1893 there were pro- 

uced in this country that year 69,869,495 bushels of barley, 
grown on 3,220,371 acres of land and of the value of $28,729,386. 
Of this amount 21,633,516 bushels, or within a fraction of one- 
third of the whole amount, were raised in the States and Ter- 
ritories west of the Rocky Mountains, as follows: 


Bushels, 
17,116, 110 
1, 880, 961 


The two Dakotas raised 5,229,084 bushels in nearly equal pro- 
ortions in the two States—the crop of North Dakota being 
2,841,853 bushels, and that of South. Dakota 2,383,231 bushels. 
More than one-half of the entire crop was grown west of the 


Mississippi River, the State of Iowa alone producing 11,599,066 
bushels, and Minnesota 9,268,011 bushels. 

The present duty under the McKinley act isa specific duty of 
30 cents a bushel. The pending bill as it came from the House 
reduces it to 25 per cent ad valorem, which acco to the 
present price of barley, about 50 cents, is equivalent to specific 
duty of only about 124 cents per bushel, or a reduction of con- 
siderably over one-half. The bill as it comes from the Senate 
committee fixes the duty at 30 per cent ad valorem, which is but 
aslight improvement. The-effect of the McKinley act on this 
agricultural industry, as on all others affected by it. was marvel- 
ous.. The average of the acreage of barley in United States 
from 1881 to 1889 was but 2,563,511 acres, whereas the acreage in 
1893 was 3,220,371 acres, or an increase over this average of 
656,860 acres. 

Again, the average annual product from 1881 to 1889 was but 
54,902,294 bushels as a crop of 69,869,495 in 1893, or an 
increase of 14,877,201 bushels. But not only so. Mark the effect 
on foreign (Canadian) importations. During the four years— 
1887-1890, inclusive, immediately preceding passage of 
the McKinley act, during which period the duty was but 10 
cents per bushel, we imported an average annually of 10,875,147 
bushel, or 43,490,579 bushels of the aggregate value for this 

riod of $27,602,977; and for the year ending June 30, 

800, the year immediately preceding the ration of this act, 
we imported from Canada 11,327,052 bushels of barley and 
213,135 bushels of malt, whereas during the last year (1893) our 
imports were but 1,369,761 bushels: of barley and 24 bushels of 


malt. 

The United States produces enoughand much more than neces- 
sary to meet the home essential demand for barley. The beer 
industry of the United States requires but a little over one-third 
of the home productin the manufacture of beer, or only about 
25,000,000 bushels. annually, as against nearly 70,000,000 bushels 

roduced last year. Our surplus is used mainly by being ground 
ke animal food. Canada: has an immense surplus produced at a 
cost much below that of American barley, and with free trade 
or a revenue ad valorem duty, which does not protect, which is 


1894. 
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the same thing, that country will be enabled to flood the United 
States with from 15,000,000 to 20,000,000 bushels annually, and 
thus depreciate the price, drive the American farmer from its 
production, stop its cultivation in this country, and among other 

tressing circumstances render useless large tracts of land in 
the Northwestern and extreme Western States, suitable for 
raising barley, but unsuited for other cereals or other purposes. 


HOPS. 


Hops is another agricultural product at which a paralyzing 
blaw is struck by the Wilson bill. Prior to the McKinley act 
the duty on hops was 8 cents per pound; under that act it is 15 
cents per pound, or equivalent to 36.21 per cent ad valorem. 
The bill as it passed the House reduces the rate from 15 cents to 
8 cents per pound, or equivalent to 19.28 per cent ad valorem, 
while the Senate committee changes this to 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

Now, what has been the effect of the increased duty on foreign 
ho placed there by the McKinleyact? During the threeyears 
1887-1889, immediately preceding the passage of that act we 
imported into this country 28,299,240 poundsof hops of the value 
of $5,577,636, or an average for these three years of 9,433,030 
pounds, of the average annual value of $1,859,212; whereas in the 
three years, 1891-1893, since the enactment of the McKinley 
law we have imported but 9,217,071 pounds, of the value of but 
$3,756,514, or an annual av e importation for these three 

ears of but 3,072,300 pounds of the average annual value of $1,- 
„505, while for the past year, 1893, our importations were but 
2,657,365 pounds, of the value of $1,100,878. 

The effect of the protective policy as expressed in the Mc- 
Kinley act is still more apparent in our exportations of hops. 
During the three years, 1887-1889, immediately preceding the 

e of the McKinley act, we exported but 19,643,801 ds 
of hops of the aggregate value of but $4,081,862; whereas for the 
three years, 1891-1893, following the McKinley act, we exported 
82,707,796 pounds, of the aggregate value of $7,443,843. These 
exportations ranged as follows: In 1891, 8,736,080 pounds, of the 

ue of $2,327,474; in 1892, 12,604,686 pounds, of the value of 
$2,420,502, and in 1893, 11,367,030 pounds, of the value of $2,695,- 
867 


When this country can and does produce more than 43,000,000 
pounds of hops annually, of the value of more than $11,000,000, 
and espora one-fourth of that amount to foreign countries, why, 
u what pretext, or for what patie. eno we open the ports 

our country to the foreign hop grower? Surely, if with a 
duty of 15 cents per pound, the foreign hop-grower is enabled to 
invade the American market to the extent of over 3,000,000 
pounds annually, of the value of $1,250,000 at least, what may we 
not expect in the way of increased importations and reduced 
prices when that duty is lessened nearly one-half. 

“Oh,” say our Democratic friends, “we want to cheapen beer 
to the beer drinkers of this country.” But does any sane man 
believe for a single moment that the cheapening of the price of 
hops will cheapen a ciue of beer to the person who drinks it, 
even to any extent whatever? If this proposed destruction of 
the hop industry of this country could be justified for one mo- 
ment for this alleged reason, then it becomes worth while to in- 

uire to what extent such a policy would result in cheapening 

e productionof beerin this country. And here it may besaid, 
although this reduction of duty should not destroy hop culture 
and its production in the United States, even then itis only 
claimed by the advocates of a reduced duty that such reduction 
would reduce the costof a barrel of beer not exceeding 6 cents. 
This would be about2 mills a gallon, or 12 of a mill or one-fortieth 
part of a cent a pint. But even this infinitesimal fraction would 
not be saved to the beer drinker not by any manner of means 
but to the brewers of this country, the wealthiest class of people 
in the country. 

Most of the breweries, as we know, moreover, are owned and 
controlled by foreigners residing abroad. Not only so. We 
are not unmindful of the immense combine of the brewery in- 
terest, of the immense amount of foreign capital invested in this 
country in that industry and owned and controlled abroad. So, 
Mr. President, it comes to this at last. This Democratic ad- 
ministration, in order to give a gratuity to this great monopoly 
of 6 cents a barrel on their manufacture of beer, are willing to 
strike a deathblow to the farmer who is eng: in the lauda- 
ble business of hop culture in this country, while at the same 
time under such a policy the beer drinkers of the country will 
be 3 to pay their little old 5 cents a glass just the same 
as before. 

In considering this subject, it must not be forgotten that the 
Pacific States are admirably adapted to Hop cultureand the item 
of transportation should not be overlooked. Germany can ship 
hops to New York for about one-third the amount it costs the Ore- 
gon hopgrower to ship to that point. This facttaken in connec- 


tion with the further fact of the groat difference between the cost 
of American and German apie rand the cost of production in 
the two countries, it is clear that a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem, 
as proposed by the pending bill, is no protection at all. Most cer- 
tainly not to the Bop producers west of the Rocky Mountains, 
And it must not be forgotten, moreover, that about 50 per cent 
of the hops produced in the United States are raised in that sec- 
tion. Oregon alone produces over 7,000,000 ds. 


We produce all the best varieties and of superior quality- _ 


The hop production in the Pacific States has under the protec. 
tion afforded by the McKinley act increased since the passage 
of that law more than 35 per cent. In 1893 there were produced 
25,000,000 pounds in the States of California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington, and it is estimated the crop for the present year in these 
three States will exceed 30,000,000 pounds. 

In this connection I attract attention to the following article 
on this subject published in the Oregon City Enterprise of a re- 
cent issue, published at Oregon City, Oregon: 


HOP GROWERS HO—DO YOU WANT TO COMPETE WITH CHEAP FOREIGN GOODS— 
FREE HOPS WILL RUIN PRICES—PAOCIFIC COAST DEALERS AND GROWERS 
REMONSTRATING AGAINST SUCH A DESTRUCTIVE POLICY. 


The hopmen of the Pacific coast have begun an organized movement 
against congressional interference with the tariff on hops. They claim that 
if the duty is removed or lessened it will paralyze one of the greatest indus- 
tries of this section. Last Friday a message was sent to Senutors DOLPH, 
PERKINS, WHITE, and SQUIRB, and ed by all the hop merchants of San 
Francisco, irrespective of party, and by Mr. Meeker, the Puyallup hopman. 
The dispatch was as follows: 7 

The proposed reduction in the tariff. on hops from 15 cents a po spe- 
cific duty, to 20 per cent ad valorem would result in eed — at to a large 
and growing industry on the Pacific coast. In 1893 25,000, pounds were 
produced in California Oregon, and Washington, and the coming crop is 
expected to yield over 30,000,000 pounds. We respectfully request you to use 
your best endeavors to resist such a reduction. a season of low prices an 
ad valorem duty of 20 per cent is equivalent to placing hops on the free list. 
Under the circumstances, and if the reduction can not be obviated, a duty 
2 8 3 pound, as recommended in the Wilson bill, would be no more 
than just. 

The merchants si, the telegram have written to the various hop- 
growers’ associations their coöperation in thematter. The associa- 
tions are requested to hold meetings and dra 


nder the McKinley bill the duty on foreign hops was 15 cents a pound; the 
3 ur reduces it to 8 cents, and now the Senate has changed it to — — 
er 


while 
the McKinley tariff has been in effect. The brewers have paid as much, with 
the duty, as 45 cents for German and Bohemian hops, when the Pacific coast 
article could be had for 17 cents a pound. With the duty removed, or re- 
duced to a minimum fi , it looks as sponge. our hops would not be “in 
it.” Theodore Bernhe: a Portiand hop dealer, has been active the past 
few days informing growers throughout the State of the exact situation and 
the danger which confronts them. He has urged them to meet and take 
such action as will call the attention of Oregon's Senators and Representa- 
tives at the national capital to this important question. Discussing the 
matter yesterday, Mr. Bernheim said: 

Hops have been one of the best investments in the State. Last year, ho 
brought more money into the Willamette Valley than wheat did. There 
every prospect that if the bill passes 20 per cent ad valorem duty on 
this staple product, it will be ruin to hop culture on the Pacific coast. It 
will be throwing 5 into the lap of Germany and other foreign hop 
countries. Brewers will then assuredly buy their hops in Europe. Hops 
that are worth in Germany, aay 20 cents a pound, could be easily invoiced at 
10 cents, which would only make 2 cents a d duty, and that would not 
cut any figure in buying. When there isa full cropin Ge: or Bohe- 
mia, that is, when they can spare one-third of their yield, the United States 
would be swamped with their hops, and it is not necessary to say what the 
consequence would be to growers here; the result of such a state of af- 
fairs is only too apparent. Oregon last year produced 33,000 bales of hops. 
This year, acco: to the acreage, the elements permitting, the State 
yield 50,000 bales. e present indications are that prices rule low. 


Attention is furtherattracted to the following communication 
of Mr. Fred S. Meeker, of the State of Washington, who for a 
number of years past has been one of the most extensive hop 
raisers in that State. It was ponika in a recent issue of the 
Sheridan Weekly Sun, published at Sheridan, Oregon: 


PACIFIC COAST HOPS. 


» 


Washington has shi during September, October 
bales; stock on ipg beconiner 15, 6000 bales; total crop for 1893, 33,746 es. 


California has shipped during September, October, and November, 38,800 
bales; stock on hand December 15, 4,200 bales; total crop, sao bales. Total 
Decem! 


paid during the years gaoa; a price which stood for two morths after har- 


fortunate eno! The average pree for the 
eleven years is 18} cents This statement, made by Mr. Meeker, is very val- 
uable, as he has facilities for gaining knowledge in this direction which 
many other people have not. 


Mr. GRAY. Whatare hops worth a pound? 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


8 
. DOLPH. The price will vary very greatly from year to 
ear. 

F Mr.GRAY. Can the Senator a somewhere near the value? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ops were as high as 35 cents a 

ponad in Oregon two years ago; I k they were higher than 
t, perhaps, but ges, Sa much lower at present, as do all ag- 

ricultural products. is concludes what I have to say on the 

subject of hops, and I now come to hay. 


HAY. 


Here again one of the most important agricultural products 
of the country—hay—is made to feel the remorseless scythe of 
the Wilson bill. Few people realize the immense magnitude of 
this interest and the grand development made in it in this coun- 
try under the protective system. 

1870 the hay acreage in the United States was but 19,861,805 
acres, yielding 24,525,000 tons of hay of the home value of $338,- 
969,680; while in 1880 the acreage had increased to 25, 863, 955 
acres, producing 31,925,233 tons of the home value of $371,811,- 
084; while in 1893 the acreage had reached the enormous figure 
of 49,619,469 acres. The product was 65,766,158 tons of the home 

value of 8570, 882, 872, or more than double the value of the cotton 
crop, which in 1888 was $292,139,209; $144,540,110 more than twice 
the value of the wheat crop in 1893, the latter being but $213,171,- 
381; nearly fifteen times greater than the tobacco crop, which was 
but $39,155,442 in 1893, and more than five times the value of 
the potato crop, which in 1893 was $108,661,801, and within a 
fraction of as much in value as the corn crop of 1893, which was 
$591 625,627. 

The tariff on foreign hay under the existing law (the McKin- 
ley act) is $4 por ton, and, notwithstanding this rate of duty, 
we imported from Canada for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893, 104,181 tons of the value of $962,221.51, on which we col- 
lectedaduty of $416,724.86. The year ending June 30, 1890, prior 
to the e of the McKinley act, we imported 124,544 tons of 
hay of the value of $1,143,445. The Wilson bill asit came from the 
House reduced the duty just one-half, that is, to $2 per ton, while 
the Senate committee has changed this specific duty to an ad 
valorem of 20 per cent, which is a fraction of at least 1.65 per 
cent less,according to the report of the committee, than the 
House bill, the per cent being thus stated in the report of the 
committee—average ad valorem—under existing law, 43.31 per 
cent; under the House bill, 21.65 per cent, and under the Senate 
bill, 20 per cent. 

When, therefore, we take into consideration the fact, that mus- 
be conceded by all, that the general cost of agricultural product 
tion in Canada, 3 barley, hay, and several other prod- 
ucts, is about 44 per cent lower than in the United States, and the 
further fact of the great surplus of hay produced in that countr 
(Canada), it is easily to be seen that this 8 legislation 
on this one subject of hay, as it is on nearly every other agricul- 
tural product, a direct blow at the pockets of the American 
farmer and American laborer on farms and in the direct inter- 
est of the Canadian farmer and the Canadian laborer on farms. 

As indicating the large surplus of Canadian hay that would be 
run into this country under the proposed legislation, the fact 
may be noted that there was exported to Europe through the 

rts of New York and Boston alone, in the last eight months, 

193 carloads of hay, 90 per cent of which, or 7,373 carloads, was 
Canadian hay going in bond. 


PLUMS AND PRUNES. 


Inno Western industry were the beneficial effects of the McKin- 
‘ley act more clearly exemplified than in stimulating the prune in- 
' dustry and the fruit industry general. Take plums and prunes, 

for instance, and mark the effect of this act in reducing the im- 
portation of foreign plums and prunes into this country. 

Take the importations for the three years immediately pre- 

ceding the e of the McKinley act. In 1887 we imported 
92,032,625 pounds of plums and prunes of the value of $2,999,648; 
in 1888, 70,626,027 pounds of the value of $2,197,150, and in 1889, 
46,154,825 pounds of the value of $1,423,304, or an aggregate in 
these three years of 208,813,477 pounds of the aggregate value 
of $6,620,102, or an average annual importation for these three 
a of 69,604,492 pounds of the average annual value of $2,205,- 
Now compare with this the reduced importation for the three 
ears succeeding the eof the Mc ey act. In 1891 we 

8 34,281,322 pounds of the value of 82,540,486; in 1892, 
10,886,797 pounds of the value of 8437, 271, and in 1893, 23,225,821 

pounds of the value of 81, 019, 896, or an aggregate for these three 
years of but 68,393,940 pounds, or 140,418,537 pounds less than 
we imported for the three years 1887-1889, and of the aggre- 
gate value of $4,027,653, or less in value by $2,592,449 than we 


I can not state exactly the pres- 


imported during the three eee 1887-1889. The average, it 
will be seen, of our importations for the three years since the 
enactment of the McKinley act is 22,797,980 pounds of the value 
of $1,342,551, as against atorga importations for the three years 
preceding the passage of the McKinley act of 69,604,492 pounds 
of the ayerage annual value of 82,206,701. - 

The McKinley act under which this great improvement has 
occurred and which has resulted in the investment of millions of 
dollars in prune lands in California, Oregon, Idaho, Washing- 
ton, and other Western States and in converting hundreds of 
thousands of acres of land, heretofore much of it unproductive, 
into extensive and profitable prune orchards, imposed a s 
cific duty of 2 cents per pound, which is equivalent at ruling 
prices to about 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The Wilson bill, as it came from the House, changed this to 
an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent, thus reducing the duty five- 
ninths of a cent, while the bill as it now stands places the duty 
at 30 per cent ad valorem, which is still a reduction of existing 
rates of one-third. The effect of this reduction, should it be- 
come a law, will unquestionably be to create discouragement in 
the minds of thousands of our citizens engaged in this grand in- 
dustry, of which any country should be justly proud; it will 
drive away capital, and the development of this luscious fruit 
will receive a most serious and paralyzing shock. 

The protection tendered by the pending bill to the prune in- 
dustry is a delusion and a snare; it will not cover even one-half 
the difference in the cost of Jabor in producing prunes in this 
country and in France, Italy, or Germany. t difference is 
moony 2cents per pound—certainly not less than 14 cents per 
pound. And when we consider this subject in reference to the 
effect upon prune-growing in the far West, the distance from 
the Eastern market, the great cost of transportation as compared 
with that from France and Italy to this country, it will be seen 
ata glance that under the proposed ooy it will be absolutely 
impossible for the prune-growers of California, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, and Idaho to compete in the great American markets 
with the prune-growers of France, Italy, and Germany. 

The cost of transporting prunes from the Pacific States to New 
York, Boston, and Philadelphia is more than, or at least quite, 
treble that of transporting the same article from France and 
Italy to these American ports. The truth is, under the pres- 
ent duty of 2 cents per pound, the foreign producer still has 
the advantage over the American producer in the American 
market, Especially is this the case with reference to the prune 
industry west of the Rocky Mountains. Yet, notwithstanding 
these facts, so absolutely transparent and apparent to all who 
have the disposition and capacity to investigate the subject, our 
Democratic friends will persist in this un-American assault upon 
this greatindustry, thus legislating for the German, the French- 
man, and the Italian in foreign lands and against the real in- 
terests of Americans in our own country. 

Tn this connection, and as intelligently and truthfully bearing 
on both the fruit and wool industry of Oregon, I beg attention 
to the following letter received by me from Hon. H. W. Cottle, 
president of the Board of Trade of Salem, Oregon, and also 
president of the Horticultural Society of Marion County, Ore- 
gon, a gentleman ordog niy well informed on the subjects 
touched upon by his letter. © says: 


SALEM, OREGON, December 21, 1893. 


DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: The State of cee „ * © never sawthe time 
inits entire history when it needed help in Congress as at the present time. 
The very threat of the passage of the Wilson tariff bill is spreading ruin all 
over our fair State. 

As president of the Board of Trade of this city, and president of the Mar- 
ion County Horticultural Society, as a fruit-grower and private citizen of 
Oregon, I desire to protest against the passage of this most iniquitous meas- 


ure. 

We ͤ have thousands of fruit-growers who have planted their orchards dur- 
ing the t few years and have tended them patiently, hoping for their re- 
ward when they came into bearing, and now, just as they are about to rea 
the reward of their toil, comes the threat of the passage of this bill, whic’ 
would cause a despair like the blackness of night among them, as it means 
their ruination. 

They are differently situated from the agriculturists. It takes years to 
develop and give them a return from their orchards, which are just now 
coming into . They can not compete with the cheap labor of Turkey 
and other fruit-growing districts of Europe, and neither can ng ng! down 
their produce in the city of New York as cheap, owing to the high freight 
rates from this coast. e sage of this bill means the neglect and aban- 
donment of the ranges heretofore occupied by our woolgrowers. It means 
that the busy hum of our lumber will cease, It means general depres- 
sion and poverty for our State. 

While, on the other hand, its defeat and retaining the protection of the 
McKinley bill means beautiful homes all over our land, and prosperous, 
happy, well-clothed, and well-fed people. Our people are looking to you for 
help. They are watching the action of Congress as they never watched it 
before since the breaking out of the rebellion, We trust that you will use 
every effort within your means, that you will leave no stone unturned to 
defeat this bill. 

— kind personal regards, I am, 

ery truly yours, 
H. W. COTTLE. 

Hon. J. H. MITCRELL, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
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The States of California and Oregon under the policy of pro- 
tection have developed into fruit ens, the most magnifivent 
and prolific in the world. From the most delicate tropical fruits 
to the more hardy varieties of Northern climes, including or- 
anges, olives, grapes, figs, lemons, prunes, plums, peaches, 
apples, pears, berries of all varieties and of the most delicious qual- 
ity, here is an abundance of all. Millions of productive capital 
are invested in their cultivation; hundreds and thousands of our 
peels are giving their time, their talents, and their means to 
the horticultural and viticultural industries in these States; and 
yet nearly every one of these is ruthlessly assailed by the Wil- 
son bill. The Pacific Coast produced over 40,000,000 pounds of 
cured prunes in 1893, and it is estimated, if the protective polic: 
should remain unchanged, and the trees now prora in Cali- 
fornia are permitted to reach their maturity and full productive 
capacity, that that State alone will produce 150,000, 
and Oregon 50,000,000 pounds of cured prunes. 


HORSES. 


The American horse and cattle industry is also borne down 
on heavily by the Wilson bill. Here, again, it is proposed to 
legislate in the interest of the stock-raiser of Canada, Central 
America, Mexico, and other foreign countries, and against that 
of the American stock-raiser. Under the McKinley act there is 
aspecific duty of $30 per head on horses valued at less than $150, 
and 30 per cent ad valorem on all valued at $150 or over. The 

nding measure fixes the duty on all horses imported at the 

ow rate of 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, what must be the inevitable effect of this change on the 
American horse-raiser? During the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1893, we imported into this country 12,248 horses valued at 
less than $150 each, and 382 valued at 8150 and over; in all 12,630 
head of the total value of $1,164,483.50, and on which we col- 
lected duty to the amount of $367,440. Now, during the three 
years—1857-1889 inclusive—immediately preceding the enact- 
ment of the McKinley law, when the duty was but 20 per cent—— 

Mr.GRAY. What was the duty prior to the McKinley law? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Twenty per cent. 

Mr.GRAY. The same that is in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Just the same. We imported 
horses of the aggregate value for these three years of $/,308,437, 
or of the average annual value of $2,436,145; while for the three 
years—1891-1893 inclusive—immediately after the enactment of 
the McKinley law, the average annual value of our importations 
was but $1,189,621, or less annually than for the three preceding 
years by $1,246,524. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. . 

Mr. GRAY. Is it not a fact that in the two years last past, 
the price of horses in this country has been lower than for very 
many years preceding? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Certainly, and the price of every- 
thing has been lower. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask the question whether that is not true? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Doubtless so, and it is also true 
Past the price of everything the farmer has produced has been 

ower. 

Mr. GRAY. Isit not true that under the provisions of the 
McKinley law the price of horses has been very much lower to 
the stock-raiser and to the farmer who had them to sell than it 
was prior to the enactment of that law with a duty of 20 per 
cent ad valorem upon them? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I say no, when you take into 
consideration the prices of American products generally. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Delaware contend 
that that decrease in price arises from the increase in duty? 

Mr. GRAY. IL only ask the question. It would be a very in- 
teresting inquiry (not, however, to be injected into the speech 
of the Senator from Oregon, of course) as to what was the cause 
and effect and the mere sequence of those two rates of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The natural inference from the Senator's 
question was that the price had gone down on account of the in- 
crease of Wek 

Mr. GRAY. Iam quite willing to go into that question with 
the Senator from Rhode Island if the Senator from Oregon will 
permit me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine, before the discussion is finished, 
he phan have plenty of opportunity for a discussion of that 


pounds, 


Mr. QUAY. I have always understood that one of the causes 
of the decline in the price of horses was the substitution of the 
electric and cable system on street passenger railways, which 
practically cuts off all demand for horses in that direction. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt that has had an influence. 

Mr. QUAY. It has been a very important factor. ~ 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me a 


single remark, I do not think anyone will say that the price of 


horses has been reduced by the McKinley law, but I think it 
does demonstrate the folly of 3 to keep up the price of 
horses by protection. Horses in Illinois are, to my personal 
knowledge, lower to-day than they have been for forty years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Ulinois allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think the duty has had 
any ae on the price of horses one way or the other? 

r. PALMER. I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does he think that protective duties usually 
have any effect on the price of articles? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why are horses an exception? 

Mr. PALMER. Tspeak of the infinite folly, and I may say the 
unfairness of the promises made by protectionists. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator in his own time and his 
own way will give the Senate and the country a chance to know. 
what rule it is that applies to these questions. 

Mr. GRAY. Without wishing to trespass on the great amia- 
bility of the Senator from Oregon, I desire to say (and perhaps 
I may have a chance to develop the thought) that the contention 
on our side has been that a tariff on any of the products of agri- 
culture, on all those things that are peculiarly the property of 
the farmers of the country, can not be affected advantageous] 
in price to the farmer by the McKinley tariff law, and that all 
such tariff matter in the McKinley law has been thrownasasop 
to the farmers, with the hope, I suppose, that they were ignorant 
enough to believe they were getting some protection, when in 
fact they got none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Delaware contend 
that that rule applies to sugar and to rice, or is this a sectional 
question? Are there some e of the country where a pro- 


tective duty protects and other parts where it does not protect? - 


Mr. GRAY. We contend that a tariff tax on horses, like a 
tariff tax on wheat and corn, is an illusion and a snare to the 
farmer, and was known to be such by those who put it in the 
McKinley law. 7 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Will the Senator from Dela- 
ware answer me a question? Why does the Democratic party 
put an ad valorem duty of 86 percent on rice? What is the pur- 
pose of placing that duty on rice in the pending bill? 

— 5 GRAY. I do not know that the Democratic party has 
done it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And why does the Democratic pariy increase 
the duty on barely two or three times in the course of this dis- 
cussion: 

8 Mr. GRAY. I do not know that the Democratic party has 
one it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator is advised, why 
did the committee, which reported this bill, provide for a pro- 
tective duty of atleast 86 anda fraction per cent on rice? hat 
was the pur 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not on the committee, and therefore I can 
not answer that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from Delaware willing to as- 
sert—— 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island is a member of 
the committee, and perhaps he can answer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, the only in- 
formation I have on the subject is from the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Mitts}, that those rates were put in the 
bill to get votes to pass it. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether the Senator from 
Delaware confirms that statement. 

Mr. GRAY. When you come to take down an artificial edi- 
fice like a protective tariff, founded in avarice, greed, and fraud, 
it isa very hard and difficult task; indeed I have found out by 
what I have heard from the committee, of which the distin- 

uished Senator from Rhode Island is a member, that various 
es have besn resorted to to placate the avarice and persist- 
ence and intensity of the protected classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Delaware will join 
with me when the discussion is concluded and a vote is reached 
in removing those excrescences from the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Delaware is 


hardly fair. He injects into the belly of my speech an assump- 


tion which I for one certainly am not willing to admit, and that 
is, that the protective policy is founded in avarice, greed, and 
fraud. This is a severe, and, as I think, unwarranted character- 


ization. The very question we are here to reason and argue out 


is as to whether the protective policy which has been character- 
ized by those harsh terms is the kind of policy he insists it is, 
and also whether the pending bill is or is not an American in- 
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stitution, or whether it 1s not rather in all its features an un- 
American proposition to legislate against the real interests of 
the people of this country and in the interest of foreigners. 

Mr. GRAY. I think it is more American than the McKinley 
law, but not as American as it ought to be. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ido not think it is American 
at all. There is nothing American about it. It is un-American 
from beginning to end, as I have been endeavoring to show. 

I will now proceed with the duty on horses. I have shown 
that whatever effect it may have had on the price, the importa- 
tion of horses for the three years to this country from Canada 

haps more than quadrupled since the passage of that bill. 
This shows ee the effect of the protective policy. The fact 
that even under the existing law our importations have reached 
in the last year 12,630 head, of the value of $164,483.50, shows 
conclusively how eager are the Canadians to invade our mar- 
kets, and RER the ability they have to doit, even under existing 
conditions and restrictions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will my colleague allow me to make a single 
suggestion in this connection about the importation of horses 
from Canada? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. The falling off of importations in 1891 and the 
invoice price in Canada have been used as an argument to show 
that high protection did not increase the price of animals in the 
United States or that it did not materially decrease the price in 
Canada. The importations of horses in 1590 tothe United States 
from Canada were 16,170 head. The invoice value per head was 
$97.29, and the duty then was 20 per cent ad valorem. In 1891, 
under the McKinley law, the importations were 11,077, and the 
invoice price per head $102.75, the duty being $30 per head In 
the report from which I read it is stated: 

Thevalueof horses in Canada has advanced $5.46 per head under an increase 
of duty of 50 per cent. 

The only answer to that is to say that with 20 per cent ad 
valorem we gota larger number of animals, but we got cheaper 
animals. You can not afford to import a cheap horse when you 
have to pay a duty of $30 on it. Therefore, we get much better 
horses under the McKinley law when we pay $30 duty, and the 

rices paid in Canada were much larger. That isafull explana- 
on of that suggestion. 

Mr. MITC of Oregon. That is true. 

Now, reduce the duty one-third, as is proposed by this bill, 
and what may we not expect in the way of importations and 
competition with the American stock-raiser, in so far as horses 
are concerned? This country is amply able to produce all the 
horses we need, and even for export. 

There were in the United States in 1890, according to thecen- 
sus, 14,213,837 head of horses of the value of $978,516,562, while 
according to the latest Statistical Abstract there were on the Ist 
of January last (1894) in this country 16,081,201 head, or an in- 
crease in the number in the past three years of 1,877,364 head 
an increase over the number of head in 1880 of 5,723,713 head, as 
the total number in 1880 was but 10,357,488. The State of Ore- 
gon alone has 235,607 head of horses of the value of $6,947,718, 
while the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, Washington, 
and Idaho, and the Territory of Arizona,all horse-breeding ter- 
ritory, have 1,200,497 head of horses of the value of $45,958,682. 

We can under a proper protective policy not only supply our 
own demand for horses, but become exporters to many millions 
of dollars’ worth annually. Indeed, we are now exporters to a 
considerable e as during the last three years we have ex- 

ted 9,303 head of horses of the value of $2,114,703, as against 

622 head of the value of $1,356,850 exported for the three years, 
1887-1889, preceding the enactment of the McKinley law. 


CATTLE, 


But what is true of horses is also true respecting cattle. This 
great agricultural industry is also assailed by the Wilson bill in 
the same ruthless and, it would seem,senseless manner. Under 
the existing law there is a specific duty of $2 per head on ali 
cattle 1 year old or less, and 810 pe head on all more than 1 
year old, which is equivalent to 43.53 per cent on the former and 
63.22 per cent on the latter. The pending Wilson bill proposes 
to change all this to 20 per cent ad valorem on all cattle of what- 
ever age, or, in other words, to reduce the tariff to about one- 
third the present rate. Now, what has been the effect in its 
advantages to the Amorican cattle-raiser by the McKinley act 
and the protective policy, and what will probably be the effect of 
this proposed change in this policy? 

We imported for the year ending June 30, 1 2,212 
head of cattle of less than 1 year old, of the value of $10,438, 
and 826 head of 1 year old or more, of the value of $13,035, or a 
total number of head of 3,098, of the value of $23,503; and the 
total number of head of cattle imported during the three years— 
1891-1893, inclusive—since the passage of the McKinley act was 


but 9,652 head in 1891, 2,036 head in 1892, and 3,098 head in 1893, 
aggregating for the three years but 14,786 head, of the aggre- 
gate value of but $97,524, or an annual average importation for 
these three years under the McKinley act of but 4,928 head, of 
the average annual value of $32,512; whereas for the three years 
preceding the enactment of the McKinley act—1887—1889— when 
the duty was substantially as now proposed, we imported 187,721 
head, as follows: 

In 1887, 72,665 head; in 1888, 57,505 head; and in 1889, 57,551 
head, or an average for three years of 62,573 head, of the aggre- 
gate valuo of 82,200, 486, or an annual average in value of $733,- 


Why, then, should we go back to the old policy, which will 
bring into competition with the cattle-raisers of this country 
from sixty to one hundred thousand head of Canadian and other 
foreign cattle annually and drain our country annually of over 
a million dollars, which will go into the pockets of foreign cat- 
tle-raisers? 

The cattle industry of the United States is an immense one, 
It is an agricultural interest moreover. Our country should, 
and can under a proper protective policy, export . of cat- 
tle instead of importing. In fact we are to-day exporters of 
cattle to wany millions of dollars in value annually. 1890 we 
exported cattle to the value of $31,261,131; in 1891 to the value 
of $30,445,249, and in 1892 to the value of $35,099,095, or an ag- 
gregate of $98,805,475, as against $37,366,631 during the three 
years—1887-1889—immediately preceding the passage of the 
McKinley act. 

The dairy interest is mightily involved in this question. In 
1890 we had in this country, according to the census, 15,952,883 
mileh cows of the value of $352,152,133 and 36,819,024 head of oxen 
and other cattle of the enormous value of $560,625,137, while ac- 
cording to the latest statistical reports, there were in this coun- 
try on January 1, 1894, 16,482,400 head of milch cowsof the value 
of $359,978,670 and 36,608,168 head of oxen and other cattle of the 
value of $536,789,747. The State of Oregon alone has 110,398 
milch cows or one cow for ovary three persons in the State, of 
the value of $2,356,997, while California, Oregon, Nevada, Wash- 
ington, Idaho, and Arizona have 611,587 milch cows of the value 
of $15,425,847 and oxen and other cattle 3,476,941 head, of the 
value of $51,532,510. In the face of these figures, why do we 
wish to open the doors to the importation of milch cows, oxen, 
and other cattle from foreign countries? 

EGGS. 

Eggs were on the free list until the passage of the McKinle 
act, and what was the result? There were imported into this 
country from 1884 to 1890 inclusive, a period of seven years, 109,- 
238,757 dozen of eggs of the value of $1,950,616, or an annual ay- 
erage of 15,605,536 dozen. Under the operation of the McKinley 
law, which imposes aduty of 5 cents per dozen on imported eggs, 
our importations for tho year 1893 fell off to 3,295,842 dozen, or 
to only a fraction over one-fifth of the annual importations be- 
fore that act came into force. This Wilson bill puts eggs back 
on the free list. 

z FLAX AND HEMP. 

Thecultivation also of flax and hemp in thiscountry, along with 
all other agricultural products, gets a black eye from Schedule 
J of the pending bill. Under existing law this industry re- 
ceives encouragement to the extent of $ per ton, equal to 18.68 

cent ad valorem on the straw, $22.40 per ton in hackled or 

ressed, equal to 10.77 per cent ad valorem; on tow, $11.20 per 
ton, equal to 7.40 per cent. Tow of hemp, $11.20 per ton, equal 
to 9.16 per cent. Hemp $25 per ton, or equal to 17.45 per cent. 
Binding twine manufactured in whole or in part of istle or Tam- 
pico fiber, manilla, sisal grass, or sunn,seven-tenths of a cent 
per pound, or 6.47 per cent ad valorem. The pending bill places 
all these products on the free list. 


FLAX AND HEMP MANUFACTURES. 


Tho flax, hemp, and jute manufacturing industry fali under 
the ban of the pending bill. Encouragement should be given to 
this industry in this country, and is given by the McKinley act. 
That act places 2+ cents per pound on cables and cordage of hemp 
untarred. As a result we imported oa 3 the fiscal year, June 
30, 1893, but 31,290 pounds, of the value of but $3,501. Other un- 
tarred, composed in whole or in part of istle or Tampico fiber, 
manilla, sisal grass, or sunn, 14 cents per pound. 

As a result we imported but 145,162 pounds during the fiscal 
year, of the value of $12,914, while the duty on tarred under the 
MeKinley act is 3 cents per pound and on all other 1} cents per 
pound. These specific rates are equal to 22.34 per centon cables 
and cordage of hemp untarred and 16.86 per cent, 31.23 per cent, 
18.78 per cent, and 15.83 per cent on the other four varieties 
named, while the pending bill in both Senate and House places 
an ad valorem duty on all these several varieties of but 10 per 
cent, or an ayerage of about one-half the existing duty. 
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The cordage and binder-twine industry of the Pacific coast is 
a new one there, not in any manner connected, as I understand, 
with any great combine, and the pending Wilson bill will be 
virtually its deathblow. As bearing upon this subject, I submit 
the following communication from the Portland Cordage Com- 
pany, Portland, Oregon: 


[The Portland Cordage Gompang: a of cordage. and3binder 


PoRTLAND, OREGON, January 22, 1894. 


DEAR Sins: Inclosed you will find, signed by 31 of our employés; and ad- 
5 to the United States Senate, a protest against those clauses of the 
iison bill that relate to manila and sisal rope, and bindertwine. Please 
see that this protest is put in the way of doing all the good possible towards 
-accomplishing the object prayed for. 
It is of vital importance to us, and indirectly to this whole community, 
that the tariff on rope and twine be not reduced from its present schedule. 
Free trade in these articles, or an approach to it, will put us in direct com- 
e with the rope manufacturers in Hongkong, Where labor is but a 
tional part of what it is here (being from 10 cents to 25 cents per day). 
Tn addition to that, the freight on rope from the East Indies will probably 
be very low, as a large proportion of our yearly 2 fleet comes here in 
ballast from those climes 0 E via East Indies with general car- 
goes for those ports), and they can and probably will accept very low rates 
m the East Indies to the United States and save the handling of ballast. 
We think our strongest competition in will come from China. If 
so, the labor that we would pay here, under protection, with free trade will 
be transferred to China. 


to 
This west coast will be helpless without a ctive tariff, because our 
volume of trade is so very limited (to say not of higher expenses) that 
our cost of manufacture must necessarily be at the maximum until there is 
amores rca supply of labor and increased consumption by increase of 
n. 


00 
Our European competition, under free trade, would come mostly from 
Engiand and there we must contend against interest, insurance, and labor 
probably 50 per cent less than the average in the United States, but there is 
another item that we t is not given due consideration, and that is the 
marine transportation from the Philippine Islands and Yucatan to the fac- 
tories and thence to the general markets of the world. England for the past 
century has fostered her ə until now she has a direct line of sailing 
vessels to all the good markets of the world. This we, the American people, 
do not enjoy, and regular and Se par to the world’s markets 
‘would be the life of any business. it is we are shut out of a large portion 
of the world’s markets and the proposed tarLff’s advocates ask us to be con- 
tent with only a portion of our home market. If we couid manufacture as 
cheaply to-day as the English we would be still shut out on account of trans- 
rtation. 
ear years past at this season, we have run our factory at full capacity and 
manuf; a large stock of binder twine and rope for the following sum- 
mer’s trade, but the un about the tariff now compels us to move 
cantiously, so we have made a reduction of 25 per cent in our payroll sched- 
ule, and are only em: een} thirty-one hands, whereas a year ago we gave 
work to 33 If free trade comes we want a small stock on 
hand at a reduced cost, because it is likely to prove more profitable to close 
the factory and loan the working capital. š 
We know that you are interested in the general cause of protection, but 
ttention towards having the tariff on 


present. 
Thanking you and your honorable colleagues in advance, we remain, 
Yours respectfully, 
THE PORTLAND CORDAGE COMPANY, 

By S. M. MEARS, Treasurer. 


Hon, J. N. DOLPH and Hon. JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The petition of employésreferred to in the foregoing letter is 
as follows: 


y “PORTLAND, OREGON, Januar: x 

To the United States Senate; PRE 
HONORED SIRS: We, the undersigned wage earners, employéin the man- 

ufacture of rope and binder twine, at Portland, Oregon, respectfully h 
reduction of the tarif on MANAR 8 


will 
it under the benefit of protection, and sti 
worked under the advantage of protected b, 
If profits donot prove satisfactory with uced wages, capital will then 
2 to a large extent, and many of us 
eh ada out ot our present employment into other lines of labor already 
We know that manufacturers in this country, in competing with those of 
Europe, have to contend against the very low rate of interest and insurance 
and low wages that their competitors enjoy, and on this west coast they 
have a very limited market for their products, which means maximum cost. 
Pyete think the ee 3 a 8 tariff to equalize these diger - 
and make ope manufacturing business profi - 
ers as eee to the employés. inka eee 
Praying for your wise and us action venting t assage 
that portion of the Wilson referred to, we 5 Pes = + 
. Yours respectfully. : 


- Mr. DOLPH. That is the petition the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] prevented me from reading in the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Itis. It goes into the RECORD 
now as a part of my remarks, and I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senate to it. 


VEGETABLES, DAIRY PRODUCTS, FRUITS, FISH. 


In the whole list of agricultural products not one seems to 
have escaped the blighting influence of the Wilson bill. The 
producers of all kinds of vegetable and dai satan are made 
to suffer. The duty on potatoes is reduced from 25 cents per 
bushel, equal to 51.96 per cent, to 30 per cent ad valorem; onions 
from 40 cents per bushel, equal to 51.48 per cent, to 20 per cent 
ad valorem, a reduction of over three-fifths; beans from 40 cents 
por bushel, equal to 40.63 per cent, to 20 per cent ad valorem; 

utter and substitutes therefor from 6 cents per pound, equal to 
32.88 per cent, to 20 per cent ad valorem: cheese from 6 cents 
per pound, equal to 42.96, to 25 per cent; milk, ineluding weight 
of package, from 3 cents per pound, equal to 33.92 per cent, to 2 
cents per pound, equal to 22.62 per cent. 

In addition to these large reductions on vegetables and dairy 
products, fresh milk, with a present duty of 5 cents. per gallon; 
broom corn $8 per ton; cabbages 3 cents each: cider 5 cents per 
gallon; eggs 5 cents per dozen; pease, green, in bulkor packages, 
40 cents per bushel; plants, trees, shrubs, and vines, 20 percent 
ad valorem; garden seeds, agricultural and other seeds, 20 per 
cent ad valorem; straw 30 percent: baconand hams, 5 cents per 
pound, equal to 22.06 per cent ad valorem; meats, dressed or 
undressed, 10 per cent; lard 2 cents per pound; tallow, 1 cent 
per pound; grease of wool, known as degras,” one-half of 1 cent 
per pound; and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 
cents per 100 1 and in bulk 8 cents per 100 pounds, are 
all transferred to the free list by the pending bill. 

The producer of all kinds of fruits, in addition to those to 
which I havealready attracted attention, are dealt severely with 
by the pending bill. 

The duty on apples, green and ripe, is reduced from 25 cents 
per bushel—equal to 33.93 per cent—to 20 per cent ad valorem. 
In the bill as it passed the House apples were on the free list. 
On 1 dried, desiccated, evaporated, from 2cents per pound 
equal to 42.41 per cent to 20 per cent ad valorem. They were 
on the free list in the House bill. On fruits preserved in their 
own juices—an immense industry on the Pacific coast—the duty 
is reduced from 30 per cent ad valorem to 20 percent. The fish- 
ing industry receives a severe shock from this bill. 

By its provisions millions of dollars are thrown tothe fishermen 
of Canada. The duty on pickled and canned fish, all varieties, 
as this bill came from the House, is reduced from one-fourth to 
one-third all along the line, from the anchovies and sardines to 
salmon. The duty on salted salmon was by the House bill re- 
duced from 1 cent per pound—and under which 908,113 pounds, 
of the value of $63,722, were 1 0 last year to three-fourths 
of a cent per pound or equal to 10.69 per cent. The Senate 
committee, however, have changed this to 15 per cent ad valo- 
rem. But the duty on salmon in cans or kages made of tin 
is reduced from 30 per cent ad valorem to 25 percent. But when 
we come to fresh fish, salmon and every other variety, every bar- 
rier is thrown down, every port is thrown open, all are placed 
on the free list. 

Under existing law there is a specific duty of one-fourth of a 
cent per pound on all fresh herring and three-fourthsofa cent per 
pouan on all fresh salmon, and on all other varieties a like duty. 

ut with this restriction we imported last year 1,238,605 
of fresh salmon, of the value of 8116, 124; 383,619 pounds of fresh 
herring, of the value of $4,937, and 9,909,522 s of all other 
varieties of fresh fish, of the value of $408,717.81. But I have 
not the time nor has the Senate to hear me, to point out all the 
enormities of the ee age and hence Iwill rely on the well- 
known maxim 40 uno disce omnes. 

Why should we interfere with the 5 of dairy products 
in this country when the statistics disclose the important fact 
that. we exported during the eight, months ending F spent 28, 
of the fiscal year 1893, dairy products to the value of $7,255,781; 
or with seeds when during the same period we exported seeds 
to the value of $3,222,344; or vegetables when we exported during 
the same period vegetables to the value of $1,484,475; or hops 
when we exported during the same period hops to the value of 
$2,123,061; or wood and manufactures of wood when during the 
same period we were exporters to the value of $16,385,510? Leg- 
islation of this character against our products, our own interests, 
the interests of the wage-workers as well as capitalists is simply 
inexcusable, not to say unpardonable, if not indeed criminal, 
from any possible point of view. 

A careful inspection of the pending bill discloses the remark- 
able fact that out of $50,000,000 of duties which this bill puts 
upon the free list, thirty-five million are taken from the duties 
on agricultural products. Yet our Democratic friends and the 
present Administration are professedly the friendsof the farmer! 


LUMBER. 
The lumber interest of this country is another 3 in- 
dustry attacked by the pending bill. Under the McKinley act 
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wood and the manufactures of wood were given protection to the 
following extent: 


Timber; 
Used for spars be in building wharves --..cubic foot.. 10 pa cènt. 


Hewn and sawed cubic foot. i 
T ee nus osan, not speciaily provided for_cubicfoot.. 4 cent per cu. ft. 
mmber: 
Boaräs, planks, deals, and other sawed lumber— 
ee white wood, sycamore, white pine, and 


wi — 
Not planed or finished kw M feet.. $1 per M feet, 
All sawed lumber, not specially provided for— 
Not planed or finished -...-.-............ M feet.. $2 per M feet. 


Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone and tele- 
grap polon Of Codai — 8 Nọ.. 20 per cent. 
Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of sawed 
cedar, lignum vite, lancewood, ebony. box, grana- 
dilla, mahogony, rosewood, satinwood, and all 
other cabinet woods not further manufactured 


than sawed M feet.. 15 per cent. 
Unmanufactured 20 ber cent. 
Veneers of wood. ----Do. 
Clapboards— 
8 -M.. $1 per M. 
S eee pe ES ee K M.. 81.50 per M. 
Hubs for wheels, posts, last, wagon, oar, gun, and head - 
ing blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn 
A N E N AEREA SE SeS ADASA TA ATAOE E SA 20 per cent. 
— — M.. 15 cents per M. 
Pickets and palings M.. 10 per cent. 
es— 
M.. 20 cents per M. 
M.. 30 cents per M. 
eee E AT O RE SEA e E E 10 per cent. 


The pending bill removes every one of these duties and places 
each and all of the foregoing items of wood and the manufactures 
of wood on the free list. 

This is another legislative tribute to our Canadian neighbors 
on the north. This is . in direct opposition to one of 
the great industries of th Se led e deadly blow at American 
capital, American lumbermen, and the large number of laborers 
who earn their daily bread as wage-workers in this business. 

It is not perhaps generally known that the lumber trade of 
the United States represents a larger investment of money and 
gives employment to a greater number of persons than any other 
single industry in the United States, while on the Pacific coast 
the ratio of both investment and employés, as stated by one of 
the petitions from that section presented to the Senate and now 
before the Committee on Finance, as applied to the volume of 
business, isfar beyond that of other sections. 

* Noother industry not its outgrowth,” says this petition, ex- 
cept coal (which is likewise menaced by the proposed tariff 
changes), existsin the new Northwest in all that area west of 
the Cascade Mountains; it increases the taxable wealth, gives 
employment to hundreds of thousands in mills, in woods, and on 
land and sea; its commerce and the trade stimulated to supply 
the mechanical wants of its plants and the physical 8 he 
ments of the myriads depending upon it for a livelihood, has 
made populous, magnificent cities on the shores of Puget 
Sound, and it is incredible that its destruction can be consid- 
ered, when such destruction will be the inevitable result of the 
abrogation of the existing tariff as to that industry.” 

More than $50,000,000 are invested in the lumber industry on 
the Pacific coast alone. The output last year in the States of 
Washington, Oregon, and California from over 1,200 sawmills 
and shingle millsin those States was 2,300,000,000 feet of lumber, 
and 2 pie eat pee, aggregating in value over $27,000,000. 
This industry alone gives employment in these three States to 
over 27,000 persons, to whom are paid annually wages amount- 
ing to $18,000,000; and yet the pending bill proposes to open 
wide the door to the lumbermen of British Columbia and in- 
vite them to bring their products into competition with those 
of the American lumbermen on that coast. 

British Columbia has a greater lumber area than that of the 
Pacific coast. During the year 1893 the States of Oregon and 
Washington sold to the people of the State of California over 
325,000, feet of lumber and 11,000,000 shingles. The em- 
ployés in the lumber industry of British Columbia are princi- 
Salt Chinese and Kanakas, and lumber and shingles in that 
territory are produced at greatly reduced rates compared with 
the cost of production in the United States. 

The different policies of the United States and Canadain their 
treatment respectively of the public lands and the public tim- 
ber is another matter resulting largely in favor of the Canadian 
lumber producer, 

Lumbermen in the United States are not permitted to go on 
the public lands, while in Canada they are rented out at a mere 
no figure per acre, with the right to cut timber and manu- 
facture lumber. No large amount of capital therefore is re- 
quired there as in the United States for investment in stump- 
age. 


FREE LUMBER DOES NOT CHEAPEN If TO THE CONSUMER—THE RETAILER 
REAPS THE BENEFIT. 


Nor is it true that this competition in lumber from British- 


Columbia in the West, or from Eastern Canada in the East; will 
result in any material benefit to the consumer. The consumer 
realizes no benefit in the reduction of the price of lumber. WHat- 
ever benefit comes from such reduction inures to the retail 
dealer, and not to the consumer. The wholesale price of lumber 
on the Pacific coast has been the past year or two remarkably 
low. The manufacturers of lumber have scarcely been able to 
keep their mills going by reason of the small profits, and yet 
lumber to the consumer is as high as ever, clearly showing that 
it is the men ongaged in the business of retail dealers and not 
tho consumers who realize the benefit of low prices. As bear- 
ing upon this subject, I desire to insert in my remarks the fol- 
lowing letter from Mr. Francis Rotch, a prominent manufacturer 
of lumber at Bucoda, in the State of Washington: - 


FROM FRANCIS ROTCH, OF BUCODA, 


0 Bucopa, WASH., December 8, 1893. 
Editor West Coast Lumberman: 

Replying to your inquiry as to my views on the Wilson tariff bill, I would 
Say that it would take all the columns of your valuable journal, were I to 
give vent to the anger and indignation with which this most iniquitous 
measure inspires me. For three years the lumber manufacturers of this 
coast have been struggling with low prices, overproduction, and contracted 
markets, forci many to the wall, and just so much reducing the taxable 
Wealth of this and other States. But the last straw is this bill which seeks 
to further curtail our markets, opens California to the cheap lumber of Brit- 
ish America, produced from cheap stumpage by cheap labor, and carried by 
cheap foreign vessels. 

Our cargo mills, with this territory divided, are forced to look to the 
Eastern States, thereby coming into competition with the interior mills 
which have no other outlet. This Eastern trade is further flooded by the 
Lake Superior and the Georgian Bay white pine carried across the lakes, 
and taking the place of just so much American product. And who gets the 
benefit of this fatherly measure? Is it the consumer, the farmer whom the 
ee love? Notmuch. It is the retail dealer who even during the 

all in prices which the wholesaler and manufacturer have been forced to 
make to move an overstock, has not dro one cent from the figure 
which ne sold at three years ago, when prices for lumber were ob- 
tained. Any travel man who comes in direct contact with the retailer 
will bear me out in this statement. It is incomprehensible how any. Demo- 
crat worthy of the name of man, a reasoning and ostensibly sensible ani- 
mal, can be carried “ag Aes claptrap or ous reasoning in the 
face of such cold facts. u nutshell, the chief industry of many States 
will be crippled for the benefit of a few retailers. 

Yours truly, 
FRANCIS ROTCH. 


As further bearing upon this subject, I submit the following 
letter from Mr. R. C. Crosby, a large dealer in lumber and shin- 
gles, Portland, Oregon: 


To the honorable the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The undersigned, your petitioners, be: engaged in one or more branches 
ofthe manufacture and sale of lumber the State of ‘on, would re- 
spectfully represent to your honorable body the grave apprehension cher- 
ished by all persons engaged in such trade and manufacture in view of the 
reported intention of the majority of your honorable body to place lumber 
on the free list. Your hence would respectfully represent that the 
lumber trade of the United States represents a larger investment and af- 
fords labor to a er number of employés than any other single industry, 
while on the Pacific coast the ratio of both investment and sapores as ap- 
plied to volume of business is far beyond that of other sections in the Pa- 
cific Northwest. 

Your petitioners would further represent that they are brought into close 
competition with the lumbermen of British Columbia, and they respect- 
fully invite the attention of your honorable body to the great disadvantage 
under which such competition would place them, in the event of the removal 
of the present duty on the different products of lumber. The lumber mills 
and plants of various kinds in British Columbia employ chiefly Chinese la- 
bor, and, as is well known, Americans on the fic coast will not and can 
not work for wages which are perfectly satisfactory to the Chinamen. 

Your petitioners would further invite the attention of your honorable 
body to the policy of the Dominion of Canada in subsidizing railroads and 
steamship lines, and in affording to industrial enterprises concessionsin the 
way of land, etc., and especially to their policy of renting to mills timber 
lands at a nominal sum per acre per annum, thus relieving the Canadian 
purchaser of lumber of the necessity of investing large sums of money in 
stumpage, and relieving him also from the necessity of sharing in the bur- 
dens of taxation in proportion to the amountof money so invested in 
stumpage. 

If pny further argument could be presented to your honorable body on 
thissubjectit would arise out of the present 5 in business. At 
any time the unrestrained competition of Oregon lumbermen with those of 
British Columbia would be viewed wiih the gravest apprehension; but in 
the present depression of business, a depression peculiarly felt in this part 
ofthe United States, such a course on the partof your honorable body must 
necessarily reduce lumber firms and houses to the verge of bankruptcy. 

Wherefore your petitioners most respectfully pray that a bill now pend- 
ing in your honorable body, and known as the Wilson bill, may ba amended 
as to its lumber schedule, and that adequate protection may be given to the 
lumber interests of the Pacific Northwest. 

Respectfully submitted. 

R. C. CROSBY. 
THE COAL INDUSTRY. 

Free coal as proposed by this bill as it passed the House, and 
a reduction of dutyfrom 75 cents to 40 cents a ton as proposed by 
a majority of the Senate Committee on Finance, which is no 
protection, means joy and gladness and prosperity to the coal 

roducers, the mine owners, the coal heavers, and others depen- 
dent on the coal industry of Nova Scotia, British Columbia, Aus- 
tralia, and other foreign countries, but brings no word of com- 
fort to any American in any manner connected with that indus- 
try. And while it does not mean reduced rates to the ee 
except, perhaps, at seaboard points, and then only for such brie 
period as such a policy will be necessary to crush out the home 
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industry, it means a reduction of wages to our home miners, a 
reduction of profitto the home mine owner, a withdrawal of cap- 
ital already invested in that industry, and a menace to capital 
generally in connection with this important home industry. 

Nova Scotia coal, we are told through reliable statistics, can 
be delivered on board vessels on the coast of that country at the 
low figure of $1.11 per ton. According to the consular reports 
the average cost of transporting coal from Nova Scotia to Boston 
and other New England ports for the past five years. has been 
$1.90 per ton. But it is said, and truly said, these rates were ab- 
normally large, owing to the small amount of coal imported un- 
der the existin tariff rates. But it is a fact that the Dominion 
Coal Company (limited), of Canada, of which Henry M. Whitney 
is president, with its remarkably increased shipping facilities, 
can transport coal from Louisburg, Nova Scotia, to Boston and 
other New England ports for considerably less than $1 per ton. 

The recent report of Mr. J. S. McLellan, treasurer of that 
company, of date February 15, 1894, shows the remarkable fact 
that on an output of 834,019 tons of coal, costing $958,336.73, 
there was a gross profit to the company of $231,162.71, and an 
additional profit on steamship, barges and railways in connec- 
tion with their mines of $103,267.95, or a total of $334,430.66; 
and from which a deduction for expenses, profit and loss, etc., 
of $87,721.22 is claimed, leaving net profits of $246,709.44, less 
$90,000, applied to interest on bonds of the company, to distri- 
bute as dividends on preferred stock, $120,000, to apply to sink- 
dng fond $14,731.96, and to credit of profit and loss $21,977.48; 
this all within a period of ten months, as the company was only 
organized February 16, 1893, while this report was up to date 
December 31, 1893. 

Similar conditions exist in British Columbia which under free 
coal or reduced duty as proposed in the pending bill menaces 
the rapidly developing extensive coal fields of Washington and 
Oregon. Coal can be placed on shipboard in Nainimo and Bell- 
ingham Bay very much cheaper than from the coal fields of 
Washington and Oregon. In 1880 there were produced in the 
Pacific States and Territories—Oregon, Washington, and Utah— 
but 422,170 tons, whereas the output in 1892 was 1,512,748 tons, 
or nearly a quadruple increase in a period of twelve years. The 
one county of King, in the State of Washington, the county in 
pA the city of Seattle is located, produced last year over 470,- 

tons. 

Of the 44 States composing this Union, 30 of them and 3 Ter- 
ritories—Utah, Indian, and New Mexico—are coal producing 
territory. Of these 19 are Northern States and 11 Southern 
States, counting Maryland asaSouthern State. These 30 States 
and 3 Territories produced in 1892 160,183,474 tons of coal, 
46,908,452 tons of which were anthracite and 113,280,022 bitumi- 
nous. And of this amount the 11 Southern States produced 27,- 
154,438 tons, while the 19 Northern States produced 133,034,036 
tons and the 3 Territories—Utah, New Mexico, and Indian Ter- 
ritory—1,975,859 tons. From this it will be seen thata little less 
than 17 per cent of our coal production came from the South, 
while a fraction over 83 per cent is produced in the North. 

The total production of coal in Great Britain in 1892 was some 
4,000,000 tons less than were produced in the United States. 
The total production in Great Britain was 186,130,909 tons, of 
which 150,949,279 tons were mined in England and Wales, 26,- 
074,949 tons in Scotland, and 105,681 tons in Ireland. 

In the light of the great development of the coal industry in 
his own State of West Virginia under the operation of a protec- 
tive tariff of 75 cents per ton, howcan the distinguished author 
of the pending bill, or his colleagues on this floor, favor a reduc- 
tion of duty to 40 cents a ton, which will unquestionably result 
in bringing into directcompetition with that industry the cheaply 
mined coals of Nova Scotia and other foreign countries. Do he 
and they forget that under the existing tariff the production of 
coal in that State has increased from 3,360,000 tons in 1884 to 9,- 
738,755 tons in 1892? Do they fail to remember that the num- 
ber of persons to whom this industry gave employment in that 
State was increased from 4,497 in 1880 to 14,867 in 1892, and that 
the amount of wages p these employés was increased from 
$1,298,316 in 1889 to $3,537,107 in 1892, and that the $5,750,674 
capital invested in that industry in West Virginia in 1880 was 
increased in the short period of nine years, in 1889, to $10,508.50? 

Can Maryland’s representatives on this floor vote to reduce 
within a fraction of one-half the existing duties on coal, thus 
closing their eyes and their ears to the history of that magnifi- 
cent development and expansion of that great industry in the 
State they represent? Can they forget that the production of 
coal in Maryland was increased from 2,899,572 tons in 1890 to 
3,419,962 two years later, in 1892, or an increase in the output in 
that short period under existing tariff laws of 520,390 tons, and 
the investments of capital in which have been increased from 
$13,165,557 in 1880 to $18,025,367 in 1889, and the amount of wages 
paid employés from $1,370,079 in 1880 to $1,700,305 in 1889? 


Can our friends from the great mineral State of Alabama vote 
to change an economic policy in reference toa 7, Pie industry of 
their State under whose beneficent influence the output of coal 
in that State has been increased in six years from 1,800,000 tons 
in 1886 to the enormous tonnage of 5,529,312 in 1892; an indus- 
try which in 1880 gave employment to but 1,513 persons, but 
which in 1892, twelve years later, employed 10,075 persons; an 
industry in which in 1880 there were invested in thatState cap- 
ital to the amount only of $772,858, but which nine years later, 
in 1889, bad invested therein the enormous sum of $12,535,194? 

We imported into this-country in 1892, 1,143,304 tons of bitumi- 
nous coal and shale, on all of which a duty of 75 cents a ton was 
paid. Surrounded, then, as we are by prolific foreign coal fields, 
operated by Chinamen and other like cheap labor, in Australia, 
British Columbia, and Nova Scotia, what amount will not be 
importnd with a reduction of one-half in the duty on foreign 
coal? And these excessive importations mean, especially on 
the Pacific coast, the closing of our mines, thousands of miners 
thrown out of employment, and a little later on an increase in 
the price of coal to the consumer, under a monopoly held by the 
coal producers of British Columbia. 

* LEAD. 

The Wilson bill as it passed the House of Representatives was 
the final blow in the destruction of the silver-mining interests 
of this country, in so far as that destruction was not already 
complete by legislation heretofore had in that direction, by re- 
ducing the duty on lead contained insilver ore from 14 cents per 
pound, the rate under existing law, equal to 75.36 per cent, to 15 
per cent ad valorem, or a reduction to one-fifth of the present 
rate, and by reducing the duty on lead contained in other ore 
and dross trom 15 cents per pound, the existing duty, equal to 
28.20 per cent, to 15 per cent ad valorem, a reduction of near] 
half, and by reducing the duty on pigs and bars, molten an 
old refuse lead run into blocks and bars, and scrap lead from 2 
cents per pound, the rate under existing law, equal to 49.13 per 
cent, to 1 cent, per pound, equal to 24.56 per cent, just one-half. 
A slight improvement on these rates, it is true, has been made 
by the Senate committee, changing the duty on lead contained 
in silver ore from 15 per cent ad valorem, as fixed by the House, 
to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound, equal to 37.68 per cent 
This is the only change. 

We 3 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, not 
withstanding the existing duty of 14-cents per pound, lead in sil- 
ver ore to the amount of 59,809,044 pounds of the value of $1,190,- 
462.21, and lead contained in other ore and dross 3,327 pounds 
of the value of $177, and of pigs and bars, molten and old refuse 
lead run into blocks and bars, and old scrap lead, fit only to be 
manufactured, 3,975,521 pounds of the value of $161,833. With 
these large importations coming into competition with the lead 
produced in this country, notwithstanding the existing duties, 
what may we not expect in the way of importations under the 
largely reduced duties provided for in the pending bill? 

I shall not detain the Senate in discussing at length this ques- 
tion of protection to lead in all its bearings. This will be done 
more intelligently, I doubt not, when the schedule is reached, b 
our colleages from Idaho, Montana, and other silver and 1 

roducing States. It has already been fully and ably discussed 

n the House of Representatives by the able Representative from 

the State of Idaho [Mr. SWEET], and to his speech on that sub- 

pot delivered in the House of Representatives January 27, 1894, 
take great pleasure in attrac ting especial attention. 

HEAR WHAT CERTAIN LEADING INFLUENTIAL DEMOCRATIC JOURNALS HAVE 
TO SAY RESPECTING THE WILSON TARIFF MEASURE, 

The Cincinnati Enquirer (Democratic) of February 1, says: 

The Democratic platform [of 1892] is notnotice that the benefits of protec- 
tion, which has entwined itself through our whole business fabric, must be 
suddenly eliminated, but the Wilson bill is, except in those abnormal and un- 
accountable sections in which it out-McKinleys McKinley in McKinleyism, 

I suppose this has reference to rice and sugar. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the precedent of McKinleyism in it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The article continues: 

The Democratic 5 does not mean to give the ultra free traders 
full sweep for their eccentricities, but the Wilson bill does. The Demo- 
cratic platform does not countenance a deficiency in the revenues, but the 
Wilson bill does. 

The Wilson bill standing alone is an un-Democratic attack on the indus- 
try and vrosperity of the country, and a most pernicious measure in the 
matter of revenue. 

I will state to the Senator from Delaware that thatis what one 
of the leading Democratic papers of the country says about the 
pending bill. 

With the income tax attached it will be much worse. 

Worse and more of it, you see. 
ane be a measure to carry elections with for the Republican candi- 

Halt, Democrats. As we began, so we close. Do not wreck the Demo- 
cratic party. 2 = k 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis bad advice. The best thing that could 
be done would be to wreck that party. 
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Mr. HOAR. From what paper is the Senator from Oregon 


reading? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Cincinnati Enquirer, a lead- 
ing Democratic paper of this country, and it quotes the New 
York Sun, also Democratic, as saying: 

The Wilson bill isa measure in which there is no vestige of Democratic 
principle. From top to bottom it betrays the Democracy and makes it des- 
picable in the eyes of the people. So far asthe treachery of a single branch 
of Congress and of a Democratic Administration can bring the Democratic 
party into di „ that result will be accomplished if that atrocious bill 

passed on Thursday. 

The New York Sun article was written before the bill passed 
the House of Representatives. 

In contrast with the free trade tariff for revenue spaech of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Finance in opening 
this debate, I beg pardon for inserting the following quotation 
from a speech reported to have been made by that distinguished 
Senator at the opening of the industrial fair in Atlanta, Ga., 
October 5, 1881: 

SENATOR VOORHEES ONCE A PROTECTIONIST. 

The Industrial World, of ETT ee republishes the following extractsfrom 
an address delivered by Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, now chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Finance, at the o of the industrial fair at Atlanta, Ga., 
on October 5, 1881. Mr. VOORHEES ~ 

“Freedom of trade has a seductive sound, but, if it be not reciprocal, and 
of equal advantage among nations, it is attractive only in so and noth- 
ing more. The policy of a wise government is necessarily one of self-in- 
terest, and it has a trust to perform in the care of its own people before 
centas out benevolence to others. 

5 policy of a free and unrestricted exchange and sale of commodities 
between commercial countries 


rotten this policy par 

Britain until, by hundreds of years of not merely protective but prohibitory 
legislation, she had so fostered and built up her home industries, and, at the 
same time, so cheapened the wages of labor, that ret, ea on the part ot 
other nations was no longer feared. The student of ory has but a short 
distance to go in the past in order to find E laws demanding the bar- 
ties of death and mutilation the importation and ex- 
Ka 5 > om $ Such abso: era 
trade as comparatively recen tory ot England presents can 

be found in any other country outside of China.“ 


The objections to the pending bill are summarized and point- 
veg grey in the following communication to the Congress 
of the United States by the officers of the American Protective 
Tariff League of the United States, of date January 26, 1894: 


N NEW YORK, January 26, 1394. 
Zo the Congress of the Uniled Slates: 

The American Protective Tariff Le: 
low-citizens interested in the protection of erican 
ind profoundly 1 with the wide- disaster which 
must come upon the American people should the Wilson bill become a law, 
sage has ralyzed ind 177... or OITAN OLA — d 
sage ustries, dep: 0 of work, an 
caused millions to suffer. 

We protest against this bill— 

1. Because it will reduce wages and can not correspondingly reduce the 
cost of what must buy; 

2. Because it WIIl give . to foreigners, and to that extent les- 

a: 


sen the work of our own ; 
es at our protective W iiig which during 


e, representing millions of your fel- 
erican labor and Ameri 


3. Because it violently st 


thirty years has raised us to a higher average of ci tion than the peo- 
ple of any nation u earth; 
4. Because itis f to suppose we can buy from foreign countries and 


still give our own 5 more employment and better wages; a 
5. use it is © enough to capture the markets of the world when we 
are assured of our own. by 


The panana or this bill— 
WII and make more permanent the evils which have already be- 
us 


* 

Will deprive American labor of the means wherewith to maintain the high 
standard of living; an 

Will rob the American producer of so much of the American market as it 
gives to the foreigner. 

These facts are emphasized by smokeless chimneys, fireless forges, silent 
wheels, ana dumb 9 while starvation and cold, sickness and death, 
and the uncertainty and hopelessness of a once happy people give the stamp 
= — — ibmitted, 

su 
CORNELTUS N. BLISS, 
President. 
LE GRAND B. CANNON, 
First Vice-President. 
CHESTER GRISWOLD, 


Treasurer. 
T. M. IVES. 
Chairman Executive Committe. 
WILBUR F. WAKEMAN, 
General Secretary. 
As indicating how the representatives of the farmers of this 
countryregard the Wilson bill in its relation to the farming inter- 
ests of the United States, I beg to submit the following commu- 
nication addressed to the Congress by the National Grange of 
the Patrons of Husbandry, of date January 30, 13!14: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January . 1894. 
To the Senators and Representatives assembled 
‘ in the Congress of the United States: 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned. have been appointed a committee of 
the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry to urge before your hon- 
orable pone pone legislation as is deemed by our order essential to the pros- 
perity of tural interests of our country, and in attempting to dis- 
charge this duty we find it necessary to emphatically object to some of the 
changes proposed in the agricultural ule by the so-called Wilson tariff 
bill, and in so doing we have nothing to say for or against protection as a 
eof veh Government, but as a revenue measure, every American citizen 
eres 


We deem it the true policy of the National Government to collect its rev- 
enues, as much as possible, from duties on imports, as being a system of 
taxation more equitable and less burdensome when justly distributed than 
direct taxation upon the industries and property of our people, thus leav- 
ing this class of subjects to the States for tion for the collection of their 
revenues, as they can not levy an import tax under the Constitution of the 
General Government. 

Another reason why foreign trade should pay import duties is that our 
Government must maintain wharves and warehouses for the accommoda- 
tion of their trade, and this trade should justly pay for this privilege out of 
which it is proposed to gain a livelihood. 

‘The members of our order, of course, differ in their views upon the de- 
tails of equitable tariff legislation. It is not the duty of the order to inter- 
fere with the free exercise of the rights of our members as citizens. 

When the people at the ballot box decide any issue raised by the political 
parties on general principles our order „ the situation, and 
omy insists that the policy thus indorsed shall fairly carried into effect 
5 —.— na tion against the farmer, or any class or interest in 

When the people decided for De ten 22g policy at the polls we asked 
Congress that in the pro revision agriculture sliould receive the 
same consideration as did other interests. Our demands were respectfully 
and fully considered, and with oneexception all that we asked was incorpo- 
rated in the tariff laws of our country, and the farmers were largely inci- 
protected in the American markets, and as a result realized better 
puois orhay, barley, vegetables, potatoes, beans, live stock, poultry, eggs, 

bacco, fruits, and many other products, which were not oppressive to those 


American 3 
to give employment to American labor and 
Chicago platform of the present 


Canada and other 3 countries, by reason of proximity and cheap water 
transportation, which effect bring the producers in foreign countries 
closer to these markets than ourAmerican farmers in the interior, whomust 
transport by the more costly methods of rail. 

The ron buikof agricultural products imported into the United States 
from Canada and countrits beyond the sea are consumed in our seaboard 
cities and greatmanufact centers of the Hast, which should be preserved 
as a market for the products of the farmers of the United States. 

Your petitioners respectfully maintain that the difference in the cost of 
agricultural productionsin the United States and in foreign countries should 
be ed asa just measure of the duties which may be laid upon the prod- 
ucts of foreign agriculture for the protection of American farmers. 

Tho cost ot 8 productions, including the transportation in the 
United States, excceds the cost of such uctions in Canada, including 


ti tion, by 44 per cent, owing to the price of labor. This is at least 
10 cent in excess of the duties now imposed by law upon the products 
of foreign agriculture, and the cost of agricultural productions in countries 


beyond the sea is even less than in Canada, owing to the samrecause. 

The Wilson tariff bill, as it now stands, is ust as between the manufac- 
turers and the farmer, who is a producer of wool, flax, and otherfibrous pro- 
ductions that enter into the manufacture of cloth. If the manufacturer 
should have free wool, then the farmer should have free cloth. 

We ask only for justice, that you treat the farmer as others are treated. 

Thep of agricultural implements on the free list in 9 
for the reduction of the duty on agricultural products is ridiculed by every 
intelligent farmer, as no st ty implements are im d of any con- 
sequence, being much inferior to those manufactured in the United States, 
which are sold to the farmer for a less price and on easier terms than in any 


country in the world, 

In view of the foregoing facts, we earnestly ask all true friends of ths 
farmer to insist upon a fair revision of the „and that in any legislation 
upon the subject that the present agricultural schedule be 3 or 
otherwise defeat the proposed legislation. 

We also desire to impress upon your minds the fact that we do not con- 
sider the present financial system of our country as satisfactory, and believe 
it is the cause of much of the financial embarrassment. Our members gen- 
8 favor an increase in the volume ot the currency to meet the business 
req 3 and revive the industries of our country and give employment 
abor. 

The ree wee f of our farmers are bimetallists. They maydiffer somewhat 
as to the details, but earnestly desire to maintain both silver and gold as 
money, with an issue of United States Treasury notes, if 3 to ie 
the volume of the currency to at least $40 per capita. They favor su 

1 legislation and such an adjustment of the tariff as will secure our 
American markets for American labor and American capital, which will 
again start ourcountry on a prosperous career. 

We therefore — aatra png ports on your honorable body to favorably con- 
sider the great ultural interests of our country, upon which the pros- 
perity of all other industries depends, and so legislate that the foregoing 
suggestions, which we have felt it our duty to present, may be enacted into 
law. believing that it will be the means of bringing contentment and hap- 
piness to thousands of rural homes and prosperity to our whole country. 

Respectfully submitted. x 

A VOICE FROM IDAHO. 
As reflect 


the views of a former member of this body, now 
governor of the State of Idaho, long a citizen of the State of 
Oregon, thoroughly familiar with all the varied industries, not 
only of Idaho, but of the Pacific coast, I beg to incorporate in 
my remarks the following communication addressed to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives by Governor W. J. 
McConnell, of Idaho: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Boise City, Idaho, January 20. 1894 
Mr.SPRakKeErR and Members of ths House of Representatives, Washington. D. C.: 
GENTLEMEN: The State of Idaho, vast in resources and possibilities, hay- 
ing already felt the damaging influence of legislation unfriendly to silver, 
now contemplates with alarm the efforts of the majority in Congress to pos 


what is known as the Wilson bill” Although the representatives o 
t manufactut districts of the East and South viewed with compla- 


cency the destruction of the silver-mining interest of the West, apparently 
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unmoved by the suffering of the wives and children of the thousands of 
miners thrown out of employment, untouched by silent tunnels, noiseless 
mills. and deserted cabins, 25 the people of the State of Idaho in this hour 
of present and im ding disaster, are moved with profound sorrow by the 
y recitals of the sufferings of the unemployed in the manufacturing 
cities east of the Mississippi River. 
Leaving the responsibility of removing the distress of these unfortunate 
łe to those whose methods imposed their present condition upon them, 
desire to direct your attention to the industries of the youngState of Idaho, 
and briefly recite to you the probable, results, to them, of the proposed tariff 
legislation. Our principal products—ranking in importance in the order 
named—are gold, silver, lead, wool, wheat, fruit, flaxseed, horses, and cat- 
tie. Our first product, gold, will no doubt be increased in output, for with 
diminished wages many placers can be worked that under the former scale 
of wages remained untouched. 


Regard our second resource, silver, Congress has already destroyed that 
industry, giving in its place a promise of theimmediate restoration of pros- 
ity, Which has, however, only been verified by the establishment of soup 


ouses,” and additional work for our sheriffs and their deputies. The Wil- 
son bill, if it become a law, will close all our lead mines until thenecessities of 
the minerscompel them to accept wages the same or less than the peons of 
Mexico are now paid. Before Congress adopts legislation calculated to de- 
grade America's 8 to that level, wisdom would seem to dictate 
that the members should pause and reflect as to the consequences Mable to 


ensue, 
Our fourth industry, wool, can not be successfully maintained in rig a 
tion with the Australian product. The maj r of the New South Wales 
exhibit at the Columbian Exhibition boldly displayed a sign, as follows: 
* We can raise wool for 6 cents per pas Beneath which was the p 
nent uiry: What can you raise it for?’ The management of the Expo- 
sition caused this sign to be removed, stating that it was politics, and that 
no politics could be allowed on the s. Idaho can not meet this kind 
of competition and maintain the dignity of the American laborer. 

Our industry, wheatgrowing, is so depressed that the farmers who 
are engaged in it are on the verge of bankruptcy; whether the claim that 
the price of wheat has been influenced by the price of silver be admitted by 
any considerable number of peono or not, the fact remaing that, aided and 
abetted by those high in place in this Government, English agents have 
been able to purchasesiiver in this co: to be used in bu wheat in 
India at prices which mean ruin to the silver miners, and truction to 
the farmers who have been obliged to sell in competition with wheat thus 
3 it is your duty to determine the relief to be afforded. Our sixth 

ustry, fruit growing, although yet in its infancy, has assumed such pro- 
portions and attained such a d of success as to chall the admira- 
Sonor all who take an interest in this important factor in the economy of 

e farm. X 

At the recent horticultural exhibit at the World's Fair, Idaho carried off 
first prizes for the best exhibit of two of the most im roducis of the 
orchard—apples and prunes. By the passage of the Wilson bill this indus- 
try will be crippled, if not destroyed. The culture of flaxseed, which ranks 
seventh among our industries, can not be continued under the provisions of 
the Wilson bi The protective tariff, which has not been less that 25 cents 

bushel since the culture of 3 Lee the Pacific coast, 
os ae 3 the product of India from ving our farmers out of 
the marke 


ttance 
and its 


revenue onl 

ers, woolgrowers, stockmen, miners, 

the planters in the South, and the mam in the 

W. J. MCCONNELL, Governor. 
RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 

Another feature of the pending bill in direct opposition to 
American interests and American industries and the wage- 
workers of the United States is the provision which strikes down 
that portion of the McKinley act providing for reciprocity trea- 
ties with other countries, Under that provision of the McKin- 
ley act a number of treaties were negotiated with different for- 
eign countries, the most of them consummated within a year 
from the passage of the McKinley act. As exhibiting the vast 
increase of our trade with these several countries in virtue of 
these several treaties, I may be pardoned for reproducing here 
the following article from the Boston Commercial Union cited 
by the disti hed Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
in his able speech of yesterday: 5 

It is cheer to nis decline in one 7 
been an roan — F cortain „55 
States that have been steadily increasing their hold on foreign markets. The 
exports of 1893 exhibit them as follows: 


Increases— 
Articles, ete. pip hg 
eceding Over 1892. 
ve years. 


3 


Agricultural implements „„ #1, 632, 912 539 
0 ee eae 538, 257 614.573 
Carriages and cars 117, 564 1, 033, 881 
5 i | cosa 
Cotton goods 1, 181,528 22 287 
Ete ANRE oe ee ee 1, 787, 648 1, 719, 568 
tific apparatus, etc 321, 801 4163, 147 

Tron and steel wares _. 4,378,389 2.258, 268 
manufactures 1, 721, 123 2, 109, 833 

Paper manufactures __ 416, 615 229, 382 
2g As ES eae SS eGR A 1, 462, 431 393, 005 
ea ae a ee cn TES By AL Tee oe 3,464,513 2, 808, 044 
SIN ooo oe ee ee 2, 690, 107 2, 182, 648 
r ß Pe ae 3, 039, 091 2,075, 495 


(When three years are considered, American ¢ 


The increased use of electricity of course accounts for our increased ex- 
ports of copper ingots, and Canada West is the purchaser that has been ab- 
sorbing so large an ‘ease of Yankee coal. $ 

Generally speaking, it will be seen that thirty years of protection have 
transformed us from a country e little but the natural products of 
the soil into a country of vast and varied industries. The home market is, 
of course, much the more valuable, for, as the Boston Journal so admirabiy 
summarized the situation the other day, the United States consumes 20 
cent of all the sugar, 25 per cent ot all the cotton, 30 per cent of all the ee 
and copian 33 per cent of all the steel and iron and wool and rubber, 40 per 
cent of all the coal, and 50 per cent of all the tin produced. 

The future of the foreign trade of the United States lies not in shipping 
cotton to England, but flour to Cuba and cloth to Brazil. 

itis an interesting fact that though the number of yards of cotton cloth 
exported from the United States dropped to 159,417,927 in 1893 from 171,754,- 
048 in 1892, the value of our exports increased from 10,299,220 in 1892 to 10,347,- 
521 in 1893. China's purchases of plain brown cottons fell off one-half, but 
the West Indies, Brazil, and Central America increased their purchases of 
colored and high-cost cottons to such an extent that the value of the total 

ted increased. The quantity of Brazil's purchases increased one- 
third, the value increased one-half. 

The increase in our exports of manufactures of fron and steel is notably 
large; two-thirds of this represents engines and machinery. Cuba is our 
largest customer for machinery; Mexico and Brazil are liberal purchasers, 
as indeed is Great Britain, but whereas, except in hardware, England shows 
a decreasing disposition to buy, our Latin erican neighbors have been 
increasing their purchases. 

is it not profitubie to keep customers and 3 the group of customers 
who buy our most expensive products and put a duty on those of European 
manufacture? The present House of Representatives does not think so. It 
has voted to abandon these new foreign markets for our manufactured prod- 
ucts and to let down the bars of our Own markets to the foreign producer. 

The future historian of the United States will wonder at the folly of a 
nation thus ready to surrender not only its possessions, but its prospects. 


THE CASH VALUE OF RECIPROGITY. 


In tho last two editions of the Bulletin we have shown statistically how 
the European markets for our staples 5 away from us. The very 
valuable annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics makes it 

ssible to show also how American exports have blossomed in the new 
atin American countries under the infiwence of reciproci 


treaties. 

The year 1892 is given for comparison because that year ist the latest avail- 
able for the French and Enghsh statistics. The German statisties are not at 
hand for a later year than 1891: 

United States exports, 
To— 1890. 1892. 
$1,326,388 | S1, 800. 577 $1,713,142 
522, 631 478, 947 442, 907 
1,270, 073 1, 187, 189 812, 654 
886, 231 1,274, 021 1,118,054 
8, 074,433 7, 993, 185 7.912, 311 
926, 651 984, 1 1, 108, 733 
‘score pia Sarm 
11.802.406 14,540,000 12.339.584 
2,011,122 1,885, 542 1,953,012 
ce ba and Brazil. In Cuba the 
heavy increase is due to an enormous relative increase in our exports of 
shoes, corn, wheat fiour, hog and lumber. 


md pork, board: 
growth in the value of cotton cloths. 
these figures and exults 


In 
chinery 
cently there has been a 

The reciprocity destroyer carefully covers 
over the fact brought out by the above tables, that our 5 to cortam 
smaller countries with whom we have reciprocity treaties have apparently 
declined. Among these are Honduras, British Guiana, Nicaragua, and the 
British West Indies. 

In the case of the British West Indies the Kaporta of Bermuda from the 

ý excluded 


United States are included in the Department's figures for 1890 and 
in 1892. As the annual imports of Bermuda are 81.500.000, the bulk being 
plies from the United States and 


foods Canada, the apparent small de- 
crease in the years selected is more than accounted for. 

As to the e tet us sse how other countries have fared in 
Latin A: Ch. Central America were £987,168 


Great Britain's exports to 
in 1880, and but £820,152 in 1801. France's ris to Central America were 
1.838.200 francs in 1890 and 1,127,911 francs in 1892. 

Both these countries show a net loss for all Central America. Taking all 
on tral America together, the United States shows a very handsomerelative 
ne 5 


Great Britain exported to the British West Indies goods to the value of 
£2,624,472 in 1890, and but 22.181.310 in 1832. We are iy gaining upon Eng- 
land in her own co 

Haiti and San D: are unfortunately classed together, one being out 
ofand the other in our reciprocity arrangement. Le fand's exports to the 
two fell during the two years in question from £528,357 to £247,971, France's 
from 13,474,176francs to 9,204,461 francs. Oursnbstantial gam in San Domingo 
almost offsets the loss in Haiti. Our exports to the two have fallen but from 
86.028.115 to $5,917,618, a trifling decline when com paron with 9 

ts show a gain.) 

Engiand sold to the Spanish West Indies“ 10 the value of £1,876,7356 
in 1890, and but £1,478,171 in 1892. _France’sexportsfell from 11,671,054 to 4,792,- 
378 francs in the same year. Asnotsi above, our exports in the two years 
increased 40 per cent, and in three years nearly 100 per cent. 

England did increase her exports to Brazil from £7,458,638 to £7,910,320 
(mostly In jute goods and telegraph wire). France, however, feil from 81,- 
010,705 francs in 1890 to 63,520,001 francs in 1892. The United States gained 
more rapidly than England. 

More than this, President Harrison proclaimed a specially hostile tariff 
against Colombia, Venezuela, and Haiti. It has been represented that the 
injury thus 8 to be done our exports has more than counterbalanced 
the gain secured in the other countries. 

Now, our exports to Colombia have risen from $2,522,351 in 1830 to 83,047,620 
in 1893; curexports to Venezuela rose from $3,984,280 in 1890 to 34,142,051 in 
1883. Our exports to Haiti, as noted above. did decline a little in 1892, bus 
from 1890 to 1893 they rose from 35,101,461 to . 170.031. 

As compared with 1890 we have in 1803 increased our exports to six out of 
the ten Latin American countries under 5 treaties and lost iu four. 
The political uncertainty in Brazil in 1893 and the removal of Bermuda from 
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—s classification of the West Indies make the apparent less than 
e actual gain. 
However, as it stands, we have gained net in our exports to these coun- 


the 


tries $12,527,520 since 1890. We have lost but $577,897, and the countries that 
are sarau oa of us have become even more niggardly customers of Euro- 
pean countries. 

These new Latin American markets have in part at least offset the dwin- 
dling 9 demand for our old-time staples. The great Sclavonic coun- 
tries with India and Egypt may break down the European demand for our 
petroleum, our wheat, and our cotton. Here, however, are markets they 
can not control. 

Will President Cleveland civilly hand them alsoto Great Britain? 


SOME OF THE DISASTERS WHICH HAVE AFFLICTED OUR COUNTRY SINCE 
MR. CLEVELAND'S INAUGURATION, MARCH 4, 189. 


What are some of the things which have happened since the 
inauguration of the present Administration, March 4, 1893, af- 
fecting the general welfare and prosperity of this country, and 
to what extent may these fearful happenings be justly denomi- 
nated, not merely as coincidences, but as dreadful consequences 
of the threatenening policies of the Democratic Administration? 
Since then, bankruptcy has fastened its cold and icy grip on the 
owners and operators of more than one-fifth of all the railroad 
mileage in the United States. Property of this one class - 
8 a capital in stocks and bonds of more than $1,750,000,- 
000 is no longer controlled by owners, but is in the hands of re- 
ceivers who must in all things proceed according to the order 
and under the direction of the courts appointing them. 

Reliable statistical returns for the month of ‘February of the 
present year show a loss on 123 roads, operating 95,945 miles of 
track, amounting to $4,654,203, or 2.54 per cent, and making a 
total decrease in earnings in the first two months of this year of 
$9,605,851, as against a gain of $539,310 last year, and as against 
gains of from three to seven millions in each of the three pre- 
ceding years. S 

Since the incoming of the present Administration, according 
to the bulletin of the American Iron and Steel Association, over 
one hundred iron and steel manufacturing establishments and 
iron ore mining properties have gone into the hands of rec»iv- 
ers, assignees, or sheriffs, while at least one-fifth of the capital 
invested in these industries has been absolutely sunk since Mr. 
Cleveland’s election. 

In the first ten months of the present Administration there 
was a shrinkage in the total bank clearings of this country from 
the total clearings during the last ten months of the year 1892 
of the almost incomprehensible sum of $8,259,292,017. But, oh! 
saysone, it was the Sherman silver act that was the cause of 
this. But in reply to this I beg attention to the important and 
undeniable historic fact that while the shrinkage in bank clear- 
ings for the two months preceding the repeal of the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman act was $2,634,599,247, the falling off for 
the two months immediately following such repeal was $3,339,- 
684,035, or greater than the shrinkage of the two months imme- 
diately preceding the repeal by $705,084,788. The shrinkage in 
the month of September, 1893, before the rpo act was passed, 
was $1,467,649,673, while that of December following the repeal 
in October was $1,947,505,663. 

But this is not all. Neither the repeal of the Sherman act 
nor the advent of the new year has availed to stem the down- 
ward course of financial and business affairs inthiscountry. In 
the months of January and February of the present year, ac- 
cording to Bradstreet, the shrinkage in business, as indicated 
by the volume of bank clearings, reached the enormous sum of 
$1 890,312,536 in January and $1,867,645,918 in February, making 
the e e B99 for these two months of 83,757, 958, 454. 

And yet, Mr. President, during the special session, the claim 
was insistently made by the gold monometallists that all that 
was necessary to bring prosperity, to increase trade, to cause 
the flow of money into this country, to stop its export to foreign 
countries, was to wipe out of existence the purchasing clause of 
the Shermanfact, which they denounced as responsible, in the 
main, for all these business andfinancial troubles. While these 
immense losses, amounting during the first year of Mr. Cleve- 
land's Administration to considerably more than $12,000,000,000, 
or withinafraction of one-fifth of the total wealth of the country, 
only properly mark the extent of the loss in trade, it does not 
inc — the still infinitely: greater losses and of a character, 
too, which strike a deadly blow at the farmers, the landowners, 
the producers, and the transportation interests of the country. 

In that sad category may be reckoned nearly $325,000,000 de- 
crease in the value of cattle, sheep, horses, swine, and other live 
stock; also the loss to the farmers of this country in the depres- 
sion to ruinous rates, in the price of wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and other cereals; in the depreciation of the value of real estate, 
to say nothing of the ruin that has been brought upon our min- 
ing B by the absolute demonetization of silver, the 
closing of our silver mines, and the annihilation of innumerable 
other industries and enterprises depending on these for their 
existence and support. 


try upon which duties are levied by the Mc 


But the sad catalogue of business disasters which have come 
to the people of this country since March 4, 1893, is far from 
complete until included in its sickening list is the statement of 
the 16,000 business failures which have occurred in that time, 
involving liabilities to the extent of $346,749,889, to say nothing 
of the great unfortunate army of unemployed and dependent 
poopie, og gregating, according to Bradstreet, 219,200 in New 

ngland, 787, in New York and New Jersey, 500,700 in the 
State of Pennsylvania alone, 680,650 in the central Western 
States, 240,700 in the Northwestern States, 165,715 in the South- 
ern States, and 72,800 on the Pacific coast, footing the stupen- 
dous aggregate of my a da and dependent in our countr 
of 2,758,595, of whom 801 are stated to be unemployed, pat 
1,956,710 dependent. All this, Mr. President, was not so prior 
to the Presidential election of 1892. 


SILVER. 

The oft-reiterated assertion made during the past year that 
the Sherman silver act was the cause of driving gold from this 
country has been more than overwhelmingly answered from 
time to time by actual statistics. The report of the Bureau of 
Statistics for November, 1893, shows that the exports of gold 
from August, 1890, when the Sherman silver-purchase law went 
into effect, until the end of that year were but $4,042,221, while 
the imports of gold during the same period were over three times 
that amount or $13,731,249, showing a net of imports over ex- 
ports of $9,689,028. 

Now, why was this? All Europe at that time, by the enact- 
ment of that law, 5 it was the settled determination of 
the Government of the United States to adopt a silver policy of 
its own, regardless of the action of any of the European nations 
upon that subject. This policy then adopted enabled us to se- 
cure gold from Europe, and had it been steadfastly and vigor- 
ously maintained our imports of gold, all other things being 
equal, would have continued to exceed our exports. But when- 
ever it was ascertained by the European nations that they were 
mistaken in regard to the determination of the United States 
upon the silver question, and it became plainly evident that the 
Administration wasdeferring to European nations upon the sub- 
ject, Austria at once entered upon the business of demonetizing 
silver, and thus succeeded in extracting from us in the neigh- 
borhood of $100,000,000 in gold. X 

THE THREAT OF TARIFF REDUCTION HAS PROSTRATED TRADE. 

But what has been the effect on the revenues of the Govern- 
ment since the inauguration of the present Administration? 
Under the operation of the McKinley tariff during the year 1892, 
the Government was enabled to pay all its expenses and had a 
surplus for that year of $9,915,453.66, whereas the surplus for the 
next fiscal year (1893) was considerably less than one-fourth that 
amount, or $2,341,674 only, while for the present year, instead 
of a surplus of nearly $10,000,000, as in 1892—the last year of 
President Harrison’s Administration—we have a deficit of from 
seventy-five to one hundred millions, the present Secretary of 
the Treasury himself placing it in his last estimate at seventy- 
night millions. 

hy is this so? Wehave the same fiscal laws to-day that we 
had in 1892. This great change, therefore, can not be attributed 
to the laws, but to some other potent cause which has operated 
to check importations under those laws. And is this strange? 
Is it by any means curious or to be wondered at that merchants, 
large importers in this country, will reduce the amount of their 
purchases when an Administration having control of all the de- 
partments of the Government has proclaimed in favor of free 
trade and a large reduction in duties? This is one, the princi- 
pal reason, why importations have fallen off, and why as a con- 
sequence the revenues of the Government have fallen off and in- 
stead of a surplus we have an immense deficiency staring us in 
the face A 

But this is not by any means the sole reason. By this pro- 
posed legislation the great industries of this country have been 
threatened, men have been thrown out of employment, and the 
ability of the people of this country to make purchases, as for- 
merly, has been seriously impaired. The Am ponte into this coun- 

ley act were much 
less during eleven months of 1893 than during the year 1892. 

For the seven months ending January 31, 1894, there was a 
falling off in our imports of merchandise to the extent of $112,- 
822,621, the value of our imports for this period, ending January 
31, 1893, being $484,371,681; while for the latter period but 8371, 
549,060. But it was on the dutiable portion of these imports 
that the falling off was the more marked, being of the value of 
$247,658,612 for the seven months ending January 31, 1893, and 
of but $167,605,321 for the seven months ending January 31, 1894, 
a falling off in this short period of $80,053,291. But in our ex- 
ports of domestic merchandise for a like period there was a de- 
crease amounting to $41,264,227, our exports for the seven months 
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ending January 31, 1893, being $560,295 
oe ending the 31st day of January, 1894, 

1,318. 

In this connection it may not be out of place to attract atten- 
tion to the deplorable fact—a fact which brings, or ought to 
bring at least, the blush to the face of every American, and the 
existence of which Ishall not now stop to attempt to charge up 
to either of the great political parties, although much, I think, 
can be said on that subject to the advantage of the Republican 

rty and thedisadvantage of our political adversaries—and that 
Ie that of the imports of merchandise into this country during 
the seven months ending January 31, 1894, which were brought 
in steam and sailing vessels; but $72,358,179 were brought in 
American yessels—$42,378,365 in steam vessels and $29,979,814 
in sailers—while $393,327,665 were brought in foreign vessels, 
$374,260,123 worth of which amount were brought in steamers 
and the balance, $19,067,542, in sailers. 

But this is not all, nor by any means the worst; for of our total 
exports during this same period of seven months ending Janu- 
ary 31 last, $22,610,481 in value were carried in cars and other 
land vehicles, but $40,535,192 in American vessels, $25,733,697 of 
which amount insteamers and $14,796,495 worth in sailers; while 
the enormous balance of our exports for this period, amounting 
to $455,855,642 in value, wascarried in foreign vessels, $408,765,- 
619 of which balance was carried in foreign steamers and $47,- 
090,023 in foreign sailers. 


OUR NATIONAL FINANCES. 


In this connection a comparison of the state of the public debt 
at the commencement and close of President Harrison’s Ad- 
ministration with its present state is interesting and instructive. 
At the closa of President Cleveland’s first Administration, or 
rather at the end of the fiscal year July 1, 1888, the entire public 
debt was $1,063,004,894. This was reduced during the Adminis- 
tration of Mr. Harrison, or rather between July 1, 1888, and July 
1, 1892, $221,438,431, it being but $$41,526,463 at the latter date. 

By the sale of bondsand the depletion of cash in the Treasury, 
which is taken into account in ascertaining the amount of the 
entire public debt, it has been increased since July 1, 1892, and 
nearly the whole of which has occurred since March 4, 1893, to 
the enormous extent of $165,791,542. And while the entire in- 
terest-bearing debt was, July 1, 1892, but $585,029,330, it is now 
$625,872,000, or an increase of 810, 841, 470, which means an in- 
crease in the annual payments of interest of over $2,000,000. 


THE COUNTRY’S PROGRESS UNDER A PROTECTIVE POLICY. 


What more overwhelmingly convincing argument in favor of 
the protective policy could be desired than the history of the 
material development and physical progress of this country 
under that policy, until the dismal shadow of the approaching 
change of that policy cast its deadly and demoralizing influ- 
ence over our fair land? Contrast the total wealth of our coun- 
try at the different periods, 1860, 1870, 1880, and 1890, and it 
elisa story of material development and human progress un- 
paralleled by that of any other country since the creation of 
man 


In 1860 our total wealth was 816, 159,616,068; in 1870 it was 
$30,068,518,507, an increase in this decade of 85.7 per cent, not- 
withstanding the fact that during this period occurred a fearful 
devastation and destruction of wealth by the civil war. In 1880 
it was $43,642,000,000, and in 1890, $65,037,091,197 or an increase 
in this decade of $21,395,091,197, or an increase of, within a small 
fraction, 50 per cent. 

In 1860, at the close of the existence of the free-trade tariff of 
1846, as slightly modified by the act of 1857, our wealth per capita 
was but 8308, while in 1870 it was $780. In 1880 it was $870 and 
in 1890, 81,039, or an increase per capita in the last decade of 
$169 toevery man, woman, and child in the Republic, although 
our population during the same decade had increased nearly 25 
per cent (24.86) from 50,155,783 in 1880 to 62,622,250 in 1890. 

RAILROAD DEVELOPMENT. 


In every department of enterprise the development under the 
protective policy of this country has been the wonder of the age 
and in no department has this fact been more clearly emphasize 
than in railroad development. And in no respect is this more 
plainly shown than by contrasting this development with the 
progress made under a free-trade tariff. During the fourteen 
years of the existence of the much-lauded Walker tariff, or free- 
trade tariff, from 1846 to 1861, the whole number of miles of rail- 
road constructed in this country was 24,150 miles, or an average 
increase of but 1,725 miles each year during this period; whereas 
the number of miles constructed during the fourteen years en- 
suing the close of the war, that is, from 1866 to 1879 inclusive, 
was 56,495 miles, or an average of 4,035 miles each year, while 
for the fourteen years from 1880 to 1893, inclusive, there were 
built 89,200 miles, or an average of 6,371 miles each year 
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While for a like p 
they were but $519,- 


And as indicating the vastness of this business, attention is 
attracted to statistics as given in Poor’s Railroad Manual, show- 
ing that there is in vested in this one industry, capital and funded 
debt (stocks and bonds), the enormous sum of $10,268,169,042, 
with annual gross earnings of $1,191,857,099, $816,716,759 accru- 
ing from freight and $375,140,340 from passengers, with net 
oe amounting to $352,817,405, and paying dividends of $81,- 

36,811. 

Notwithstanding the fearful depression in prices during the 
past twenty years, caused mainly, as I believe, by the demone- 
tization of silver in 1873 and hostile silver legislation since that 
time under the countervailing stimulus of the protective policy, 
the augmentation in wealth in its every department has been 
the wonder of the time. This is illustrated in a great variety 
of ways, but better than all others by a comparison of the cen- 
sus reports for different decades. 

It is clearly shown by the census of 1890, in connection not 
only with the increased number of manufactories and manufac- 
tured products, but also in the increase in thenumber and value 
of farms and farm products, live stock, etc. In 1880 there were 
in the United States 4,008,907 farms, of the total value, includ- 
ing buildings, of 310,197,096,776, while according to the census 
of 1890 there were 4,564,641 farms, of the value of $13,279,252,- 
649, or an increase of 555,734-or 13.86 per cent in the number of 
farms and an increase of 30.23 per cent in their valuation. 

Again, the value of farm implements and machinery on these 
farms in 1890 was $494,247,467, as against 3406,520,055 in 1880, or 
an increase in this decade of 21.55 per cent. The value of live 
stock on farms in this country in 1890 (June 1) was $2,208,767 ,573 
as against $1,500,384,707 in 1880, or an increase in this decade o 
$708,482,866, or 47.21 per cent. 

Again, the total value of farm products in 1879 was $2,212,540,- 
927, while in 1890 it was $2,460,107,454, or an increase over that 
of 1879 of $247,566,627, or 11.19 per cent. 

The farmers in this country, moreover, notwithstanding all 
they had to contend with during the decade from 1880 to 1890. 
produced 245,972,181 more pounds of butter in 1890 than they did 
in 1880—the number of pounds produced in 1880 being 777,250,- 
287, as against 1.024, 223,468 pounds in 1890, or an increase of 
31.78 per cent. These statistics, however, only include the but- 
ter produced on farms and do not include that made in butter 
factories. 

Nor has this development been confined to any one section of 
the country nor to any one product. The total cotton acreage 
in this country in 1879 was but 14,408,019 acresand the total pro- 
duction in that year but 5,755,359 bales of 453 pounds net, agrar 
gating 2,607,177,627 pounds, whereas the acreage ten years later 
(in 1889) had increased to 20,175,270 acres, or an increase in the 
acreage in these ten years of 5,695,251 acres, or 39.33 per cent, 
while the product in 1889 was 7,472,511 bales of 477 pounds net— 
the size of the bale having been increased from 453 to 477 

unds—aggregating 3,584, 387,747 pounds, or an increase of 957,- 
210,120 pounds, or 38. 71 per cent over that of ten years previous. 

So also in the production of tobacco. We produced in 1889 
15,595,489 pounds more than in 1879. Our total tobacco product 
in the latter year was 472,661,167 pounds, and in 1889 the product 
was 488,256,646 pounds. And in this connection I desire to at- 
tract attention to the fact, perhaps not generally known, that 
the far Western States of Oregon and California are beginning 
to devote considerable attention to the raising of tobacco. 

There were in cultivation in the following three States in 1889 
acreage as follows: California 27 acres, producing 12,907 pounds; 
Washington 25 acres, producing 7,040 pounds, and Oregon 13 
acres, producing 3,325 pounds. 

Again, the total area devoted to the cultivation and produc- 
tion of cereals in the United States in 1889 was greater by 21,- 
585,766 acres, or 18.20 per cent greater than in 1879. In latter year 
the acreage was 118,631,779 acres, while in 1889 it was 140.217, 455 
acres. There has also been an increase in the production of cereals 
in 1889 over that in 1879 of 821,236,675 bushels, the product in 
the latter year being 2,697,579,229 bushels as against 3,518,816, 904 
bushels in 1889, : 

During the decade 1880-1890—according to the census—there 
was an increase in the numberof manufacturing establishments 
in this country of 102, 119; the total number in 1880 being 253,- 
282, as against 355, 401 in 1890. This is an increase of over 41 
per cent. The capital invested in 1890 reached the enormous 
figure of 86.124, 475,305, and the wages paid $2,282,823,265. The 
materials used in manufactures amounted to $5,158,865,333, and 
the value of the production $9,370, 107,264. 


WAGES 


Another significant fact, evidencing the good results of the 
ere policy on the wage-earners of the United States, is to 
found in the fact that in the year 1880, their average earnings 
were but $347.86 per year, while in 1890, according to the census, 
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these average had increased to $485.10, or an ave’ 
increase to the wage-workers of the country annually of $137.24, 
and this in the face of the other significant fact that the census 
shows that the number of wage-workers had increased in that 
decade 65.74 per cent. The increase in wages paid was 131.13 
per cent, in cost of materials 47.77 per cent, and in value of prod- 
ucts 69.27 per cent. 
CONCLUSION. 

But what is the real character of the pending bill? In many, 
indeed in the great majority of its vital schedules, it breathes 
the spirit of free trade with all its blighting consequences. In 
these it merciless! M assails capital and labor alike. It strikes a 
deadly blow at this industry and that, demoralizing labor, re- 
ducing wages, destroying confidence, brosding distrust, paralyz- 
ing trade, while in other portions of the bill its provisions pro- 
ceed along the lines of protection at high-water mark. Sugar, a 
common necessary of life, is taxed, while lemonade, soda water 
and other similar foreign waters, to tickle the fancy and sate the 
appetite of those able to indulge in these luxuries, nicely put up 
in plain, green or colored molded, or pressed-glass bottles, an 
fashion plates engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored 
or plain, and paintings in oil or water colors, in which the four 
3 of the cities are more especially interested, are admitted 

ree of duty. 

Rice being a product solely of the South, isprotected to the ex- 
tent of 83.89 per centad valorem, while the lumber, and the wool, 
and the coal, and the barley, and the hops, and the prunes, and 
the apples, and the hay, and the vegetables, and various other 
pores the great proportion of which are produced in the 

orth, are given little or no protection, and the great majority 
of them placed on the free list. 

The bill as it stands to-day is based on no definite, well-recog- 
nized principle or policy of customs taxation. It is neither free 
trade nor protection, and yet itis both. But one consideration 
seems to have been ä in the minds of its makers, and 
that is, how shall we frame this bill, wherein shall we make it 
free trade and wherein protection in its policy, so as to assure 
us of enough votes to secure its passage? This, Mr. President, 
is statesmanship of the highest order 

In its general characteristics this bill reminds one of the lines 


of Wordsworth: 
Theswan on still St. Marys Lake, 
Float double swan and shadow. 

The bill is sectional in the extreme in its general make-up, 
giving protection to the products and industries of one section 
and den. that protection to another. Ina word, the pend- 
ing bill is a legislative monstrosity, with the head of a man, the 
arms of a dragon, the tail of a fish and the claws of a bear. It 
isun- American, un-Democratic, un-Republican. Itisadangerous 
menace to the prosperity and general welfare of the le of 
the United States, and hence it is that the voice of patriotism, of 
Americanism, of Republicanism, and of real Democracy, demands 
that it be strangled in the legislative womb and never be per- 
mitted to be born. 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.). 
that the Senate do now adjourn. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
will not withdraw that motion for a moment. I think we ought 
to have a brief executive session in order that’ we may at least 
make some references. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iwill withdraw the motion for that p r 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] is very anxious to proceed with the consideration 
of the urgent deficiency mf soap pape bill. He will be in the 
Chamber in a moment, and if he does not appear I desire an ex- 
ecutive session of a few minutes at least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
at message from the President of the United States, which will 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

5 HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


I move 


To the Congress: ‘ 
I transmit herewith copies of certain dispatches from the United States 
minister at Honolulu, received by the Secretary of State since my message 


of March 19, 1804 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 13, 1894. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Wasa motion made to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business? 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri will be in the 
Chamber in one moment. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, he is here. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the motion will not be agreed to, 
but that the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to know whether debate is 
in order on a motion to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire that debate is not in order ona motion 
to adjourn. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, t the Senate do nowadjourn. [Putting the 
question.] The noes have it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLES], whom I do not 
see in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], but I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] that, if agreeable to him, we transfer 
our pairs and vote. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I think I should prefer to let my pair re- 
main as it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called), I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. PUGH’S name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puau], who is absent in 
consequence of illness. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted nay inadvertently; but I am paired with the junior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. MURPHY], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. Has the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAv- 
8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

in DIXON. I am paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the afirmative). I wish 
to withdraw my vote, and announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lam ree with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania Ee CAMERON]. he were present, Ishould vote“ nay.” 

Mr. WALSH. N. Mr. GORDON] is paired with the 
Senator from ae r. WILSON]. 

Mr. HARRIS. suggest to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHOUP] that, if agreeable to him, he and I transfer our pairs. 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

r.SHOUP. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Vermont 
will then stand paired with the Senator from 
WHire}. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I vote yea.“ 7 

Mr. QUAY. Before leaving the Chamber the junior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] desired me, if there was a call of the 
yeas and niys, to announce his pair with the Senator from Geor- 

[Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], 
so that the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL] and myse 
can vote. I vote“ nay.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I vote ‘‘yea.” ` 
Mr. CAREY (after baving voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inadvertently. Iam pai with the Senator from South Caro- 

lina [Mr. IRBY], and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that my colleague [Mr. 
Hunton] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT}. 

Mr. L. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 7 

The result was announced —yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 


r, MORRILL] 
ifornia [Mr. 


Hawley, 


Dolph, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Datois, Manderson, Proctor, Shoup. 
Frye, 
NAYS—27. 

Alle: Coke, ‘le, Peffer, 
Bate,” Daniel, os 

$ George, McPherson, Smith, 

burn. Gibson. Martin, Tes 

5 Gray, Palmer, Waish. 

Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, ' 


Aldrich, Gallinger, McMillan, Stewart, 
Allison, Gordon, Milis, Stockbridge, 
Brice, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
oes 1 Krie — . — 
ery, „ ur phy, ance, 
den, Hin, Perkins, Vilas, 
eron, Hoar, Pettigrew, ashby 
Carey, Hunton, Platt, White, 
Chandler, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. h, Wolcott, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. 2 
Dixon, Lodge, Sherman, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Squire, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion is lost. 

Mr. HILL. U rise for information, to inquire—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion has been lost, 

Mr, COCKRELL. However, noquorum has voted. Let the 
roll be called to ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ə Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HILL. II it is in order, will the Secretary be kind enough 
to inform us how many pairs were announced just now. 

The. VICE-PRESIDENT. The stenographer can make that 
announcement. The Senator from New York asks unanimous 
consent for that information. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to any further delay. The Chair 
has directed the Secretary to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care for a detailed statement, but I 
wish to know the number of pairs announced. I do not care to 
have the names: that is unnecessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to any further delay in the call- 
ing of the roll. 

Mr. HILL, Thisisa 
aright to have that 
order upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, 
and meanwhile the Chair will get the information for the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


liamentary inquiry. A Senator has 
ormation. I desire to make a point of 


Allen, „ Pasco, 
Bate, Dolph, Hoar. Peffer, 

7 Dubois, pled 3 
Blackburn, ê, Asay, s 
Blanc A Gallinger, McPherson, nsom, 
Butler, George, Shoup, 
Call, Gibson, Martin, mith, 
Carey, Gorman, Mitchell, Ore, est, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan, h. 
Coke, Hawley, Palmer, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from New York that nine pairs were an- 
nounced on the previous roll call. : 

Mr. HILL. So if those pairs had been entered upon the Jour- 


nal—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I object. There is no de- 
batable question before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. CHANDLER, There is no debatable question before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Everything is debatable in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 6556, being the urgent deficiency appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 
now before the Senate is a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion to adjourn was voted down. 
Itdid not require a quorum to vote down the motion to adjourn 
5 the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire only too well 

nos. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know all that the Senator from 
Missouri knows. I wishIdid. I understand that as soon as the 
presence of a quorum is established, the preceding question on 
which a quorum did not vots must be taken again, 

Mr. COC That is not the case on a motion to ad- 


ourn. 
$ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that on a mo- 
tion to adjourn that is not necessary. Does the Chair under- 
sm tho Senator from New York to rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry: 

Mr. HILL. My parliamentary inquiry is as to whether, as 
long as the record of this body shows that there were 45 Sena- 
tors present—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators answered to 
their names. 


The motion 
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Mr. HILL. Thirty-six Senators voted before, and there were 
nine pairs announced by Senators who were present. That makes 
a quorum actually present, who responded to their names and 
told the reason,not why they were absent, but why they were 
present. That constitutes a quorum of this body and entitles it 
to do business under the well-regulated rules which have pre- 
vailed in other bodies and which ought to prevail here. I make 
the point of order that there was a quorum actually present, 
which the Vice-President has a right to recognize, The Presi- 
dent of the Senate may take time upon this question, if it is de- 
sired, before it is ruled upon. ` 

Mr. DUBOIS and Mr. Quay addressed the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought I was recognized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, but the Senator from New Vork rose to a 
point of order. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Idaho on the point of order. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I simply desire to correct the Senator from 
New York as to his statement of fact. For instance, my col- 
league [Mr. SHOUP] announced his pair, and afterwards that 

air was transferred by an arrangement with the Senator from 

ennessee [Mr. 8 who also had announced a pair, and 
both my colleague and the Senator from Tennessee voted. That 
was done in several instances. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was not counted as a pair, then. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The point made by the Senator from New 
York is based on the supposition that all those who announced 
pairs were present and were not voting. As a matter of fact, 
the pairs were transferred and almost all those who were 
present and paired did vote. Upon the statement of fact I sub- 
mit that the point of order at this time is not well taken, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make one suggestion, if the Senator 
will pardon me. I do not understand this to be a practical ques- 
tion, or that the Senator from New York desires to raise itnow. 
As I understood him, he only rose to pay a tribute to the great 
wisdom and sagacity of the late Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives [Mr. REED]; that is all. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, on this point 

Mr. BUTLER. I call attention to the fact that our friends on 
the other side—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] on the question of order 
raised by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought I was recognized, but I see I was 
mistaken. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania will yield to 
me to complete my sentence? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The point of order made by the Senator 
from New York calls attention to the additional fact that our 
friends on the other side are filibustering very industriously and 
5 against the passage of the tariff bill. That fact is dis- 
closed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We will take the responsibility of it. 

Mr. QUAY. I believe I have the floor now. I merely rose 
to inquire of the Senator from New Yorkif he desired to sug- 
gest the adoption of the Reed rule in the Senate. It seems to 
me that is the purport of his suggestion. 

Mr. HILL. I do not reco 6 the fact that Mr. REED has 
any monopoly apon a simple and plain rule like this. It can be 
adopted by any body, and it can be recognized as existing under 
the ordinary principles of parliamentary law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator from New York 
claim the prior right of discovery? 

Mr. HILL. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to say asingle word on the point 
of order. As I remember the matter, a vote was taken to ad- 
journ. The declaration was made that there was not a quorum 
present. The Vice-President recognized that fact and directed 
a call of the Senate, which developed a quorum. The Chair 
then decided that further business was in order. I submit that 
the point of order raised by the Senator from New York comes 
too late, and that before it can be considered it must be raised 
again at some time when the want of a quorum is developed, as 
was the case on the motion to adjourn. - 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not yet ruled on the 
question. He will hear the Senator from Connecticut on the 
point of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator from New York 
claims there was a quorum here at the time the vote was taken 
to adjourn. Isuppose, then, his point is that we really adjourned 
five minutes: If so, where are we now? 

Mr. HARRIS, But the vote was against an adjournment. 
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Mr. HILL. An adjournment is not had until it is declared 
from the Chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Connecticut did not 
listen to the announcement of the result. In answer to the ques- 


tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I take occasion to at- 
tention to the fact that there is a very broad difference between 
the conditionsuggested by the Senator from New York, namely, 
that though a quorum may not have voted upon a motion where 
a quorum was not required, the announcement of pairs showed 
that more than a quorum was present, and the employment and 
application of arbitrary rules that may have been employed 
without precedent or authority in other deliberative bodies. 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire what is the point of order? 


Mr. FRYE. There is no point of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The last roll call discloses the 
presence of a quorum, 
Mr. MORGAN. There isno point of order before the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The last roll call discloses that a 
rorya J present, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from 
ouri. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have been trying to get the floor for a 
long while to make a motion. Itis evident we can not do an 
lezislative business this evening, and rather than do nothing, 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 

.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, April 
I, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 13, 1894. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William L. Marbury, of Maryland, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Maryland, vice John T. Ensor, whose 
term will expire May 21, 1894. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

John E. Lynch, of Missouri, tobe marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice Frank Buchanan, whose 
term expired April 11, 1894. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Ormond Hammond, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Baltimore, Md., to succeed George L. Wel- 
lington, whose term of office will expire by limitation July 8, 
1894. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William H. Harries, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Minnesota, to succeed Marcus John- 
son, resigned. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Frank T. Shaw, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed Wil- 
liam M. Marine, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

William H. Manogue, of the District of Columbia, to be col- 
lector of customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District 
of Columbia, to succeed Sherman A. Johnson, removed. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Barnes Compton, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
Milton G. Urner, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

M. A. Frawley, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Burlington, in the State of Iowa, to succeed Charles Willner, 
whose term of office will expire by limitation July 10, 1894. 

C. Ridgely Goodwin, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs 
in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
William D. Burchinal, whose term of office has expired by limi- 
tation. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS. 


E. P. Chancellor, of West Virginia, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the Seventh district, to succeed John Fehren- 
batch, resigned. 

James O'Neal, of Illinois, to be supervising inspector of steam 
vessels for the Fourth district, to succeed Frank Burnett, re- 


8 
ames N. Thompson, of Arkansas, to be supervising inspector 
of eg vessels for the Sixth district, to succeed John Ingie, re- 


_of Rock Island and State of 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Aloysius Lynch, of Leadville, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Leadville, Colo., vice Willis L. Thompson, to be re- 
mored. 

Albert M. avory, of Havana, Ala., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Huntsville, Ala., vice Charles Hendley, term expired. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


James F. Moore, of Princeville, Oregon, to be register of the 
arse ps at The Dalles, Oregon, vice John W. Lewis, term ex- 
pired. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, to be rear-admiral in the 
Navy from the llth of April, 1894, vice Rear-Admiral A. E. K. 
Benham, retired. 

Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, to be commodore in the Navy from 
the 11th of April, 1894, vice Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, pro- 


moted. 
Commander Enip H. Cooper, to be captain in the Navy from 
the IIth of April, 1894, vice Capt. T. O. Selfridge, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Edward Finn, to be postmaster at West Winsted, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of George B. 
Cook, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

William E. Bu ch, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Georgia, in the place of Benja- 
min F. Parsons, whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Matthew J. MeEniry, to be postmasterat Moline, in the county 
inois, in the place of John M. Holt, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

H. H. Campbell, to be postmaster at Pratt, in the county of 
Pratt and State of Kansas, in the pisos of Robert Anderson, 
whose commission expired January „1894. 

A. H. Jacob, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of 
Pawnee and State of Kansas, in the place of George A. Sells, 
whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Henry C. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas, in the place of Amzi G. Patter- 
son, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

John H. Meyer, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county 
of Brown and State of Kansas, in the place of John P. McKnight, 
whose commission expired April 3, 1891. 

Charles H. Osbun, to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the 
county of Bourbon and State of Kansas, in the place of Homer 
W. Pond, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

S. Davies Warfield, to be postmaster at Baltimore, in the 
county of Baltimore and State of Maryland, in the place of 
8 W. Johnson, whose commission expired January 16, 
1894, 

Gardner W. Pearson, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Willis P. Burbank, whose commission expired February 4, 1894. 

Alvah Raymond, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Adoniram E. Vining, whose commission expired January 16, 
1894. 

Joseph C. Smylie, to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county 
of Copiah and State of eke in the place of E. H. Thomp- 
son, whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

Homer Reed, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the count 
of Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of Francis B. Nof- 
singer, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Cyrus N. Van Pelt, to be postmaster at Tarkio, in the count; 
of Atchison and State of Missouri, in the place of Jacob J. Hoff- 
man, whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

J. N. Hamm, to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county of Dixon 
and State of Nebraska, in the pa of James H, Logan, whose 
commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Albert S.Story, to be postmaster at Pawnee City, in the county 
of Pawnee and State of Nebraska, in the place of Augustus E. 
Hassler, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Gilman B. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Exeter, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
George W. Weston, whose commission expired February 14, 
1894 


Edgar J. Knowlton, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place 
of Samuel S. Piper, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

James Ryan, jr., to be postmaster at Dover, in the count 
Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Fre 
Foss, whose commission expired April II, 1894. 

Gilman C. Shattuck, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the pue of R. R. 
Hooper, whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 


of 
H. 


1894. 


Albert G. Ahlefeld, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Ohio, in the place of Adam M. Rice, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1894. 

T. W. Taubman, to be postmaster at Plankinton, in the county 
of Aurora and State of South Dakota, in the place of William L. 
Anderson, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

E. H. Ulrick, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of 
Codington and State of South Dakota, in the place of William 
H. Donaldson, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Joseph Stowasser, to be postmaster at Necedah, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John T. King- 
ston, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Frank W. Cutsinger, to be postmaster at Edinburg, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Indiana, in the place of William 
H. Breeding, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Andrew Hennemann, to be n at St. Cloud, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota, in the place of Josiah 
E. West, whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 

John E. Yates, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of 
Daviess and State of Missouri, in the place of Jehiel T. Day, 
whose commission expires May 1, 1894. 

Mulford M. Scudder, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the 
county of Union and State of New Jersey,in the place of Luther 
M. Whitaker, whose commission expired February 6, 1894. 


WITHDRAWALS. 


Exec ire nominations withdrawn from the Senate April 12, 1894. 
CONSUL. 

Albert Fowler, whose nomination was delivered to the Senate 
1 26, 1894, to be consul of the United States at Stratford, 

ontario. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Jeremiah P. Looney, whose nomination was sent to the Senate 

March 21, 1894, to be receiver of public moneys. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 13, 1894. 
Homer Reed, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 13, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o lock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the | sac of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

Mr: DOCKERY. I move the 5 ol the Journal, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 1. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 1, not 
voting 197; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Abbott, Cannon, Cal. Dinsmore, Hudso: 
Al er, Capehart, Dockery, Hunter, 
Allen, Caruth, Hutcheson, 
Arnold, Catchings, Dunphy, lar, 
Bailey, Causey, Edmunds, ones, 
Baker, Kans. Clark, Mo, Tagish, Cal. Kem, 
Bald Clarke, Ala. oe, Kilgore, 
Bartlett, Cobb, Ala. Epes, Kyle, 


McEttrick, 


es, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
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Paynter, Ryan, 
Pearson, Sayers, 
Pence, Siniey, 
Pendleton, Tex. Sickles, 
Pendleton, W. Va. Sperry, 
Pigott, 8 
Price, talli: 
Rayner, Stockdale, 
Reilly, Stone, 
Richards, Ohto Strait, 
Richardson, Mich. Straus, 
Richardson, Tenn. Sw: z 
Ritchie, Talbert, S. C. 
Robbins, Talbott, Md. 
Robertson, La. Tarsney, 
Russell, Ga. Tate, 
NAYS—1. 
Cogswell 
NOT VOTING—197. 
Davey, Houk, 
Dingley, Hulick, 
Dolliver, Hull, 
Donovan, Ikirt, 
Doolittle, Johnson, Ind. 
Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Durborow, Johnson, Ohio 
Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, 
Ellis. Oregon Kribbs, 
English, N. J Lacey, 
Everett, Tapae; 
Fielder, Lefever, 
Fletcher, Linton, 
Funk, Lisle, 
Funston, Lockwood, 
Fyan, Loud, 
Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Gear, Lucas, 
Geissenhainer, Magner, 
Gillet, N. Y. uire, 
Gillett, Mass. on, 
Goldzier, arsh, 
ght, Marshall, 
Grady, Marvin, N. Y. 
Graham McCall, 
Griffin, 1 Minn. 
Grosvenor. McDowell, 
Grout, McGann, 
Grow, McKelghan, 
Hager, Meikiejohn, 
Hainer, ercer, 
Hall, Minn. Milliken, 
Hall, Mo. Money, 
Hammond, oon, 
Harmer, Morgan, 
Harris, Morse, 
Hartman, Murray, 
Haugen, Newlands, 
Heiner, Northway, 
Henderson, III. 8041 
Henderson. Iowa O'Neil, Mass. 
13 2. a Mo. 
epourn, ‘ayne, 
Hermann, Perkins, 
Hicks, Phillips, 
Hines, ickler, 
Hit ‘ost, 
Hooker, N. Y. Powers, 
Hopkins, III. 
Hopkins, Pa. dall, 


No quorum voting. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am paired, but voted to make a 


uorum. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. COVERT with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 
. BRETZ with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WriGuHT of Pennsylvania. 
. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 
. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
. IKIRT with Mr. TAWNEY. 

. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

. COBB of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 
. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

. KRIBBS with Mr. BROSIUS. 

. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

. LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 
Mr. BOATNER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER. 
Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. Abus of Kentucky. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio, 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
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Taylor, Ind. 
Trace: 


Weis. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, ILL 


Williams, Miss, 
Wise, 
Wolverton. 
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For this day: 
Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr, Davry with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HALL 
of Minnesota, is absent on very important business, and I ask 
that he be excused for two days. 

There was no objection, an 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S 
is detained at home by sickness in his family, and I ask that he 
be excused for the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. FUNK, 

-asks to be excus2d for the rest of the day, on account of sick- 
ness. The gentleman from California, Mr. CAMINETTI, asks 
leave of absence, indefinitely 

The gentleman from New Je ersey, Mr. CORNISH, asks leave of 
absence until Tuesday, on account of sickness. If there be no 
objection, these several leaves will be 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, [ am just in receipt of a tele- 

ram from the 8 from Illinois, Mr. HOPKINS, who is 

etained from t 
be excused for one week. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
GRIFFIN, be excused for the balance of the week, on account of 
sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HOPKINS, but have voted 
to make a quorum, which right was reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BAR- 
THOLDT, asks to be excused on account of sickness. Without 
objection that leave will be granted. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 155; the nays 
1. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S er, I move a call of the House; 
and I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
net BLAND. They d Mr. Speak 

r. 3 e yeas and nays, Mr. er. 

The yeas and nays were 8 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 16, nays 140, not 
voting 197; as follows: 


YEAS—i6. 
Baker. Kans. Dayis, Hudson, Pence, 
pag Dunn, em, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Colo. Harter, Outhwaite, Turner, Va, 
Boen, Hooker, Miss, Paynter, Wolverton. 
NAYS—140, 
Abbott, Crawford. Lawson, Richards, Ohio 
Ale: = De Armonå, Layton, Ric Mich, 
Allen, De Forest, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, n, Livingston, techie, 
Bailey, Dinsmore, Lynch, Robbins, 
Baldwin, kery, addox, Russell, Ga. 
Bartlett, Donovan, ory, Ryan, 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Sayers, 
Bland ja Kamande, 1 . Ky. —.—. 

ý a 5 . 
Branch. Enloe, McCulloc Stallings, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, MecDanno! Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, Fithian, McEttrick, Strait. 

Bunn, Forman, 2 Straus, 
Bynum, Geary, McLaurin, Sw. 
Cal Gorman, McMunm, 
Cannon, Grady, McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Capehart, Gresham, Ras. ey, 
Caruth, Haines, Meredith, Tate, 
Catchings, Hare, Meyer, Taylor, End. 
Causey, Hatch, on A > 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, oses, ‘Tucker, 
Gob, Henderson, N. C Neill, is Turpin, = 
en 2 
Cobb, Mo. Holman. Page, Warner, 
Hunter. Paschal, Washington, 
Coffeen, Hutcheson, Patterson, Weadock, 
Cogswell, Ikirt, Wells, 
Conn, 71 . 5 re Ala. 
Cooper, Fla. ones, ton, W. Va. ting. 
Cooper, ge rt, Williams, III 
Cooper, Tex e, 
Cox, Rayner, 
Crain, Latimer, y: Woodard 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Adams, Ky. Apsley, Barnes, , 
Adams, Avery, Barthoildt, Black Hl. 
Aitken, Ba Belden, Blair, 
Baker, N. H. Bel o Boatner, 
Aldrich, Berry, 
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Bower, N. C. Funk, Lapham, 
—.— Funston, ae over, 8 
Brattan, Fyan, ton. uton, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gardner, Lisle, Se 
Bretz, Gear, Lockwood, Shaw, 
Brickner, - Gelissenhainer, ud, Shell, 
Broderick, Gillet, N. V. Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. Lucas, Sibley, 
Brown, Goldzier, Magner. Sickles, 
Bundy, Goodnight, saguto; Simpson, 
urnes, Graham, Mahon, ipa, 
it rdered ——.— Groave Marshall, Snoderads, 
it was so ordered. A ell rosvenor n 
Š Caldwell, Grout, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
ker, my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, | Caminetti, Grow, McCall, Stephenson, 
Campbell, 15 McCleary, Minn. Steve 
on, Hainer, McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Chickering. Hall, Minn. McGann, Stone, W. A. 
Childs, Hall, Mo. McKeighan, Storer, 
Clancy. Hammond, Meiklejohn, trong, 
Cockran, Harmer, ercer, Sweet. 
Compton, Harris, filiken, Tawney, 
m Hartman, Money, Taylor, Tenn. 
on account of sickness. Cooper, Wis. Hangen, Moon, Try, 
rnish, Heiner, organ, ‘Thomas, 
4 Henderson, III. Morse, Sos 
Covert, Henderson, Iowa Murray, pdegrat 
granted. Culberson. end Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cum: Hepburn, Northway, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans. Hermann. Oates. Wadsworth, 
Curtis, N. V. Hicks, O'Neil. Mass Walker, 
House tof illness. T ask’ that he | Daniels Hite Payne Wau,’ 
un i 5 at he e. t ‘ayne, aug) 
3 careers 9 eos a Davey, Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, Weaver, 
DURAY, Hopkins, III Phillips, Wheeler, II. 
Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Pickler, White, 
Doolittle, ouk, Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Draper, Hulick, Powers Wilson, Wash. 
Durborow, Hull. guise Wilson, W. Va. 
Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind dall Woomer, 
llis. Oregon Johnson, Ray, i Wright, Mass. 
English, N.J Johnson, Ohio Reed. Wright. Pa. 
Everett, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Fielder, Kribbs. Robinson, Pa. 
Fletcher, Lacey, Rusk, 


So a call of the House was refused. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. TAWNEY, until further notice. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
ae DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
he question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Lask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 130, noes 13. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 1 
o'clock p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 811) to pension Harriet Woodbury, Windsor, Vt. 
(Report No. 697.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 3693) 

ranting a pension to Lucinda B. Hull, widow of James E. Darrow. 
Report No. 698.) 
By Mr. McDANNOLD, from the same committee; A bill (H. R. 


6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of William W. Woods, 
late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. (Re- 
port No. 699.) - 


By Mr. MoET TRICK, from the same committee, with amend- 
ment: A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 
(Report No. 700.) 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: A joint resolution (H. Res. 155) for the proper enroll- 
ment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy. (Report No. 702.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. ERDMAN, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, adversely: A bill (H. R. 308) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Wise; which, with the accompanying 
report (No. 701), was ordered to be printed and laid on the 
table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committes on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
1 a pension to Daniel Boyles; and the same was re- 
fe to the Committee on Pensions. 


I 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 6657) to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicants to Indians—to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 6658) providing for leave of 
absence for officers and employees in the customs service of the 
Government—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 


De ent. 
By r. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6660) to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to allot lands in severalty to the Quapaw Indians 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WEADOCK; A bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pen- 
sion of Capt. Isaac D. Toll—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Petition of members of the Lu- 
theran Church of Effingham, III., against the proposed amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the J . 

Also, petition of Ira O. Baker and 36 others, of Illinois, pro- 
testing against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of citizens of Wake Forest, N. C., 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. MOON: Protest of A. Moussa, tor, and Il members 
of St. Paul's congregation of the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of Manistee, Mich., against any change in the Constitution of 
the United States by inserting a so-called Christian clause—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of H. Lempke, pastor, and the 5 membersof the 
vestry board of Trinity congregation of the Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church of Manistee, Mich., against any change in the 
Constitution of the United States by inserting a so-called Chris- 
tian clause—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Application of Andrew Denton for removal 
of aes of desertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, request for increase of pension of Royal M. Hilber, of 
Moundville, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By. Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of C. H. Davis and others, fora 
law providing that all manufactures of butter and cheese be sub- 
ject to the laws of police regulations of any State into which they 
may be imported—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition from Wakefield, Nebr., for 
the su 5 of the lottery traffic—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MONAGNY: Protest of St. John's Church, of Ken- 
dallville, Ind., and of Zion s Evangelical Lutheran Church, of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., against the proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Albert Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of A. H. Bodin and others, and 
resolution of Arthur P. Leary and others, and resolutions of 
Frank Paine and others, of Boston, Mass., in favor of memorial 
of Lyman Abbott—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the wool buyers and wool 
dealers of Ohioand Pennsylvania, protesting against free wool— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAYNER: Petition ofcitizens of Baltimore, Md., ask- 
ing the pues of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Liberty, 
Stephens, and Valley City Assemblies, Knights of Labor, Grand 
Rapids, Mich., opposing the issue of United States bonds and 
favoring free co e of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Schweickle Bros. and others 
against increased tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Champion Council, No. 
2, Junior Order of United American Mechanics. for the passage 
ot House bill 5246—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


. SENATE. 


— SATURDAY, April 14, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorialof Mrs, V. A. White 
and sundry other members of the First Presbyterian Church, of 
Albion, Mich., remonstrating against the admission of Utah 
into the Union as a State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of A. S. Sawyer and 23 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., and the petition of J. P. Mar- 
quand and 10 other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Ludlow Manufacturing 
Company, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the adoption 
of certain Se amendments, relating to cables, cordage, and 
frion; to the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented the petition of B. J. Hussey and 53`other 
citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
wai was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads, R 

Mr. VEST. I present a petition of the Commercial Ciub of St. 
Joseph, Mo., praying for ratification of certain Indian trea- 
ties. I think itis a misnomer; we do not now make treaties 
with Indian tribes. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of William R. Bancroft, of 
West Webster, N. Y., asoldier of the late war, praying thathe be 
granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORGAN. By direction of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, I report back the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 188), and to aid in the con- 
struction of the Maritime Canal of Nicaragua. The committee 
have stricken out all of the bill submitted to them except the en- 
acting clause, and present a substitute for the same, which I sup- 

is now ready for the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire tosay, before the bill goes to the Cal - 
endar, that at a later day, perhap on Monday, I shall submit a 
written report in connection with the bill. Ideferitnow merely 
to enable members of the committee to have an opportunity to 
examine the report carefully before it is pi in. 

The report was subsequently submitted by Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from tho Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Bridger, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY. I am instructed by the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the 
birds and animals in the Yellowstone National Park, and to 
punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes, to report it 
with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator, before I 
decido whether to object to its consideration, if the bill pro- 
poses to change the boundaries of the . or has any relation 
to the controverted questions connected with it. 

Mr. CAREY. This isa House bill, and is reported with an 
amendment—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. The bill is too long. It would take all the 


morning hour. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


The 
endar. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 756) for the application of the 
accretions of the Caracas awards of 1868 to the new awards made 
in 1889 and 1890, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1897) to regulate the 

layingand repairing of sidewalks in the city of Washington, Dis- 


There is objection to the present 
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trict of Columbia; which was read twice ey Sie, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columb 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1898) to prevent the abuse of 
legal processes by United States courts and judges thereof, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1899) for the relief of William 
Pitsch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying 1 59 referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FFER. I was requested by the Wage Workers’ Politi- 
eal Alliance of the District of Columbia to introduce a bill, which 
Ipresent, and ask to have referred to the Committee on Finance. 

I suppose I need not again call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that Ido not agree with the philosophy of some of the 
bills which I introduce by request, but, as I stated once before in 
the presence of the Senate, I regard such bills as being some- 
what in the nature of petitions, and while we may not agree 
with their reasoning, still they may be suggestive to us, and 
therefore useful. 

The bill (S. 1900) to enable the public authorities to establish 
systems of public coöperation, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1901) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the name of B. J. Kimbrough, of 
the One hundred and tenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1902) for the relief of James B. 
Boyd, late a private in Company B, Seventy-seventh Regiment 
5 Volunteers and Battery H, Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1903) authorizing certain surveys 
to be made by the Coast Survey of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 1904) to amend section 719 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That section 719 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto the words following: 

„Nor shall any associate justice, or circuit Judge, or judge of the circuit 
t when sitting as a member of an appellate court created by 
annul, or modify any decree, judgment, or order made by any 
justice, circuit judge, or judge of the circuit court; and all 
PE ar pina for rehearing, or setting aside, or . order, decree, 
or judgment shall be made to the judge or justice presiding when the same 
was made or granted, except when he is disqualified; and all applications 
for judicial orders in the circuit court shall te made and heard in the cir- 
cuit where the cause is pending, unless the circuit judges of the circuit and 
the district judge of the district are both disqualified.’ 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
sate he ie to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil e bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Fublie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. SHOUP submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a list of the Judgments rendered in the Court of Claims in Indian depre- 
dation cases since the Ist of July, 1892, together with a statement of the date 
when each was rendered, in whose favor rendered, the amount in each case, 
and the aggregate amount. 


FISH AND SPONGE INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to uire and report to the Senate by bill or otherwise the condi- 
tions of the fisheries on the coasts and rivers of the United States. including 
the sponge fisheries, and the legislation necessary for the protection and the 
increase of the fish and sponges. 


AMENDMENTS OF THE RULES. 
Mr. HILL submitted the following resolutions; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed: 
RULE V. 


Resolved, That subdivision 2of Rule V of the Stand Rules of the Sen- 
ate be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Tf at any time during the daily session of the Senate a question shall be 
Taised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the 


result, and these proceedings shall be without debate; but no Senator while 
speaking shall be interrupted by any other Senator ra the question of 
the lack of a quorum, and the question as to the presence of a quorum shall 
not be raised oftener than once in every hour, but this provision shall not 
apply where the absence of a quorum is disclosed upon any roll call of the 
y and nays.” 

RULE IX. 


Pci bdo That Rule IX be amended by adding thereto the following sec- 


on: 

Sno. 2. Whenever any bill or resolution is pending before the Senate as 
unfinished business, and the same shall have been debated on divers days, 
amounting in all to thirty days, it shall be in order for any Senator at any 
time to move to fix a time forthe taking of a vote upon such bill or resolu- 
tion, and such motion shall not be amendable or debatable. and shall be im- 
mediately put, and if posses by a majority of all the members of the Senate, 
the vote upon such bill or resolution, with all the amendments thereto which 
may be pending at the time of such motion, shall be had at the date fixed in 
such original motion without further debate or amendment, except by unan- 
imous consent; and during the pendency of such motion to fix a date, and 
also at the time fixed by the Senate for voting upon bill or resolution, no 
other motion of any kind or character shall be entertained such motion 
or such bill or resolution shall have been finally voted upon. 

RULE XII. 
3 mene. That Rule XII be amended by inserting an additional clause, as 
‘ollows: 

When upon a vote by yeas and nays itshall appear to the Presiding Officer 
upon recapitulation, and before the announcement of the result, that a 
qnorum has not voted, he shall call upon Senators present who have not 
voted by name to vote, and shall direct the Secretary to add to the list of 
the Senators voting the names of the Senators present not voting, including 
those announcing or Who may or may not be excused from voting, 
and to enter the same in the Journal; and if the whole number constitute a 
quorum, and it shall appear that a majority of a quorum (or two-thirds of 
a quorum where the Constitution prescribes a majority of two-thirds) has 
voted on either side, the question shall be deemed to have oeen dete 
and the result shall be announced the same as if a quorum had voted. 


HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
printed and lie over until Monday. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas there exists in many places and on the part of large numbers of 
citizens, individually and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the cit 
of Washington for the purpose of personally presenting to Congress the 
views with respect to pending and prospective measures of legislation; and 

Whereas many of such persons and bodies are reported to be now on their 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid; 

Therefore, to the end that these our petitioners shall have full and respect- 
ful hearing and that proceedings attending their communication with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transac- 
tion of other public business, 

Be tt resolved, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed py the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu- 

cation, whose duty it shall be toreceiveall written or printed communica- 
tions from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol or inten to 
make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, and to 
receive all petitions, memorials, and remonstfances of such persons and 
bodies and hear them orally in relation to the matters and about 
which they desire to communicate with the Senate. The committee shall 
report fully to the Senate from timeto time as other committees report. 

he Ser; t-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building 9 to the Government for the use of said committee, 
and furnish the same with the necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 
of business. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to give notice that when the reso- 
lution comes up I shall move an amendment, making the Finance 
Committee of this body the committee for that purpose. Itseems 
to me it is the proper committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in the chair). The 


resolution will be printed and lie over. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire tostate that Ishall, early on Wednes- 
day next, ask the leave of the Senate to submit some remarks 
occupying perhaps an hour, on the subject of the proposed tarif 
and the income tax. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to give notice that next Wednesday, 
after the conclusion of the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Vermont Ere MORRILL], I shail ask the courtesy of the 
Senate to submit some remarks upon the pending bill on the sub- 
ject of the tariff. 

TARIFF HEARING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
coming over from a previous aay, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. QUAY on 
the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate will hold a session on Saturday, 21st instant, 
from 12 o'clock noon until i p. m., to hear a committee of the worki: en's 
organizations of the United States in opposition to the bill (H. R. 4864) en- 
titled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 


and for other purposes.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, f 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I presume that the resoiution 
had better be disposed of this morning. The workingmen re- 
ferred to in it are not Coxey's army, but the initial organization 
I believe is one of skilled workingmen in the city of Philadel- 
phia, with probable cognate organizations in the city of Balti- 
more. 

I was not aware of their proposition until a week or two ago, 
when I was waited upon by a subcommittee of these people. 


1894. 


They said they had sent their subcommittee here to wait upon 
the Committee on Finance to ask for a hearing in opposition to 
the Wilson bill; that the committee had dismissed them with 
more or less consideration, and that they had determined to ap- 
from the Senate committee to the Senate in a sort of Com- 
mittee of the Whole. $ 

Their programme is conveyed in a circular, which has acci- 
dentally come into my hands. It indicates that on next Friday, 
the 20th of April, a monster convention, consisting of 10,000 
delegates, made upexclusively of workingmen, will meet in the 
city of Washington (I believe they have rented Convention Hall 
in this city), for the purpose of presenting and passing upon a 
series of resolutions and memorials. That is for the first day s 
business. On the following day, April 21, a week from to-day, 
the delegation, previous to high noon, will peacefully proceed, 
they say, along Pennsylvania avenue to the seat of government 
at the United States Capitol building, and present said resolu- 
tions and memorials to the honorable Senators therein assem- 
bled. 

These gentlemen seem to me to be very much in earnest. I 
believe they are going to do what is proposed in this circular, 
and the question is what is the Senate going to do about it. I 
discouraged them. I said to them they might as well attempt 
to whistle off a pack of hounds in full view of a driven deer and 
in full cry, as to attempt to expostulate with a majority of this 
Chamber and attempt to deter them in their mad chaseafter the 
protected industries of this country and after their wages. But 
they said that their arrangements had progressed so far it was 
pon ite to recall them. 

When I introduced the resolution I supposed that the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who seems to be monarch of all 
he surveys, would in his benevolence allow us to conclude the 
weekly sessions on Friday of next week. I presume, however, 
that it is his intention that we shall sit next Saturday. I pro- 
vided in the resolution for a session on Saturday, but that has 
become unnecessary, as we will undoubtedly meet on that day. 
The resolution should probably be amended, if it is the sense of 
the Senate that these people shall be heard, so that we shall take 
a recess on that day. I believe the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire pir GALLINGER] proposes some amendment of that kind, 
to which I have no objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmit an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word“ Resolved,” and insert: 

That on Saturday, the 2ist instant, the Senate shall take a recess from I 
o'clock until 4 o'clock p. m., to hear a committee of the workingmen’s or- 


a of the United States on House bill 4864, entitled “An act to re- 
uce taxation,” etc. 


Mr. QUAY. Iam in favor . taking a recess and 

rmitting this committee that is, a subcommittee of 100 (Which 

believe they propose to constitute at the meeting), to appear 
on this floor and present their views in resolutions and memo- 
rials, which [ oe is all they ask, in behalf of the 10,000, if 
they have 10,000 present, which I doubt. I believe there will 
e be two or three thousand assembled in this city, but of 
course they can not all have access to the Chamber. However, 
Isubmit the resolution to the Senate for their good judgment 
on the situation. 

Mr. CHANDLER (to Mr. Quay). Accept the amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. Laccepted the amendment in advance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to assure the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia that I have not the vanity to suppose nor do I suppose that 
I control any vote on this floor except one,and I am not abso- 
lutely sure that I always control that. But I do try to control 
my own vote, and I take it for granted that every Senator here 
does the same thing. 

As to this organization, if it be an organization, [ understand 
from the Senator that it has put, or proposes to put, in the form 
of printed memorials and printed resolutions the views that its 
members entertain, and that they propose to insist upon it. 
Their memorials or resolutions may be laid before the proper 
committee, or before this body but the idea of a mass meeting 
assembling in theSenate Chamber strikes me assomewhat novel 
and unreasonable. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to me? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. My understanding of their intention is that they 
will present their ideas of the situation, conveying their hos- 
tility to the Wilson bill in memorials and resolutions, and that 
they also desire to accompany them with an oral presentation 
of their ideas to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. No precedent, I imagine, can be found from 
the day the Constitution of the United States was ratified and 
this Government organized, for any such action as is proposed 
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by the resolution. I think the hours referred toby the Senator 
from Pennsylvania can be very much more profitably employed 
by an earnest consideration of-the subject-matter by the Senate 
as organized in its legislative capacity than by opening our 
doors toa mass meeting and a general discussion in a mass 
meeting of questions pending before us. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Finance having charge of the consideration of financial ques- 


tions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to state that this committee with their 
proposition has already been before the Committee on Finance, 
so that it is not worth while to make the decisive action of the 
Senate upon the question depend upon a motion of this kind. If 
we are to decide the question here and now negatively, it ought 
to be done by a yea-and-nay vote for or against the proposition. 
What is asked here is not the judgment of the Committee on 
Fin ince, but of the Senate as a whole or en masse on this prop- 
osition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the motion I have made and 
bring the Senate to a direct vote upon a test question. I move 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is done I trust the Senator will 
withdraw his motion for a moment. The resolution has just 
been called to my attention, and I should be glad 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from South Carolina that the pending motion is a motion to lay 
on the table, and that it is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, sir, and I ask the Senator 
from Tennessee to withdraw the motion for a moment in order 
that I may—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the requestof the Senator from South 
Carolina I feel constrained to withdraw the motion and open 
the floodgates of debate upon this great question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not wish to debate it. I simply want to 
know the object 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, if I withdraw the motion for the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, I dare not fail to withdraw it for any 
other Senator who asks me todoso. I will withdraw it if the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee 
that I wish to be heard very briefly on the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from South Carolina ask 
that my motion be withdrawn? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I believe, in view of what has since 
transpired, that I shall not ask it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I insist on my motion. ; 

Mr.GALLINGER. As I offered the substitute, I trust the 
Senator from Tennessee will do me the courtesy to withdraw the 
motion fora moment. I have but a word to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the pending resolution be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that J ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania will inform me how his col- 
eague would vote on this proposition if present, I shall be 
obliged to him. 3 

Mr. QUAY. I have no doubt, without having consulted with 
my colleague, that he would vote in the negative. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then i withhold my vote. If at liberty, I 
should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I vote“ yea.” If 
I may be permitted, I wish to state that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is absent and has a general pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON]. Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. Isuggest thatthe 
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Washington ma; 
be considered paired, so that the Senator from Nebraska and 
will be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Kentucky, I know, is 
in the building. I have been with him ina meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Rules this morning, and I think he will probably be 
here soon. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Kentucky comes in, I shall 
then withdraw ny vote, but I shall let it stand for the present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], and as he 
is absent, I withhold my vote. 
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Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whom I do not 


see in his seat, and therefore wit 
present, I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan | Mr. STOCKBRIDGE}, but Iam 
inclined to think that if he were here he would vote yea, and 
I therefore vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALSH (when Mr. GoRDON’S name was called). Mycol- 
lagoo 11 GORDON] is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

ILSONI. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 
but believing that, if present, he would vote as I shall on this 
question, I take the liberty of voting. I vote yen.“ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hias]. I understand 
he is not present, and therefore I shall withhold my vote. If 
he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called]. Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was led). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). J am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON,] and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative.) I forgot 
atthe moment of voting that I am paired with the Senator from 


ld my vote. If he were 


Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the fact that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has entered the Chamber, so that of 
course there can not be the transfer of pairs suggested. I vote 
. ea.’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I beg 
the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER}. I understand that he is paired with the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I am paired with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE]. I suggest that the Senator from Texas 
5 the Senator from Washington = be considered as paired, 
and that will allow the Senator from New Hampshiretovote. I 


Mr. GALLINGER. It will be agreeable to me to have that 
arrangement made. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to announce that my colleague Rr. 
HUNTON] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT]. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. McLAURIN] is paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I have no doubt 
that if my colleague were present he would vote yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (after having voted in the negative). I 
have recorded my vote, but I should like to inquire if the junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 
Nr. PETTIGREW. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announted—yeas 34, nays 9; as follows: 


having vives voted. 


YEAS—31. 

. Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Proctor, 
Bate, George, Lindsay; Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Sherman, 
Blanchard, 5 McMillan, Smith, 
Caffery, Harris, Manderson, Turpie, 
Call, Hawley, Morgan, Vest, 
Carey, Hoar, Morrill, Walsh. 

Irby, Palmer, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
NAYS—9. 

Davis, EA fe Hansbrough, Power, 

i er, y 
Dubois, 

NOT VOTING—42. 
Aldrich, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Allison, Gray, . —— Wis. Tener: 
Berry Hale, urp! ance, 
Brice, Hi kins, Vilas, 
Butler, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hunton, Platt, ashburn, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Ransom, te, 
Chandler, Mela 5 Roach, ilson, 
Cullom, McPherson, Shoup, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Martin, Squire, 
Faulkner, Stewart, 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


SUSPENDED PENSIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary reud the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 

Resolved. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
and required to inform the Senate of the names and t-office address ot all 
pensioners of the Government whose pensions have been suspended or can- 
—— since the 4th of March, 1893, and the cause of such suspension or cancel- 

on. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer what I send to the desk as a 
substitute for the resolution, and in doing so I wish to say that 
I think the substitute meets the approbation of the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has the right tomod- 
ify his resolution. The modification now offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolced, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the number of pensioners whose pensions have been 
suspended or canceled since the 4th day of March, 1893; the number of such 
3333 whose pensions have been restored to the rate they were draw- 

at the time of such suspension or cancellation, the number, names, post- 
office address, and rate of those pensioners whose pensions have been par- 
tially restored since that date, and the cause of the reduction of the rate 
they were drawing at the date of the suspension or cancellation, and also the 
number of those who have been fully restored to the pension roll at the rate 
they were drawing at the time of ion or cancellation, and the num- 
ber, names, post-office address, and cause of suspension or cancellation 
of those whose pensious have been entirely suspended or canceled, 


Mr. PALMER. Is the resolution before the Senate for con- 
sideration now, Mr. President? 

The bie peda ee act aoe ope aceon is sige the Senate. 

Mr. PAL) 5 ve no disposition to oppose the passage of 
the resolution, but as it relates to a very eee question, I 
ask that the communication which I send to the desk from the 
Commissioner of Pensions may be read, as it contains valuable 
information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OF THE INTERIOR, 


DEPARTMENT 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, FINANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D. O., April 18, 1894. 
Sin: I have the honor to state, in reply to your verbal request, rt eis 
ant to decision of the Department da May 27, 1893, there were 13,493 cases 
suspended under the act of June 27, 1890. Of this number the rate has been 
reduced in 1,820 cases; 1,604 names of ers have been dro from the 
rolls, and payment has been resumed in 9,020 cases to April 15 „lea 
1,049 cases in which payment of pension is still suspended, and upon whic 
final action has not taken. 
Under date of March 12. 1894, I issued an order 3 ay ment of 
msion be resumed in every case pursuant to the act of r 21, 1893, 
which the a did not show ù the case was ready for final action. 


This work is rapidly pushed to a completion. and I am of opinion that 
in the course of fifteen days final action will have been taken in every case 
pursuant to said act. 
Very respectfully, 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
Hon. JOHN M. PALMER, 
United States 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska as modified. 
The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 
CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
pe GALLINGER], coming over from a previous day, which will 

ə read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
GALLINGER, as follows: 

Resoleed, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate, in separate lists the names of 
all clerks and employés appointed. promoted, reduced, and dismissed since 
the 4th day of March, and the State to which each such clerk or em- 
ployéis accredited; also that such of them as served in the Army or Navy of 
the United States at any time during the warof the rebellion shall be desig- 
nated by some distinguishing mark in each List. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Task unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion may go over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to 
the consideration of House bill 6556. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for service of the Government for the fiscal 
year end. iu 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must beg of my good friend from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON] that he will not insist upon the propo- 
sition he has made. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. The parliamentary situation of the bill 
is, I believe, that the question is on its passage, it having been 
read three times. My suggestion of amendment yesterday was 
that if that which I proposa met with the approbation of the 
Senator in charge of the bill I should be glad to offer it; but as 
I understand from him that he prefers that the amendment shall 
not be urged, I shall not urge it; and so far as I am concerned I 
am ready to vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I had the floor to speak 
upon this bill yesterday before 1 o’clock, and I had hardly begun 
hans the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] blew his inex- 
- orable bugle, sounding an advance u the protected industries 

of the country, and I was prevented from speaking at that time. 

I rose to suggest the unwisdom of the amendment which the 
Senator from Nebraska said he would propose to the bill; but 
as he does not propose the amendment, I do not care to detain 
the Senate by any remarks upon the question raised in the de- 
bate so far . conduct of the Commissioner of Labor, 
Col. Carroll D. Wright, now in charge of the Census. I content 
myself with remarking that I believe there is absolutely noth- 
ing in this connection or in any other connection in the manage- 
ment of the Eleventh Census by the present Commissioner of 
Labor, TRANK t, or by the present retary of the Interior, 
Hon. Hoke Smit , which affords just ground for criticism from 
any quarter. 

Me HALE. Has the amendment been withdrawn? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has not been 
offered, as the Chair understands. 

Mr.MANDERSON. The amendment was not formally offered, 
but onl suggested. 5 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say, having had something to do 
with census legislation heretofore, that I have with some care 
looked into this matter, and N neither the Secretary 
of the Interior nor Mr. Wright has been at fault in this matter, 
Iam very glad that the amendment is not to be urged, thereby 
asking the Senate to do the absurd thing to undertake to edit 
census reports. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no desire to yon 
the debate, but there are one or two points as to which I desire 
to put on record my dissent from what some of my friends here 
have said. 

Mr. North wrote a letter to Mr. Carroll D. Wright, which was 
put into the RECORD by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL], in which Mr. North said: 

Iwant to say that so far as the article reflects in any way upon you in con- 
nection with the revision and publication ot that report, it is entirely with- 
out foundation. Withoutreferring to anything that occurred faponuag the 
report prior to the àate upon which you took charge of the census, I have 

no ‘possibi ground for complaint in the manner of your treatment of me or 
o report. 

Mr. North carefully omits 2 of the proceedings before 
Mr. Wright took charge. Iam not bere to formulate any com- 
plaints against Mr. Wright, but I think there have been serious 
mistakes in judgment and some unauthorized conduct on his 
part. Mr. North also carefully omits to say that there was any 
reason for the omission; but he does say that, with his full con- 
sent and approval, the preliminary historical sketch in his re- 
port was omitted. 

That was the grievance of Mr. North. IL do not know that 
Mr. Wright was in any degree responsible for it, but I think 
the elimination was a very serious mistake. I think it reduces 
the value of that report. 

As I stated the day before yesterday, in 1860 the takers of the 
census, then under full Democratic control, did give a history 
of the woolen industry from the beginning of the Government, 
so far as the imperfect censuses of various decades would per- 
mit, and that Mr. North coutinued that history in as brief and 
compact a form as any man could write, for he is a veteran in 
composition of that kind. Mr. North yielded because he was 
obliged to yield; he yielded gracefully, and said, All right, 
leave it out.” 

Another matter: Mr. Wright in hisletter tothe Senator from 
Missouri says: i 

No statements of facts are being changed. 

The; aro being omitted, however. I read the other day one 

ingly interesting summary of only about twelve or fif- 
teen lines givinga brief comparison of the growth of the woolen 
industry in the respective nations of Great Britain and the 
United States. It would cost nothing to leave that in the re- 
port, and it is avery instructive and perfectly legitimate com- 
ment upon the census. A census is not solely for the purpose of 
giving us figures as they stand to-day, but the value of a census 
in a comparison with previous stages in our growth and, if 
need be, in comparison with a great rival in great industries. 
That is the value of it. 

They tell me that you can go and find these figures. How 

many men could afford the time or would be likely to go to the 


census of 1880, 1870, 1860, 1850, and 1840? Would they not ex- 
pect that when the Government made its official census it would 
ve enough of the preceding census to show the serious and 
undamental changes. 
Mr. Wright says: 
No plates have been destroyed. 


Mr. Wright misunderstands me, or I misunderstand him. He 
would not willfully convey a wrongimpression. I have before 
me what Isuppose to be a regular copy of Mr. North's report, and 
forty-two or forty-three pages are stricken out. Those pages 
are stereotyped. The plates are there in the Printing dioe, 
They may not have been destroyed, but are they to be kept asa 
matter of ornament? They will be melted down for other plates. 
They are destroyed, in a legitimate sense of the word. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A stereo plate, such as the Senator 
apona of, costs perhaps $5, and if it is destroyed, it is a loss of 
86. Would the Senator, rather than lose that $6, print 10,000 
copies of a useless document? ; 

r. HAWLEY. In the first place, that has 8 to do 
with what I was talking about; and in the second place, it is not 
a useless document. I was talking about the question of fact as 
to whether the plates had been destroyed or not; and even if 
there were only two plates—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. As a matter of fact the Senator knows 
that none have been destroyed. They are there. 

Mr.HAWLEY. I do not know anything about it except what 
Mr. Wright now says, though I think it quite possible the plates 
have not been literally destroyed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator has been there and looked at 
them, I take his word with Mr. Wright's as making it certain 
and putting it beyond doubt. But it is not a question whether 
the plates have been melted down. They have been stereotyped 
and they are there idle metal, and they are worth just 2 cents 
a pound as stereot metal; that is all. > 

r. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word right 
in this connection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will take his own time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say merely a word on this par- 


ticular point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not trying to delay the tariff debate or 
anything else. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator would not think of 


doing that, of course. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will, if necessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to speak a word right on this 
point. In reference to the Donaldson report, the Senator has 
alluded to the 8 that 900 pages would be brought 
down to 600. hat is a reduction of 300 pages, and at $$ a e 
makes $1,800. That does not come up to the Senator’s declara- 
tion yesterday that there would be from $50,000 to $75,000 worth 
of plates thrown away if this condensation were made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not say if this condensation were made. 
Let the Senator speak fairly. ore of it was done elsewhere. 
But I do not care to go into that. Iam nota cross-roads petty- 
fogging lawyer of that description; and I do not care to go into 
that sort of a contention. 

Now, the new Administration came into power March 4, 1893, 
and though Mr. Porter was nominally at work there until July 
31, he was not master of the situation at all. I will not say who 
was, but in my tenes he is a man not at all fit for it, under 
Mr. Hoke Smith. I think there was an unn and an un- 
justifiable interference with the reports as they then stood. 

So far as the value of the plates destroyed is concerned it is 
nota very great item, to be sure, but after you have paid 35a 
page for composition and stereotyping—probably it would aver- 
age something more than that, but no matter—after you have 
paid that, the cost of presswork, ink, and paper for a few thou- 
sand volumes could not be a ve t deal for a document so 
valuable as this was. This is all I care to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 3 on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair vr Pe Resa the Senate the unfinished business, 
being House bill 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 
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5 Mr. QUAY addressed the Senate. After having spoken four 
ours— 

Mr. COCKRELL said: The hour of 5o’clock having arrived, I 
= the Senator from Pennsylvania if he desires to proceed fur- 
ther? 

Mr. QUAY. Ido not. I shall resume my remarks, with the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, when the bill is next up for 
consideration, and give way to the Senator from Missouri. 


[Mr. QuAyY’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 31 minutes, p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
April 16, 1894, at 12 o’clock, m. ` 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Andrew Jackson Sawyer, of Nebraska, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of Nebraska. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert Calvert, of Wisconsin, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Lacrosse, in the State of Wisconsin, 


ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Henry W. Hart, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York. 


PROBATE JUDGES, UTAH TERRITORY. 


Samuel Francis, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Morgan, in the Territory of Utah. 

E. G. De Freize, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Uintah, in the Territory of Utah. 

Joshua Greenwood, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, 
in the county of Millard, in the Territory of Utah. 

Henry L. Steed, of Utah 3 to judge of probate, in 
the county of Boxelder, in the Territory of Utah. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Willard C. Hall, of Sundance, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Sundance, Wyo. 
Edward H. French, of Casper, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Douglas, Wyo. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward W. Madison, of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Douglas, Wyo. i 

Thomas A. Dunn, of Sundance, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Sundance, Wyo. 

: POST MASTERS. 

Christina D. Fosdick, to be postmaster at Groton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Frank L. Stowell, to be postmaster at Olean, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Henry Beck, to be postmaster at Rondout, in the county of 
Ulster and State of New York. 

James S. Wallace, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Reuben K. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

James Ingalls, to be postmaster as Methuen, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Enoch Enochs, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Harry E. Bonsall, to be postmaster at Mifflintown, in the 
county of Juniata and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert J. Coles, to be postmaster at York, in the county of 
York and State of Nebraska. 

Lewis C. Moses, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Goodhart, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the 
county of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania. 

John L. Garrett, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Richard C. Cordell, to be postmaster at Park City, in the 
county of Summit and Territory of Utah. 

William K. Wright, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania. 

George W. Semans, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

Weston Dawson, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the county 
of New Madrid and State of Missouri. 


John H. Stotesbury, to be postmaster at Leadville, inthe county 
of Lake and State of Colorado. 

Thomas J. Dayton, to be postmaster at Laramie; in the county 
of Albany and State of Wyoming. 

James W. Bennett, to be postmaster at East Brady, in the 
county of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania. 

L. K. MeGaffey, to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county of 
Chaves and Territory of New Mexico. 

John W. Jamison, to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of Audrain and State of Missouri. 

Emmet W. Gibson, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

G. E. Donehoe, to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Pennsylvania. 

James S. Crawford, to bə postmasterat Duquesne, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. Evans Wright, to be postmaster at Parkesburg, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Harry Marietta, to be postmaster at Connellsville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

John T. Killeen, to be postmaster at Luzerne, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

George S. Haines, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county 
of Chatham and State of Georgia. 

Richard H. King, to be postmaster at Alvin, in the county of 
Brazoria and State of Texas. 

Gustavus Schnasse, to be postmaster at Rapid City, in the 
county of Pennington and State of South Dakota. 

David F. Fortney, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the county 
of Center and State of Pennsylvania. 

Dennis S. Sheppard. to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of IIlinois. 

J. W. F. Lowrey, to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Terrell and State of Georgia. 

Thomas H. Haynie, to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the 
county of Lampasas and State of Texas. 

Isaac Ardis, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Hunt and State of Texas, 

Samuel M. Totten, to be postmaster at Vermillion, in the 
county of Clay and State of South Dakota. 

Gilman L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Drummond G. Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

C. C. Carlin, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county of 
Alexandria and State of Virginia. 

Henry Timmich, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howard and State of Maryland. 

James A. Shaw, to be tmaster at Chestertown, in the 
county of Kent and State of Maryland. 

Ernest E. Pinkham, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

John D. Black, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Coos and State of Oregon. 

George Schmelzel, jr., to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the 
county of Richardson and State of Nebraska. 

James W. Owsley, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Marion and State of Missouri. 

John Robinson, to be postmaster at Bennington, in the county 
of Bennington and State of Vermont. 

Allen M. Beville, to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the county 
of Donley and State of Texas. 

W. B. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of McMinn and State of Tennessee. 

Andrew C. Harkleroad, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of Tennessee. 

Xelpho F. Beidler, to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in the 
county of Logan and State of Illinois. 

C. B. Tilden, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 14, 1894. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Edward H. Strobel, of New York, now Third Assistant Secre- 


tary of State, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States to Ecuador. 


THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


William Woodville Rockhill, of Maryland, now chief clerk of 
mo Department of State, to be Third Assistant Secretary of 
tate. 
POSTMASTERS. 


opona C. Smylie, to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

William S. Martin, to be postmaster at El Dorado Springs, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Missouri. 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 3757 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 14, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that as the Journal 
of the preceding day was under consideration when the House 
adjourned yesterday, and the yeas and nays had beenordered on 
the question of its approval, that is the first business to come 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that the Speaker shall 
take the Chair and cause the Journal of the proceedings of the 
last day's sitting to be read. 

Mr. REED. Butit has always been the custom in such cases 
to read first and dispose of the Journal of the preceding day. 

The SPEAKER. Until the Journal of yesterday is read it 
does not appear that the preceding Journal has not been ap- 

roved. 
E Mr. REED. But the House was dividing on the question of 
the approyal of the Journal of the preceding day, and that ques- 
tion would come up before the eee of the approval of yes- 
terday’s Journal. That has always been the custom. This 
Journal of yesterday can not intervene until the Journal of the 
precedin Aas has been approved. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 1 of Rule I, 
which is very plain. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker shall take the Chair on every legislative day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, imme- 
diately call the members to order, and, on the appearance of a quorum, 


cause the Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, hav- 
ing previously examined and approved the same. 


The SPEAKER. The Journal which the Chair is to cause to 
be read is the Journal of the proceedings of ‘‘the last day’s sit- 
ting,” which is the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. REED. That is upon the assumption that the precoding 
Journal has been approved. I think if the Chair will examine 
the precedents he will find that it has been the invariable prac- 
tice to proceed in the way I have suggested, to close up the 
matter of approving the Journal of the preceding day and then 
take up the next one; and the House was dividing on that ques- 
tion yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how that rule could 
obtain, and does not know of any such precedent. 

Mr. BYNUM. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that before the 
House can know the condition of yesterday’s proceeding the 
Journal of those proceedings must be read, The very object of 
reading the Journal is to show what the pending question is. 
It does not follow that the Journal of the preceding day must, be- 
cause it is the pending question, be approved before the Journal 
of yesterday, but in order that the proceedings of the day pre- 
vious shall come before the House, the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings must be read and approved. That is the very pur- 

ose of the rule which the Chair has just caused to be read, and 

do not see how there can be any question about it. 

Mr. REED. I do not desire to 33 the discussion of this 

uestion, but I would like to say,in reply to the gentlemanfrom 

diana, that the record of the action of the House is not kept 
specially for the information of the House: that the House takes 
cognizance of its own action and of the condition of its own busi- 
ness from the knowledge of its officers and not from the Journal, 
whether approved or not approved. The officers of the House 
know the condition the public business is in, and as a matter of 
course they must take cognizance of it; and the Journal of the 
day before yesterday nothaving been yetapproved, it would seem 
as if that should be the first question to come before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the orderly way 
would be, in accordance with the rule, to read first the Journal 
of the proceedings of yesterday. ThatJournal discloses the fact 
that on yesterday a motion was made to approve the Journal of 
the preceding day,and that no action was taken upon it for want 
of a quorum. Of course, action must be taken subsequently 
upon the pending motion to approve the Journal of the day be- 
fore yesterday, but it seems to the Chair that the Journal which 
is to be read on any meeting of the House must, in the nature 
of the case under the rule, be the Journal of the proceedings of 
the last day's session. The Chair will therefore cause that 
Journal to be read. 

The Clerk accordingly read the Journal of the proceedings of 
5 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be roved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, L object. 


Mr. 3 Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be 
approved. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] 
objects to the approval of the Journal. As many as are in favor 
ofapproving the Journal will rise and stand until counted. [After 
a panse] he ayes seem to have it. 
r. BOUTELLE. A division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes none. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 0, 
not voting 211; as follows: 


YEAS—142, 
Abbott, Cox, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Alexander, Crain, Latimer, Richardson, 
Allen, Crawford, Lawson, Ritchie, 
Arnold, Culberson, Layton, Robbins, 
Bailey, avis, Lester. Robertson, La. 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Livingston, Russell, Ga. 
aldwin, De Forest, Lynch, yan, 
Bartlett, Denson, addox, Sayers, 
a Dockery, ory, Sibley, 
Bell, Colo. Dunphy, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Bell, Tex. Edmunds, cAleer, Stallings, 
Berry, English, Cal. McCreary, Ky. Stevens, 
Black, Ga. nlos, $ Stone, Ky. 
Black, IIL Epes, McDannold, trait, 
land, Erdman, McDearmon, Swanso: 
Boatner, Fithian, McEttrick, Talbert, S. C. 
Bower, N. O Forman, cKaig, Tate, 
Branch, orman, McLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Brookshire, Grady, McMillin, Terry, 
Bryan, Gresham, McNagny, Tracey, 
Bynum, Baines, McRae. Tucker, 
Cabaniss, Hare, Meredith, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Cal. Hatch, Meyer, Turner, Va. 
Caruth, Heard, ontgomery, ‘Turpin, 
Catchin Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Warner, 
Clark, Mo. es, eili, Washi n. 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
bb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Patterson, ells, 
Cobb, Mo. Hunter, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pearson, Whiting, 
Coffeen. Izlar, Pence, Williams, III. 
Cogswell Jones, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Miss 
Cooper, Fla: Eies Peper Wo 
looper, gore, ott, olverto 
Cooper, Ind. Kribbs, Reilly, x * 
Cooper, Tex. Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—2i1. F. 
Adams, Ky. Davey, Houk, Randall, 
TARDA Pa. Dingioy, pene Ray, 
ken, smore, c Rayner, 
Alderson, Dolliver, Hull, > Wik 
Aldrich, Donovan, Ikirt, Reyburn, 
Apsley Doolittle, Johnson. Ind. Ro a. 
Avery, Draper, Johnson, N. Dax. Rusk, 

È Dunn, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Durborow, Kiefer, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Ellis, Ky. v. Scranton, 
Barnes, llis, Oregon Lapham, Settle, 
Bartholdt, English, N. J Lefever, haw, 
Belden, verett, Linton, Shell. 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Lisle, Sherman, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Lockwood, Sickles, 
Blair, Funk, Loud, Simpson, 

n. Funston, Loudenslager, Sipe, 
Boutelle, Fyan, Lucas, Smith, 
Bowers, Cai, Gardner, Magner, Snodgrass, 
Brattan, Gear, Maguire, Somers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, Mahon, Sperry. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Marsh, Stephenson, 
Bretz, Gillet, N. V. Marshall. Stockdale, 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. T. tone, C. W. 
Broderick, Goldzier, McCali, Stone, W. A. 

us, Goodnight, 1 Minn. Storer, 
Brown, Graham, McDowell, Straus, 
Bundy, Griffin, McGann, Strong, 
Bunn, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Burnes, rout, Meiklejohn, Talbott, Md. 
Burrows, Grow, ercer, Tarsney, 
Cadmus, Hager, Milliken, Tawney, 
Caldwell, Hainer, Money, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caminetti, Hall. Minn. Th 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. 
on, ammond 

Capehart, Harmer, 
Causey, S, 
Chickering, Harter, 
Childs, Hartman, 
Clancy, Haugen, 
Cockran. Hayes, 
Compton, Heiner, 
Coombs, Henderson, III. 
Cooper, Wis. Henderson, Iowa 

rnish, Hendrix, 
Cousins, Hepburn, 
reds N 
Cumm ngs. Hicks, 
Curtis, Kans. tt, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. 
Dalzell. Hopkins, III. 
Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. 

No quorum voting. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 3 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 
Nr. CapMus with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN Vooruts of New York. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. MoCALX.. . 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. p 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, 

Mr. OATES with Mr. Bowers of California. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR. of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRETE with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. Wison of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL, 

For this day: 

Mr. Somers with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. Terry with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I desire to say that I am paired, but 
have voted to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays 
0; no quorum voting. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
33 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title 
was introduced, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6661) to modify an act approved 
January 31, 1883, being chapter 40 of the lawsof the second ses- 
sion of the Toreo vinin Congress—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trictof Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6662) for the relief of H. B. 
Miller, surviving partner of Miller & Co.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6663) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6664) for the relief of Milton 
F. Colburn, administrator of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, de- 
ceased, late of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause Lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colarado: Petition of citizens of Colorado re- 
questing passage of House bill 4003, providing for second-class 
postage on publications of benevolent and fraternal societies— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 40 citizens of Jones County, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1376, to regulate the 
sale of imitation dairy products in the several States—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. s 
By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of the Business Men's Associa- 
tion of North Tonawanda, N. V., protesting against granting to 
the Niagara River Bridge and Tunnel Company the charter for 
a bridge across Niagara River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions of the Evangel- 
ical Lutheran St. John’s Church, of Hubbard, Iowa, opposing 
proposed. amendment to the Constitution of the Uni States 
recognizing laws respecting an establishment of religion—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of Excelsior Camp, 
No. 8, Modern Woodmen of America, together with a petition 
of 92 citizens of Mount Carroll, III., for the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill to admit to the mails as second-class matter 
benevolent and fraternal society publications—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

Also, protest of Union Veteran Legion, Headquarters 116, Ga- 
lena, III., against House bill 5575, amending section 4834, Re- 
vised Statutes, transferring the Soldiers’ Home from the mana- 
ger to the War Department—re-referred from Committee on 

ilitary Affairs to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of L. Packard and 47 others, pro- 
testing against removal of the Southern Ute Indians from their 
present reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of S. P: Thomas and 125 others, protesting 
against removal of the Southern Ute Indians from their present 
reservation to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of the St. Paul's Lutheran Church 
and 200 members, of Madisonville, Ohio, protesting against 
proposed amendment of Constitution recognizing Christian reli- 
gion as binding on United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary- 

Also, resolutions of the faculty (scientific) of Ohio State Uni- 
versity, protesting against passage of House bill 6338—to tho 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of St. John's Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church, of Lake City, Minn., against a pro change in 
the preamble of the Constitution, signed by W. Hoar, pastor, 
and T. H. Schuldt and T. W. Burfiend, elders and trustees, rep- 
resenting 97 communicants—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 16, 1894. 


The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offèred the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

O, eternal God, with bowed hearts we come to the foot of Thy 
throne. While the funeral knell sounds through the Capitol 
announcing the death of another Senator, while North Carolina 
mourns the departure from earth of a beloved and honored son 
and the nation feels the loss, we bless Thee for his large ne- 
tive powers schooled in the wide experience of public affairs, 
and for his genial humor, enriching and illumining all subjects he 
touched, making him kindly with his kind, by virtue of which 
he shed the influence of a wise and beneficent counsel and char- 
acter upon his native State and, by virtue of his place in this 
Chamber upon the land at large. í 

Grant to the widowand children under this sore bereavement 
the only comfort which can come to human hearts at such a 
time—unshaken faith in Thy holy Gospel and the consolation 
and sympathy of Thy beloved Son. As the earthly part of one 
of our brothers has ended upon the border of the invisible 
world, t that we hear from Thy lips, Blessed are the dead 
which die in the Lord; yea, saith the Spirit, that they may rest 
from their labors.” We humbly pray, through Jesus Christ 
our Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

DEATH OF SENATOR VANCE. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, it is my melancholy duty to 
announce to the Senate the death of Hon. Zebulon Baird Vance, 
late a Senator from North Carolina. He died on Saturday night 
last, at forty-five minutes past 10,at his residence on Massachu- 
settsavenue,inthiscity. Though his long-continued and serious 
illness ought to have prepared all of us for the sad event, still, 
beguiled by his own cheerful and hopeful spirit, none of us had 
dreamed that the white horses were coming so rapidly to his 
door. 

His death shocks us to the depths of our hearts. It is aca- 
lamity, a sorrow, a deep public and personal bereavement. A 
great man has fallen inour midst; a t patriot, agreat states- 
man, a great thinker, a great actor has passed away from our 


sight for this life, 

He died at his post of duty with his complete armor on, with 
his face to the front, courageous, hopeful, useful to the last. 
Sufferings did not break his proud spirit, nor dim his noble in- 
tellect, nor shake his fearless fortitude. Full of years, but still 
in the strength of his eminent faculties, crowned with exalted 
honors, but still animated with yet higher aspirations and 

romise of doing good, physically wrecked and overcome with 

curable malady, stood firmly in the line of his comrades 
and at the last moment serenely gathered his robes around him 


and stepped with the dignity of a Senator and the faith of a 


* 
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Christian from earth into eternity. It looks as if by some pro- 
phetic intuition he had returned from the spring flowers and 
the genial skies of Florida to lay down his sword and shield on 
the very altars of his country. 

This is not the time for the analysis of his character; for eu- 
logies of his virtues; for the history of his illustrious services. 
On some fitting day I shall ask the Senate to do justice to his 
honored memory. 

But, sir, [ should commit a very great wrong not to say now 
with what unspeakable pain and infinite grief the death of Sena- 
tor Vance smites the people of North Carolina. For more than 
forty years, in peace and in war, he has been the most beloved 
and the most honoredsonofthat great State. From the overilow- 
ing ocean, across the hills and plains and valleys to the majestic 
mountain tops, he was a familiar and most dear object to the 
hearts and homes of all our people. 1 can not describe 
the admirationand loveand gratitude of those of allages of both 
sexes; of every class, condition, and race; of the whole people of 
North Carolina, for this great and good man, their benefactor 
and bulwark in prospe ity and adversity. Standing by hislifeless 
form to-day it is my sacred duty, representing a Commonwealth 
of nearly 2,000,000 souls, to shed upon his mortal ashes the tears 
of their affection and deepest sorrow. 

He seemed, sir, as if by destiny to holdin his hands the hearts 
of the people, and at this moment the throbbing breasts of thou- 
sands are following his silent march to the tomb. If he had 
faults, they were bold, brave, open faults, and are forever 
eclipsed aud forgotten in the splendor of a great and glorious 
life and in the magnanimity of a noble nature. 

As [ think of the short interval at which he follows the be- 
loved Georgian from the folding doors of this Chamber to their 
last rest itlooks as if two tall oaks which stood over and shaded 
our hearthstones had fallen in the early evening after thestorm 
and heat of the day had passed over, and before the shades of 
night and winter had fallen upon their autumnal leaves. Col- 

uitt and Vance had done their duty to their country and their 

ellow-men. 

But I must not trust myself further. At the hour of 9to-night 
the committees of the two Houses of Congress, the entire dele- 
gation of the State of North Carolina, and the special commit- 
tee from the State, with the sad family and friends, will leave 
the capital of the Star Spangled Republic, and bear the remains 
of Governor Vance through the sister State of Virginia to the 
beautiful capital of North Carolina, and thence take them to 
his burying-ground on the mountain side, overlooking the blue 
torrents of the French Broad and in sight of lovely Ashe- 
ville, and there leave them in the shade of the evergreens and 
in the mirror and melody of flowing waters, to sleep with his pa- 
triotic fathers. And as the clouds at evening h. upon the 
bosom and eternal towers of Black Mountain, so will a shadow 
of sorrow rest upon the bosom of all his people. But the light 
of his life with the early rays of morning will dispel the gloom 
from the mountains and from their hearts. 

And now, I can only venture, in the name of the stricken Sen- 
ate, with L sympathy to send to the noble and devoted 
woman who for months, by day and night, with unwearied 
vigilance, has stood by him like an angel of light and love, our 
heartfelt condolence and tenderness, and to hold up to his brave 
sons the ever-living beacon of their father’s life. He expired 
solaced in the arms and affections of his wife and children. And 
may our Almighty Father, in Hissupreme and infinite goodness, 
bestow upon them His strength and comfort. 

Mr. President, I beg leave to ask consideration by the Senate 
of the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to take order for superintend? the funeral of Mr. Vance, which 
will 1 to-day in the Senate Chamber, at 4 o'clock p. m., and that the 
Senate attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 
his memory, his remains be removed from Washington to North Carolina 
in charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, who 
shall have full power to carry this resolution into effect. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-day, Monday. at o'clock p. m., and to appoint a committee to act 
with the committees of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT ah SSIES as the select committee 
under the second resolution . RANSOM, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. 
Gray, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. COKE, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. DU- 
Bors, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. MANDERSON. 

He also announced as the honorary pallbearers, Mr. MORRILL, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. MCPHERSON. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I leave to offer the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved; That invitations be extended to the President of the United 
States and the members of his Cabinet. the Chief Justice and the Associate 
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the Diplomatic orge 
the Major-General Commanding the Army, and the Senior Admiral of t 
Navy, to attend the funeral of the Hon. Zebulon Baird Vance, late a Sen- 
ator from the State of North Carolina, in the Senate Chamber to-day, Mon- 
day, at 4 o’clock p. m. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution, and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the ex 


penses incurred 
to take order for the funeral of the late 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


RECESS. 


Mr. RANSOM (at 12 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.). Mr. Pres- 
8 I move that the Senate take a recess until half past 3 
o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 3 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Zebulon Baird Vance, latea Senator from the State 
of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 7 a committee of nine mem- 
bers to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by the Senate to 
make ma HORIA arrangements and to atcompany the remains to the 
place of burial. 

Resolved, That the House accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral this afternoon at 4 o'clock. 

Resolved. That a recess be now taken until 3:45 p. m., at which hour the 
House will proceed in a body to the Senate Chamber to attend the funeral, 
and at the conclusion thereof, on return to its Chamber, the Speaker, as u 
further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, shall declare the 


the select committeesap: 


inted 
mator Z. B. Vance be d from 


House adjourned. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House notify the Senate of the action of 
the House. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. BLACK 
of Illinois, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Mr. CRAWFORD, 
Mr, DANIELS, Mr. STRONG, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. HOUK as the 
committee to act in conjunction with the Senate committee to 
make the necessary arrangements and accompany the remains 
of the deceased Senator to the place of burial. 


FUNERAL OF SENATOR VANCE. 


At 3 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m. the members of the House. 
of Representatives, preceded by the Sergeant-at-Arms and Clerk 
and headed by the Speaker, entered the Senate Chamber. The 
Speaker was escorted to a seat at the right of the Vice-Presi- 
dent; the Clerk at the Secretary's desk, and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms on the right of the Vice-President's desk, while the mem- 
rare the House wereescorted to theseatson the floor provided 

or them, 

They were soon followed by the Chief Justice and Associate 
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the Diplo- 
matic Corps, and the President and his Cabinet ministers, who 
were respectively escorted to the seats assigned them on the 
floor of the Senate Chamber. 

The casket containing the remains of the deceased Senator 
was brought into the Senate Chamber, preceded by Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, and Rev. MOSES 
D. Hon, D. D., of Richmond, Va., and escorted by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the Senate, the committees of arrangements of the 
two Houses, the honorary 2 of the Senate and House 
and pallbearers selected from the Capitol police, and followed 
by the members of the family and friends of the deceased. 

Rev. Moses D. Hod, D. D., offered the followin, 1 

Oh God, most h, most holy, most merciful, with owly rev- 
erence of spirit and hearts subdued by the hallowed memories 
of the coparier and by the tender offices of the hour, we invoke 
Thy gracious presence, help, and benediction. 

Hear our prayer, O Lord; give ear untoourcry; hold not Thy 
peace at our tears, for we are strangers with Thee and sojourn- 
ers, as all our fathers were. 

Father of mercies, ever assuring Thy chastened children of 
Thine unchanging love, be very near to us now in this the hour 
of our sorrow, as we come to cast our care upon Thee and toseek 


the strength and consolation Thou only canst 


impart. 
Asa father pities his children, so do Thou pity us; as one 
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whom his mother comforteth, so do Thou comfort us, and so 
sanctify our deepest distress that, being made partaker of Thy 
holiness, we may be prepared for everlasting blessedness in the 
world where, after the separations of time, we may find our true 
home; where all who have departed in Christ await our coming, 
beyond the reach of sorrow and tears, in the realm of eternal 
light and gladhess. 

Hear us, we beseech Thee, for the sake of Thy well-beloved 
Son, to whom, with Thee, O Father, and the Holy Spirit, we will 
give honor and glory forever. Amen. 

After reading the ninetieth Psalm and the fifteenth chapter 
of First Corinthians, Rev. Dr. HOGE delivered the following 
address: 

The shadow of a great sorrow has fallen on this Chamber. 
The bloom and fragrance of spring, the sun shining bright and 
clear, bring no delight to our eyes, no cheer to our hearts. 
What are all the aspects of this vernal season, what even the 
great subjects that absorb and agitate us in daily life at this 
moment, when we see around us the badges of mourning, the 


the preacher, until in a scarce audible voice he startled the 
deep silence with the words: “ There is nothing great but God!” 

To-day this Senate Chamber, by a solemn dispensation, is con- 
verted into a lodge of sorrow,” and here. in an audience con- 
taining those who occupy the . posts of influence and 
power in this land, all temporal distinctions for the moment 
seem to be forgotten as well as all the questions of absorbing 
interest which agitate the public mind, and in the presence of 
the dead—in the presence of the Great Judge of quick and dead— 
one pathetic utterance alone arrests our attention: Man that 
is born of a woman is of few days, and full of trouble. He com- 
eth forth like a flower, and is cut down: he fleeth also as a 
shadow, and continueth not.” Once more are we warned that 
pallid Death, with impartial hand, knocks atall doors; he enters, 
with equal freedom the homes of the humble and the gates of 
the Capitol; he casts his chilling shadow over the lowly hovel 
and the halls of national legislation; he strips off the rags of 
the pauper and the robes of the Senator; and so to-day pride, 
ambition, vainglory, and thestrifes and animosities of the hour 


tears of the bereaved, and when we look upon that bier and | veil theirfaces, andeternal things alone seem worthy of supreme 


remember who lies upon it. 

In the discharge of the mournful office assigned to me, it is not 
my province to awaken those tender regrets which the recital 
of the personal virtues and public services of your late associate 
must ever excite. This grateful duty will be performed by 
those who are best qualified for it by long acquaintance and in- 
timate association. 

These tributesto his memory whencompleted will not only form 
a permanent part of his personal history, but an addition to the 
history of the State he represented and served so well. Nor can I 
speak of that genial spirit—oftentimes jubilant—which made him 
such a favorite with the people, nor of other attractive qualities 
of mind and heart which converted acquaintances into friends, 
and which now, to bo enjoyed no more, converts friends into 
mourners. 

The only theme on which it is becoming in me to dwell takes 
us to a higher plane, and I could preface what I wish to say by 
the declaration that the first requisite to the highest and most 
symmetrical development of what is noblest in man, be he sol- 
dier, sage, or Senator, is sincere, consistent, heartfelt piety. 
There are indeed mere natural virtues which command respect 
and admiration, but after all ‘‘a Christian is the highest style of 
man, 

Piety toward God is the surest incentive to the full discharge 
of all duties toward man, the truest and most unfailing inspira- 
tion of honor, the strongest safeguard of personal integrity, the 
most efficient aid in the pursuit and attainment of whatsoever 
things are just and true and lovely and of good report. The 
man who ever lives as under! the great Taskmaster’s eye,” who 
believes and remembers that God is now the witness of his con- 
duct and to be his final judge, and who in all his acts, personal 
and official, strives to maintain a conscience void of offense, is the 
man who above all others will be most fearless in meeting every 
responsibility and most faithful in discharging every trust. 
This is the spirit which elevates its de above all that is 
ignoble, narrow, and selfish, because all the ends he aims at will 
be those of country, God, and truth.” How true this picture 
is of our lamented brother and friend let your hearts attest. 

And now, remembering on whom the bereavement falls with 
heaviest weight, what can we do but take her in the arms of our 
faith, sympathy, and Christian affection, and commit her to the 
care and love of our Father in Heaven—to the protection and 
sustaining grace of our Elder Brother, whose hand alone is soft 
enough to wipe away the tears of bereavement and tender 
enough to bind up the bleeding heart. May God comfort His 
handmaiden, and all dear to her, and be their strength, song, 
and salvation. 

To-day the voice of Providence unites with the voice of in- 

iration in admonishing us that all the glory of man is as the 
fous of the grass. > 

We are told that Massillon, about to deliver one of his won- 
derful funeral orations, found himself in a church surrounded 
with all the pomp and pageantry of the court. The church was 
not only hung with black drapery, but the light of day was ex- 
cluded, and only a few dim tapers burned on the altar. 

The beauty and chivalry of the land were there. The King 
was clothed in sackcloth and bowed with grief. There was 
silence; a solemn hush pervading the assembly. Massillon 
arose. His hands were folded on his breast; his eyes were lifted 
toward Heaven. He stood mute and abstracted. Presently his 
fixed look was unbent; his eye roved over the scene where every 
pomp was ee per Ape where every emblem of rank and power 
was exhibited. e eye could find no res lace amidstall this 


parade and histrionic mourning. Atlength it settled on the bier 
on which lay dead royalty covered with a par 
indescribable nothingness of man at his te 


A sense of the 
state overcame 


regard. Oncemore we hear the voice coming outof the bygone 
century: ‘There is nothing great but God.” 

If by the mournful providence which has summoned us here 
we are taught more impressively than ever the evanescence of 
allearthly good; if we are possessed afresh with the conviction 
that he builds too low who builds beneath the skies:“ if we are 
led to the cross, where the defenseless find shelter and the guilty 
find pardon; if through the grace which fortifies the soul against 
the dread of death we gain preparation for the duties of life; if 
we address ourselves with new resolution to the discharge of 
those duties, with minds chastened and hearts purified by afic- 
tion, then this sad providence will have accomplished its salu- 
tary purpose. 

he heart that so lately throbbed with patriotic ardor is still. 
The lips that so lately moved in prayer for God's blessing on 
eke a church, and home, are mute; but be it ours to kee 
alive the sacred flame and to prolong the prayer that Heaven's 
best benediction may rest on this confederated empire of impe- 
rial States; on its Chief Magistrate and all associated with him 
in the responsibilities of office; upon the houses of State and 
national legislation; upon all our citizens in their homes; upon 
all the people of this great land from North to South and from 
East to West, that all may learn more and more to cherish the 
relations which unite them as children of one Father and as 
citizens of one country; that freedom founded on justice and 
guarded by constitutional law, with religion pure and undefiled 
permeating all, may secure to us a perpetual heritage of har- 
mony, prosperity, and peace; and to God, most high, will we 
ascribe, as is most due, all honor and glory evermore. Amen. 

And now, as the closing exercise in this service, I will read 
the following hymn: 

THY WILL BE DONE. 
My God and Father, while I stray 
Far from my home, on life's rough way, 


O teach me from my heart to say, 
Thy will be done! 


Let but my fainting heart be blest 

With Thy sweet Spirit for its guest, 

My God, to Thee 1 leave the rest; 
Thy will be done! 


Renew my will from day to day; 

Blend it with Thine; and take away 

All that now makes it hard to say, 
Thy will be done! 


Then, when on earth I breathe no more 
The prayer, oft mixed with tears before, 
rls — 15 a happier shore, 

Thy will be done! 


The benediction was pronounced by the Chaplain of the 


Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee of arrangements, 
conducted by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, l escort 
the remains of the deceased Senator from the Chamber to the 
depot of the Richmond and Danville Railroad, and from thence 
to the place of burial in the State of North Carolina; and after they 
have left the Chamber the guestsof the Senate will depart in the 
reverse order of their entrance. 

The casket was borne from the Chamber, attended by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, the vant Rags pede the committee of 
arrangements, and the family of the deceased Senator. 

The invited ge having retired from the Chamber, 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, asa further mark of respect 
to the memory of my deceased colleague, Imove that the Senate 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 38 minutes p- 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 17, 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 16, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. E. B. 
BAGBY, offered the following prayer: 

O, Thou Great Disposer of all human events, with Whom are 
the issues of life and death, bow down Thine ear and hear our 
supplications. We bring to Thee our hearts, tender with sym- 
pathy for the sorrows of those who mourn. How often of late, 

Lord, have our ranks been broken, and men in high places of 
authority and dear to the hearts of the people have been called 
hence to give an account of their stewardship; and Death, with 
equal footstep, is knocking at the palace of the rich and the 
humble cot of the poor; and so Thou art teaching us the short- 
ness and uncertainty of human life. May we fix our affections 
upon things aboveand not upon things on the earth; and as our 
bodies are frail and as our days are few, may we live as if there 
were but a step between us and death. And when the end 
comes, O Lord, may we lie down in peace to sleep, and upon the 
morning of the resurrection may we awake in the light of Thy 
love and the joy of Thy presence and live with Thee forever, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Speaker, one moment, please. If there 
be no objection, I would be glad to have the question of the ap- 
proval of the Journal deferred until to-morrow morning, as I 

esire to ask attention to the decision of the Chair made last 
week in reference to the Journal of Thursday last: which de- 
cision I think the Chair, on reflection, will be inclined to reverse, 
as to the order of business. I think the first business in order 
this 8 would be the approval of the Journal of last Thurs- 
day, and believe that an examination of the precedents, to which 
I will ask the attention of the Chair at the proper time, will 
show this beyond question—the yeas and nays haying been or- 
dered on the demand for the previous question on the approval 
of the Journal. But under the circumstances, which are fa- 
miliar to all, I do not care this morning to raise that question, 
and simply ask that it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Michigan inasmuch,as there certainly can not be any objection 
to the approval of the Journal of Saturday’s proceedings, that it 
be now approved. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the fact that the regular order 
of business. after the House is called to order this morning and 
the Journal has been read, would be the approval of the Journal 
of last Thursday’s proceedings, the proper time to raise that 

uestion would be now. It is a question that I desire to discuss 
or a little while; but, as I have said, under the circumstances 
known to the House, I suggest that it be deferred for the present, 
and be allowed to lie over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COOMBS. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to ask consent to offer 
a resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. Any agreement of the sort to which the 

entleman from Michigan refers would bring this Journal up 
i consideration to-morrow morning. The Chair thinks that 
the Journal of the proceedings of to-day would come up to- 


morrow. 
Mx. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Michigan objects 
to the approval of the Journal, I suggest that the approval of 
the Journals of to-day and Saturday go over until to-morrow 
and by consent we take up executive business for consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would have no objection to that. I ask 
that the question of the approval of the Journal rest until to- 


morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the question of the approval of the Journal 
of Saturday's proceedings be allowed to go over until to-mor- 
row. Is there objection? 

Mr. MALLORY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BROWN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. EVERETT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Eas 7 — ALLEN, indefinitely, on account of serious illness of 
8 wife. 
To Mr. Hupson, for to-day, on account of sickness. 
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To Mr. PAGE, for one week, on account of sickness in his 


amily. ; 
To Xie. TALBOTT of Maryland, for one day, onaccount of sick- 
ness in his family. 
To Mr. CHICKERING, for one week, on account of sickness in 
his family. : 
To Mr. HOOKER of New York, indefinitely, on account of per- 
sonal sickness and sickness in his family. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to give notice that as soon as the resolutions come over from the 
Senate in relation to the death of Senator Vance I will ask the 
House to proceed at once to their consideration. 

T ask unanimous consent now that we take a recess for twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withdraw that motion for a moment, so that 
I may be permitted to present a resolution for immediate con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has intimated to gentlemen that 
no business would be transacted this morning. 


DEATH OF GEN. SLOCUM. 


Mr. COOMBS. I should like consent at this time to offer a 
resolution in relation to the death of a former member of this 


body and a distinguished citizen of New York. Lask unanimous 


consent 15 the present consideration of the resolution I send to 
the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read subject to objec- 
tion. = 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas we have heard with profound regret of the death of a former and 


distinguished member of this y, Maj. Gen. Henry W. Slocum, who died 
at Brooklyn on the morning of the 14th instant:, 

Resolved, That in this death of one of the great captains ot the Union Army 
during the late war the country has lost a brave and skillful soldier, a wise 
legislator, and a pure citizen of high and dignified character; and 

esolved, That this preamble and resolution be spread upon the Journal of 
the House, and that a copy of them be sent to his sorrowing family. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. Speaker, I now 
renew my request. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
take a recess for twenty minutes, while waiting for the action 
of the Senate in relation to the death of a member of that body. 

There being no objection, the House at 12 o’clock and 8 min- 
utes p. m. took a recess for 20 minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 12 o'clock and 28 
minutes p. m., resumed its session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that the President had a 
proved and signed joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1893. 


DEATH OF SENATOR VANCE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. Vance, which 
will take place to-day in the Senate Chamber, at 4 o’clock p. m., and that 
the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 
his memory. his remains be removed from Washington to North Carolina 
in charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, who 
shall have full power to carry this resolution into effect. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-day, Monday, at 4 o'clock p. m., and to appoint a committee to act 
with the committee of the Senate. 


The message also announced that, in compliance with the fore- 
going, the Vice-President had appointed as said committee 
Mr. RANSOM, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. Gray, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
COKE, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. DUBOIS, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. MAN- 
DERSON — 

8 The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions of the 
enate. 

The Clerk read the resoiutions, as set forth in the above mes- 
sage, 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I offer | America and the West India Islands shall be manned by accli- 


the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved: That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Zebulon Baird Vance, late a Senator from the 
State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint acommittee of nine mem- 
bers, to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by the Senate, to 
ae =e 5 arrangements and to accompany the remains to the 

ce of bur 

Resolved, That the House accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral this afternoon at 4 o'clock. 

Resolved, That a recess be now taken until 3:45 p. m., at which hour the 
House will proceed in a body to the Senate Chamber to attend the funeral, 
and at the conclusion thereof, on return to its Chamber, the Speaker, as a 
further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, shall declare the 
House adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House notify the Senate of the action of 
the House. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, Zeb- 
ulon Baird Vance, having finished his course on earth, now rests 
from his labors in a better world. After having done much good 
in his generation, he has been gathered unto his fathers, and 
his lot will no longer be cast in this vale of misery and tears. 

Mr. Speaker, Zebulon Baird Vance wasa very great man, and 
was exceedingly beloved by the people of North Carolina, and 
the whole State, now in mourning for him, will long deeply and 
sincerely lament his loss. 

This is not the time, however, for commemorating the vir- 
tues and services of the departed. Atsome time in the future 
the House will be asked to set apart a day on which the friends 
of the deceased may pay proper tribute to his individual worth 
and to his long, faithful, and distinguished public services. On 
this solemn and mournful occasion my heart overflows with 
kindly feeling and tenderness for his bereaved widow and chil- 
- dren and for all who are near and dear to them. They are in- 
deed desolate and oppressed. In this sad hour of their trialand 
affliction they have the comforting and heartfelt sympathy, not 
only of the le of North Carolina, but of all the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolutions which 
have been read. 

The resolutions were agreed to, and the Speakerappointed as 
the committee on the part of the House Mr. HENDERSON of 
North Carolina, Mr. BLACK of Illinois, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. DANIELS, Mr. STRONG, Mr. 
BLAIR, and Mr. HOUK. 

And then, in accordance with the terms of the resolutions, 
the House took a recess until 3:45 o'clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 3 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m., resumed its session. : 

The SPEAKER. The House will now attend the funeral of 
the late Senator Vance in the Senate Chamber. 

The House then proceeded in a body to the Senate Chamber. 
At the conclusion of the funeral ceremonies the House returned. 

In accordance with the resolutions, and asa further mark of 
respect to the dead Senator, the SPEAKER (at 4 o’clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) declared the House adjourned. 


. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from theconsideration of the following bill and memorial: which 
were referred as follows: 

The Committee on Claims was discharged from the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of the Berks County 
Agricultural Society. of Berks County, Pa., and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
consideration of the memorial for the relief of Elisha M. Lack- 
ett, late second lieutenant of Company B, Second Regiment 
pint Hey Volunteers, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 6665: to amend section 4 
of the act of Congress entitled An act relating to the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia ’’—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6666) in relation to forfeited 
railroad lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6667) to require that vessels 
engaged in the fruit trade and plying between ports of the 
United States and those of Mexico and Central and South 


mated seamen—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6668) granting a pension 
to Angeline Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6869) granting a pension to 
Peter Wild, teamster for the Second Regiment West Virginia 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6670) for the relief of John 
Bowling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of E. R. 
Shipley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6872) to place James T. Peale 
on the retired list of the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: & bill (H. R. 6673) for the 
relief of B. F. Chatham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6674) for relief of the executors of James 
Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) to increase the pension of Martin V. 
Roark—to the Committes on Invalid: Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R..6676) for the relief of Peter Puckett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 6677) for the benefit of Hiram Romey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. MORGAN; A bill (H. R. 6678) granting w pension to 
Wells Parmer, late United States Navy—to. the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 6579) for the relief of Kate 
Fogarty—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 6880) for the relief of the 
heirs of John J. McElhone—+#o the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6681) correcting the record of, 
and granting an honorable discharge to, Timothy Ellsworth, late 
saddler Company M, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause Lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk und referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of William Cowduroy and 41 
others of Platteville, Wis., in favor of the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committes on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Petition of the Evangelical Luth- 
eran Zion’s Church of Welton, III., protesting against the pro- 
posed Christian amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Radford and 25 other citizens of Cli- 
max, Mich., in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, resolution of the retail clerks of Detroit, Mich., pray- 
ing for establishment of Government telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Poads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ 
Union, and of Ironworkers’ Protective Union, both of Detroit, 
Mich., favoring the e of Sennte bill 1136, and House bill 
4478, providing for the establishment of Government telegraph 
lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Evangelical Lutheran Zion's Church, 
opposing the God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judic i 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the members of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Lincolnville, Kans., nst 
changing the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the 3 

By Mr. CORNISH: Petition of Rev. Robert Arkman and 
others, of Madison, N. J., praying legislation to prevent lottery 
tickets being circulated through concessions made by Honduras— 
to the Committee on the Post.Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Grain and Flour Ex- 
change of Pittsburg, Pa., against the Hatch antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. x 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of the Board of Trustees of the 
village of Tonawanda, Erie County, N. Y., pro against 
the passage of House bill 5106, to bridge Niagara River at that 
place to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of St. Paul's Evangelical Lu- 
theran Chureh, of Whitmore; Zion’s Church, of Denison: Zion 
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Church, of Lu Verne; Immanuel’s Church, of Pomeroy, and 
Trinity Church, of Boone, all of Iowa, protesting against the 
adoption of the God-in.the-Constitution amendment—to the 
Committee on the J ae. 

Also, petition of Dwight Manwaring, asking that the building 


and loan associations be exempt from the efleets of the income | 


tax—to the Commitiee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Protestoi the Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church of Staplehurst, Nebr., composed of 1i0 members, 
8 the proposed amendment to the Constitution acknowl- 

ging the Deity—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Miller- 
ton, Nebr., having a membership of 186, against the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution acknowledging the Deity—tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protestof the Evangelical Lutheran Zion’s 
Church of Chippewa Falls, Wis., against the proposed amend- 
ment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States 
as tending to encroachments upon religious rights—to the Com- 
mitice on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Luthe ran Church of Shell 
Lake, Wis., against the proposed amendment to the preamble 
of the Constitution of the United States as a dangerous prece- 
dent for future encroachments upon religious rights—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Trinity 
Church, of Salem Township, Carroll County, III., numbering 115 
members, against the proposed constitutional amendment tend- 
ing 5 55 civil religious establishment to the Committee on the 

ciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Des Moines Division, No. 38, 
Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, asking the passage of the 
antiscalper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Resolution of the Naval Veteran Legion, 
thanking Congress for the efforts made to raise and preserve 
the old war ship Kearsarge—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of E. T. E. McLellan and others, ask- 
ing Congress to reject the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee om the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution requesting the Secretary ef the 
Interior to furnish information concerning first-mortguge bonds 
issued under the act of 1862 and 1864, to aid in the construction 
of railroad linesto the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Trinity Lutheran Church, of 
Utica, N. Y., against change of wording of the preamble to the 
United States Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 78 employés of the United 
States Bunting Company, of Lowell, Mass., protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—tothe Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Mrs, Annie E. Colwell, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. } 

Also, resolution of the Millers’ National Association for 
amendment to the interstate commerce law, in conformity to 
House bill 6445—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of Carpenters’ Union, No. 689; 
Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ Union, No. 1; Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, No. 1; Electrical Workers’ Union, No. 
17; Journeymen Stonecutters; Carpenters’ Union, No. 421; Iron 
Moulders Union, No. 31; Bakersand Confectioners’ Union. No. 63; 
Longshoremen's Union, No, 10; Standard Lodge. No. 158, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen; German 1 Union, 
No. 21; Machinery Molders’ Union, No. 244; Detroit Street Rail- 
way Engineers’ Service Union, No.26; Beer Drivers and Stable- 
men's Union, No. 38; Machinists’ Union, No. 82; Bakers’ Union, 
No. 20; Marine Engineers’ Benevolent Association, No. 3; Cigar 
Makers’ Union; Detroit Steamfitters’ Union, No. 8; Machine 
Woodworkers’ Union, No. 41, and the Iron Workers’ Protective 
Union, all of Detroit, Mich., in favor of the establishment of 
Government telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. S. Roberts and 202 others, of Richmond, 
Mich., and of J. B. Proctor and 32 others, of Shabbena, Mich., 
in favor of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, poron of Knights of the Grip, Grand Rapids, Mich., in 
favor of House bill 3291—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of Brotherhood of Boiler Makers’ Subordinate 
Lodge, No. 115, of Port Huron, Mich., against House bill 2655— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 17, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. DP). 
The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a memorial of sundry members of St. 
Martin's Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Winfield, Kans., re- 
monstrating against the adoption of an amendment to the pre- 
amblo of the Constitution of the United States recognizing the 
Deity; which was referre2 to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of E. G. Kern, G. R. Blaine, 
and sundry other citizens of Sawyer, Kans., and the petition of 
Peter Smith, William Rice, E. B. Payne, J. B. Baker, and sun- 
dry other citizens of Galena, Kans., praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. G. Moore, major and su- 
rintendent of the Metropolitan police of the District of Co- 
umbia, praying for an increase of the police pension fund of 
the District of Columbia: which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Mount Nonotuck Colony, No, 
116, United Order of the Pilgrim Fathers, of Holyoke, Muss.; of 
sundry citizens of Holyoke, Mass., and of sundry citizens of 
Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society and college jour- 
nals be admitted to the mails assecond-class matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. LODGE presented the petition of C. P. Braun and 21 other 
citizensof Somerville, Mass., and the petition of Francis A. White 
and 15 other citizens of Cambridgeport, Mass., praying thatfra- 
ternal society and college journais be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. CULLOM. I present petitions of alarge number of firms 
and individuals, citizensof Chicago, III., the substance of which 
Lean state. as briefly as can possibly be done by quoting from 
the petition itself. > 
The petitioners ask— 
First. That all rates of railway transportation shall be stable, 
steady, and equitable between competing corporations and com- 
ting places, and subject. to prompt supervision by proper au- 
thorities, with the ultimate decision in the United States court. 
Second. That the railroad corporations shall ba properly re- 
strained from extorting or using unjust discrimination. 
Third. To insure the above, we believe that railroads should 
be allowed to make agreements with each other that shall be 
binding in law. 
Fourth. That all fines and punishments for violations of the 
interstate commerce law by railroad companies shall apply to 
= = Soy pene vane themselves and not to the employés as indi- 
8. 
The petitioners then proceed to state that they care nothing 
for the form, but ask that the principles embodied in their pe- 
tition be enacted into law. ese petitions are signed by, I 
think, three or four hundred business firms of Chicago, Ni. 
The first name on the petition which I hold in my hand is that 
of Franklin MacVeagh & Co. I move that the petitions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
The motion was to. 
Mr. CULLOM presented a postition of Star Camp, No. 1130, 
Master Workmen of America, of Scales Mound, III., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Illinois, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the, Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 110 citizens of South 
Carolina, praying that a suitable appropriation be made by Con- 
gress to straighten and deepen Lynch River, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 897, relating 
to Indian depredation claims, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 
Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the faculty of Lehigh 
University, South thlehem, Pa., remonstrating against the 
e of the bill to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
to transfer its work to the Navy and Geological Survey; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 1, Union 
Veteran League, of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the 
proposed amendment to the sundry civil appropri- 


adoption of a 
tion to take from the Board of Managers of the 


ation bill, proposing 
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National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers all, or nearly | can Mechanics, of West Lebanon; of Camp Curtin Council, No. 


all, control and place the same under the government of the 
War Department; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Auxiliary Indian 
Association, of Bethlenem, Pa., praying that increased appro- 
priations be made for Indian educational purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Susquehanna 
County, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of South Canaan, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States 
to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 

roducts; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
ommeree. 

He also presented memorials of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange, and of the Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., re- 
monstrating against a reduction of the bounty on sugar; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 293, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and the memorial of Julius Vettey, of Erie, Pa., remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State Dairy- 
men’s Association, praying for a continuance of the appropria- 
tions for agricultural experiment stations throughout the coun- 
ky: which was referred to the Committes on Appropriations. 

e also presented a L ponnop of the American Toy Manufac- 
turers’ Association of the United States, praying for the imposi- 
tion of a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on toys, to take effect 
October 1, 1894; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of adequate duties on 

ar; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented sundry memorials of druggists of Reading, 
Lebanon, and Harrisburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
distilled spirits; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Uriah Stevens Assembly, No. 
9783, Knights of Labor, of Arnot, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Bland seigniorage bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry fur-dressers of New 
York City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, remon- 
strating inst the proposed reduction of the duty on dressed 
and dyed furs; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the Haverford Loan and 
Building Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the passage of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relat- 
ing to building and loan associations; which was ordered to lie 


on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Victor Grange, No. 159, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Houserville, Pa., praying forthe passage 
of the so-called Hatch antioption bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also . titions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of wood; of 58 citizens of Wilkinsburg; of 
the Pine Ridge Presbyterian Church of Markle, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Kittanning, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying that the preamble to the Con- 
stitution of the United States be so amended as to recognize the 
Deity; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Philadel- 
phia and Woodville, in the State of Pennsylvania, and a memo- 
rial of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States recognizing the Deity; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Alex C. Humphreys; of Jno. J. 
Griffin & Co.; of R. D. Wood & Co.: of Girard Council, No. 509, 
Junior Order of American Mechanics; of Wm. J. Serrill and sun- 
dry other citizens of Philadelphia; of the Duquenne Clubs, and 
of Assembly No. 234, Royal geri! of Good Fellows, of Pittsburg; 
of the editors of the Brown and White, of Lehigh University, 
South Bethlehem; of sundry citizens of Kiuzua; of Lincoln Coun- 
cil, No. 75, Royal Arcanum, of Corry, and of sundry citizens of 
Wells, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter: which were referred to the Committee on Post-Of- 


fices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Federal Council, No. 129, and 
of Reliance Council, No. 787, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Philadelphia; of Henry Seybert Council, No. 520. 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Abington; o 
Council No. 501, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 


of Homewood; of Council No. 843, Junior Order of United Ameri- 


629, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Harris- 
burg; of Susquehanna Council, No. 89, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Wrightsville; of Edwin M. Stanton 
Council, No. 910, Junior Order of United American Mechanics 
of Hites; and of Iroquois Council, No. 525, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Somerset, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of John A. Bellows and 
95 other citizens of Maine and Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the 
Constitution of the United States recognizing the Deity; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of At- 
lanta, Ga., praying that national building and loan associations 
and local building and loan associations ic exempted from the 
provisions of the proposed income tax; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of Valley City Assembly, 
No. 3229, Knights of Labor, of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrat- 
ing against any further issuance of bonds by the Government 
and praying for the unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Mrs, Henry A. Smith and 
sundry other members of the Presbyterian, Episcopal, and Bap- 
tist churches of Saginaw, Mich., and the memorial of Kate A. 
Bowen and sundry other citizens of Michigan, members of the 
Presbyterian Church, remonstrating against the admission of 
Utah into the Union as a State; which were referred to the 
Committee on Territories. > 

He also presented the petition of F. S. Curtis and sundry other 
citizens of West Bay City, Mich., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
mutter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Officesand 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. MoMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented memorials 
of E. V. Morehouse, Ben Dewer, A. O. Bement, J. C. Schultz, 
and sundry other citizens of Lansing, Mich., remonstrating 
opens the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also (for Mr, STOCKBRIDGE) presented the petition of John 
Radford and sundry other citizens of Climax, Mich., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANDERSON., i present a memorial of the inmates of 
the United States Soldiers’ Home of the District of Columbia 
remonstrating against the passage of a bill introduced by mea 
few days ago at the request of the superintendent of the home, 
The memorial is in the form of resolutions passed by the sol- 
diers who are inmates of the home. With it are quite a num- 
ber of figures and some material of value for the consideration 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. I move that the me- 
morial be printed as adocument and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 2 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented petitions of James H. Morgan and 
sundry other citizens of Maryland; of O. S. Owens and sundry 
other citizens of Maryland; of Michael Schultheis and sundry 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md.; of Armistead Council, No. 
260, National Union: of Welcome Lodge, No. 22; of Clifton 
Lodge, No. 16; of Magothy Lodge, No. 47, Shield of Honor, 
and of Enterprise Lodge, No. 15, all of Baltimore, in the State 
of Maryland, praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitt d to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS ON CHINESE TREATY, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that any petition or 
memorial relating to the proposed treaty with China may be 
resented in open session. The substance of that treaty has 
n made public by order of the Senate. This course will, I 
think. be more convenient, and it is desirable that the petition- 
ers should know that their petitions reached us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of William H. Cook, presi- 
dent of the Tackmakers’ Protective Society, of Whitman, Mass., 
remonstrating 8 the ratification of the proposed treaty 
on anme which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented memorials of the Lake 
Seamen’s Union, of Chicago, Ill.; of the Amalgamated Associa- 
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tion of Street Railway Employés of America, of St. Paul, Minn.; 
of the American Federation of Labor, of New York, and of the 
Table Knife Grinders’ National Union, of Northampton, Mass., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed treaty 
with China; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Granite Cutters’ 
National Union of America, of Concord, N. H., signed by Josiah 
B. Dyer, National Union secretary, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed treaty with China; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of Metal Polishers, Buffers, 
and Platers’ Union, No. 24,of Needham, Mass., and a memorial 
of Weavers and Mill Operatives’ Union No. 2, of Lawrence, 
Mass., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
treaty with China; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. s 

Mr.BLANCHARD presented a memorialof Hall Local Union, 
No. 14, International 15747585 of Carriage and Wagon Workers 
of North America, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed treaty with China; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the National Long- 
shoreman's Association of the United Stites, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed troaty with China; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the Trades and 
Labor Union, American Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the propo ed treaty 
with China, which proposes to repeal the Scott exclusion law 
and the Geary law limiting the immigration of the only foreign- 
ers who come to our shores and refuse to adopt our customs or in 
any manner assimilate with our people, and who are a constant 
menace to the labor of our country.” 

I ask that the memorial may be received and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will bə so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that the memorials which have 
been presented remonstrating against the adoption of the Chi- 
nese treaty should be laid upon the table, instead of being re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. COKE. I am directed by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1134] to create the south- 
ern judicial district of the State of Texas, to fix the times and 
places of holding courts in said district and in the eastern and 
western judicial districts of said State, to report it with amend- 
ments, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 


on. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. - 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in section 1, line 8, after the word“ Madison“ to insert“ Hous- 
ton.” ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the word 
Gonzales,“ to strike out Dewitt.” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word 
„that,“ to insert “hereafter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word 
„Madison,“ to insert Houston.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, after the word 
Gonzales,“ to strike out Dewitt.” 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 11, after the word 
process,“ to insert ‘‘ hereafter.” 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have no objection to 
the passage of the bill, because I take itit has received (as all 
bills of this character do receive) the careful scrutiny of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. But I should like the Senator 
from Texas to give me some information concerning the State of 
Texas and the necessity that there may be for adding another 
judicial district. I make this inquiry from the fact that many 
of the Western States of large area, of course not comparing 
with the State of Texas in extent of territory, compose single 
districts. For instance, the State of Nebraska, with an area of 
75,000 square miles, has for many years sought to have that 
which I think is needed, a division of the State into two judicial 


districts, but it has knocked at the doors of the Committee on 
the Judiciary id vain. I should like to have the Senator from 
Texas state the necessity for an additional district and the num- 
ber of judicial districts that now exist in Texas. 

Mr. COKE. There are now existing in the State of Texas 
three judicial districts, the eastern, western, and northern. The 
district that is now proposed to be created embraces the south- 
ern portion of the State. It contains some 52 counties. We 
have been so pressed in that State for judicial service that a 
judge from an adjoining State has repeatedly had to hold court 
at Galveston and Paris. The bar of the State have fora long 
time been petitioning for the creation of another judicial dis- 
trict so that the business of the State can be transacted. There 
are three judicial districts in Texas now. The State of Texas is 
of sufficient area for five States the size of 15 Rater or Pennsyl- 
vania. Great distances have to be traversed by litigants, wit- 
nesses, and officers, as the judicial districts are now arranged, 
and an additional district is absolutely necessary for the con- 
venience of the people. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What was the population of the State at 
the last census? 

Mr. COKE. The population of the State at the last census 
was in the neighborhood of 2,500, 000, but it is supposed now to 
be nearly 3,500,000. Immigration has poured very rapidly into 
the State, and the people need these judicial conveniences for 
earrying on business. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no question of the need or ne- 
cessity that is described by the Senator from Texas, This bill 
will give to that State four judicial districts,and I presume from 
the enormous area and the population—population being some 
index to the amount of litigation in all cases—the bill probably 
should pass. But I hope that when Western States shall make 
their application for similar favor, if it is to be put under the 
head of favor, such bills may be considered, as they have not 
been in the past. 

Take the State that I have the honor in part to represent, 
with its 75,000 square miles of territory and a population now 
approaching 1,500,000. It has no more judicial opportunities 
than it had when it was admitted into the Union. I had sur- 
rendered at discretion, but I shall again introduce a bill to form 
two judicial districts in the State of Nebraska, and I shall com- 


mend it to the careful attention, and I hope the favorable con- 


sideration, of tha members of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. IfI may be permitted to make one observation, 
ed eee violating the proprieties which are due to the com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Massachusetts never 
does that. 

Mr. HOAR, My impression is (the Senator from Texas will 
correct me if Iam wrong) that the next business in the Judicia 
Committee after this Texas bill was the consideration of a bi 
for the accommodation of the State of Nebraska, not, however, 
it is true, making a new judicial district, but multiplying the 
number of courts. I have no doubt, speaking for one alone, but 
I think I am quite correct, that any measure for increased judi- 
cial facilities of the United States courts in Nebraska which had 
the assent of its representatives here, or, if there were division 
among them, which had the assent of its senior Senator alone, 
would be favorably reported by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. COKE. I will stats to the Senator from Massachusetts 
pe I think the bill to which he refers will be favorably reported 
to-day. i 

Mr. MANDERSON. That, however, is not the measure which 
isdesired. That isa bill which proposes to increase the burdens 
already upon the judge of that district, which, owing to the amount 
of work and the many terms of court held, are said by the 
judge to be such that he can not in justice to himself fulfill the 
the duties required. The bill to which I refer aud which I shall 
again introduce is a bill akin to the one pending, and proposes 
tomake of that great State two judicial districts with two judges. 
I shall not attempt to hamper the pending bill by placing any- 
thing in the form of an amendment upon it to reach this i 
but I shall certainly reintroduce that bill after we have entered 
again upon the process of making more judiei il districts. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator from Nebraska un- 
derstood the sotto voce observation of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], which was not a suggestion that he should intro- 
duce it as an amendment to the pending bill, bat to tha bill which 
is soon to be reported proposing to make new terms of court in 
Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. No; let me state my thought. Submitting, of 
course, to the knowledge of the locality possessed by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, my thought was-that as he made so good a 
case in favor of Nebraska, the probabilities were that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary had been so busily engaged in this mat- 
ter in regard to Texas that they had forgotten Nebraska, and 
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that therefore it would be an 8 good thing to move 
a as an amendment to the bill reported by the Senator from 
XAS. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine will parđon me. The 
next bill to be reported, I understand, or at any rate it was the 
next bill taken up in the committee, is a bill for Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE, + that is not such a bill as the Senator from 
Nebraska wants. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but the Senator's observation is 
that the committee had forgotten Nebraska. The truth is the 
bill which the committee have agreed to report is the bill 
which the 8 from Nebraska and one of its Sen- 
ators favor. e Senator from Nebraska says that that bill in- 
creases the burdens of the jud Suppose it does; it is the 
i ‘e's business to carry all the burdens that he properly and 

airly ought to carry whether the burdens are less or more. 

Mr. ERSON. Would not that apply tothe three judges 
in Texas whose judicial districts aro somes 8 in existence? 

Mr. HOAR. No; because that vast space requires another 
judge. If it be true, as the Senator from Nebraska suggests, 
that making new terms of court for Nebraska is not sufficient, 
and that there ought to be anew district with another judge, 
and clerk, and marshal, and so on, and additional places of hold- 
ing court, that would seem to be a legitimate amendment to the 

about Nebraska, which is to como in, and not to the Texas 
bill. That is what I supposed my friend from Maine would agree 
to, if he had known that that bill was to come up soon. 

Mr. HALE. I had heard all the colloquy and thought Iknew 
not only the condition of the bill, but what my own suggestion 
was. I was lugged into the debate by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts assuming that in addition to all his knowledge of the bill 
he knew what I thought when I with some modesty ventured to 
make a remark, which I rather regret. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will pardon me, it was not assum- 
ing to know what ho thought, but it was an understanding or 
misunderstanding of what he said; that is all. I did not under- 
take to say what he thought. I said I thought he said some- 


g. 

Mr. HALE. That is all very natural. The Senator was so 
vehement about it afterwards that I began to think I myself 
was mistaken about what I did intend. As this bill proposes to 
make an additional judge in one State and deals with the general 
gaion of the judiciary of the United States 8 a judge, 

thought it would be a very fitting thing, as the case disclosed 
the 3 we should add another judge in Nebraska. 
While the Senator from Texas shakes his head at that, and 
thinks it is heresy, I still think it would not be a very inoppor- 
tune thing for the Senator from Nebraska (who has had — 
experience in this body and who is able to get upon his feet and 
BaS known his wants, as some of us are not), to move an amend- 
ment to the bill thatan added judge should be given in Nebraska. 
Then the two measures woul: go along, and the need of one is 
as t as that of the other. They do not interfere whatever. 
Tf in addition to that this other little bill, which does not seem 
to be of any account, adding to the duties of the judge, comes 
in, it oan be disposed of at once. But I still insist that there 
was nothing very heretical about my idea that Nebraska should 
be added to Texas. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine is never heretical; in- 
deed I sometimes think he is nonheretical in the attitude which 
he takes about some matters that come up here; but I should 
for one myself oppose introducing the policy of logrolling court 
bills. So far as I know and remember they are always kept sep- 
arate. The wants of each State depend upon the consideration 
due to that State; and the Senate isalways ready and apt on the 
request of the Senators from a State to create new judicial dis- 
tricts. Although the Senator from Nebraska thinks there is 
one case that occurred in regard to this very State of Nebraska, I 
do not now remember an instance where the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of any State in the Union agreed in their desire 
that there should be a new judicial district created in the State 
that it was denied by the committee. Once or twice where there 
have been two or three new ones sought, the committee have 
diminished the number of those asked for, not the number ex- 
isting; but Ido not remember any instance where the request to 
increase the number was denied. I am verysureif the Senators 
and Representatives from the State of Nebraska, who know its 
wants, will ask for a new judicial district they will get it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I suppose it would bea great deal 
better if there is to be any logrolling—and I am glad the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has never observed any here and has 
never participated in anything of the kind—but if there is to be 
any logrolling it ought to be done in committee; there is no 
doubt about that; and it ought not to be brought into the Sen- 
ate, to become a subject of discussion, and thereby offend’ the 
sonsitiveness of the Senator from Massachusetts or of any of us. 


The Committee on the Judiciary ought to take these things and 
make them up in committee, and they will find that even thera 
the Senator from Massachusetts will oppose them; but they will 
bs able to introduce logrolling bills here in the Senate, under the 
cover of committee reports, and nobody will ever know anything 
about the matter. I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 
that to that extent it is better that they should be adjusted in 
committee rather than be brought into the Senate. 

I am sorry, I will say to my friend from Nebraska, that, after 
being lugged into the debate by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I made any N I now withdraw it, and leave this entire 
great subject to him. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed, I will merely say to the 
Senator from Maine that I have been very much punished in 
having the whole matter thrown on my shoulders. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President 

Mr. MANDERSON. Only a word. I regretto interrupt this 
flow of compliment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Texas . COKE}. 

Mr. COKE. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska, if he de- 
sires the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply want to make a suggestion, and 
I know that the Senator from Texas will coincide with me in not 
desiring to interrupt this flow of compliment that is passing so 
freely between the two Senators from the effete East. There is 
no State in New England that needs, I think, any additional 
judges or judicial districts. The distances the reare so short, 
that no judge, perhaps, is imposed upon by way of fatigue of 
travel or the expense thereof. 

I merely desire to call attention to the condition which will 
result when this bill shall pass. The State of Texas, we will 
say, has 3,000,000 people. If it is divided into four judicial 
districts, that will be one judge to every 750,000 of population. 
The State of Nebraska has one judge to about a lion and a 
half of people, and if there should be another judge accorded to 
that State, as I think there certainly should be, it would then 
be even with the State of Texas, having one judge to each three- 
auarters of a million of people, and the division of the territory 
would be about the same. If two judges should be awarded to 
Nebraska, then it would bs about equal with the State of Texas 
with the four judges that will be provided for that State by the 
pending bill. I hope the Senator from Texas will be one of the 
Committee on the Judiciary to earnestly favor the bill for Ne- 
braska when it is before the committee. 

Mr. COKE. I will do everything that is right. The bill now 
before the Senate was considered by the Committee on the Ju- 
1 op i unanimously recommended, and I hope it will now 


passed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The billwas ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1591) to provide for the reservation, sale, 
and settlement of certain lands in several of the States and Terri- 
caer reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr.HOAR. T am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill 8. 1620) for the suppression of lot- 
tery traffic through national and interstate commerce and the 
postal service, subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. I should like to have the bill put on its passage this morn- 
ing; but it is an important bill, which, Isuppose, Senators would 
like to see in print before voting upon it. I give notice that I 
shall ask at an early date that the bill be taken up and put on 


its e. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 
LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. MARTIN. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify tho 
reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of Oklahoma 
Territory,and for other purposes, to report it with an amend- 
ment; and I ask the immediate consideration of the bill. It is 
a matter that ought not to take ten minutes to dispose of, and it 
is somewhat important to the people of Oklahoma. I should 
like to have it dis d of now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill bo read for information. 

Mr. MARTIN. If there be no objection to the consideration 
of the bill, I should like to state briefly what it is about. 


1894. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been 
called for, the Chair will state to the Senator. f 

Mr. HALE. That is a long and a very important bill, and I 
do not think we can consider it now. I think it had better go 
to the Calendar, so as to give us an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I cee eat te the Senator from Maine will 
withdraw his objection. I think, if he understood the bill, he 
would not make any objection to it. 3 

The public lands in the Territory of Oklahoma are now gov- 
erned and controlled by the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
lawauthorizes himtoleasethem. The whole sum and substance 
of the bill, which has the consent of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the indorsement of the Committee on Public Lands 
is that the law be so amended as to authorize the governor and 
secretary of the Territory and the superintendent of the public 
schools for the time being toexercise the power to lease, i 
of the Secretary of the Interior, until the meeting of the Leg- 
islature; and that then the whole matter shall be under the 
88 of the Territorial Legislature. That is all there is 

n the bill. ; 

Mr. HALE. I dislike to interfere with the personal desire of 
the Senator, but we have had a great deal of trouble by prema- 
ture and unadvised legislation with reference to just such sub- 

ts as this. Whereamatterofthisimportance is brought to the 
nate upon the report of a committee, I do not think it unrea- 
sonable to insist upon the point that it go to the Calendar and be 
rinted, and then we may have an opportunity of examining it. 
Fean assure the Senator, so far as Iam concerned, that when that 
opportunity has been had and all the provisions of the bill have 
been examined, I shall not object any day to taking the bill up 
and putting it upon its passage; but I have had noopportunity, 
nor has any other Senator outside of the committee, to look into 
this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 

consideration of the bill, and it will go to the Calendar. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BOTLER] in relation to the employment of a ste- 

rapher for the Joint Committee on Naval Affairs, to report 
itfavorably and without amendment. Lask for immediate action 
on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a reso- 
lution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER 
February 2, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the joint committee from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
ofthe two Houses of Co bs, and hereby is, authorized to employ a 
stenozrapher, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should the Senate contingent fund 
be made the scapegoat for the expenses of a joint committee? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will state that the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. BUTLER] is the chairman of the joint committee, and 
I understand that whichever body is assigned the chairmanship 
of such a committee defrays the expenses that are to be paid. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to state that it was found neces- 
sary to raise a joint committee of the two Houses for the pur- 

of taking up very many subjects in respect of nayal matters. 

e were troubled with a great many subjects in both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate regarding the personnel of 
the Navy and many other matters which required adjustment. 
A joint committee of the two Houses was appointed, and that 
committee meet in the Senate committee room, the members of 
the joint committee on the partof the House of Representatives 
meeting with the members of the committee on the part of the 
Senate. The expenses of a stenographer can not amount toa 
very large sum one way or the other, perhaps not over $50 or 
$100 at the outside. Therefore,in drawing up the resolution, it 
was not deemed b separate the funds out of which 
the appropriation should be made. It is a matter of no material 
consequence, and will not be very costly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TARIFF RATES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I make a report from the Committee on 
Finance, which I send to the desk, and I ask the Secretary to 
7 et the head lines, which will indicate the character of the 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
Changes in the Text and Rates of Duty of the Tariff 
Act of 1890. and of the Administrative 
Act of June, 1890, 
made by 
The Bill H. R. 4864. 

As it passed the House, and also as reported to the Senate by the Finance 
Committee, together with statistics relating thereto the raves of 
duty proposed by the Mills bill of 1888. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the document be printed for 
the use of the Senate under the customary rule. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. i 

Mr. HILL. Is it proposed to print the Mills bill entire with 
that document? 

Mr, VOORHEES. Ido not know that it is. 
gives the rates of duties. 2 

Mr. HILL. For one, I should like to have the Mills bill 
printed entire. I made that suggestion some time ago, as the 

Senator will recollect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought not to be printed with this docu- 

ment, but printed W 

Mr. HILL. All right. t it be printed one way or the 


other. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Task that an order be made for the print- 
ing of the document as it has been presented, and if afterwards 
it is found to be useful to have any further printing we can 
easily make the necessary order. This is a statement of the 
esp proposed by the Mills bill, and not a publication of the bill 
itself. 

I ask for information—I confess Lam not very well informed 


The document 


as to the number of copies that will be published of the matter 


I have presented? 
Mr. DOLPH. Nineteen hundred. 
Mr. MANDERSON. The usual number. 


Mr. DOLPH. But the Senate only gets 400 copies of that 


number. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There will be 1,970 copies printed in all. 
but they are distributed under the law to many libraries and 
other recipients of such literature. 

Mr. VOORHEES. How many to the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate only gets about 400 copies. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Only about 400 copies out of the 1,970. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the order be made according to the 
usual custom, and if hereafter itis found that the Senators need 
more, which I think very likely, we can increase the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the uest 
of the Senator from Indiana? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

SETTLEMENT OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. ` 


Mr. GALLINGER. T hold in my hand a copy of a joint report, 
to which I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. It is to this effect: A copy of the joint report from 
the Secretaries of the different Departments respecting the an- 
nual settlement of the publicaccounts. It bears date December 
6, 1816, and is signed by James Monroe, William H. Crawford, 
George Graham, and B. W. Crowninshield. 

The report discusses with a great deal of ability the question 
now before the Senate regarding a reorganization of the differ- 
ent Executive Departments. I think it will be of great interest 


to every Senator to see this report, and I ask that it be printed - 


as a document for the use of the Senate. 

5 F Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. IL inquire of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if the document from which the report presented by him 
is taken is referred to in the report? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is referred to, but I will re&x- 
amine it, and if it is not referred to, Iwill make such reference. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The report oughttorefer to the document 
from which it is taken, so that, if necessary, a comparison can be 
made with the original. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1905) for the relief of Au- 
gustus G. Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
ee accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1906) for the relief of 
Isaac S. Simpson; which was twice read its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1907) for the relief of the heirs of 
S. H. Hill, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1908) for the benefit of Joshua 
Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying E referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill S. 1909) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations, approved March 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Depreda- 

ons. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1910) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Alfred George 
Towers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committes on Military Affairs, 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1911) for the relief of Lieut. T. 


R. Kennedy, Company F, Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves; which 


was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1912) for the relief of the 
Bath Iron Works, of Bath, Me.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S.1913) to amend 
section 4 of the act of Congress entitled “An act relating to 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia,” approved June 
21, 1870, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1914] to pay the State of 
Delaware and the city of Baltimore for advances of money in 
the war of 1812, reported to be due them by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1915) to amend the charter 
of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1916) for the relief of the heirs of 
William Freeman, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S.1917) to in- 
crease the volume of money on a realestate and gold and silver 
basis, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL iby request) introduced a bill (S. 1918) for the 
relief of members of the Missouri Home Guards; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1919) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians, in California, 
for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a gons resolution (S. R. 74) for the 

oper enrollment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the 
Pnited States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanyin per, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CARE (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
75) interpreting the act of March 2, 1889; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended. to be pro- 
posea by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
re e red to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. A 
AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit an amendment to House bill 4864, be- 
ing tbe tariff bill, which at the proper time I shall propose to 
that bill. Task that it be read and printed. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed, as follows: 


Pute 100, after line 11, insert the following as a new section, to be num- 
bered section 3: 

“When not in contravention of any existing treaty, any article made duti- 
able in the preceding sections shall, if it's the produos or manufacture of 
Great Brit: or of any of the colonies of Great Britain, pay a duty double 
that herein imposed; and, when not incontravention of any existing treaty, 
any article upon the free list in the preceding section shall. if the product or 
manufacture of Great Britain or of any of thecolonies of Great Britain, pay 
a duty of 85 per cent ad valorem. except wool, which shall bear the rates of 
duty im by the tariff act of October 1. 1890; and such additional and dis- 
criminating duties upon the products or manufactures of Great Britain or 
her colonies shall remain in force until Great Britain shall assent to and 
take part inan international agreement together with the United States, for 
the coin: and use of silver; and whenever Great Britain shall assent to and 
take u such international agreement for the coinage of silver, then the 
additional and discriminating duties herein imposed upon the products of 
Great Britain and her colonies shall cease.” 


RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution, for which I ask immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the amount of appropriations made and expended 
by the Government for the improvement of rivers and harbors since the Ist 
day of J ret A 1865, to the present date, specifying the different rivers and 
harbors in which improvements have been made and the amounts expended 
therefor respectively. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say to the Senator that up to within 
the last three or four years this information has been furnished, 
and is an official document, which can be found in the Senate 
document room. 

Mr. ALLEN, If that be true, it would be very short work to 
have the information brought down to date. 

Mr. DOLPH. What the resolution calls for would bea volumi- 
nous document and require a great deal of labor to prepare it; 
and I wished to give the Senator thatinformation. Perhaps the 
resolution had better go over until to-morrow morning, and I 
will examine to see how far the information has been brought 
down; perhaps it will answer the Senator s purpose to have the 
information already published brought up to date. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the resolution considered. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution goover, so that the matter 
may be investigated, and the Senator, if he wishes, may then 
modify his resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 


TREATY WITH SPAIN OF 18i9. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed: 5 

Resolved, That the President be, aud he is hereby, roosakas to institute 
negotiations with the Government of Spain for the decision by arbitration 
of the obligation of the United States under the treaty with Spain of 1819 to 
pay interest on the principal sum awarded for losses sustained by subjects 
of Spain and by inhabitants of the provinces of the Eastand West Floridas; 
also the question whether the treaty of 1819 has been carried into effect and 
performed by the United States in respect to the obligations assumed by 
them in the said treaty: Provided, That all sums of money allowed under 
such arbitration shall be paid only to the said claimants and their heirs 
or legal representatives, and that all powers of attorney to represent such 
claimants, their heirs and representatives, and all assignments of such 
claims or any part thereof shall be declared void and of no force or effect. 


CONSIDERATION OF CHINESE TREATY. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a resolution, which I 
send to the desk, and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved, That the pending Chinese treaty be considered in open session, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think that resolution had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 

‘Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon subsequently said: I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution introduced 
by me this morning, to the effect that the Chinese treaty shall 
be considered in open session, do not go to the Calendar, but 
that it may lie on the table until the 3d of May. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution, which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, hat the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
to the Senate a list of all persons in office on April 10, 1894, in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, employed by the Government in the defense of Indian dep- 
redation cases brought under the act of March 3. 1801, to provide for the 
adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations, giy- 
ing the names of such employés, the salaries of each, the terms of their em- 
ployment, whether regular or apectal, temporary or permanent, the nature 
of the services performed by them, and the places of their employment, 
whether in Was on or elsewhere; also when such employment com- 


menced, 
DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY TICKETS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 443) to pro- 
vide for the sale of new tickets by the street railway companies 
of the District of Columbia. s, 

The amendmentsof the House of Representatives were tostrike 
out all of section 1, after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That from and after the pass: of this act each street railway and street 
erdic transportation company in the District of Columbia shall issue its 


1894. 
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own tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other company. Such tickets 


. and sold in sheets of 6 tickets each, and after having been 
once shall be canceled by the company which issued the same. 

And in section 2, line 1, after the word railway,“ insert or 
street herdic transportation.” 

Mr. FAULKN I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and ask for a con- 
ference, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed 
by the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the amendments? 
As I understand, if I caught the reading of the amendments 
aright, the object is to make the street car companies exchange 
tickets with the herdie company. 

Mr.FAULKNER. No; that is exactly the amendment I wish 
tosecure in conference. The House amended the bill so as to in- 
clude the herdiccompany in the requirement, which does not now 
issue tickets, and I thinkthatisavery proper amendment. Iwish 
to have an additional amendment added, and I ask for 2 confer- 
ence in order to facilitate the action on the measure in Congress. 
I wish to provide that these companies shall exchange also with 
the herdic company, because they will not exchange tickets with 
the herdic company unless required to do so by a provision of 


law 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think they ought to be made to exchange 
tickets with the herdic company. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is exactly the object I propose to 
accomplish, 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the herdic company issues tickets at 
six fora quarter, I wish to have them exchangeable at that rate. 

Mr. HALE. Do not the street car companies exchange tickets 
now with the herdic company? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They do not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They do not. 
not issue any tickets. 

Mr. HALE. I had the impression that when we get tickets 
from the street car companies they are taken by the herdic com- 


ites COCKRELL. Of course. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The herdic company does take them, but 
it does not issue any, and if it did 

Mr. COCKRELL. The railroad companies would not take 


em. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They would not take them. There is no 
exchange of tickets between the herdic company and the street 
ear lines. That is the information we have; and we wish to have 
a provision putin the law that the street railways shall be re- 

uired to exchange with the herdic company. 

Mr. HALE. That is the object of the conference? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the object of the conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to suggest to the Senator from West 
Virginia that what he proposes is in the nature of a new provi- 
sion, and it seems to me it would be more appropriate to 
to that amendment of the House of Representatives, with an 
amendment securing what he proposes to provide for. Other- 
wise the other House will meet the Senate conferees by saying, 
„This is nsw matter, which nas not been considered in either 
House, and therefore it isnot competent for the conference com- 
mittee to deal with it.“ It seems to me. if the Senator has that 
ob ect in view, the best way is to let the bill lie over: prepare 
the amendment, and then call up the bill and have the amend- 
ment made here in the first instance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam willing to pursue whatever course 
will best facilitate the passage of the biil, but I supposed that as 
the other House had inserted an amendment as to the herdic 
company, we certainly had a right to add in conference as an 
amendment that the tickets required to be issued by the herdie 
company should also be exchanged by the street car companies. 
Ithink theamendment would be perfectly germane to the amend- 
ment made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be germane, but why should we not 
deal with it here? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there is no object on. I will withdraw 
my motion and ask that the bill be printed and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill and amendments will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment under which the Senate acted during the past week ex- 
ired yesterday by its own terms. The Senator from Rhode 
land [Mr. ALDRICH] and I, recognizing the fact that it would 
expire at that time, have conferred with respect to the matter, 


The herdic company does 


and he and I have agreed to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that for the present week and until this day a week, 
Tuesday next, the agreement of last week be continued; that is. 
that the Senate meet at 12 o'clock, take up the tariff pill 
promptly at 1 Oclock, and proceed with its consideration 
until 5 o’clock without interruption; and on Tuesday next, at 5 
oclock, what is called general debate shall cease, and the bill 
after that shall be taken up and read paragraph by paragraph 
for amendment, the committee amendments being first dealt 
with as reached in the reading of the bill. 

I desire, however, to reserve, after what is called general de- 
bate under this agreement shall have been concluded, that one 
Senator on this side of the Chamber shall be heard in the nature 
of general debate, making such reply as he may choose to make 
to the speeches that have gone before. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does the last suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee mean that when we come to debate the items of 
the bill paragraph by paracraph what he is pleased to call gen- 
eral debate shall not be had? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there would bs no objection on this 
side of the Chamber to an understanding that either on Tuesday 
or Wednesday some Senator representing the committee or rep- 
resenting the friends of the bill shall have two hours, or what- 
ever time he pleases, for the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Two weeks, if he desires it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two weeks, as the Senator from Nebraska 
suggests, if he desires it. But of course that agreement does 
not imply that other Senators shall not have a right to speak at 
any time as long as they please upon the bill or any of its amend- 
ments. F 

Mr. HARRIS. The agreement which I sesk,and which I 
think the Senator from Rhode Island agrees with me about is, 
that when the time fixed by the consent agreement for general 
debate shall have expired the reading of the bill by paragraphs 
shall begin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only objection which I should make to 
the suggestion of the Senator from ‘Tennessee would be more in 
the way of criticismof the phrase used. general debate,” than 
of the intent of the agreement. Iagree with him perfectly as 
to that; but whether it shall be called ‘‘ general debate,” or 
whether it shall be called by some other name, isa matter about 
which there might be somedifference of opinion, I suppose the 
Senator from Tennessee understands as well as I do that gen- 
eral debate in the Senate, in one sense, does not close until the 
third reading of a bill is ordered, and that even after the con- 
sideration of the bill by paragraphs commences any Senator can 
address the Senate at any length he pleases, or upon any sub- 
ject he pleases, connected with the tariff. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis a mere play upon words, if there be a 
difference at all between the Senator from Rhode Island and me. 
The ob’ect I have in view-is to reach the earliest day possible 
to begin to read the bill and dispose of it. Of course under the 
rules debate upon amendments is as unlimited as the debate upon 
the bill. There can be no misunderstanding about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all. 

Mr. HARRIS. Bat I wish to reach the point where we begin 
to read the bill and consider it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let us understand it. On Wednesday, 
say, at 1 o'clock or 2 o'clock, whatever time may be chosen, the 
epee | of the bill by paragraphs, for amendment, will be com- 
menced. 

Mr. HARRIS. And on Tuesday next a Senator upon this side 
of the Chamber shall have such time as he may desire, not ex- 
ceeding two and a half or three hours; perhaps two hours will 
be as much as will bs wanted. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not interpose an objection to whet I 
regard as the material part of this agreement, which I under- 
stand to be that on next Wednesday, by unanimous consent, if 
that bs the day, the reading of the bill shal: commence by para- 
gr pbs, and that what is known as the formal reading, passing 
through the entire bill, shall be dispensed with. Isuppose that 
is the object the Senator from Tennessee has in view. 

The idea of closing general debate, as suggested by the Sena- 
tor, of course, is an inadmissible idea in this body. No such 
suggestion has ever been made or thought of heretofore. The 
biil is open to amendment and open io debate until it is con- 
cluded. But I, of course, am just as willing as any other Sena- 
tor can be that the bill shall have its reading commenced on the 
day suggested by the Senator from Tennessee. That a Senator 
on that side or on either side of this Chamber shall be allowed 
two hours after that time to speak is a wholly unnecessary sug- 
gestion or by: eacaery because any Senator, in a moment after 
the bil shall have had its first sentence read, can rise in his 
plece and debate the bill if he chooses to do so. So I wish for 
myself to exclude absolutely, in connection with the bill, the 
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idea which has been excluded hitherto in the discussion of bills 
of like character, that we shall have a general debate here run- 
ning for two weeks and that it is to close upon a particular day. 
I agree to the material suggestion made the Senator from 
Tennessee, which is that at a certain day we shall begin reading 
the mati paragraph for amendment. 

Mr. RRIS. the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I will 
suggest to him that there is not the shadow of difference be- 
tween his understanding and mine. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

A HARRIS. I used the language “what is called general 
obate. 
Mr. MILLS. And it is very appropriately used right here, 


because the debate now is over the whole subject; and Wednes- 


5 you commence to discuss the particular provisions of the 
, and then it becomes particular debate. But you can talk 
as long as you please on either. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. There is another suggestion made by the 
Senator from Tennessee which I desire to understand, and that 
is as to the disposal of amendments. He says the amendments 
of the committee are to be first considered. It is the rule, I un- 
derstand, that when a paragraph is reached where the commit- 
tee has proposed an amendment it shall be considered as re- 
spects that paragraph before any amendment shall be offered 
by a Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I mean. 

Mr, ALLISON. So I understand. I think that is a very 
popar “py emigre I believe it has always prevailed hitherto. 
P r. HARRIS. Always in respect to tariff and appropriation 
8 


Mr. ALLISON. But when à paragraph is reached and the 
committee has no amendment, of course it is in order for any 
Senator to move an amendment to the paragraph. 

Mr. MILLS. Ofcourse. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis the more convenient method of deal- 
ing. Paragraphs thut are reached before a committee amend- 
ment is reached are open to amendment, but when a committee 
amendment is reached it must be disposed of before any other 
amendment is offered to that paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think another suggestion should be made, 
and that is, that the bill shall be considered by paragraphs as 
we proceed. 

. HARRIS. Such is the agreement between the Senator 
from Rhode Island and myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. It was notstated by the Senator, 
and I think it is important that we understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. What does that mean? 

Mr. HILL. That is whatI wish to know. What does it mean? 

Mr. HOAR. If you have passed one paragraph, say the chem- 
ical paragraph, and are on textiles or iron, is it understood that 
no Senator is at liberty, if he thinks of some amendment or one 
is suggested to him by a constituent, to go back and offer it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. The whole bill is open to 
amendment from the beginning to its ending, as all other bills 
have been open to amendment. It is merely for convenience as 
we go along. Every peo. of the bill is open to amendment 
until the bill is completed, as I understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. My object is to secure a given number of 
hours every day that shall be devoted to the consideration of 
the bill. have not sought by this agreement to change or 
modify the operations under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I wish to secure those hours, and I desire 
to have a time fixed when we shall commence the reading of the 
bill by paragraphs and dispose of them. 

Mr. ALDRIG I think there is no disagreement as to what 
the terms of the agreement are, as expressed by the Senator 
from Tennessee and the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HARRIS. I donot think so either. 

Mr. MILLS. It is in harmony with parliamentary law that 
the friends of a measure shall open and close the debate on it; 
and it is perfectly proper that the friends of this measure shall 
do that, as conceded by this agreement. There has been unlim- 
ited debate, according to the rules of the Senate, as the matter 
has progressed heretofore. I suggest, by way of being certain 
about the agreement, that whoever closes the debate for the bill 
on next Tuesday shall be permitted to take the floor at 1 o'clock 
and consume what time the speaker may think proper, as other 
gentlemen have done, and after that that the bill shull proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no such thing as closing the debate. 
The debate on the bill will not be closed until after it has been 
ordered to a third reading. I have no objection to the Senator 
from Texas or any Senator selected by the other side of the 
Chamber having the entire day Tuesday, or any other day, if he 
wants to discuss the bill. We can agree upon that matter with- 
out the slightest difficulty. But I do object to the idea that the 


agreement is to be in the nature of a closing of debate on some- 
body’s part. 
Mr. MILLS. I wish to be understood about this matter, and 
I donot think there is any ground at all for a misunderstanding 
of it. There has been general debate upon all features of the 
bill tolerated by the Senate, and that general debate over the 
whole subject is to be terminated at a given time. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; by no means. 

Mr. MILLS. Wait until I get through with my statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to know what the Senator from Texas 
means 1 8 855 statement. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam going to tell the Senator, if he will allow 


me. 

Mr. CULLOM. Goon. 

Mr. MILLS. The general debate over the whole feature of 
the bill terminates on Tuesday, at whatever time the 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will not, with my consent. 

Mr. MILLS. Wait until I make my statement, and then the 
Senator can say what he pleases about it. Then, after that, the 
particular debate which may originate on an amendment, and 
which may cover the whole bill and may last from now until 
Judgment Day, will begin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. That is all right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I wish to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. If I undertake to make a speech on next 
Thursday and discuss items in different parts of the bill, giving 
my views generally upon the whole questio n, am I to be called 
to order as not directing my remarks to a specific paragraph? 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the rules of the Senate such a thing is 
sae impossible. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then why this general debate” talk? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a mere quibble about what is the mean- 
ing of a word. 

r. CULLOM. If that is all, let it go. 

Mr. HARRIS. There has been what is called general debate, 
because there has not been a single paragraph in the bill read 
to which the debate was directed. hen the hour comes for 
closing, I repeat fo beg in saying what is called general debate, 
then the reading of the bill commences, and a Senator may take 
the floor upon any amendment, no matter what it is, and 

Mr. CULLOM. He takes the floor upon the whole subject, 
however, and the amendment is merely read. 

Mr. HARRIS. IbelieveIwiilconclude that sentence. When 
a Senator takes the floor he may talk as long as he pleases and 
about everything upon the face of the living earth and as far 
beyond as his fancy may lead him. 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest that the Senator from Tennessee and 
the Senator from Rhode Island reduce their agreement to writ- 


ing. 
Sir, CULLOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. QUAY. Then there will be no quibble as to the consiruc- 
tion or the meaning of the agreement? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Pe lvania will allow 
me one moment, I will state that there are just two things in 
the agreement which are material, as I understand it. One is 
that we shall begin every day at 1 o'clock and continue until 5 
uninterruptedly in this debate; and secondly, that on Wednes- 
day next, at I o'clock, the first or formal ing of the bill, so- 
caled that, is, reading it through without interruption—shall 
be dispensed with, and the Secretary at the desk shall begin to 
read, Be it enacted,” ete. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And read on by paragraphs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those are the only two things involved in 
this whole agreement. And everybody agrees to those and to 
9 

Mr. YE. That is to begin a week from to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUAY. I was about to say, when the Senator from Iowa 
took the floor, that I feel it my duty to object to any arrange- 
ment which would interject the reading of the bill into the belly 
of the remarks which I commenced on Saturday last and which 
Iam not likely to resume for a day or two at least according to 
present appearances. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that the agreement asked for can not interfere with his rights 
to the floor up to. Tuesday next, a week from to-day. I think it 
not improbable, though the Senator knows better than I, that 
he may possibly conclude his remarks before that time. 

Mr. QUAY. There is no question about that, unless my time 
is occupied by Senators who desire to be heard and to whom I 
am compelled to yield, which is likely to occur to-day. I say 
“compelled to yield;” I mean as a matter of courtesy of course. 
Ido nee consent to an agreement by which my remarks shall be 
cut off. 
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Mr. ALLISON. After the first sentence of the bill is read by 
the Secretary, the Senator from Pennsylvania, if he does not 
dinish his observations before, will rise in his place and go on as 

as he desires. - 
. MITCHELL of Oregon. He will hold the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Hoe will hold the floor, and there will be no 
possibility of interference with his right to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. One thing ought to be added to thestatement of 
the Senator from Iowa. It is not very important practically, 
but still technically it is important. After the reading of the 
bill begins, when the place comesfor the first amendment of the 
committee, that 1 suppose will be reported, and the pending 

uestion will then be on theamendment. But the rule for un- 


ted debate will go on. 
Mr.SHERMAN. The rule for unlimited debate goes on all 
the time. 
Mr. HOAR. All the time. However, what I rose lor 


Mr. ALDRICH.~ I hope the remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not be construed into limiting amendments 
before the first committee amendment is reached. 

Mr. HOAR. No: I do not understand that it does at all. 
What I said was, that whenever we reach a point where an 
amendment will be in order, then that amendment will bo the 
pen question. However, I should not have risen for that 
suggestion alone. I do not regard it as very important. But I 
rose to give notice that I expect to be absent next week, Tues- 
day, Wednesday, and Thursday, and I expect to get the floor 
when I can after my return for a speech on the bill generally. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
Tennessee. When, according to hisunderstanding of the agree- 
ment about to be entered into, will it be proper for me to propose 
the substitute which is upon the table and of which I have given 
notice? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know any reason why the Senator 
from Kansas may not propose it at any stage of the proceeding. 

_Of course he knows that under the rules the text of the bill is 
amendable and his substitute isamendable, and they are bothre- 
2 as original propositions for the purpose of amendment. 

amendment may be He may offer it when he 
pleases, and it may be pending until finally disposed of, which 
may be the last thing done. 
r. HILL. Idesire to ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
he regards anything in the agreement as it has been explained 
him as inconsistent with a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of tho free list contained in the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. The free list isa part of the pending bill, and, 
like every other part of the bill, itis tobe dealt with by the Sen- 
ate as a majority of the Senate may choose to deal with it. 

Mr. HIL t is not the question I 8 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I do not quite understand the question. 

Mr. HILL. In other words, under the agreement the Secre- 
tary proceeds with the reading of the first paragraph of the bill. 
Is there an g in the agreement to prevent a motion being 
entertained that the Senate proceed to the consideration of that 
portion of the bill known asthe free list? It hasstruck me that 
with more propriety, before discussing the question as to what 
the duty shall be upon aparticular article, it might be first well 
enough to determine the question whether thers shall be any 
duty at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think Icomprehend the Senator's question. 

Mr. HILL. I merely do not wish to bs foreclosed in the mak- 
ing of such a motion, either in the form of a request for unami- 
mous consent or by motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Myanswer, from a parliamentary standpoint, 
if I understand the Senator’s question, is, that if in a particular 
paragraph a given duty is imposed upon à given article and the 

nator from New York desires to strike that article from the 
dutiable list and put it upon the free list, it is an amendment 
that would be perfectly in order; or, vice versa, if an article that 
aoig to a particular paragraph is by the bill placed upon the 
free list and the Senator desires to transfer it to the taxable 
list, it will be perfectly in order to move to insert it as an article 
mon which a given rate of duty shall be im q 


HILL. That I certainly well understood. That is not 
the point. : 
R TORRID Then I can not comprehend the object of the 
ingu 


Mr. HILL. In other words, does the agreement imply that 
55 . be proceeded with exactly in its order all the way 

rough? 

Mr. HARRIS. It must necessarily be read in its order. 

Mr. HILL. And must the consideration be had in its order? 

Mr. HARRIS. In its order. That would be the liamen- 
tary method, wholly independent of agreement, and it is not af- 
fected by the agreement in any way whatever. 


Mr. MILLS. The agreement does not change the parliamen- 


tary law. > 


PRE SHERMAN. That would be the rule in regard to any 

Mr. HARRIS. Precisely. 

Mr.DOLPH. But the rule can be changed bya majority vote. 
It is not a rule that has to be enforced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know of any such case or any such 
precedent. 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from New York will allow me 
to suggest, if I comprehend his purpose in this question, that he 
can accomplish the same result at any time by a motion to dis- 
penso te the regular reading and proceed to a special clause 
in the bill. , 

Mr. HILL, Let me suggest that then we shall be met by the 
objection I think, as I comprehend the point made by the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, that the Senate has by unanimous consent 
declared otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS. The agreement between the Senator from 
Rhode Island and myself was to the effect that on Wednesday 
morning the reading of the bill should in paragraph by par- 
agraph, beginning with the first paragraph and ing the par- 
agraphs in their consecutive order, as has been the rule in the 
Senate throughout its entire history. That is what the rules of 
the Senate require, what the parliamentary law of the case re- 
quires; and our consent agreement does not propose to inter- 
fere with it in any way. We simply dispense with the first 
formal reading of the bill, and proceed by paragraphs to read 
the bill through, and act upon the paragraphs as wereach them. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to ask 
him another question? In the absence of the agreement would 
it not be competent for the Senate to proceed to the discussion 
of the free list first? 2 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a question of parliamentary law. The 
whole effect of the agreement, so far as it affects this matter, is 
Sopy that we disponse with the first general or formal reading. 
If the bill were formally read through, then the parliamentary 
status would be that the bill is before the Senate and every line 
of it is open to amendment, and any Senator could move toamend 
the last line or the first as he might choose; he could go to any 
part of it. But the bill would not be read again by paragraphs. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York pardon me for 
a suggestion in the line of his ing ? AsTunderstand the rule 
in the Senate, when a bill comes up it is read through for infor- 
mation. Then it becomes pending asin Committee of the Whole. 
Now, if it is a bill of 500 pages and the Senator from New York 
gon the floor first and moves to strike out the last word in the 

ill, that is the pending question, and it can not be displaced by 
somebody mo to strike out the first word or the first 5 
whatever the length of the bill. So, with the pending tariff bill, 
if, whenever the reading is going on under rule which the 
Senator from Tennessee alludes to, and the bill has been read 
aloud, the Senator from New York takes the floor and moves to 
strike out the last item on the free list, nobody under the rules 
can get rid of a vote on that motion by doing something with the 
first par: ph. Thatis the universal law applying to appro- 
priation bills and everything else unless the Senate agree to con- 
sider the bill by paragraphs. 

Now, the effect of the agreement which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee proposes is to consider the bill by paragraphs, and that, as 
LIunderstand it (the Chair will correct meif Lam wrong), implies 
that motions to amend the first paragraph may be made as that 
paragraph is read and will be considered before motions can be 
entertained to amend later paragraphs, which are not to be con- 
sidered until they are read. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly what I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand that nobody claims you can 
not go back after you have got xi one paragraph and move an 
amendment that you did not think of at the time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me one moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam through. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of considering the bill by para- 
graphs is simply to put a paragraph in place of a section. All 
the question relating to duties is in a single section of the bill, 
and therefore we shall be jumping back from one part of the 
section to another from time to time unless we have an agree- 
ment practically that a paragraph shall be considered as a sec- 
ti 


on. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa pardon me for a 
suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose when the first paragraph is being 
dealt with the Senator from New York moves to amend the free 
list. He could not have that amendment voted upon? 
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Mr. ALLISON. No, not until the paragraph under consider- 
ation was disposed of. : 

Mr. HOAK. Does the Senator from Iowa understand that in 
ordinary bills—for instance the lottery bill just reported—an 
amendment to the first section takes precedence of an amend- 
ment to the last section in order of time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not so understand, under our ordinary 
parliamentary rules. I can move to amend the fifth section, 
and when I move to amend it the motion must be disposed of. 
Then the Senator from Massachusetts can move to amend the 
third section, and so on. We substitute paragraphs for sec- 
tions in this case; that is all. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I comprehend what the Senator from 
New York suggests and proposes, or at least thinks should be 
the method pursued in the consideration of the pending biil. 
The Senator from New York evidently believes that the whole 
free list should be first considered by the Senate; that the Senate 
should determine what articles are to go upon the free list and 
be admitted into the country free of duty before it undertakes 
to pass upon the amount of duties to be levied on dutiable arti- 
cies, The Senator from New York does not wish to be pre- 
cluded by this agreement from making a motion, when we com- 
mence to read the bill by paragraphs, that we shall proceed to 
the consideration of the free list first before we consider the 
other schedules of the bill. 

It is true that a bill must be read. It must be read three 
times. We generally read it twice by title in the Senate be- 
fore it is placed upon its final passage. The rules of the Senate 
require that course. The parliamentary usage is to commence 
at the beginning and read the bill through; yet I apprehend a 
careful consideration of the rule would show that if the Senate 
desired to proceed otherwise it could have the bill read back- 
wards. That would be a reading of the bill, and a majority of 
the Senate could order that to be done. The bill would be read. 
We might improve the bill if we should do that. The bill would 
be read then under the rules of the Senate. It would be com- 
pletely read, but it would not be read in the order in which it is 
usually found advisable to read a bill, to begin at the beginning 
and read it in the regular order. s 

But I have not a particle of doubt that the Senator from New 
York would be in order, and that his motion would be parlia- 
mentary if, when, under theagreement a week from to-morrow, 
the Secretary of the Senate shall commence to read the bill, he 
should move that we pass over the schedules of dutiable arti- 
cles, and that we first consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
and dispose of the free list. I think a majority of the Senate 
could order that course to be pursued. What the Senator from 
New York appears to wish to understand is whether the pro- 
posed agreement, in the 1 of the Senators who have 
made it, would preclude him from making such a motion. 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Of course the Senator from Tennessee is entirely 
willing that the debate shall take whatever course the majority 
of the Senate desire to have it take. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know that the Senator from Tennes- 
see would be entireiy willing, but the rules secure the right, 
and the Senator from Tennessee can not help it. 

Mr. HILL, I simply make this modification: I have no ob- 
jection to the agreement as suggested here—it is not very ex- 


plicit; still perhaps it is sufficiently so—with the further under- 


standing that nothing agreed to shall prevent the Senate by a 
majority vote from proceeding to the consideration of the free 
list in case the Senate so desires. That is all. 

Mr. MILLS. If it can do so under the rules? 

Mr. HILL. Yes: if it can do so under the rules. Iwill make 
that proviso, and will then be perfectly satisfied. In other words, 
my point is simply this: I do not think it a wise procedure to 
disc ss a question of rates before we discuss the question as to 
whether the article itself shall be placed upon the free list. In 
my judgment the best way to make the bill is to determine in 
the first instance what articles shall be dutiable and what arti- 
cles shall be placed upon the free list. Having determined that 
question and made up your free list first, then proceed to the 
other question. I care not by what parliamentary method you 
arrive at that result. I think it would save time to make that 
disposition first. I simply ask tohave reserved the right of the 
Senate to take that course if the Sen ite desires to take it and 
not be precluded by an objection that by unanimous consent we 
pare agre ed to adifferent course. There can be no objection 

a 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems to me, as I have understood the 
discussion, that the proposed agreement does not deal at all with 
the manner of 5 the bill atter the paragraphs have com- 
menced to be read, but that the agreement is preliminary to that 
time. So all this discussion as to whether we shall discuss the 


free list first or last will be a question that will come up naturally 
under the rules. The agreement in no way treats with the sub- 
ject subsequent to 5 reading of the bill by para- 
graphs. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee if that 
is not the fact? 

Mr. HARRIS. It affects it to this extent. If the bill were 
formally read as it came from the House of Representatives, it 
would never be formally read again in the Senate in its consid- 
eration. In that case an amendment would be in order to any 
line or word of the bill from the first to the last; I could offer an 
amendment to any paragraph or any line of it. But the agree- 
ment provides for nsing with the formal reading for infor- 
eaten and reading the bill paragraph by paragraph for amend- 
ment. 

It means that the paragraphs shall be read in their order and 
shall be subject to amendment as in Committee of the Whole. 
When the Committee of the Whole shall have passed on the 
8 and gone on to the last paragraph and acted upon 
that and passed it, the bill is then reported to the Senate, and 
the question is upon concurring in the Senate in the amend- . 
ments made asin the Committee of the Whole; and any Senator 
may reserve any number of amendments he chooses or he may 
require every amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
to be acted upon separately in the Senate. Then.the whole bill 
and every part of it is open toamendment in the Senate, and an 
per ing ge may be offered as well to the last clause as to the 

rst. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Allow me to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nee if that would not be the case if the agreement were not 
made? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should so hold, but lam not sure I am right 
about it. Iam not sure that a majority of the Senate may not 
vary the reading of the bill, but I am inclined to think it can 
not. 

Mr. HILL. Has the Senator from Tennessee any objection to 
a reservation, that nothing in thisagreement as expressed here 
shall prevent the ma ority of the Senate from proceeding to take 
up for consideration the free list? 

Mr. HARRIS. Lam tempted to say that I have no personal 
objection, for the reason that I am satisfied the Senate would 
never consent to such an irregular method of reading the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Then there is no risk to run. 

Mr. HARRIS. I say I am strongly tempted. I do not think 
a majority of the Senate would agree with the Senator from New 
York as to that method of reading. 

Mr. HILL. All Task is to have that right reserved, and if I 
can not convince the Senate 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator may reserve that right, if upon 
examination the parliamentary law that controls this body makes 
such a motion in order. 

Mr. HILL. Of course; all right. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not seek to change the rule. 
eat 1 of Oregon and Mr. WASHBURN. That is 

right. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New York, under parlia- 
mentary law, would be inorder in making such a motion. I shall 
interpose no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of she Senator from Tennessee? TheChairhears none. It isso 
ordered. 

Mr. HILL. The request of the Senator from Tennessee, as 
modified by the suggestion of the Senator from New York. I 
wish that to go upon the record. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has placed before the 
Senate, in order, the entire agreement which has been made. 
It includes everything which has been agreed upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Recorp will of course showexactly what 
was said and what was reserved. r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not intend to ex- 
clude any part of the agreement. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to submit some observations on 
the pending measure either-on Monday or Tuesday of next week. 
I should like to inquire of the Senator from Tennessee whether, 
if I make my remarks on Tuesday, it will interfere in any way 
with the understanding that is had now? 

Mr. HARRIS. The agreement is that at 1 o'clock on Tues- 
day a Senator on this side of the Chamber shall be entitled to 
the floor for the purpose of consuming whatever time he may 
choose to occupy on that day. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. MILLS (to Mr. WASHBURN). - Take 
Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. To next Monday there could certainly be no 
objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or 3 

Mr. WASHBURN. In view o 


‘the statement made, I give 
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notice that I shall ask the courtesy of the Senate to submit some 
observations on the pending measure on Monday at 1 o'clock, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
- Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senate for leave of absence 
until the 3d day of May. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and leave 


is granted. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. The session I ask for will be 
very brief, I will say to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 50 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After twenty-five minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened. 


THE REVENUE, BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whoie, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. With the consent of the Senate, I have agreed 
to yield the floor to-day to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin}, and, after the conclusion of his remarks, to the 
Senator from New 2977 [Mr. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair.) The 
Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. r. President, I am frank to say that if I 
had had the framing of a revenue bill, I would have presented a 
schedule of duties diflerent in some particulars from the one 
under consideration. But as it is im ible to offer a tariff that 
will, in all of its features, receive the 1 approval of 
every member of Congress, and as this bill is based upon the 
doctrine of a tariff for revenue in contradistinction from that of 

rotection, in the sense of denying to the people of the United 

tates the benefit of the markets and commerce of the world, I 
give it my unhesitating support. 

It especially commends itself to me, in that it is a step in the 
direction of apportioning the expenses of the Government in 
proportion to the wealth of those who enjoy the security and 
protection of the laws of the country. 

It more especially commends itself to me, in that it has been 
introduced into this Congress, and has gallantly and successfully 
fought its way through one of its branches, in utter defiance of 
that potential factor in American politics, the combined and 
organized wealth of those who have been fostered by the iniqui- 
tous laws enacted by a party whose power they purchased, and 
upon whose spoils they have fattened. 

It need not be expected that a tariff bill, the purpose of which 
is to do justice to the millions who walk in the humble paths of 
life and eat their bread in the sweat of their faces“ can ever 
make its 8 the Halls of Congress and not be fiercely 
assailed and most bitterly denounced by those whose vast ac- 
cumulations of wealth are the monuments that mark the iniquity 
of a system of laws that not only imposes the expenses of gov- 
ernment upon the toiling masses and those of moderate estate 
and virtuaily exempts the immensely rich, but, in addition 
to the expenses of government, levies a forced and unwillin 
contribution, without the semblance of consideration, to build 
these monuments to a reckless disregard of human rights and 
8 justice —it would be permissible to say, of common 

onesty. 

The bill may be obnoxious to criticism. It could hardly be 
possible, after so long a reign of a system operated by the un- 

ridled license of a party dedicated more to private gain than to 
the common welfare, that the formidable array of resultant evils 
could be remedied by one enactment. 

But it is framed and presented upon the principle that the 
Government must have revenue to defray its necessary economi- 
cal expenses, and that the people who are the bene iciaries of 
just laws, faithfully and impartially administered, should con- 
tribute to this revenue in proportion to the property held under 
these laws. 

It is a just principle. 

It is further based upon the principle that when the Govern- 
ment has exacted from the people this amount of revenue it 
should tax them no further. It should not tax one of its citi- 
zens to give to another. 

There is a party in this country, drawing its inspiration from 
the teachings of Thomas Jefferson, that believes and feels that 
the laws ought to rest with equal touch upon every citizen; 
that the blessings of government ought to be distributed with 
a just, equal, equitable, and impartial hand; that the function 
of government is to protect every man alike, whether rich or 
poor, humble or exalted, in his life, liberty, and property, and 


that the greatness of a country consists in the individual pros- 
perity, welfare, and happiness of all of its citizens. 

That, therefore, the earnings and property of one man ought 
not to be taken from him, by force or by legislation, and given 
to another. : 

There is another party, the antipode of that, born of avarice 
and drawing its inspiration from greed, that believes—I mustac- 
cord to men that they believe what they say—that the greatness 
of a country consists in an aggregation of its wealth. 

If they do not in words assert, the logical deduction of their 
political course is, that they believe a given quantity of goods, of 
a given nominal value, concentered in the possession of a com- 
paratively few, redounds to the greatness of a country far more 
than double the quantity of property, of thesame nominal value, 
distributed so that the people who have produced the property 
will all be allowed to retain a share therein, each the acquisi- 
tion of his own labor, and of his own honest skill, business, and 
industry. - 

Such is the logical effect of the doctrine they proclaim; and 
the men who furnish the capital to purchase the power of the 
advocates of this doctrine are its beneficiaries, who “ toil not, 
neither do they spin,” yet they array themselves in multimil- 
lions not their own, either by the laws of Heaven or the equities 
of earth. 

In 1892, by its legislation on this subject; by the nomination 
of its candidate, and by its platform, this party challenged the 
American people to a contest of strength. The gage was ac- 
cepted, and that great representative, champion, and apostle of 
tariff reform, Grover Cleveland, was nominated on a platform 
of a tariff for revenue. 

The issue was made, clear and pointed, and put to the suffra- 
gists of America to determine. e decision, the judgment of 
the country was rendered in favor of the people. The bill now 
before us is an offer to enter that judgment. In behalf of equity 
and the equal and impartial administration of justice; in the 
name of every one of the millions, thousands, hundreds, tens, 
and units of the voters who contributed to this result, and by 
the authority of their verdict, I summon every Democratic Sen- 
ator to the support of this measure. 

It is a measure to obtain revenue for the Government's ex- 
penses, including pensions, against a measure of extortion under 
the delusive name of protection, now on our statutes. This bill 
represents the doctrine of revenue against the doctrine of extor- 
tion. 

The theory of our Government comprehends a system that is 
the simplest, purest, and best conception of the subject, by the 
human mind. It has no parallel in history. There is no other 
system of government where liberty in its full and true sense 
can be enjoyed. j 

It proceeds upon the idea that this is a country inhabited bya 
people every one of whom is, and of right ought to be, in refer- | 
ence to the laws, the equal of every other one—Jeffersonian - 
Democracy. That there shall be no titled or privileged class or . 
individual. That the function of the Governmentand of its laws 
is to maintain this right and to secure its en oyment; and in con- 
sideration for these blessings and advantages of government 
each individual shall contribute to its support in proportion to 
his means. 

It is a principle that aspires to the sublimity of that divine 
utterance of the world’s Redeemer, ‘All things whatsoever ye 
would that men should do unto you do ye even so unto them; ” 
an utterance that has no equal in all the learning, philosophy, 
and wisdom of men; the promulgation of a principle that had its 
conception in Divinity. 

Put this theory into practice by the enactment of just and im- 
parua laws, in the place of the discriminating and extortion- 

reeding ones that now cumber the statute books, and you will 
not have multimillions of dollars hoarded away and occluded 
from circulation, and yet paraded in the statistics of the circu- 
lating medium, that its owners may procure the enactment of 
laws to factitiously appreciate its value and increise its power; 
nor will you have armiesof paupersand vagrants marching upon 
the Capitol, nor tramps roving over the country, nor riotous 
strikes, where bloodshed and murder defy the laws of man and 
the willof Jehovah; but youwill have a thrifty, prosperous, free 
contented, and happy people, each the recipient of the fruits of 
his ownlabor. : 

You will have a country peopled with prosperous farmers, la- 
borers, mechanics, carpenters, merchants, editors, doctors, law- 
yers, and of every other honest vocation. Then, instead of the 
distinguished, learned, and able Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] reading statistics of the growth of the country’s wealth, he 
will see a far exceeding increase of the psonle’s wealth, but he 
will see that it is more equally and justly distributed. : 

I lay it down as an indisputable proposition of justice and of 
common honesty thatthe Government no right to take adol- 
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lar of any citizen's money without giving him its equivalent 
as a consideration. He is taxed to defray the expenses of the 
Y: lative, and executive de ents of the Gov- 
ernment, and its equivalent as a consideration is given him in 
his security against domestic violence. He is taxed to build, 
equip, and man the Navy,and to erect fortifications to protect. 
our seaboard, and he receives his consideration in security 
against foreign invasion. He is taxed for harbors and for the 
improvement of the great water ways of the country, for the 
transportation and safety of our marine,and receives considera- 
tion in the same security. But when he is taxed, when his 
money is taken from him by force, not of violence, to be sure, 
but by the equally effectual force of law, and does not go into 
the coffersof the Government's Treasury, but is given to another 
citizen, individual, or corporation, he is—I was about to say 
robbed, but since the word grates so harshly on the: delicate 
ears of Senators, let me say—forcibly deprived of his money 
withoutan eguivalent. For whether by force of violence or by 
force of law, he has received no equivalent, and the result to 
him is the same. 

If the brigand meets the farmer on the highway, and at the 
point of the pistol forces him to surrender a dollar of the pro- 
ceeds of his cotton or wheat, it is called robbery. If the manu- 
facturer, by the use of his money and the power of the influence 
it gives him, procures the enactment of a law that shuts the 
markets of the worid from this farmer and deprives him of the 
benefits and advantuges of the world’s barter, and thereby forces 
the farmer, out of the proceeds of his cotton or wheat, topay him 
a dollar more for his manufactured implements, the result is 
the same to the farmer. Yet, if you denominate this last trans- 
action robbery, the tender tympana of Senators tingle with holy 

ror. 

If the doctrine of extortion, by its advocates falsely denomi- 
nated protection for the sake of euphony, means anything, if 
means approximate exclusion of the commerce of the world. It 
levies a tariff, not primarily to go into the coffers of the coun- 
try’s treasury, but to prevent the imvortation of the merchan- 
dise of the world, and thereby to enable the manufacturer of this 
country to sell to the farmer, the laborer, merchant, editor, doc- 
tor, lawyer, railroad employé, factory hand, and every other 
consumer ata higher price. This increase of price represents 
the tax which the consumer pays to the manufacturer. When 
he buys foreign goods, he pays a tax to the Government; when 
he buys domestic goods, he pays a tax to the manufacturer. 

If the tax paid to the Government is made equal and uniform, 
in proportion to the means of the taxpayer, by a just system of 
laws, of this tax he does not complain. On the contrary, he 
takes pride in its payment, as a token of his identity as an in- 

. tegrakpart of this great commonwealth. But when he pays a 
tax to the manufacturer, who has no more right to tax him than 
he has to tax the manufacturer, he justly complains. Indeed, 
the Government has no right to tax him for the manufacturer, 
except that of power, and power does not always make right, or 
me 1 would be right in the manner of his acquisition of 

Ooty. 

No 258 who appreciates and loves fair debate -honorable de- 
bate for the purpose of reachin just and true conclusions—can 
deny that the effect of the prohibitive tariff is to tax the con- 
sumer for the manufacturer; and further, that when the con- 
sumer buys domestic goods he pays a tax to the manufacturer 
and no tax into the Treasury; and that he pays a tax into the 

Treasury only when he buys foreign goods. The American re- 
tail merchant finds that his business calls for the purchase of 
$100 worth of table knives and forks. The valueof these knives 
and forks is $100, and.if the markets of the world were open to 
him the manufacturer would stand réady to sell them to him for 
this sum. 

But the foreign manufacturer must pay $50 for permission to 
land his goods. If he sells his knives and forks for their real 
value, 8100, he only receives $5) for them, half of their value, at 
which rate he would soon beruined. He, therefore, is compelled 
to add the $50 duty he has paid, to the $100, the value of the 
knives and forks, and sell them, if he sells them at all, to the 
retail merchant for $150. The American manufacturer says to 
the merchant, I will sell you these goods for $145, and the mer- 
chant buysfrom this manu/acturer $100 worth of knives and forks, 
for which he pays him $145. s 

The $45 does not represent the fair, reasonable, and honest 
profit of the manufacturer; that is represented in the value of 
the goods, the $100; but the $45 is the amount of tax paid to the 
manufacturer by the man who uses the knives and forks, and for 
which he receives no consideration. I say by the man who uses 
the knives and forks, because the merchant can not sell for less 
than he gives for the goods. In this way the farmer, merchant, 
railroad em loys, factory hand, and all others who buy and use 
knives and forks pay this. $45 tax to the manufacturer. And 


this is done under a system of laws for extortion, under the false 
cognomen of protection. 

By asimple process of arithmetic it will be seen that $100,- 
000,000, in value, of cutlery is sold at the forced price of $145,000,- 
000, and that the sum of $15,000,000 of it does not go into the 
honest price of the cutlery, but is a tax extorted from those who 
use the cutlery, and paid to the manufacturer by force of laws 
enacted for extortion. By a just system of equal and impartial 
laws the manufacturer, to whom it does not of right belong, 
would not have this $45,000,000, but it would be distributed among 
the masses of the people, those who earned it and those whose 
labor produced it, and it would constitute a part of the wealth 
of the country, as much so as it does when extorted from its own- 
ers and producers to burden the coffers of the extortioner. 

This is but an illustration of the unjust workings of the iniqui- 
tous system. The same thing applies to the purchase of cloth- 
ing for the families of the laboring masses of the country, 
whether they labor upon the farm, in the shops, in the business 
offices, or in any other field, with this difference, that the tax 
paid to the manufacturer on clothing is greater. The sum total 
of this tax thus extorted from the people, and thus paid to the 
manufacturer, reaches into the hundreds of millions of dollars, 
which, under an honest system of laws, would remain the prop- 
erty and capital of its producers, and would in such way be dis- 
ree among the people by whose labor it is produced and 
earned. 

Under a just system of laws the people, instead of paying all 
they make to placate the insatiate greed of the manufacturer, 
would have something of their earnings left to the enjoymentof 
themselves and their families. This they would spend with the 
tailor for their clothes; the shoemaker for their shoes; the 
farmer for flour; it would disseminate through the channels of 
commerce; the railroads would carry their trade and collect 
their tolls, and all conditions of life would be prosperous. 

If the people could have it shown to them in figures; if every 
individual could see the money in one sum that is taken from 
him or her by this scheme of extortion ovary Jan the people 
would stand appalled.. They would wonder. that they had ever 
tolerated such a system for ons day, much less for decade after 
decade. Itis nothonest. No legerdemain of figures or statis- 
tics can demonstrate its honesty. 

The excuse given as a palliation of this scheme of extortion 
in the incipiency of the Government was a plea that it was nec- 
essary to sustain our indust-iesin their infancy, and that as soon 
as they were able to stand alone the policy would be abandoned, 
and they would be left to themselves to walk unattended by this 
nurse of protection. But when the tiger has once dipped his 
tongue in blood he does not relinquish his victim without a 
struggle. Those men who have blasphemed the sacred name of 

triotism, in their sordid appeal to the love of country, that 

its home in the bosoms of a noble people, just self-emanci- 

ted from British oppression, seeing that the people were fast 

Sane cognizant of the ability of those infant manufactories 

to stand alone and feed on stronger meat, must resort to some 
other expedient of deception. 

What crimes, what outrages, what. tyranny and oppression 
have been perpetrated in the name of liberty! Oh, the accumu- 
lated millions that have been wrung from the sweat of the la- 
borer under the nameof protection to labor. Seeing the futility 
of further appeal for unjust and forced contributions to infant 
industries, they invented the false pretense that their extortion 
was in the interest of protection to labor. Unselfish and gener- 
ous men(?). The laws which they have procured to be enacted, 
under the false pretense of protection to labor, have been the 
wicked instruments of accumulating for themselves colossal 
fortunes whose figuresstaggerarithmetic. Howunselfishly they 
are enlisted in the cise of the laborer(?).. I would distrust the 
candor of the man who asserts that he is acting in my interest in 
his enactment of laws and makes no mention of his own advan- 
tage, thereby impliedly asse ting that mine is the only welfare 
sought, when I would see him extorting millions of dollars from 
the transaction. So, when I hear the manufacturer say he is 
clamoring for these laws that labor may be protected, and then 
see him thereby wrest from the laborers of the land multimil- 
lions of dollars that have cost the sweat and often the blood of 
the poor and their families, I denounce his pretensions as hol- 
low mockery. 

I make no war upon the rich because they are rich. I do not 
envy them their affluence. I would rather pray, in the lan- 
guage of one of old, to make me neither rich nor poor.” Ido not 
object to the honestamassment of wealth. Nor would Tunjustly 
take from its owner one dollar of his possessions. But I ear- 
nestlyenter my most solemn protest against its dishonest and un- 
fair acquisition. In the same breath in which I would enter m. 
disclaimer oi any purpose or desire to wrong or assail the rich 
because of his riches, I would most respectfully, yet most ear- 
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nestly, commend to Senators that injunetion of Holy Writ, which: 
issanctioned by the authority of Him who with the blast of his 
nostrils gathered the waters together, stood the floods upright 
as an heap, and congealed the depths in the heart of the sea, 
oppress not the poor because he is poor.” ; 

Tt is easy enough for unjust men, when objection is made to 
the dishonest means of the acquisition of their wealth, to inveigh 
against those who enter their righteous protest, and to charge 
that it is an envious assault upon the rich, who have accumulated 
their fortunes by laudable thrift. By such vicious and empty 
charges against the humbier classes of our citizens, fulminated 
in meaningless platitudes, they hope to divert public scrutiny 
from the unrighteous means to which they haveresorted for the 
acquirement of their ill-gotten gains. No; the working masses, 
who toil with brain and muscle in their fields, in their shops, 
intheirstorehouses, over the counter, and at their books, in their 
law offices and doctors’ rooms, on the railroad, and in every veca- 
tion where honest earnings are acquired, do not envy the opu- 
lence of the rich. They ask not fora law to restore to them the 

ils they have suffered, but they ask for that humble meed 
— . justice that will allow them in the future to own for 
themselves and for their families that which they make; and 
for this meager mite of equity I, a humble one of their number, 
am here to plead. 

You do not protect labor by laws through which you enrich 

ourselves upon the toil of the laborer. You do not protect la- 
lo by laws which shield you from honest competition of prices, 
and thus allow. you to sell to the laborer at an exorbitant 

ice, and to that degree impoverish him. The law that pro- 
Pibits competition with you in making sales allows you to in- 
crease your prices and augment your fortunes, but does not ben- 
efit the laborer; on the contrary, it adds to the prices he pays 
for your wares, and to that extent injures him. The law that 
vents competition with him in labor is the law that raises 
Fie wager The laborer’s wages are not affected by the price 
the manufacturer receives for goods. The price of labor is 
regulated by the same inexorable law that controls all other 
prices—the law of supply and demand. If two employers run 
after one employé, labor is high: if two employés run ofter one 
employer, labor ischeap. Not an advocate of prohibitive leg- 
islation can dispute this. If he does, it only betrays the pov- 
erty of the argument to which he is reduced. 

o meet the force of this fact the advocates of the extorsive 
system allege that the effect of the system is to increase facto- 
ries and thereby the demand for labor. But this is the veriest 
. redicated upon a contradiction of the known laws 
of trade and business. Through the influence and operation of 
the extorsive system the manufacturer sells to the laborer at 
exorbitant charges and his modest income is soon exhausted. 
This happens to all classes of business and industry, and from it 
they all suffer. The modest incomes of the shoemaker, black- 
smith, carpenter, railroad hand, farmer, clerk, salesman, book- 
keeper, merchant, shop hand, and all other industries flow into 
the capacious coffers of the manufacturer, and their ly is 
soon exhausted. Though these toiling people are scantily fed 
and thinly and poorly clad, their narrowly limited incomes 
being exhausted, they can buy no more. 

The manufacturer, sheltered behind extorsive laws, inter- 
locked with combines and trusts, can refuse to sell at reasona- 
ble rates; but allows his wares to lie idle until the toil of labor 

uces other incomes for their purchase. He has swept into 

coffers the available incomes of the country, and still has a 
surfeit of goods to cumber his warehouse and supply the de- 
mands of future seasons. He has no need to manufacture other 
wares, and of course no necessity for labor, and the laborer goes 

ging ſor employment. Thence come strikes, riot, bloodshed, 
and murder. If you call it prosperity when all the wealth of the 
country has been dumped into the receptacles of the favored 
few, and parade your statistics of increase of wealth, concen- 
trated in this few, through the extorsive system, and claim that 
this increase of the wealth of the country 15 due to the iniqui- 
tous system, under the simple but fallacious argument, post hoc 
ergo propter hoc, E can, with far more reason, retort, and arraign 
this system for the murder of the people at Homestead and 
Uniontown; for the strikes all over the land; for the money 
panic of last year and of 1873; and for the tramping armies of 
paupers and vagr:nts who straggle through the country. 

But if the laws had been sha in the interest of all the peo- 
ple alike, these scantily fed an poorly and thinly clad laborers 
of the country would have been able to havesupplied themselves 
and their families with the conveniences, comforts, and even lux- 
uries of life: to haveconsumed all the yield of manufacturing la- 
bor, thus creating a demand for more manufactured goods, and 
a cor mding demand for skilled labor; and the demand for 
tabor being increased. there would be a corresponding increase 
in its price and assurance of its permanency. , 


This commerce would furnish business for railroad transpor- 
tation, from the fares of which their exchequers would be re- 
plenished; Its handling would require more help and give em- 
ployment to railroad laborers and clerks and other railroad 
employés, whose salaries and wages would buy provisions and 
clothing from the merchants, produce from the farms, and in 
many and various ways the money of the country would be more 
generally and justly distributed through the channels of com- 
merce, and would thereby tend to stay the tides of panic and 
disaster. : : 

I makeno war upon the manufacturer because he is a manufac- 
turer. I feel that there are manufacturers who do not ask for 
this unjust discrimination in their favor. The business of manu- 
faeturing is an honorable one, and of great ad vantage and bene- 
fit to the country and to mankind. If there be dishonor, it does 
not attach to the business of manufacturing, but to the man who 
seeks for laws through the operation of which he may be allowed 
to practice extortion. It turns out many useful and beneficent 
products, as an instance of which I may name the polished furni- 
ture and finished engine, beautiful to the eye and valuable 
to,the service. But the manufacturer does not en oy a monopoly 
of usefulness. The farmer who endures the hardship and ex- 
posure of toil, in heat and cold, sunshine and rain, and sleetand 
snow and mud, to produce the food and raiment with which all 
the populations of the earth are fed and clothed, is surely a 
benefactor, than whose claims upon the blessings of government 
and the consideration of the lawmakers none should be held 
more sacred. 

Tho laborer who delves in mines for the coal with which you 
are warmed, the iron that makes your implements of labor, and 
for the gold and silver that make your medium of exchange as 
wellas your ornaments; the humble day laborer who builds your 
railroads, and in exposure and danger handles your freights, as 
well as the engineer who with steady hand holds the throttle 
and with sleepless eye guards you against danger, while in con- 
scious security you take your speedy travel; the merchant whose 
capital and labor advances commerce; the doctor whose skill 
and the druggist whose store alleviate humanity; the lawyer 
who construes the laws; and numbers of other classes, are all 
equally with the manufacturer worthy of and entitled to the 
blessings of government, 

To show beyond peradventure that the system of extortion 
does not. benefit the laborer, and that the pretense that it is 
practiced for protection to labor is a shameful mockery and a 
delusive snare, I challenge consideration of some facts which I 
will present and one feature of the McKinley bill: and even the 
extortionist, when he fairly considers these, if he is not blind to 
facts and deaf to reason and argument, must see that the statis- 
tics of increase of wealth in the South, so exultantly paraded in 
this debate, are not due to this extorsive system. 

One feature of the McKinley bill is a tariif tax of 45 per centum 
ad valorem on all imported cotton machinery. Now, it is a fact 
that this duty on imported machinery enables the American 
manufacturer of cotton machinery to add 45 per cent to the 
price of his machinery when he sells it. It isa fact that this 
added cost of the machinery for the manufacture of cotton goods 
embarrasses the manufacturer of cotton and impedes the prog- 
ress of cotton factories. It is a fact that 5,000,000 of people in 
Great Britain are engaged in the labor of manufacturing cot- 
ton goods, and that three-fourths of the cotton that they manip- 
ulate is shipped from the United States. 

What an inestimable advantage it would be to the factory 
laborers of America if the manufacture of all this cotton was 
transferred from Great Britain tothe United States. The trans- 
fer of any Faa of it is proportionately advantageous. If it were 
transferred tothe United States, and those self-nominated friends 
and self appointed guardians of the skilled laborers of the coun- 
try were sincere, and would procure the enactment of laws that 
would effectually prohibit the admission of competitive laborers 
to our shores, it would indeed be a laborers’ harvest. Then 
would two of those selfsame men, employers, run after one em- 
ployé, and the price of labor would igh, and we would re- 
pose some modicum of faith in the sincerity of their protesta- 
tions, when they pretend that their solicitude for the enactment 
of extorsive laws is purely in the interest of labor, while the 
themselves harvest from such laws more than half of the wealt 
of the country. The price which these laws add to their goods 
must come out of the pockets of somebody or bodies; it does not 
drop from the sky. 

Let us see whether the operation of the McKinley bill tends to 
transfer the manufacture of this cotton to us, and thus to give 
employment to the skilled labor of the United States, or whether 
its operation tends to drive it from the United States. I can best 
illustrate this by an instance that comes under my own observa- 
tion. A friend of mine, Mr. A. E. Randle, of Washington City, 
a manufacturer, who does not believe in the efficacy for good 
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the country of laws that unjustly discriminate against any Amer- 
ican citizen, conceived a for the establishment of a cotton 
factory in Mississippi. e issued bonds for the purchase of the 
machinery, and had the money to put it in operation. He went 
to Massachusetts to purchase the machinery, and it was offered 
to him for $290,000 cash. He was unable to purchase the machin- 
ery with the bonds or with stock in the enterprise. 

Of this Ihave no complaint to make. But he went to England, 
and was offered the same machinery for $200,000, for which the 
factory company’s bonds and stock in the enterprise would be 
accepted, without the advancement of adollar. By the opera- 
tion of the McKinley bill Mr. Randle, an American citizen, 
was required to pay $90,000 customs duties, which he was unable 
to raise in addition to that necessary to erect and operate the 

- machinery, and he thereby failed in his effort to establish an 
industry that would have given employmenttolabor. Theduty 
was 45 per cent, and the Government received no revenue, be- 
cause the tariff was so high that it prohibited importation. If 
the duty had been 10 per cent—less than one-fourth of what it 
was—the importer could have raised this amount: the Govern- 
ment would have received $20,000 of revenue; the country would 
have had $200,000 worth of property added to its wealth—be- 
cause the property would have paid for itself—and skilled labor 
would have found additional employment. 

If you will take the entire duty from cotton machinery, and 
make its importation free, it will be but a question of afew 
years when the entire crop of American cotton will be manu- 

actured upon American soil by American labor. The price of 

labor will therefore rise; but the manufacturer of cotton ma- 
chinery will not reap such a rich harvest of spoils. In the face 
of these facts, reason becomes restive and argumentation au- 
dacious when monopolists persistently proclaim that they are 
prompted in their advocacy of a high tariif auy purely by a 
motive of protection to labor. The cry of protection to labor is 
hollow hypocrisy, and is only raised todo duty in the effort to en- 
list the laborers of the country in thisunholy crusade against civi- 
lization, as well as against the rights of the citizen. In the same 
spirit, and for the same purpose, are duties levied for pretended 
protection to other classes than the manufacturer, in order to 
enlist these classes in the protection crusade, whenin fact these 
classes are losers by its operation; as for instance the wool- 
growers, who by this system are given one dollar and robbed of 
ten, as wis demonstrated in this debate by that great Indian- 
ian Senator VOORHEES, of whose transcedent ability and match- 
less eloquence, and broad and comprehensive statesmanship, 
his State and the countr may well feel proud. 

The time will come when every wage-earner and every man 
of every class who has taken a in this unrighteous 
scheme of oppression will curse the day he entered its associa- 

tion, as the ‘necromancer in the grasp of the evil spirit curses 
the day he first meddled with the black art of sorcery.” It bodes 
no good to the country; it ges no gain to the laborer; Protec- 
tion to labor, indeed (2). Philanthropic motive (?). Let usstrip 
this motive of its mask and see it naked in all of its hideous de- 
formity. It can not be denied by these assumed philanthropists 
that through the opsration of their system they are enabled to 
raise the prices of the goods they sell to laborers, as well as to 
others, and money is thereby extorted from these purchasers by 
which they are enriched. 

The laborer in the cotton field, who produces material for the 
clothing of the people, can not earn more than $120 a year; less 
than 35 centsaday. If he produces, gathers, and prepares for 
market six bales of cotton, worth 8180, it isa good crop. One 
hundred and twenty dollars for his wages deducted from this 
this sum leaves $60 for the feed and hire of his plow team, the 
purchase of implements, and the rent of land. To produce and 
gather this TOR he is ex to all the inclemencies of the 
weather, and is liable to the dangers of pneumonia and death. 
I know whereof I Re se .I was raised on a farm, and have en- 
dured all of itshardships and toil, and I deeply sympathize with 
this worthy, honest, and honorable class of our citizens. No 
mna will deny that if this laborer,as he is compelled to do, buys 
his clothing for his family, or implements for his labor, the pro- 
tective system of these philanthropists is intended to increase 
the price he must pay. And this increase of price is taken from 
this laborer, and goes into the pockets of these philanthropists 
mios the guise of philanthropic devotion to the interest of 

abor! 

So you see that when the mask is raised it is the interest of 
the pretended philanthropists and not of labor that is intended 
to besubserved. Yetthis mockery of philanthropy is flourished 
in the faces of the peonio under the hypocritical pretense of 
eb in to labor. Philanthrophy is born of purer mold. It 

not rob the poor. The exclusory laws of the extorsive sys- 
tem, under the more euphonious name of protection, approx- 
imately prohibit the importation of machinery to manufacture 
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this man’s cotton, and thereby tend to deny employment for 
labor. Yet „ proclaim that their solicitude 
is purely in behalf of labor. 

After I was elected, and while I was making preparations to 
come to Washington and take my place in this Chamber as a 
United States Senator, I passed an old black man whom we know 
in my town as ‘‘ Uncle Prince, who makes a humble and hon- 
est living by chopping wood. Addressing me, he said, Make 
laws to help the poor man.” The first question that naturally 
suggests itself to the mind is, What righteous law would help 
this poor man? I find on the statutes a law that compels him to 

ay, when he purchases his ax, a tax of 45 percent to the manu- 
acturer, When he buys his unpretentiousclothing, he pays to 
the manufacturer a still higher rate of tax; so that out of the 
little sum that he earns in a year of less than $150 he is forced 
by this vicious legislation to give up to the manufacturer at least 
$20, for which he receives no possible equivalent. And this un- 
der laws that pose as protection to labor! The result to him 
would be the same if he was forced at the point of the pistol to 
give up his $20 to the brigand. I thought if a righteous law 
could be enacted, not to give him paternal care and protection, 
but to allow him, instead of the manufacturer, to have his $20, 
it would ‘‘ help the poor man,” and he would ask nothing more. 
In private transactions, without the intervention of the cloak of 
the law, nothing less than this would satisfy the demands of 
common honesty. 

But they complain that we are trying to extirpate this system 
at one sweep; that we want immediate and exact justice. The 
claim that they have practiced this extortion so long that it 
has become a second nature, and that it must not be too sud- 
denly disrupted. And when we chafeunder the galling load, the 
denounce us, on the principle, I i ah of a boy who 5 
to his mother to“ make Bill behave himself; every time ILhit him 
on the head with the hammer he hollers.” [Laughter.] Now, 
after this system of wrong and injustice has given sp elal priv- 
ileges to one class at the expense of other classes, and this in- 
equality has been suffered and endured for long years, if we ask 
for laws of equality and impartiality we are told that it isa 
blow at the industries of the country. We are anxious to know 
wherein it isa blow to these industries? The answer is, that 
it repeals the laws that enable them to sell to us at higher 
and artificial prices. The blow consists in the repeal of laws 
that discriminate against the people in their fayor. They con- 
sider ita fearful blow if impartial law put them upon an equal- 
ity with other pools and compels them to sell their goods 
upon their merits, as the laborer is paid for his labor on its 
merits. 

The extorsive system makes artificial values, constantly chang- 
ing with the artifice, and thereby creating panics and disaster. 
Before business can ever settle upon a safe basis this tariff 
question must bs permanently settled. The reflecting mind 
will not be long in concluding that it can not be permanently 
settled until it is settled upon just and fair principles. As long 
as the human heart pants for purity, and the human mind soars 
for light; as long as there exists in American manhood a spirit 
of liberty, independence, and equality, this struggle for impar- 
tial tariff laws will continue. 

But they say the wealth of the country increased under the 
protective system. A pertinent inquiry is, Did the protective 
system produce or cause the increase of wealth? They say it 
did, because the protective system existed when the wealth in- 
creased. But the protective system existed when the money 
panics of 1873 and 1893 came. Did, therefore, the protective 
system produce or cause the panies? It is just as logical to say 
that it did. The protective system existed when we had the 

ellow fever epidemic of 1878. Did the protective system pro- 

uce the epidemic? It is equally as logical. Did the protective 
system cause the Johnstown flood? It existed then, and it is 
just as logical to say that it did. 

Before it can be shown that the protective system has pro- 
duced the country’s wealth there must be shown some relation 
between the cause and effect. The protective system aggregates 
wealth in the possession of a few. The cause is that the laws 
are made to discriminate in favor of those few at the expense 
of the people; to allow those few to practice extortion upon the 

ople, and they soon extort all the wealth of the country and 
l rich. Here is a direct relation between cause and effect. 

The growth of wealth is produced in one of two ways: Either 
(1) the country produces it and the manufacturers get it; or (2) 
the manufacturer acquiresit by selling his manufactures abroad. 
If the first. then the protective system is not the cause of the 

rowth of wealth: if the second, then the industries do not need 
fegislation to enable them to stand, but only need it to enable 
them to plunder. 

If the manufacturer can not compete in prices with foreign 
imported goods withoutlegislation that enables him to sell higher 
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than the foreign goods are sold, how does the system tend to in- 
crease the growth of wealth? if he must sell for $1,500 an en- 
gine for sawing lumber that the foreign manufacturer can sell 
for $1,000, then if you do not have an extorsive system to 1 
hibit the importation of foreign engines three engines will be 
urchased and do duty in the country instead of two of thesame 
Kind, and the country’s wealth wili be greater by one engine. 
That the artificial means, the discriminating legislation, have 
given the two engines the same nominal value that the three of 
the same kind have do not make them worth as much intrin- 
sicaily as the three. They can not doas much work, they donot 
give as much employment to labor, and they can not contribute 
as much to comfort and convenience as the three. 

Yet in the statistics of wealth the two engines are put dewn 

“at $3,000, whereas but for the laws that prohibited importation 
the country’s wealth would have contained three engines. It 
is the amount of propery and the convenience and comfort to 
which it contributes, and not its assessed nominal and artificial 
value, that constitute the country’s wealth. You haveseen that 
by these forced and artificial values the country contains only 
two-thirds the amount of property—two engines where it could 
have three. But for extorsive legislation, it will be seen from 
this illustration, the property of the country would be one-third 
more than it is. 

If there is any branch of American manufacture that can not 
compete with foreign manufacture, the people would obtain the 
benefit and advantage of the cheap market afforded by the for- 
eign manufactories, and the capital invested in this branch of 
manufacture would be diverted to something that would be 
profitable to its owners, and that would require labor, and thus 
make the demand for labor equally as great, and even greater, 
and therefore labor would be as remunerative as it would be if 
employed in manufactories that required the aid of protective 
duties. The manufacture of that wherein we can excel foreign 
manufactories would be largely increased, and its sale abroad 
would redound to the wealthof this country. Why should we 
spend $10 to make that which we can buy for five? Better in- 
vest the $10 in some other industry that gives a better return. 

The farmer can at home, with the old-fashioned spinning 
wheel and loom, make the cloth for his clothes. But with less 
than a tenth of the labor, and in less than a tenth of the time, 
he can make the farm products with which to buy the cloth, and 
he therefore pare instead of makes them. Labor and employ- 
ment are thus diversified and business transacted. By the nat- 
ural laws of business and industry and trade, without the inter- 
vention of discriminating legislation, all the capital and labor 
of the country are employed where they will bring the best re- 
turns. Each pars that which he can buy cheaper than he can 
make it, and sells that which he can make cheaper than his 
neighbor. The same economy will apply toa people. That rule 
of economy that works well when applied in the instance of an 
individual will work well when applied in the affairs of a peo- 
ple, because the poole are butthe sum of the individuals. But 
they say, if the markets of the world are open to us the balance 
of trade will be against us. This rests upon the assumption that 
we, as a people, will consume more than we are able to produce. 
But we can not buy abroad more than that for which we are 
able to pay. They point us to the custom-house account of ex- 
ports and imports to show that the balance of trade is against 
us. 

Let us test this account. Mr. Randle, of Washington City, 
ships from New York a cargo of cotton that cost him $200,003. 
He sells it in Liverpool at a profit of 20 per cent, and ‘realizes 
$240,000. This sum he invests in Liverpool in English goods, 
and sells them in New York for $2#8,000, 20 per cent profit in 
each transaction. The custom-house account shows, exports, 
$200,000; imports, $240,000, and it is accounted, in striking the 
balance of trade, as $40,000 against our country, when, in fact, 
a citizen of our country is worth $88,000 more by the transac- 
tion, and the country, where it had $200,000 worth of property, 
has received therefor $240,000 worth eee, a growth of 
the country’s wealth of property of $40,000. 

But if Mr. Randle’s ship had sunk between New York and 
Liverpool, with its Severe of $200,009 worth of cotton, and the 
whole cargo had been lost to him and to the country, the cus- 
tom-house accounts would have shown a balance of trade in our 
favor of $200,000, 50 far as this transaction was concerned. So, 
you may see that the balances struck by the custom-house ac- 
counts do not furnish a safe criterion of the growth or loss of 
the country’s wealth. 

One more thought before I leave the subject of the customs 
duties. It is exceedingiy important that there should be a rate 
of duties that are approximately permanent. Business is uncer- 

` tain, and business men are in doubt and difficulty in making 
their purchases when the customs schedules are constantly 
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| . Under the Republican doctrine of a tariff to arti- 
ficially prices it is compelled, in the very nature of things, 
to be uncertain and fluctuating, because it has no fixed, perma- 
nent basis for its levy, and would always depend upon the cupidit 
of its beneficiaries, and upon their influence in securing a pohed- 
ule to feed that cupidity, while under the Democratic doctrine 
of a tariff for revenue onl , which abhors the prostitution of one 
of the necessary agencies of government, there is a solid and 
safe basis for a schedule of duties, which basis is the revenue 
necessary for the economical expenses of the Government, and 
if the duty is levied upon this basis it will be approximately 
rminent. Until this is done there will bea constantly chang- 

g schedule of duties and a corresponding timidity of business. 

Before I conclude I beg your patient indulgence while I devote 
a few moments to the investigation of the income-tax feature of 
this bill. K 

I deny the contention that the Democratic platform of 1892 de- 
clared in favorof raising revenue by customs duties exclusively. 
If it had so declared, then the principle would receive my ear- 
nest support. 2 

I believe and feel that every Democratic Senator and Repre- 
sentative is impliedly pledged and in honor bound to pero m in 
good faith and in letter and spirit every principle enunciated in 
that platform, and so is the Executive. 

Each one of these Democratic officials owes it to himself, and 
to the country, as well as to the Democratic party, to do this, or 
to resign to the party the commission with which he has been - 
intrusted. Otherwise he has no right to speak for the Demo- 
cratic party. Therefore it is that, if such a principle were con- 
tained in that platform, it would receive my support. 

The platform has no reference, either expressly or impliedly, 
to the question of an income tax. 

There was a controversy between the two great parties as to 
the purpose to which the tariff should be devoted. One party, 
the Republican party, contended that the tariff should be de- 
voted to the purpose of prohibiting the importation of foreign 
goods into this country, because they said that if the importa- 
tion of foreign goods is permitted, the country will be deluged 
with goods; the markets will be glutted, and goods will be cheap; 
and, therefore, the manufacturer will not be able to sell for hig 
pri es, and that will impoverish the country. 

The other party, the Democratic party, held that the tarif 
should not be devoted to any other purpose than to raise reve 
nue; that with this limitation the markets of the world shoul 
be open to the people; that if the importation of goods shoula 
glut the markets, and make them cheap to the people, it was 
impossible for them to see how this would impoverish the coun- 
try. With this issue in mind, and to make it clear and pointed, 
the convention said a tariff should be for revenue only, and it 
was overwhelmingly sustained by the people. 

The argument that has been Offered in this debate, that this 
meins that all the revenues should be derived from customs du- 
ties is farfetched, and could only be invoked in support of a 
weak contention. 7 

It is virtually admitted in the speech of the able, learned, and 
distinguished Senator who offered this contention, that through 
the customs duties the rich do not pay their proportionate share 
of ihe expenses of the Government, and that the poor pay more 
than their prepore on: He proposed to offset that admission by 
the assertion that the poor contribute nothing to the expenses 
of the State, county, and municipal governments. 

I deny the assertion. e 

To illustrate his assertion the Senator took an extreme case— 
a man who has no property, real or personal. I meet him on 
this ground. 

This man pays his poll tax, and works the streets and the 
roads, serves in the militia, and when the calamity of war comes, 
sheds his blood and sacrifices his life for the defense of his 
country, and that the rich may be secure in their riches. 

But let us take the example of one who is not so destitute. 
Take the man whose land and personalty amount to the modest 
sum of $1,000—one-fifth of a year’s salary of the Senator. He 
pays, in addition to his poll tax and street tax, his proportionate 
share of the expenses of State, county,and municipal govern- 
ments. Yet through the customs duties he pays far more to 
the General Government, as the virtual admission of the Senator 
allows, than the rich do, in proportion to their means and wealth 
But there is no admission of the Senator needed to prove the in- 
equality of the system. By a simple application of arithmetie 
it is proved. ? 

All fair-minded political economists agree that the consumer 
pays the customs duties. 

f the man whose unpretentious estate sums up $1,000 con- 
sumes $200 worth of dutiable goods, he is paying a duty on the 
value of one-fifth of his estate. Could you expect him to subsist 
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on less? He must have implements with which to work, and 
they are all taxed; he must have clothes for himself and his wife 
and his little ones to protect them from the scorching rays when 
they toil in the heat of fhe summer's sun and from the coid 
blasts of the bitter, biting winters wind whenitcomes hurtling 
from the frozen North with frost on its wing. For, bo it known, 
his sensibilities are as keen, and his wife and children are as 
dear to him as those of the rich are to them. ; 

But the wealth and incomes of the rich are so superabundant 
that they do not consume dutiable goods thus proportionate to 
their wealth. 

The man who owns $10,000,000 would have toconsume $2,009,- 
000 worth of dutiable goods before he would pay a tax in pro- 

rtion to the man who owns $1,000 and consumes $200 worth of 

utiable goods. So that, each paying taxes on the value of the 
dutiable goods he consumes,as the rich do not consume that 
value of dutiable goods in proportion to their wealth that the 
poor are compelled by their necessitizs to consume, it follows, as 
the day follows the night, that the rich donot pay their propor- 
tionate share of the revenue. 

To remedy this and to make some approach toward equality 
the income tax is proposed. 

It ought to commend itself to the fairness, justice, and im- 
` partiality, to say nothing of the magnanimity, of the rich. Two 

cents of every dollar, not of their estates, but of their incomes 
above $4,000. ; 

To take this just and reasonable share of the Government's 
expenses would not deprive them of a single convenience, com- 
fort, or luxury that they enjoy; while the tax heaped upon the 
poor, by unjust and discriminating legislation, often sends their 
children to bed hungry. 

I do not ask the rich for the charity of a dollar in behalf of 
these people. If I were to do so, their manhood would revolt. 
But [ask that the rich pay their proportionate share of the ex 
penses of the Government. And whenIdothis] am pronounced 
ademagogue. I suppose thischargeis in the sense that we who 
advocate this measure deciaim sentiments that do not receive 
the approval of our judgment in order that we may ingratiate 
5 into the favor of our people. 

That I desire the yore opinion of the people of my State I do 
not deny: but that I utter any sentiment or thought on this 
subject that is not the judgment of my mind and hope of my 
heart, I summon their unanimous testimony to brand as false. 

Is not the cause of this people just? And may not one plead 
the cause of justice without incurring the charge of duplicity? 

When I see learned and able Senators, of lofty bearing and 
of gentle and courteous demeanor, who would spurn a dollar of 
unfair gain ina private transaction, enlisted in this crusade, i 
am eee toexclaim, in the language of Fitz- James to Rhod- 
erick Dhu: 


Methinks a soul like thine would scorn, 
The spoils from such foul foray borne. 


But it is said that the clerk who receives $6,000 a year must 
pay a tax on $2, of his salary. Ought he not to pay more 
tban the clerk who receives $1,000 a year? Undera rule of in- 
equality, kindred by affinity to the inequality of the tariff, female 
help is not paid as much as men are paid for the same quality 
and quantity of work. 

The female clerk who receives $1,000 a year pays far more, in 
proportion, than the six-thousand-dollar clerk, through the cus- 
toms duties; and one way—the best that has been o.fered—to 
approximately equalize them is to tax a portion of the income 
of the six-thousand-dollar clerk. O herwise she, of her small 
salary, is paying a part of his tax. I do not believe the average 
n clerk would ask to be the recipient of the 
availsof such a wrong. Shame upon theclerk who would impose 
the discharge of his obligations upon a helpless woman. Adam- 
like, when pe is cornered in his crime, he is willing to exculpate 
himself atthe expense of the woman. There is reason to hope 
that, after more thaneighteen centuries have rolled between us 
and the crucifixion of the Redeemer for thesin of Adam, woman 
will receive some recognition of justice, and that there will be 
but few Adams who will desire to throw their tax obligations 
upon her shoulders. 

I plead at the bar of the sense of justice of the rich; cease 
; yonr opposition to this income tax. It is not undemocratic. 

moc: acy means that the people rule, and as sure as the peo- 
ple rule this tax will belevied. Be not deceived, the people are 
not deceived. Meet the people in a spirit of fairness and equ ul- 
ity, and show them that you are willing to contribute your pro- 
portion to the Government's support; and if it produces a sur- 
plus in the Treasury, as has e bee take that much off 
their shoulders by reducing the on some article of their 
necessary consumption, 


You have not sounded the people on this question. You hear 
the rich talk, but the poor obtain noaudience in your ear. They 
know the justice of this measure; they make the demand that 
it saall avail. 

Mr. President, in this humble contribution to this debate I have 
sought to excite inves igation, rather than to satisfy its inquiry. 
This is no time, this Chamber is no place, and this debate isno 
occasion for the veniing of spleen. This is the time and place 
to discard personal spite, and this is the occa-ion for the exer- 
cise of broad and comprehensive statesmanship. Let no man 
abandon the ship because there hang upon the horizon the murky 
clouds of political reverses. These are elections in the spring- 
time. The Republicans are men of leisure, who have time to 
attend elections. The Democrats are at work to make money 
to pay the tariff and to pay the manufacturer. Wait until the fall 
elections come, and they will have time to attend and elect Demo- 
erats. The people will appear atthe polls, and their voices will 
be heard. They who compose the boie and sinew and blood 
and teadon of the country; who toil in field and factory, in store- 
house and shop, in business offices and upon the railroads, and 
in all the departments of manual and mental labor, and who 
shine in the firmament of citizenship like diamond dust set in the 
background of heaven. f 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, at some future time I may con- 
sider it my duty to the State which I know I represent and to 
the political organization which I hope I represənt to say a few 
words in a general way concerning the tariff bill now under con- 
sideration. For the preseat, however, I shall confine my remarks 
to that portion of the measure which provides for a tax upon in- 
comes. 

Lop that provision for certain distinct reasons which I 
shall endeavor to make plain to the Senators who are here or 
may by chance arrive ducing the next hour. [oppose it and 
shall do everything in my pwer to defeat it, doit; ee it is 
unnecessary; second, because it is unjust; third, because it is un- 
successful; fourth, because it is unpopular; fifth, because it is 
undemocratic; sixth, because it is un-American; seventh, be- 
cause it is unwise; and finally, on general principles, because it 
is unworthy of an intelligent government, supposed torepresent 
a free and enlightened people. 

With the indulgence of the Senate. [shall give a few moments 
to each of these objectious in the order named. 

It is unnecessary. In a time of need a government is war- 
ranted in adopting even obnoxious devices to obtain money for 
self-preservation. This Government was justified in doing so 
during the civil war. European governments, confronted by 
the shadow of a great conflict which may be ipitated at any 
moment, may now be excused for inflicting this hateful system 
upon their peoples. I grant that necessity affords a fair and 
proper reason for its use. But no such necessity exists in our 
own country at this time. We are not engaged in war, nor is 
thee the slightest basis for a belief that we shall be for at least 
a generation. With the single exception of the money required 
for pensions, we have to meet only the ordinary expenditures 
for economical administration, and we have done so even under 
a tariff which is distinctly prohibitive in its nature and was de- 
signed to reduce revenues, 

Itis true that there is now a deficiency; but it arose, not from 
the excess of ordinary expenditures over ordinary receipts, but 
from specific acts whose requirements have been met and can 
not recur. In fact, the total of the sums paid during the past 
three years for the refund of direct taxes, for sugar bounties, for 
the extinction of titles to Indian lands, for the census, for“ first 
payments” upon pensions, and for new war vessels far exceeds 
the amount of the present deficiency. 

Ol these expenditures a very small percentage can by any pos- 
sibility continue. Therefundingof the direct taxes is completed. 
No more sugar bounties will be paid. The cost of extinction of 
titles has been mat. The census work is nn ended. 
„First payments” upon pensions, it is true, seem likely to con- 
tinue so long as life shall last, but as we approach the third gen- 
eration of pensioners we may, at least, hope that first pay- 
ments” will become less numerous. The Navy is big enough to 
take care of itself till we have more money to spend for further 
additions.and the estimate for 1895 is nearly $3,000,000 less than 
the amount paid last year. 

Dropping these nonrecurrent expenditures, allowing for the 
natural reduction in pension pa: nts, and accepting the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury for the Departments, 
public works, and all other purposes, the total amount of mone 
required for the year ending June 30, 1395, need not enone 
$350,000,000. The actual e nditures for the yearending June 
last amounted to 238.000,90. This means a saving on the one 
hand of more than 830, 000, 000. 
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The sole question, therefore, is that of receipts; and here we | Internal revenue from taxes on liquors, tobacco, 


enter the field of conjecture. It is easy to assume, and it has 
been assumed most persistently by advocates of the income tax, 
that reduction of duties means a corresponding reduction in 
revenues, But this is no more than assumption of fact, which 
does not and can not exist,for the purpose of argument. It is 
not only unsound in theory, but untrue in practice. During the 
five years prior to the passage of the McKinley act there was a 
steady increase in customs receipts. They amounted in 1835 to 
$181,000,000; in 1886, to $192,000,000; in 1837, to $217,000,000; in 
1888, to $219,000,000; in 1889, to $223,000,000, and in 1890, to 
$229,000,000. 

The increase in five years from 1885 to 1890 was $48,000,000, 
A corresponding increase during the present five years would 
have yielded a revenue from customs for the year ending June 
30, 1895, of fully $280,000,000. Had the tariff then in force re- 
mained untouched and business conditions been undisturbed by 
changes and fears of changes, there is no reason to doubt that 
this increase would have been realized. But the McKinley act 
became a law on October 1, 1890. Higher duties were imposed 
and customs receipts decreased with importations. Notwith- 
standing the extraordinary number and amount of purchases 
by importers in 1890 just prior to the enactment of the new law, 
to take advantage of the old rates the receipts for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1891, fell off ten millions, and for the year follow- 
ing amounted to only one hundred and seventy-seven millions, 
or four millions less than in 1885. Moreover, despite the fact 
that the early part of the last fiscal year was a time of unusual 
business activity, the receipts barely reach d two hundred and 
three millions, whereas in the ordinary course of increase indi- 
cated by the steady advance from 1885 to 1590 they would have 
exceeded two hundred and fifty millions under the lower duties 
imposed by the old tariff. - 

I mention these facts merely to show the fallacy of the argu- 
ment that an income tax or any other extraordinary method of 
obtaining money is made necessary by a reduction o duties. If 
the experience of the past eight years affords any criterion, just 
the reverse is true. 

In fact, I am not aware that anybody seriously contends that 
such reductions as are recommended by this bill would ulti- 
mately result in smallerreesipts. The only objection yet raised 
is that time would be 8 to adapt trade to the changed 
conditions, while the needs of the Government are pressing and 
must be met at once. On that point Ineed only say, what every 
business man knows, that importations and the consequent cus- 
toms receipts have been reduced to a minimum since it became 
certain that the duties were to be lowered, just as in 18 0 they 
were increased to the maximum when it was known that the 
duties were to be raised. The moment the new schedules are 

laced upon the statute books the flood of importations, which 
ve been held back in anticipation of more favorable rates, 
will pour into our ports, and receipts at the custom-houses will 
be swelled accordingly. Toattempt an accurate estimate of the 
extent of such anincrease inrevenue isa manifest impossibility, 
but that it can not fail to be very large is certain. 

We come now to the question of internal revenue, and here, 
as the probabilities are lessconjectural than in regard to customs 
receipts, so is the lack of necessity of income tixation more 
apparent. In an article recently published, Edward Atkinson 
shows more clearly than has been demonstrated hitherto the 
exact relation of 1 to consumption of whisky, beer, and 
tobacco. He finds that from 1679 to 1894 the revenue from whisky 
increased from Y8 cents to $1.41 per capita, and the revenue from 
beer from 21 to 48 cents per capita. The revenue from tobacco 
has varied because of the changes in rates, but has ranged from 
47 to 54 cents per capita. Taking all together, the average per 
capita per year from 1879 to 1893 was 32.51. But the average 
for the year 1893 was $2.65, the computed population being 
66,826,000. The internal taxes on banks, oleomirgarine, ete., 
amounted to 10 and the miscellaneous permanent receipts to 34 
cents per capita, making a total of 33.0) per capita for 1393. 

Figuring on the same pereantaze of increase in consumption 
which was made from 1879 to 18)3, assuming no increase in rev- 
enue from whisky because of theapprehension that 2) cents per 
gallon additional may encourage fraudulent distillation and the 
possibility of large quantities of whisky being kept in bond 
through the next Boon year, but allowing for the normal increase 
in the consumption of beer for the additional receipts fr m play- 
ing cirds and from lower duties on tobacco, the per capita reve- 
nue for the year ending June 0, 1895, will be $3.25, or 16 cents 
more than for the last fiscal year. Estimating the population at 
70,600,000, Mr. Atkinson forecasts with reason a revenue from 
these sources of $230,000,000. 

Accepting these estimates as approximately correct, the re- 
ceipts for the year ending June 30, 1895, will be: 


banks, oléom»rgarine, playing cards, from sales 
of public lands, and miseellaneous sources, and 


from customs dutics on liquors and tobacco $230, 000, 000 
Customs duties upon all articles except liquorsand 

bee etn wage eat eerie mons 179, 000, 000 

Motel: vevention sco o oi essen ee eae 409, 000, 000 


Expenditures: 
For legislative, Treasury, civil depart- 

ments, support of Army and Navy, 

and completion of vessels, postal de- 1 p 

ficiency, Indians, and public works, 

including river and harbor appro- 

priations (estimates of the Secretary 

of the Treasury) 


Receipts over expenditures 70, 000, 000 


I can see no business reason why, under ordinary circum- 
stances, these anticipations might not be realized. But the 
peculiar existing conditions must be taken into account. A con- 
siderable period of time will undoubtedly be required to regain 
the trade which has been lost during the recent depression of 
business, lack of employment, and the consequent scarcity of 
money among workingmen, will diminish for some months to 
come the normal increase in the consumption of tobacco and bev- 
erages, and necessary and proper pruning of the pension list 
must be done with painstaking care. i 

Making ample allowance for all these conditions, the account 
will stand about as follows: 


Ordinary expenditures (likely to be less rather 


ndnd 8 8175, 000, 000 2 N 
Mer 8 29, 000, 000 
Pensions (granting the accuracy of the Treasury 

estimate of $162,000,000 for the present fiscal year 

and figuring on that basis) 150, 000, 000 

Total expendituress 354, 000, 000 

Receipts: ; 

Internal revenue from sources men- 

tioned above, and customs duties on 

liquors and tobacco ------.---- .--- $214, 000, 000 
Other custom 1860, 000, 000 

TOSE FOCOIDIS aoa e a eee = aa ws ab eeaecs 374, 000, 000 
Leaving a margin of receipts over oxpenditures of 20, 000, 000 


There is no reason whatever for apprehension that, under the 
proposed tariff measure, the total receipts will fall below this 
amount. Under theold tariff, with a much smaller population, 
they amounted to three hundred and seventy-one millions in 1887; 
three hundred and seventy-nine millions in 1883; three hundred 
and eighty-seven millions in 1839; four hundred and three mil- 
lions in 1590, and three hundred and ninety-two millions in 1891, 
despite the . niture of the McKinley act. Is there 
any reasonable doubt that they will reach or exceed three hun- 
dred and seventy-four millions in 1895? Or, oa the other hand, 
considering the estimates presented, is there any excuse for ex- 
penditures exceeding taree hundred and tifty-four millions? If 
not, a margin of twenty millions will be allowed for mistakes in 
calculations and unforeseen coatingencies for the next fiscal 
year, which I suppose all will admit is quite sufficient. 

I have not gone deeply into the detailsof this phase of the sub- 
ject, because of my lack of that knowledge and experience in 
dealing with the relations of national receipts to national ex- 
penditures which is essential to the proper performance of that 
task. But sufficient corroboration of these figures is afforded 
by the confession of the chairman of the Finance Committee. that 
the excess of revenue under this me sure wiil correspond almost 
exactly to theamount which he hopes to raise by the income tax. 

It seems to me, therefore, a plain business proposition that 
any amount of money raised by this tax will serve no other pur- 
pose than that of forming a surplus in the National Treasury of 
no use to anybody and a constant temptation toextravagance on 
the part of legislators who cater to the prejudices of the so- 
called “debtor classes.” If this really be the case, the tax is not 
only unnecessary. out a positive menace to safe, conservative, >. 
and economical administration of the Government. = 


that members of Congress should not be exempt. 
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It is unjust. Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. That 
is the creed of the Democratic party and of a vast majority of 
the Américan people. That the income tax is unn and 
consequently unjust is proven, not alone by the facts which I 
have pointed out, but by the confession of its friends, voiced by 
the Senator from Indiana. 

But the injustice of this provision is by no means dependent 
upon lack of necessity. It is inherent. rimination between 
classes or individuals in apportioning the burdens of govern- 
ment is manifestly unjust. And that this scheme does make 
such discrimination in the most wanton manner does not admit 
of question. As between individuals it exempts the man who 
earns $75 a week and taxes the man whoearns$s0a week. Then, 
if by harder work he can increase his income to $100 a week, he 
must pay $24 for the privilege, and ever thereafter one-fiftieth 
part of all that he receives in excess of $4,000. 

Why the line was drawn at $4,000 was, I confess, a mystery to 
me until one of its advocates in the House of Representatives 
said that it was necessary to fix it at less than $5,030 in order 
lf this be the 
real re son I can not forbear expressing the hope that thoseact- 
uated by it err in their estimate of their own standing with the 

ople. Unstable, indeed, must be the rock of popular opin- 
on which supports a Senatoror Representative whofrankly ad- 


mits that his motives would be called into question by his con- 


stituents on a pretext so flimsy as this. But it must be noted 
that recognition of the principle does not involve serious sacri- 
fice. Twenty dollarsa yeur is considered sufficient to satisfy 
the most critical. 

I fail to see why ten or even five would not have served this 

atriotic purpose quite as well. Surely the amount to be paid 
f a matter of little moment, because if $4,000 a year is enough 
to support a family in luxury all truly unselfish statesmen should 
bo weil to so adjust the tax asto enable them to contribute $1,000 
instead of a paltry twenty-dollar bill. Possibly, however, it was 
thought that this object could be more easily accomplished by 
reducing the salaries of Senators and Representatives to the 
$4,000 luxury line. Ifso, I do not hesitate to promise my vote 
for a bill to that effect. 

One fact is certain. Whatever of logic or fairness or wisdom 
there may be in the theory of an income tax is wholly eliminated 
by this absurd limit. It is neither the one thing nor the other. 
Went the standpoint of those who honestly contend that this 
method may afford e taxation it is obviously too high. 
If every citizen is to bear the burden of government in propor- 
tion to his earnings, there is surely no reason why he who re- 
ceives $3,500 a year should escape, while his neighbor earning 
$1,500 must pay. 

This truth is recognized by foreign governments, which ex- 
empt only nominal incomes. In England all exceeding $750 are 
taxed, in Prussia all exceeding $225, in Denmark all exceeding 
$215, and in Austria all exceeding $113.80. In our own country, 
when seventy-three millions were raised, only incomes of less 
than $500 were exempt. For what purpose the minimum is now 
incre sed to $4,000, unless to protect Congressmen from invid- 
ious remarks for a very reasonable sum, is inconceivable. Four 
thousand dollars is 5 per cent interest on a capital of $80,000, 4 
per cent on $100,000, or 3 per cent on $133,333. Either of these 
sums is considered a large fortune in ninety-nine one-hundredths 
of the towns and villages of the country. To the farmer it is 


‘opulence. Let the debtor-class representatives submit this pro 


osition to the r constituents, and ask if it is in accordance wit 
their ideas that an idle man worth $133,000 shall be exempt 
while another earning $5,000 a year by hard work must pay. 

On the other hand, if this tax is really designed, as claimed, 
to bear only upon surplus wealth, the limit is too small. To be 
consistent, ahs those Congressmen who save a thousand dollars 
ayéar from their salaries should vote for it, and I, for one, should 


be quite willing to subject the measure to this test, and abide by |, 


the result. If this tax is aimed at multimillionaires, the sights 
should be readjusted. As they stand now, not more than one in 
ten of those who will be reached makes more than acomfortable 
living. This statement may be disputed. In fact, it has been. 

We contend,” says one, that $4,000 a year is sufficient to 
enable any family to live in comfort, and upon an accumulation 
in excess of this why should not the hands of the taxgatherer 
be laid when the Government has enabled him to accumulate 
that wealth?” 

Conditions, it seems, are not to be considered. The differ- 
ence bet-veen the cost of living in New York and the cost of liv- 
ing at a country cross-roads plays no part in the fixing of this 
limit. Four thousand dollars is as much as anybody ought to 
spend. That is the verdict of the oracle of the Four Corners, 
and itis final. True, one man may be obliged by the conditions 
surrounding him to pay twice as much for rent as another, and 
possibly 20 per cent more for the necessaries of life, or he may 


have to clothe and educate a large family, while the other has 
only himseif to care for—it makes no difference. There must 
be a limit somewhere, and it is fixed at $4,000. Upon any amount 
in excess of thatsum the hands of the taxgatherer shall be laid.” 
Why? Because the Government has enabled him to accumu- 
late that wealth.” - 

Does it never occur to the income-taxer that the Government 
afforded precisely the sam: facilities to the other man who did 
not accumulate that wealth? I suppose nobody will insist thit 
the Government actually made the money, because, if it had, 
the other would have been equally well supplied. The indi- 
vidual must have had something to do with it. He may have 
been more thrifty, more honest, more sober, more capable. But 
it matters not how he attained a position to command an income 
of more than $1,000. He has the money, and because he has it, 
and for no other reason under heaven, he must pay another's 
debt to the Government. Is that just and right?” Done by 
an individual without sanction of law, it would be called high- 
way robbery. And no act of Congress can change the character 
ol the deed. Can we reconcile its performance to our sense of 
fairness and duty simply because we are more fortunate than 
the highwayman and have the power to act without fear of be- 
ing sent to prison? 

_ Championsof the tax deny that it is sectional in purpose. That 
itisin eifect is impossible of denial. The total amount raised by 
this method from 1853 to 1873, inclusive, was $333,341,293. Of 
this New England paid $61,527,086, or 18.4 percent. The Middle 
States—New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, and the District of Columbia—paid $1.7,985,011, or 53.4 per 
cent—more than one-half of the entire amount. The thirteen 
Southern States paid $18,761,073, or 5.6 per cent. The twenty 
Western States and Territories paid $34,024,229, or 19.2 per cent. 
And the Pacitic Slope, comprising Californias, Oregon, Washing- 
ton, and Alaska, paid $11,032,993, or 3.4 per cent. New Jersey 
alone paid more than Indiana, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Dakota, Montana, Idaho, and Colorado com- 
bined. Eliminating Kentucky only, New Jersey paid more than 
all of the tweive Southern States. New York paid more than 
all of the Western States and Territories, all of the Southern 

States, and all of the Pacific States combined. = 

In 1867 a single collection districtin New York paid more than 
the five great Western States of Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Wis- 
consin, and Minnesota, and more than twice as much as Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, North Carolina 
South Carolina, Mississippi, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and 
West Virginia combined. 

The total number of persons assessed in 1867 was 259,385. Of 
these more than 50 per cent were citizens of five States—New 
York, New Jersey, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Pennsyl- 
vania. ; 

I grant that the impoverishment of the South at that time 
and the rapid development of both the South and West since 
then make it probable that the disproportion would not be so 
great now under thesame law. But that law taxed all incomes 
of more than $1,000. Possibly this is the reason why the limit 
had been raised to $4,000. hatever the cause, the effect is 
certain. Under the $4,000 provision the Middle States would 
again pay more than 50 per cent of the total tax, New England 
as much as the whole West, and the South less than 6 per cent. 

There is but one way by which the law could be made more 
sectional in practice. That is, by sara, bene citizens of the Mid- 
dle and New England States andexempting allothers. The one 
course is as just us the other, for the results would be substan- 
tially the same. The only difference lies in technical construc- 
tion of the Constitution. 

But we are told that the unselfish patriots who are driving 
this bill through Congress deplore the injection of sectionalism 
into the discussion. 

Is this unfair?” cries Mr. Hall in the Forum. Does it jus- 
tify raising the sectional question? Is it we of the West and 
South who raise it?” 

Well, let us see who has raised it if not ‘‘we of the West and 
South.” Who is responsible for the proposition? Did any East- 
ern member have anything to do with its introduction or its 
adoption by the Ways and Means Committee? On the contrary, 
did not every Eastern Democratic committeeman and leader 
protest against the interjection of a sectional provision into the 
party policy at this time? Would the scheme ever have been 
mentioned except by Populists in the House of Representatives 
if “ we of the West and South” had not forced it upon the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? 

What does the vote indicate? For reasons best known to 
themselves the majority refused to submit the income tax toa 
separate test and the vote was taken on the internal-revenue 
amendment as a whole. One hundred and eighty-two Repre- 
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sentatives voted aye. By geographical divisions this vote was 
as follows: 

Southern States: Texas, 13; West Virginia, 4; North Caro- 
lina, 8; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 13; Alabama, 9; Kentucky, 10; 
Georgia, 11; Louisiana, 3; Arkansas, 6; Virginia, 9; Tennessee, 
8; Florida, 2; South Carolina, 5. Total, 108. 

Western States: Kansas, 5; Minnesota, 4; Wisconsin, 6; Illi- 
nois, 12; Nebraska, 3; Indiana, 11; Wyoming, 1; Michigan, 5; 
Montana, 1; Iowa, 1; South Dakota, 1; Idaho, 1; Colorado, 2: 
California, 5; Ohio, 11. Total, 69. 

Middle States: Pennsylvania, 3. Total, 3. 

New England: Massachusetts, 1; Connecticut, 1. Total, 2. 

There was no vote in favor of the income tax from New York, 
New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont. or Khode Island. One hundred and seventy-seven from 
the South and West; five from New England and the Middle 
States—that is the record. I mention it merely to show that, 
not only did the South and West propose and insist upon this 
tax, but the South and West passed it unaided in the House of 
Representatives. What absurdity, then, to accuse the East of 
raising the sectional question? The East not only did not raise 
it, but did not want it, and protested againstit. The sectional 
issue is forced upon us. The whole proceeding is nothing else 
than the exercise of tyranny by a chance msjority over a min- 
ority. Because we of the East have accumulated and are ac- 
cumulating money by hard work we must stand and deliver. 
And such a policy, I say with the utmost respect for mistaken 
judgment, but frankly and plainly to those who err willfully, is 
more than unjust. It is positively dishonest and wholly dis- 
creditable. i 

It is unsuccessful. I have examined with some care the argu- 
ments on this point which have been advanced by the advocates 
of the tax. and, although I find many assertions iterated and re- 
iterated, I have been unable thus fai to discover any actual facts 
to confirm their position. Indeed, the most striking feature of 
the debate in the House of Representatives was the support 
piron to sap Propos Don on the ground that Great Britain had 

emonstra its practicability by the very men who, in the 
recent silver discussion, denounced as hatefuland un-American 
every kind of English legislation. But it would be a waste of 
time to dwell upon the paradoxical absurdity of arguments 
which flatly contradict each other. Such utterances may be 
necessary to satisfy prejudices which produce votes, but even 
when, as in this case, they can be turned against their makers, 


they are unworthy of the attention of the Senate of the United | 
| upon which this assertion is based. The sole merit claimed for 


States. 

It is not surprising, however, that believers in the income 
tax should turn their attention to England. There, if anywhere, 
it should be successful. The area of territory subject to super- 
vision is small, sources of income are well known, and the offl- 
cials charged with the execution of the law have no political 
advantage to gain through leniency. And yet the sole fact ad- 
vanced to establish its success is that the revenue from the 
present tax amounts to $66,000,000. These figures make a deep 
and abiding impression upon the minds of debtor-class repre- 
sentatives. They show what can be done in another country, 
and seem to whet appetites for more in the United States. But 
the amount of revenue proves nothing. If it did, the fact that 
our own customs produced more than two hundred millions last 
year would stamp that system as ideal. The question is not how 
much was collected, but how much was not collected that should 
have been. 

On this point the figures prove little except that in 1883, when 
the total of incomes must have been much smaller and the tax 


was only one-half pence per pound greater, the total revenue | 


actually obtained was only about500,000 pounds less than in 1893. 
Again, in 1883, when the tix was only 1 pence greater, the rev- 
enue exceeded that of last year by 2,500,000 pounds. All of 
which simply goes to prove that either the incomes of English- 
men have diminished or the tax is yearly becoming less collecti- 
ble. So far as the figures count at all, they count against the 
successful enforcement of the tax. 

But granting, as I have already done, that they afford little 
basis for sound judgment, we have a far more important factor 
in the expressions of those who have studied its operation. And 
most important and most pertinent of all these was the admis- 
sion last year of the chancellor of the exchequer, who surely 
had no political reason for decrying a measure for which he was 
in no small degree responsible, that less than one-third of the 
incomes paid the tax. There is expert testimony based upon 
actual observation and execution of the law. Now, if, inacoun- 
try most compact and best adapted of all in the world for the 
successful enforcement of this law, in a country whose people 
had become accustomed to the exaction and whose organiza- 
tion for its collection had been perfecting for half acentury, less 
than one-third of the incomes paid the tax, what proportion, 


may Lask, would be likely to pay in this country, whose Con- 
stitution prohibits direct taxation, whose people have never 
tolerated it except in time of war, and whose official machinery 
is clogged with politics? 

Against such evidence as I have instanced and as appears in 
the astonishing estimates of evasions in every report of the 
British commissioners of inland revenue, the advocates of this 
measure advance the fact that it has been rotained by Mr. Glad- 
stone throughout his long and honorable career. But, despite 
occasional words in extenuation in some of his many-sided ut- 
terances, Mr. Gladstone never approved of the tax. His most 
intimate knowledge of its workings was obtained when he was 
chancellor of the exchequer, and while he held this position he 
not only declared in a speech, I believe it does more than any 
other tax to demoralize and corrupt the people,” but in his finan- 
cial statement, regretting his inability to abolish it, he said: 

i think that some happier chancellor of the exchequer may achieve this 
pos accomplishment, and that some future poet may beable to sing to 
He took the tax away, i 
And built himself ań everlasting name.” 


That neither his judgment nor his ambition changed with ex- 
perience is shown by the fact that twenty years later he sought 
the sulfrages of the people on the distinct declaration that he 
contemplated a repeal of the tax. That he did not eventually 
take the tax away was due not to his beliet that it was just 
or wise, but to the conditions of the British Government which , 


-made its abolishment practically impossible. 


These conditions exist to day, not in Great Britain alone, but 
in a yet more aggravated form in Germany, Austria, and Italy, 
And that is the reason, the only reason, why the tax is toler- 
ated in those countries. Their needs for the maintenance of 
great armies and navies are so great and their resources are so 
small that they can not do without it. France had practical ex- 
perience with direct taxation under the House of Bourbon, and 
the result was revolution and anarchy. It was a bitter lesson, 
but so well heeded that despite the vicissitudes of the pastcen- 
tury and the oft-recurring needs of large sums of money, no 
general income tax has been imposed. Russia, too, has become 
rich enough to abandon it. 

Great Britain, Germany, Austria, and Italy—these are the 
shining lights of the income-taxers, one of whom in the House 
of Representatives had the hardihood to assert that, ‘‘so far 
from being unpopular in Great Britain, it has become more and 
more popular all the time.” I should like to see the evidence 


the scheme is that it benefits the poor—by robbing the rich, to 
be sure—but still accomplishing the result. Doesit? To what 
extent have the poor been benefited in England, where, accord- 
ing to Joseph Chamberlain, 50 per cent of the workingmen who 
attain the age of 60 are almost certain to come upon the r 
law for subsistence,” and, according to Canon Blackley, “half 
our working people, if they reach 60 years of age, are doomed to 
die as paupers”? Or in Germany, or in Austria, or in Italy. 

It is a well-known fact that the condition ot the workingmen 
of France is far superior to that of men of the same class in any 
other Continental country. That this is due chiefly to advan- 
tage of climate and soil and habits of industry and frugality, I 
admit. But how do the masses of any of these countries com- 
pare in any respect with our own people, who have raised their 
revenues by customs and dispensed with the system of taxation 
which has ‘‘ benefited the poor” and proved so popular“ re- 
cently, let us say in Sicily? The advocates of direct taxation 
who dwell upon the misery of the Western farmers will do well 
to omit references to peoples who are bankrupt as nations and 
struggling for very existence asindividuals. Such comparisons 
are us odious as the tax itself. 

It is far more sensible and in better accord with what we con- 
sider American ideas to analyze our own experience with this 
method of taxation. The necessities arising from the war of 
the rebellion forced us to adopt it as a temporary expedient in 
1852. The results were wholly unsatisfactory at first, but fre- 
quent amendments finally produced a revenue from all sources 
of seventy-three millions in 1366. That was the high-water 
mark. From that time until 1873, when the law was repealed, 
the amount raised dwindled steadily until hardly five millions 
were collected. 

What caused this astonishing diminution of receipts? Advo- 
eates of the tax say that it was due wholly to changes in the per 
cent of tax and exemptions. Let ussee. The revenues by fiscal 
years were as follows: 


1869... 
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The claim of the income-taxers that the variation in revenue 


Official machinery for collection of the tax was being perfected, 
and the patriotism of the North responded to the obvious neces- 
sity of the Government. 

Then the tax was changed to 5 percent on all incomes exceed- 
ing $500 and 10 per cent on all exceeding $5,000. This produced 
seventy-three millions. 

In the following year the tax was reduced to 5 per cent on in- 
comes excseding 31,000, and finally, in 1872, to 24 per cent on in- 
comes exceeding $2,000. But the diminution in revenue did not 
correspond to the decrease in rate. Granting, for the sake 
of the argument, that it was wholly attributable to changes 
when changes were made, what caused the decrease of nearly 
fifteen millions from 1867 to 1468, of nearly seven millions from 
1868 to 1859, of nearly five millions from 1871 to 1872, and of more 
than nine millions from 1872 to 1873 under precisely the same 
laws? 

The tide turned in 1868. Ep to that time the people recog- 
nized the great necessities of the Government in its struggle to 

the Union, and were willing to submit to exactions for 
les support. The payment of the tax was ized as a patri- 
otic duty. But as soon as it became certain that the Union was 
saved, and that extraordinary, inquisitorial, and hateful methods 
of taxation were no longer nacessary, they refused to pay. That 
is the true and only explanation of the decrease in revenue from 
1867 to 1868, from 1863 to 1569, and from 1871 to 1872. What 
other, indeed, is possible when there was no change in the law? 

Evasion of taxes which had become unne and, conse- 
quently, odious to the American mind, was not only tolerated, 
But openly countenanced by the poo le themselves. David A. 
Wells, than whom there is no higher living authority upon such 
subjects, and who, as Special Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue at that time, had every facility for acquiring accurate in- 
formation, says plainly that— 


gty illustrated—not even by the exhibits of the Patent 
Qffiice—thaa it was at that time in de and sS ully carrying out 
methods for evading taxes on incomes. 


It is gratifying, no doubt, to assume that no citizen will lose an 

portunity to pay the last cent of taxation imposed upon him b 
3 But we are living in America, not in Arcadia; z 
unfortunately, there is no warrant for the hope that the nature 
of man his changed materially in the last thirty ye «rs. 

There is certainly no more enlightened or patriotic State in 
the Union than Massachusetts. Nor is there one, in the lan- 
guage of Mr. Wells, whose administration of tax laws is more 

‘stringent and arbitrary.” Every possible facility is afforded 
those charged with the collection of income taxes in Boston. 
And yet, according to trustworthy authority, only about one- 
fourth of what is due the city from incomes” is collected. 

Moreover, as an indication of the complacency with which the 
people view evasions of such a law, Mr. Wells cites a memorial 
signed by representative business men, who frankly declare that 
“although the market value of shares of foreign corporations 
held by citizens of Boston alone is known to be over S600, 000, 000 
the amount taxed is estimated at_only $45,000,000, and nearly all 
of this is taxed to the unfortunate people whose estates are in 
trust. 

Is it any wonder that the signers of this memorial pronounced 
the law ineffective and “ ridiculous ” ? 

There is no need to pursue this phase of the subiect further. 
Enough has been shown of the practical working of this system, 
both abro d and at home, a generation ago and to-day, to prove 
its utter inefficiency. Only the unfounded assertions of its ad- 
vocates make n „for the sake of contradiction, the pre- 
sentation of the facts Which have been given. 

The simple fact that the tax is unnecessary should be suff- 
cient evidence that it can not prove successful. Say whatwe 

may of the devotion of American citizens to the decrees of their 

Government, there is not a Senator in this Chamber who does 
not know that they will feel quite justified in evading by every 
possible method the payment of a tax which they know to be un- 
necessary and consider offensive. It is easy to talk of the power 
of the law over a law-abiding people. But everybody who has 
had anything to do with enforcement knows that the power of 
the law fades into insignificance when confronted by the greater 
power of public sentiment. Every Northern city bears testi- 


mony to this fact in the disregard of excise ions forced 
upon it by rural legislators. Every Southern State is living 
evidence of the impotence of ‘‘mailed hands” of oppression. 
Only last month liquor-selling South Carolina joined hands with 
prohibition Maine in demonstrating that the American people 
place their individualrightsabove the actsof any body of repre- 
sentatives. 

What, then, can beexpected in this case from the thousands of 
citizens who would resent this law as an infringement upon their 
liberties, as an inquisition into their personal affairs, and as an 
Ss ei upon their accomplishment? : 

tis unpopular. That it has no supporters in the East needs 
no demonstration. The press, regardless of political affiliations, 
is, with a single exception, united in opposition, and in this 
instance at least every Eastern member of Congress knows that 
the people are in accord with the press. But itis urged that 
the East has become a very small factor in the country and in 
the Government, and that the people in the South and West 
are equally unanimous in its favor. I dispute that assumption. 
A maority might or might not declare for an income tax if an 
opportunity should offer itself for a direct vote upon this prop- 
osition alone. But no man can tell what they would do, and 
the only indication yet afforded of their wishes does not war- 
rant the belief that they would accept it. In the latest na- 
tional campaign there was no mention of the income tax in either 
the Democratic or the Republican platform. The Populist plat- 
form adopted at Omaha on July 4, however, contained the dis- 
tinet declaration: 


We demand a graduated income tax. 


It is true that other issues wére involved, but there was noth- 
ing to offset a strong popular desire for this measure. On the 
contrary, the Populist platform alone contained other demands, 
such as the free coinage of silver and an increass of currency, 
which would attract rather than re the people of the South 
and West. What was the result? a tot l vote of 12,154,542, 
1,122,045 ballots were cast forthe Populist candidates. In the 
electoral college Gen. Weaver received 22 ballots out of a total 
ot 444. These voteswere divided as follows: Colorado, 4; Idaho, 
3; Kansas, 10; Nevada, 3; North Dakota, 1; Oregon, 1. It would 
be absurd to maintain that the result in Colorado, Idaho, and 
Nevada was due to any except the silverissue. But, disregard- 
ing that fact. it must be remembered that there were no Demo- 
cratic candidates for electors in either Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, 
or North Dakota. The people united in a protest t Repub- 
lican misrule openly in these States and tacitly in Nevada, which 
gave only 716 votes to the Democratie candidates. Moreover, 
the only anti-Republican candidate elected in Oregon was on 
both the Democratic and Populist tickets. Not a single State, 
therefore, was carried and not a single electoral vote was ob- 
tained on the income-tax proposition. 

If there remains any doubt on this point, the truth is readily 
ascertained byreferring tothe States where there was no fusion 
and consequently no 8 of mis interpretation of the act- 
ual causes of the results. Takeany of the States whose Repre- 
sentatives in Congress supported the tax. As neither the Dem- 
ocratic nor the Republican platform favored the plan, it would 
be only fair to combine the votes for Cleveland and Harrison 
against those for Weaver. But make the comparison on the 
vote for Mr. Cleveland alone. What is theresult? In Alabama 
the vote was 138, 138 for Cleveland to 85,181 for Weaver; in Ar- 
kansas, 87,834 to 11,831; in Florida, 30,143 to 4,843; in Georgia, 
129,361 to 42,397; in Indiana, 262,740 to 22,203; in Iowa, 195,367 
to 20,595; in Kentucky, 173,461 to 23,500; in Mississippi, 40,237 
to 10,256; in Missouri, 268,393 to 41,213; in North Carolina, 132,- 
951 to 44,736; in Ohio, 404,115 to 14,850; in South Ca olina, 54,- 
692 to 2,407; in Tennessee, 138,874 to 23,477; in Texas, 239,148 to 
99,638. In these States there was ap opportunity to vote for 
tariff reform with an income tax or for tariff re orm without an 
income tax,and the people were so little attracted by the propo- 
sition that all combined throughout the entire Union gave Gen. 
Weaver asmaller total vote than the total vote of New York 
State alone, 

It may be, as I have said, that since that time a majority in 
these States have been led to believe that this method of making 
others pay their taxes would benefit themselves, but it is very 
evident that they did not so believe two years ago, and they have 
had no opportunity to reverse their judgment since that time. 
If the advocates of this measure are as confident that the people 
demand it as they pretend to be, they have nothing to fearfrom 
such an expression of opinion as may be obtained at the next 
Congressional elections. But, in the face of the verdict of two 
years ago, they have no right to make an assumption which can 
not fail to discredit their own people in the minds of all right- 
thinking men. For my part, I firmly believe that the people of 
the South and West are ready and willing to beur their fair pro- 
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rtion of the burdensof government, and I can not be convinced 
To tho contrary until by the casting of their own ballots they 
leave no room for-doubt. 

Il is un-Democratic. From the day on which the Democratic 
party sprang into existence to the present time it has steadfastly 
opposed this method of taxation. Thomas Jefferson enunciated 
the principie upon which this opposition is based when he said: 

To take from one because it isthought that his own industry or that of his 
father has acquired too much. in order to spare others who or whose 
fathers have not exercised equal industry and sxill, is to violate arbitrarily 
the first priaciples of association, the guaranty to every one ofa free exer- 
cise of industry and the fruits acquired by it. 

The people approved this sentiment, the party accepted it, and 
in the Brel Democratic administration of the Government, while 
Thomas Jefferson occupied the President's chair, the tax was 
abolished. During the many succeeding periods of Democratic 
rule a return to the system was never contemplated. Even dur- 
ing the civil war, when. if ever, it was necessary, the party as 
an organization opposed its adoption, and as late as 1884, when, 
for the first time in a generation, a Democratic President was 
elected, the platform of the party contained the distinct declara- 
tion that from the foundation of the Government taxes col- 
lected at the custom-houses have been the chiei source of Fed- 
eral revenues, and such they must continue to be.” 

Against this declaration must be placed that of the chief adyo- 
cate of the tax in the House of Representatives, who, when asked 
when the Democratic party had pledged itself to this tax, replied: 

I willsay that I have always said in every speech that an income tax was 
ust and right. The platform in my district pledged me toit. I maintain 
that when the Democratic platform adopted at C o declared that a pro- 
tect ive tariff was robbery and unconstitutional, it laid the ground for some 
form of direct taxa ion such as this. Let us wipe away the robber and un- 
cons! itutional tarif, and that brings us to the income tax as a logical result 
of that platform. 

Mr. President, as a Democrat and a member of that conven- 
tion, I repudiate any such interpretation of the platform of 1892. 
The Democratic.party is not a free-trade party, and the mere 
fact that an insignificant number of free-trade theorists have 
engrafted themselves upon it can not make it so. Taxes col- 
lected at the custom-houses have been the chief source of Fed- 
eral revenue, and such they must continue to be.” Nor can the 
utterance of a Congressional convention in Missouri, nor the as- 
sertion of its candidate that an income tax is just and right,” 
controvert aprincipledeclared by Thomas Jefierson and affirmed 
by every national convention since the organization of the party. 

I have already pointed out the fact that there was no hint of 
an income tax in the Democratic platform of 1892, and have 
shown its unpopularity by analyzing the vote for the Populist 
candidates. I take this opportunity to free myself from any 

ossible charge of misrepresentation. For the moment I ha 

orgotten that the income-tax proposition was incribed upon the 
banners of yet another political organization. I refer to the 
Socialist party, which also ‘* demanded” a ‘‘ progressive income 
tax, the smaller incomes to be exempt.” Upon that and other 
issues of like character Mr. Wing won the suffrages of his fel- 
low-citizens to the extent of 21,191 votes out of a total of 12,154,- 
542. These may be added to those given to Gen. Wever in the 
analysis which has preceded. 

But, sir, if we accept the assertions of some of the advocates 
of this proposition, these 21,191 citizens are entitled to a con- 
sideration which is not warranted by their numerical strength. 
“I tell you,” says one, when youoppose a measure of this kind, 
when youcome to the great masses of the people and say that 
the wealthy of this Government shull bear none of its burdens, 
then you makea foundation for the argumentof anarchy, social- 
ism, and demagogy that eventually will sweep back and curse 
a country, as it did in France in the days of the French revo- 

ution. 

Has it come to this, Mr. President, that the most prosperous, 
most tolerant, but withal the most powerful nation on earth 
must throw a sop to anarchy, socialism, and demagogy? When 
the pauper-ridden nations of Europe have just shown their ca- 
etd to meet and master this cowardly curse of modern civil- 

tion, shall free America grant the necessity of concession? 

And where, may I ask, if bezun, shall such concession end? 
An income tax of 2 per cent can only serve to whet the appetite 
of insatiate socialism. What next? The free silver coinage 
and subtreisury plans of the Populists or the abolition of Presi- 
dency, Vice-Presidency, and Senate demanded by the Social- 
ists? A 2 per cent tax will appear, as the Senator from Indiana 
has said, a very small and trifling matter compared to others 

` more serious.“ What are those others more serious? And how 
soon must they be expected? If we arereally confronted by the 
specter of communism, we may as well understand the situation 
that we may be prepared to meetit. Do those who indulge in 
these vague premonitions of social disaster really appreciate 
and believe the full meaning of their words? Or are they will- 


ing to take the risk of encouraging incendiarism only in order 


to carry their poiut? Which position do they wish to assume 

that of promoters of disorder and class hatred, orof demagogues 

eager — curry favor with the -physically indolent and mentally 
epraved: 

Phis is not Democracy. It is cowardice and folly. If disap- 
proval of such a tendency involves the reproachful designation 
of ‘‘ Conservative,” then Lam a Conservative. The true Demo- 
cratic party stunds to-day between and above the class rapacity 
and greed engendered by Republican legislation and the un- 
bridled license and unreasoning prejudice of the unsuccessful. 
It is charged with the responsibility of preventing, by the ex- 
ercise of wisdom, prudence, and courage, the clash ofthese op- 
posing elements. And it has the power to perform its full duty, 

cause behind it, greater and stronger than all ocher forces 
combined, is the sturdy common sense of the American people. 

It would be as distinctly a betrayal of trust to yield to the one 
element as to yield to the other. The Democratic party has no 
better right to tax the few for the benefit of the many than to 
tax the many for the benefit of the few. And yet that and noth- 
ing else is the avowed l purpose of this proposition. 

Shall it stand? Shall Democracy assume now for the first 
time, without a semblance of authority from the peop e, the bur- 
den of class legislation and the responsibility for incitement to 
class hatred? 

All hail the counsels of Thomas Jefferson,” said the Senator 
from Indiana. And so say I. 

To take from one because it is thought that his own industry or that of his 
father has acquired too much, in order to spare others who or whose fath- 


ers have not exercised equal industry and skill. is to violate arbitrarily the 
first principles of association. 5 8 * 


That is the counsel of Thomas Jefferson. And that is Democ- 
racy. A tax upon 85,000 out of 70,000, 000 is a flat contradiction 
of this principle. And, I repeat with emphasis, it is undemo- 
cratic. 

It is un-American. Fifty years ago, Lord John Russell, com- 
menting upon the proposal to reimpose the income tax in Great 
Britain, said: 

To resort to the desperate measure of an income tax is not 
to proclaim to the world that your resources are exhausted. that indi- 
rect taxation has reached its limits. France, in all her struggles, has never 
resorted to an income tax, because her people are more imoued with the 
spirit of liberty than any other nation in E An income taxis an in- 
congruous incorporation into our Government of the fiscal methods of po- 
litical systems with which ours has nothing in common and against wh ch 
ours is, or ought to be, an emblazoned protest before the world, It has had 
its origin in the necessities of military government; and it has been toler- 
ated because the necessities of war have been held more sacred that the 
rights of liberty. Its ients are those of tyrannies: its methods area 
counte! of the violences of the Inquisition. Herein lies the instinctive 
revolt of the American citizen against this form of tax. 


A 
The English statesman of 1842, recalling the effect of the 
stamp act of 1765 and the abolition of income taxation, under 
the leadership of Thomas Jefferson, had a clearer understand- 
ing of the temper of the American people than some of our 
own statesmen seem to possess today. He spoke truly and 
accurately when he declared that it had been tolerated only 
where the necessities of war” were held“ more sacred than the 
rights of liberty,” that ‘‘its methods are a counterpart of the 
violences of the Lak get and that—I wish to emphasize 
these words herein lies the instinctive revolt of the American 
citizen to this form of tax.” : 

How did it happen that at this early day it was a recognized 
fact in other countries that the American citizen does“ instinct- 
ively revolt” against a direct tax upon his earnings? Here was 
a distinct national characteristic so well understood that it was 
held up as an example to other governments less fortunate. 
Could it have been due to any other condition than that of in- 
stinctive revolt” against any restraint upon individual liberty 
and freedom of action, such as gave birth to the Declaration of 
Independence and has been emphasized certainly in every Dem- 
ocratic platform from the days of Jefferson to the present time? 

The assumption of Lord Russell was fully justified by the fact 
that we had eliminated this method from our system of taxation 
at the very bezinning of independent government. But there 
was another warrant for the assertion, quite as important and 
quite as explicit, in the Constitution of the United States, which 
declares that no capitation or direct tax shall be laid unless in 
proportion to the census or enumeration.” 

It is difficult for a layman to understand whatform of taxation 
can be more “direst” then a tax upon that which a man earns 
or receives from his earnings. It is yet more difficult to see 
how atax upon 85,000 persons out of 70,000,000 can be laid in 
proportion to the census or enumeration.” It is not my pur- 
pose, and nobody knows better than myself that it is not within 
the range of my abilities, to discuss the constitutionality of this 
or any other measure. But the fact can not be overlooked that 
there has been a wide divergence of opinion on this point, not 
only among leaders at the bar, but so far as the principle in- 
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volved in income taxation is concerned, in the Supreme Court 
itself. Itis true that on one occasion that great tribunal de- 
clared that an income tax was not at variance with this provision 
of the Constitution, but on another it said plainly: 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of 
the citizen, and with the other to bestow ituponfavoredindividuals * * * 
is none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is 
ealied taxation. 

One does not need to be a lawyer to understand that. It does 
not matter whether the number of favored individuals be small 
or great whether they be the few who profit by the existing 
tarif or the many who think they may benefited by a tax 
upon incomes. It is the discrimination which“ is none the less 
robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called 
taxation.” And it is the discrimin tion which is the most of- 
fensive and un-American-feature of this scheme. 

But there is another solemn declaration of the Supreme Court 
which bears even more directly upon a very pronounced char- 
acteristic of this proposition. It is this: 

a rt the party's oath or compellin, 
onions 3 ‘Books and papera, to Sonvict him of 9 
or to forfeit his property, is contrary to the principles of a free government. 
It is abhorrent to the instincts of an Englishman. It is abhorrent to the in- 


stincts of au American. It may suit the 121 of despotic power, but it 
can not abide the pure atmosphere of political liberty and personal freedom. 


_ If the learned justice who wrote this oninion had been passing 
judgment upon the income-tax proposition now before us, he 
could not have spoken more explicity, for no conceivable law 
could more fully meet the rogtiremonta of his reprobation. It 
does openly and avowedly and in unmistakable language ex- 
tort the party's oath,” and ‘‘compel the production of his private 
books and papers.” And for what purpose, may I ask, if not to 
prove his evasion of the law or, in the more forceful diction of 
the Supreme Court, to convict him of a crime”? 

Such methods, our highest judicial tribunal dec!ares. are * ab- 
horrent to the instincts of an American,” exactly as Lord Rus- 
sell stated in 1842. They may suit the purposes of despotic 

wer,” but they can not abide the pure atmosphere of political 

iberty and personal freedom.” 

If I were a lawyer, accustomed to legal 1 I should not hes- 
itate to rest my case upon this finding of the Supreme Court. 
No stronger condemnation of the contemplated inquisition could 
be put into words. Nosharperdenunciation of its un-American- 
ism could be desired, 

And so I repeat that, despite the declaration of the Supreme 
Court that it is not contrary to the letter of our fundamental 
law, it is a contradiction of the theory and traditions of our na- 
tional belief, directly opposed to the spirit of the Constitution 
itself, ahd as un-American as any direct tax that could be laid 
in defiance of the injunction that all shall be ‘tin proportion to 
the census or enumeration.” 

I is unwise. Individual freedom from despotic and discrimi- 
native laws is the secret of American success. It is our chief 
attraction and chief advantage asa nation to-day. To eliminate 
in the slightest degree this dominant feature from our system of 
government is the height of folly. But that is precisely what 
this provision does. 

I say it is despotic. Why? Because it puts it within the 

wer of one man to publicly brand another man asa criminal 
bates the law without trial by jury, sentence by judge, or any 
beyond that which he himself may consider fit 
and proper. I am not one of those who think that politics can 
be divorced from government. But I do believe that there is no 
immediate necessity of increasing the propornon of politics to 
business in governmental affairs, and that is what you do when 
you give to active politicians the power which is bestowed upon 
minor officials by this bill. Here is a sample paragraph: 

The deputy collector, or officer, or agent designated by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, shall require every list or return to be verified by the 
oath or affirmation of the party rendering it, and may increase the amount 
of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the same is understated; 
and in case uch person having a taxable income shall neglect or refuse 
to make and render such list and return, or shall render a false or fraudu- 
lent list or return, it shall be the duty of the deputy collector, or officer, or 
agent designated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make such 
list acco’ to the best information he can obtain, by the examination of 
such person, or his books. or accounts. or any other evidence, and to add 50 
per cent as a penalty to the amount of the tax due on such list in all cases 
of willful neglect or refusal to make and render a list or return; and in all 
cases of a false or fraudulent list or return having been rendered to add 100 
pe cent as a penalty to the amount of tax ascertained to be due, the tax and 

e additions thereto as a 8 be assessed aud collected in the manner 
provided for in other cases of willful neglect or refusal to render a list or 
return, or of rendering a false or fraudulent return. 

Neither the President of the United States, nor the Supreme 
Court, nor the Senate, nor the House of Representatives, nor 
all combined have authority equal to this, Understand: The 
deputy collector or agent, a local politician inevitably, ‘‘ may 
increase the amount of any list or return if he has reason to be- 
Beve that the same is understated.” What reason“ is re- 
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quired to enable a representative of the United States to thus 
1 a citizen guilty of perjury? Only that which is suf- 

cient unto himself. Nothing more. It may be the libel of a 
rival. It may te a personal grudge. It may be refusal to con- 
tribute to a campaign fund. The officer is the judge. And if 
he is not satisfied with a mere increase, or if the campaign con- 
tribution is not large enough he may, at his convenience, sus- 
pect fraud, and thereupon it shall be his duty” to make a list 
to suit himself according to information obtained by examina- 
tion of such person, or his books or accounts or any other evi- 
dence, and to add 50 per cent,” ete. 

The deputy collector can do all this arbitrarily. There is no 
power under the law to prevent him from, or punish him for, 
doing a wrong either through ignorance or malice. The injured 
person may ap to the agents superior who appointed him 
and is responsible for his action, but that is all. 

To say that such a law, giving another access to a man’s ac- 
counts, books, and business secrets, is no more inquisitorial or 
ob ectionable than that which authorizes a customs inspector to 
search a trunk, is too absurd for serious consideration. And to 
say further that such information is perfectly guarded because 
the deputy collector is bound to secrecy. is not only confession 
of the citizen’s right to privacy, but an utterly inadequate esti- 
ae of the average deputy collector's capacity for practical 
politics. 

Prof. Amasa Walker has the correct idea. He does not at- 
tempt to deny the inquisition. He admits and upholds it. The 
business man, he argues, would derive a benefit from the neces- 
sity of keeping his accounts posted, and he could not mislead the 
argus eyed co lector because I quote Prof. Walker's own words 
“his neighbors and competitors have an eye upon him if they 
believe he is making false statements, and he can not long escape 
detection.” Meanwhile, it is, of course, his duty as a citizen do- 
voted to the best interests of his country to keep an eye upon 
the ‘‘neighbors and competitors in business” who are watchin 
him. The wit of man could not devise a scheme better adapte 
to the practice of bribery on the one hand and of blackmall on 
the other. ‘‘Mind your own business” is a good American 
adage, and I can not believe that it is wise to give the sanction 
of law to “spy upon your neighbor as a substitute. 

But the creation even of a system of personal espionage from 
one end of the country to the other is by no means the most 
harmful of this bill’s irresistible effects upon progress and devel- 
opment. A tax uponincomesisa tax uponindustry, uponeconomy, 
upon brains, upon achievement. It not only provides for addi- 
tional taxation without additional representation, but puts a pre- 
mium upon dishonesty and evasion of the law. Icarenothing for 
the mock heroics of those who insist that no punishment is too se- 
vere foracitizen who would try to avoid paymentof taxes. You 
can not reform human nature by statute. Nor can you create and 
nourish patriotic sentiments by imposition. Au attempt to doso 
by this or any other method of like nature can only engender class 
hatredand sectional distrust, and when you do that you restrict in- 
evitably the development of the South and West, which is now 
being accomplished by the use of money from the East. 

The public unwisdom of such a measure seems to be obvious. 
Of its political folly I shall say nothing at this time beyond this, 
that in my judgment its first effect will be to deprive the Demo- 
cratic party of a governor in New York, a Senator from New 
Jersey, and 50 per cent of its present Eastern representation in 
the House of Representatives. I itis the desire of the ad vo- 
cates of this bill to drive every Eastern State into the Republi- 
can party, to encourage the Populists of the South and West to 
follow up their ‘‘entering wedge,” and to practically eliminate 
the party of Jefferson from participation in public affairs, they 
can find no surer way to accomplish their purpose than that 
which they have chosen, 

I have thus endeayored, Mr. President, to establish the justice 
and accuracy of the conclusions which I stated at the beginning. 

I have shown from the estimates of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and of Mr. Atkinson and by the open confession of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance thata tax upon incomes is un- 
necessary. 

I have shown from the bill itself and from the facts of history 
that it is sectional and unjust. 

I have shown from our own experience and by the testimony 
of English financiers that it is unsuccessful. 

I have shown by comparison of the latest vote for tariff reform 
wih an income tax with the vote for tariff reform without an in- 
come tax that it is unpopular. 

I have shown from the declaration of Thomas Jefferson and 
of eee platform since the organization of the party 
that it is undemocratic. 

I have shown that it is contrary to the spirit, if not the letter, 
of the Constitution, and therefore un-American. 

I have shown that it is an unwarranted inquisition into the 
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private affairs of individuals, a bar to progress and development, 
and therefore unwise. 

I have only to say, in conclusion, that nobody regrets more 
earnestly than myself the necessity of touching upon the sec- 
tional character of this legislation. It has over been my boast 
that the Republican party is the sectional party and that the 
organization to which I profess allegiance is free from bias of 
any kind. But the truth can not be ignored, and,to bring the 
full enormity of what they are doing home to my friends from 
the South, I ask them to consider a parallel proposition. 

Suppose the colored voters of Mississippi or Alabama or any 
other State were in a majority in that State. Suppose they 
should elect a governor and a majority of both houses of the 
` Legislature. Suppose they should then say, The whites are 

rich; we are poor. They are more fortunate than we. They 
were born intofreedom, we into pavon: They are blessed wit 
the spirit of energy, thrift, and frugality; we are indolent and 
prodigal by nature. By virtue of their superior gifts, they have 
secured possession of property and have accumulated wealth. 
It is true that we were idle while they were at work, but the 
fact remains thut they can afford to bear the burden of govern- 
ment and we can not. Therefore, we will tax the whites. We 
can not tax them because they are white, so we will tax their 
incomes. And we will fix the limit of exemption at such a fig- 
ure that ten of them will be compelled to pay to one of us. It 
js just and right that wealth, which receives a greater benefit 
from government than poverty, should bear the burden. But, 
right or wrong, it shall. We are in the majority. We have the 
power. The industrious and prosperous must pay the taxes of 
the indolent and unsuccessful.” 

How, let me ask my friends from the South, would you regard 
such a law as that? Would youconsider that might makes right 
in that case as in this? Would you uphold as just the very 
method which you now pronounce ideal? Would you support 
the law? Would you denounce your neighbor for evading it? 
Would you scrupulously avoid evasion yourself? Would you 
cheerfully throw open your account books and disclose the con- 
dition of your private affairs? Would you, I say, receive the 
collector of such a tax with obedience in your hearts? 


Do you understand now why we of the East oppose this law? 


And is it a proper return for the help which we have given to 
you in ridding yourselves of oppression to turn around at the 
first opportunity and intlict upon us a law so odious that we can 
not hope to make it seem endurable to our people? Is extinc- 
tion of the party in the North the penalty we Democrats must 
pay for extending aid and sympathy to you of the South? If 
this “entering wedge” shall be driven in until the nextnational 
campaign resolves intoacontest between the Republicans and the 
Populists, who will be responsible for the sectional lines upon 
which it will be decided? And where do you think we Demo- 
orats of the North will stand in such a struggle. Which way 
will our interests lie? 

I have tried, Mr. President, to discuss this question without 
passion or prejudice. But, sir, I say plainly hereand now that, 
when the struggle does come, as it seems bound to come if this 
beginning be made, I for one shall be found fighting for my own. 
Party ties grow weak when they make disregard of one’s own 
convictions and disloyalty to one’s own people the test of fealty. 
And I do not hesitate to add that even the misrule of the Re- 
. party is to be preferred to the commtinism of the Popu- 
ists and Socialists. If that be treason, then the self-appointed 
censors of Minnesota do right to lay the charge at my door. But, 
sir, whatever may be their judgment, God forbid that I should 
ever betray those whom I represent in this Chamber or fail to 
do that which, in my own judgment, best conserves the interests 
of the Democratic party and the American people. 

We want to make this a country where no man shall be taxed for the pri- 
vate benefit of another man, but where all the blessings of free govern- 
ment, all the influences of church and school, all our resources, with the 
skill and science and invention applied to their development, shall be the 
common untaxed heritage of all the people, ad to the comforts of all, 
adding to the culture of all, adding to the happiness of all. 

Those are the eloquent words of the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee. The sentiment is noble. The purpose 
is worthy of the best minds and truest hearts. Butit can never 
be accomplished by the passage of a bill which does avowedly 
tax one man for the private benefit of another man.“ That is 
why I oppose this infamous proposition to-day, and shall con- 
tinue to oppose it until such time as it shall either be forced 
upon us by sheer weight of numbers, or we shall be freed by re- 
turning reason from the gravest danger which has confronted 
the Democratic party since the days of James Buchanan. 

That, sir, isall I have to say upon this subject at this time. 
But, in justice to my party, my State, and myself, I can not leave 
any room for misapprehension. The Democratic party is under 
adistinct obligation to confer the boon of tariff reform upon 


the American people. We can not hope to overcome the pres- 
ent dissensions and fulfill this obligation unless we beat down 
all attempts to create discord within the ranks and strive ear- 
nestly for party harmony. With unity of action weshallsucceed. 
Without it we must fail. And we can not perform our duty as 
Democrats by maligning each other or by making wanton at- 
tacks upon a Democratic Administration 

Our duty is plain. The country demands, and is entitled to, 
prompt and decisive action. The time is ripe for quick and per- 
manent recovery from business depression. Industry and pros- 
perity wait upon the acts of this body. Now, if ever, we should 
meet the situation with candor and courage, and ask ourselves 
whether this bill as it stands to-day can be passed by Demo- 
cratic votes. It is a time for plain speaking, and I do not hesi- 
tate to express my own conviction that this is impossible. 

We can not enact a Democratic measure until we return to 
Democratic principles. Eliminate the socialistic income tax, 
reform the schédules to conform with the doctrine of a tariff for 
revenue, grant to our industries sufficient protection to guaran- 
tee their maintenanceon the basis of American wages, and before 
this month shall have ended, tariff reform will cease to be the 
will-o’-the-wisp it is to-day, and will be enacted, by the united 
votes of 44 Democratic Sen tors, into the law of the land. 

Refuse to do that, then God save the Democratic party! 


PRINTING OF MILLS TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. HILL. Task unanimous consent to be permitted to ofe 
at this time the resolution which I send to the desk. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Risolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies of H. 
R. bill 9051, entitled “An act to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
1 pag to the collection of the revenue;“ which passed the House on July 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider th 
résolution. - 

Mr. HILL. Just a word of explanation. I applied at the doc- 
ument room this afternoon and learned that there were no copies 
for distribution of the origina Mills bill which passed the House 
of Representatives in 1838, and copies are desired for many rea- 
sons. ae I trust this limited number of copies m y be 

rinted. 

p Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator propose to have it printed in 
bill arin document form? The documentform is much more con- 
venient. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care in which form it is printed. 

: Mr. COCKRELL. It was heretofore printed in document 
orm. 

Mr. HOAR. IL suggest to the Senator to ask the printing of 
1,500 copies; 500 copies would only give us about 5 apiece. It 
will not cost much more to print the additional number. 

Mr. HILL. L accept the suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. ALLISON.. The Senator will allow me to make as igges- 
tion in that regard. The Mills bill was printed in two or three 
forms, and there were cord eae to it some valuable tables at the 
time. There are several copies in existence of the bill in that 
form and, if it is to be reprinted, I suggest that those tables be 

ed. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care anything about that, if the tables 
are accessible. 

Mr ALLISON. I do not insist upon the suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the Senator from New York 
wane the bill printed as it passed the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. HILL. That is what I want. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it ought to be printed in document 
form. it was printed in that way heretofore. 

Mr. HILL. Allright. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion in order that I may move an executive session. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 3 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, April 18, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. ; 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations recewed by the Senate Apri! 17, 1894. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John F. Asbury, of Bozeman, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bozeman, Mont., vice John T. Carlin, term expired. 
David R. Asbury having declined. 

William H. Turbett, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be receiver of 
publie moneys at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Fred Baboock, term ex- 
pired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 


First Lieut. James G. Warren, to be captain April 12, 1894, 
vice Taber, deceased. $ 

Second Lieut. E. Eveleth Winslow, to be first lieutenant April 
12, 1894, vice Warren, promoted. 1 

POS T MASTERS. 

George Roe, eee at Vallejo, in the county of So- 
lano and State of fornia, in the place of William D. Penny- 
cook, whuse commission expires April 30, 1894. 

Felix G. Cockrell, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the 
county of St. Clair and Stats of Illinois, in the place of Alexander 
Fekete, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

William H. McEwen, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county 
of Noble and State of Indiana, in the place of Jacob P. Pickett, 
whose commission expired February il, 1894. 

T. H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the count, 
of Bracken and State of Kentucky, in the place of Albert E. 
Rankin, removed. 

Simeon A. Jacobs, to ba Lee at Chicopee, in the county 
of Hxmpden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George 
A. Edgarton, whose commission expired February 28, 1894. 

Edward J. Slattery, to be postmaster at South Framingham, 
in the county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the 

lace of E. F. Phinney, whose commission expired February 28, 


894. 

Theo. M. Helinski, to be tmaster at Duluth, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in the place of Julius D. 
Howard, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

William E. Cole, to be postmaster at La Plata, in the count; 
of Macon and State of Missouri, in the place of John M. Hamel, 
removed. 

James B. Rich, to be postmaster at Slater, in the county of 
Saline and State of Missouri, in the place of William Davis, 
removed. 

F. K. Threlkeld, to be postmaster at Higginsville, in the county 
of Lafayette and State of Missouri, in tae place of Henry C. 
Schwartz, whose comm’ssion expired January 8, 1894. 

John S. Kintner, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Sussex and State of New Jersey, in the place of W. M. Smith, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George D. Wetherill, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Samuel Phillips, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Amanda E. Morris, to be postmaster at Hendersonville, in the 
county of Henderson and State of North Carolina, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after July 1, 1893. 

George P. Garred, to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota, in the place of Charles 
A. McKean, whose commission expires April 19, 1834. 

Henry Hollberg to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Ohio, in the place of William H. Sloan, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

J. W. Shipley, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of 
Miami and State of Ohio, in the place of Henry C. Graffin, whose 
commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Thomas W. Patton, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the count; 
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H. 
H. Fine, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Martin J. Ryan, to be tmaster at Susquehanna, ia the 


rene Me Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of O. D. Falkenburg, whose commission expired December 21, 
1893. 


Hugh H. Gouchenour, to be postmaster at Greeneville, in the 
county of Greene and State of Tennesee, in the place of A. J. 
Fra ier, whose commission expired February 13, 1894. 

Missouri A. Cameron, to be poe ister at McKinney, in the 
county of Collin and State of Texas, in the place of Hugo E. 
Smith, whose commission expires May 7, 1894. 

Hugh R. Smith, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the county 
of Dinwiddie and State of Virginia, in the place of Stith Bolling, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Ralston Cox, to bo postmaster at Vancouver, in the county of 


Clarke and State of Washington, in the place of Fred W. Bier, 
whose commission expired Dec :mber 20, 1893. 

John T. Laraway, to be postmaster at Centralia, in the count; 
of Lewis and State of Washington. in the place of Henry M. 
In am, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

- H. Van Lew, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Washington, in the plece of William H. 
H. Fouts, whose commission expired Dacember 20, 1893. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1894. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


James N. Thompson, of Arkansas, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the sixth district. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 17, 1894. 


The House met at IZ 0 lock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY- 
7 RULES. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the report sub- 
mitted on Thursday last by the Committee on Rules, and, by di- 
rection of that committee, I withdraw the same from the con- 
sideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi calls up 
for consideration the report previously submitted by the Commit- 
tee on Rules. and by direction of that committee withdraws the 
same from the consideration of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINCS. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following re- 
portfrom the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred—— 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 
{ would be glad if we could have such order as will enable us to 
hear the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred resolution 24, heretofore 
introduced by Mr. DE ARMOND, reports the same back with the accompany- 
ing substitute, and recommend that the substitute bs adopted: 

mend Rule XV by inserting between clauses 1 and 2 the following as 
clause 2, and cha: the number ot clause 2 to clause 3: : 

“Upon every roli call, and before the beginning tnereof, the Speaker shall 
name two members, one from each side of the pending question, if practi- 
cable. who shall take their places at the Clerk's desk to tell the names of at 
least enough members who are in the Hall of the House during the roll call 
who do not respond, when added to those responding, to make a quorum. 
It a quorum does not respond on the roll call, then the names of those so 
noted as present shall be reported tothe Speaker, who shall cause the list to 
be called from the Clerk's desk and reco in the Journal; and in deter- 
mining the presence of a quorum todo business those who voted, those who 
answered present, and those soreported present shall beconsidered. Mem- 
bers noted may, when their names are called, record their votes, notwith- 
stan the provisions of clause | of this rule.“ 

Amend clause 1, of Rule VIII. by thereto the following words: 

“And, on a roll call, should he not vote, he shall answer present.“ 

So as to read: 

Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its 
sittings, unless excused or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each 
question put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary interest iu the 
event of such question, and on a roll call, should he not vote, he shall answer 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Mi dew it has been suggested that 
some debate ought to be had on this, and I would like to ask 
unanimous consent that debate be limited to one hour and ahaif, 
the time to be controlled by the Speaker of the House, and that 
the previous question be considered as ordered, the vote to take 
place at the expiration of the time limited for debate. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object tolimiting 
debate on a question of this kind in this way. t them fix a 
time for debate on the resolution that will enable members who 
5 views upon the question to have an opportunity to be 

eard. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. How much time does the gentleman 
think should be given to de ate? 

Mr. WELLS. I think there should be at least a legislative 
day given to debate. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not consent to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WELLS. Then object, And furthermore, Mr 1 
I rise to the point of order that this is not in order at this time, 
because a rule already reported to the House by the Committee 
on Rules is the regular order of business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been withdrawn this morning, 

Mr. WELLS. They can not withdraw it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has already been do 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Understand, Mr. Speaker, that I am hold- 
ing the floor. 

r. BRYAN. I want to ask—— 

Mr. WELLS. I trust that the Committee on Rules and the 
honorable gentleman who has charge of this matter that is now 
before the House will not gag Democrats upon the floor of this 
House. For months the Repab icans upon the floor have been 
given opportunity to speak relative to matters of this kind, per- 
taining to the counting ofa quorum. The object of gentlemen 
on the other side has for six or seven months $ 

Mr. CATCHINGS and Mr. OUTHWAITE. This debate is 
not in order. t 

The SPEAKER. Thisisa mere effort to agree upon time; 
deb te is not in order. 

Mr. WELLS. I do not wish to debate the question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS,. I am willing, Mr. Speaker, to agree to 
any reasonable time; but not willing to agree to an unreasona- 
ble time for debate. : 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman agree to two hours? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir, I will not; because I want to fin- 
ish this thing to-day. ; 

Mr. BRYAN. Thisis a very important question, and mem- 
bers have views upon it they would like to go on record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentlemin will yield one hour to 
those who are opposed to this rule and reserve an hour for him- 
self he can move the previousquestion at the end of that period, 
and I think that will give ample time for debate. 

Mr. CATSHINGS. Iwish tosay, Mr. S er, that whatever 
is to be done, the previous question must be called now, to take 
effect at the time the debate ends. 

Mr. MsMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] for two 
hours’ debate on each side isa very reasonable one. This is a 
very important question and there ought not to be any rushing 
of it through here with a haste that is unnecessary under the 
circumstanees. If the experience with this rule is to be like 


that of a former Congress in which it existed there will be plenty 


of time anyhow. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. [donotknow, Mr. Speaker, that 
itis necessary for me to add anything to what has been said by the 

entleman from Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman 
Fo Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], but this is a very important rule 
and it ought to be considered with deliberation. We are pro- 
posing to adopt a rule which the Democratic party has never 
adopted before, and it seems to me that two hours’ debate on a 
side is a very brief tims indeed for the discussion of such a pro- 
posed departure from the established rules that have governed 
the House of Representatives for more than a hundred years. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to agree that 
the vote shall be taken at 3 o'clock, and that one hour and a 
half shall be given to gentlemen who desire to oppose this rule. 
That gives them wore than half the time, and ought to be satis- 
factory. That gives us time enough to take action on this mat- 
ter to-day, which is very much to be desired. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to appeal to the 
gentleman from Mississippi to allow more time. I have never 
expressed any views as to this rule, and I desire to occupy some 
time in the discussion of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I propose to give an hour and a half of 
debate to those who are i ee to the rule, and it seems tome 
that that ought to be satisfactory; the balance of the time to be 
used by those who favor the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would ask the gentleman if 
he is not willing to have this matter discussed to-day, to have a 
night session solely for the purpose of debate upon the rule, and 
then have ths vote on the rule to-morrow at 1 o'clock. This 
would be perfectly satisfactory to every member of the House, 
A question soimportant as this should be carefully considered 
and understood. Some gentlemen who have come in the Hall 
since the rule was read are entirely ignorant of its language or 
po rt. I hope the gentleman is willing that the rule should 

discussed this afternoon and to-night, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No; Jam not. I do not want any night 
session. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isuggest to the gentlemen from Mississippi 
that gentleman who are opposed to the rule are not the only 
ones who desire to be heard. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My proposition gives an hour and a half 
to those who are opposed to it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that he ought to agree to two hours on each 
side. It makes adifference of only one hour. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am disposed to assent to 
that, though it is very much against my judgment, and I will 
now state—— s 


Mr. SPRINGER. Give the opponents of the rule two hours 
and have the vote at half past 3. 

[Confusion in the Ha J. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that if or- 
der can be restored and gentlemen take their seats, we can then 
hear what is going on; otherwise we can not. - 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please resume their seats. 
Business will be suspended until order is restored. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered at this 
time upon the report from the Committee on Rules, the vote to 
be taken at 4 o’clock, and the distribution of the time to be con- 
trolled by the Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And equally divided. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speiker, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi is entitled to the loor, I ask him why not allow debate to 
begin on this question without insisting upon his demand? III 
understand it, this matter is privileged, and the gentleman 
from Mississippi can take the floor at any time to call the pre- 
vious question. = 

Why not, then, let the discussion begin, and see, as it pro- 
ceeds, whether a short time ora long time ought to be occu- 
pied by it? The gentleman can call the previous question when- 
ever he desires. If I understand the rule, it invests the Com- 
mittee on Rules with power to report at any time, and the gentle- 
man is entitled to the floor to call the previous question at any 


time. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not yield to that suggestion, Mr. 


Speaker. 
Mr. BURROWS. I understand the proposition now to be 
that debate shall be had upon this proposition for four hours. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Until 4 o'clock. 


Mr. BURROWS. And the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] demands now the previous question on the report 


of the committee. I am at a loss to understand the object of 
debate if the ee question is ordered now, because that 
would cut off all right ol amendment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is precisely what I wish to do. 

Mr. BURROWS. Theobjectof debate I should suppose to be 
to perfect the rule if it is not perfect. But be that as it may, I 
ask the gentleman from Mississippi to yield to me at this time 
that I may offer as a substitute for the proposed rule a proposi- 
tion which embodies the views of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, so thatif the previous question is to be ordered we 
can have a vote upon this substitute offered by the minority of 
the committee. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that, Mr. S er. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And, Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous 
consent that the previous question be now considered as or- 
dered on the report of the Committee on Rules and on the sub- 
stitute which the gentleman from Michigan proposes to offer— 
that the previous question shall bs considered ordered at 
this time, and that at 4 o’clock the House shall proceed to vote, 
first upon the substitute and then upon the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will allow me, I offer 
now, as a substitute for the report of the Committee on Rules, 
the proposition which I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. BYNUM. It is not understood yet 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I am not able to understand 
whether 

Mr. BURROWS. As a substitute for the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, I offer the following, as embodying the views 
of the minority. s 

Mr. WELLS. On what conditions? 

Mr. BURROWS. No conditions. 

Mr. WELLS. I understand the conditions are that the pre- 
vious question—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed substi- 
tute sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Clause 3, Rule XV: 

On thedemand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in Hall of the House 
who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, 
and reported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and 
u oneen and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do 

usiness. 4 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] has the floor. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if you will put my re- 
quest I shall be obliged. 4 
Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker 
5 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has the 
oor. : 
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Mr. GROW. Mr. S 
the gentleman from Mississippi will allow to be read at present 
for information and allow to come in for a vote afterwards as a 
substitute. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not consent to a vote upon it. It 

. may be read. 
r. GROW. I ask that it be read now for information—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It can be read later. 

Mr. GROW. But it can not be voted on unless it be proposed 
before the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We do not desire it to be before the 


House. ; 

Mr. GROW. Iwill offer it, if I may have the opportunity, as 
an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. BURROWS]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One amendment has already been per- 
mitted from that side of the House. 

Mr. WELLS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I am in 
some uncertainty as to the 3 status of the question 
sought to be presented by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has made 
a rogues for unanimous consent, which the Chair was going to 
submit, 

Mr. WELLS. On what proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it if the gentleman will 
permit. The gentleman from Mississippi ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered ordered upon the 
report of the committee and upon the proposition of the minor- 
— — the committee, and that the vote now ordered to be 

en on those propositions at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WELLS. I object unless 

Mr. CATCHINGS.. I think, Mr. Speaker, I have made all 
reasonable effort to come to a fair agreement. I now move the 
previous question on the substitute of the minority of the com- 
mittee and on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. [should like to inquire, asa parliamentary 
matter, whether the Speaker would hold, in view of what has 
been said, that there has been such debate on this question as 
to cut off all further debate if the previous question should now 
‘be ordered, or whether, after ordering the previous question, 
fifteen minutes’ debate on each side will be allowed? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that what has taken place 
has been an effort at an agreement rather than debate within 
the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, if the previous question should now 
be ordered, there will be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. This has been an ef- 
fort at agreement rather than debate in the proper sense. 

The question being tiken-on ordering the previous question, 
there were on a division (called for by Mr. BRYAN)—ayes 122, 


noes 98. 
Mr. WELLS and Mr. BRYAN called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question upon the report of the Committee on Rules and the 
substitute of the minority of the committee. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 120, 
not voting 93; as follows: 


aker, I havea proposition which I trust 


NAYS—12%. 

Abbott, Dolliver, Kilgore, Reed, 
Adams, Doolittle, Y, Reilly, 
Aitken, Draper, Lapham, Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Ellis, m La Russell, Ga. 
Avery, Fletcher, Lefever, Shaw, 
Babcock, is Lester, Smith, 

aker, Gear, Lockwood, Stephenson, 
Barnes, Gillet, N. V. Loud, Stevens, 
Bartholdt, Grady, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 

iden, Tiffin, Maguire, torer, 
Black, Ga. Grosvenor, arsh, Talbott, Md. 
Boutelle, Grow, Marvin, N. Y. Taylor, Tenn. 
Bowers, Cal. Hager, McCleary, Minn h 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hainer, McCreary, Ky ‘Tracey, 
Brosius, Hartman, MeDowell, Turner, Ga, 
Bryan, Haugen, McEttrick, Upåegraff, 
Bundy, Henderson, III. McKaig, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa McMi 70 Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bynum Hepburn, Meiklejohn, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell Hermann, Mercer, - Walker, 
Cannon, III Hines, Milliken, Wanger, 
Capehart, Hitt, Montgomery, Warner, 
Caruth Holman, Northway, Wells, 
Cockrell, Hopkins, Pa. Payne, Wever, 
Conn, Houk, Pearson, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Tex Hudson. Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, nlick, Pickler, Wilson, Wash, 
Cousins. 1, Post, Wise, 
Curtis, Kans. Johnson, N.Dak. Price, Woomer, 
Dingley, Kiefer, Quigg, Wright, Mass. 
NOT VOTING—93, 

Adams, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Linton, Scranton, 
Alderson, Dailzell, Lisle, Settle, 
Alexander, Daniels, Loudenslager, Sheil, 
Allen, Davey, Mahon, Sickles, 
Arnold, unn. Marshall, Simpson, 
Beltzhoover, Ellis, Ky. McAleer, Sipe. 
Bingham, Everett, McKeighan, Snodgrass 
Black, III. ton, Money, Somers, 
Blair, P Moon, Sperry, 
Brattan, Gardner, Morse, Stone, W. A 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Moses, 8 A 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. Murray, Sweet, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Newlands, Tarsney, 
Brown, Graham, ates, Tawney, 
Burnes, Hall, Mo. O'Neil, Mass. . 
Campbell, Hammond, Page, heeler, Ala. 
Chickering, Harmer, Pence, Wheeler, III 
Childs, Harris, Phillips, hite, 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner, Powers, Whiting, 
Cockran, Henderson, N.C. Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coombs, cks, Ray, Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, N. Y Reyburn 
Crawford, Hopkins, III. Russell, Conn. 3 
Cummings, Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. S 
man from West Virginia, 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. S 
man from Alabama, Col. 
I withdraw my vote. 


vote “aye.” 


T 


er, I am paired with the gentle- 
WILSON, and withdraw my vote. 
aker, I am paired with the gentle- 
ATES. If he were present, I should 


The following pairs were announced by the Clerk: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. SCRANTON, 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, 
Mr. CRAWFORD with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. STRONG. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. DANIELS. 


YEAS—140. 
Apsley, Crain, Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bailey, Culberson, Ikirt, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Baker, Kans. Davis, Izlar, Pigott, 
ald De Armond, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Jones, Richards, Ohio. 
Bartlett, Denson, čem, Richardson, Mich. 
Ba x Dinsmore, Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bell, Colo. Dockery. Kyle, Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lane, Robbins, 
Berry, panpay Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Bland, Durborow, Layton, Rusk, 
Boatner, Edmunds Livingston, Ryan, 
Boen, English, Gal Lynch, Sayers, 
Bower, N. C. English, N. J addox, Sherman, 
Branch. : Magner, Sibley, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, Mallory, Springer, 
Bretz, rdman, Martin, Ind. Stal ings, 
Bunn, Fielder, McCall, Stockdale, 
Cabaniss, Fithian, McCulloch, Stone, Ky 
Cadmus, Forman, McDannold, trait, 
Caminetti, Geary, McDearmon, Straus, 
Cannon, Cal. Goldzier, McGann, on 
Catch: Gorman, McLaurin, Talbert, S. C. 
Causey, Gresham, McNagny, te, 
cy. Grout, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Clark, Mo. Haines, Meredith, Try. 
ke, all. Minn. Meyer, Tucker, 
Cobb, Mo. are, Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Harter, Mutchler, in, 
Cogswell, Hatch, Neill, ‘Washington, 
Compton, Hayes, O'Neill, Mo. Waugh, 
Cooper, Fla. Heard, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
h, Hendrix aschal, Williams, Miss. 
ooker, ‘Miss. Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cox, Hunter, Paynter, oodard. 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 


Mr. FYAN with Mr. TAWNEY. 

For this day: 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. HICKS. ` 


Mr. SPERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. COOMBS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Money with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. : 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mississippi[Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] is recognized to control the time in support of the report 
of the Committee on Rules, and the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Michigan | Mr. BURROWS] to control the time in 


opposition. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi yield to me for a moment? 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield to the gentleman to make a re- 
uest. . 
a Mr. HATCH. I want to ask unanimous consent of the House 
that the debate on this proposition may continue until 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BYNUM. Regular order. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Indiana will permit me 
to make my statement, perhaps he would not demand the regular 
order, 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the regular order be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to record my vote in the negative on the vote just taken. 
Iwas under the impression that my pair with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL] was still in force. Iam in- 
formed, however, that he was present and voted under the im- 
pression that I had been informed of his presence as he had di- 
rected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request 
under the rule. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman with whom I am 

paired, [ am informed, has voted on this question. I did not 
585 he was here, and therefore refrained from voting when my 
name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentlemanfrom 
Alabama that he can not entertain the request at this time. 
After the result of the vote is announced it would not be in 
order except by unanimous consent to withdraw a vote. The 
gentleman will perceive that such a change might affect the re- 
sult. $ 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to state 
that I should have voted in the negative on this question had I 
not believed my pair was still in force. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi to yield to me for a single moment for a suggestion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. As the rule proposed by the committee 
provides a manner of counting a quorum, and the substitute 
offered by myself was also designed for the purpose of counting 
a quorum, and the only difference between them is as to the 
method, rather than delay the consideration of this matter and 
thereby multiply a number of roll calls, I will withdraw the sub- 
stitute offered by myself so that the motion may come directly 
on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute is then withdrawn. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
In this discussion, as] understand it, gentlemen on the other side 
of the Hall are in favor of the principle of counting a quorum, 
and the Committee on Rules has provided a manner. Now, in 
the division of time will there be no provision made for those 
who do not favor the counting of a quorum under any circum- 
stances, and who differ therefore from the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules and from the minority represented by the other 
side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], having re- 
ported the proposition, is entitled to fifteen minutes, and while 
giving fifteen minutes to the minority of the committee, the 
Chair of course will be glad to recognize gentlemen in opposi- 
tion to the proposition, which is“the intent of the rule. Of 
course if it be true that the whule committee agree, why then 
perhaps it would be only right and proper that some gentlemen 
who do notagree to the report of the committee should be al- 
lowed to be heard. 

Mr. REED .Mr. Speaker, I think it quite just that, if no more 
than fifteen minutes are to be allowed on a side, there should ba 
some unusual apportionment of time. On thissideof the House 
we regard the rule presented by the committee as containing 
the principle for which we have contended, although we have 
some doubt about the details of it, and think that they may perhaps 
not prove entirely satisfactory to the House; but we have not 
made any opposition to the rule, nor have we any great desire 
to do so, except so far as we might like to have it modified if it 
might be done under favorable and proper circumstances. 

herefore we have felt that it might be proper that there 
should be a division of time in such fashion that those who are 
opposed to the principle of the rule might have an opportunity 
to express their opinion. For this reason I had hoped that there 
might be no objection to such an extended debate asmight seem 
to be reasonable; and I want it distinctly umderstood that this 
side does not object to such an extension of debate as will enable 
all parties to express their opinions. Fifteen minutes on a side 
are hardly enough, and I sincerely hope that the House will in- 


-dulge gentlemen upon the other side by allowing them a suffi- 


cient extension of time, with such a division as may seem just 
to the House and to the Speaker, so that all views may be rep- 
resented, which is the object of all debate. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent that 
an hour on each side may be given to the discussion of this mat- 
a which is important to all parties and to both sides of this 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri Mr. HATCH] 
just submitted a similar request, but the Chair will submit it 
again. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] asks unan- 
imous consent that there be one hour’s debate on a side on this 
proponi sior Is there objection? 

r. BYNUM. Iobiect. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REED. The time is so grossly inadequate that if I have 
fifteen minutes I will endeavor to distribute it with reference to 
allowing the opposition to be heard in concert with the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was going to suggest that he 
hoped the committee would yield a part of their time on each 
side to gentlemen in opposition to the measure, so that they 
might have an opportunity to be heard. The House will be in 
order. The gentleman from Mississippi — 

Mr. CATCHIN GS. Mr. Speaker, bafore proceeding with my 
remarks, I wish to say that I have been requested to ask unani- 
mous consent that any gentlemen who desire to do so may file 
their remarks and have them printed in the RECORD. I make 
that request. 

Mr. REED. Ishall have to object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, that would be a rather mel- 
ancholy sort of literature. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but a mo- 
ment, because it is my wish to yield the bulk of the time which 
is allotted to this side to gentlemen who are opposed to the rule. 

I wish to say to the House that in pursuance of the wish ex- 

ressed by the Democratic caucus which was held on Friday 

ast the Committee on Rules have had under consideration the 

matter of providing a rule by which gentlemen who are present 
and do not vote may be taken into consideration in determining 
whether or not a quorum is present. 


A great variety of suggestions were submitted to the com- 


mittee, pornape a dozen, possibly more. The committee have 
considered all the various methods for ascertaining a quorum 
which were submitted to them, and the majority of the commit- 
tee believe that the rule which has been reported will enable 
the House; easily,and with expedition and with entire fairness, 
to ascertain whether a quorum be present or not, whenever the 
roll be called. 

The committee have recommended anamendment to Rule VIII, 
which is the rule requiring that all members shall vote when 


their names are called. The amendment is thattheyshall vote, 


or answer „present.“ It is hoped and believed, Mr. Speaker, 
that by that means alone the presences of a quorum will many 
times and possibly at all times be developed, and certainly there 
can be no safer and no fairer method of ascertaining the pres- 
ence of a gentleman than by his own response. 

But therule, looking toa contingency where gentlemen might 
not Saper when their names are called, provides that upon 
each roll call the Speaker shall appoint. two tellers, who shall 
take their places by the Clerk's desk, and that it shall be the 
duty of those tellers to note the presence of gentlemen who are 
in the Hall of the House during the roll eall, whodo not vote, or 
who do not answer present and that the names reported by them 
shall be again read after the roll call has been finished, and on 
this last call gentlemen who have been so noted may. if they 
wish to do so, cast their votes. 

And in determining the question whether a quorumis present 
or not the Speaker is required to tike into consideration the 
names of gentlemen who have voted yea and nay, the names of 
gentlemen who have responded that they were present, and if 
necessary, the name of others who have been noted by these tel- 
lers, and who have not responded atall. This is the plan. It 
is simple, and must in the nature of things be fair, because this 
telling is to be done by two tellers, one to represent each side of 
the question. So that such report as they muke must be fair; 
it must be correct, because it is a report which will be agreed to 
by both sides of the question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will yield to any gentleman who desires 
to oppose this rule. - 

I yield one minute to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am always 
ready and willing to do what my party decides. but I regard 
this as a question which ought to have more deliberation than 
is given in this debate. The Constitution particularly states 
that upon the demand of one-fifth the yeas and nays shall be 
recorded. On the vote upon a bill which is vetoed the Consti- 
tution especially states again that the noes shall be recorded, 
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and that the yeas shall be recorded; and I ask this House to 
consider if the rule complies with and provides for all the exi- 
gencies that might arise on a vote of that character; and I think, 
Mr. Speaker, we ought at first give a full opportunity to test 
the ctiect of enforcing the law we now have 

irene the hammer fell.] 

. CATCHINGS. I hope the gentleman from Maine will 
now take his fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. If any gentleman on the other side desires time 
I will yield to him. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to the gentleman 
from Maine for this courtesy. The question upon which weare 
called to act is one of a great deal more importance thun some 
members seem to think, and the objection which is made to the 
rule by some of us, who have not been able to favor it, is based 
upon reasons far more weighty than gentlemen have assumed. 

The constitution of the state of Nebraska, which I have the 
honor in part to represent, contains this prevision: 

No bill shall be passed unless a Rey of a majority of all the members 
elected to each house of the Legislature, and the question upon the final 
passage shall be ta ten immediately upon its last reading, and the yeas and 
nays shall be entered upon the journal. 

The constitutions of a majority of the States of the Union, 
among them the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, and I might name them all if time permitted, 
provide the same, the object being to prevent less than one-half 
of all the members elected to the Legisiature from passing laws. 
It is only by the concurrence of a majority of the members that we 
can know that tLe majority of the peop.e desire the law. The 
Constitution of the United States does not contain a similar pro- 
vision; and there is no question, since the decision oi the Su- 

reme Court, that it is within the power of this House to declare 
by rule in what manner a quorum may be ascertained. It can 
be done in the manner provided in this rule, or it can be done 
by the call of the yeas and nays, as it has been done for a hun- 
dred years. Now, the question with me is this: which is the 
safer plan? According to the rule which has been in vogue a 
hundred years, the minority has the safeguard which is ex- 
pressly secured in the constitutions of a ma,ority of the States; 
according to the old rule the minority, by refusing to vote, can 
compel the concurrence of a majority before a law is passed. 

Now, I believe that is a wise provision. I do not see why itis 
wiser in a State than in Congress; I do not know why it is neces- 
sary that the members of the Legislature in my State, or in New 
York, should be compelled to vote yea or nay when a bill shall 
pass, and that a majority shall concur, uniess the same reasons 
apply in this body. f 

e are asked to change this rule, which has been in operation 
since the beginning of the Government, and adopt a new rule; 
a rule not intended to enable the majority to rule, but to enable 
less than one-half of the members of Congress to pass laws for this 
country. I believe that the innovation is a dangerous one. 
There is far more safety in giving to the minority the power to 
delay legislation until a majority have expressed themselves in 
favor of a law. How can you tell that the people of the United 
States desire a particular law except by the voice of their repre- 
sentatives; and how can we tell that their representatives be- 
lieve the bill should become a law until they have expressed 
themselves by vote in favor of the proposition? The naked 
question brought before us by this rule is, Shall we so make 
our rules that the minority of the people of the United States 
may make the laws, or shall we retain the rule which enables 
us to compel the concurrence of a majority when it seems of 
sufficient importance?” 

Of course the right to remain silent can be used to filibuster, 
but we have a rule which shuts off filibustering when a majorit, 
desires to vote. We have it in the power of the House—and 
think it is a wise provision to put an end to dilatory motions 
and to bring the House to a vote when the majority so desives, 
but a rule to count aquorum is not designed to facilit ite the gov- 
ernmentof a majority but toenable the representatives of a mi- 
nority of the people to do business and make laws in the ab- 
sence of the representitives of a part of the people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. Task unanimous consent that I may continue 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think that ought not to be 
granted, unless the same privilege is extended to everybody. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this is not a question of 
amending the Constitution of the United States, or of adopting 
the provisions of the constitutions of several of the States that 
have recently been adopted on the subject of requiring a quo- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Apri 17, 


rum to pass laws. This isa question as to whether this Houseof 
Representatives of the people of the United States shall have 
such rules for its government as will enable it to do the busi- 
ness that our constituents have sent us here todo. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] We have tried the old system. We 
have been here a month without doing two days’ actual busi- 
ness, and our constituents are tired of this delay, and I hope 
this House is tired of it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
If we shall adopt this rule, we will from this time forward 
have it in our power to discharge the duties waich our constit- 
uents have confided to us. I will hail the adoption of this rule 
as the dawn of a new and better era in American legislation. 
[Applause. | 

Mr. REED. [yield two minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILGORE]. 

When Mr. KILGORE rose he was greeted with applause in the 
House and in the galleries. 

The SPEAKER, The House will be in order. The Chair 
will admonish occupants of the galleries that they are there 
simply by courtesy of the House, and that the rules require that 
they shall make no demonstrations either of applause or disap- 
proval. The Chair observed that in this instance the applause 
began in the galleries. That isa violation of the courtesy of 
the House, which must not be repeated. . 

Mr, KILGORE. Mr.Speaker, I hope the time consumed by 
the applause which greeted my appearance on the floor will not 
be taken out of my time. |Laughter.| 

Jam indebted to the courtesy of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] for an opportunity to express my unalterable op- 
position to the principle of a rule of which he is the parent. 
[Laughter.] I will not say the honored progenitor, because the 
parent may bo dishonored in his progeny. He is honored by his 
own party, and honored for his distinguished ability as a pirty 
leader, but he and I are so wide apart that, while I can honor 
the man, I can not honor his views upon this question, nor, in- 
deed, upon any other great public question. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist that the proposed rule is unneces- 

It is inexpedient. Its adoption will not expedite the le- 
gitimate business of this House. Rules are not mde in parlia- 
mentary assemblies for the pur of making the transaction 
of business easy and expeditious. All written rules for the gov- 
ernment of parliamentary bodies are devised to restrain and 
hinder the hasty and inconsiderate transaction of business. The 
country complains that there is aheap too much bad legislation. 
Important and salutary legislation can be enacted without any 
rules or under such rules as have prevailed in this body for a 
century. Pernicious and partisan legislation and legislation in 
the interest of jobs and schemes to plunder the people and in- 
crease their burdens must be pushed by just such drastic and 
despotic methods as the proposed rule authorizes. [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen may laugh, but thatisthesimpletruth. Rulesare 
made in parliamentary bodies to bridle the majority, to enforce 
deliberation, as is suggested by a 1 A near me, and to 
compel the majority to take all the responsibility which properly 
attaches to action of Congress on all measures. Now, Lrepeat 
thut this proposed rule is unnecessary. With a majority of 94 
upon the Democratic side of the House as against the Republi- 
cans, and 82 over all opposition, with 38 members more thin a 
quorum upon this side of the House, it is within the power of the 
Democracy, if its members are faithful in the discharge of their 
duties, to go on with the public business without adopting any 
such stringent rule as this, and without violating the principles 
of free government in its effort to avoid the paramount legisla- 
tive evil of the diy—absenteeism. This rule, if adopted, can do 
no good, and may be productive of infinite harm. 

If it subserves the purpose of its authors and advocates it will 
eliminate the minority from all participation in the business of 
the House. The object of the partisans of this rule is to impose 
such restraints on the minority as will make it powerless in the 
transaction of business unless that minority is fortunate enough 
to have the Speaker and the two tellers to be named by him 
under this rule acting with it in concert. If 90 members vote 
for a proposition then the Speaker and the tellers can do the 
rest by counting 89 other members as they flit to and fro about 
this Chamber: And so the enforcement of this rule will really 
put the legislation ot this body in the hands of a minority. [Ap- 

lause. : 

The JPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania | Mr. Grow]. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the right of a major- 
ity to make rules to nullify the failure of a minority to erg ed 

th any rule of the House. Disorderly conduct the House 
a right to punish, but nonaction is not disorderly conduct, and 
therefore the House has no right to punish a man for not vot- 
ing. One objection to the rule reported by the committee is 
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that it seems tobe more cumbersome than is necessary. I think 
it might be simplified so as to save time in ealling the roll, and 
also to save members from being turned into clerks to assist in 


doing the business of the House. I will ask for the reading of 
what I send to the Clerk’s desk, which would obviate these two 
ee: 

he Clerk read, as a part of Mr. GRow’s remarks, the follow- 
ing proposed rule: 

On every roll call for a yea-and-nay vote or on a call of the House the names 
of members not answering shall be entered on the Journal. At the begin- 
ning of any such roll cail the Speaker shall designate one of the clerks at 
the desk who shail keep a correct list of the names of members present and 
not answering when toeir names are called. 

“After the roll shall have been called through, without a recall of those not 
answering. the Speaker shall cause the list kept by the designated clerk to 
be called, and the names of those not answering shall be entered on the 
Journal as present. and such names shal! oe counted as part of the members 
necessary fora 5, soa Any member whose name shall be on the list of 
the designated clerk, stating to the Speaker that he was within the bar of 
the House when his name was called, can have his name changed from that 
list to the list of yeas and mare, as he may desire; provided itis done before 
the vote is finally announce 


Tbe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. GROW] has expired. 

Mr. REED. Lyield two minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. RUSSELL]. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, is there any man in 
this country who believes that if the Fifty-first Congress had 
not been so hard pushed for a majority, this rule for counting a 
quo um would have been adopted? No. Then, sir, with a Dem- 
ocratic majority on this s de of 70 or 80, with 39 more votes than 
a quorum, at this stage of the proceedings of this Congress we 
come here and prenns this humiliating spectacle to the Ameri- 
can people [appla: se on the ublican side], confessing that we 
can not transact the publie business without invoking theexcep- 
tional and revolutionary methods of the Fifty-first Congress to 
aid us in the work, that we can not transact the public busi ess 
under the rules which have prevailed in this House ever since 
the foundation of this Government with the exception of the 
Fifty-first Congress. I tell you, sir, that many a time it isa man's 
highest duty to his constituents to remain silent and not vote at 
all. [Applanse.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman from Maine give me 


a minute? 

Mr. REED. Lhave but three minutes left. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that I may have five minutes todistribute 
among gentlemen on the other side. [Laughter.] [A pause. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to address the House again upon 
the general subject. This scene here to-day is a more effective 
address than any I could make. The House is about to adopt 
the principle for which we contended in the Fifty first Congress 
and is about to adoptit under circumstances which show con- 
clusively to the country its value. No words that I can utter 
can add to the importance of the occasion. I congratulate the 
Fifty-third Congress upon the wise decision that it is about to 
make. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWATITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen who oppose 
this measure seem to think that the object which the framersof 
the Constitution had in their minds in providing for the taking 
of the yeas and nays was to ascertain the presence of a quorum. 
In point of fact, such a purpose never crossed the mind of any- 
one who was nt as a member of that convention. Jf gen- 
tlemen will turn to the debates which took place at that time 
they will see that the purpose of ascertaining a quorum was not 
considered. The object was simply to give an opportunity 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ican not yield to the gentleman in the 
little time I have. . 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. But the gentleman is misrepre- 
senting the position we take. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The obiect in providing for taking the 
yeas and nays was simply to give those members who desire to 
have their judgment recorded an opportunity for the making of 
such a record. 

Now, as to the necessity of this measure. Gentleman here say 
that with a Democratie majority in this House of such numbers 
bead ought to be able to proceed with our business without this 
rule, 

Sir, continually during this session this House has witnessed 
that, with our majority of Democrats, a quorum upon one roll 
call has frequently melted away before following immediately 
upon the same legislition. There have been times when we 


have had under consideration here measures of the greatest po- 
- 


litical significance and public im , of the greatest 
tance to partiesand CC on such ons 
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there would be upon one roll call the manifestation of-a quorum, 
while the next a part of those who had voted would absent 
themselves or refrain from voting. Thus quorums were coming 
and going. For days there was no opportunity to have business 
transacted. Frequently members who would be here upon one 
roll call would immediately afterward pass out of the House 
and from earelessness or indifference, or some other unexplai 
reason, remain out until after the next roll call, thus canoes 
ustoenter uponacall of the Houss and to have several roll calls 
in connection therewith, and those faithful in the perform- 
ance of their duties were often thus punished by those unfaith ul. 
There are always a certain number of our members who, on ac- 
countof sickness orfor other good reasons, must be granted leave 
of absence. This has often reduced our margin above a quorum. 
The majority here must proceed with the public business—not 
permitting the minority to control the business of the House 
and dictate legislition. This rule gives only a fair opportu- 
nity to the majority—those who are 2 and willing to stay 
here day after day and hour after hour to do their duty, anx- 
ious that the public business shall be transacted—an opportunity 
to transact the public business and not allo them to be un- 
necessarily stayed in the performance of their public duty. It 
is one of tae strongest reasons in favor of the passage of such a 
rule as this that neither indifference nor necessary absence of 
members, nor the disposition on the partof perhaps a dozen or 
two of members to obstruct business, shall prevent the other 170,7 
it may be, from proceeding with the business of the Honse. 

What is the real requirement of the Constitution with refer- 
ence to the presence of a quorum? Every day legislation is 
adopted here which goes through by assent, one or two individ- 
uals only voting thereon. It tikes place by consent; the objec- 
tion of one man would be sutlicient to prevent it. Everyday we 
take votes simply by a count of the members, and those votesare 
announced without appealing to the roll call, and legislation 
22 in that way is oftentimes just as important as other leg- 

ation, and it is certainly as valid in every respect as that 

on a call of the yeas and nays. All this is acknowledged 
and accepted as a proper and fit method of legislation under the 
Constitution. . 
Here the hammer fell.] y 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mains [Mr. REED]bas 
one minute remaining. Does he desire to occupy it? 

Mr. REED. LI yield that minute to the gentleman from New , 
York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. AndIalso yield to the gentleman from 
New York one minute, so that he will have two minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, there was one scene in the 
Fifty-first ress whieh should never be forgott n. One 
Democrat on this floor, Col. O Ferrall of Virginia—and he was 
the only Democrat on the floor—was counted to make a quorum 
to ruthiessly unseat a Virginia Democrat. And if E. C. Vena- 
ble had been on this floor instead of Col. O’Ferrall, E. C. Vena- 
ble would have been counted to unseat E. G. Venable. We 
G to learn somet from experience. 

The fault I have to find with this rale is that there is nolimit 
here. In the Fifty-first Congress it was ible for the Speaker 
of the House, standing at desk, mallet in hand, to cast his 
vote alone and to count every man on the floor not voting to 
make upaquorum. So that it was 5 not probable, 
that by the vote of the Speaker himself, and by that vote alone, 
it was possible to declare a law pues by the House of Repre- 
sentitives. Now, I see no limit here. It appears to me that if 
we are to obey the Constitution we ought to obey it in ite plain 
leiter or else fix a limit which will not allow one man or any 
five, or ten, or fifteen. or fifty men to vote, and count all the 
others in the House as present and not voting, in order to se- 
cure the passage of a law. I am opposed to the measure. It is 
better to be safe than to be sorry. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, in closing this debate I wish 
to say that the idea which seems to have been spread broadcast 
over the country that a rule such as this is indispensable and 
that the House can not transact business without it, is utterly 
without foundition. There are other methods by which the 
presence of a quorum might have been had on this tloor. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the House to 
this fact that if in the judgment of any gent eman present this 
is a revolutionary proceeding in the sense that it is a departure 
from methods which have heretofore prevailed in this House 
and always hitherto on this side, its object is to meet a revolu- 
tionary situation —a new departure, which has been entered upon 
by gentlemen on the other side. 

It is the first time in the history of the American Congress 
that we have seen one of the old and great parties of the ceun- 
try, training under the banner of its leader, sitting silent in 
their seats on this floor and refusing to vote on trivial and non- 
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‘partisan questions. It isa fact that we have been compelled, 


owing to this idea of statesmanship, to resort to some measure 


to control the action of a great and united minori 
every question, even on the approval of the Jou 

or the harge of a writ o 
any other nonpartisan question arises, absolutely refuses to re- 
cord its vote. Under these circumstances we are compelled to 
resort to some heroic measure to enable a majority to transact 
that business which the people of this country have sent them 
here to transact. 

During the Fifty-first Congress there were times when gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House sat in their seats and refrained 
from voting, orabsented themselves so as to avoid being counted; 
but the country knows, the Democratic party in this House 
knows, that we were then struggling 
parsan legislation pro 

atal. But here in the 
tions are presented, we are met by a minority of the House sit- 
ting silent in their seats and refusing to participate in the most 
ordinary matters of legislation whic 
to consider and dispose of. 

Mr. BYNUM. I rise toa 
debate has already extended 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has one 
minute of his time remaining. 

Mr. BYNUM. According to the clock 33 minutes have already 
been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is the keeper of the time under 
the rules of the House. 

The gentleman from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is only necessary to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Committee on Rules, feeling that some step ought to be 
taken in order that the majority, notwithstanding the action of 
a recalcitrant minority, should be enabled to transact business, 
have considered the matter carefully, and after a great deal of 
reflection upon the subject have reported a rule which, if adopted, 
8 believe will be effective to accomplish the results desired. 

j ere the hammer fell.] : 

he SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the rule 
reported from the Committee on Rules. 
r. BRYAN and others. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 213, nays 47, 


not voting 93; as follows: 
YEAS—213. 
Adams, Pa De Forest Jones, Quigg, 
itken, nson, Kiefer, yner, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Kribbs, Reed, 
Apsley, more, Kyle, Reyburn, 
Avery, Dockery, Lacey. Richards, Ohio 
Babcock, Dolliver, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, Donovan, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baker, N. H Doolittle, Layton, Ritchie, 
ald 0 per, Lefever, Robbins, 
Bankhead, Dunphy, Linton, Robertson, La. 
Bartholdt, Edmunds, Livingston, Rusk, 
Bartlett, Ellis. Oregon Lockw K Sayers, 
Ba 3 English, Cal. Loud, Shaw, 
Belden, oe, Lucas, Sherman, 
Bell, Tex. Erdman, 23 Sibley, 
rry. Fielder, addox, Sipe. 
Po aaa oe O Aa N 
utelle. otcher, re, - nger, 
Bower, N. C. Forman, Marvin, N. Y, , 
Bowers, Cal. 7 McCall, Stephenson, 
ch, Gear, McCleary, Minn. Stockdale. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, McCreary, Ky. Stone, C. W 
retz, Gillet, N. Y. McCulloch, Stone, W. A. 
Broderick, Gorman, c old, Stone, Ky. 
Brosi: Gresham, McDearmon, Storer, 
Bundy, Grim, McDowell, Strait. 
Bunn, Grosvenor, McEttrick, Straus, 
Burrows, Grout, eGann, Swanson, 
Cabaniss, Grow, McLaurin, Talbert, S. C. 
us, Hager, McNagny, te, 
Caldwell, er, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Caminetti, Hare, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cannon, T, Mercer, TTY, 
Carw Meredith, Thomas, 
Cate Hatch, Meyer, Tucker, 
Clancy. Haugen, Milliken, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, Montgomery, Turp 
Clarke, eard, Morgan, Upd. J 
Cobb. M. Henderson, III. oses. Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Cockrell, Henderson, Iowa Mutchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Coffeen, Hendrix, Neili, Walker, 
Hepburn, Northway, Washington, 
Compton, Hermann, O'Neill. Mo. Waugh, 
Cooper, Fla. Hitt, Outhwaite, ock, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. hal, Wever, 
Cooper, Hopkins, Pa. Patterson, Wilson, Ohio 
5 f aoe warn 
u; ck, ter, olverton, 
~ Hull, E le ood 
Crain, Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. Woomer, 
Cul Ikirt, Perkins, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Izlar, Pickler, 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, N. Dak. Pigott, 
DeArmond, Johnson, Ohio Post, 
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| NAYS—47. 
Abbott, Covert, Kilgore, Stevens, 
„which, upon | Barnes, Cammings, Laue. Talbott, Md 
of the House, Biana Sia Durborow —.— Turner, Ga. 
ering members in custody, or when Breckinridge, Ky. English, N. J. Mallory, Warner, 
an, Epes, Martin, Wells, 
Byn Goldzier, McAleer, Wheeler, Ala. 
Capehart, Grady, M A Whi 4 
Causey, Hall, Mei! Williams, III. 
Cobb, Ala. es, Reilly, Williams, Miss, 
5 Conn, Holman, Russell, Ga. Wise. 
Cooper, Tex. Hunter, Ryan. 
NOT VOTING—23. 
Adams, Ky. Daizell, Johnson, Ind, Russell, Conn. 
Alderson, Daniels, Kem, Schermerhorn, 
t the enaction of Alexander, Davey, Lisle, Scranton, 
osed which we regarded as vicious, even | Arnoia ENS K eee ee 
Arnold. . Ky ahon, hell, 
ifty-third Congress, when no such ques- | Baker. Kans. Everett, Marsh, Sickles, 
Bell, Colo. Funston. Marshall Simpson, 
nee eran McKeighan, — 
ngham, ner, oney, mers, 
the House is called upon | Black, 011. Geissenhainer Moon. Sperry, 
> Blair, Gillett, Mass, Morse, Strong, 
uestion of order. The time of this | Roen. a S Newlands, 8 
beyond the half hour. Brickner, Haines, Oates, Tawney, 
Brookshire, Hall, Mo O'Neil, Mass, ‘Tyler, 
Brown, Hammond Page, adsworth, 
Burnes, Harmer, Pence, ` er, 
Campbell, Harris, Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, III. 
Cannon, III. Heiner, Phillips, ' hite, 
Chickering, Henderson, N.C. Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Childs, Hicks, Price, Wright, Pa. 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Randall, 
Coombs, Hopkins, II. Ray, 
Crawford, Hudson, Robinson, Pa. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. MARSH. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. CANNON of Illinois, 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam paired with the gentleman from West 
Virginia, Mr. WILSON. If he were present, I should vote 
* aye.” 

At the request of Mr. WEVER the vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I am recorded as not voting. 
I was here during the roll call, but was called out of the room 
for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall during the 
roll call? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the Chair mean during the whole call? 

The SPEAKER. It implies being present when the gentle- 
man’s name was called. 

Mr. 5 Not having heard my name called, I could 
not tell. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request 
under the rule. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Lappia] 

n motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

The Journal was read, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journalas read 
will be approved. 3 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my impression is that before 
the approval of the Journal of yesterday’s 5 just read, 
the first question in order and I only raise it now for the pur- 
pose of having it upon and the practice settled—is the 
approval of the Journal of last Thursday's proceedings, which 
was read on Friday morning, and on which a motion was made 
for the previous question, the yeas and nays ordered upon that 
demand,and then the House adjourned. The Chair then inti- 
mated that the approval of the Journal of the day immediatel 
preceding the one on which it is read was first in order an 
should be first approved, regardless of the fact that previous 
Journals had not been approved. 

The SPEAKER. That is the way the rule reads. 

Mr. BURROWS. This question I find uponexamination was 
raised when Mr. Randall was Speaker of the House, and was de- 
cided by him to the effect that where the House had failed to 
approve its Journal for several days,and had adjourned from 
day to day, immediately after the reading of the Journal of the 
preceding day the first qustion in order was on the approval of 
the Journal first in date: and then, to make the ruling more bind- 
ing, the Speaker submitted it to the House, and the House de- 
cided that the first question was the approval of the first Journal. 

It is of course of no importance except that the practice may 
be established. But I call the attention of the Chair to the 
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roceedings of March 23,1880. When the House met on that 
tay and after reading the Journal of the 3 day, Mr. 
Conger made the point of order that the first question before 
the House was the approval of the Journal of a previous day. 
There was some discussion in regard to it, in which several 
gentlemen 5 among them the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who made the same point as that sug- 
gested by the Chair, that under the rules the House must first 

roceed to the approval of the Journal immediately before the 
Foise: I will call attention to what Mr. BLACKBURN said. On 
March 24, the next day, the House met at 12 o'clock, and imme- 
diately after prayer, before the reading of the Journal, Mr. 
Randall, the Speaker of the House, said: 

The question before the House is the question of privilege raised by the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane} as to Monday’s Journal. 

This was Wednesday. Mr. McLane had claimed that the ap- 
proval of the Journal was a privileged question, and that being 
so. the House must consider the Journal earliest in date remain- 
ing unapproved. 


Mr. 5 of Illinois. Is it not in order first to read the Journal of 
esterday. 
“3 The SPEAKER. The Journal of yesterday relates exclusively to the matter 
of the correctness of the Journal of Monday. The question which the Chair 
submitted to the House on yesterday was the question whether the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland contained a question of privilege. 


* * 0 * * € s 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Clerk to read the first clause of the first rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i. The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at 
the hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, imme- 
diately call the members to order, and on the appearance of aquorum cause 
the Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, having 
previously examined and approved the same. 


Our present rule, to which the Speaker has alluded, is of course 
the same. Mr. BLACKBURN said; 

Now the point of order that I make is that this is a new legislative day, as 
distinct from yesterday. The House did not take a recess on yesterday, but 
adjourned. This is a new legislative day; and under the first clause of the 
first rule defining the duties of the Speaker it is declared that he— 

Shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour to 
which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting — 


Then, repeating the rule and commenting upon the various 
clauses, he continued: 

I take it for granted that the Speaker has complied with the last portion 
of that clause, and that he has examined and approved the Journal of the 
proceedings of yesterday. And the point I make is that that clause of the 
rule will not be observed or obeyed unless the Speaker now causes the Clerk 
to read a Journal of the pr of yesterday. 


Then, after a protracted debate on the question, to which I 

need not allude at length, in which the gentleman from Maine 
Mr. REED], Mr. Garfield, and others participated, Speaker Ran- 
all said: 

The approval of the Journal on other days, as well as on Mondays, is not 
provided for by mere implication, but by the direct terms of the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. The two clauses taken together provide for the approval of 
the Journal on every day of the week. 

The SPEAKER. That is the view of the Chair. He therefore thinks it isnot 
only in accordance with the practice, but is obligatory upon the House each 
legislative day to take action on its Journal. In submitting this morning 
the questions of privilege, first as to Monday’s Journal. which came be- 
fore the House for its determination on the point whether it involved a 
question of privilege or not, the Chair his action upon Rule IX, 
which states that questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the 
rights of the House collectively, its safety. dignity, and the integrity of its 

oceed ” and provides in the last clause that such questions ‘‘shall 
fave recolence of all other questions, except motions to fix the day to which 
the House shall adjourn, to acjourn, and for a recess.“ 

. Here is a question submitted to the House for its determination as a ques- 
tion of privilege, relating to the Journal of Monday—a Journal prior to that 
which would be read under the construction which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky puts upon Rule I. But it matters not whether the Journal of yester- 
day’s pro be read now or not, for the reason that if read the ques- 
tion of privilege as to a prior day’s Journal would immediately come up, 
and the House must dispose of the Journal of its 8 in the order 
of date. The Chair therefore thinks that it is really not a matter of conse- 
| pany whether the Journal 6 proceedings be read now or not. 

read. the question will imm tely come up on the prior day’s Journal.— 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session Forty-sixth Congress, page 1837. 


That was the ruling of Speaker Randall, and finally the ruling 
was submitted to the House and sustained by the House. It is 
not necessary for me to allude to that. Since that time, and I 
think I may say before that time,it has been the universal prac- 
tice, where the Journal of a day’s proceedings has gone over with- 
out approval—as itsometimes does by unanimous consent—when 
the question of the approval of the Journal comes up, action 
must take place in the order of the dates of the Journal; and as 
a matter of practice I think it ought to be so held now, and I 
have failed to find a single instance where the Journals have 
been Laie hae in reverse order. 

As the Chair understands, I only make the point for the pur- 
pose of having the practice settled. I think the first question 
after the reading of this Journal is the ny ees of the Journal 
of last Thursday’s proceedings, to which I suppose there will be 
no objection. It is simply a question as to the order of the ap- 
proval and the correct practice of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The decision referred to by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] seems to cover the case. As the 
Chair understands, the question was referred to and decided by 
the House. The Chair does not see the reason of it, but will bow 
toit. The Chair confesses his inability to see any reason wh 
the rule of practice should have been adopted by the House wien 
was adopted in that case. The rules porre that the Speaker 
shall take the chair at 12 o'clock, and, on the appearance of a 
quorum, cause the Journal of the preceding day's session io be 
read, and approved if correct. Suppose for some reason the day 
1 without this having been done. The next day arrives. 

he Chair directs the Journal of the preceding day to be read, 
which Journal itself discloses that a Journal has not been ap- 
proved. That Journal itself discloses thut the first question to 
come up after its approval is the approval of that Journal which 
has not been approved, because that was the proposition pending 
before the House. So that the Chair is unable to see any reason 
for the rule that, under existing conditions, the first question is 
the approval of the Journal most remote instead of that most 
near to the time of this meeting. 

It is true, the question seems heretofore to have been sub- 
mitted to the House, and the practice contended for seems to 
have been approved by the House. The Chair will conform to 
that decision. The question is upon the approval of Thursday’s 
Journal: and on that question the previous question has been 
demanded and the yeas and nays have been ordered thereon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the Journal 
be considered as approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without the yeas and nitys. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. Without objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. Let us see how the new rule 
works. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota objects. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the objection. 
Without further objection, then, that order suggested will be 
made, and the Journal will be approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
$ The 5 Now, the question recurs upon Friday's 

ournal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the same request as to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is onthe approval of Priama 
Journal, and the yeas and nays have been ordered. The gentle- 
man from Missouri makes the same request as to Friday’s Jour- 
nal. Without objection, that will be ordered, and the Journal 
will be approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. - 

The SPEAKER; The question now before the House is the 
Approve. ol the Journal of Saturday. If there be no objection, 
that Journal will be approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Now, the question before the House is the 
motion of the gentleman from Alinols to discharge the warrant 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. REED. I desire to rise toa question of privilege, con- 
cerning the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think it has the right 
of way of the pending question? 

Mr. REED, I desire to submit it to the Chair, and state my 
object, and possibly some arrangement can be entered into. 
Now, the proposition is to discontinue that order. It seems to 
me, from what examination I have been able to make, that it is 
liable to establish a precedent which, perhaps, it would not be 
wise that the House should establish; and I think the whole pro- 
ceedings have taken place without that full knowledge of the 

recedents which an examination since has given. I should 

ike to have the matter disposed of in some way without estab- 
lishing a precedent. 

I donot care what is done with the resolution, whether it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules, or to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or to any committee of the House, so that the mat- ` 
ter may be examined and impartially disposed of, if it is pos- 
sible. The fact that the House took this action ought not to 

reclude us from’ an examination of it, when we consider what 
its possible effect might be. The ob‘ection which I have toa 
continuing order is precisely the situation which it finds us in, 
and which I think was not anticipated. There are, I find, twen- 
ty-eight gentlemen of the House who are liable to arrest by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. It is true that this is a proposition to dis- 
charge that order, and I have no objection, so far as I am con- 
cerned to that, except that it would be likely to furnish a pre- 
cedent. Of course, no harm follows from it to-day; but the 
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House can easily conceive how some wrong might occur with 
the Sergeant-at-Arms having the power which such a contin- 
uing order would give. 

I think the decision of Mr. Carlisle, as quoted in the Digest 
and quoted incorectly, has been at the foundation of it; and 1 
think When it is examined it will be seen the result is not what 
the House would desire to contemplate. I care not about the 
method, I am not bigoted about the manner in which it shall be 
done, but perhaps the best way of reaching the result is to rise 
to a question of privilege, following the precedent which oc- 
curred in the case the gentleman from Michigan has cited for 
another purpose, when Mr, McLane, of Maryland, interposed 
with a quesion of privilege, where a motion had been made in 
regard to a reference under rules which did not permit any re- 
consideration of a motion to refer. My suggestion is: 


Whereas, the continuing order sought to be dispensed with is contrary to 
the Constitution and rules of the House, the same is hereby declared void. 


Now, I have no objection to that being referred to the Com- 
mitt e on Rules, or, as it involves a constitutional question, to 
er Committee on the Judiciary. I simply make the sugges- 
tion 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Let it go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. I have no ob ection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this vote be decided in the afirma- 
tive, and then it can be referred. 

Mr. REED. Ido not know about that. The matter will do 
no harm at present. It can be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. The whole matter can be referred to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the motion to discharge the order. 

Mr. REED. Let me explain from my point of view. 

It does not matter whit stage the ee is in when a 
que tion of privilege which concerns the House intervenes, bo- 
cause the very nature of a question of privilege is this: The 
House, going on with its regular course of business, finds some- 

thing which concerns its very existence and its methods of do- 
ing business, and it therefore lays aside the business temporarily 
and proceeds to dispose of the question of privilege; just as a 
workman lays aside his work and attends to a case of his own 
sickness. That is an analogy which fairly expresses the idea. 
Now that is precisely whit I want done in this case, that this 
m utter shill go to the Committee on Rules or to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and the question be determined. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not see that in order to get that 
question determined for the future guidance of the House it is 
necessary to suspend the proceedings in regard to a rule which 
has already been made by the House. I think we had better 
vote on that question and then let this come up separately. 

Mr. REED. I want to submit this. I do not see any other 
method of getting at the question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman read his proposition 


again. I did not hear it distinctly. 

Mr. REED again read his resolution as above. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let that bə referred to the committee if 
youchoose. 


Mr. REED. But the whole matter has to by referred if this 
is referred. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think I must insist upon action upon 
the pending motion, Mr. Spe iker. 

Mr. REED. I have no 8 after this matter is disposed 
of, to the adoption of a resolution stating that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms is released from the order for the arrest of members. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we had better vote on the pend- 


me aroni 
r. REED. All I can do, Mr. Speaker, is to submit the mat- 
ter. I doitasa member of the House, actuated, as I believe, 


by an honest desire that our proceedings here shall be conducted 
in a regular and orderly manner. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
ag “Nig back. 

r. REED. This can be referred, but the whole matter must 

be referred at the same time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have the regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. Speaker, this I claim is the ular 
order. And I want to say just a word on the propriety of this 
proposition. If the Speaker will examine the case which was 


presented 
The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman proceeds, admitting 
for the sake of the argument that the rdar was erroneously 
made, how does this get in now, when the question is of discharg- 
that order? 
r. REED. This gets in as a question of privilege. ` 
The SPEAKER. hat constitutes ita question of privilege? 


ell, your resolution can be referred and 


Mr. REED. I will try to state that. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will recollect that the House 
is dividing on a proposition. 

Mr. REED. Yes,I recollect that, and I recognize the fact 
that the House is dividing ona propion as the strongest pos- 
sible reason for a continuance of action, und, as against anything 
but a question of privilege which concerns the whole House, 
any interruption of that proczeding would be entirely inadmis- 
sible. I not only recognize that, but I have repeatedly con- 
tended for it. But my proposition is that this case is an excep- 
tional one, becuse it makes the whole question a question of 
privilege, and it is not only a general question of the privilege 
of the House—such, for instance, as an attempt to destroy the 
House or something of that sort, of which the House migbt have 
just obtained knowledge and which would necessarily take pre- 
cedence—but it is a question of privilege relating to this ver 

ending transaction, and is therefore admissible on that ground. 
Rule LX provides that— 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those per the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity.of iis proceedings; * * ¢ 
and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, for a recess. 

It will be seen that questionsof privilege are, from their very 
nature, of the very highest order, and any question of privilege 
which relates to the House itself is of the highest possible order 
of privilege. It is entitled to precedence under general parlia- 
mentary law, and it is entitled to special precedence under our 
rules. Now, in this case, the matter being a question of priv- 
ilege, the House of course is entitled to dispose of it in whatever 
way it pleases. The fact that it comes up and is a question of 

rivilege does not prevent the House from referring it, from 

aying iton the table, or from doing anything with it that it 

chooses; nor does it prevent the Speaker, if he sees fit, from sub- 
mitting the question to the House whether it is a question of 

viviiege. All these courses are open to the Speaker and to the 

ouse, and my suggestion to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CATCHINGS] and to the Committee on Rules is simply that 
this matter shall be referred to a committee to be considered 
carefully so that we may establish a proper precedent instead of 
an improper one. 

And I beg to say that the proceeding is, with all due respect 
to the prior action of the House, simply for the purpose of es- 
tablishing a good precedentand preveniing the establishment of 
a bad one. It is my deliberate judgment taatthere is not single 
member of those 23 who can bs held for an instant under arrest, 
I think any one of those members would have the right to expel 
the Sergeant-at-Arms from his immediate presence, as the rule 
stands now. Butat the same time such a rule as this might be 
used at some future time ina way that nobody contemplated when 
the original proceeding was adopted. 

A similar question to this was raised as a question of privilege 
on the approval of the Journa!, and involved precisely the same 
principle. But the rule itself is so decidedly simple and plain 
that it is very dilticult to add much if anything to it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I do not see how the sug- 
. of the gentleman from Maine could possibly be carried 

to execution. The pirliamentary situation is this: A report 
was made by the Sergeant-at-Arms of his proceedings in pursu- 
ance of a warrant of arrest which had been issued and put in his 
hands for execution. The gentieman from [Illinois |Mr. 
SPRINGER] moved that the Sergeant-at-Arms be discharged 
from the further execution of that warrant, and upon that mo- 
tion the yeas and nays were ordered. Now [submit with all due 
respect that it isa most extraordinary proposition from a par- 
liamentary standroint, as it seems to me. that we should under- 
take to refer to the Committee on Rules or the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or any other committee, a motion pending before the 
House on which the yeas and nays have been ered. How 
could such a thing be done even if the House desired to do it? 
You can not refer to any committee a question upon which the 
House is actually 5 

The best way for the House, Mr. Speaker, to pass upon this 

nestion of privilege ‘if it be one) is to vote on it; and if the 

ouse takes the same view o it that my friend from Maine does, 
it will vote down the motion to discharge: on the other hand, 
if it does not regard itas a question of privilege, or if it regards 
this as a proper proceeding in pursuance of the Constitution 
and rules of the House, it will vote to discharge the writ. I do 
not see how we can adopt any better method of disposing of this 
question t nan by letting the House settle it; and the regular or- 
der would bring about that result. 

Mr. REED. I think 1 have failed to make myself understood 
on one point by the gentleman from Mississi The question 
of privilege being raised on this phase of the proposition, the 
whole proposition would. as a matter of course, go to the com- 
mittee to which it ht be referred; and it would thus be re- 
moved for the time be from the House, until the committee 
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should report for the action of the House. So that my sugges- 
tion involves no interference with the business of the House. 
In fact. this is a part and parce! of the business of the House. 

It is perfectly true, as the Eas prey from Mississippi says, 
that a motion to discharge, if adopted, would vacate this par- 
ticular order; but it would not cover the matter in which the 
House is interested as a question of privilege. That is the point. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But if the House should agree with the 
gentleman from Maine and vote down the motion to discharge, 
then it would be in order to offer an amendment. 

Mr. REED. But if the House agrees with me—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that neither voting up 
nor voting down the motion would cover the object of the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Voting the resolution up or down would cover it; 
but not the other. 

Mr. CATCdINGS. If the House should vote down the motion 
to discharge, the whole question of the procedure of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms would be before the House for such disposition 
as it might choose to make. 

Mr. REED. But that does not get rid of the question of privi- 
1 


ege, : 
Ale. CATCHINGS. It would then be in order to offer à reso- 
lution that the writ be declared void. 

Mr. MzMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the House I 
have seen the custom under which we operated in this caso 
arise. For years whenever we were trying to got a quorum, we 
would sit here all night while absent members were being ar- 
rested, or rather effort being made to arrest them, and the only 
people who would in fact suffer any punishment would be, not 
the members who were derelict by reason of their absence, but 
those who were sitting here trying to obtain a quorum. In or- 
der to put an end to that practice and adopt a proceeding by 
which the sufferers wou'd bs the members who had, without 
excuse, absented themselves, the custom followed in this in- 
stance was adopted, by which instead of punishing ourselves by 
staying here and waiting for them to come in, we ordered their 
arrestand adjourned until they could be brought under arrest. 

Now, lam as slow as anyone would be to inaugurate or per- 
petuate any system the result of which is to infract any provi- 
sion of the Constitution or of proper pariiamen: government, 
But I think we ought to hesitite before returning to the old 
method and adopting a system by which members whoare pres- 
ent would bə punished, instead of the absentees. 

Mr. REED. That is the very point I want investigated. I 
have refrained from arguing the constitutional proposition, be- 
cause I thought that would not be proper on the mere question 
whether this is a matter of privilege or not. The constitutional 

uestion is precisely the point I want examined. The remedy 
or the weakness of the method hitherto adopted by the House 
for compelling the attendance of members is not to override the 
existing rule, but to enlarge the rule in such manner as the 
House may deem wise. In other words, the House is the soie 
depository of power in respect to this matter; and a minority 
can no bs endowed with plenary powers. The minority can be 
made by the House a special agent, but it can not be made a gen- 
eral agent. It can be made an agent with powers distinctly 
specified, but not an agent with indefinite powers. 

That is precisely the point I am complaining of 

Mr. MoMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me a moment? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. M MILLIN. I will say to the gentleman that his object 
can be accomplished in this way. I would not insist on this if 
it were the first ruling in this direction, b it it has been pursued 
a number of times. [ will suggest to the gentlemun that we 
dispose of this now by discharging the warrant, and then the 
gentleman from Maine can introduce such an amendment tothe 
rules as will cover the question, let it go to the Committee on 
Rules, be there determined, and reported to the House. 

Mr. REED. I am going to say frankly to the Speaker with 
regard to this matter in its present stage, that the strongest 
argument against it did not occur to me when it was first pre- 
sented, or when a previous rule of this kind had been adopted 
by the House. But it was only after careful examination that I 
was convinced myself of the objection which lies at the very 
foundation of the matter, and Iam not sure but that the same 
argument will convince the House of that fact if,I can get the 
matter authoritatively before the Committee on Rules or before 
the Judiciary Committee or before whomsoever it shall be re- 
ferred by the House. And I think that examination will induce 
the Speaker to entertain the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the status of the 
pending question. The House some days ago adopted a resolu- 
tion to send for its absent members and required that the order 
should remain in force notwithstanding an adjournment of the 
House. Some days after that the Sergeant-at-Arms filed a re- 


port that he had arrested no one, but that telegrams had been 
sent and that a numberof members had made responses to them. 
At that time the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
moved to discharge the order, and on that demanded the pre- 
vious question. On the question of ordering the previous ques- 
tion the yeas and nays were ordered. That was understood to 
be a privileged question in itself. 

The gentleman from Maine now submits a proposition which 
relates to that identical question. It can be no higher than 
thatquestion; in fact it is that question. 

The trouble with the proposition of the gentleman from Maine 
is that it is dealing with the legality of an order when you pro- 
po to discharge the order. The time to ob ect to an order as 

ing illegal is when the proposition ismade to grant the order, 
and not when a proposition is pending todismiss it. The propo- 
sit on now is to dismiss this order, while the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maine is to investigatea very important ques- 
tion—the Chair of course frankly makes that statement. that it 
is a very important question and one which perhaps ought tobe 
thoroughly investigated. But we are proceeding now with a 
motion to discharge the order. It is a rule which has been en- 
forced I do not know how many times, but atleast several times 
during this and the last Congress. It is a rule which hasalways 
hereto/ove been discharged by unanimous consent. Up to this 
time no objection has been made to discharge such orders after 
the purpose sought to be accomplished has been attained. But 
in this case objection is made. 

The Chair can not see that the question presented by the 
gentleman from Maine is one of superior privilege to the pend- 
ing question, because it must be borne in mind that the pending 
question is to discharge a warrant for the arrest of certain 
members. The question of the gentleman from Maine raises 
the question of the legality of the warrant. Now, the Chair cin 
not see that that question ought to take precedence of the 
question of the discharge of a member from custody, or of a 
warrant for his arrest. 

Therefore the Chair thinks the proposition presented by the 
gentleman from Maine does not in its present status take any 
priority of or supersede the pending proposition, and can not 
now be considered. 

The question is on ordering the previous question on the 
motion to ee the warrant, and on that the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the warrant be discharged, and then the gentleman from Maine 
can introduce his resolution and have it properly referred. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that the yeas and nays are now 
ordered on this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the newrule i Sa to-day, two mem- 
bers will be indicated by the Chair to make note of the names 
of members who are present and not voting. My inquiry is this: 
Will a member who sits in his seat and does not vote have the 
right to require the tellers to record his name as being present? 

The SPEAKER. He has a right to answer present on the 
eall of the roll. 7 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose he does not answer, and the tellers 
do not note him, has he a right to show that he is present, and 


for that pur to have the tellers note him as being present? 
4 Saks E . He can answer present“ when his name 
is called. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. But not afterwards. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose he does not answer. 

The SPEAKER. Of course after the roll call he can not an- 
swer, unless he has been noted. Then his name will be called, 
and he can vote. 

Mr, STOCKDALE. I should like to suggest to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota a way out of this difficulty. He can get 
up and ask to be counted. 

Mr. PICKLER. But, Mr. Speaker, suppose for instance—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would rather rule upon the ques- 
tion when it arises than to decide a supposititious case. 

Mr. PICKLER. But suppose a member intends to vote, and 
goes into the cloakroom, and his name is called while he is ab- 
sent from the Hall of the House, then has he a right to come in 


and vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer not to decide the 
ease before it arises. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRING- 
ER] asks unanimous consent that the warrant be discharged. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. PAYNE objected. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question, and upon that question the — and nays have 
been ordered. The Chair will appoint as te lers the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. DoCcKERY, and the gentleman from Massa- 
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The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on wney, Walker, Wilson, W. Va. 


the previous question on the motion to discharge the warrant. 
As many as favor ordering the previous question will, when their 
names are called, say aye, those opposed no; and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Clerk began the calling of the roll. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that there is 
so much confusion that it is impossible to hear the roll call. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

The Clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 226, nays 4, an- 
swered “present” 2, not voting 121; as follows: 


YEAS—226. 
Abbott, Davis, Johnson, N. Dak. Post, 
Aitken, DeArmond, Jones, Quigg. 
very, De Forest, Kem, Rayner, 
Babcock, Denson, Kiefer, ¥ 
ey. Dingley, Krib Reilly, 
Baker, Kans. Dinsmore, Kyle, Rey burn, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Lacey, Richards, Ohio 
Barnes, Donovan, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Bartholdt, Doolittle, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
> Dunn, Lawson, Ritchie, 
Belden, Dunphy. Layton, Robbins, 
Bell, Colo. Edmunds, Lefever, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex’ Ellis. Oregon, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Blair, English, Cal. Linton, Ryan, 
Bland, English, N. J. Livingston, Sayers, 
Boatner, Enlob, Lockwood, Shaw, 
Boen, pes, Loud, Sherman, 
Bower, N.C Erdman, Lucas, Sibley, 
ranch, Fithian, Lynch, ipe, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fletcher, Maddox, Smith, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, Magner, Springer, 
Bretz, Funston, Maguire, Stallings, 
Broderick, Gardner, Mahon, Stevens, 
Brosius, Gear, Mallory, Stone, C. W. 
Bryan, gary. Martin, Ind Stone, Ky. 
Bundy, Gillet, N. Y. ar vin, Strait, 
Bunn, Goldzier, McAleer, Straus, 
Burrows, Gorman, McCleary, Minn. Swanson, 
Bynum, Grady, McCreary, Ky. Talbert, $. 0. 
Ca k Gresham, McCulloch, Talbott, Må 
Cadmus, riffin. MeDannold, Tate, 
Caminetti, Grosvenor, McDearmon, Taylor, Ind, 
Cannon, Cal. Grout, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
th, Grow, McEttrick, erry, 
Catchings, Hager, McGann, Thomas, 
usey. Hainer, McKaig, Tracey, 
Chickering, all, Minn. McLaurin, Tucker, 
Clancy, Hare, MeMillin, Turner, Ga 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, McNagny, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Haugen, McRae, in, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, Mercer, Updegraff, 
Cobb, Mo. Heard, Meredith, arner, 
Cockrell, Henderson, III. Meyer, Washington, 
Coffeen, Henderson, Iowa Montgomery, Waugh, 
ell, Hendrix, Moses, Weadock, 
Compton. Hepburn, Mutchler, Wover, 
Cooper, Fla. Hermann, Neill, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, L. Hines. Northway, Whiting, 
Cooper, Tex. Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Williams, III. 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Miss. O'Neill, Mo. Wilson, Ohio 
Cousins, Houk, Outhwaite, Wise, 
Covert. Hudson, Paschal, Wolverton, 
Cox. Hulick, Patterson, Woodard, 
Crain, Hunter, Paynter, Woomer, 
Culberson, Hutcheson, Pearson, Wright, Mass. 
Cumm: X kirt, Perkins, 
Curtis, Kans. Izlar, Pigott, 
NAYS+4. 
Adams, Pa. Conn. Hull, Willlams, Miss. 
ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT"'—2. 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—1I2L. 
Adams. Ky. Childs, Hartman, Page, 
Alderson, Heiner, Payne, 
drich, Coombs, Henderson, N.C. Pence, 
Alexander, Cornish, Hicks, Pendleton, Tex. 
Allen, Crawford, acl Pendleton, W. Va 
Apsley, Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, 
Arnold, Daniels, Hopkins, III. Pickler, 
Baker, N. H. Davey, opkins, Powers, 
Baldwin, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Price. 
Bartlett, Draper, re, dall, 
Beltzhoover, Durborow, Lapham, y: 
4 E tt Loudensl ae 
am, Zvere udens r, usk, 
Black, Ga. Fielder, ‘arsb, aa Russell, Conn. 
Black, III. Funk, Marshall, Schermerhorn, 
Boutelle. Fyan, Gall, Scranton, 
Bowers, Cai. Geissenhainer, McKeighan, Seutie, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass, Meiklejohn, Shell, 
Brickner, G illik Sickles, 
Broo! „ Graham, Money, Simpson, 
Brown, Haines, Moon, S 
Burnes, Hall, Mo. Morgan, Somers, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Morse, mre 
Campbell, Harmer, urray, Stephenson, 
Cannon, III. H z Newlands, e, 
Capehart, Harter, ates, Stone, W. A. 


The roll was called the first time, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the names of those gen- 
tlemen who failed to respond on the first call. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I submitthe point of order 
that under the new rule this second call can not be had unless a 
quorum has not voted. Then the names are to be reported by 
the tellers to the Speaker and that list is to be called; and that 
is the only second call that can be had. I submit that point of 


order. 
The SPEAKER. That is done after the completion of the 
roll call. It is not meant to interfere with the usual roll call. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me read the rule. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman may read the rule. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON (reading): 


It aquorum does not respond ona roll call, then the names of those so 
noted as present shall be reported to the Speaker, who shall cause the list 
to be called from the Clerk's desk and recorded in the Journal. 


Mr. HATCH. That is the rule, Mr. Speaker, provided for by 
the former rule. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now wait until I get through. There 
is only one roll call, and then the next proposition is that those 
who are presentand have not voted shall be noted by the tellers 
as presentand shall be reported to the Speaker, who shall cause 
the list to be called from the Clerk's desk, providing there is no 
quorum. That is the plain rule. Then go to the bottom of the 
new rule and it reads thus: 

Members noted may record their votes— 

That is the opportunity, in lieu of the old second call of the 
roll, for. members to record their votes 
notwithstanding the provisions of clause 1 of this rule. 

Now, if the ruling be correct, we have three chances to record 
votes instead of two. This new rule leaves out the second roll 
call, and while the list reported by the tellers is being read it 
gives members a second chance to be recorded, as the old rule 
gave them. - 

The SPEAKER. The rule was not designed, the Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Georgia and to the House, to inter- 
fere with the roll call at all. e Chair will call attention to 
the first clause of Rule XV: 


1. Upon every roll call the names of the members shall be called alphabet- 
ically by surname, except when twoor more have the same surname, in 
which case the name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such 
members from the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after 
the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order 
the names of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall not enter- 
tain a request to record a vote. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, that Rule XV ap- 
plies to the second clause of the rule as adopted this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER, That roll call follows the identical words 
provided in the first clause of Rule XV, and the roll call as pro- 
vided in that clause consists of two calls. That was not in- 
tended to be changed; but it was intended to permit those gen- 
tlemen who were noted as present and not voting to vote when 
their names are called from the Clerk's desk for verification 
and that the House might see that they are actually present. 
The Clerk will call the roll again. 

The Clerk called the roll a second time. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 226, the noes 
are 5; and two gentlemen have answered present.” The ayes 
have it, and the previous question is ordered. The question is 
now on the main question. 

The question was taken; andthe motion of Mr. SPRINGER to 
discharge the warrants was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I was requested by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr. MORGAN, to state that he was called 
to the Deaf and Dumb Asylum, and it was impossible for him to 
be here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my col- 
league, Mr. TARSNEY, is detained by sickness. 

HAWAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
of the President; which was read, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to 
be printed: 0 
To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith copies of certain dispatches from the United States 
m nister at Honolulu recelyed by the Secretary of State since my message 


rash gat Ba GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION,” April 13, 1894. 
TREASURY NOTES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution 
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of the 5th instant, information relative to Treasury notes; which 

was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 

be printed. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficien- 
cies of appropriations for the District of Columbia for 1894 and 
for prior years; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


CLASSIFICATION OF DIVISIONS IN THE PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House aletter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the establishment 
of a classification division in the Patent Office, and recommend- 
ing an appropriation therefor; also,an additional appropriation 
for the scientific library; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ENTRY OF STEAMSHIPS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of Senate bill 1886, A 
bill to facilitate the entry of steamships,” and recommending 
its speedy passage; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate ae Foreign Commeree, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a lotter from the Sec- 
retary of the bine tf transmitting a copy of a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War, submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tions for rent of building on G street, for the use of the Record 
and Pension Division from June 15, 1893, to June 30, 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DISBURSEMENTS OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- | 
retary of War, transmitting reports of inspections of disburse- | 
ments by officers of the Army during the fiscal year ending June | 
30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures | 


in the War Department, 
PETOSKEY HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a copy of a letter addressed to the 
Chief of Engineers with respect to an itemin the river and har- 
bor bill for the improvement of the harbor at Petoskey, Mich.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


UNION PACIFIC RAIMWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House aletter from the At- 
torney-General, transmitting, pursuant to House resoulution 


dated the 5th instant, information relative to the Union Pacitic | 


Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House copies of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the cases of the following-named per- 
sons against the United States; which were severally referred 
to the Committee on War Ciaims: 

Andrew McEver, deceased: M. R. Williams, deceased; John 
Anderson, deceased. : 

TEXARKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 1916) 
authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 1 to 
bridge Little River in the State of Arkansas, with an amend- 
mentof the Senate thereto. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 8, strike out as nearly as practicable.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the amendment of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in, and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OTIS SMITH. 

The SPEAKERalsolaid before the House a bill (S. 1640) grant- 

g a pension to Otis Smith; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


REPRINT OF TARIFF BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following reso- 


lution of the Senate; which was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the compilation prepared under the dire tion of 
the Committee on Finance, embrac: a reprint of House bill 484, with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto suggested by the Committee on Finante. together 
with existing tariff law and the Mills bill of 1888, with a comparative state- 
ment as to rates of duty, etc., for the use of the te. 5 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, without 
objection, a House bill with Senate amendments, being one of 
the appropriation bills. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (II. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appo: 

riations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 

, 1894, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the House non- - 
concur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. SAYERS, 
and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted.as follows: 

To Mr. MURRAY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

; 5 CAMPBELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 

To Mr. SICKLES, for three days, on account of important 
business. ; 

To Mr. SMITH of Illinois, until the 15th of May. 

; To Mr. Coomss, for three days, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 

To Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, for this day, on account 
of sickness. 

4 A Pong SETTLE, for two weeks, on account of sickness in his 
| family. 

To Mr. HAMMOND, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

i „ for one week, on account of the death of a 
riend. 


5 dite ted as con- 
r. LIVINGSTON, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


| Mr. HARTER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
| draw from the files of the Committee on Invalid Pensions papers 
in the ease of A. B. Keith, Fifty-third Congress, no adverse re- 
port having been made thereon. . 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr, S er, I move that 
| the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole—— 
| The SPEAKER. That is not in order until after the call of 
| committees. 
Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I rise tou parliamentary inguiry. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
| Mr. WELLS. I wish to ask the Speaker whether, under the 
new rule adopted a while ago, any other excuse than sickness 
| 0 


gives a man the 8 being absent from the House? 
| ue SPEAKE The House, of course, can grant leave of 
absence. 


Mr. WELLS. A further parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 
| for I want to get right on this question. Does that leave of ab- 
| sence carry with it the right for the member to be absent and 
| still draw his eae 1 Setter Se 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has no control over that mat- 
ter. That is a matter of law. 

OVERDRAFTS OF ARMS, 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, by unanimous consent, a letter 
from the Secretary of War, inclosing a letter from the Chief 
of Ordnance and other papers giving States and Territories 
charged with arms overdrawn under section 1661 of the Revised 
| Statutes, was ordered to be printed as a miscellaneous document, 
| and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

f THE LATE SENATOR GIBSON. s 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 

| tion of the resolution which T send to the desk. 

| ‘The resolution was read, as follows, and was unanimously 
adopted: 

Rerolved, That Saturday, the 2ist day of April, beginning at 2 o'clock p. 

ms, be set apart for eulogies on the late Randall L. Gibson. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 


SECTION 40, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a resolution in lieu of a resolution offered by Mr. KIL- 
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GORE to enforce section 40 of the Revised Statutes; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommenda ion a bill (H. R. #542) tochange 
the lines between the eastern and western judicial districts of 
North Carolina and fixing time for holding the courts in said 
eastern district; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES. 


Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill H. R. 6126) to 
amend an act to authorize construction of a bridge at Burling- 
ton, Iowa, approved August 6, 1583, and amended by act ap- 
proved February 21, 1890; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and. with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


rinted. 

s; Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Monon- 
~gahela River in the city of Pittsburg; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (H.R. 
6123) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Monon- 
gahela River at the foot of Dickson street, in the borough of 
Homestead, in the State of Pennsylvania; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6078) 
to authorize the Pittsburg and Manstield Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across tue Monongahela River; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

EXTERMINATION OF THE GYPSY MOTH. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipi, from the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4214) to pro- 
vide for the extermination of the Ocneria dispar, or the gypsy 
moth; which was laid on the table, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

AFFIDAVITS IN LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 

a bill (H. R 6714) to provide for the validation of affidavits made 


before United States commissioners in all land entries; which“ 


was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NEILL also, from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 
ported back adversely joint resolutions of the following titles; 
which were laid on the table, House bill No. 6719 having been 
repor.ed in lieu thereof: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 136) to provide for the validation 
of affidavits made before United States commissioners in all land 
entries; and 


State of Tennessee, and certain claims of the State of Tennessee 
against the United States: which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3294) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR CUSTOMS EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. BARWIG, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
6658) providing for leave of absence for officers and employés in 
the customs service of the Government; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill | IF. R. 6558) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes: in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansasor in the State of Texas; s 
A bill (H. R.5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R.5356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
from the borough of Rankin to Mimin Township. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The call of committees having been concluded, 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the stata of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of tha 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. BalLzx in the chair. 
The title of the bill before the Committee of the Whole as un- 
finished business was read, as follows: : 
A bill (H. R 6016) making appropriation for the service of the Post-Ollice 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that 
this bili be passed over for the present. The chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads pr HENDERSON 
of North Carolina', who has charge of the bill, is away under 
the order of the House, as a memberof the committee appointed 
to escort the remains of Senator Vance to his late home 10 North 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 137) providing that ali entries un- Carolina. 


der the homestead, prehmption, and timber- culture or desert- 


land law made between May 26, 1890. and the date of approval o | present. 


this resolution, etc., are hereby validated. 
RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 6290 a bill (H. 
R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Coun- 
ties, in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Fouss bill No. 6290 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the 
table. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


. Mr. WILSON of Washington, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2015) 
franting to the Columbia Irrigation Company a right of wa 
h the Yakima Indian Reservation, in Washington: whic 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be 
WAR CLAIMS BY AND AGAINST TENNESSEE. 
Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, re 
back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 61) providing for the 
adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the 


There being no objection, the bill was passed over for the 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill upon 
the Calendar. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (E R.6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the prepa- 
ration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill the Com- 
mittee on Foreiga Affairs has endeavored to adhere closely to 
existing law. We believe that the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice should be maintained in accordance with the economy usu- 
ally practiced under our system of government. We think that 
there should not be extravagance and that there should not be 
parsimony, but that there should be, in preparing this appropri- 
ation bill. fairness, justice, and conservatism. 

The bill under consideration appropriates for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, $1,513,738.7». The appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 20, 1894, amounted to $1,560,445. The de- 
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crease, therefore, in the accompanying bill as reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs is 846, 706. 24. 

It is proper that I should state that while we give millions of 
dollars in the other 9 bills, yet our consular service 
atthe present time isse e The consular fees collected 
from the foreign service amounted in the last fiscal year to $1,- 
009,050.26. The amount collected will probably increase each 
year as we proceed, and therefore the net cost of the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, will probably be less than $500,000. I know 
of no other great nation in the world that maintains its diplo- 
matic and consular service for so small an amount of money as 
we do in this country—the entire expense being less than a half 
million of dollars per annum, when we take into consideration 
the amount received in the way of fees from ourconsular service. 

The bill under consideration contains few changes, an dall the 
changes have been carefully considered and matured by the 
committee. The bill, as I have said before, is drawn as closely 
as possible in accordance with the existing law. 

I do not know what time will be desired by gentlemen forthe 
discussion of the bill, or whether any of them desire to speak. 
If there is no desire for further discussion I would ask unani- 
mous consent that the general debate be closed and that we read 
the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HITT. What is the suggestion of the gentleman? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Does my colleague desire to 
be heard? 

Mr. HITT. I should like to occupy a short time. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman kindly 
indicate wht time? 

Mr. HITT. I would rather not make an arrangementat pres- 
ent about the time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Very weil; then I reservethe 
remainder of my time. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, thisconsularand diplomatic appro- | 


riation bill, which is an annual one, and similar to those we have 
Bad in all the past Congresses, has not much merit or demerit 
about it. Perhaps its merit is that it does not take the course 
followed by its predecessors in making purposely an inadequate 
provision for the service. That has been done in the House, as 
all the older members here know very well, for many years, with 
the expectation that the Senate would make up the deficiency, 
and that the House would agree in conference afterwards to the 
additions. 

PRETENSES OF ECONOMY. 

The reason for this has been that the House for many years 
has generally been Democratic, while the Senate has generally 
been Republican; and it being the desire of the Democratic 
House to make a record of economic legislation for electioneer- 
ing purposes, the Committee on Foreign Affairs brought in a 
bill providing in very scant terms for the publie service abroad 
in both consular and diplomatic branches. The House passed 
it, and each member then went over to the Republican Senate 
and tried to have the amendments he desired incorporated in 
the bill; and they were generally made. Then in conference 
the House assented to the additions, 

This has occurred in nearly every Congress for many years; 
as you recollect, it was done to the worst extent in the last Con- 
gress, when the bill brought into the House cut down the pro- 
vision necessary to support the service about 20 or 25 per cent, 
and in some cases 50 per cent. Now the Senate is Democratic 
also, and there is no apparent reason for this parade of frugality; 
and this bill provides a fair compensation for most consuls. But 
the trail of the old serpent of ostensible retrenchment can still be 
seen in parts of this bili, and the force of habit can not be over- 
come at once. It took time and long debate for this Congress to 
reach the crisis seen this morning of surrendering to the states- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED!, and adopting the well-tried method 
of legislation by counting a quorum, and it will take time for the 
Democratic party to learn to legislate fairly for their own Ad- 
ministration; to appropriate for their own officeholders at a fair 


rate. 
SHORT “CLERK HIRE.” 


Here is one instance in this bill, not touching salaries, for | 


neurly every consul who gets a salary has a friend here to look 
out for him but touching that general item called clerk hire, 
which provides a lump sum for expenditure by the Department 
in every one of the consulates. The Secretary, in the estimates 
sent in when Congress opens, always asks Congress to give a 
certain amount for this purpose. Last year it was 325,000, which 
was expended. The present Secretary, desiring to comply with 
the manifest disposition of the House to limit and specify the 
appropriations us closely as possible for each office, in his esti- 
mates, designated fourteen of the consulates, that previous! 
were provided for out of the general lump appropriation, pa 
estimated for them in specific amounts, some 8000, some $800. 


These amounted toabout $9,000inall. He then requested that 
Congress give him only $20,000 instead of $25,000, as the general 
lump sum for clerk hire for the remainder of the hundreds of 
consulates. Now, the committee took him at his word as to the 
last part, and only gave him $20,000 for the lump sum to dis- 
tribute, but dropped out and ignored all the items for the four- 
teen offices that were to be provided for inspecific appropriations. 
It is expected by the very gentleman who framed this bill that 
this will be corrected in the Senate, and he expects to assent to 
that change, instead of inserting it now, as it ought to be donc. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES SKIMPED. 
Take another item, the contingent expenses of consulates, 


$150,000. That is a large and a vague sum. There is no one 
specially interested in it. It only concerns the pubiic interest, 


not any particular politician or officeholder’s salary. The Sec- ` 


retary asks for $200,000, for the contingent expenses of all the 
consulates we have in the world. Now, the committee have given 
him only $150,000. 

There are 799 United States consular offices—249 prircipal 
salaried, 91 principal unsalaried, and 459 consular agents. 
There are nineteen items of contingent expense for those offi es 
rent, furniture, stationery, postuge, etc. The rent paid last 
year was $83,000, and they are poorly enough cared for. The 
postage was $26,000. This is in the work for which consulates 
were created, to encourage trade by communicating necessary 
information to those merchants interested and inquiring about 
markets. A new broom always sweeps clean, or attempts to. 

A new Secretary always tries tobe economical. Allnew func- 
tionaries are reformers, or profess to be; yet last year the now 
Secretary of State was compelled to expend for this very item 
of contingent expenses $196,000. The year before last it was 


$223,000. The year before that it was $223,000, and now the 
committee give only $150,000 in this bill, knowing that it can “ 


not suffice. 

Why, take that item of rent. The old general law provides 
that the consul may be allowed for rent a sum equal to 20 per 
cent of the amount paid him forsalary. That, under the law, 
would require $101,000 per annum for the rent of consulates. 
By economy, by disallowxnca, t-e Department has reiuced the 
amount so that we expended last year only $83,000 for this pur- 
por: Postage amounted to 426,000. If this bill should pass in 
ts present form it would leave only a little over $40,000 for all 
the other seventeen items of the long list called contingent ex- 
penses—blank books, stationery, furniture, otc. I will not enu- 
meratethem all. They are business details, But recollect that 
the part of this bill which provides for contingent expenses, such 
as postage, rent, etc., is the one thing that is purely and simply 
the absolute requisite for the essential business of the Govern- 
ment. 

You can cut down salaries; that simply makes an officeholder 
live more economically, and sometimes it is possible—such a 
thing is dreamed of—he may resign: but when you take away 
the clerk hire for the work in the great offices — — merchants 
are pressing with their business, where the ship is about to sail, 
where invoices are piled up, where the consul can not possibl 
get the work done in time, because you will not allow a few dol- 
lars for clerk hire, you obstruct and injure the trade of our 
merchants; you delay them for weeks till the next sailing day; 
you cripple the business of the United States. y 

Through these consulates last year passed $776,000,000 of com- 
merce on its way to our ports. This little sum for contingen- 
cies is not taken from the Treasury or the taxpayer. Those 
very offices where this allowance is cut off are the ones that re- 
turned to the Treasury over a million dollars of revenue, far 
above what they cost. This is the kind of economy this bill 
shows. Itis in the part that most concerns the business of the 
country, the very thing for which we have consuls. 


WHAT DO CONSULS NOW DO? 


And here let me explain some features of our consular system. 
A consul is now no longer what the word consul meant longago, 
when the offica was established by other nations. In our most 
important consular posts he no longer exercises the functions 
for which that officer was created—that is, the protection of the 
lives, property, and privileges of the people of his country. 

In most cases a consul is to-day eae a Treasury agent in 
some commercial city, and his aid in highly civilized countries 
is rarely needed for the safety or protection of American citi- 
zens. Besides certifying invoices, about all he does is to per- 
form notarial duties, for which he gets fees which he retains, 
The fees for verifying invoices of goods coming to the United 
States are turned into the Treasury. That is about all there is 
of a consul now, and in the great cities like Paris, London, Liv- 
erpool, etc., he is the merest shadow of the original thing called 
a consul; his true consular duties have disap , because the 
are no longer necessary. Law is justly administered and Ameri- 
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cans are safe in their rights without his aid. Butin such cities 
our consuls get the highest pay: In less civilized countries, 
where they are really needed as protecting consuls, they are paid 
very little. 


WHAT THEY USED TO DO. 
Consuls were first sent out by the merchants themselves. 
Then, by their influence the European governments were con- 

strained to send out intelligent men as official representatives, 

stationed in foreign ports and places far away, chiefly in the 

East, where they could protect traders and seamen, and any of 

their countrymen amid the uncertainties of feebly administered 

law, the arbitrary action of petty tyrants and the violence of 
disorderly regions. There is little of that now and little care 
given to it. Our consular officers in remote countries where 
consular duties, as originally understood, are to be performed, 
are the most wretchedly paid of all, and the greater partof them 
are not American citizens atall, but residentsof those countries. 
They only receive a pitiful sum in fees, which are small because 
our trade there is small—psy so slender that no American will 
have the office. So that when you travel in a country where law 
is badly administered, where there is disorder, where there is 
need of the flag and the strong arm of your country to protect 
you, if you seek out your consul you find a foreigner, who often 
can not speak English, to tell you what protection youare entitled 


SALARIES GRADED BY FEES. 


The rule in our system, generally followed in fixing pay, is to 

give a salary proportioned to the fees where they are large, as 
in the great cities from which we import, and in places where 
the fees for certifying invoices, $2.50 per invoice, are small— 
$1,000 or less—we pay him no salary, but let him retain the fees. 
In scores of places the consuls only get $100 to 8500. Of course 
these places are filled by appointing residents, thatis, foreigners, 
to be American consular ofticers. 
Long ago, when they were first established by civilized gov- 
ernments, it was because of the need of them for protection. 
Remember the public law of the world was, to putit briefly, that 
the stranger was an enemy or open to be despoiled. Whenever 
a foreigner died in any land his property was taken possession 
of at once—confiscated, as we would consider it in the light of 
our present Christian civilization. That was the usage of the 
ancient world, and for centuries it was so in modern Europe. 

That was the reason why consuls were first appointed to the 
Levantine ports and afterwards to all commercial cities. Why, 
it was only two hundred yearsago that prayers were offered u 
publicly in churches along the North Sea coast that God woul 
graciously send on our coast many shipwrecks,” this in order 
that these preyariol souls might plunder them; for it was re- 

arded as perfectly legitimate to strip any victim who came 
ftp their hands. Now, Americans who go abroad do not fear 
such enemies, nothing flercer than hackmen and hotel-keepers. 
They only go to a consulate to execute some paper, a deed or 
affidavit to be sent home, for which they pay a pretty round 
fee. The consul is to them merely a sort of notary public, and 
his steady business is signing certificates to invoices. 

HOW OUR CONSULS BEGAN, 

Now, our service, if I am not wearying you with this talk, 
sprung up in the most accidental, casual way in the world. It 
is not a system to-day. It never was. There is no method in it. 
It was not originally established by law. Why, there were a 

score of consuls out all over the worid, appointed by Washing- 
ton, before the first act was passed, in 1792; and, by the way, it 
was passed immediately after the first act of American legisla- 
tion, the tariff law of Washington, for the protection and en- 
couragement of American manufactures. 

As a tariff of duties was collected on merchandise imported 
into the country, invoic2s or bills of the goods at the ports from 
which they came, setting out their character and value, were 
required of importers so as to determine how much duty should 
be collected on them at our custom-houses. Consuls were sent 
out to verify these invoices, examining and certifying to their 
truth before the goods started for the United States. They were 
allowed a fce on each invoice. That was all they were paid. 

In that way our consular service started, without plan or sys- 
tem, and it went on in the most supremely happy-go-lucky 
fashion—no principle or rule of appointment, or promotions, or 

des, or tenure. or pay, or functions, or respestive authority. 

t was like a wild tree; it came up spontaneously. The consuls 
only received the fees—no salaries. But the fees became more 
and more unequal. Some consuls made fortunes, $50,000 a year; 
others got little or nothing. ° 

Why, Mr. Speaker, President Pierce appointed his friend 
Hawthorne consul at Live l, after writing a campaign biogra- 
phy of Pierce—the best office in his gift. all the favored 
consuls been Hawthornes it would be ungracious to find fault, 
for every American who reads and appreciates the work of that 
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exquisite and original genius, owes a debt for the delight he 
has given to our better nature, and we admit that his splendid 
contribution to the common glory of the American name earned 
more than all the fees he received at Liverpool. 

Yet these great cities where our principal and best paid con- 
suls are sent are the very places where American citizens do not 
need pee The laws there are well administered and pro- 
tect the rights of Americans as well as their own people. At 
posts in other countries, where there was little that deserved 
the name of law and where administration was bad, where men’s 
rights were uncertain and American citizons often sorely needed 
protection from lawlessness, there being less commeres with 


| this country, there was little pay in fees; and so the consul was 


starved or we could not keep an American there as consulatall, 
and had some foreigner acting as agent. 
WHAT THEY OUGHT TO Do. 

Now, I think the duty of a consul is to protect something 
greater and nobler than Treasury revenues; it is to protect 
American citizens. A man is more important than a dollar, 
But the pay in fact was inversely to the necessity of a consul. 
Our system, if it be a system, has always proceeded backwards. 
The law of 1856 was the first one that attempted to introduce 
something like system, but the classifications were without 
meaning or practical value, for there was no promotion from 
grade to grade, no fixity of tenure, little regard in compensa- 
tion to the character of the duties, no provision, either in the 
theory or in the practice afterwards. for rewarding a man who 
showed signal ability in a post of difficulty by promoting him to 
a higher and more responsible post. The higher post was always 
the one of less responsibility and less difficulty, and the ambi- 
tion of a consul in trying for a better position was to get one of 
larger pay in a great city, where he would probably meet no 
question of duty that would test his ability at all. 

WHY A GOOD OFFICER QUITS. 

There is no provision for recognizing zeal and efficiency. I 
knew a consul—Mr. Dyer, at Odessa—who with American en- 
ergy and zeal employed all the time he could sp wre in urging 
upon the merchants and people there the use of American goods 
and manufactures, of which he induced houses here to send small 
ventures. His work was quickly recognized by our merchants. 
It was plain that such aman would be wanted by them. I as- 
sured him that I would endeavor to have his salary raised, and 
it was raised, I believe, $500; but it was too late; he was offered 
much more than his salary by merchants to go elsewhere in Eu- 
rope introducing American goods, and of course he left the 
service, where such men are most wanted. I know a similar 
case of one our consuls in Germany, who gathered samples of 
our manu‘actures and food products and advanced their popu- 
larity and sale at once. Iam sorry to say that he soon went out 
of office owing to a change of Administration. 

Now, the risk of immediate removal is such that you can not 
expect to keep a good consul. 

3 DANGEROUS PROMOTION REFUSED. 


We have in the service now thirteen consular clerks that you 
can not remove except for cause. They have been at their posts 
along time and have become well trained. They are familiar 
with the languages, usages, laws, and commercial customs of the 
countries in which 5 are serving, with the methods of business 
and the regulations of the State Department. Their salary is 
at first 31,000, and they can reach $1,200. but no higher. One of 
them, Mr. Scidmore, in Japan, is the author of an excellent book 
on the United States Ministerial and Consular Courts, for our 
ministers and consular officers there are judges. 

Now, some years ago there was a vacancy in a consulate there, 
where he had been assigned as clerk. He was getting $1,200, 
and that consulate was worth $4,000 a year. Word reached him 
that the Departmentintended to appoint him consul; andin fact 
he was well qualified by experience and recognized ability. He 
immediately wrote me an urgent letter asking me to go to the 
Department and preventit. Why? He knew thatif appointed 
to a fat consulate, where the salary was $4,000, he would soon be 
turned out. Office-seekers with strong backing would soon find 
the good place filled by a man who had no political support. 
They would at once be upon him. 

There is no finical delicacy about office-seekers. They go for 
the office: and the race is to the one who shall first get it. He 
knew that he would not have lusted a year, and he wisely kept 
out of it. He is in the service to-day, and an excellent officer, 
working for$1,200a year. I have a letter lying before me from 
a consul who states that he heard the pay at his post was to be 
raised to nearly double, and he wrote me to stop it if you can. 
I have no political backing to maintain myself, and if this were 
made a good salary I would soon lose it. Please let it alone.” 
It is this danger of immediate removal from the service which 
has so much crippled the efficiency of our consular service. 
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GREAT RUSH FOR FEW PLACES. 
The pressure for such a post is practically irresistible to a 


Secretary of State or President. The popular impression is that 
there is a vast and indefinite number of consulates, delightful 
places of residence in foreign countries, and many Americans, 
especially those who talk most of their love of country, are 
eager to get away from their country and live abroad. The 
vague impression is that there is little to do and that little rather 

leasant, with a glamour of distinction about it: that the social 

e is something very fine, realizing what people read in novels 
and magazines of a world of which they have seen nothing; and 
that the whole is snugly paid ior by Uncle Sam. 

Asa matter of fact there are not 150 American consulates in 
all the world where tbo pay is above $1,500. That is all you gen- 
tlemen of the Democratic side have to divide up among you. 
Three-fourths of the places in the long list of consuls and con- 
sular agencies are paid trifling fees, or sosmall that no man with 
a family could live upon it half as wellas theaverage American 
lives at home. So whena political change comes and all this 
fierce multitude of strongly backed applicants press upon the 
President and Secretary, they concentrate upon the few offices 
that are found on examination of the list to have fair salaries 
attached. 

This has often produced changes, sometimes violent fluctua- 
tions in the men in this service, often with bad effect. 

AMERICANS MAKE GOOD OFFICERS, 

It is easy to point out the faults in our service and its meth- 
ods. Pona aus right on the surface. But it is due to the men 
who have been employed in the service tosay that many of them 
were the equals of the consular officers of any other country in 
the world; in many respects superior to their colleagues, This 
merit of the men is simply owing to the fact that they are Amer- 
icans, and owing to general intelligence, familiarity with poli- 
tics, and pubiic business and the strong development of individ- 
uality among our people, they are generally energetic, prompt, 
and efficientmen. There are many instances in our past where 
a consular oflicer without long experience has in trying and re- 
sponsible moments shown decision, intelligence, and grasp that 
were gra ifying to the Government and the people at home. 

I know some critics, earnest for reform, say our service is all 
bad and discreditable,and have long said so. It is true, many con- 
suls have been men who had taken un interest in politics at home, 
and politicians being the servants of the people and their crea- 
tions, are regarded as fair game for popular criticism and es- 
N for newspaper criticism. But is it not 1 aged true 

n any popular government, in our Republic, as it was in the an- 
cient democracies, that the man who takes an interest in public 
affairs is very apt to be one of the brightest minds in the crowd? 
Our officials from that class have, us a general rule, been intel- 
ligent, vigorous, capablemen. Being a politician is no discredit 
in itself. Being familiar with the publicaffairs of their country 
ought not to be counted against these men. It is the system of 
suddenappointment and removal that hasso often worked wrong. 
The service has real merit; but the merit of the service lies, not 
in the method of appointment or in the method of removal, but 
in the inherent elements of the American character, in the in- 
telligence and energy which so generally pervade our people. 

POLITICIANS SUCCESSFUL DIPLOMATS. 

Why, our foreign ministers have been politicians and Iam 
not ashamed of them. Many of them have gone from this House 
some of the mosteminent in our history. Tuke one who served 
here for a long time—several old members will recollect him 
Gen. Schenck, who was minister to England. At the very time 
when he was the target for mockery and for criticism at home, 
not only by his political opponents but by members of his own 
party, | heard one of the first men in public life in Europe say 
that Gen. Schenck was without a peer in the whole diplomatic 
corps in London, in ability, in breadth of view, quickness, and 
strength of mind, That man was trained inthis House—a poli- 
tician. So too, Kasson, Phelps, McLane, Cox, Morton, eminent 
for success in diplomacy, went from this House. 

The book on international law of highest credit was written 
by an American minister, Henry Wheaton. 

A GRAND, BRAVE MINISTER. 

Another man who served in this Hall so long that he was 
called the father of the House, Elihu Washburne, went as min- 
ister to France. There was an instance of a pure politician 
turned diplomat, a fair subject for the newspaper critics, yet 
Washburne as a minister displayed more of the highest qualities 
of a diplomat than ay other minister at the capital to which he 
was accredited. Amid the storm of the Franco-Prussian war 
and the horrors of the Commune he protected under our flag 
hundreds of his countrymen, millions of property, shielded tens 
of thousands of Germans in the greatest trouble and peril. 

When the first peal of that awful cannonade burst upon Paris 


all the other diplomats, 88 of the lords and counts and 
marquises hurried away; Washburne stayed—stayed through it 
all. The stars and garters all disappeared, but the Stars and 
Stripes stood fast. [Applause.] His house was pierced with 
shot. The bombshells fell all about the legation, but he never 
failed one day nor one hour from his post. He had the respect 
and the confidence of both the French and German Governments 
when they trusted no one else. For weeks he was the only 
means of communication between the contending forces—a dig- 
nified, courageous, discreet American minister. 


WANT OF CONSISTENT FIXED POLICY. 


Both our consuls and our ministers at these distant posts would 
be more efficient if they were always certain of vigorous support 
at home; if there was a definite policy unflinchingly followed 
from ten years to ten years on general questions, and in regard 
to each country and every important interest, instead of the 
fluctuations that come with changed political control at Wash- 
ington. These changes make our representative uncertain both 
as to the policy that may be followed or adopted at home, and 
uncertain whether he is to remain longer at his post. 

That has caused a great deal of trouble. Our consul at Blue- 
fields has been in trouble for the last three months, not know- 
ing which way to turn, not knowing what was the policy of his 
own Government, while the English consul there has been stead- 
ily pressing English interests up to the very verge of right. 
The British system is very different from ours. Their consuls 
are kept continuously in the service, 


HOW JOHN BULL TEACHES RESPECT. 


The English, by their clear and pertinacious pursuit of their 
interests on definite lines of policy in oy city and island scat- 
tered around the world, and by the inflexible armed support they 
instantly give to their consular officers, have established allover 
the globe the unrivalled prestige of the English name and se- 
cured the first advantages for English interests. They do not 
count cost nor peril when a decisive question comes. For in- 
stance, in Abyssinia, not many years ago, a few British subjects, 
scarcely more than a dozen, were outraged, the consul insulted 
and the British flag dishonored by King Theodore, who thou ht 
himself secure in thut remote mountain kingdom; but the Bri 
Government at the call of the imprisoned consul summoned regi- 
mentsand fleets from India and from England, concentrated a 

owerful force on the eastern coast of Africa, crossed the desert, 

9 railway as they went, climbed the mountains, driv- 
ing back his troops, captured his posts, stormed his fortress capi- 
tal, burned his palace, and slew him in its ashes; and all to de- 
liver a score of Englishmen and teach the world that there was 
nospot so remote or inaccessible and no king so insolent as to 
be secure in insulting a British consul who was covered by the 
Union Jack. 

It taught 500,000,000 people, it taught a hundred scattered na- 
tions that when a consul of Great Britain took his stand, he 
would be backed by his home Government even though it did 
increase taxes and even though it did require an army of 32,000 
British soldiers. 

HOW OUR ADMINISTRATION DEFAMES A MINISTER. 


When, on the other hand, an American minister in Hawaii, 
to protect his fellow citizens, amid violence, tumult, and revolu- 
tion, landed a body of marines and saved American life and 
property, his home Government suddenly changed in politics 
and policy. Instead of standing by-him, it first hunted secretly 
during months to find grounds or excuse for suspicion, then 
came out with a public declaration of disapproval, then a Presi- 
dent's message, and a general flood of defamation of an American 
minister. Now, when that is the reward of a faithful representa- 
tive of his country, how can a minister, even one as experienced, 
cautious, and honest as was Minister Stevens, go confidently for- 
ward in the discharge of his functiobs, if he never can tell what 
is to be the policy of the Government at home? How can he know 
whether his most praisworthy and patriotic act may not be the 
theme of detraction, and a rancorous President’s message, and 
censorious resolutions which the President may want to have 
passed? It is a pe solace that posterity will find out the truth 
and vindicate him. 

BUT THE SENATE VINDICATES HIM. 

Fortunately Minister Stevens did not have to wait so long for 
fair investigation and judgment. 

The Senate overtook posterity this time; and after a thorough 
examination of all the facts his complete vindication has been 
made public by a committee of gentlemen, the Chairman, Sen- 
ator MORGAN, a leading Democr.t, whose position in public life 
and in party organization is such that their report has com- 
manded universal attention and respect. 5 Minister 
Stevens, and show that he did not go as far as international law 
and his duty authorized him to goin his action at Honolulu. 
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CAN THE SERVICE BE BETTERED? 

I was speaking of the service and its faults; and I have men- 
tioned its merits in all fairness. Is there any cure for these 
faults? I believe that much can be done to better the service. 
I mentioned those consular clerks. See how any men will work 


for their eountry—work hard and faithfully and for very little 
pay if they are recognized and retained. 

Those consular clerks are a good instance of what could be 
done for all the lower parts of the service. It is useless to talk 
about the great places—the large, official plums. Thsy are 
pretty certain to be changed after elections; and you can not 
very well contro: them. Perhaps. itis best not to try. But we 
could employ young Americans in subordinate positions; and 
salaries of $300, 800 or 8500 would be accepted by these young 
men upon entering the service, if they were certain that they 
could receive better employment and pay on proving themselves 
worthy. They could be trained in the technical duties of the 
consulates, the most importantlanguages, the commercial legis- 
lation of the principal trading countries, and that body of cus- 
toms and traditions which have so much to do with human af- 
fairs. Their number could be gradually extended, and this 
would become a nursery from which to select efficient consuls. 


At present the consular clerks shrink from consular appoint- | 


ments, from which they would soon be turned out. 
= But I doubt whether the civil service reform can be engrafted 
re. 
8 CAN NOT APPUY CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 

It would be hopeless to attempt to apply it at once to the 
whole service, for the people would not support it. Ina vague 
fashion both parties have for twenty years put forth general 
declarationsapproaching civilservice reform or favoring its most 
important principles; but when you reach the voters by millions 
they seem indifferent to the subject, and those most actively in- 
terested in public affairs, when it comes to the pineh, are 
against the real practical adoption of the system in its rigidity. 
Especially is this the feeling with regard to lucrative posts, 
which almost everyone, when it comes to action, thinks should 
be changed with the majority. 

Americans seem to have a notion that each should have his 
turn when a good thing is to be had. Take the elections to 
county offices all over this country, where the duties are sim- 
pane the pay makes them desirable. The fact that a man has 

n sheriff or county clerk for two or three terms, no matter 
what his personal merit or character, is urged against his con- 
tinuance. 

They do not generally hold the same rule as to offices of re- 
sponsibility rather than pay, where the contrary rule is thought 

vantageous. Ithas been often said that the South before the 
war gained greatadvantagesover the North in Congress because 
they continued their members instead of changing to new ones. 
Every one in the House knows what an immense influence the 
Philadelphia members have exerted for a score of years in this 
Hall. Long service gives them great advantage, and Philadel- 

hia reélected her Kelleys, Randalls, O'Neills, and Binghams. 

ut even where the people continue men long in places of high 
trust, they want them to be within reach, not irremovable, nor 
inlong terms, but requiring frequent reélection to remind them 
ofthe popular will. Right there lies a feeling widely extended 
among our people and it has a wide basis; they are jealous of a 
class of permanent officers, and have an apprehension that they 
are not aseflicient, that they become indolent and altogether too 
independent. 

PLAYING FOURTH-OF- JULY BASEBALL IN AUGUST. 

Our functionaries all over this country who are dependent 
upon popular will, are prompt, obliging, and generally ener- 
getic, though they may not always be experienced men. Nor 
are the people so far off in their opinion that a class of fixed 
officeholders may become as parts of a mere routine. For 
several years, while in the legation at Paris, I had some op- 
portunity to observe the workings of departments where the 
officeholders. except the very highest, are substantially perma- 
nent, While they were methodical and accurate, they were 
slow beyond the conception of an American. Take an example: 
One day in the beginning of June a young man from the Ameri- 
can students in the Latin Quarter came to the legation and re- 
quested a permit for their baseball club to play a game of base- 
ball on the Fourth of July approaching, in the great park just 
west of the city, the Bois.de Boulogne. 

Our minister sent a letter within half an hour to the minister 
of foreign a fairs, which was the only method by which he com- 
municated with the Government, for permission for the young 
mento pay the national game in this public park on the Fourth of 
July. No reply was received until the 24th of August,when the 


legation was answered in the most courteous form of elegant 
phrase. -What had been done? The minister of foreign affairs, 
on receiving the request of the dis i 


minister, for whom 


he had such esteem, requesting that the young gentlemen of a 
friendly nation should play their national game in the public 
park, had lost no time in communicating with his honorable 
colleague, the minister of public works, to whose functions the 
subject more particularly belonged, and the minister of public 
works, animated by the same friendly sentiments, had hastened 
to communicate with the pre ect of the Seine, and the prefect 
of the Seine had, without delay, communicated the request to 
the government of the city of Paris. Then it had gone to the 
director of parks and promenades, and the director of these 
works, inflamed with the same friendly zeal, had written an ad- 
mirable communication to the superintendent of parks of the 
western division, and the superinteadent had hurried to consult 
the administration of the Bois de Boulogne, which had with all 
expedition called upon the contractor ior the grass, who had 
promptly answered that he responded to this request on behalf 
of the young gentlemen of a friendly people by placing every- 


thing at their disposal, with the sole condition that they should 


ps a bond of indemnity for any damage to the grass. [Laugh- 
oe 

And this response, duly approved and hastened forward, with 
afew days interval between letters, through all the stages of 
thisadmirably adjusted circumlocution office, came back through 
the minister of foreiga a fairs, who took pleasure in saying that 
as un evidence of his high regard for the American minister 
the Government would take his mere request as sufficient 
voucher, without. bond, and the young gentlemen were at per- 
fect liberty to play their national Fourth of July game on the 
2ithof August! [Renewed laughter.] It is not likely that such 
acorrespondence or anything similar in spirit could have oc- 
curred with the officials of any county, State, or department in 
the United States. Americans are not made that way, nor would 
officials who followed such bureaucratic routine remain long 
on duty if Congressmen or the people could get at them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HITT. Les, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not true that all of that “red tape” 
grow out of the fact that that is an old government, with old 
forms, that have come down out of the ages, and the red tape” 
is not to be attributed to civil service at all? 

Mr. HITT. The Government of France is old in its origin; 
but it has beenshaken upmore violently and renewed more com- 
pletely than ours has ever been. In mere administration it is 
considered almost an ideal government in method, for that na- 
tion has the genius of method in excessof all the others that I 
have ever known. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As far as that is concerned, our own age 
goes back to our origin. That is so with all nations. 

Mr. HITT. I said that Government is old as to its origin—the 
centuries of its existence. 

There is a good as well as a doubtful side to this whole ques- 
tion of the service abroad. Though ours may be very irregular, 
it is vigorous. 

TRAIN OUR OWN MEN—NO FOREIGNERS WANTED. 

Our people may not be willing to adopt the civil-service sys- 
tem completely for a long time, but the law ought to be strength- 
ened to retain efficient men. A nursery from which to select, 
and a systém of promotion by which to reward them ought to be 

rovided by law. Thepresentstatute, with all itsclassifications, 
is utterly without real meaning, for men are appointed or re- 
moved from all posts without regard to the others. 

The pay of the consuls in the minor 8 which are the most 
numerous, ought to be increased and fixed—not uncertain fees. 
At present the consular representatives in a great portion of 
them are foreigners, the compensation being so petty that no 
American can go out to hold them. The consular agent is gen- 
erally a merchant, sometimes a subject of the country, some- 
times an Englishman doing business there, who incidentally 
takes charge of Amerie in interests. Here is another way in 
which the consular system seems to be inverted, and it works 
right against our interests. 

The man in charge of American trade and the American fl 
who is a foreigner, owes his first allegiance to another flag an 
is generally engaged in a rival trade. As a consular officer 
certifying invoices he sees all the shipments and all the prices, 
in fact, all the details of the business of other business men, 
who are his rivals. He is an authorized officialspy. More than 
this, as he certifies to his own invoices, it is his interest to put 
the valuations or prices of goods of his own firm at the lowest 
possible figure, in order to have to piy a low duty: in other 
words, his interests are directly hostile to those of the revenue 
department of the United States. Itis a bad, itis an unbusiness- 
like principle to place a servant in charge of business whero 
his interest is directly the reverse of the employer's. Weshould 
have Americans to take charge of the business of their country, 
and in many of these posts, by a very slight increase of pay, 
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they could be filled efficiently by men like these consular elerks 
and at Httle cost. : 

Young men would be glad to enter the service as consular 
clerks for far less than athousand a year, if they knew that they 
could not be turned out at the next general election and left to 
pay their passage home from China or New Zealand. A gradual 
yi reasonable increase of pay can not be charged as extrava- 
gant for the consular service at present has not cost the Treas- 
ury anything whatever. The fees collected and turned into the 
Treasury by the consuls pay the whole expenditure of the serv- 
ice and have often furnished a considerable surplus; so that it 
can not be said that the people in the country are taxed to sup- 
port these oTicers living abroad in so much imagined luxury. 

It is a vicious principle that enters into our service now fo 
have a large part of the consular officers paid wholly by fees. 
Their pay shou d be fixed and the fees should be turned into the 
Government, all of them. Those fees are paid by the foreign 
exporting merchants and munufacturers in the first instance. 
The consul who co lects them and who certifies to the truth of 
the prices in the invoices should not at the same time be the 
merchant who pays the fees and makes the invoices. It should 
be the interest, as it is the duty, of the consul to have the in- 
voices correct, truthful, with absolutely fair valuations. The 
way in which invoicesare now certified is in need of change and 
remedy, and there ought to be such rigid inspection provided 
that the improvement would last. 

INVOICES NEARLY WORTHLESS. 


Some members of this House are merchants and know of per- 
sonal knowledge that invoices are in many cases practically 
worthless as a guide to true values. They are often no more re- 
liable than a newspaper would be folded up and sent with the 
goods. It is the chief part of the consul’s duty now in the prin- 
cipal ports to certify invoices of goods, which s he is theo- 
retically supposed to have personally examined, so that he can 
certify their true values on which the duty to be paid is com- 
puted 0 per cent, or 50 per cent. The consuls are really Treas- 
ury officers instead of consuls in the original meaning of that 
word. But what is the practical operation? Over $776,000,000 
of goods brought last om in the ports of the United States 
came with invoices duly authenticated by consuls as truthful 
statements of the real values of the goods at the ports from 
which they were sent. As a matter of fact when that certificate 

is at tac by the consul it is a mere formal act. 

The consul does not, and in the very nature of things he can 
not, m ke an examination of the merchandise. He does not at- 
temptit. He does not know even the contents of the packages, 
to say nothing of the value of each t. As a daily regular 
faethe take the statement of the m rchant or manufacturer who 
sends the merchandise, with his declaration of value, and then 
certifies that the values therein expressed are the true market 
values in the country of export. e goods come to our port 
New York or Boston. Theexaminer at the custom-bouse, when 
the goods are opened, holds the invoice in his hand and rapidly 

dis of great varieties of goods, almost always accepting 
without any change the valuations in the invoices. He knows 
that if he is criticised for undervaluation he can say here is 
the certificate, the olficial act of an American officer under oath 
right in the country of manufacture, who has had an opportu- 
oe to examine them there and certifies that he has done so.” 
‘ake the French line steamer that came in Sunday with per- 
haps twelve thousand packages of merchandise coming from 
three or five different markets, all duly invoiced and certified, 
where the consul could not do the manual work of filling out the 
certificates alone; he merely put his name and seal to them. 


EXAMINERS LITTLE BETTER. 


What is the effect? It justifies the examiners in the custom- 
house and in the appraiser’s stores in accepting invoices as ex- 
pressing the true value of the merchandise these invoices which 
are made out by the very men who have to pay the duty esti- 
mated upon these valuations, and their interest is to put them 
down to the lowest point in order to eseape the duty. They are 
misleading and only bad. Take New York, where there is one 
appraiser and ten assistunts, with ninety-two examiners, the 
goods being divided by the lines of merchandise—metals, silks, 
serra etc.—each assistant having as many examiners as he 
needs. 

Every tenth package, say, is opened, examined. and counted as 
toquantity. Someof you have seen the examiners going through 
this process. the invoice always in hand. The consignee or mer- 
chant here who receives the goods is su to have no voice 
or influence and to be exeluded. In fact they and their agents 
swarm through the buildings. A high officer of the Treasu 
Department told me that he found in one day in the New Yor 
custom-house *‘annual pass No. 307” and daily puss No. 51” of 
the series for that day, to allow these men to come upon the 


floors. They get passes for entrance, their ostensible purpose 
being to hunt up some package, or hurry up or find some miss- 
ing articles. Their incerest can never be other than to secure 
the lowest possible classification and valuation. 

The examiner leans on theconsul and the consular certificate. 
The consul making his certificate—for heis perhaps poorly paid 
and has over him no inspection, no watch ul superior—leins on 
the examiner, and between them the gools go through ata 
lower rate than their actual value, and the revenues are de- 
frauded. All of this proceeding is a discouragement to the 
honest merchant who pays duties at full rates and who insists. 


naturally that there should be no undervaluation for the benefit . 


of the dishonest or those who will swear to false values. 
WILSON BILL WOULD MAKE THIS WORSE. 


These evils will be greatly increased if the Wilson bill passes, 
changing the mode of measuring or estimating the duties to be 
collected on imports from the present system, by the McKinley 
law, of generally imposing specific duties—that is, duties on 
articles measured by the yond, or by the pound at fixed rates to 
the ad valorem system- that is, counting by the dollars’ worth 
of merchandise, which allows such free e for false 
statement of values in invoices. Weare interested to pre- 
vent such frauds; for, whether we are protectionists or free 
traders, we all desire that. if the law requires a tariff to be paid, 
it should be paid by all alike—by the dishonest importer who 
makes a false statement in his invoice as fully as by the honest 
merchant who tells the truth. 


OLD FAULTS N OUR SYSTEM. 


There will inevitably be weak parts in any system as vast as 
our revenue department, but that part of it which springs from 
consular action is manifestly defective,and the remedy would be 
to increase the consular office force, and hen, more important 
than that, to have a thorough, general, and frequent system of 
rigid inspection throughout the consulates. Atpresentthereis 
none at all; and right here how plain is the immense importance 
of having experienced, vigilant, strong, and faithful men at these 
consular ts from which our great current of importations 
comes. For after all, the main trouble is that we do not care- 
3 the men who are appointed. 

I have said before that good ones and bad ones have been ap- 


pointed in the past, because both parties have included and con- 


sidered political reasons in making appointments. But of late 
this has been carried toa degree never before dreamed of. The 
whole service has been revolutionized within a few months, and 
our consulates now, all around the world, are fi led with raw 
hands, many of whom are ineficient. I do not know this of my 
own personal knowledge, but I have been told it by gentlemen 
who are in the confidence and who are very warm friends of 
those in power. 
A GREAT REFORMER, QUINCY, APPEARS. 


A gentleman who was thought to be specially fitted, to be 


equipped in an extraordinary manner for the work of reform- 
ing and bettering the Government generally, was chosen and 
put, as we may say, over the Secretary of State, that he might 
improve the consular service of the United States. I refer to 
Mr. Quincy, of Massachusetts. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] That gentleman came here with a newspaper announce- 
ment of his character worth recalling: ‘A Democrat whose in- 
tellectual astuteness had mastered the apparently simple prob- 
lem that the great masses of the American people desire cour- 
ageous and bold reforms in political matters; and, more yet, a 
man whose conscience would compel him to courageous and 
lofty patriotism calmly abiding the consequences.” 

He was a gentleman whose high thoughts dwelt in the serene 
upper air, but whose great facuities for once were bent to common 
things. He undertook the reform of the consular service by re- 
moving those unfit and putting in those whom he chose to desig- 
nate. This was the man who was intrusted with that wide au- 
thority by the President, who we all know is a great reformer. 

HIS WILD DEBAUCH AMONG THE CONSULSHIPS. 


What is the result? I do not wish to crit eise his work lest 


mine be thought a Republican or partisan view: but taking the - 


authority of the leading and most dignified Democratic paper in 
New York. I will read a few words about Mr. Cleveland's chosen 
instrument of reform: 


Mr. Quin y has been allowed a debauch among the consulships. He has 
sent out to look afier our trade in the uttermost ends of the earth the usual 
quota of broken-down men and ignorant editors, who will, of course, if 

y through the discredit of them the Democrats should lose the next 
election, be remorselessly cast adrift at their posts. and many of them will 
have to beat their way home, to our further disgrace. 


That is from the New York Evening Post, which I believe is 
a eee the President, and is always a well-informed, 
S £ 


able journal. - 
That, according to so eminent an organ of the party in power, 
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is the condition to whien they have brought the consular serv- 
ice of the United States. 

Yes, itis through abuse of the power of appointment that the 
trouble creeps in and the service is debased. I do not deny 
that there have been improper A at many times in 
the past sixty years since Ero ackson initiated our political 
system; improper appointments by both parties; but heretofore 
there has been resistance on the part of the Secretary of State 
and the President to the making of pro‘ligate, worthless ap- 
pointments. They have tried to preserve their seli-respect. They 
selected from those pressed upon them the best and fittest they 
could, and they secured many excellent men. Never before 
have we seen the appointing power brought to the pass now wit- 
nessed, nor used as it has been for the humiliating and debasing 
purposes to-day described by this high authority. 


THE VAN ALEN SALE OF THE ITALIAN MISSION, 


Not alone the consu_ar service, but the diplomatic service, 
which has usually been regarded as something that must be re- 
spected, for each man in that service represents the whole people, 
has been filled by new methods and for new reasons. 

We had aman appointed to Italy, where our embassy is very 
important, under circumstances that drew the attention of the 
whole country. A man named J. J. Van Alen, who is said to 
be wealthy, but who is unknown to diplomacy or to politics, 
unheard of in public affairs, was appointed not a great while 
ago minister to Italy. 

The place has since become an embassy. Mr. Van Alen had 
but one man to recommend him, as is stated by those who are 
entitled to belief. The gentleman who recommended him was 
one who wields great power, one who was the nearest friend to 
the President of the United States, and the man to whom the 
President owes his own office more than he owes it to any other 
individual living man. Between this gentleman, Mr. William 
C. Whitney, and Mr. Van Alen there had been some business. 
Mr. Van Alen had paid to Mr. Whitney, for the party, to elect 
Mr. Cleveland, 850, 000. 

And Mr. Whitney, in his letter to the President calling upon 
him for the appointment, directing attention to his merits, said: 

There is additional reason for appointing him, that as the result of that 


very Á, aana and cordial support of the periyan the late campaign, when 
friends were fow and calls were great, he has been accused of dishonorable 


bargaining. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That sounds like Wanamaker, 

Mr. HITT. Now, it was somewhat of a pleasant surprise to 
receive $50,000 ‘ when friends were few and calls were great.” 

Mr. BURROWS. They are less now. 

Mr. HITT. After that, just at the time when the campaign 
was at a white heat and in the last moment, November 1, when 
they were running neck and neck, the President made some 
remarks which attracted attention and the admiration espe- 
cially of those who regarded him aga truly peaa and good man. 
In his address to the business men of New York at the Lenox 
Lyceum meeting, the Ist of November, just before e ection, a 
critical hour that, and at the time when Mr. Whitney was 
pouring out Van Alen’s money to elect Mr. Cleveland, he said: 


We Caily hear predictions of Republican success, based upon the ability 
of that party to purchase the votes of the people. 


{Laughter on the Republican side.] 


A little reflection, it seems to me, can not fail to arouse the American con- 
science to the wickedness, as well as peril, of a debauched suffrage. ` 


Mr. HEPBURN. What do you quote from? 

Mr. HITT. From Mr. Cleveland. 

It is a plain proposition that our Government is only true tothe principles 
upon which it rests when in its operations it represents the hoaest and in- 
tollizent sentiment of the people. When it does not its vigor and ts very 
Ute are gone and it remains but the mere semblance of a free Government 

tue weakest and most deformed plan of rule that ever deluded mankind. It 
can then no longer defend the rights of all, because rights will be forgotten 
in the capricious bestowal of favors. 


[Laughter.] 

There is much more in the same lofty strain which I will not 
detain the House to read. I am not n any criticism 
upon the man occupying the lofty position of President, for it 
might be thought that I had a partisan motive, as I belong to 
another party. But I will now call attention to the words pub 
lished in the Forum, avery grave journal, by a well-known writer, 
a long-recognized friend of the President, Mr. Foulke, the re- 
former, who says: 

In the Van Alen case we are confronted with corruption in its most naked 
form. The President has told us that dollars alone, when given to the right 
person at the right time, are sufficient to secure as high a place as that of 


minister to Italy. We are informed that the mission to Rome is for sale, 
and the President ought not to wonder if we resent the insult. It will not 


u the plea of lack of ordinary information. He made this of seg 

th his eyes open, and against the protests of his friends; 2 pind 
Whose offices are thus given over to the methods of the auction m must 
hang their heads in shame. 


These are not my words, but those of a philosopher, areformer, 
afriend of the President reasoning upon the events of the hour. 
And he asks very pertinently what is the essential nature of 
such an appointment? It is set out very plainly in a familiar 
book from which I read, Russell on Crimes, page 214. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] . 

“The taking or giving of a reward for offices of a public nature is said to 
be bribery,” says Bacon's Abridgment. ‘‘Concei ning the sale of offices ofa 
public nature it has been well observed that nothing can be more palpably 
prejudicial to the good of the publie than to have places of the highest con- 
cernment, on the due execution whereof the happiness of both king and 
people doth depend. disposed of, not to those who are most able to execute 
them, but to those who are most abie to pay for them; nor can anything be 
a greater discouragement to industry and Virtue than to see those mene ot 
trust and honor, waich ought to be the rewards of those who by their indus- 
try and diligence have qualitied themselves for them. conferred on those 
who have no other recommendation but that of being the highest bidders; 
neither can anything be agreater temptation to officers to abuse their power 
by bribery and extortion and other acts of injustice than the consideration 
of the great expense they were at in gaining their places and the necessity 
Sb lina sass Straining a point to make thelr bargain answer their expec- 

ons.” 

That law, given in the modern writer Russell, is ancient law. 
It is taken from Bacon's Abridgment, and dates back to Haw- 
kin’s Pleas of the Crown. It is an authority of centuries. I 
do not wish to dwell upon this incident too long: Iwill only give 
the sorrowful comment of this friend of Mr. Cleveland: 

It is not pleasant to think that our Chief Magistrate has done a thing 
Which falls so close to the definition of crime that it involves all the public 


injury and moral wrong so clearly described as the essential quality ofa 
guilty act. 


CLEVELAND IMITATED IN ILLINOIS. 


Let me mention an illustration of the great influence which a 
public man of eminent character widely admired has upon the 
community in which he lives. 

Mr. Cleveiand has been admired so much that poopie think 
whatever he does is right, that that. makes it right, especially 
those who arein the same politics organization and who natu- 
rally look up for a model that they may imitate. Last Novem- 
ber, in the interval between the two sessions of this Congress, 
I was at home in Illinois, and while at Mount Carroll, near where 
I live, I saw a case called for trial which vividly recalls the Van 
Alen incidentof higherlife—for things are humbler in our coun- 
try politics, you know. [Laughter.] The incident occurred in 
the circuit court. A Mr. C. B. Smith had been a candidate on 
the Democratic ticket for county clerk. That county of Carroll 
is overwhelmingly Republican andsuch a candidacy seemed on 
the face of it utterly hopeless, 

A Mr. Henry Tallman is an active and popular Democratic 
politician out there, of perhaps less elegance in style than the 
eminent gentleman he recalled, but he is a ‘‘ hustler from way 
back.” [Laughter.] He told Mr. Smith, the Democratic can- 
didate for county clerk, that if he would agree to apportas him 
deputy, he woul hustle for him, and he thought Mr. Smith 
would “get there.” 5 The bargain was made and 
Mr. Tallman so actively and so successfully exerted himself in 
behalf of Mr. Smith that, to the astonishment of all of us, Mr. 
Smith was elected. He kept his bargain with the same fidelity 
that our President, with characteristic tenacity of purpose, dis- 
played in appointing Mr. Van Alen to Italy. 

But there came in an intervening incident which disturbed 
the arrangement. Mr. Smith got married, and he wanted the 
place for his wife; so he appointed her, | Tallman to va- 
cate. He had heard how relations are appointed in high politics 
at Washington. Mr. Tallman demanded that he should be paid 
damages, heavy damages. He estimated them by a rule some- 
what similar to that which must have been in the minds of cer- 
tain eminent New York friends of the President when they pro- 
posed to raise a subscription to pay off Mr. Van Alen, when two 
gentlemen, whom many of us know, headed it with a subscrip- 
tion of a thousand dollars each to reimburse Mr. Van Alen if he 
did not get the place. {Laughter.] Upon the same principle 
Mr. Tallman demanded that he be made whole. He said that 
Mr. Smith had promised in writing to pay him what was fair— 
I think the amount was $300. Smith did not doit, and Tallman 
sued him, and it was the trial of that suit that I saw called. 
The judge, like the American people in its judgment in the Van 
Alen case, took a different view. I read from the report of the 
case: 

“Judge Cartwright held that such a contract was void and 
contrary to public policy, that its tendency was to corrupt the 
suffrage of the people —that, you remember, was what Mr. 
Cleveland dreaded so much in his address at the Lenox Ly- 
ceum (laughter|—‘‘and was insufficient to give the plaintiff a 
standing in court. The jury accordingly found for the defend- 
ant.” Mr. Berry, the eminent counsel for Tallman, said that 
he would not have been so confident of winning the suit but for 
the sale of the Italian mission. [Laughter.] Van Alen was not 
reimbursed, but appointed according to bargain and Mr. Berry 
remarked thatin his opinion, if Van Alen was entitled to re- 
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out bis end of the bar- 
‘allman, who had given 
time and money in Smith's 1 e to damages when 


imbursement if Cleveland failed to carr: 
gain, then why was not his client, Mr. 


Smith went back on the birga ughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is under these adverse circumstances and 
new methods of appointment in the consular and diplomatic 
branches that our service is laboring now. But the remedy is 
plain. Mr. Van Alen did not go to Italy, and nobody was more 
relieved by his not going than our worthy President. That 
whole arrangement was crisped, burned, blown away by the hot, 
scorching breath of public scorn. The criticism was not from 
political opponents. Not at all. It was the honest heart of the 
American people all over this country which rebuked thatsordid 
bargain. eve the incident will have good effects, fur it has 
called attention to the defects in a great and important branch 
of our Government which receives little attention, which is un- 
attractive to public men, which does not interest members of 

ress, which has grown up, as I said awhile ago, in the merest 
accidental way for one hundred years, and is therefore full of con- 


_ fusion and disorder. 

I hope that the honorable gentleman, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. McCreary of Kentucky], will 
carry out an intimation which | heard him make in private and 
which he will pardon me for mentioning in this public manner, 
and bring in a bili provid a commission to reorganize this 
whole service, to make it independent, to elevate it to a higher 
standard, so that these officers whose duty it is to protect the 
liberties, the lives, and the property of our people in their 


farthest ventures in trade, who guard our missionaries carry- |. 


ing Christianity to the heathen, who all around the world rep- 
» resent the American name, may be enabled to do it still more 

effectually under the policy and protection of a flag that will be 

Mele and as respected as the union jack of England. [Ap- 

plause. 

I think the service ought to be carefully reorganized, and 
there ought to be a system of inspection introduced and vigi- 
lantly carried out, so that these consuls, who last year had charge 
of a commerce of seven hundred and seventy-six millions of im- 

ortsinto this country, shall be required to be fully qualified 

or the work, and shall be watched from hour to hour to the end 

that they discharge faithfully and honestly the high duties com- 

> mitted to them by our Government. [Applause.] Mr. Chair- 
man, I see that my time has expired. [Cries of Go on!“ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not know whether any 
other gentleman desires to address the House in general de- 
bate; but I would like to reach some agreement with my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. HITT] as to the time within which 
general debate shall be closed, so that we may proceed to the 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GROW] 
- wishes to address the committee very briefly. I know of noone 


else. k 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How much time does the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania desire? 

Mr. HITT. Probably not more than fifteen minutes; but I 
do not think we ought to limit him. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Very well. 

- Mr. GROW obtained the floor. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
prefer to speak to-morrow? 5 

Mr. GROW. Les. sir. 

Mr. REED. I will, then, if there ba no objection, move that 
committee rise. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My object in asking the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] how much time might be de- 
sired for general debate, wasthatafter we had reached an agree- 
ment, I might make a motion that the committe rise. How 
Duon time does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GROW] 

esire? 

Mr. GROW. Not very much. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Half an hour? 

Mr. GROW. That will be sufficient. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that we agree to close general debate after 
one hour more shall be occupied—half an hour on each side. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky, my colleague on the committee, will not press any 
such proposition as that. I have listened with some surprise to 
the speech of the honorable gentleman from Illinois; and while 
it was not my purpose to speak at all on this bill, and I had 
made no preparation with that view, yet since he has made this 
political speech I desire to say something myself as a member 
of = committee; and I do not want to be limited to less than 
an hour. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move, then, that the com- 
mittee rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and had come to no resolution 
thereen. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota obtained leave of absence, indef- 
initely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCrEARy of Kentucky (at 4 
o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BOWERS of California, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill H. R. 2726) 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Edward J. Butler; which, with the accompanying report (No.703), 
was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. [Report 703.] 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STORER: A bill(H. R. 6682) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,” approved February 20, 1889—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6683) for the suppression of lottery traffic 
through national and interstate commerce and the postal service 
subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R 684) to establish an army post 
at Clarksville, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6685) to increase the pay of 
letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6715) for the erection of a public 
building at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ing and Grounds. 

y Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 6716) to appropriate money 
to build a light and fog signal at entrance to San Joaquin River, 
California—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR.: A bill H. R. 6717) to amend section 40 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6718) to transfer the United 

States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to the Department 
of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. APSLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 163) providing 
for the distribution of a complete set of the Official 8 0¹ 
the Union aud Confederate Armies to duly organized Grand 
Army posts and associations of Confederate veterans in the 
United States—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 164) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States authorizing 
the President to veto separate items in appropriation bills—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6686) granting a pension to 
Melinda C. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6687) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Futhy Barfell, late of Company I, 
Eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6688) to correct the mili- 
tary record of George W. Spencer—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6689) for the relief of 
Louis Sommer, Washington County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 6690) granting a pension to 
Hannah Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6691) for the relief of J. E. Coburn—to the 
Committee on Claims. A 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of Theodrick 
Webb, Madison County, Tenn. to the Committee on War Claims. 
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or Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R.6693) to increase the pension 
of Uzziel B. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6694) for the relief of William E. 
Scott, Blount County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 66:5) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Hull, deceased, late of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARTER; A bill (H. R. 6696) for the relief of Frank 
S. Sowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6697 for the relief of the 
heirs of Mary E. Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6698) for the relief of Holmes 
and Leathers - to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. M-CREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R.6699) for the 
relief of Henry Cohen—to the Committee on War Claims, : 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6700) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Thomas Marshall—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: A bill(H. R. 6701)for the relief of Harvey E. 
Atwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill | H. R. 6762) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Aencas 
Munson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) to remove the charge of desertion 

ainst Peter A. Beaucamp, Company A, One hundred and sixty- 
fifth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6704) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James Crowley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6705) for the relief of Ed- 
win T. Yancey, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 6706) granting a pension to 
Marcy J. White, widow of William White, late lieutenant of 
Company F, Ninteenth Illinois Infantry—to the Committee on 
In Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6707) to place on the pension rolls the name 
of William C. Estill—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 6708) 

for the relief of R. A. Schellhous—to tho Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6709) for the 
relief of James Cameron, Hamblen County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6710) for the relief of Mack Fulton, Morris- 
town, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 67110 to pension 
Henry Charles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 6712) to pension Henry Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bil (H. R. 6713) for the relief John D. 
Youell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6714) to remove the charge of 
2 against Joseph Slatery- to the Committee on Military 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of memorial of Elisha 
M. Luckett, late second lieutenant Company B, Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and the same referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Powel- 
ton Building Association, of 5 aguinst the tax on 
such associations as contained in the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union, of De- 
troit, Mich., in lorsing the position of the Typographical Union 
for Government control of telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Reed City (Mich.) Lutheran Church, against 
constitutional amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Evidence in support of a bill H. R. 6483) 
granting a petsion to Daniel Boyle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of a bill (H. R. 6669) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Wild, teamster for Second Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition and memorial of J. T. 
Haley and divers other citizens of Stutville, Crawford County, 


Mo., touching postal rates to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Ro ids. 

Also, protest of Rey. A. Schuppman, of Wentzville, Mo., 
against a certain constitutional amendment—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of pastors and trustees of St. 
John's Evangelical Lutheran Church, at Defiance, Ob io, against 
the pro change in the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on’the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of citizens of Roanoke, Va., in 
favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITHIAN;: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
U. B. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of the Trade Labor Association of 
Burlington, Iowa, praying for Government control of telegraph 
lines to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. X. Trogdon in the matter of Nancy Judson, 
wife and conservator of Phineas Judson, Company H, First lowa 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

— Mr. GOLDZIER: Petition of the Lutheran Churches of 
Cook and Du Page Counties, Ill., protesting against the proposed 
e ee ee amendment to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of Grantsburg, Wis., against the proposed amendment 
to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States, as tend- 
ing to a dangerousinterference by the state in church matters— 
to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Zion Church, of Lincoln, Benton 
County, Mo., against the proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to recognize God by express terms in 
said instrument—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois: Petition ofthe Evangelical 
Lutheran Concordia Church at Geneseo, Lil.,numbering 325 
members, proiesting against putting God in the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Immanuel Church of Waterloo, Iowa, against the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution recognizing the 
establishment of re igion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the people of Oregon, favor- 
ing pensions and land warrants to survivors of Indian wars in 
Oregon, Washington, and Id.ho—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition, of Joel Johnson. asking that his claim 
= e to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of W. K. Boone, T. H. Jones, 
P. Kuntz, and W. Right, citizens of Lima, Ohio, asking that the 
rate on all second-c mail matter except country weekly 
popore be raised to 8 cents per pound—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Memorial of Elisha M. Luckett, 
late second lieutenant Company B, Second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, praying for arrears of pension claimed to 
pe dug him from the United States—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Francis A. White and 15 other 
citt-ens of Cambridge, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition in favor of the panne? of Senate bill 1640, for 
increase of pension to Otis Smith, of Cambridge, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Petition of membersofSt. Paul and Zion's 
Evangelical Lutheran churches, of Fort Wayne and Columbia 
City, Ind., against tue proposed change of the preamble to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Paper to accompany House bill 6678—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 140communicant members of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Zion sChurch, at Plymouth, Mass., against 
the proposed amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of 
the United States recognizing in that instrument—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Retail 
Clerks’ Union. of Detroit, in favor of governmental control of 
telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of elders and trustees of Luth- 
eran Trinity Church, Elmore. Ohio, protesting against religious 
— to the Constitution to the Committee on the Judi- 

ry- 
By Mr. SIBLEY (by request): Petition of citizens of Mercer 
County, Pa., asking for issue of legal-tender money for good 
roads—to the Committee on Ways and Moans. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union, 
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of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental ownership and con- 
trol of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Resolutions of Alabama Lodge, No. 1, Amal- 
gamated Associstion of Iron and Steel Workers of Gate City, 
Ala.; Perseverance Council, No. 13, United Mine Workers of 
America: the Birmingham (Ala.) Trades Council; the Birming- 
ham Typographical Union, and the United Mine Workers of 
America, indorsing Senate bill 1136 and House bill 4478, provid- 
ing for the establishment of Government telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Rev. W. Mallen and 90 
communicant members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of 
New Oregon. lowa, against the proposed religious amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of C. E. Erb and 100 others, for 
the passage of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post- 
- Office and Post-Roads. - 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 18, 1894. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D, D. 
TheJournalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 6556) 


to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations. 


for the service of the Government for the fisca! year ending June 
30, 1894, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
S. nate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that tue House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Sen ite to the bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the 
Texark na and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little 
River in the State of Arkansas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon s oat by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort 
Smith Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the 
State of Arkansas or in the State of Texas. 

A bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennes- 
see River +t Clifton, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5355) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Comp ny to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, 
from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Inter- 
national Wood Carvers’ Association, of Boston, Mass., and a 
memorial of the Furniture and Hardwood Finishers’ Local 
Union, No. 2, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaty with China; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a pstition of sundry citizens of the 
United States, praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lis on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Cotton Hill Camp, No. 619, 
Modern Woodmen of America, of New City; of Charity Lodge, 
No. 100, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Paris: of Excel- 
sior Camp, No. 8, Modern Woodmen of America, of Mount Car- 
roll, and of sundry citizens of Mount Vernon, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying that fraternal society and college journals be 
admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present eight memorials, numerously 
signed by citizens and taxpayers of St. Louis County, Mo., re- 
monstrating against any porron of the appropriation of $2,509,- 
000 heresto:ore made by Congress for the improvement of the 
Missouri River for the purpose of navigation from its mouth up 
the river being diverted to any local improvement anywhere 
upon the river, and asking that such appropriation may be con- 
fined exclusively to the objects 3 in the e of 
the law. I move that the memorials be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for the time being, as the matter is 
5 coe ‘ore that committee on the sundry civil appro- 
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Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Ex- 
passage of 
the so-called Hatch anti option bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculiure and Foresiry. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of St. 
Joseph, Mo., praying for the ratification of the treaties with the 
Wichita, Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribesof Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Branch No. 108, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Newburyport, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 5294, to regulate the mode 
of removal of létter carriers: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Academy of Sciences, 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the preservation of game in national parks; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Branch No. 108, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Newburyport, Mass., pra; ing 
for the e of House bill No. 5294, to regulate the — 70 0 
removal of letter carriers; which wis referred to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the action of the House of no 
resentatives on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill be 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill H. R. 6056) to provide for further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. and for 
other purposes, and requesting a conference on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses taereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insiston its amend- 
ments, and accede to the request of the House of Representa- 
tives for a conference. 

Toe motion wus agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I rise. Mr. President, to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. In the New York Evening Post of the 14th in- 
stant there is a publication from which I will read the following 
excerpt: 


It would be a great public: service, as well as a first-rate stroke of 
politics, if all Democratic bodies and organizations in the land were to - 


i 

blic to the Democrati in the Se to either carry out 
[teeing spec — S tarit bil, or get onte of the party. Every- 
e Minnesota Democrats put the responsibility for 
senators. they put it where it bel $ 

Senators CALVIN S. Brice of Obio. Davin B. HILL and EDWARD MUR- 
PHY, jr., of New York. Joux R. MOPHERSON and JAMES SMITE, jr., ot New 
Jersey. ARTHUR P.GORMAN and CHARLES H. GIBSON of Maryland, JOHNSON 
N. CAMDEN of West V: DONELSON CAFFERY and EDWARD D. WHITE 
of Louisiana, JOAN T. MORGAN and JAMES L. PUGH of Alabama.” 

men are d their utmost to ruin their party by ho ding it in the 
way of the progress of the country and demonstrating its incompetency for 
public affairs. 

Mr. President, I do not deem it n on every occasion 
to notice publications in newspapers eerie fs false statements 
in regara to myself, but when a reputable newspaper like the 
New York Evening Post quotes approvingly the heated utter- 
ances of a Democratic club, which utterances contain misstate- 
ments in so far as I am concerned, I deem it proper as a Demo- 
crat and as a member of the Democratic Senate in my behalf to 
notice such misstatements. 

Iam not an obstructionist. Iam not opposed to the speedy 
puraga of the revenue bill named the Wilson bill, as amended 

y the Senate Finance Committee. I shall put no obstruction 
in the way of the passage of that bill. More, Mr. President, I 
shall actively support it and vote for it—as it now stands inthe 
Senate—either that or a bill substantially embracing the provi- 
sions of the bill as amended by the Senate committee. 

I desire to say this much in justice to myself. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4765) toauthorize the St. Louis 
River Bridge Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Com- 
pany to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. 

uis River from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the vi 
of West Duluth, Minn., to the most available point opposite, in 
the State of Wisconsin, reported it without amendmentand sub- 
mitted a report theregn. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 487) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
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Samuel Kramer, reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 1480) to codify and arrange the laws re- 
lating to pensions, reported it without amendment and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill S. 265) to provide for a May term of the 
district court of the United States for the eastern district of 
South Carolina, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1644) relating to the detail of 
retired officers of the Army at institutions of learning, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1824) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator 
of Henry Fitzhugh, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 982) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of Mc- 
Minnville, Tenn., reportedit with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1912) for the relief of the Bath Iron 
Works, of Bath, Me., reported it favorably as an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the navalappropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 


THOMAS R. PROCTOR. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution S. R. 74) for the 
poper enrollment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the 

nited States, to report it without amendment and submit a 
report thereon. 

r. PROCTOR. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
joint resolution. It is one that merely confers a relative rank to 
enable the man to join the Loyal Legion. It gives no claim 
whatever for any pay, allowances, pension, bounty, or other re- 
muneration. It is the only case of its kind in the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I will say that the committee examined the sub- 
per and the facts are as stated by the Senator from Vermont. 

155 can ob possible reason why the joint resolution should 
not ba 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution. It will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the 17 resolution, and, by unanimous 
consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It provides that Thomas R. Proctor, who 
was secretary to the acting rear-admiral commanding the Pacific 

uadron of the United States Navy on actual sea service, and 
who was duly appointed October 1, 1864, and actually performed 
sea service during the war in such capacity until honpratiiy dis- 
charged from the Navy December 12, 1866, shall be deemed and 
taken to have had the relative rank of a lieutenant on the active 
list in the Navy of the United States, and shall be so recorded 
in the Register of the Navy of the United States. Butsuch rela- 
tive rank shall confer no claim whatever to any pay, allowances, 
pension, bounty, or other remuneration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. : / 

Mr. PALMER. I merely wish to ask whether the joint reso- 
lution is reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Itis reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been so reported, the Chair 
will state to the Senator from Illinois. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories to ask that certain letters addressed to that committee 
in reference to the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park 
be printed in document form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none, 
and the letters referred to will be printed as a document. 

ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to report it favor- 


ably, with amendments, and I ask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Sonae, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce was, in section 3, line 1, after the words referred to in,” 
to strike out lines 10 and 11 of,” so as to read: 

SEo.3. Thatthe accesso ks referred to in th 
such booms. dikes, Dieta, or DEHE Boltabloand groper: 8 
fining the flow of water to a permanent channel. and for the guiding ot 
steamboats, rafts, and other water craft safely throuzh the draw and raft- 
ing spans, as shall be reqtred by the Secretary of War, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word 
bridge,“ to insert ‘‘ built;” so as to read: 

Src. 4. That the bridge b 
1 5 ge bullt under this act shall be constructed as aypivot 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as“ amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. HOAR. Task unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic 
through national and interstate commerce and the postal service 
subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. The 
bill is very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him; which will be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. The original bill was introduced by me in the 
first instance. The Committee on the Judiciary have reported 
an amendment to the bill in the nature of a substitute. sup- 
pose it is only necessary to read the substitute, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary; but before concluding was in- 
terrupted by ' 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no desire to object to the consideration 
of the bill, but it is now twenty-five minutes tol o clock, and the 
routine business of the morning has not yet been transacted. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill is very brief indeed, andI hope the Sen- 
ator will allow it to pass. Itis very important that the setting 
up of lotteries in other countries and sending their drawings 
here should be broken up. All the people of Florida, without 
distinction of party, desire this legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN. The entire morning hour yesterday was con- 
sumed in itera na way. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill can not take more than five minutes. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not urge 
his objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The reading is now nearly half through. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and in- 
sert: ; 

That a porton who, within the jurisdiction and subject to the laws of 
the United States, shall contrive, gh a set be eine lottery, so-called 
gift concert, or similar enterprise, offering prizes dependent upon lot or 
chance, or assists in such contriving, proposing, setting up, or drawiug in 
any place within the jurisdiction and subject to the laws of the United 
States, or who, from any place whatever. whether within or without such 
jurisdiction. shall cause to be sold, transferred, or delivered within any place 
subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States, or who s cause 
to be brought within AAF pos subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the 
United States from abroad, or depos: in or carried by the mails of the 
United States, or carried from one State to another in the United States, 
any paper, certificate, or instrument purporting to be or represent a ticket, 
chance, share, orinterest in or dependent upon the event of such lottery, so- 
called giftconcert, orsimilarente: „offering poses dependentupon lotor 
chance, or shall cause any advertisement of such lottery, so-called gift con- 
cert, or similar 8 offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, to 
be brought into the United States, or depositedin or carried by the mails of 
the United States, or transferred from one State to another in the same, 
shall be guilty of afelony, and be punishable inthe first offense by imprison- 
ment for not more than two years or by a fine of not more than #1,000, or 
both, and in the second and after offenses by such any oi ent only. 

SEC. 2. That any — violating any of the provisions of this act may be 
proceeded against by information or indictment and tried and punished 
either in the district at which the unlawful importation was made, or the 
unlawful deposit in the mails was made, or to which the matter deposited 
was carried by mail for delivery according to the directions thereon, or at 
which it is caused to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it is ad- 
dressed, or in either of the districts through which it may have passed in the 
course of interstate commerce. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of sections 3929 and 4041 of the United States 
Revised Statutes as amended. respectively, and the provisions of sections 
2491 and 2492 of the United States Revised Statutes, and of sections 11, 12, and 
18 ot the act of Congress of October 1, 1890, entitled Chapter 1244. An act 
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toreduce the revenue and equaltze duties on imports, aud for other pur- 

and all other visions of law for the r of traffic in or 
circulation of any tickets, chances, shares, orinterests in or other mat- 
ter relating to lotteries, or for the sup ion of traffic in or circulation of 
obscene books or articles of trta; shall apply insupport, aid, and further- 
ance of the enforcement of this act. 

SEO. 4. Thatnot herein contained shall be deemed to re by implica- 
tion sections 3804, 3929, or 4041 of the United States Revised Statutes, or any 
part thereof, nor any provisions of the act of Congress of April 29, 1878, entitled 
An act to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the District of Co- 
lumbia." nor any provisions of the act of Congress of Sgt eel 19. 1890, en- 
ti “An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to 
lotteries, and for other pu: „ nor any provision of the laws whatso- 
ever against the establishment of lotteries, or games, or other schemes. or 
prizes, or chances, or the trafic in or circulation of tickets and other such 
ents, or the publication of advertisements or notices in 
thereto. 

EC. 5. That the powers conferred upon the Postmaster-General by the 
Statute of 1890, chapter 903, section 2, are hereby extended and made appli- 
cable to all letters or other matter sent by mail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER- (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill which has just been read for infor- 
mation. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know but that I shall support the bill. 
However, I should like to have time to look at it. There are some 
singular provisions in it, it seems to me, and there are some very 
nice questions in regard to the jurisdiction of the Federal Goy- 
ernment as I read the bill now. I have just seen it for the first 
time, and I should like to have it go over. > $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. ; : 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
if he can do so, to examine the measure as it is reported by the 
committee, as it is very important that it should pass at an early 
day. It is verysimple. I should like to call it up to-morrow in 
the morning hour. , ; 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. I do not wish to de- 
lay the bill at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I shall endeavor to call it up to- 
morrow morning. 

DISTRICT POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yesterday the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
MARTIN] presented a paper in the formof a petition from Maj, 
Moore, the chief of police of the District of Columbia, in re- 
spect to certain 5 necessary to that force. It was 
by mistake referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. That committee has already reported an amendment. as 
asked for by the chief of police, and it has been referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia sho Id be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition, and it should be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. Lask that that be done. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that 
order will be mide. 


COMMANDER F. W. DICKINS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of two bills of courtesy, I may call them, one of 
which has come unanimously from the House of Representatives, 
and both unanimously from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, permitting certain gentlemen to accept foreign 
decorations. lI ask first for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickens, of the United 
States Navy, to accept the decoration of the cross of naval 
merit of the third class from the King of Spain. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROF. ASAPH HALL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Inow ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of asimilar bill, the bili (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. 
Asaph Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept a gold medal 
from the Academy of Sciences of France. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not intend to object to the consideration 
of the bill, but the practice of asking consent to consider every 
bill when reported consumes the whole morning hour, and we 
do not get beyond the reports of committees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not going to object to the Senator's bill, 
but I give notice that I shall object to the next one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to be heard for a moment to 
correct a misapprehension. These bills have been reported for 
some time, and have been on the Calendar. 

Mr. BARRIS. I was not aware of that fact. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider-the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
tered to 5 engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the order of proceeiing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of committee 

Mr. HARRIS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. PEFFER. If there is no further morn business, i ask 
for the consideration of the resolution submitted by me, coming 
over from a previous day. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is further morni 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning 
yet completed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to introduce a bill, if that order 
has been reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further reports 
of committees, the introduction of bills and joint resolutions is 
the next business in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, greatly encouraged by 
the action of the Senate yesterday with reference to creating an 
additional judicial district in the State of Texas, and after consul- 
tation with the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. Davis], finding that 
the States of Minnesota and Nebraska are alike in great need of 
additional judicial aid, we have prepared a bill providing for an 
additional district judge in each, which will make two United 
States judges in each of the States of Minnesota and Nebraska, 
something that has been very greatly desired for many years. 
I now introduce the bill, and hope the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary will take immediate action with reference to it, and do 
the favor and the justice to the States by reporting it speedily 
for passage. > 

The bill (S. 1920) providing for an additional district judge in 
each of the districts of Minnesota and Nebraska was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, I introduce a bill which. with accompany- 
ing letter from the Commissioners, Lask be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the 
sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters in the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1922) to extend the time for 
making final payments on entries under the presmption act; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1923) for an act to repeal 
section 3412 and 3413 of the Revised Statutes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
zororen to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. y 


business. 
usiness is not 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Calvin Jones tor damages against 
the Government on account of the destruction of property by Unite’ States 
troops be taken from the files and referred to the Committes on Cinims. 


BINDING OF TARIFF COMPILATION. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Ordered, That there be bound, under the direction of the Committee on 
Finance, for the use of the Senate in debate, 20 copies of the Report 334, be- 


ing a comparison in quarto form, with reference margin of H. R. 485$ and ex- 
isting law. 


CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a preceding day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GAL- 
LINGER on the 13th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate in separate lists the names of 
ail clerks and employés appointed, promoted, reduced, and dismissed since 
the ith day of March, 1 and the State to which each such clerk or em- 
piore is accredited; also that such of them as served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States at any time during the war of the rebellion shall be 
designated by some distinguishing mark in each list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The morning hour is so nearly closed 
that I ask unanimous consent that the resolution go over, ro- 
taining its place. 
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AprRin 18, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom New pamp: 

shirə asks unanimous consent that the resolution go over with- 

out losing its place and be laid before the Senate to:morrow 

morning. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 

New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S.1803) to amend the act of June 22, 
1894, entitled An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton,S. Dak.” Itis 
a short bill of only one page and refers to the extension of time 
for building the bridge. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the bill. The Chair lays 
. the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which comes over under the rule. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution providing for a select com- 
mittee to be known as the Committee on Communication. 

Mr. PEFFER. Lask that the resolution be agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by substituting 
the Finance Committee for the select committee provided for 
in the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment to the resolution, which will be stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN.» I should like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to refer the resolution tothe Com- 
mittee on Rules. 5 nits 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task thatit be read before the question is 
taken on the motion to refer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 


on the lith instant, as follows: 


Whereas there exists in many places and on the t of large numbers o 
citizens, indtviduallx and in organized bodies, a aisposition to visit the city 
of Washington for the purpose oi personally presenting to Congress their 
views With respect to pending and prospective measures of legislation; and 

Whereas many of such persons and bodies are reported to be now on their 

hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid: 

Therefore, to the end that these our petitioners shall have fulland respect- 
ful hearing and that proceedings atten their communication with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjec to interruption by the transac- 
tion of other public business, 

‘Be it resolved, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 


o Sergean 
vernment for the use of said committe, 
OA VONE AES anew 8 articles for the convenient dispatch 
of business. 

Mr. PEFFER. There isaslight mistake in the printing of 
the resolution, The last whereas in the official print ought 
to be substituted by the word“ therefore.“ 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
modification will be made. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the motion to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. na 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rules require, as the resolution pro- 

es the organization of a new committee, that it shall be re- 

erred to the Committée on Rules. 

Mr. PEFFER. The resolution proposes to create a select 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the rule requires that the resolu- 
tion shall be referred to the Committee on Rules, because it 


a change of the rules. 
Mr. HARRIS. We on this side of the Chamber can not hear 
the Senator from Ohio. I wish he would speak a little louder. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think therulerequires, as the resolution 
oposes the organization of a new committee, that it should go 
the Committee on Rules. It is a change of the rules; it pro- 
addition to the number of committees. Therefore I hope 
t course will be taken rather than any other. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Clearly so, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Therefore the resolution should go to the 
Committee on Rules by the general rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution proposes the creation of a select committee, and 
that question is not affected by any rule of which the Chair is 
aware. 

Mr. HARRIS. Therulerefers tostanding committees. That 
is certainly true, according to my recollection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, < 

Mr. PEFfER. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRES!DING OFFICER. Is there a second to the demand 
for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. HARRIS. The hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, according 
to the timepiece in the Chamber. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then let the resolution retain its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of Io clock having 


arrived, under the consent agreement of the Senate the Chair 


lays before the Senate the uniinished business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies 
of the fourth edition of the document entitled “Coinage Laws 
of the United States, 1792 to 1594,” prepared under the direction 
of the Committee on Finance. United States Senate. 

The message also announced that tho House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 11,000 ie ot of a special report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department 
on the imports for consumption and the domestic exports for the 
gora 1884 to 1894; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the life and services of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a 
Representative from the State of Ohio: in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print and bind in cloth 1,500 copies of the 
annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senate, on Fri- 
day, the 20th instant, immediately after the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, [ shall submit some observations on 
the pending bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. I beg leave to interrupt the Senator from 
Vermont fora moment. I desire at anearly day tosubmitsome 
remarks to the Senate on the pending bill. I observe that the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] has given notice of 
his purpose to address the Senate on the same subject next Mon- 
day. I wish to inquire whether a notice of my purpose to ad- 
dress the Senate on Tuesday would violate any understanding 
between the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If it does not. I give 
notice that on Tuesday I shall addicss the Senate on this sub- 


ect. 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will 
roceed. 
4 Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, no matter how far-reaching the im- 
portance of the subject under discussion may be, I know how vain it 
would be for me, at 1 o’clock in the day, to seek to deprive the cigar 
symposium of its usnal quorum in the coat room, and I shall only 
hope, by comparative Senatorial brevity, not to weary the unoc- 
cupied mahogany chairs of Senators with merely “wise saws and 
modern instances.” 

The financial and industrial crisis has not yet passed away, and 
it is a wondrous pity that the political interests of the Democratic 
party should require its continuance by a vainglorious and clumsy 
attempt to practically carry out its Chicago tariff platform. poe 


Mr. HOAR. Let the rule be read that requires the reference | the poltical tariff bill now presented, instead of a revenue tariff, 


of the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 


ive more comfort abroad than at home, even to its tired authors, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not informed of oa the rather distended notion of the people in 1892 of Democratic 


the rule the Senator from Ohio relies upon. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the rule to which the Senator 
from Ohio refers? 


statesmanship and infallibility in the construction of asymmetrical 
“tariff for revenue only” has suddenly collapsed. ven their 
mp allies openly jeer and sneer at their work. Their bill 


: Mugwu 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think any addition to the number of com- was barely launched before the very able Senator from New York, a 


mittees is a c 
tee is a change of the rules. 


in the rules. The organization of acommit- | skillful and courageous navigator on stormy seas, declined to sink 


or swim on the unseaworthy craft. Surely the crew should now feel 


1894. 


warned to jump ashore and refuse to go down with the keel-broken 
bill 


The Democracy has the élite habit of shaking hands with free 
trade with itselbow ona level with the top of the head, but droops 
limp and low when 85 per cent protection is demanded and yielded 
on rice. It embraces “revenue reform” like a lover, and presto sees 
“revenue only” in a 55 per cent protection on cuffs and collars. 
Free trade swears eternal fealty to the Democratic goddess of “ free 
raw materials,” but forthwith the goddess is dethroned by the 
Democratic provisional government on the tariff, and protection on 
coal, coke, and iron ore, graciously reinstated, is no longer a ‘‘ cul- 
minating atrocity.” ‘The ferocity of free trade against a ten-million 
bounty on sugar could not be muzzled, but a tax of forty-one mil- 
lions for the protection of sugar cane, a veritable white elephant, 
is welcomed with a smile, slightly puckered. The philosophy of 
the present tariff bill, as confessed by the chairman, that concessions 
had to be made to pass the bill, is found in the dogma that all 

overnment and every prudent act is founded on compromise and 

arter,” by which it will be pl ee how one by one of the fore- 
going capricious favors crawled hurriedly into the tariff bill when 
some Democratic Roman threatened otherwise to appeal unto Cæsar. 
If any Republican begged for favors they were piously pitied and 
then piteously crucified. 

Concerning the rates of duties reported in the tariff bill, it is no 
violation of the confidential relations of the Senate Committee on 
Finance to state now that they were all fixed and determined with- 
out the votes of the Republican members, and against even the 
votes of any hesitating or divergent minority of the Democratic 
members. Thus many of the most important questions may have 
been determined by the small fraction of three or four of a commit- 
tee of eleven, but, while the process of evolution was a great nov- 
elty, it will not be controverted that all the rates of duty are of the 
purest Democratic origin. Tariffs “ for revenue only” prove to be 
only political tariffs, valid only until after the next election. 

The honorable chairman of the Finance Committee, however, in 
his opening speech, declared with real sadness that some parts of 
the tariff bill he presented were consented to under ‘ duress.” 
Legally and constitutionally, therefore, this was such bald coercion 
as to invalidate the whole bill, and the committee are entitled to 
relief from the fraud, which should be promptly granted by the 
Senate. That is, the bill must be wholly ignored or unanimously 
rejected. 1 know of nothing less that will redress the ignominious 
duress” imposed upon the committee. 

The items inserted under ‘‘duress” should never go to a committee 
of conference between the two Houses of Congress to embarrass the 
Senate conferrees, although their action might not be unlike that 
of the boy’s cousins, where he went for an afternoon visit. Coming 
home very hungry, and being asked by his mother if he wasn’t 
invited to supper with them, he answered,“ Yes, but they weren’t 
no hands to urge, I tell ye.” Our conferrees will certainly be ‘No 
hands to urge,” and the “ duress” amendments may be doomed toa 


short shrift. 

But I have other reasons why this bill should be rejected. The 
bill was reported March 20, 1894, to the Senate, with voluminous 
and extraordinary amendments. Twenty days thereafter the same 
committee presented a litter of forty more amendments. Thero is 
little doubt bat that a much larger number will yet be a prime 
necessity, if the committee will only labor and wait, ‘Their chief 
objection to long waiting, perhaps, would be that the committee 
might not find the House of Representatives then constituted with 
a Democratic majority any more in favor of a killing double dose 
of tariff reform than of protection under“ duress” in spots. 

Among the glories of the historic career of Americans none have 
been of greatersplendor than those displayed by manufacturers and 
inventors, Their achievements have excited both the wonder and 
the envy of the Old World, but our much esteemed chairman of the 
Finance Committee [Mr. VOORHEES], unwilling to aggravate our 
national self-esteem, did not seek in his opening tariff speech to 
preno but sought to bury these American manufacturers by a calm, 

liberate, and judicial pronunciamento, charging them and protec- 
tive taritis with such infamy and crimes alternately as “ plunder and 
spoliation,” or ‘‘spoliation and plunder,” “robbery,” and “unbridled 
extortion ;” as ‘colossal taskmasters,” and that there have been 
“millions of blackmail levied by American manufacturers;“ again 
as “sinister, perfidious, and dishonest,” as a“ giant robber, a pred- 
atory monster obstructing the highways of legislation and chai- 
lenging legislators themselves to stand and deliver,” and at last as 
a pod pegs “thief.” 

can not say anything amiss of my greatly esteemed friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, who we all know to be, 
like my Uncle Toby, “ the very quintessence of the milk of human 
kindness,” and I regret that he seems to have made an effort him- 
self to create a different impression by his rather free commentary 
apon the samo financial policy of that established in the first year of 

ashington’s administration for the “protection and encour: 

ment of mannfactures,” with its “infamy” enduring and prospering 
for a hundred years unsnspected, and now, I hope reluctantly, dis- 
closed, though awfully denounced. If, however, the long-bow and 
revolutionary pronunciamento against invisible“ millionaire manu- 
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factnrers” should be thonght by his more advanced colleagues as 
lacking in adequate faror and reverberation let it be noted that it 
was not the fault of the distinguished chairman, but of the epi- 
thetical insufficiency of the English vocabulary to meet the gravity 
of the caso, and it will be conceded that it might have been more 
appropriate to have borrowed the sonorous and deeper-toned lan- 
guage by which the bull against the comet was promulgated. After 
all, the jurors of the country, so far as recently heard from, do not 
seem ina mood to consign all American manufacturers as criminals, 
robbers, and monsters to the penitentiary, nor even to permit any 
reasonably protective tariff to long remain in a Democratic purga- 
to: 


The increase of our manufacturing products from $5,000,000,000 in 
1880 to $9,000,000,000 in 1890 eclipses any progressive growthof this 
or any other cota her all the world’s history, supplemented by the 
further facts that both the amount of capital and the number of 
employés were more than doubled, and while the average of wages 

aid increased 39 per cent, the average prices of manufactures dimin- 
[shed 20 per centum. In 1890, under a Republican régime, the four 
and oak halt millions of employés, with many more millions of their 
dependents, were happy, and over six thonsand millions of capital 
appeared safe and prosperous, In 1894 the half-born Democratic 
tariff bill, now in the Senate, like Milton’s 
Tawny ti wing to freo 
N 
threatens to maim and cripple the whole of our vastly extended 
manufactures, and much of them to absolutely destroy, by an inten- 
tional and vicious surrender to foreigners of the American market, 
This impending hostility has for many months been multiplying a 
sat army of the unemployed. Steam engines have had a rest. 
Dividends have been cut in twain or have wholly Bank- 
ruptcies only seem to flourish. And now, as if to flatten ont all 
hope for the future, not only are the rates of duties to be stubbornly 
docked, but the specificis to be recklessly superseded by the exploded 
ad valorem system, under which duties largely depend upon the 
integrity, or the frequent want of integrity, in the foreign valuation 
set forth in the invoice. 

The proposed general abandonment of specific tariff dnties for 
the obsolete ad valorem system in defiance of the judgment of the 
foremost statesmen thronghout the world, including nearly all our 
own Secretaries of the Treasury, indicates the d ence somewhere 
of enlightened statesmanship, and of all the lessons of ripe e 
rience in handling great national revenue measures. The Walker 
experiment of near y ay years ago, lubricated by the marvelous 
California output of gold, also by our lavish expenditures in the 
Mexican war, and by a foreign famine, creating a temporary demand 
for everything we had to sell, had its objectionable character glossed 
over by unrelated prosperity only for a brief time, but ended in all 
respects as a deplorable failure. 

Ad valorem tariff duties are scornfully shunned by English free- 
traders as well as by European continental pro onists, They 
do not secure a stablé revenue. They require a very large increase 
of custom-house forces, They plunge the Government into multi- 
tudinous and expensive litigation with many importers, They open 
a market to description of goods of the lowest and poorest 
character, rather than of the best, and offer the widest opportuni- 
ties for frand and universal undervaluation to those — 5 do not 
regard cheating custom-house officers as malum in so. 

e tariff portion of this bill makes its destructive purpose promi- 
nent by an assault upon each and every production of the fate 
It cuts the jugular of sheep husbandry by consigning wool to the 
free list and to the tender mercy of free trade. American wool- 
growing in competition with the cheap labor and cheap 8 
of Australia, ica, and South America must perish. Even the 
long-wool sheep for mutton are likely to be mainly supplied by 
Canada, With the removal of 10 cents duty per pound on clot 
wools the flocks upon our thousand hills will disappear. The 
shepherds who have invested more than five hundred millions of 
capital to uphold this industry and to gain a modest support will 
find themselves caught in a tariff thicket to be offered up as a sacri- 
fice to a Democratic theory only. 

The fact that wool, under protection from 1892 to 1893, there was 
an increase in one year of 31,000,000 pounds, conclusively proves 
that it is entitled to continued favor. The further fact that froma 
well-grounded fear of the hostile legislation now impending here, the 
decline in the total valne of sheep from January 1, 1893, to January 
1, 1894, was from $125,909,264 to $89,186,110, or showing a shrinkage, 
according to the Department of Agriculture, of $37,000,000 is only 
a foretaste of the final fate of wool, even in the conntry where the 
annual product now stands the third largest of the world. Tho 
large demand for foreign wool to supply the home deficiency will 
create peremptory demands for gold to balance the adverse foreign 
account. s 

Wool is not only about to be slaughtered, but it seems fore- 
ordained by the Sangrado Democratic leaders that no interest or 
8 of the farmer shall escape being bled by the bill reported. 

rain of all kinds, cattle, horses, sheep, hogs, lard, butter, cheese, 
milk, flax, hemp, hay, straw, eggs, and poultry, are all to bave 
something of their prosperity withdrawn, either by the total loss of 
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* 
rotection or by a radical reduction of tariff duties. This serves 
* show that revenue reformers love our Canadian neighbors much 
better than ourselves. No wonder that the hilarious Tory leader 
there should tell his people that the Wilson bill “gives Canada all 
she wants without surrendering anything.” 

I do not forget, while wool is to be free, that mungo and shoddy 
are to have the protection of a 15 per cent duty. This may ex- 
clade the mungo and shoddy, but it will not exclude the low-grade 
shoddy woolen cloths, which are to be subject only to an ad valorem 
duty, without the specific duty on weight which has heretofore 
successfully served to shut them out. The Wilson bill, therefore, 
will be likely to furnish the dumping ground for a large share of 
the most worthless shoddy goods of Europe. 

But, asif it were not enongh to eripple the home market of the 
farmer, this blind-eyed tariff bill proposes to abrogate all reciproc- 
ity arrangements by which farmers and others secured for their 
products a broader and valuable market abroad. The sudden and 
splenetic abrogation of all these arrangements with foreign nations 
cannot fail to shock their good will and seriously affront our own 

people. 

: Pree traders perversely claim that all duties paid on imported 
manufactures are always paid by the consumers. They forget how 
greatly the enormous competition of nine thousand millions of 
American products in our own and other markets must have reduced 
the prices of manufactures throughout the world; and the claim is 
also refuted by our own experience, which shows that every arti- 
cle that has received any stable tariff protection has been perma- 
nently and largely reduced in price to consumers. This can be 
proven by citing examples of wholesale prices very indiscrimi- 
nately, as follows: 

Two-plyg inrain carpets in 1871, $1 per yard ; 50 cents in 1891. Wil- 
ton carpets in 1876, $3 per yard; $2.10 in 1891. Turks Island salt in 
1871, 45 cents per bushel; 26 cents in 1891. Solar salt in 1871, $2 per 
barrel of 280 pounds; 74 cents in 1891. Cut nails in 1860, 6 cents per 
pound; in 1892, 13 cents. Calico, Cocheco prints, in 1860, 10 cents per 
yard; 1891, 6 cents per yard. Sheetings, 4 x 4, Lawrence; in 1871, 9} 
cents per yard; in 1891, 54 cents. Sugar, fair refining, 9} cents in 
1871, and 2} cents in 1891. Mostof these latest prices are still lower 
to-day. 

The} great wrongs, obliquities, and incongrnities 2 the bill 
will have attention when the details are reached for consideration. 
That the radical changes proposed, if made, will reduce many 
people, hitherto prosperous, to poverty, can hardly bedisputed by 
sane people. The abounding invitations offered by the bill to the 
imports of foreign merchandise must paralyze many important 
American investments. They will, however, give active employ- 
ment to laborers abroad, and to an equal extent diminish that of 
American laborers. The number of the unemployed is likely to be 
multipled, and those who can be employed learn that the first 
step toward free trade is a step down in wages. They Will also learn 
who are to beheld responsible for the disastrous results by the final 
vote recorded upon the bill in the Senate. ; 

The appearance here in the United States Congress at a time of 

rofound peace of a wide-straddling income-tax bill, unheralded 
15 the platform of either of the great parties of the country, and 
only commended by the unsavory example of the Old World oligar- 
chies in distress, must be reckoned as a blunder of unusual magni- 
tude even for a Democratic administration. Certainly we have not 
the excuse of the overtaxed European nations, sorely burdened by 
enormous imperial armies and royal navies, nor the lame justifica- 
tion that our system of raising revenue, with all the past experience 
in its favor, was inadequate and must be superseded to obtain more 
revenue by the rigors to which the subjects of Germany, England, 
Austria, and Italy have been, not e compelled to 
submit. The charge of an excess of revenue, lately iterated against 

rotection is already abandoned by the party whose dominance it 
is expected will cease March 4, 1895, but which is now on a wild 
income hunt for revenue to fill the vacuum to be created bya 
~ Democratic tariff. 

If more revenue, instead of less, had been desired, and not the 

creation of a deficit, solely to make room for an unequal income 
‘tax, more would have been easily obtainable from a light duty on 
some of the articles in the long list now free, or by an increase of the 
tax on malt liquors, and that without the addition of a dime to the 
cost of collection. 
It is to be hoped that the income scheme has not been inspired by 
a willingness on the part of its projectors akin to that of Artemus 
Ward, who announced his 5 that all of his wife's rela- 
tions should enlist or be drafted in our late war, and yet it looks 
very like a thrifty local and sectional scheme to willingly grant to 
others, rather than to its tropical projectors, the honors accruing 
to all contributions made to an income tax. 

I trust those who think, by shutting their eyes that they can 
swallow the income proposition at a single gulp without danger to 
their digestion, or to that of their constituents, will listen while I 
very briefly present what appear to me as some of the objections to 
the measure and which, I fear, will bear heavily upon many humble 
and plain people. 

Any income tax, like the one here proposed, which fixes the tax 
at one rate in its application to all persons, is manifestly unjust. 
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That derived from rent of houses, always needing annual repairs, 
should be less than that on land; that derived from labor, less than 
that upon real property; that from silver mfnes less than that from 
more stable coal mines; and that from professional men, wholly 
8 on tlieir health, less than that upon brewers and dis- 
tillers, To make pines equal, some discrimination must be made. 

Pitt introduced the British income tax during the Napoleonic war. 
After the peace if was repealed on the ground that it onght to be 
exclusively reserved for times of war; and when reimposod in 1842 it 
was promised that it should be only temporary. Sir . ohn Lubbock, . 
in the North American Review, recently quoted Mr. Gladstone as 
having stated, though the tax was „an engine of gigantic power for 
great national urposes,” there were “circumstances attending its 
operation which make it difficult, perhaps-impossible, or at any 
rate not desirable, to maintain it as a portion of the permanent and 
ordinary finance.” 

The poor excuse for an income tax now is that a precedent has 
been found for it in that first enforced here in 1863, the prodigal 
extremes of which were copied then, as now, from the British stat- 
utes, but then only tolerated by us in consequence of the extraor- 
dinary exigencies of a great civil war. The measure now resur- 
rected, with its grave clothes still adhering to it, is to be imposed 
upon our people as a redemption of the latest Democratic national 
pledge to diminish taxation. Yet the party which thus promised 
reform and was pledged to remove war taxes by ‘‘a tariff for reve- 
nue only” now proposes to revive the most obnoxious of all the war 
taxes, and still expects to be trusted for its political honesty. We 
can hardly fail to be reminded of the reply made to Gil Blas when 
he told the horse dealer that ‘‘He l trust to his honesty,“ and 
was answered back by the horse dealer,“ When you appeal to my 
honesty you tonch my weak point.” Were we to appeal to the 
honesty of fanatical tariff reformers, it is to be feared we might 
touch their weak point. 

Thirty years ago our country was afflicted by all the miseries of 
the greatest of civil wars, and there can be none worse. The rebel- 
lion had its supporters in the largest half of the territory of the 
United States, with some aid and comfort elsewhere from those 
who were willing to let the wayward sisters go in peace,” and 
the full sympathy of the Whig and Tory party leaders in Great 
Britain, as well as a French fellow conspirator in Louis Napoleon. 
Millions of men had been summoned to the bloody conflict, already 
punctuated by many battles, and involving a daily expenditure of 
millions of dollars which it was then impossible to borrow. In 
this grim crisis the patriotic North, eager for victory and impatient 
of delay, cried out, ‘On to Richmond!” and louder yet to Congress, 
“Tf more money is wanted, put on the taxes!” Thus it was, with 
cannon resounding within earshot of the Capitol, that the war in- 
come tax had its melancholy birth, and what was then the extreme 
medicine required amidst a most formidable rebellion is now to be 
offered, during profoundest peace, as our perpetual and regular diet. 
Can it be that our Southern brethren are ready, instead of repeal- 
ing war taxes, to make the remembrance of the late war immortal 
by perpetuating one of its notable grievances? 

In 1862 the income tax was reported in a general revenue bill by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, yet with reluctance, and it was 
then admitted by the committee to be less defensible than any other 
portion of the bill, but being for the maintenance of the Union it 
was supported by a rousing loyal majority, although fourteen neg- 
ative votes were recorded, and among them the names of such dis- 
tinguished Democrats as Mr. Vallandigham, Mr. Voornees, and Mr. 
Pendleton. 

The income tax now proposed in the Democratic tariff bill includes 
the dividends of banks, insurance, railroad, manufacturing, and gas 
companies, together with all business institutions, whether incor- 
porated or not, which issue stock upon which interest or dividends 
shall be paid or accrue, whether paid or not. No owner of stock, 
little or much, in these institutions is to escape an extra tax thereon, 
The men, women, and children, who by rubbing and scrubbing indus- 
try have become the owners of any shares in corporations by which 
apossible semiannual dividend has been earned, will feel, when that 
dividend has been cut and clipped by a national income tax, that 
they have been subjected to heartless and indefensible injustice. 
Even the farmers, who in their towns have clubbed together to 
establish town creameries, will find their dividends are to be taxed. 

Our country is dotted all over with institutions essential to the 
general welfare, where the capital is not mainly made up by the 
rich, but largely contributed by those in moderate or humble cir- 
cumstances, to aid local prosperity, and who are anxious to have 
some little savings treasured up to meet old age and all the vicissi- 
tudes of human life. But this Democratic income tax boldly grabs 
each one of these helpless parties and snatches its grim and paltry 
tribute. If a poor widow, whose husband has left her an income of 
$500 in the stock of some bank, should be absurdly told by an income 
erank that this is a tax upon the corporation and no tax upon her, 
will she believe it? No; but she might warn him to beware of the 
fate of that ancient liar, Ananias. 

The stockholders of the great Pennsylvania Railroad number 
27,665, and yet 26,684 of this number receive in 5 per cent annual 
dividends less than 61,000 each from the company; but all will be 
subject to the income tax. The number o stockholders in the 
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Lehigh Valley Company is 9,021. Only 22 of these receive in their 
custom: 5 per cent dividends so much as $4,000, and among 
those with limited holdings there are 4,500 women, or more than 
half of the whole company. These are examples that might be 
multiplied by the facts in most other corporations of the victims 
selected oY this grossly unequal income tax. i 

The bald assumption, therefore, that the income tail to the tariff 
bill would impose a tax merely upon large accumulations of wealth, 
or upon no one having less than $4,000, is a rickety pretense, or 
rather a robust fraud. Instead of only touching persons with the 
income of $4,000 or over it would beyond all question smitea greater 
multitude haring less than even $1,000. e House Ways and 
Means report elaborately declared that. 

The committee see no hardship in requiring those who have incomes of more 
than $4,000 per year to pay 2 per cent of all in excess of that amount to carry 
al — overnment under which it has been accumulated and by which it is pro- 


The committee thus clearly and adroitly conveyed the idea that 
they were about to tax only the ‘‘incomes of more than $4,000 a 
year,” and to cover all others with their paternal exemption from 
an income tax. When the ostrich hides its head in the sand, its 
other end swings higher up, and the fact can not be hidden that this 
committee saw no hardship in requiring a far more numerous class 
who have incomes of less than $4,000 to pay on every dollar of it, if 
its source was from a corporation. 

When those having an income in excess of $4,000 a year, including 
Senators, Representatives, and others receiving salaries from the 
Government, came to be paternally considered and protected by the 
lonely architects of the income . to the Democratic tariff 
bill, they carefully provided for the deduction and exception from 
returns of income in excess of $4,000, or ‘‘the amount of income 
received from institutions or corporations whose officers, as required 
by law, withhold a per centum of the dividends, interest, gain, 
profits, and income made by such institutions,” * * ‘‘and except 
that portion of the salary or pay received for services in the civil, 
military, naval, or other service of the United States, including 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, from which 
the tax has been deducted.” 

Those with large incomes are thus to be scrupulously shielded 
from injustice, while those of less wealth or less dignity, if they 
have been so stupid or so ignorant of Democratic finance and malice 
as to invest their small fortunes in ay bank or other corporation, 
will have to pay to the uttermost farthing without any deductions. 
No incomes of anybody from such wicked sources, except the $4,000 
men, are to have Democratic charity or forgiveness. The small 
fish are to be caught in an income net from which the big fish can 
leap out. The widow’s mite as well as the sole income of the 
orphan is to be diminished by the Government of 66,000,000 people 
heretofore claimed to be the most prosperous of the world. 

Can a Democratic Congress feel proud which makes such conspie- 
uous discrimination in favor of wealth and official position, and 
which is wont to enter a tariff closet and shut the door to pray? 
“God, I thank thee, that I am not as the rest of men, extortioners, 
unjust, adulterers, or even as this publican. I give tithes of all 
that I get.” Can such a Congress be proud of this ill-born income 
bantling, never wont to be owned or caressed here except in the 
face of grim-visaged war, as their crowning grace and consumma- 
tion of a promised but miscarried “tariff for revenue only”? 

Even those in the grammar of 8 economy will hardly deny 
that the removal of the tariff from foreign manufactures must to 
the whole extent of an income substitute tax put the burden entirely 
upon Americans. 

The income tax bill, by its proposed seizure of many important 
objects of taxation upon which the several State governments have 
hitherto been largely dependent for a considerable part, in some 
States for the whole of their annual support, will prove a serious 
invasion of the sources upon which they now largely base their tax- 
ation. Nearly every State imposes a tax upon the real estate and 
personal Property: of its citizens, especially upon their stock in rail- 
roads and banks, mills and factories, and their coal, iron, copper, 

‘old, and silver mines, their stone, slate, and marble companies 
their debts and bonds due and collectible. All these sources an 
all corporations which yield dividends or interest are now to be 
squeezed and stripped first by the National Government, and then 
be subjected to a second stripping by the States. This double tax- 
ation is a wholly unnecessary and unealled-for intrusion of the 
United States into the domains long exclusively occupied by the 
several States, and they will not welcome with alacrity a joint 
occupancy, though it be with a great and superior power. It is the 
old case of Ahab, moved by Jezebel, of coveting Neboth's vineyard, 
when Ahab held a far more ample and legitimate field about to be 
abandoned to free trade. 

This ill-timed income tax is even to hold gifts of personal prop- 
erty as legitimate objects of its tyranny. The tokens of regard 
bestowed upon parties celebrating their golden wedding must all 
be accounted for and their value sworn to before a notary public as 
component parts of their annual accretions. Or, if an aged man, 
confident that the filial affection of his son would care for his future 
wants, should think it better to be relieved from growing burdens, 
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and should therefore transfer to his son as a gift his personal prop- 
y even such a gift must pay toll to the General Government. 

5 my income tax under this bill, with its partial exemp- 
tions, would be so light that I should be ashamed to grumble about 
the tax. At my time of life it can not hurt me much nor very long, 
and above all others the members of Congress 3 this tax 
should not escape from it. Nor does the very small number in the 
State I have the honor in part to represent, who may be taxed on 
incomes of $4,000 or more, excite my solicitude., But the great wrong 
to which I would call attention is that of the numerous small stock- 
holders of every business corporation that ever earns a dividend are 
to be subjected to an income tax, however inconsiderable and frag- 
mentary may be the amount of their whole personal income or means 
of support. 

A not less serious objection is that, like the tariff part of the bill 
proposed, it is local and sectional in its application and throws the 
onus principally upon the Northern States. This will be obvious to 
those who examine the record of the income tax from 1863 to 1873 
which shows that during these ten years while the total tax collected 
was$347,220,897.20, only $11,004,389.20 were collected from the eleven 
States once known as the Confederate States. The State of New 
York paid in one year $21,340,000.19, or just about twice as much. 
Of course the North was not ignorant of what the result would be 
then, nor is the South ignorant of what the result would be now. 
The latter feel no doubt that the best place for an income tax is 
that long ago pointed out for a boil, on some other fellow, 

We are all proud of having more railroads in number and extent 
than any other conntry, and, after getting them, there is no other 
country where they are treated more shabbily. They are fixtures 
and must so remain, although many are obstructed by hostile legis- 
lation, from earning anything beyond their running expenses. The 
United States Governmentshould not participate with the States in 
processes of contiscating the large investments already made or yet 
to be made, which promote commerce, cheapen the transportation 
of travolers, freight, and mails, and aid the general prosperity of 
States, towns, and cities. The income-tax bill will first levy 2 per 
cent on all dividends of railroads, and second will levy the same 
amount of tax upon their indebtedness, that is, upon the interest 
due and to be pen on their mortgage bonds. For example, the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, with a capital of $30,000,000, recent] 
paying no dividends and which now pays but a limited one, ei} 
owes on a long series of mortgage bonds upward of $80,000,000 
with interest varying from 4 to 7 per cent.“ The income derived 
from the capital is now not only to be assessed, but the interest paid 
ont on all its indebtedness, amounting to almost three times that 
of its capital. The bonds bearing the lowest rate of interest will 
be clipped as well as those bearing the highest, The railroad com- 
pany does not repudiate its contract, but the General Government 
as the sovereign guardian of the public honor, is not to hesitate to 
receipt for its 2 per cent with all the moral obliquity included, 

If this company, or any other 1 0 mortgage bonds, should 
desire, or be compelled, to obtain a new loan or to renew an old one, 
it must confront the fact that its indebtedness, as well as gains and 

rofits, are to be taxed by the United States, and the terms for such 
oans will be more onerous and difficult to negotiate. In times of 
business depression railroads have little power to curtail expenses, 
while their receipts daily vanish. Anyone who will consult Poor's 
Railroad Annual will find that the number of railroads doing an 
immense business with very small net profits, and with bonds 
amounting to millions outstanding, isexceedinglynumerous. Under 
free trade and income taxes on both dividends and debts payable, 
existing railroads are likely to find their embarrassments mult piled, 
but not by any further decades of improvident and magnificen 
extensions, 

The policy of some rugged partisans is to hold as their enemies all 
corporations, however beneficent, as the cannibal Feejee Islanders 
once held Christian people, and though these fanatical partisans may 
love and forgive them, they really love them best roasted. 

The Democratic party ery for years has been against all internal- 
revenue taxes except possibly those on malt anid spirituous liquors. 
The revolution now proposed is to give the lead to these taxes, hith- 
erto anathematized, and so minimize customs revenue that even inci- 
dental protection shall be impossible. 

Should this bill, aided by the" concurrent action of the Senate, 
ever reach the dignity of a law enacted by Congress, I should-pro- 
foundly regret it on account of the dire calamities with which its 
tariff chapters are pregnant. ‘Throughout the world it would also 
be regretted by the friends of free popular government that the 
great Republic of the United States, though everywhere at peace, 
should forfeit its ancient reputation of a treasury properly sup- 
ported and seldom empty, and suddenly earn the poor fame of being 
unequal to the legislative task of proposing a revenue measure for 
the ordinary support of the Government without a frantic and 
desperate resort to an income tax—the resort only of nations which 
are always wrestling with financial deficits. Surely we can not 
afford to decorate the annals of our Republic with a vile copy off 
this foreign excrescence. j 
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Mr. MILLS. I wish to announce that on Tuesday next, at 1 
o’clock, I shall submit to the Senate some remarks on the pend- 


ing bill. 

Sir. TURPIE. Mr. President, we may recur to a past quite 
recent, that day in November, when we thrust from his place a 
Republican Chief Magistrate, then in office—when we chose a 
Democratic President by the largest majority both of the States 
and the people recorded in modern times. This unparalleled 
unanimity of the popular vote and voice had a real significance. 

The people do not range themselves in overwhelming num- 
bers on one side without reason or without design. Whatever 
else that design may have been, it was not to support or to 
retain the policy of the defeated minority. That had been 
ruthlessly condemned and set aside. Even Ohio, the ancient 
fortress of the opposition limped very lamely into line and the 
ballot opinion of Massachusetts melted or moldered into some 
dim semblance of the form of political truth and rectitude. 

The effect of this signal defeat of the party of so-called pro- 
tection is not at all changed by the circumstance that avery few 
of the minority States inelectionsheld uponnational issues have 
since voted in the same way asthey did before. Itisan old, stale 
artifice to count the minority twice, once before and again after 
the polls are closed. 

The ty beaten in the late Presidential contest had some- 
thing for which they fought and struggled, something which 
mes ut to hazard in that contest and lost. Is it not a singular 
pos on that those who won should loss and that the losers 
should win in anywise that which they had staked and lost? 

Our first taviff law bears date July 4, 1789. The First Congress 
had only been in session about two months. Mr. Madison was a 
member of the House of Representatives, the principal advo- 
cate of the measure, and was a member of the committse which 
_ framed it. The following is the preamble of the act: 


Whereas it is noong for the support of Government and to discharge 
the debts of the United States and for the encouragement and protection of 
manufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandises im- 


It will be seen that the support of the Government. and the 
discharge of its debts are first mentioned; the encouragement 
and protection of manufactures are subsidiary and secondary ob- 
— of the act. If anything were needed to show the true re- 

tions which these two sub ects occupied toward each other in 
the bill, it will be found in the terms and text of the enactment. 
The highest duty imposed upon any importation is 15 per cent— 
it is that placed upon imported coaches, chariots, chaises, and 
carr This tax would be necessarily paid only by the well- 
to-do. Itisaspecial tax on wealth. It was not objected to as 
socialistic, as un-American, or as class legislation. The duties 
levied. by this old law are, nearly equally divided as to specific 
and ad valorem. There is not a line or rate of prohibition in 
the entire act. The whole levy is made for revenue. 

Mr. Madison had addressed the House on the 9th of April 
noon the subjeetol the pending bill, using, among other remarks, 

e following language: 

In the first place, [own myself the friend of a very free. system of com- 
merce, and hold it as a truth that commercialshackles are generally unjust, 

ve, and impolitic. It is also a truth that if industry and labor are 
left to take their own course they will generally be directed to those objects 


which are most productive, and this in a more certain and direct manner 
than the wisiom of the most enlightened legislature could point.out. Nor 


do I think that the national interest is more promoted by such restrictions 


than that the interest of individuals would be promoted by legislative inter- 
ference directing the particular application of their industry. * * * The 
same argument holds good between nation. and nation and between parts of 
the same nation. 


Thus far Mr. Madison. 
and approved this bill, and the members of 5 who 
passed it were contemporaries of the Constitution. They were 
charter members of the Grand Lodge of Liberty wherein we 
dwell. They certainly understood the tenor and purpose of the 
charter. They framed its policies, not only for their own age, 
but for all time. The fathers did not even conceive the notion 
of levying tariff duties—not to be collected—of levying duties so 
high as to prevent collection. They rejected the policy of ex- 
clusion. They chose and preferred that which Mr. Madison de- 
scribed as ‘‘a very free system of commerce” subject only to re- 
strictions needed for 8 of revenue. 

Were these men the friends and patrons of British policy? 
Were they the enemies of American labor and of American 
wage-earners? They were never accounted such. Were they 
accounted enemies of our manufactures? Never at any time in 
the history of the Government. They provided for their en- 
couragement and protection, but that encouragement was only 

such as is necessarily afforded by the imposition of duty rates 

upon foreign merchandise. They tolerated and allowed all im- 
They throttled at the very start all monopolies. 

And there is another portion of this early speech upon the 


Washington, who as President signed 
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tariff worthy of our s notice. In speaking of the business 
of the country Mr. Madison said: = . 

In my opinion it would be r also means urag- 
ing * staple ot . . 1 89 be 
justly styled the staple of the United States. „ è With respect to man- 
ufactures, other couniries may and do rival us, but we may be said to have 
a monopoly of agriculture. The possession of the soli and thelowness of its 
price give us as much of a mon: ly in this case as any nation has themo- 
opor of any article whatever, but with this advantage to us, that it can 
neither be shared nor injured by rivalship. 

These statements are as true to-day as the day they were 
uttered. There have been many and great changes since that 
time, but the relative position of agricultural to other pursuits 
in this country is not changed; it still retains the primacy. 
Manufactures have added thousands and millions to the census 
table of the national wealth, but agriculture has enlarged it by 
billions; not by acres, but by empires it hasenlarged our tillable 
area. Since 1/89 it has not only kept pace with but it has far 
distanced every other branch of industry. 

Much now is heard in this Chamber upon the other side about 
the business of the country, the business interests of the country, 
the business of the people. What, then, is the business of the 
country, par excellence? The real business of this country or ol 
any other must be that vocation in which the most ol its inhabi- 
tants are engaged. The last census shows that of the whole 
number engaged in industrial pursuits among us, nearly one-half 
are farmers, and if to these be added the number of those engaged 
in the manufacture of agricultural implements, as directly de- 
pendent on the plow as those who follow it, it will be found 
that those thus engaged in the tillage of the soil largely exceed 
in number those of any other calling, and are considerably more 
oon those employed in all other industrial callings taken to- 

er. 

ee the interests of this business and the products thereof 
exceed those of every other and of all others in immeasurable 
proportion. The products, cereals and cotton, the ee 
products of beef, pork, cattle—these make our exports wi 
which we trade and pay in the open market. They make our 
exports, such as they are. They are not what they should be. 
Europeans have bought much farm produce abroad in later 
years—more than ever before, but not here. Neither did they 
voluntarily leave our markets; they have been driven hence by 
that embargo upon commerce, that interdict of trade induced by 
the policy of prohibitory tariff exclusion. 

They still purchase here, not when they might, but only of 
necessity when they must. People will buy their grain where 
they sell their goods or where they have a chance of selling 
them: at least where they are not forbidden tosell them. The 
consequence is we are exporting gold to pay debts which would 
have been paid otherwise long ago, if we could have had a 
normal demand, a full market, and fair prices for the surplus 
products of American husbandry—the AS business.of the coun- 


Would vou prorat American labor or American laborers? 
You will find the greater pai of these upon the farm. Would 
you protect American capital? You will find its largest, safest, 
and most permanent investmentin the farm. All the plants of 
all the manufacturing machinery in the country sold in good 
times at fair prices would not buy the farms and their improve- 
ments in the five States formed out of that territory formerly 
called the Northwest. All the other great lines of industrial 
pursuits are secondary and in some sense dependent upon this 
principal vocation. 

To be ringing eternal changes upon the business of the coun- 
try, omitting that of the field and farm, is much us if a visitor 
to the capital, strolling leisurely through the Mall, should re- 
turn without seeing the Monument. 

Manufactures and commerce flourish best when this. leading 
vocation of our people enjoys its greatest prosperity. The 
farmer is deeply interested in the repeal of the existing tariff 
and in the re luetion of the present high rate of duty. Protec- 
tion and prohibition cut him to the quick; whether he be buyer 
or seller, they clip his purse at both ends. 

I concur in what was said the other day by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kansas who sits farthest from me [Mr. PEFFER], that 
the farmer is very little benefited by the duties levied upon or- 
dinary farm produce. He is interested in the duty rate upon 
other articles much more. Take this as a single instance: The 
nearest and closest thing to the farmer not immediately con- 
nected with his own work is iron. The price of iron concerns 
him almost as much as that of grain. Iron is the basis of the 
whole metal schedule. I have the following statement of the 
percentage of the rates of that schedule, carefully prepared: 


Under the sent law the rate is 58.48, 
Under the use bill it is 35.06. 
Under the Senate bill it is 81.52. : 


With iron ore on the free list, the House bill has the higher 
tax rate on the metal schedule; with iron ore on the dutiable list 
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the Senate bill has the lower. This, of course, is due to its 
r reduction upon the other forms and products of iron in 
list. Either bill maks a reduction of 23 per cent upon the 

rate of the McKinley law. 5 
This reduction upon iron and its various forms is one of the 
most notable features in the measure of reform. There has been 
no such thing for thirty-three years. It will lessen the prices 
of steel rails, wheels, axles, and the whole means of transporta- 
tion. Lower freights and fares will follow, and the farmer will 
make these gains with loss to noone. Even the lips of steel of 
the telegraph will carry their message more joyously, relieved 
of the onerous tribute now paid to the wireworms of the metal 


trust. 

This will add fertility to the soil, it will fatten the furrow, it 
will induce a rise long delayed in the price of lands by a large 
and continued appreciation of land products. It is along step 
in the path of that progress which will give to what Mr. Maci- 
son called the ‘staple ” its due and just supremacy. 

We were entertained in this Chamber the other day by a ré- 
sumé, very ornate and elegant, of the contrasted theories of 
Laissez faire and legislative intervention in the progress of hu- 
man affairs. 3 with delightful views in highly col- 
ored perspective of the beauties of the protective system. We 
can not afford to discuss mere abstractions. We know that 
neither free trade nor prohibitory tariff will produce revenue. 
‘Therein these two extremes meet. Let us avoid both, let us take 
the middle ground between them, like our fathers in the begin- 


It was said in that same discourse that we should preserve 
our own market by making importations unprofitable.” That 
is, by miig. tarif rates so high as to prevent importations, 
This is the key of what is called the protective position. j 

But the prohibition of imports leads directly to the formation 
of trusts and combinations, which control and limit production 
by those who own the whole commodity and markand label their 

- Wares at their own rates and figures. And these trusts hold in 
their capacious pools the whole line of wares and manufactures, 
from a child’s doll to the huge beam of structural iron and Bes- 
semer steel. Now,if any one of the myriads of consumers in 
our country wants a trust article he may get it for a given sum 
of money, a sum fixed by the executive board or committee of 
the trust; if he can not or will not pay that sum, he must do 
without it. The trust owns and controls the entire product. 

if he buys the article, what is the transaction? the dealer 
who furnishes the goods a seller? Not at all; he is only an agent 
or purveyor for the delivery of the trust goods. What is the 
customer who gets them? He has nothing to doin fixing the 
value of the goods or their price. Is thisa market? Is nota 
market a place or condition where buyers and sellers may meet 
on equal terms, where bargains are made, and where prices are 
fixed and settled by mutual agreement at the time of the trans- 
action? Here isaplace and condition without purchasers, with- 
out prices, without sales. It is a hideous misnomer to call this 
amarket. But yes, verily, this is a market. It is our own 
market preserved "—pickled like a pod in a glass jar; it is the 
“home market,” saved, secured, seasoned, salted, sealed in the 
tingling brine of the taritf trust. 

Many centuries ago the statutes of all Europe were filled with 

enactments fixing the price on commodities. So many shillings 

a bushel, per yard, or gallon were made by law the price. This 

polia was long ago abandoned in all countries not only as use- 
ess, but mischievous. The protectionist has revived it in the 

United States. 

Our ancient forefathers provided that these prices should be 
fixed by the Legislature or the magistrates, leaving it at least 
to a disinterested tribunal; but the modern protectionist, with 
shameless insolence, provides by law that the prices shall be 
fixed by the owners of the goods to be sold. 

The honest dealer or manufacturer asks no protection for pro- 
teotion's sake; he asks none and needs none; he preserves our 
own market by the excellence of his wares, by his tact in suit- 
ing the taste of the purchaser, and by the fairness of his prices. 
Under a tariff for revenue the most heavily protected dealer or 
maker under the present law will keep the market in the same 
manner. He knows that in the face and eye of open competi- 
tion he can do nothing else. No one is alarmed about the flood 
or deluge of foreign goods. Dealers will not wait till the ship 
comes in; they will discount its coming, and retain their cus- 
tomers by reducing prices to a fair rate. It is a well-known 
law of trade that the opportunity and the ability to compete has 
the same effect. on prices as actual rivalship. f 

Among other things, it was again stated in the same discourse, 
urged with all the zeal of repetition, with all the fervor of reit- 
eration, that the wage-earner was benefited by a h rate, by 
the highest rate, of taxation. To state such afallacy is to refute 
it. But in behalf of this monstrous fiction we were again re- 
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minded that wages are higher in this country than in pe 

This well-worn maxim of monopoly was refurbished with 4a 

carious air ae it reminded us of that teasing bard who chaffed 
e katydid: 


Thou sayest an undisputed thing 
In such a solemn way. 

It is true that wages are higher in this country than in Eu- 
rope. We rejoice in this truth; we trust it will never be other- 
wise. Wages have been higher here under every form of tariff; 
under the highest, under the lowest, under the medium rate of 
taxation they have still been upheld. The wage rate in the 
United States has not been and could not have been maintained 
by the tax rate. Labor in this country owes nothing to pro- 
hibitory tariff protection. 

The protection it enjoys here is self-protection--a protection 
self-earned, self-guaranteed and secured, fortressed in the land 
and homes of the free. Organized labor has earned, as it most 
worthily deserved, recognition under the laws of the several 
States in aid of the great system of voluntary association founded 
upon the instinct of self-preservation, and these beneficent in- 
fiuences have enabled the units of the laboring masses for them- 
polyo to achieve the high standard of American wages and 
living. 

The most constant enemies of this high-wage standard have 
been and to-day are that class of incorporations who have con- 
trolled what are known as the protected industries. I am glad 
to learn that at least one Federal judge hasa few days ago given 
judicial sanction and recognition to the rights and interests of 
organized labor. Ha has aflrmed the right to quit, its lawful- - 
ness, its legality; peaceably to quit; the right to quit, a right 
as inalienable as the right to life or libarty. 

This right is the basis of the strike, ihe only effectual remon- 
strance against the tyranny and Ne of the incorporated 
employer. This right distinguishes the man, the free agent, 
from the machine or the automaton. It differences the labor of 
a free man or woman from thatof the horse or the ox or the 
steam engine or the electric motor. It does not inhere in char- 
ters or ordinances, not even in flesh and blood, but it inheresin 
the will, the will of the worker; it is an attribute of the heart, 
of the mind, of the soul, and, like the spirit, indestructible. 

The recognition of this right will lead gradually to a read- 
justment of the relations between the employed and their em- 
ployers; it will allay and assuage hatred and animosities; it will 
induce a peaceable arbitrament of differences between them. 
We may safely leave labor, under the auspices of this benign 
judgment, in its own hands for protection, a protection real and 
actual, builded upon the justice of its cause. 

Ido not preven to compare the merits of the House and Sen- 
ate bills. h has its peculiaradvantages; but there are some 
most beneficentfeatures which arecommontoboth. Both carry 
with them an unconditional repeal of the McKinley 5 
so large and gracious that it suffices to cover all over a multitude 
of minor defects. Both enlarge the fres list and reduce taxation 
upon the means of life and living. In one respect the two bills are 
one. They put revenueat the front and keepitthere. Theyalike 
discard and ignore the dogma and the practice-of prohibitor: 
protection. th these bills reaffirm and reproclaim the trut 
set forth by our illustrious statesmen of the Revolution in the 
first law of the First Congress onthis subject. It is not lawful 
to ne all the people except for the benefit of all, nor for any less 
number. 

Both these bills lay a tax on sugar; they differ as to the rate 
and as to the grade of sugar so taxed; butneither of them places 
upon any sort of sugar a tax of 2 cents a pound, such as is im- 
posed in the presentlaw. There is one branch of manufactures 
which our committees have seen fit wholly to destroy—the 
bounty on bonbons, comfits, and confections of the saccharine sub- 
sidy trust. 

We have paid off the sugar pensions for the last 8 
000,009. This payment helped to make the deficit and to compel 
the loan by the Treasury. 

Upon inguiry at the office of the Attorney-General it will be 
found that in a few days we shall have settled and paid off the 
last of the election pensions, the per diem and mileage of the 
Republican marshals and supervisors who strove so hard in their 
attempt to protect protection at the polls. 

When we have at last paid off all the sugar pensions and the 
election pensions granted under the old law, and forbidden any 
such things under the new, the taxee 8 by the people will be 
honestly used to pay other debts and dues of the United States 
of infinitely greater obligation and importance. 

It has been said that we must approach the task of tariff re- 
form very cautiously and circumspectly, that the work must be 
done slowly, that many of the changes proposed are violent and 
revolutionary, and they willdisarrange the affairs and disturb 
the existing relations of trade and exchange. Is good ever to 
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take the place of evil or supplant it without some sort of change 
and agitation? 

There have been four face changes in the tariff law since 
the war; the first in 1861, the second in 1867, the third in 1883, 
the last in 1890. All these changes were made in the same di- 
rection—upward. I had the honor of serving here at the time 
of the passage of the McKinley act, the last and highest assess- 
ment made in this sort of taxation. That bill, like the others, 
was passed by the Republican majority without the slightest 
8 the effect of change or disarrangement now so much 

ruited. 

That act was pa here after it had been overwhelmingly 
condemned by the people at the polls. It was asked with ex- 
ceeding indignation, on the other side of the Chamber, why 
should the protected industries be hindered in their peaceful 
vocation of pillage merely becuse the plain people of the coun- 
try had ob‘ected to such pursuits? The bill was passed, never- 
theless, with earnest opposition upon our part; without the 
slightest factious opposition it became the law, marking the 
highest degree upon the tariff protection barometer. 

We may now very clearly comprehend the philosophy of dis- 
turbance, As long as taxes are made higher, all is peace and 
quiet; when it is proposed to make taxes lower, then there isa 
great outcry about frightful disorder. 

It is true the financial condition has changed much since the 
last Presidential election, and yet more since the meeting of the 
two national conventionsat Minneapolis and Chicago. We have 
been touched—touched as an earthquake touches a province or 
an island in the sea—with sudden ruin and disaster; we are yet 
trembling from the effects of this touch. 

This great catastrophe befell the country when all the Repub- 
lican policies of finance, trade, and taxation were in full force 
and vigor. That these policies should have existed and been 
in operation during quiet times and ordinary seasons might be 
expected, but we have been constantly told, nay assured, by our 
political opponents thatthey were steadfast, stable, permanent 
that they would answer any emergency and stand the test of 
every storm and trial. 

The McKinley act was ta furnish under all circumstances suffi- 
cient,abundantlysufficient revenue for the support of the Govern- 
ment, Instead of that we find a deficit in the third yearafter its 
enactment—a deficit threatening to grow larger. It had prom- 
ised increase of wages and of work. hearmy of the unemployed 
has steadily added to its forces, and wages have as steadily di- 
minished. How did the Sherman get. a masterpiece in finance, 
so called, and all these others meet the touch? How did they 
resist it? How did they withstand its impact? They shrunk 
at its first approach; they fled with terror when it came. 

Only months afterwards did this same class of financiers who 
gave us these measures as law muster up courage, backed by 
the most disinterested and unselfish patriotism, to lend ata high 
rate of interest to the Government money to tide over the def- 
icit which their own policy had created. 

Instead of the present troubled conditions being an argument 
for the continuance of the existing lawsthey make the strongest 
reason for their immediate and speedy ees Saree 

The Constitution provides that Congress shall have the power 
to levy and collect duties, imposts, and excises. These three 
modes of taxation are in the same clause; they stand upon the 
same and equal footing. Alland each received the sanction and 
approval of our fundamental lawgivers. No objection can be 
made to their constitutionality. The whole question, if one be 
raised as to the exercise of either, isoneofexpediency. Neither 
can be denounced as un-American, as contrary to the spirit of 
our institutions, as monarchical, or as contrary to any phase of 
freedom. Todo this is to accuse Franklin of betraying liberty, 
and todenounce Washington as wanting in wisdom or patriotism. 

Excise is probably the oldest method of taxation. It at first 
was a tax paid in kind. As its name implies, something cut from 
or taken out of the articles taxed, things always actual and tan- 
gible. The impost was a sum imposed, placed upon things not 
so tangible, such as incomes, sales, rents, contracts, deeds. The 

tal rates are instances of imposts usually paid in advance. 
ties were taxes of a mixed character, partaking of the nature 
of both excise and imposts. Duties are imposed, like imposts 
roper, upon goo is imported, but they are paid in money, never 
kind,as excises were formerly paid. All of these taxes are 
levied upon the avails or procezd3 of property of some kind, 
tangible or incorpore ul. Excises, for example, those upon spirits 
and tobacco, are levied upon sales. Duties are of the same char- 
acter. The income tax is an impost usually assessed upon rey- 
enues, corporate or individual. 

None of these taxes are direct. The States alone ordinarily 
levy taxes upon property as such, to be paid by the owner. Th» 
tax upon sales, whether it be called excise or duties, whether it 
be laid upon foreign or domestic goods, is levied not upon the 


property, butupon the anticipated proceeds of the sale, and is paid 
at last by the purchaser. All three of these taxes are indirect, 
but the most indirect is the tax uponincomes. The owner of an 
income may not be the owner of any property at all in the com- 
mon sense of the term, as witness the case of the salary of a Fed- 
eral officer of over $4,000, who may be the owner of nothing else. 

The income tax might have been made indirect in like degree 
with duties and excises; it might have been placed upon rents, 
profits, issues, or receipts, as is usually done, but it is not; it is 
placed by the terms of this bill not upon revenue in the first in- 
stance, corporate or individual, but upon the net proceeds or 
receipts after deducting all expenses. Upon the clear cash in- 
come of $4,000 2 per cent is levied as taxes due the Government. 
And this tax is thus far removed, very remotely connected with 
the actual property which may furnish the revenue sosubjected 
to taxation. If taxation is to be commended because it is indi- 
rect and is to be denounced for the reason that it is direct, then 
the income tax as levied in this bill is the most worthy of praise 
and the least obnoxious to censure. The man who lauds the 
tariff as indirect taxation ought to yet more favor the income 
tax as much more indirect. 

This sort of tax is not a new thing in the fiscal policy of the 
country. It has been said that the very active and zealous po- 
litical organization so ably represented by my friend the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska who sits near me |Mr. ALLEN] recom- 
mended it in their last platform, which is true; but they would 
hardly lay claim to it as an original invention. The Populists 
must have copied it, and the committees of the two Houses are 
hardly amenable to the charge of having copied from copyists. 
The committees followed older models. The real discoverers 
of the income tax were for this country the makers of the Con- 
patua when they authorized the Congress to levy and collect 

mposts. 

I have read with closest scrutiny the schedules of the com- 
modities exempt from duty in the pending bill and in theamend- 
ments thereto. I have read them with great care, and indeed I 
thought at first that the committee might have made a mistake 
or an omission; but I have not been able hitherto to find that in- 
comes are on the free list of either bill. There is quite a variet 
of articles which are exempted from taxation in both bills, suc 
as salt, lumber, wool, binding twine, cotton ties, and quinine. 

Which of these, or of two or three of these, shall we strike 
off in order to put incomes on the free list? There are 70,000,000 
of our people who would be liable to pay taxes imposed upon 
salt or wool or lumber, synonymous as they are with food, rai- 
ment, and shelter. There are perhaps 100,000 of our people 
who will be liable to pay taxes upon income. I know not what 
course others may take, but if we are to have exemptions, I 
favor free-listing the millions of men rather than the millions 
of money. 

It is a grievous error to assume that those who are called the 
poor pay no taxes, or no Federal taxes. The tariff is above all 
else a tax upon consumption. No living soul can escape it, and 
even the garments of the dead are not exempt from its ceaseless 
exactions. We do not complain of the universality of the bur- 
den; it is right, in a certain sense, that every inhabitant should 
pay something toward the support of the Government. But our 
just cause of complaint is that these coatributions to the support 
of the Government are and have been under existing law need- 
lessly increased and unjustly proportioned. The remonstrance 
is not against taxation, however general, but against its unfair 
5 

et the infant be taxed, as it is taxed, yet the child born far 
away from the purple, cradled in the arms of poverty, without 
speech or knowledge, in its dumb helplessness makes the argu- 
ment for free wool. 

It is said that this exemption will destroy the sheep husbandry, 
will deteriorate the breed and value of the sheep in the United 
States. Ido not believe this. The facts in the cise disprove it; 
but even if this assumption were true, I know this exemption, 
with its cognate reduction, will make blankets and fiannels 
cheaper, and I prefer the rearing of our boys and girlsin health 
and comfort to the raising of even the choicest varieties of the 
C tswold or the Southdown. Not only do those who are called 
poor pay Federal taxes, but they pay an immeasurably larger 

ortion than any others, both absolutely and relatively—abso- 
lately as to the amount, relatively in proportion to their means 
of payment. 

The whole number of citizens are consumers; nineteen-twen- 
tieths of this number are those called poor. The tariff tax upon 
consumption touches all, and the poor pay by far the most 
cause they are the most. 

Not only do those who are called the poor pay the greater part 
of the Federal taxes, but every one of them pays tax upon his in- 
come. Not one is exempt. What is the income of the daily 
laborer? His daily wages. How is thisexpended? In procur- 
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ing 3 food, and lodging for himself and his. Are these 
untaxed? 

What is the income of the farmer in moderate circumstances, 
tilling his own land? What is his income? The proceeds of 
hiscrop. How isitlaid out? In buying the necessaries of sub- 
sistence and the making and marketing of his produce. Are 
those exempt from taxation? A 

Itis true that the 3 citizen, well enough off to enjoy a 
net income of $4,000, pays these taxes also; but how does he pay 
them? Out of his abundance he pays tnem; without a thought, 
without a care; but the other, out of his poverty, out of his ne- 
cessity, paysthem, with thought, with anxious care for the mor- 


row. 

To equalize this disproportion, especially in season of heavy 
financial and monetary strain, our fathers provided for the spe- 
cial taxes called imposts and excises. 

It was asked in a discussion of this subject the other day in 
this Chamber what States pay the income tax? The answer is, 
no State pays it; not a penny of itis paid by any State. It isa 
tax, not upon cities or counties or States, but upon corporate 
and personal revenue, net receipts upon investments. As far 
as it may be considered as a personal tax, it is assessed upon citi- 
zens, not of any particular State or section, but upon all the 
citizens of the several States and Territories who have incomes 
reaching the taxable amount and upon corporations of like 
character. It issaid 30 per cent of the old income tax was paid 
by the citizens and corporations of New York. Granted, and 

ata like poreo will paid under the new from the same 
sourcess. Granted. 

The best authorities tell us that one-half, many say that two- 
thirds, of the tariff tax is paid in the first instance by those who 
reside in New York. Are these duties therefore sectional? A 
very large amount of the taxes upon tobacco and spirits is thus 
also paid by those who reside in the State of New York. Are 
theseexcises, therefore, sectional? How, then, does the tax upon 
incomes become sectional? And if these taxes, the tarif and 
the excises, are to be denounced and rejected as sectional, by 
reason of their place of payment, where shall we collect taxes to 

y the publicexpenditures? All this only shows that the resi- 

ents of that State are the most wealthy, as they are the most nu- 
merous, community in the household of the States. Subject as 
they are to the law of the whole Union and to the duties, excises, 
and imposts established by it, their people pay these taxes in no 
1 proportion, in fact in no other proportion than the in- 
habitants of any other part of the country. 

It is the aggregate that ditferences the contribution of the 
men of New York from those of others, notdisproportion. The 
rate is not variable; it is 2 per cent in New York as in Indiana, 
as it is in Idaho. 

Not without a vast return of distinctive favors and benefits do 
the citizens of this great State of New York pay the pittance 
levied by the pending bill. 

At the close of the Revolutionary war and up to the time of 
the formation of the present Government, New York was one 
harbor among many upon the Atlantic coast of no special emi- 
nence; indeed more than equaled by Boston, Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, Charleston, and Savannah various lines both of im- 

rts and exports. But when the Union was formed, and under 

ts law commerce among the several States was made free, when 
the States were forbidden to lay imposts; when colonial and 
provincial restrictions were removed: when unimpeded interstate 
trade became a fact accomplished, then the city and the harbor 
of New York became the great entrepit of both domestic and 
foreign trade, the goal of all commodities, the mistress of all 
prices, and so remains even unto this day. 

The canal and the railroad, all the growths of civilization, 
have added to her commanding resources. It was theformation 
of the Union and the law of the Union, in its great and decisive 

- feature of detail, securing these broad interstate commercial 
franchises. which Aare to the people of that State their sumless 
wealth which enabled them justly to assume in the marts of our 
extended trade the name and power of Empire. 

For more than a hundred years the old West and the new, the 
old South and the new, have poured their riches with un- 
stinted hand into the lap of Manhattan. We have not envied, 
we have rather taken pride in the prosperity of this imperial 
memb r of the sisterhood of States. We only wonder that the 
people of this State should perchance shun, should in any wise 
miss, the blessing and the glory of the mite cast into the Treas- 


ury. 

‘Te is ob‘ected that the tax upon incomes is unusual and not or- 
dinary; that it is a war tax, presumably only properly levied in 
war times. But the former income tax, with its methods und 
machinery similar to those in the bill under consideration, had 
the approval of the highest judicial tribunal in the land, and 
lasted ten years, from 18863 to 1873. The war closed in 1865; so 


that it is very plain that the war tax outlasted the war itself 
and was assessed and paid for years in time of peace. The debt 
of the war continued after the war, and created the necessity for 
special methods of raising funds for its liquidation. Since that 
time one sort of the debt has been greatly lessened, called the 
funded debt; another his been much increased and is yet ma- 
turing, falling due every day. It is not when a debt is con- 
tracted that the pecuniary pinch is felt, but when it falls due 
for payment. We have no taxes laid upon us for the support of 
large standing armies like those of the Old World, but we have 
an army that has stood in that fierce four years of battle which 
gave to us national unity and peace. 

The pension bill in tne present Congress carries $150,000,000. 
This is an extraordinary expenditure, far exceeding the sum 80 
expended in 1873. It is a part of the war debt, secured by consti- 
tutional ordinance. The pension is a vested right, as sacred as 
a bond. This vast expenditure, with others, is now to be met 
in an extraordin: time, a time when the common resources of 
both cash and credit, strained to their utmost capacity, fail to 
show their usual efficiency; a time when both the people and the 
Government are in pecuniary straits, narrow and pressing as 
have ever befallen us. 

What, then, is wise, prudent, and circumspect conduct in the 


present exigency? To provide with a certainty a eee the 


chance of failure for the maintenance of the national faith and 
credit. It will cost much todo this, but it willcost much more not 
to do it. When the present troubles shall be overpassed, as they 
will be, we can return as before to the usual and ordinary meth- 
ods of raising money for the support of the Government, 

I very much preferred, as some of my colleagues on this side, 
the free list of the House bill unchanged. But this preference 
does not justify us in an endeavor to delay or defeat the pending 
bill, or to granta further lease of life to the McKinley act. Un- 
der the almost egual status of parties on this foor, it is not a 
question which o 
reform bill can receive the vote of a majority. 

While there can be no quarrel with any frlendly criticism or 
with any suggested amendments consistent with the main 
scheme and policy and not destructive of anyof its chief provi- 
sions, yet it must not be forgotten that the bill now pending, 
sub ect to the ordinary and usual parliamentary changes, is the 
official act and deed of the Democratic party of the two Houses 
as here represented. As such it is fairly entitled to the earnest 
and bonafide support of every member of the pay who has a 
seat in either branch of the pres nt Congress. Not only should 
this support be loyally tendered on its final passage, but at every 
intervening stage of its progress. Up to a certain line dissent 
may be amicable; at some point it must cease, or, if continued, 
it will result in division, division which may do us a 2424 8 
mischief beyond repair, and it may also become the subject of 
very serious reflection what degree of weight shall be given to 
motions and suggestions, latentin their character, not disclosed, 
coming from any of those, if such there be, who find it so very 
difficult to abide with us. 

Consider what large exhortation we have on this side to duty 
to unity, to fidelity. Ourownonce high hopes and aspirations o 


the success of the present session, the prayers and wishes of the 


generous constituencies who sent us hither, the memories of 


the two bills may be favored, but whether any 


that famous victory which we shared together in common joy 


and triumph—these persuade, admonish, beseech, entreat us to 
early and united action; for there is no solution, chemical or 
fiscal. of the rates on sugar; there is no demurrer to the minu- 
tiv of the income clause; there is nothing like unto this or that 
which can condone sedition or desertion. He who leaves us 
now has never at heart been with us. He will go unto his own 
place. We will remain in ours. ` 

Iam not gifted with that prescience of the future which en- 
ables me to foretell the fortunes of this bill, whether it shall 

ass or no: but in either or any event there can be no death or 
issolution of the Democratic party or extinction of the prin- 
ciples of tariff reform. 

As it has been written, To labor without seeing the end of our 
labors; tosow and not to reap; to stand long yon only in hope 
and expectation, notin possession; to waitand to work; to brook 
delay and disappointment, is a rule and law in the history of ref- 
ormation from which the highest and noblest of its characters 
have never been exempt. 

I have often wished I could set the minds of certain of those 
among us upon consideration of the commercial value of justice, 


the mere money worth of it, it Senators are unconcerned about its 


otherattributes. How rich a people grow who are conscious of 


the exercise of justice and fair dealing toward them by their 


rulers; how well to do that nation becomes, and all the men and 
women in it, when they feel that the burdens of government are 
distributed and borne in due proportion. and that its favors may 
be equally shared by all! What vast wealth ofaffection, age after 
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e, is accumulated in that land where the right is deemed 

ways the expedient! 

How sordid, selfish, and ignoble is that * to the citizen 
which ofers special favors toa part which it denies to the whole! 
What is protection but a bribe, and what have bribes to do with 
justice? And what gains can it deliver to the— 


Chosen few : 
By its especial grace hedged in— 1 

which are not losses to the many, the greater number? It 

then be known what the American Democracy is. It has 

no hostility to wealth or capital. Tho free and princely heart 

of liberty would not only allow but assure to every man 

ings agl possessions, t or small; and yet the small, and 

even the smallest—the humble homes, the lowly hearths—theso 

are nearest to it. The Democratic sentiment no reverence 
for wealth. 

It reveres only man—man for what he is, not for what he has, 
It obeys only the will of the majority, and thinks it no wrong 
that the rights and the interests of the many should find their 
due expression in the law. It altogether declines to contrast. or 
to compare rights with interests—pecuniary interests. It puts 
no price on its most precious possessions. It wouid rather that 
the whole machinery and paraphernalia of protected industries 
should perish in the fervent heat of a single conflagration than 
thatthe habeas corpus should be wrongfully denied or questioned 
or that fetters should be forged in any form upon the freedom of 
work or of worship, 

One of the things most desired by it is to promote the educa- 
tion of 122 to diffuse knowledge, to foster the material and 
physical advancement of every art and industry. But it knows 
that these alone will not preserve, and that they may be closely 
connected with other things not consistent with the growth and 
thrift of, liberty. Science serves the master with somewhat in- 
different hand. The electric scourge, with its indescribable tor- 
ture, is the substitute of applied science for the knout: the 
naphtha and the dynamite projectile are used with equal skill 
at the mouth of the Neva as at the Narrows. Hence erican 
Democracy, looking fax beyond the schools and their philoso- 
phies, appeals to the sense and love of justice in our race, to that 
equality which is always equity, both in the administration and 
in fee making of the law, as the surest foundation of free insti- 
tutions. 

This appeal will not fail forever. Justice may be delayed, 
beaten, bathed, bruised, even betrayed or wounded by the way, 
but it will arrive at last; it waits, and it is waiting now, in the 
chill of the early dawn: yet it will have its day—a day perfect, 
unbroken, without sunset or decline, which no power shall 
shorten. 

Is this atime for argument, for question and reply, for de- 
bate and disquisition? Acts are now better than words, and to 
hearken and answer rightly to the roll call is better than much 


spenking. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, fora hundred years this mat- 
ter of a protective tariff has been thrashed out between the two or 
three great parties and the two or three great interests of the 

United States, and still it remains as serious as when it nearly 
broke the Union sixty years ago. In one ene it is now more 
serious than then, because the interests which it involves havo 
steadily become larger, until now they are immeasurable. This 
is my excuse for once more taking a few moments of the time of 
the 88 In the course of a hundred years many conditions 
have changed. The world, which was then large, has become 
small. Interests which were then free for indetiniteexpansionare 

ce. The power of production, which was then 
slight, is now without limit. Races which were then beyond 
chance of contact are now in close competition. Capital, which 
then hardly existed as an organized force, isnow massed in a com- 
mon organization, which undertakes to control the world. Polit- 
icaleconomy has changed with theconditions. Thecapitalist has 
one setof principles; the laborer has another; the farmer has a 
third; and here in Congress, where all these interests and ideas 
meet and clash together, we are throwing ourselves from one to 
another without u notion where we are at last to rest. 

Some months ago I ventured to point out to the Senate in the 
silver debate what I believed to be the steadiest political in- 
stinctof our people. I thensaid, what I want now to repeat, that 
tariff and silver were only two sidesof the same question. The 
whole matter in dispute is whether we are to keep America in 

economical dependence on Europe, or whether we are to strug- 
gle for an independent position of our own. I believe that a 
great majority of our people want to maintain national inde- 
pendence in their economy as well as in their polities. As far 
as concerns the State for which I have the honor to speak, I 
suppose its wish is practically unanimous. To this instinct 


earn- 


9 has always been true. 


matters which concern national character I trust popular 


instincts and even popular prejudices. We are now running 
dangerously near a betrayal of both. We are surrendering our 
strongest positions, one after another, to an authority which is 
not ours. Granting, for argument's sake, what is charged 
against the tariff, that it surrenders our people to the American 
capitalist, can that be a reason for turning about and handi 
both our capital and our people over to the foreign capitalists 
Granting that capital has become too powerful, what form of 
capital is most dangerous, most grasping, most selfish—our own, 
which we can and will control, or the foreign, which is beyond 
our reach? 

The interests which are arrayed in support of the present 
measure, as far as it tends towards free trade are mainly three: 
First of all,and most powerful, is that remarkable cosmopolite 
moneyed interest, which belongs tomo country, and more or less 
rules all, but which wh ther it is found in Europe or America, 
or in the remotest corners ofthe earth, has always its heart, its 
head, its energy, its mass, in tha city of London. Next come 
the farmers of the South and West, who have always, by the 
foree of their own interests, been subject to the sims magnet, 
because their market is London. I find no fault with tham for 
it. as the moneyed interest of England, for the last half century, 
has deliberately sacrificed its own agriculture in order to pat- 
ronize ours. The third influence behind the present bill 15 
that of the class which, for want of any other nime, I am 
obliged to call Mugwumps, who gravitate naturally towards 
whut they believe to be English. and who take their impulse 
from the city of London, because the city of London, in finance, 
controls England. 

These three parties, even combined, could not alone have re- 
versed our fixed policy; but in the last 2 election they 
were joined by numbers of the laboring c who were for the 
moment discontented and alarmed. Their added influence 
turned the scale, and although they have long since come back 
to their true allegiince to their own industries, they can not 
undo what was then done. 

These four bodies of men made a temporary majority, but of 
them all the only one that is steady to its object, always 
has been, and always will be where it now stands, was the for- 
eign moneyed interest that centers in the city of London, That 
interest acts as one mass. Its influence is very great. Perhaps 
in the loag run it is irresistible; our cities and financial centers 
all obey it. Our constitutional fault-finders, the Mugwumps, 
all are at its command. Thea laboring people not only here, but 
everywhere, found their history upon it, and develop their 
principles in opposition to it. So agressive is it, that when the 
silver question was under debate last September, I ventured to 
say to the Senate that any measure advocated by the moneyed 
interests of England ought, for that reason alone, to be sus- 
picious to us; thut this objection alone ought tothrow the burden 
of proof on the friends of the measure, and until they had proved 
its necessity, we were justified in voting against it. 

The measure then in question was the establishment of a mono- 
metallic gold currency. I noticed that no Senator met the ob- 
jection. From the beginning to the end of that long debate not 
one voice, in either Houses of Congress, was raised in defense of 
a monometallic gold 3 Even to-day I do not believe 
that one Senator would be willing openly to advocate it. Yet 
the Senate was obliged to vote for it. We have a monometallic 
got currency to-day. We have no prospect of getting rid of 

t. Our submission to the moneyed interestof England has been 
silent, but it has been abject. 

Next comes the tariff. 1 will not waste time in showing how 
deeply the foreign moneyed interest has always resented our tariff 
policy. The last tariff especially exasperated British influences 
to such a point that England would not take part in ourChicago 
Exposition, and millions of our people were invited to notice, 
not only that England sent few exhibits, but that she honestly 
believes the Chicago Fair to have been a failure owing to her 
abstention. Every American who has been in England or has 
ever talked with an Englishman knows how frankly Englishmen 
talk on the subject. I do not refer to Englishmen who stand 
outside of moneyed interests, for they ara not in the discussion at 
all. Iam speaking of English capitalists or Englishmen in the 
service of capital; men whose business it is to make money and 
who want to m ke it in America. The tariff stood in their way. 
In order to employ British capital in America they were obliged 
in some degree to make it American. z 

Iam well aware, Mr. President, that my views on the foreign 
moneyed in!luənce seem to many persons, whom I respect, not 
only narrow, but reactionary. They think they know all about 
It and then turn away at once in disgust. The true mugwump 
begins by assuming that an American Senator or Representative 
must be ignorant, and may be narrow. The misunderstanding 
isa part of my argument; for to me they seem to be living on 
theideas that ruled England in the last generation. A Senator 
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of the United States can nos help becoming better acquainted 
than most private citizens with the interests, the forces, the con- 
flicting aims. the hopes and fears, the successes and dangers of 
the people. He be mistaken, but he must see over a wide 
Space. The view I have taken is forced on me by all the last 
and newest difficulties of our time. It has no more to do with 
the difficulties of the last century than it has with the caravels 
of Columbus, We are facing problems ereated in our own time, 
the product of the last half century, which the world has not 
known till now. Every one of our troubles is a new variety of 
diseuse,and must be dealt with by some new diagnosis. Particu- 
larly this matter of the foreign moneyed interest, which is, in 
one form or another, as old as America itself, comes up now in 
anew shape. 

If our own recoliections did not prove it, the increased pres- 
sure on us of capitalists, manufacturers, corporations, trades 
unions, socialists, and anarchists forces us to notice that this 
moneyed interest, in its present form, isa new political dilliculty. 
Our situation is serious enough between our own capitaland the 
labor it employs, but when this is complicated by the larger 
question of the 5 interest it becomes wholly un- 
manageable. Only about fifty years have passed since the mon- 
eyed interest of Europe acquired its present 3 andit 
has grown so rapidly as already to throw the shadow of capital, 
with its reaction in socialism and anarchy, over all Europe and 
America. With that I wiil not now meddle. The subject is too 
large to be discussed now. We are dealing with the tariff. We 
want to place ourselves on a principle. 

We intend to appeal to the people, and we want the issue clear 
and strong. As a rule we are not here professors of history; we 
have no time, and should talk to no purpose even if we had the 
tinie to explain how some fifty years ago the moneyed interest of 
England established its supremacy, or to mise clear the steps 
by which it built up its machinery of capitalistic productions, 
‘and, by buying in the cheapest markets what it sold in the 
dearest, ended by spreading its sway through the world. The 
steamship, the railroad, and the n me its slaves to 
concentrate all power in its hands. It dug through continents, 
united oceans, and has turned fully two-thirds of the population 
of the world into the organized service of an organized capital, 
centering in London. e know how we tried at times to resist 
it, and how at times we submitted to it; how we built up walls 
againstit, and pulled them down in. For more than thirty 

rs we have been true to the policy of resistance; but mean- 
while the moneyed interest of Europe has reached a point such as 
never was imagined before our time. It has reached the limits of 
possible development. It has mastered nearly the whole earth. 

This huge growth, more rapid than the world ever before has 
seen, must have some limit, and at its rate of the last fifty years 
that limit must be near. Since 1873 many signs seem to show 
that the limit is reached. The financial disasters of the last few 
er prove that, for the time, the growth of the British system 

been checked, and that, if we are not overwhelmed by the 
shock, we neg Farge ace our separate interest. Yet this moment 
of all others is chosen by the Congress of the United States to 
come to Euglaud's aid. 

We were told to destroy silver because it was a mark of our 
independence, and we did so for no other reason than to remain 
in the moneyed system of England. And now that tariff which 


has been the chief object of antipathy to the British moneyed | 


interests is also to ba overthrown. We have sacrificed our 


whole country westof the Mississippi on the silver issue, we are | 


now going to sacrifice the whole country vast of the Mississippi 
in the tariff in order to open new markets for foreign capital in 
foreign industries. 

Here again, as in the silver debate, we are told, by whatI pre- 
sume is to be treated as the highest authority, that we are 
wrong, and that thesurest way of resisting British moneyed in- 
terests is to submit toit. If that argument had force to cover 
our cowardice in the silver issue, it can not serve an instant to 
cover the betrayal of our other industries. The only attempt 

to excuse this bill, on the ground of national interest, is that it 

will reduce the cost of production so as to enable us to compete 
with Europe in the markets of the world. I suppose this argu- 
ment to be seriously made, and that its authors believe it to be 
sound. The more we sacrifice ourselves the greater is to be our 
profit. The idea comes from England. The authors of this bill 
are fumbling over the political economy of fifty yearsago. They 
are echoing old commonplaces of Bright and Cobden and the 
Free Trade League. To what new world are they going for 
their markets? Since the British moneyed interest adopted those 
ideas fifty years ago. the world has been ransacked for markets 
to the uttermost limits and narrowed to a single community in 
which competition is carried to its last ible point. If any 
market were left, English industries would not be now in their 
desperate condition. 


The world contains now no markets in which we could com- 
pote on a gold basis without the complete and permanent sacri- 

ce of our laborers. Europe can always squeeze her laborers to 
alower stage of misery than we can risk with ours. Any ap- 
proach to competition in the so-called markets of the world can 
only be made by carrying British methods further than they 
are or can be carried in Europe. We must concentrate capi 
here in greater and greater masses; we must crush our our 
small capitalists and weak industries; we must adopt the British 
system of industry and exaggerate it; but first of all we must 
create an immense surplus laboring class of half employed, half 
paid, aad half fed, but wholly discontented citizens. 

No other course is possible, even if we succeed in underselling 
Europe. We can compete only by carrying the European s 
tem beyond the European point. timately labor must pay the 
bill, as it pays allother bills. What else can pay it? What else 
has paid such bills elsewhere? The more intelligent our labor 
is, the heavier load it must bear. Every intelligent trades 
unionist knows that lesson by heart. Once started on that path 
the whole mass of labor must follow it to the lowest possible 
market. For fifty years the markets of the world have been oc- 
cupied-by Europe, and developed toa fraction ofa cent, with 
every element calculated and economized to the last possible 
point of European competition. In order to reach them we have 
got to force the European system of capital and labor beyond 
the European mark although that is beyond the danger mark. 
In such an attempt total failure is the happiest possible result. 
Labor has even now a harder lot than it had fifty years ago. 
The chance to rise in the world has already so nearly vanished 
as to be worth nothing to it. No act of mine shall tend to 
hasten the process of closing to it the rare outlets it still has to 
rise above its daily risk of wanting wages and bread. 

Our laborers know all this better than any one else does, and 
it is not from them that this bill, or any free-trade measure, will 
receive supper’: 

The Repubiican party has again and again 8 their 
wants, and has done all in its power to help them. e all know 
that when agriculture suffers the country is ina bad way; but 
what is the cause of agriculture suffering throughout the world? 
The cause is always the same. The world has been reduced, or 
is being reduced, to one community, controlled by one mass of 
capital, with unlimited competition of industry, and especially 
of agricultural industry. The whole mass tends every 5 7 
more and more towards a common aver ge. The grains of Cali- 
fornia and Dakota meet the grains of Russia and India in Lon- 
don, in one common market, which is controlled by some sort of 
average, and their condition must follow it; but what possible 
average can exist between the social condition of the American 
farmer, the Russian peasant, and the Indian ryot? The mar- 


| velous triumphs of our moneyed interests in our own generation 


have so cheapened the cost of transport and increased its capac- 
ity that the Russian peasant of to-day is hardly so far away as 
the man in the next county was a hundred years ago. 

ricultural competition is deadly. It means, under its lust 
conditions, that great classes of a community may be wiped out.. 
In other conditions it means that the competing classes must 
tend to an average. I have not cared to inquire what the so- 
cial conditions of the Russian peasant or the Indian ryot may be 
on a money scale; but I suppose that 5 cents a day would repre- 
sentit favorably. Some kind of an average between these earn- 
ings and those of the American farmer must be struck; and this 
itis which is now dragging our agriculture down. I presume 
this is admitted by all. I suppose that we all equally regret it. 

But how can wee e or improve the farmer's situation by 
lowering the tariff? Even free trade can only aggravate the 
competition and hurry the process. The nearer we come to 
free trade the more violent the competition must be. Of all 
countries, the one whose agriculture has suffered the most, in 
spite of immense assistance from capital, has been England. 
There both farmer and landed proprietor have been almost swept 
out of existence as a solvent class, and among them now, even 
after half a century of experiment in that home of free trade, 
you can hear drop no word of praise for free trade or unlimited 
competition. Slowly and certainly the whole agricultural class 
hasdeclined and dwindled, and if our farmers want to read their 
own story in a worse form they should study the effects of free 
trads in a whole library of British Parliamentary Reports on 
the depressed condition of British agriculture. 

Our American farmers have had one or two decided advan- 
tages, and one of them has been the growth of local markets, 
which are more or less helped or stimulated by the tarif. They 
are now ready to sacrifice these local markets in order to stimu- 
late the European. They may not wish it, but they will do it 
if they feel that they can get help in no other way. A s 
desperation I can not argue. The danger of our agricultural 
class is grave enough to shake all barriers of party and unite us 
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in a common sympathy. I would gladly unite with anyone to 
ar 


help and rélieve the farmer by any legislation that would not 

certainly aggravate the disease. 1 proved it by giving him all 

the su A could in the case of silver, where his interests 

were j ellyatstake. I will prove it a whenever the chance 

offers, but 18 not join him or help to pull down the tariff 
in order to stimulate, to intensify, to extend, to deepen the ef- 
fects of the very competition with foreign races which is slowly 
grinding into the dust with equal mercilessness the American 
and the European cultivator of the soil. 

Yet. in spite of all his trials and temptations, the farmer is an 
American and can be counted as an independent citizen. The 
laborer and trades unionist is also American. Every form of 
our industry is American, and sooner or later can be reached by 
an appeal to its best interests. 

The only classes that stand beyond appeal or argument are 
the money lenderand the Mugwamp. The interests of the one, 
the sycophancy of the other, are bound to Europe. As long as 
Europe remains the center of capital the money lender and the 
Mogwuop must owe allegiance there. From all the rest of our 
people, whatever their differences be, we can hope for common 
action in a common public spirit. They never have been and 
never can be long satisfied with this idea of fighting their bat- 
tles by surrender in advance to their enemies. The thing. 
has been tried again and again, always with the same result. 
At one time the people have revolted because they saw that the 
idea was cowardly. At another time they have rebelled because 
they saw that it was stupid. 

The situation of the world to-day is more critical than ever 
before in our time. The people will see it and act as soon as we 
can reach them. I do not fear the result. 

For my own t I want to do more than restore the tariff. 
The tariff alone is not enough to make a complete or astrong na- 
tional policy. On the tariff alone I can not appeal with confi- 
dence to the whole people. I repeat and I insist that the tariff 

and silver are two sides of the same issue. They are bound to- 
| gether by necessity. The one without the other must break 
Sowa: th together are invincible. The people of the Union, 
North and South, East and West, can all understand and unite 
on a national policy that unites these two great forces. They 
“are neither money-lenders nor Mugwumps. They feel their in- 
terests more truly than all the newspapers and lecturers in the 
world can teach. They will not be afraid to cut wholly loose 
\from Euro They will be glad and proud to restore silver; to 
place the United States at the head of thesilver-using countries 
it the world. Such a policy would satisfy their true instincts. 
With all America at their side and all Asia at their back, they 
could then isolate Europe and force England to follow or to fail. 
To such a policy tariffs could offer no obstacle. The barrier of 
nld would be more fatal than any barrier of a custom-house. 

e bond of silver would be stronger than any bond of free 


trade. 

Whatever party first comes to this political platform will win 
a victory; and itis easier for the Republicans to take this ground 
than for their opponents, who have destroyed silver and are 

ledged to hostility against an American policy, whether in in- 

3 or trade. Standing on these as supports, the United 
| States may hope to extend their influence over the world: but 
Í so long as they narrow their ambition to becoming a larger Eng- 

land, or a more German Germany, they can become nothing 

worth their trouble and can win no markets worth having—not 
even their own. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the l4th instant. After having spoken one 
hour and a half, 

Mr. ALLISON (at 5 o'clock p. m.). Would the Senator from 
Pennsylvania prefer to goon further this evening? Tsee it is 

T about 5 o'clock. 

A Mr. QUAY. If itis not objectionable to the Senate, I can 
conclude, I think, in about five minutes my remarks upon this 
branch of the bill, which the Senator will notice is confined to 
iron and steel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will so indicate at the time 
when he would desire to stop for this evening, I shall at that 
time move an executive session for a few minutes. 

Mr. QUAY. I presume the Senator from Tennessee did not 
hear my remark, I do not think I shall occupy more than five 
minutes further on this branch of the subject. 

‘Mr. HARRIS. Iso understood the Senator, and simply ask 
if he will indicate his wish at the time when he would prefer to 
stop, and then the Senate will devote itself to some other busi- 


ness. 
Mr. QUAY. Certainly. I will give way ina few minutes to 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Aprit 18, 


After having further spoken for three minutes, 

Mr. QUAY said: I had intended to present at some length to 
the Senate my views upon certain. paragraphs in the iron and 
steel schedule of the bill, but I believe I will dismiss the subject 
until the bill is considered by paragraphs. I am now ready to 
give way to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who 
wishes an executive session, with the understanding that I shall 
have the floor to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before recognizing the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee for the purpose indicated, the Chair will lay 
before the Senate certain matters on the Vice-President’s table. 

Mr. HARRIS. eet 

[Mr. Quay’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded.] 


EXPENDITURES IN UTAH TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the Senate of February 2, 1894, a re- 
port of the First Comptroller, and also a statement showing the 
amount deposited by officers of the Territorial courts in Utah 
from . 1. 1875, to December 31, 1886, and covered into the 
Treasury; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Co- 


lumbia; 100 for the use of the Senate; 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,050 copies for the use of said health oficer of the District. 


STATISTICS OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed a special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Treasury Department, on the imports for consumption and the domestic ex- 
ports for the years 1884 to 1894, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate; 4,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives: and 5,000 for distribution by the 
Bureau of Statistics of the asury Department. 


PRINTING OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William H. 
knochs, late a Representative from the State of Ohio, 8.000 copies, of which 
number, 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Ohio, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full mo- 
rocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of the remaining, 
2.000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and the Secretary of the eee is directed to have en- 
graved and printed a portrait ofthe said William H. Enochs, to accompany 
the said eulogies. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE W. H. ENOCHS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to give notice that, if it is the 
pean? of the Senate, to-morrow evening, at ö o'clock, my col- 
eague and I will call up the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the death of our late colleague in that body, 
W. H. Enochs. 

BINDING OF TARIFF COMPILATION. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following resolution, submitted this day by Mr. 
VOORHEES, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Ordered. That there be bound. under the direction of the Committee on 
Finance, for the use of the Senate in debate, 200 copies of the Report 334. 
being a 5 in quarto form, with reference margin of H. R. 4364 

aw. S 


and existing 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hourand twenty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened 
and (at 6 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 
until to-morrow, Thursday, April 19, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


on. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Beecutive nominations received by the Senate April 18, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


William E. Cox, of Helena, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Helena, Mont., vice Samuel A. Swiggett, whose tet m 
of office will expire May 14, 1894. : 


‘ 
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David Hilgér, of Christina, Mont., to be register of the land 
3 Lewistown, Mont., vice Charles A. Burg, to be re- 
moved. 

Charles S. Wright, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the 
land omoa at Miles City, Mont., vice Samuel Gordon, to be re- 
moved. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John P. Barnes, of Philbrook, Mont., to be receiver of public 
poe at Lewistown, Mont., vice George W. Cook, to be re- 
moved. 

Jeremiah Collins, of Great Falls, Mont., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Helena, Mont., vice George M. Bourquin, 
whose term of office will expire May 14, 1894. 

James G. Ramsay, of Glendive, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Miles City, Mont., vice Alfred T. Campbell, to be 
removed. N 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Joseph S. Skerrett, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy from April 16, 1894, vice Rear-Admiral John Irwin, re- 
tired. 

© 185 Joseph N. Miller, to be a commodore in the Navy from 
April 16; 1894, vice Commodore Joseph S. Skerrett, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles R. Pendleton, to be postmaster at Valdosta, in the 
county of Lowndes and State of Georgia, in the place of Abner 
F. Holt, removed. 

William G. Goff, to be postmaster at De Soto, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Missouri, in the place of Joseph Walther, 
resigned. 

Melford G. Brown, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Edwin 
Aldrich, removed. 

George W. Drake, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of George W. 
Pratt. whose commission expires April 22, 1894. 

C. Pliny Earle, to be postmaster at Gouverneur, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Abram 
C. Gates, whose commission expires April 22, 1804. ` 

David K. Falvay, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county 
of Chautaugua and State of New York, in the place of W. H. 
Walker, whose com: ion expired February 6, 1894. 

Patrick Guinan, to seas tate at Lima, in the county of 
Livingston and State of New York, in the place of William A. 
Ferris, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. i 

Erastus F. Hall, to. be tmaster at Norwood, in the county 
St. Lawrence and State of New York; in the place of Hollis H. 
Bailey, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

George H. Kelly, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the 
county of Niagara and State of New York, in the place of Burt 
Graves, removed. 

Patrick Lillis, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Orleans and State of New York, in the place of S. S. Spencer, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

Kenneth D. L. Niven, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York, in the place of John 
Waller, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

James P. O Brien, to be postmaster at Holley, in the county of 
Orleans and State of New York, in the place of Fayette A. 
Milliken, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Adelbert D. Payne, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the 
county of Chenango and State of New York, in the place of 
George I. Skinner, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Louis C. Rowe, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county of 
Oswego and State of New York, in the place of John A. Place, 
whose commission expired March 24, 1891. 

Edwin M. Slayton, to be postmaster at Port Byron, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of Lasu- 
vious H. King, resigned. 

Caleb T. Smith, to be 
folk and State of New 
ceased, 

William H. Stickle, to be 5 at Weedsport, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of Hora- 
tio L. Burrill, whose conmission expired April 11, 1394. 

Charles S. Clarke, to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John C. Hilton, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

D. Morgan Cox, to be postmasterat Downingtown, in the coun 


stmaster at Islip, in the county of Suf- 
ork, in the place of P. J. Hawkins, de- 


of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Nathan H. 
Wilson, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Isaac B. Williams. to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee, in the place of J. T. W. Cole, 
whoss commission expires April 19, 1801. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 14, 1894. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 


Lycurgus R. Woodward, of Ferndale, Cal., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Unalaska. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (junior grade) Roy Campbell Smith, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign George P. Blow, to be a lieutenant (junior grade), 
POSTMASTERS. 

Horatio Judah, to be postmaster at Port Richmond, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 

Samuel R. Welles, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 
of Senee and State of New York. 

Frank H. Maute. to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

John D. Bills, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 
Alcorn and State of Mississippi. 

Willard L. Gillham, to be postmaster at Upper Alton, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 

John Buckmaster, to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois. 

Charles O. Mouton, tobe postmaster at Lafayette, in the county 
of Lafayette and State of Louisiana. 

Robert G. Howerton, to be postmaster at West Point, in the 
county of King William and State of Virginia. 

Allen T. Frederick, to be postmaster at Allentown, in the 
county of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

George H. Wehausen, to be postmasterat Two Rivers, in the 
coun y of Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin. 

John Passage, to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 

Fannie S. Williams, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Rockbridge and State of Virginia. 


Hcecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 18, 1894. 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 


Joho B. Brawley, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant register of 
the Treasury. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 18, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

Mr. REED (before the reading of the Journal was concluded), 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether, on the vote taken 
under the new rule, the names of those present and not voting 
are recorded. 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair had not an opportunity of exam- 

ining the Journal until afew minutes before the meeting of the 

House. Those names oughttobeentered oa the Journal. There 

isan error in the RECORD. Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, as the 

Chair understands, voted; and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio answered 
resent,” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana was not present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was in error. The gentleman 
from Indiana did not vote; and his name should appear in the 
list of those not voting. 

Mr. REED. Why is his name put among those present but 
not voting? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been trying to ascertain how 
that mistake occurred. 

Mr. REED. Ishould like to know whether it is an error of 
the tellers or of the Clerk. 

Mr. TRACEY. I think we had better go back to the old rule. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers made no report—the rule did 
not require it—of those gentlemen who answered present.“ 
The Chair was informed this morning by one of the reporters 
that this mistake occurred in the Printing Office. The Chair 
has no personal knowledge on the subject. He regrets that he 
had not an opportunity to examine the Journal earlier; he will 
try hereafter to have such opportunity, and will require the 
Journal to be finished a little earlier. The Clerk will read the 
names of the two gentlemen who answered present,” and they 
will appear upon the Journal. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the Journal, read the 
names of Mr. DALZELL and Mr, JOHNSON of Ohio. 

The reading of the Journal having been concluded— 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege connected with the RECORD. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BURROWS. If the Speaker will turn to page 4663 of the 
daily RECORD of the proceedings of yesterday, under the head of 
Mr. WHEELERof Alabama, it will be observed that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. C TCHINGS} had the floor and yielded one 
minute only to the gentleman from Alabama, and if the Speaker 
will then take the time toglance at the length of thatone-minute 
speech, he will seo that the gentleman from Alabama was able 
in that time to fill more than four columns of the RECORD. I 
know that he is a very rapid talker, but I doubt very much 
whether within one minute he would be able to fill the daily 
RECORD from page 46t 3 to 4665. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
to the gentleman from Michigan that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not in his seat, and it would be well, perhaps, to let this 
go over until he is present. 

Mr. REED. It is his duty to be here. 
system of fines he would be here. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think am not certain—but I think ob- 
jection was made to extending remarks in the RECORD on the 
subject then under consideration. I was under that impression 
when the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] had the floor 
and asked for an extension of time, and I objected. I do not 
suppose that under the rules a gentleman having the floor for 
one minute would have the right to extend his remarks indefi- 
nitely in the RECORD; and I think the remarks of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] ought to be in some way ex- 
punges from the RECORD or the practice in such cases definitely 
settled. Having called attention tothe matter, however, Ihave 
no objection to allowing it to go over until to-morrow morning 
or until the gentleman from Alabama is present. Of course if 
he uttered the speech as printed on the floorof the Housein the 
one minute's time accorded him then there is no criticism to be 
made. If he did not, I insist he violated the rules of the House 
and that some action should be taken. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made to extending remarks 
in the RECORD, and the Chair thinks no gentleman had a right 
to go further than the rules permitted, which would simply be 
a revision of such remarks as he did utter. 

Mr. BORROWS. If the Chair thinks it better to lie over —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to have it go over 
for the present. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to that. 

The Journal as read was then approved. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION, NEW ORLEANS MINT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of ths Treasury, transmitting an estim ite of deficiency in 
the appropriation for wages of workmen and adjusters of the 
mint at New Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. : ; 


If we had a proper 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. APSLEY, for ten days. on account of important business. 


To Mr. B yweErs of California, for this day, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, for this day, on account of 
sickness. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 6667) to require that vessels engaged in the fruit 
trade and plying between ports of the United States and those 
of Mexico and Central and South America and the West India 
Tslands shall be manned by acclimated seamen, introduced on 
the i6th instant in the House and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, bereferred to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. i 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change of ref- 
erence suggested by the gentleman from Louisiana will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

- BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize the 
New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York 
City and the State of New 817 

+ 5 SPEAKER. The bill be read subject to the right of 

0 on. 

e bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

7 KILGORE. Is this bill the regular order for this morn- 


The SPEAKER. This is a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. It isnot necessary, it seems to me, to take 
these measures up now out of their regular order, inasmuch as 
we have rules under which we can transact business. I object. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ENOCHS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. e I submit a 
privileged report from the Committee on Printing, upon 2 con- 
current resolution relative to the printing of the eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Representative Enochs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Resolved. ete., That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State of 
Ohio. 8.00 copies; of whichnumber 2.000 copies shail be delivered to the Sen- 
ators and Representatives of the State of Ohio. which shall include 50 copies 
to be bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the family.of the deceased, 
and of the remaining, 2.000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 4.000 for 
the nse of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is directed to have engraved and printed a portrait of the said Wiiliam H. 
Enochs to accompany the said eulogies. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
passage of the resolution, was read. It stated that the estimated 
cost of the proposed printing is $2,625. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COINAGE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. . 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
another privileged report from the Committee on Printing, upon 
a Senate concurrent resolution for the printing of 6,000 addi- 
tional copies of the Coinage Laws of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nesol red. etc., That there be printed 6,009 additional copies of the fourth 
edition of the document entitled “Coinage Laws of the United States, 1792 
to 1804,” prepared under the direction of the Committee on Finance, United 
States Senate. with the appendix and an index to the same; of which num- 
der 2.0 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
passage of the resolution. was read. It stated that the estimated 
cost of the proposed printing is $2,688. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, , 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am also 
directed by the Committee on Printing to submit a report on a 
House concurrent resolution, for the printing of a special report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ete.. That there be printed a special report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. on the imports for con- 
sumption and the domestic exports for the years 1881 to 1834; 2.000 copies for 
the nse of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
5.000 for distribution by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 

əsage of the resolution, was read. Itstated that the estimated 
cost of the proposed printing is $6,500. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I also sub- 
mit another privileged report from the Committee on Printing, 
relative to the printing and binding of 1,500 extra copies of the 
annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia 
for 1893. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: me 

Resolved, ete., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
print and bind in «loth 1,500 copies of the annual report of health officer 
of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the . 350 for the use of 
sho 5 oF Representatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer of 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
passage of the resolution, was read. It stated that theestimated 
cost of the proposed printing is $653. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which each and every oneof these resolutions was agreed 
to, and I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
reconsider the vote by which each and every one of these reso- 
lutions was agreed to, and moves to lay that motion on the table. 
Without objection, that motion will be entered in each case, and 
will ba consiiered as laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded; the 
Clerk will call the committees for reports. 
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The committees were called for reports, when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported, read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying reports, referred to the Cal- 
endars named below, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 

By Mc. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, a bill (H. R. 7509) to authorize the construction 
ofa bridge over the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; which 
was referred to the House Calendar. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, JEFFERSON, MO, 

By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, a bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at some point within 1 mile 
below and 1 mile above the present limits of the city of Jef- 
ferson, Mo.; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

By Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, à bill (H. R. 6723, as a substitute for the bill 
H. R. 6124) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue Cutter Serv- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. s 

The original bill (H. R. 6124) was ordered to lie on the table 

OFFICERS OF THE NAVY TO ADMINISTER OATHS. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H R 6321) authorizing certain 
officers of the Navy to administer oaths; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of the committees. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentuc I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the stata of the 
Union to consider general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BAILEY in the Chair. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk as follows: 

A bill (H. R 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1995. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, to facilitate 
business, also to be entirely fair to those who desire to speak, I 
would be glad if it could be done, to agree upona length of time 
to be given for general debate before we begin to read the bill 
under the five-minute rule. If our friends upon the other side 
can agree upon any time, say an hour and a half 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Kentucky that when the committes rose on yesterday even- 
ing the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. GROW] was entitled 
to the floor; but: of course, the Chair will indulge the gentleman 
to reach an agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania will indulge us, while we endeavor to obtain an agree- 
ment as to the length of general debate, then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be entitled to the floor and can go on. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the debate has not yet been opened 
at all on that side of the House, and I should hardly feel that I 
Was acting justly to gentlemen on the floor before it has been 
opened to close debate. 

. McCREARY of Kentucky. Asdebate has not been opened, 
as the gentleman says, on this side, I am willing to take the re- 
sponsibility of saying that this side will agree upon any fair 
Sonne for general debate, my only desire being togo on with the 

Mr. HITT. I donot know of any gentleman who has requested 
time for debate excepting the honorable gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER] and Pennsylvania [Mr. GROW]; but I would 
rather that the gentleman should agree to defer his request for 
the present. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If my colleague on the com- 
mittee ob ects, I shall not press the matter. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, on the 12th day of January, 1893, 
the Queen of the Hawaiian Islands, abrogating the constitution 
of her Government, published in its stead oneof her own forma- 
tion. Two days later a committee of the citizens, doing what 
the representatives of the American colonies did on the 4th of 
July, 1776, declared that their allegiance to the Government 
under which they had lived was at an end. Three days later 
a Provisional Government was proclaimed, which the United 
States and all other nations having representatives there recog- 


nized as the de facio Government for the islands. That Govern- 
ment has continued bly to exist from that time to this, 
with the public avowal that it represents a people desirous to 
cast their fortunes and unite their destinies with that of the 
people of the United States. 

In the last days of President Harrison’s Administration a 
treaty was negotiated with that Government satisfactory to all 
concerned, including the trusted agents of the dethroned Queen. 
This treaty was submitted to the Senate, the coordinate branch 
of the treaty-making power, for its consideration, the question 
being what political relations would be best to subsist between 
that people and ours. But before any opportunity for its con- 
sideration the newly inaugurated President, instead of sending 
a message to the Senate with his views and recommendations, 
assuming to be judge and jury in the case, withdrew the treaty 
from the Senate, leaving nothing for its consideration or upon 
which it could act.. Then, unbeknown to the Senate, still in 
session, he dispatched his own commissioner, clothed with 
mount authority over the duly commissioned officers of the 
Navy aud constitutionally appointed agents of the Government. 
When this commissioneriands in Hawaii he finds floating peace- 
ably there the only emblem of political power, the flag of red, 
white, and blue. 

Without the possibility at that time of any knowledge on his 
part but what it was rightfully there, and without supplanting 
it with any other emblem of national authority, he hauls it down, 
and proceeds to pay his réspects to the dethroned Queen, who, 
in violation of her official oath, had attempted to assume arbi- 
trary, despotic power, and who, by the declaration of the Presi- 
dent in his message to Congress, was too bloodthirsty to amnesty 
her revolted subjects as a condition of her own restoration to 
power. This was the first act of the Administration in its cru- 
sade for the resurrection of a defunct monarchy. 

The next act was to send a duly appointed and commissioned 
agent of the United States, hat in hand, to congratulate the ee 
resentatives of this newly formed Government, while conceal- 
ing his secret instructions to plot with the deposed Queen a 
conspiracy for theiroverthrow. When this conspiracy was ripe 
for execution, this agent, in the name of the President of the 
United States, demands that the new-born republic abdicate its 
powers and, kneeling in abject submission at the foot of herre- 
stored throne, kiss the extended hand of this dusky Queen. The 
fitting and proper answer to the agent of such a demand would 
have been: Take your passport and return to your master, never- 
more to set foot in Hawaii, for its soil henceforth forever is con- 
secrated to freedom. ; 

When African slavery, inwoven for two centuries into the very 
texture of society in almost half of the Republic, vanished in 
the expiring flames of civil war, and the martyr President, 
sealing with his blood the emancipation of a race, bore four mil- 
lions of broken cofles to the throne of eternal justice, it was the 
universal thought that at last the time had come when the God- 
dess of Liberty could rear her altars without shuddering at the 
clank of the chain riveted by her professed votaries. And that 
henceforth, wherever on the earth’s broad surface wrong should 
be done to bleeding humanity, every American heart would beat 
in sympathy, and, if powerless to do aught else, would drop a 
tear over thesad fate of the oppressed. In that hour of jubila- 
tion it would have been beyond the possibility of belief that the 
time could ever come when a Chief Magistrate of the Republic, 
on being clothed with full administrative powers would, almost 
as his first act, send the war ships and revenue cutters of the 
nation, with threatening guns, plowing the waste waters ofa 
wide ocean, to remand back a liberty loving people to the des- 
pee TEE rule from which they had escaped. [Ap- 
plause. 

Is it for this generation to reverse the glorious traditions of 
‘our history, and turn back the hands on the dial plate of human 
progress? Almost half a century ago Webster, then Secretary 
of State, in replying to complaints of Austria on our conduct 
relative to the Hungarian revolution, said in his letter to Chev- 
alier Hülseman, These States can not fail to cherish always a 
lively interest in the fortunes of nations struggling for institu- 
tions like our own.” And President Fillmore, in his message 
to Congress on the same subject, said: This country can not 
remain indifferent when the strong arm of foreign power is in- 
voked to stifle public sentiment and repress the spirit of freedom 
in any country.” In the first year of this Administration we have 
seen our own Government converted into the strong arm of for- 
eign power to stifle the spirit of freedom inafar-off people strug- 
gling for institutions like our own, and to repress at home the 
sentiments of that generous patriotism which ever beats respon- 
sive to the vlaims of universal liberty 

Another chapter in the history of our relations with foreign 
nations was written within the memory of most of this ra- 
tion. Martin Koszta, a soldier in the Hungarian army led by 
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Louis Kossuth in its unsuccessful revolt against Austrian des- 
tism, came, a friendless exile, to this country, and in its courts 
eclared his intention to become an American citizen. After- 
wards returning to Turkey and while on its territory, though 
contiguous to that of his former home, he was seized and carried 
on board an Austrian man-of-war moored in the bay of Smyrna, 
to be transported thence to incarceration in Aust dungeons 
or to cruel death on its soil. Anchored near by was a small 
armed vessel with the Stars and Stripes flo iting at its masthead. 
Its commander, Capt. Ingraham, notified in person the com- 
mander of the Austrian man-of-war, on the morning it was sup- 
pora it might sail, that Martin Koszta must be set at liberty 
fore 4 o'clock of that day, or he would open fire upon his 
ship and its two armed consorts. 

As soon as Capt. Ingraham returned to his own vessel he or- 
dered its decks cleared, and opening its portholes, manned its 

uns. But before the declining sun touched the western horizon 

Jartin Koszta was placed on shore again a free man, though in 
chains. The first dispatch from our State Department sent to 
the American minister at Constantinople and to Copt Ingra- 
ham was an indorsement and cordial approval of their acts. 
Had this Administration been in power, judging by its conduct 
in Hawaii, Capt. Ingraham would have been directed to look up 
Koszta and return him to the Austrian man-of-war, with a hum- 
ble apology for his hasty act in violating the international law 
of king! 3 The difference between that time and 
this is, iam L. Marcy of the State of New York, a Democrat 
of the old school, was then Secretary of State, and every doubt- 
ful act or disputed fact in our intercourse with nations was con- 
strued in favor of liberty. 

Now, every doubtful act or disputed fact is construed in be- 
half of a fallen monarchy overthrown by its liberty-loving sub- 
jects. The American people owe it to themselves. by the love 
they cherish for liberty and free institutions, by the gratitude 
they owe the fallen heroes who died that government by the 
peonle for the poe should not perish from the earth,” to 
make this perfidy in double dealing with a friendly power; 
this infidelity to the spirit and genius of free institutions; this 
recreancy to liberty and the inalienable rights of mankind, so 
odious that no future servant of the great Republic will ever 
dare in all coming time repeat any such act. 

Liberty, on trial in the forum of nations, is entitled to what 
every court of justice in Christendom grants to the meanest 
criminal at its bar, the benefit of all doubts. 3 
Wherever the standard of Refy is reared on the ashes of a 
throne, I care not how, provided it is surrounded with stout 
arms and brave hearts sufficient to keep it in position, it is en- 
titled to the cobperative sympathy of every lover of universal 
liberty. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MCCREARY of Ken- 
tucky having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1134) to create the southern 
judicial district of the State of Texas and to fix the times and 
places of holding courts in said district and in the eastern and 
western judicial districts of said State; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 6556) * to provide for further ur- 
gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
other purposes,” disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 

reeing votes of the two Houses thereon, aud had appointed 

r. COCKRELL, Mr. BRICE, and Mr. HALE as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 


chair. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill was called up I briefly explained its 
provisions and endeavored to state the policy which had been 
pursued by the Committee on Foreign Affairs in its preparation, 
and I did not expect to speak again in the N debate; but 
my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. HTT], in his speech 
on yesterday afternoon, and the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat [Mr. GROW], havespoken on subjects outside of the bill, 
and so have made it perhaps proper that I should again briefly 
address the commiitee. 

I have listened with pleasure to my distinguished friend from 
Pennsylvania Mr. GROW] in the first address that I have had an 
Se to hear him deliver in this House since his late elec- 
tion, and I was glad to have the pleasure of hearing his views 


on the subject on which he spoke. But, Mr. Chairman, the Ha- 
waiian question is regarded by me as res adjudicata. 

When the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
perhaps making his canvass in that State the Hawaiian ques- 
tion was considered and discussed in the House of Representa- 
tives for five days, and during the heat of his canvass it ma 
have escaped the attention of my distinguished friend. Isha 
simply dismiss that subject now by reading for his benefit the 
action of the House of Representatives when that question was 
under consideration. The House adopted bya majority of 99 
the resolutions which I now read: 

Resolved, first. That itis the sense of this House that the action ot the 
United States minister in employing United States naval forces and ille- 
gally aiding in overthrow: the constitutional Government of the Ha 
walian Islands in January, 1893, and in setting up in its place a Provisional 
Government not republican in form and in opposition to the will of a ma- 
jority of the poopie: was contrary to the traditions of our Republic and the 
spirit of our Constitution, and should be and is condemned. 

Second. That we heartily approve the olen aps announced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, that interference with the domestic affairs of an 
independent nation is contrary to the spirit of American institutions. And 
itis further the sense of this House that the annexation of the Hawatian 
Islands to our country, or the assumption of a protectorate over them by 
our Government, is uncalled for and inexpedient; tnat the people of that 
country should have absolute freedom and independence in pursuing their 
own line of policy, and that foreign intervention im the tical affairs of 
. — 7 Ai not be regarded with indifference by the Government of the 

es. 


That is all I desire to say on the Hawaiian question. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hr] in his 
speech on yesterday traveled far outside of the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill. The first point made by him was 
that he objected to that provision In the bill which appropri- 
ates only $150,000 “ for contingent expenses of United States 
consulates.” And the gentlemanseemed very regretful that we 
had not appropriated for that purpose $200,000. I call his atten- 
tion to the fact that he was chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs for two years in the Fifty-first Congress: and the 
answer to his statement is, that if he believed there should be 
$200,000 appropriated for contingent expenses of our consulates, 
he should at that time have brought in a bill to that effect. 
The Congress of the United States has for many years been ap- 
propriating but $150,000 in each appropriation bill for contin- 
gent expenses of United States consulates. The amount has 
never exceeded $150,000; and I do not understand where the ne- 
cessity is now for raising the appropriation to $200,000. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. May J ask the gentleman 
a question? 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Does the gentleman think 
that $150,000 is enough? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
appropriated each year for years. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Does not the gentleman 
S will have to be a deficiency appropriation of at least 

„0002 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not. 

Mr. HITT. I would like to remind the gentleman that last 
year the present Secretary of State, who was making strenuous 
efforts at economy, and who did reduce the contingent expenses 
for consulates a good many thousand dollars, was still forced to 
expend $196,000 for this purpose; and he stated 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I do not think it will be nec- 
essary to expend more than $150,000 for this purpose during the 
next fiscal year; I hope this appropriation will be sufficient. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not dwell on the point made by 
my friend from Illinois in favor of increasing the amount to be 
allowed for contingent expenses of consulates, when in all the 
years of the past we have found $150,000 enough, and when the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois himself, while chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs for two years, believed this 
sum enough and reported only $150,000 each year. 

The next point to which I desire to call the attention of the 
House is that the gentleman from Illinois, in a most lugubrious~ 
manner, referred 

Mr. CANNON Of Illinois rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Kentucky Ar. 
McCreary] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]? 

Me McCREARY of Kentucky. I prefer not to be interrupted 
at this time. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT] referred in a most lu- 

ubrious manner to the action of the Assistant Secretary of 

tate, Mr. Quiney. There is always a wail ofsorrow that goes 
up from Republicans when Republicans are turned out of office 
and Democrats putin. If I hadthe power I would increase that 
wail of sorrow, because I believe that the party in power. 
whether it be the Democratic or the Republican party, shoul 
be represented in all the offices by the men who reflect the 
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— 05 of the dominant party. [Applause on the Democratic 
e. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit me a single remark, 
for I know he would not misrepresent me? I mide no criticism 
myself as a Republican upon the gentleman named; I merely 
cited two eminent Democrats who criticised him. 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. I come to the gentleman’s 
statement. He said yesterday in his speech that Mr. Quincy 
came to Washington with a newspaper announcement of bis 
character which attracted his attention: and he read that news- 
papar announcement, and then the distinguished gentleman from 

ois [Mr HITT] said: 

Mr. Quincy has been allowed a debauch among the consulships He has 
sent out to look after our trade in the uttermost ends of the earth the usual 
quota of broksn-down men and ignorant editors, 

When the gentleman said the usual quota of broken-down 
men and ignorant editors” he criticises appointments made by 
Republican administrations. Iam surprised. 

Mr, HITT. [ read those words from tho New York Evening 
Post, the great and intelligent organ of the Democracy of that 
State. |Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman will read 
what he said on yesterday, he will find that those words are not 
taken from the New York Post. 

Mr. HITT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
words I quoted and read from that paper. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Well, it is not so printed here. 
But whether the gentleman read from the New York Post or any 
other piper is immaterial for the purpose now in hand. The 
gentleman desired to bring the administration of Mr. Quiacy, 
as Assistant Secretary of State, into disrepute, and I desire to 
suy here that Mr. Quincy, as Assistant Secretary of State, dis- 
charged his duty faithfully and efficiently; that he st inds before 
the people of Massachusetts and before the people of the United 
States as a man honorable, able, and efficient in the discharge 
of his duty. - 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. ‘Yes. 

Mr. WARNER. With the assentof the gentlemanfrom Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Chairman, I beg his permission to correct what I 
believe to bə an act of injustice done by him to the distinguished 
gentleman from llinois [Mr. HT], for upon hearing the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on yesterday I understood, and J am sure 
that everybody on this side atleast understood, that the remarks 
of the gentleman to the effect that Mr. Quincy had sent out to 
look after our trade in the uttermost ends of the earth the 
usual crowd of broken-down politicians und ignorant editors” 
was not intended so much as a partisan attack upon the present 
Democra je Administration as it was a reference to the usual 

ractices which prevailed under the Administration just preced- 


11 .— ` 

Me. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I did not yield to the gentle- 
man for a speech. 

Mr. WARNER (continuing). And the gentleman from Ken- 
‘tucky, instead of criticising the gentleman from Illinois, ought, 
it seems to me, to have complimented him upon the frankness 
and candor of the admission thus involved. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
tucky will allow me 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I thinkI must 
decline to be interrupted further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky declines 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. McCREARY of Keutucky. The gentleman from Illinois 
ps Hrrv}, having I believe once been an Assistant Secretary 

the State Department, knows well what kind of consuls were 
appointed at the time that he was connected with the State De- 
partment. He knows what class of men were appointed during 
the years the Republican party had power to appoint the con- 
suls in our foreign service. 

He had many n as a member of Congress for more 
than ten years while his party was in power, and for a part of 
which time he waschairmanof the Committeeon Foreign Affairs, 
to correct the errors of the consular service. He was the chair- 
man of the committee which had charge of the matter, and if he 
had regarded the consular service as inefficient, if he believed 
that there were changes that should have been made, he had an 
opportunity to attempt to correct them, and hadalso the experi- 
ence, learning, and ability which he had uired in connection 
with thut service as an officer in the State Department. 

I think there is no doubt that the appointees since the new 
Administration came in willcompare very favorably with those 
who were engaged in the same service und er the preceding Ad- 
ministration. But I must differ with some gentlemen who have 
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been writing in the newspapers and magazines upon this sub- 
ject. 

s I have studied the consular service for ten years. I had an 
opportunity of traveling over Europe, and so far as I met the 
consuls appointed under a Republican Administration and so far 
as I met those appointed under a Democratic Administration, I 
found them good men, faithfully and efficiently discharging 
their duties. 

I have said, and the distinguished gentleman from Illinois on 
yesterday referred to it, that I believe there should be a reyi- 
sion of the laws regulating the consular service. It has been 
many years since the present law was enacted. It was made, I 
believe, in 1856, and amended very often since that date. A 
commission should be appointed, composed of gentlemen who 
have given thorough study and consideration to the subject, and 
those gent emen should prepare a bill revising the whole sys- 
tem—regulating salaries; regulating the duties; regulating the 
list of consulates. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT] yesterday referred to 
un appointment that had been made in the diplomatic service. 
It seemed to grieve the gentleman from Illinois very much that 
the President of the United States should have nominated Mr. 
Van Alen for ambassador to Italy. No man has ever yet ques- 
tioned the fact that Mr. Van Alen was, in education, in experi- 
ence, in Democracy, a min that was suitable for the position of 
ambassador to Italy. When his name was sent t the Senate of 
the United States it was promptly confirmed by Republicans and 
Democrats. But the gent eman from Illinois s ys that there was 
a charge alleged against him that he had contributed to the 
campaign fund, and on that account should not have been nomi- 
nated. : 

Mr. HITT. I did not say that there was a charge of that 
kind. Isimply stated that it was an admission or statement of 
Mr. Van Alen himself. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Van Alen denied, and so 
did Mr. Whitney and other members of the Democratic National 
Committee, that he ever contributed one dollar undef an agree- 
ment or with the expectation of receiving an appointment in 
the diplomatic service, or receiving any other appointment. 

Mr. HITT. ae did not deny the payment, 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Van Alen may have con- 
tribut d a certain amount of money to the campaign fund, and if 
you will find me among the Republicans that are able to do so a 
man who does not contribute when the time comes, as some of your 
distinguished men hive said, when the fat should be fried out 
of them ” in order to carry on the canvass, then I will find you a 
Reson whom you will not honor oiten with office. 

r. Chairman, Mr. Van Alen was an honorable, high-toned 
gentleman, who believed, as did the able and patriotic Presi- 
dent who nominated him to the Senate, that ‘‘a public office is 
a public trust; and when the Senate of the United States con- 
firmed him he declined to accept an office that had a taint of 
suspicion, in the breast even of a Republican, thatanything im- 
proper had been done. i 

Now, let us compare Mr. Van Alen with a Republican officer. 
I shall not refer to all the methods that have been used by Re- 

ublicans in elections in the various States of the United States. 

simply desire to place in contrast with Mr. Van Alen the name 
of John Wanamaker, Postmaster-General under the late Repub- 
lican Administration. 

I have nothing to say against Mr. Wanamakeras acitizen and 
a merchant, but I do say that up to the time he was made Post- 
master-General he was not known as a leader in the Republican 
party; he had never made himself conspicuous either for intelli- 
gence or patriotism. He was not a prominent Republican. He 
had never been honored with any office by his party in the State 
of Penusylvania. He never came into notice until the papers 
all over this country published him as a man who had raised 
$400,000 as a campaign fund, or a corruption fund, to be used to 
elect Mr. Harrison. And when the election was over, and it 
was mentioned in the papers that he would be tendered the po- 
sition of Postmaster-General, it was believed by many that the 
taint of suspicion, the notoriety he had acquired as a man who 
had furnished $409,000 to elect President Harrison, would pre- 
vent him from accepting the position of aCabinet officer. He 
had never been spoken of as Cabinet material up to that time, 
and zt we find, in contrast to the way in which Mr. Van Alen 
acted, that John Wanamaker accepted the office of Postmaster- 
General, nd held the office for four years. But this is not all. 
He not outy accepted the office, but the office was made the 
means of advertising the clothing house of John Wanamaker all 
over the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I preferred to confine the debate to the pend- 
ing bill, but it is not my fault that the debate has taken a wide 
range. 
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Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New Fore Was not the resignation 
of Mr. Van Alen a confession of the truth of the charges against 


m? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. It was not. It was not a resig- 
nation, but a declination, ‘hs declination of Mr. Van Alen was 
one of the highest evidences of that honor and of that gentility 
which should characterize a gentleman who desires to go into 
office, if he goes at all, with his record unsullied. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 

man from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], referred to anothe -sub ect, which 
I desire brie ly to discuss. It hus been said by some that our 
consular service can be benefited and improved by putting itun- 
der the civil service law. [am opposed to placing our consular 
system under civil-service rules. The most suitable persons for 

e consular service can not he selected under civil-service 
rules, inmy opinion. There are elements which go to make up 
a good consular officer which could not be ascertained and de- 
termined by a civil-service examin tion. We should not inau- 
gurate a consular aristocracy to hold office for life. We want 
no permanent class of consuls representing our country in the 
various commercial cities of the world. We went no perma- 
nent class of officers residing permanently abroad and giving up 
entirely their interest in our people, our business, and our Gov- 
ernment. ? 

Tho representatives of our Government, whether they be dip- 
lomats or consuls, should belong to the political party which at 
that time is dominant in our country. Our consular service 
would be rendered very unpopular if placed under the civil serv- 
ice rules, and the success of the system would be greatly endan- 
gered. Nearly forty years have passed since the present gen- 
eral law on ‘consuls and the consular service” was enacted. A 
commission should be appointed to revise these laws, and in this 
manner I believe our consular system could be improved. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, my distin- 
guished friend from Kentucky has remarked that he thought 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT] had wandered from the 
propriety of this debate by talking about one of the appoint- 
ments of the President to a foreign mission: and I suppose that, 
probibly thinking that two wrongs makea right, he at once re- 
torts by attacking a Cabinet officer of the former Administra- 
tion. Iam placed in the awkward position of knowing and re- 
specting both these gentlemen: but when men are in public life 
and occupy public positions their records and their fitness for 
the positions to which they are appointed become fair subjects 
of criticism. 

Mr. Wanamaker has been accused by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on 3 Affairs with raising money, instead of giving 
it personally. like Mr. Van Alen, and on that account he was 
appointed to the honorable position which he held. 

Ir. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to interrupt my 
friend at thit point. I know that he does not desire to do me an 
injustice. I say that was said of him, and published in the pa- 


rs. 
8 ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Very well, sir; the gentleman 
from Kentucky says thatit was saidof Mr. Wanamaker and pub- 
lished in the newspapers, and I accept his amended statement. 
Mr. Wanam ker did What any citizen of the United States has 
the right to do, when hə sees that the doctrines and the policy 
of the opposite political party threaten not only his individual 
business. but all the industries of the entire State of which he 
has the honor to be a citizen, and when he sees that, owing to 
the practice of the opposite party, who encourage rich men to 
give contributions in order to get honorable social positions 
abroad, he goes forth to the manufacturers and business men of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and with perfect propriety 
asks for subscriptions to neutralize those presenting contribu- 
tions for the sake of obtaining social distinction. 

Thatis what Mr. Wanamaker did, and that is what he deserves 
credit for; and there never was a suggestion that it was done for 
any other purpose than to defend the great doctrines of porao 
tion to American industries. After the victory of the Repub- 
lican prr on that principle, the President of the United States 
elect looked around lor u fitting person to occupy a most honora- 
ble position in the Government. Hedidas other Presidents had 
done; he looked among the business men who had proved by 
their ability, and especially by the characteristic for which Mr. 
Wanamaker is particularly distinguished—executive ability— 
their fitness for the position. Mr. Wanamaker had controlled 
the largest retail mercantile est iblish ment in the United States, 
and in that business had onplegod a greater number of persons 
than arə employed in any other similar place of business in the 
country, and he had conducted that great establishment with 
conspicuous success. : 


Was it any wonder. then, that President Harrison, exercisin 
that Pagment for which he is known throughout the len 
and bre:dth of this land, should have . 0 Philidelphia 
and called her leading merchant to All the position of Postmas- 
ter-General, a position requiring the highest executive ability? 
And, Mr. Chairman, that was the reason that John Wanamaker 
was called here and made Postmaster-General of these United 
States, and not because he had seen fit asa citizen to raise sub- 
scriptions for the cumpaign fund. His success in the office justi- 
fied his selection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, I am placed in 
the awkward position of being compelled to draw acomparison 
between this cise and thatof Mr. Van Alen. Mr. Van Alen was 
absolutely unknown, except socially. Mr. Van Alen was com- 
pelled to admit that he had never voted. It was not until he 
saw a chance to improve his social position that he sought that 
honora»le appointment. 

Our diplomatic service suffers enough from political appoint- 
ments in recognition of party services, without such appoint- 
ments being made simply for social reasons, When the wagons 
of John Wanamaker were traveling through the streetsof Phil- 
adelphia supplying good to his customers, Mr. VaneAlen was 
“ tooling ” his four-in-hand and his tindem down Bellevue ave- 
nue in Newport. [Laughter.] When Mr. Wanamaker was do- 
ing everything he could by his personal exertions to advance 
the public interests of the State of Pennsylvania, Mr. Van Alen 
was living in England and educating his sons at foreign coll ges. 
When Mr. Wanamaker was laboring for advancament of public 
and private morality in his native State, Mr. Van Alen was fool- 
ing away his time in social life and building a house in Newport 
where he burnt candles and refused to introduce gas, because can- 
dles were ‘fso English, you know.” ' [Laughter and applause. ] 

So, Mr. Chairm in of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, you 
took an unfortunate step when you undertook to m ike a compar- 
ison between John Wanamaker, a man of the people. and Mr. 
Van Alen, an aristocratof the aristocrats. And,Mr.Chairman, 
it is a curious anomaly that the party which be irs the name of 
Democrat, which calls itself — should choose to 
champion an aristocrat, while the Republican party stands by the 
min of the people. This debate has wandered, but it is neces- 
sry that it should do so when comnarisons are drawn between 
the appointments to o lee of the Republican party and the ap- 
pointments of the Democratic party. It is necessary, when such 
comparisons ars made, that the facts shall be plainly aud baldly 
stated, that they may go forth to the people and let them decide 
which party is the more cireful, tae more wise, the more judi- 
cious in its selection of publicofficers. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican saad z 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I remarked on 
yostorday after my friend from Illinois[Mr. Hrrr] had concluded 

is speech that it had not bsen my purpose to say anything in 
reference to this bill. Itis the bill making the usual and cus- 
tomary appropriations for the support of our representatives 
abroad, diplom tie and consular. 140 not know that the hon- 
orablo 1 from Illinois objected to any but asingle clause 
in the bill, the appropriation for conting nt expenses of ths con- 
sulates, which he complained had been cut down from $200,000 
recommended by the Secretary of State, to $150,000. That was 
the only criticism, the only objection, that my honorable friend 
made, and Ido not suppose that he hasanyother. This bill has 
been reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs for the sup- 
port of our representatives in foreign ports, and ot our consular 
system, connecte l with our commercial relations with all tho 
countries of the world. 

This diplomatic and consular service, Mr. Chairman, isa mat- 
ter that has recommended itself to our Government from tho 
time when our first represent itive was sent abroad to the courts 
of Europe, and if the serv.ce has not grown into a methodical 
and regular system, as the gentleman from Illinois says it has 
not, it has at least given us a representative at the capital of 
every organized government throughout the world; and, so far 
as being a system which can be challenged for inefficiency, I 
think it may be said to ba so efficient that it gives ample pro- 
tection to our citizens wherever they go, and wherever our fi 
floats. In addition to that it gives to our commerce with 
countries of the world that protection which is afforded by the 
residence of our American consuls. 

Our consular system has increased our commerce with all the 
nations of the earth, and more especially has it increased our 
commerce with those countries in Central and South America 
that lie so contiguous to us, and are united to us not only by the 
ties which bind together peoples who live under practically the 
same form of government, but also by the bonds of trade and 
commerce. I do not think, therefore, that my honorable friend 
from Illinois, who is usually so fair and just and conservative, 
selected wisely the bill upon which to make a political speech, 
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and I was somewhat surprised when he undertook to cite as 
an instance of the power and the policy of the English nation 
the fact that in far-off Abyssinia, when a British consul and 
British subjects had been imprisoned. an army of 32,0% men 
hud been gathered together and sent there to protect them. 
My honorable friend might have found a more relevant instance 
of action on the pirt of the British Government, that govern- 
ment woich gives protection to its citizens wherever they go 
and into whatever foreign land commerca or trade or pleasure 
may call them—he might, IS, have found a much more per- 
tinent illustration of the foreign policy of that government in 
its action in 184 in reference to these very Hawaiian Islands to 
which my friend referred in terms commending our represent- 
ative there under aformer Administration and condemning the 
policy oi the present Administration. In 1813 the regular British 
consul at the Hawaiian Islands had left the consulate and had 
appointed a min to actin his stead. This consul had litigation 
with thesubjects of tae Hawaiian Government, and being unwill- 
ing toawuit the tardy operation of the courts, he appealed to Lord 
George Paulet, commanding a British cruiser on the Hawaiian 
coast, to come to his aid, and the commander did so, and hauled 
down the Hawaiian flag and hoisted the British flag. 

When that action was mide known in England, and when the 
commander of the Pacific coast squadron was informed of it, he 
sal ed into the port of Honolulu and required Sir George Paulet 
to go on shore haul down the British flag, and-hoist again at 
every point the Hawaiian flag. And, Mr. Chairman. it was an 
honor to that great nition from which we borrow our language 
and most of our laws, it was a credit to that great power that, 
instead of availing itself of the improper action of one of its 
o'icers it rebuked that action, as the admiral of the squadron 
did rebuke it by requiring Sir George Paulet to haul down the 
British fag and to hoist again the Hawaiian flag and salute it. 

Th t, Mr. Chairman, was an inst nee that might fitly hive 
been referred to by my honorable friend from Illinois as illustra- 
tive of the disposition of the Government of Great Britain, while 
protecting every British citizen in all his rights, to do justice, 
and especially to do justice to a weaker nation. That action, 
however, was in full keeping with the policy which we had 

‘adopted towards those islands, for in the early history of this 
country, while Daniel Webster was Secretary of State, he wrote 
a letter upon the subject of the attitude of the United States to- 
wa the Hawaiian Islands. I will embođy that letter in my re- 
marks. 

Mr. HITT. Is that the Hulseman letter? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. No, sir; this is a letter in ref- 
ence to Hawaiian matters. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 23, 1943. 

Sm: The course adopted by this Government in regard to the Sandwich 
Islands has for its sole object the preservation of the independence of those 
islands and the maintenance by their Government of an entire impartiality 
in their intercourse with foreign states. The United States desire to exer- 
cise no undue influence or control over the government of the islands, ner to 
obtain from it any grant of exclusive privileges whatever. This was solemniy 


declared in the President’s message to Congress, and it is declared also in 
the instructions given to Mr. Brown, of which you will receive herewith a 


copy. 
Tho President would exceedingly regret that suspicion of a sinister po 
pose of any kind on the part of the United States should prevent England 
and France from adopting the same specitic, just. and conservative course 
towards the Government and people of this remote, but interesting group 
of islands. 
Lam, sir, etc., 
DAN'’L WEBSTER. 
EDWARD EVERETT, Esq., etc, 


This was addressed to our minister at London, Mr. Edward 
Everett; and Mr, Everett, at the suggestion of Mr. Webster, 
then Secretary of State, brought about a meeting between the 
French minister at London and the English minister, which 
finally led to an agreement, which I will read: 

Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, and His 8 the King of the French, taking into consideration the 
existence in the Sandwich Islands of a government capable of providing for 
the regularity of its relations with foreign nations, have thought it right to 
engage. reciprocally, to consider the Sandwich Islands as an independent 
state, and never to take possession, either directly or under the title of p o- 
tectorate, or under any other form, of any part of the territory of which they 
CCC Hier Madars principal tary of state for forei 

o unde: er esty’s principal secretary of state for fore 
affairs and the ambassador extrao dinary of His Majesty the King of the 
French at the court of London, being furnished with the hecessary powers, 
hereby declare in consequence that their said majesties take reciprocally 
18 n wi A t th dersi; ha: 

n witness whereof the undersigned have signed the present declarati: 
and have affixed thereto the seal of their ‘arm $ eR 
2 An duplicate at London, the 28th day of November, in the year of our 


E 8. ABERDEEN. 

L. S. ST. AULAIRE. 
So it will be seen that the course pursued by Mr. Webster, as 

Secretary of State, resulted in this agreement to which we are 

a Party. Now, my distinguished friend enters into high lauda- 

tion of the acts of Minister Stevens, and says that our Govern- 


ment ought to have sustained him, and that it is ignominious 


and cowardly not to sustain your minister abroad when he is as- 
sailed, Who first assailed Minister Stevens? Whence did he 
receive his first rebuke? It was from the Secretary of State 
under the Harrison Administration, Mr. Foster. Mr. Stevens 
had written to Mr. Foster under data of January 18, 1893: 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Honolulu, January 18, 1893 (via San Francisco). 

Events In Hawatiin the past few days have moved rapidiy. An entire 
overthrow of tue Hawaiian monarchy, and the establishment of a provisional 
government in the interest of tue whole people of tne islands, Without the 
Sacritice of a single life. 

The new Government is in full possession of the islands, and was promptly 
recognized by all the diplomatic representatives. The four menof whom it 
is co.nposed are of high character. one of whom resigned his ae as 
one uf the supreme jud ses to assume tne place. Full dispatches by the mail 
leaving Honolulu to-day by special steamer. A 

STEVENS, United States Minister. 

What was the reply of Mr. Foster, the then Secretary of State? 
I read his reply. It was this: 

The phraseology of your proclamation in announcing your action of the 
assumption of protection of the Havwalian Islauds in the name of the United 
States would appear to ce tantamount to an assumption of a protectorate 
over those islands in behalf of the United States, with all the rights and ob- 
ligations which the term implies, To this extent it goes beyond the neces- 
sities of the situation and the instructions heretofore given you. : 

Now, where does Mr. Stevens stand by the declaration of the 
Ha rison Administration? He stands where he ought to stand, 
condemmed by the letter of Mr. Webster, condemmed by the ac- 
tion of Mr. Everett, condemned by the agreement which I have 
cited, and condemned by the enlightened sentiment of America 
without reference to politics. He had assum d to send a treaty 
here, and the honorable gentleman from illinois says that treaty 
was one that ought to have been accepted, and he reilects upon 
the President of the United States for withdrawing it from the 
Senate. Whatdid that treaty propose? It proposed that tho 
whole debt of the Hawali in Government, amounting to over 
83,000, 000, should be assumed as a preliminary step. 

It proposed that the Queen should be given an annuity and 
that the heir of the Queen, residing in England, should be pro- 
vided for by an annual stipend. That was the treaty which was 
sent by Mr. Harrison to tha Senats of the United States; and 
those were the conditions under which it was to be cons.dered. 
The present President of the United States, when he came into 
office, finding that to bs the condition of affairs, proposed to act 
at least with as much justice as England hid done when her ol- 
ficerhad assumed improper control; and he withd-ew that treaty 
from the consideration of the Senate and refused to submit it 
afterward. 

I venture to assert that there is not an enlightened, well in- 
formed man on either side of this Chamber who will deny that 
the rebuke of Secretary Foster, the Republican Secretary of 
State, was well deserved by Mr. Stevens, and that the action of 
the present President of the United Stites was right in with- 
drawing a treaty which proposed under the flag of the United 
States to perpetrate this outrage upon a weak and friendly 


wer. 
b Not only that; but subsequently to that action, it was said, 
this was a bloodless revolution and hid been achieved without 
the loss ofa life. But it seemed to have been a very ineffectual 
one for the purposeof giving bey to the people of the Hawai- 
iin Islands; for long afterward Mr. Stevens wrote aletter at the 
instance of this Provisional Government to the officer command- 
ing one of our cruisers of the Pacific squadron in Honolulu 
Sound, asking him to hoist the American flag in order that he 
might give stxbility to this Govern nent. ; 

Whenthe President of the United States sent, as he had aright 
to do, his commissioner there, and he found the flag of the United 
States ying over those Hawaiian Islands at Honolulu, he di- 
rected the flag to be hauled down and that the marines be returned 
to the vessel to which they belonged. This was done. Was it 
wrong? What right had they to exist under the flag of the 
United States? And the President was careful to siy that he 
remitted the consideration of that gs to the Congress of 
the United States, where it belonged. Was it not a proper act, 
therefore, to endeavor to restore the condition of affairs when 
Mr. Stevens had so far exceeded his official authority that the 
Republican Secretary of Stute had to rebuke him for what he 
did? Was Mr. hoster right or was Mr. Foster wrong? 

The truth is that Mr. Stevens had landed the troops to effect 
the revolution. The truth {and it can not be concealed) is that 
Mr. Stevens hoisted the American flag over the islands of Ha- 
waii some fifteen or twenty days after this peaceful revolution 
had been accomplished—showing that it wasaccomplished alone 
by the presence of the troops of the United States—showing 
that law ard order could be maintained alone by the hoisting of 
our flag. If England, that great territory-acquiring country, 


whose floats over the world, could afford to rebuke herown 
officer and haul down her flag and hoist the Hawaiiin as it 


was her duty todo under the solemn agreement she 


with France and the United States, was it not equally the duty 
of the United States to say that the flag of our country should 
not be desecrated by being used to take possession of property 
which belonged to a friendly power? And was it not the duty 
of our minister to restore those marines to the vessel to which 
they belonged? 

Now, when was this quasi-military occupation of the Hawaiian 
Islands to be abandoaeu? When did they intend that this pro- 
tectorate thus established should cease? I say that my honor- 
able friend from Illinois has undertaken to discuss a subject 
which this House settled by its resolution passed sometime ago; 


and I had hoped that this matter would not be heard of again. | 


In the discussion, however, of this bill he seems to think it 
necessary that the question should be reopened. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman al- 
low me a question? 

Mr. HOOK HR of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN VOORHUIS of New York. Is it still the purpose of 
the Administration to restore the Queen to the throne of the 
Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I imagine not. I have had no 
conversation with the Administration on this subject. I am 
simply speaking here from general knowiedge. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. What, then, is the point 
of the gentleman's argument? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I think it very likely the 
President is going to leave you and the other members of Congress 
to determine this question. You have determined it. The 
thing has been settled; the vote has been taken, so far as this 
House is concerned; and it seems to me my honorable friend 
from Illinois ought to have regarded this as a settled matter and 
ought not to have reopened it here. But as he has reopened it, 
justice to the Administration, justice to our duty as a friendly 
power toward a weak government with which we were con- 
nected, demands that 1 should make this vindication of the 
action of the Administration. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Can my colleague on the 
committee tell us just when the Administration changed its 
mindin regard to restoring the Queen to the throne? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. In regard to the mind of the 
Administration I do not know anything more than the gentle- 
man does, except from what hasoecurred. Everything has been 
published. Every instruction to the minister who was sent out 
there—Mr. Blount—has been acted on; and the present minis- 
ter is now acting under the instructions of the Administration; 
and I take it for granted we shall leave to the poopie of Hawaii 
the right to work out their own salvation, And that is the po 
sition the President took in his message which he sent to the 
House and which the House acted on in determining this ques- 
tion. 

Mr, VAN VOORHISof New York, Will my colleague on the 
committee be willing to leave this Provisional Government in 
absolute and undisturbed possession of the country which it ac- 

uired by a conspiracy on the partof an American minister and 
t was sustained by American soldiers? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I do not think it ought to be. 
Would you be willing that if should so continue? 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. No; but I want to ask the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. HOOKERof Mississippi. Well, youarea member of Con- 
gress. You had aright asa member of Congress to decide the 
question. It was so decided by a vote of this House. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. I know. It is not true, 
however, that that was the case. 

Mr. HOOKER Of Mississippi. Ah! Wall, perbaps you are one 
of the parties who are responsible to some extent for the condi- 
tion that prevails. But I say the matter has been determined 
by a vote of this House and ought to remain determined. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to cay just this—— 

„ of Mississippi. I must decline to be inter- 
rupted. 

1 VAN VOORHIS of New York. I wish to say to the gen- 
eman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi says he 
declines to be interrupted, 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi.- I have yielded, Mr. Chairman, 
as much as I can yield to interruptions. 

There is another matter which my honorable friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Hrrr] referred to, which is also equally inexplicable, 
and which has no relevancy to the question under consideration. 
Jallude to that part of the remarks of my distinguished friend 
which referred to a certain foreign appointment made by the 
President of the United States in the early part of his Admin- 
istration, The gentleman alluded to the appointment of a dis- 


tinguished citizen of the State of Rhode Island by the name of 
James J. Van Alen. 

I venture to assert that there is not a mamber on the floor of 
this House from the State of Rhode Island, whether he boa 
Democrat or Republican, that would not agree with some other 
very distinguished Republicans on the other side that Mr. Van 
Alen is one of the most accomplished men in the State of Rhode 
Island; and so far from deserving to be condemned and depicted 
in the language used by my eloquent friend from Pennsylvania 

Mr. ADAMS] as simply a man of fashion and without brains, he 
is regarded by two such men as Senator ALDRICH of Rhode Island 
and Mr. Stoddart, who, I understand, is a leading manufacturer 
of Rhode Island, as a man of a high order of ability and most 
eminently qualified to represent this Government in the impor- 
tant capacity to which he had been assigned. And there are no 
two men in that State who can speak from a better and moro 
trorough knowledge of the facts than these two gentlemen. 

So far as his fitness for the position is concerned, we have first 
the action of the President of the United Stites in making the 
appointment, and the further affirmation of his fitness for the 
position by the fact that he was immediately confirmed by 
the Senate of the United States. These reco nmendations are 
usually considered in our country as being perfectly good ones 
for any man. And I have not heard of anybody in this country 
who has exhibited more delicacy of feeling, more indisposition 
to take official position with even a suspicion of wrong than he; 
because in the face of his appointment and confirmation. when 
these reports grew up, that he had been a subscriber to the 
election fund of the Democratic party, he promptly declined to 
accept the foreign mission, although it was then in his hand. 

Applause on the Democratic side. There are not many evi- 
ences given by the party to which my honor able friend from 
Illinois belongs, and of which he is such a great ornament, of 
. to accept office under any circumstances. Laugh - 

r. 

Now, Mr. Chalrman, I wish to say in regard to this matter 
that I do not know Mr. Van Alen personally. But I do know 
whatcommended him to the attention of the President of the 
United States. I do know that the gentlem:n from Illinois [Mr. 
Hip] has associated his name with a distinguished gontleman 
from New York, that of William C. Whitney. Now, Mr. Whit- 
ney says or he virtually says so—that these contributions, what- 
ever they were—he did not say what—were made as honestly as 
any contributions which were ever made, without a word or 
y lable or thought, as expressed by any acts or utterances of 
these parties that the contribution was made with reference 
to any official position or for political preferment. If there isa 
man in this country who stands so high that the foul breath of 
calumny may not hurt him, that calumny which, as the great 
poet of nature says: 

The whitest virtue strikes, 
Maids, matrons, nay, the very secrets of the grave it penetrates. 

I say if there is a man who has lived a life of such purity, such 
integrity, such honor, such fidelity to the great trusts conferred 
upon him and the important trust which the President of the 
United States, Mr. Cleveland, reposed in him when he put him 
at the head of the Navy of the United States, that man is Mr. 
William C. Whitney, of New York. It will not do, Mr. Chair- 
man, for anybody from New York, whether he be a Democrat or 
Republican. to give utterance to the expression that Mr. Wil- 
liam C. Whitney could be approiched by anyone and offered a 
bribe for any purpose or for any position. 

This calumny falls of its own weight. The life of honesty, 
purity, and uprightness which he has led, clothes him in an ar- 
mor which the poisoned arrow can not penstrate, but falls harm- 
less at his feet. There is no man in this country who has held 
the position of Secretary of the Navy, who leftit with a higher 
character than did William C. Whitney; and if contributions 
were mide by Mr. Van Alen,or anybody else, they were made 
freely and voluntarily, without the expect tion of reward. No 
man would have approached William C. Whitney and said, I 
want to subscribe to this fund with the hope that [ may get an 
office.” As Mr. Whitney siys in his own letter, it would not 
only have been dishonoring to Mr. Van Alen and dishonoring 
to Mr. Whitney, but with that lofty sease of right which al- 
ways distinguisged him, Mr. Whitney says it would be infamous. 
And do you not think so? Is there any man whose partisan 
coloring so dyes his mind that he would be willing to asperse 
the character of an honest and upright citizen and officer in or- 
der to secure politicaladvant ge? 

Now, it has been alluded to by more gentlemen than one that 
a distinguished gentleman of a former Administration was a 
large contributor to the fund thatelected Mr. Harrison. These 
funds are the sinews of war which you used pretty savagely, 
both parties, in your great cities. I thank God that in my own 
country we have a population so far above the reach of money 
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that I have never heard the accusation made against any man, 
from governor down, that he used a dollar in his canvass that 
was not properly used. That is the character of the people we 
have there. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But in your 
large cities at the North both parties use money. 

r. Wanamaker was said to have made liberal contributions 
to the fund which elected Mr. Harrison. under whose Adminis- 
tration he was appointed to a Cibinetofiice. But I have not the 
knowledge upon which to predicate the assertion, nor have I the 
temper or the disposition to say that Mr. Wanamaker was ap- 
pointed by President Harrison because he was a liberal subscriber 
to the fund. I would scorn to say it, for | am not possessed of facts 
which would justify meinsayingit. Neither is the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] possessed of facts which 
authorized him to say anything to the discredit of a man who 
occupies so high and lofty a position as William C. Whitney. 

itis the privilege of men to give. Some men are rich and 
some men are poor. I belong to the latter class: but I have no 
envy of the man whose indusiry and energy have made him a 
wealthy man. I have not that spirit of demagogy, the mean- 
est of all demagogy, which would excite compassion for the 
poor by arousing hostility toward the wealthy. I have no tem- 
per of that sort, and therefore I would not be heard here on this 
floor to say a word that would look to the impeachment of Mr. 
Wanamaker, and less still have I a word to say which would 
look to the impeachment of the honorable President who placed 
him in the Cabinet position which he held. And while I would 
not so it of the opposa, I will not allow them to say it of 
Mr. Whitney, or of the present President of the United States, 
2 resenting it in the proper spirit in Which itought to be 
resented. 

What interest had the present President of the United States 
in the Hawaiian Islands to support one party or another? What 
interest had he in displacing one government and establishing 
another? He delivered, and this House delivered, a deserved re- 
buke to Mr. Stevens, and John W. Foster delivered a deserved 
rebuke to Mr. Stevens, for exceeding his power and violating 
his instructions; and that is the sort of a minister that my hon- 
orable friend from Illinois [Mr. pol would eulogize and deify 
as if he was entitled, whatever he might do, under all circum- 
stances to receive the protection and suppo:tof the Government. 
I say. what interest had Mr. Cleveland, the present President of 
the United States, to do otherwise than was right and just and 
equitable and fair? R 

Why, my honored friend, a former Speaker of the House 
Mr. GROW, who has come back amongst us now in the vigor of 
his advanced years to teach us lessons of wisdom that come from 
his experience, spo<e of the fact that we had not treated this 
minister rightly, that he ought to have been protected and sup- 

rted. The gentleman criticised the action of Mr. Cleveland 

or withdrawing that odious treaty of annexation. Did he criti- 

cise him rightly? I appeal to every fair-minded man whether 
Mr. Cleveland did not do right, and whether he.had any other 
motive than simply doing what was right in adjusting this mat 
ter which Mr. Stevens had involved in all this trouble by the 
improper use of the forces of the Government, and the improper 
use of the flag which represented the Government. 

But before [ proceed further I want to have read. as a part of 
my remarks, in reference to the asperson of Mr. Whitney and 
the aspersion of Mr. Van Alen, a letter from Mr. Whitney, and 
the interview which accompanies it, which I think settles this 
question beyond all controversy. 


VAN ALEN’S APPOINTMENT—WILLIAM ©, WHITNEY EXPLAINS HIS CONNEC- 
TION WITH IT—HE RESENTS THE IMPUTATION THAT HB HAS CONDUCTED 
A BARGAIN OF OFFICE FOR MONEY—HIS ATTITUDE PROPERLY SET FORTH 
IN THE SUN, WHOSE ARTICLE THE EX-SECRETARY FORWARDED TO PRESI- 
DENT CLEVELAND. 


Mr. Willlam C. Neder sry, ergs public yesterday the following letter, acopy 
of which was sent to the New York World: 


“To the editor of the World: 


“Sir: If I alone were concerned I should pay no attention to the slander- 
ous matter contained in your issue of yesterday headed ‘Van Alen’s bar- 
gain So tar as I personally am concerned, anyone who chooses to think 
me capable of hg rng an office for a political contribution is welcome to 
their opinion. Having lived a good part of my lifein public affairs, I am 
certain that no one for whose opinion I have the least regard would enter- 
tain the thought foramcment. But there is much more than my person- 
ality in this matter; Mr. Van Alen has been set upon and caricatured and 
libeled in every way. I propose to relieve him from blame so far as I have 
let us see Just what theallegation is: The Pr 

Loet us see just what the allegation is: The President was disgusted with 
the idea of a ponang Mr. Van Alen, and he tried to avoid it. On the other 
hand, he h. . Whitney’s promise to Mr. Van Alen to fa e. Mr. Whitney 
told the President of his promise and u itsfulflliment. * Mr. Van 
Alen had been promised the Italian m in return for his contribution of 
€50,000 to the campaign fund.’ 

“Tne allegation is specific enough, and imputes to us a most dishonorable 
transaction. What is the truth? I have had nothing to do with Mr. Van 
Alen’s candidacy, except what is contained in a communication to the Presi- 
dent, which I shall ask vou to print, together with the interview to which it 
refers. With the President, personally, I have never exchanged a word on 


U 
the subject. The letter and the interview contain a complete answer to the 


NEW YORK, June 20, 1893. 


“IDEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I inclose a clipping from the New York Sun, 
which covers what 1 3 to be an interview with me ing the can- 
raay of Mr. Van Alen for the mission to Italy. The interview is suostan- 
t correct, 

of shine in justice to Mr. Van Alen I ought to say more. With the main 
facts as stated in this interview you shouid befamiliar. I msde it clear to 
everybody in the campaign that I would assume no obligations, tacit or ex- 
pressed, as to offices or appointments, and you are quite aware that you have 
not been asked to ‘orm any contracts of this nature so far as I know. 

Mr. Van Alen is a gentleman, and gave what he contributed freely and 
from an interest in the success of the party. He had previously identified 
himself warmly with the party in Rhode Island: his candidacy has the sup- 
port of nearly every prominent party man in his State. I have been called 
upon by these men to see that his warm support of our party should not 
militate against his candidacy. 

‘t I therefore break the silence which I have heretofore maintained since 
the inauguration to say that I know Mr. Van Alen well, and that he is, in 
my judgment, in every way adapted to the position which he seeks, and 
that I sincerely hope that the icious stories which have found their way 
into peme will not affect him adversely. 

nere is no obligation upon you to appoint him to any office; but there 
is the additional reason for appointing him that, as tha result of a very patri- 
otic. generous, and cordial support of the party in the last campaign, when 
e s were few and calls were great, he has n accused of dishonorable 

gaining, 

his, as you know, is the first time you have been approached by me on 
the subject of appointments, 

very sincerely, yours, 


o the Hon, GROVER 9 9. 0 
* Washington, D. C.“ 


The interview referred to in the letter was as follows: 

“The Hon. William C. Whitney was asked at his home, 2 West Fifty- 
seventh street, last evening by a Sun reporter about a atch which 

uoted the seam of Washington to the effect that while in of the 


‘allegations: 


“W, C. WHITNEY. 


mocratic ca last fall he promised the place of minister to Rome 
to Mr. J. J. Van Alen, of New York, in return for campaign contributions 
made by Mr. Van Alen, amounting to $50.000. The dispatch further said 
that Mr. Van Alen’s first contribution was %30,000, and that later. u 
being encouraged to believe that his ambition to be sent to Rome would be 
gratified, he increased his campaign contribution by 220.000. and then had no 
doubt whatever that his name would be one of the first diplomatic nomina- 
tions to be sent to the Senate, The dispatch went on to say that the weeks 
went by without any indication that Mr, Van Alen was to realize upon his 
campaign investment, and then came the reports of the falling out between 
the President and Mr. Whitney, followed by the alleged statement of Mr. 
Cleveland that he ‘has learned to distrust Mr. Whitney and his tricks.’ 

“Mr. Whitney read the dispatch carefully, and, as he returned it to a re- 
porter, said, with more han usual emphasis: 

+‘ Nonsense: nonsense.’ 

“Mr. e ee speaks in rather softly modulated tones. He isnot 
wt spn citizen. But this time he spoke in emphatic tones. He con- 


ned: 
Ar. Van Alen contributed to the campaign fund; but, of course, I am 
not at liberty to state the amount any more than I would be at liberty to 
tell what other gentlemen gave. I can say, though, that Mr. Van Alen did 
not contribute eicher of the amounts named in the dispatch, At the time 
he contributed there was no conversation whatever between Mr. Van Alen 
and myself to the effect that he was to have the place of minister to Rome 
or any other oc. Do you suppose that any gentleman would contribute 
with the idea that he was to have a place in retura? The subject was never 
mentioned by Mr. Van Alen or myself. I Will go further and make it as 
Strong as possible when I say that I made no contracts for office, express or 
implied. during the campaign either in Mx. Cleveland's name or anybody 
else s name. I made no contracts with anybody. Can I make it plainer 
than that? Isaid during the campaign to all: “Gentlemen, when this is 


over. I am through. 

“*T have not called upon Mr. Cleveland to fulfill any campaign contract, 
for the simple reason that none was made by ms. I have not asked him to 
appoint a man to ofice, simply because I had said that when the campaign 
was over I was through. I say again that I made no contracts either with 
Pr Van Alen or anybody else. There were no promises made even by in- 

erence. 

“+ Concerning the alleged remark of Mr. Cleveland that he has learned to 
distrust Mr. Whitney and his tricks,’ I can only say that I do not believe that 
Mr. Cleveland ever made that remark.’ 

Mr. Whitney.’ said the reporter, ‘there has been another version of Mr. 
Van Alen's contribution heard here in New York. Itis to the effec. that Mr. 
Van Alen tirmly believed that he was to get the place of minister to Rome 
in considerationof his campaigncontributions, and that when he found that 
he was not to have the place a number of Democrats put their hands in their 

ckets and made up the amountof Mr. Van Alen’s contribution and handed 

tover to him. Would you like to say anything about that? 

Oh. no,“ replied Mr. Whitney; ‘that is just as nonsensical as the Wash- 
ington story. It is utter nonsense throughout. I can not make myself 
plainer on this story than I have to you.’ 

read the novel and interesting suggestion made by Mr. Horace White, 
that in such cases where offices have been promised for money, the money 
should be returned in all cases. Although not especially pertinent at this 
time. as no such case existed, I take the occasion to differ from his opinion. 
I think the man should lose boch omce and money and be forever barred 
from decent society. 

„Such. I think, would be Mr. Van Alen's opinion if it can be gathered from 
a letter which he wrote at about the time spoken of by Mr. White, and in 
which he takes what [ consider the more correct view, It was called ont by 
a 8 a friend who had heard of the White syndicate. The letter 
was as follows: 


“*MAY 11, 1893. 


“DEAR ——: Many thanks for your letter of yesterday. I am much sur- 
po at the charges you say have been made against ms. Certainly, if the 
esident believes them, my appointment to any position would be scandal- 


ous. 

I can only say that these charges that I stated I was to havea diplomatic 
position in exchange for money subscribed by me for political pur are 
utterly false, and I defy any one to prove that I have written, spoken. or 
hinted at one word indicating in any way such an agreement. Ishould bea 
combination of knave. fool, and liar to have made such a statement, for there 
was absolutely no understanding between myself and any ons that I should 
have any office under the Government. 
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“What was said on the subject was said after the election in hw po Now, with regard to the settlement of this Hawaiian matter, 


last. and was merely an expression of a wish on my part and a 
tance * + è in carrying out my wishes. 
5 „J. J. VAN ALEN: 


“I trust you will gather from thess letters and interviews that instead of 
there being any contract that Mr. Van Ale 1 should have the Italian mission, 
the President was distinctly in terms informed by me: There is no obliga- 
tion upon you to appoint him to any office.” 

“Mr. Van Allen had the support of his State for this appointment, was 
personally known to the President, and was selected as a gentleman deemed 
Competent and tit for the post. 

“Yours truly, 

KNEW York, Sentenber 27, 1992." 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It will thus beseen, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the charges made at the time, and which have been 
reiteruted by my honorable friend from Illinois, were fully and 
completely disposed of long ago, unless you believe thatin listen- 
ing to that l tter that you a e listening to the words of a man 
capable of uttering falsehood. That letter was a plain, simple 
vindication of himself and of Mr. Van Alen, and Mr. Whitney at 
least, needed, I hope, no vindication in the minds of the Ameri- 
can people. 

` Tne appointment by the President of the United States would 
imply that he must have been party to the agreement between 
Mr. Whitney and Mr. Van Alen. Now. I hope, Mr. Chairman, 
that the time has not come when 2 man elevated to the high 
position waich Mr. Harrison occupied by the vote of the people 
of the United States,and which Mr. Grover Cleveland now occu- 
pos by the vote of a majority of the people of the United Stites — 

hope. I say, the time hus not yet come when any man occuny- 
ing that high position can hav> his character assailed, or when 
anybody will feel authorized to assail the character of a man 
greit and powerful enough to be elected the first oficer, the 
ruler, of this great country, whether he belongs to one party or 
another. 

I hope, I say, the time has not come when anybody will ven- 
ture to attempt to involve the President of the United States in 
anything which looks to the carrying out of a compact tainted 
not only with fraud, but with a species of villainous immorality 
that wo id shock the moral sense even of men of the lowest 
estate; or when the President of the United States can be held 
up to the American people as deserving their condemnation be- 
cause he has chosen to appoint to a Cabinet office or to any other 
position within his gift, a man who belongs to the wealthy class 
of the community. Some people have regarded it as a piece of 

fortune to be rich. Others seem to regard it asa great 
mis ortune tobe rich. I do not belong to either of these class:s, 
the poor or the rich. Iam not here to vindicate the one or the 
other, for I stand on the middle ground. 

But I have no sympathy, sir, with any attempt to arraign a 
man simply because industry, his energy, his skill, his abil- 
ity, have made him a rich man. He has a right to do with his 
money what he pleases. He has a right to appropriate it to 
whatever use he pleases, and no one has a right to offer any 
criticism. 

Mr. REED made a remark sotto voce. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. What did the gentlemen from 
Maine remark? 

Mr. RED. I merely suggested that in enumerating the 
means by which men acquire fortune the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi haa neglected to mention the particular means by which 
it had been acquired in the case at issue, namely, by inheritance. 

Mr. HOO TER of Mississippi. By inheritance. Well, I am 
not aware that that is a crime either. 

Mr. REED. Oh, by no means; it is a very delightfal privi- 


r. HOOKER of Mississippi. Yes, it is, and I have never 
heard of any man who was placed in the category of being rich 
by inheritance who insiste | upon distributing his inherited 
wealth among his poorer {ellow-citizens. 

Mr. WALKER. That would probably be considered on the 
Democratic side a more honorable way of acquiring wealth than 

by honest industry. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ah, Mr. Chairman, most ofthe 
money that is made in the section of the country from which L 
come is made by hard licks under the hottest sun of summer, 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts probably has not felt 
for the lust thirty or forty years. {Laughter.] I say then. Mr. 
Chairman, that no man hisa right to attack the ident of 
the Uni ed States simply because he has chosen to appoint one 
man or another to offics, whether he be a Republican or a Dem- 
ee President, and I have no sympathy with any such as- 

ts. 


W. C. WHITNEY. 


How much time have I left, 


it has been d by the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. 
Grow} that the Presidentof the United States wanted to restore 
a rotten monarchy. What interest has the President of the 
United Stites in a monarchy of any sort, rotten or sound? What 
interest has Grover Cleveland, the present occupant of the 
Presidency in any monarchy—a mun raised in the State of New 
York who has lived a great part of his li‘e in a small vill ge in 
that State, aman ingrained with love of liberty and with de- 
votion to the flag and the interests of our untry —whatinterest 
has such a man ina monarchy? Surely he could at least afford 
to act with the sume decency with which the British Govern- 
ment acted in the case which I have called attention. He 
could at leastafford t» side with John W. Foster, Mr. Harrison's 
Secretary of Stute, and say to Mr. S evons you have acted 
without authority and beyond the instructions which you re- 
ceived from this Government.” 

Mr. Caairm in, I say that no man who will free his mind from 
political prejudice will fail to give to the Presidentof the United 
States the meed of just praise for his action in reference to that 
mutter. He is one of our fellow-citizens selected by his fellow- 
citizens to hold the loftiest office within the gift of the Ameri- 
can ple, and in order tocondemn him my honorable friend 
from Illinois and the other gentlemen who convur in the views 
whi h he has expressed will have to conclude that the majority 
of the people of the Unite i Stites, whether they happen to be at 
one time on the Republican side or at another time on the D m- 
o-ratic side, are corrupt and unworthy to be trust d with power. 
The present President of the United States in every act that bas 
characterized him since he has bean placed in that high office 
during this Administration as well as in his former Admin stra- 
tion has achieved for himself the highest reputation for wisdom 
and justice. 

I di fer with him, and difər with him widely upon one ques- 
tion, the silver question. He maybe right ani I may be wrong, 
or I may be rightand he may be wrong upon that question, but it is 
my rightasa Representative to hold my own views, and strongly 
andemphatically as I differ with the PrssidentI donot hesitate to 
say that the first man in the United States who would most cheer- 
fully accord to me my right to hold my owa opinion as arepresenta- 
tive of my constituents, and to express it by my views and by my 
vote here. would be PresidentCleveland himself. Differing wiih 
him sI do upon this one question I am still a D-mocrat anda 
Democraton principle, and as he was selected by the majority of 
the Democracy of the United States, however widely I may differ 
with himo any particular question, ! stand by him as the chosen 
representative of the Democracy of the country, and in the dis- 
charge of the duties of the high ofice to which he has been elected 
by the people I sustain him and agree with him, and I do not 
want to do it in any faint or stinted terms of praise. [Applause.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I certainly can not disagree 
with my good friend from Mississippi Mr. HOOKER] in the plati- 
tudes which he has announced to the House. Everybody, of 
course, agrees with them. Nor am I here to criticise Mr. Van 
Alen. I think that when a Democrat can be found who will de- 
cline an office he ought to be distinguished. if not honored. 
[Laughter.] I agree also with my friend as to the vice and the 
crime of using money in electicns. But I do not think he was 
quite fair when he stated that they use no money in the South, 
while we useit in the North. His statement may be correct; 
but would it not have been quite fair for him to have gonea 
little farther and stated that the reason they do not use money 
in the South is that they have other and worse methods of ac- 
complishing their purposes at the polls than the use of money? 

Mr. WALKER. Oh, no; not worse; more honorable, you 


mean. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I mean what I say. I like my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], but I can not allow him to be my 
interpreter. [Laughter.] 

But I have been charmed by the sublime—and I ought per- 


haps tosay childlike—faith and confiderice und hope of my friend 
from Mississippi in attempting to resurrect the Hawaiian policy 
of the Administration and make it respectable. It is the best 


evidence I have ever yét seen of the truth, or at least of the 
most firm faith in the truth, of the doctrine of the resurrection 
from the dead. 

I shall not attempt here to-day to defend Mr. Stevens. He is 
my constituent: he has been my friend for thirty years. Iknow 
him well. I shall not spend time in defending him, because he 
does not need de ense here. The gentieman from Mississippi 
says Mr. Stevens hid been conde nned by the Secretary of State 
during the Administration of Mr. Harrison. Sir, he was not 
condemned atall. The Secretary of State simply showed that 
the action of Mr. Stevens hid a broader reach than Mr. Stevens 
himself thought it had. In other words, the action of Mr. 
Stevens, as the Secretary of State said, amounted to the Gov- 
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ernment of the United States assuming a protectorate over the 
Hawaiian Isl nds. That is all there was in that matter. There 
was no rebuke of the action of Mr. Stevens, except so far as it 
perhaps reached beyond the line which the minister himself ex- 
pected it to reach, 

But when the gentleman says that Minister Stevens was re- 
buked by this House—why, Mr. Chairman, what could you ex- 
pect? ere isa House with 90 Democr.tic majority. Does 
anybody suppose that aman who raised the American flag any. 
where where there was the slightest doubt of the propriety of 
it, would not be rebuked by this Democratic House? I have 
noticed with a great de d of amusement and some degree of in- 
terest the uneasiness of our Demoer tie friends over this rais- 
ing of the flag. It seems to come before them as Ban quo s ghost 
did before Macbeth; and they are sorry thitit will not “down” 
at their bidding. It did“ down“ at your bidding [addressing the 
Democratic side of the House, in waii, But that tag will 
yet be raised upon the Sandwich Islands; and it will be raised 
to stay there: and no Democratic emissary of any Democratic 
Administration will pull it down. [Applause on the Republican 
side 

Mr, Stevens condemned by the people of this country!“ 
Why, sir, if I could have the faith in anything in this world 
that I do not absolutely know to exist that my friend must have 
in order to make such a stitement us that and to believe it him 
self—if I were a thousand times richer than he is,I should be 

lad to give all I owned and all I could ever earn for such a 

th. Con lemned by the American people!” I believe to- 
duy that if there has ever been a man in this country whose ac- 
tion was sustained by the people of the country—not only of his 
own party, but of your party—it is John L. Stevens who raised 
the American flag at Honolulu. He is a man who in private 
life is without stain. He has been in the diplomatic service of 
the country, I think, thirteen years; and no man who has been 
in that service has made a more honorable record than has been 
made by John L. Stevens. The crime that he committed in the 
eyes of this Administration and the Democratic party was that 
he believedin his country. He believed in extending her inter- 
ests. He believed that the civilization whi h had been created 
and had been built up in the Hawaiian Islands by the American 
people should be sustuined by them. 

y friend sys, let the ple of Hawaii work out their own 
gal ation. Why, they did work out their own salvation. They 
achieved the revolution which placed an intelligent and honest 
and pure government in power in those islands. And what did 
this Administration do? I am not here to say hard words of 
this Administration. I thoroughly believe, with my friend, that 
men in power should not be the targets of the sianderer. But 
that is their fate. Yon know that nineteen hundred years ago 
Horace sang that the tall pines are shaken by the winds, while 
the modest shrubs of the valley are un isturbed. I agree with 
Dr friend that such ought not to be the fate of public men, but 
it is. ; 

He says, what motive could the Administration have in insti- 
tuting a bad government in Hawaii? I do not know. I am not 
here to discuss the motives of the Administration. I am not in- 
clin d to give eve y man, whether he be in office or out of office, 
the credit of bad motives when he does good things. But no 
matter about the motives; no matter whether you think the 
President of the United States would want to restore a mon- 
archy in the Sandwich Islands or not: no matter whether you 
can search out and discover any motive for the act, the absolute 
fact that he did it e n not beargued down by saying that he had 
no motive for doing it. 

Now, one word more, Mr. Chairman, I got up here not to 
trouble he House with a speech. Mr. Stevens was sustained in 
the Senate of the United States by the report of perhaps the 
ablest De noerat that lives in this country at this time. Lallude 
to the Senator from Alabama, Mr. MORGAN. That report vin- 
dicates him from beginning to end, with the simple slight ex- 
ception of whut is acknowledged to b+ in the report of no conse- 

uence—the raising of the American flag. And if my friend 
ESA Mississippi is satisfied witha report of a Democratof Dem- 
ocrats, the report of a man who is acknowledged by both parties 
to be one of the most intelligent men in this country, especiall 
in connection with our foreign affairs, I say if he is satisfied wit 
that report, I am satisfied; Mr. Stevens I know is satisfied, and 
his friends throughout the country are amply satistied with the 
verdict of the most distinguished man you have in either House 
of Congress. 

You can say what you please of Mr. Stevens's action there. It 
was in the line of progress: it was in the interest of civilization; 
it was patriotic, and when perhaps all of us are forgotten, future 

enerations in the island of Hawaii will remember John L. 
vons as we remember the men to whom we look back as those 


who have done good for their country. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 


[Mr. COOMBS withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix.] 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Cb airman, I have only one motive in ris 
to address the committee at tnis stage in the consideration o 
the bill, and that is, if possible, to cle ir up cert in misappre- 
hensions which appear to exist in the minds of gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House with regard to what has gone into 
history as the Van Alen incident. 

I was very much entert ined and instructed by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Mississippi pe HOOKER] as to the ex- 
tremely cheap way that they haveof conducting elections down 
there. I remember once sitting in the gullery of this House 
when the late Gen. Spinola was on the floor, explaining to gen- 
tlemen on the other side why it was impossible for him to do 
whatthey insisted heshoulddo, The committee will understand 
that this isan explanation which Democratic members from New 
York ave often called upon to give to their colleagues. It is 
generally n for the Democratic Representatives from 
my city and State to agree with the rest of their party, except 
upon the one subject of getting into office. Upon that they are 
entirely harmonious, but when they get into office, differences 
and dissensions at once arise. 

Gen. Spino a was endeavoring to explain that in New York at 
least gentlemen were culled to account for what they did here. 
I remember his words quite distinctly. He said down South a 
gentleman gets together with his neighbors and they say. Here, 
we will send one of you to Congress, and one of them speaks up 
and says, I think it is my turn to go,” and the rest of them 
say, Les, we think it is:“ whereupon, an agreement of that 
kind being effected, the gentleman's name is put on the ballots, 
and they are put into the boxes, and whether they are few or 
many, the gentlem m is conveniently returned. 

Now, I hive no doubt that under that system it is compara- 
tively cheap to get into office from the South: but I will say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, for his encouragement, thut if 
he will tike a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to-morrow 
and carefully mark that portion of his spee h in reference to 
the Hon. William C. Whitney and send it to him, as I have no 
doubt he will by the first m il, and if he will then come and lo- 
eate in New York, he will find it quite as cheap to come back 
here from New York as from Sereda 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. . 

Mr. QUIGG. With pleasure. Go ahead. 

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to know if that is the way the 
gentleman got here himself? i 

Mr. QUIGG. No, that is not the way I got here Speen] 
the gentleman wants to know how I got here myself, I will tell 
him. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] I got 
here because you enabled the people of the Fourteenth Congres- 
sional district of New York. 10,0% Democratic as they are, to 
take a yemand-nay vote on the Wilson bill. 

That is how I got here. You gave them the opportunity to 
say, not merely in their own behalf, not merely in behalf of the 
people of New York City and New York State, but in behalf of 
the people of the whole country, you gave them the opportunity 
to put into the bsilot boxes of a single Congression ıl district the 
whole pentup feeling of the nation. You gave them the oppor- 
tunity to say, on behalf of the manufacturers of the North and 
East, on behalf of the grain-growers of the West and South, on 
behalf of the miners of the Rocky Mountains, on behalf of the 
fruit culturists of the Pacific Slope, on behalf of the whole indus- 
trial soul of the continent, Stop! This party of shame and 
5 must go no farther!” [Applause on the Republican 


See Ap- 


e. 

That is how I came to Congress, and you are answered; now 
sit down. |Laughter and ap»lause on the Republican sae 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the geutleman if he thinks it is 
decent manners to tell a member to take his seat when he has 
answered a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines 
to be interrupted, and the gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order. = 

Mr. QUIGG. I will yield to the gentleman; what did you 


say? 

Mtr. ENLOE, I ssid this, if you want to hear what I said: I 
say that if you did come into Congress, you have not learned 
decent manners, to address a member and ask him to take his 


seat. {Cries of Ah!“ on the Republican side.] 
Mr. REED. I suppose he has learned such manners here. 
tee ENLOE. I did not hear what the gentleman from Maine 
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Mr. QUIGG. I did not apprehend my answer to the gentle- 
man would afford him any great delight; and Iam quite satis- 
fied he does not feel any. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me toask him a 
respectful question, I would do so. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ishall, with great pleasure. 

Mr. ENLOE. And that is, to inquire of him whether he has 
accomplished the purpose he had in coming here. Has he“ killed 
the son bill“ ? 

_ Mr. QUIGG. I did not say I would. I did say to the people 
of that district that if they would elect a Republican to Congress 
from a Democratic district in a great manufacturing city that 

robably the majority here would show some little sense. 
fraughter. | 

I told them that I thought probably the result would be that 
the Democrats would understand that the gun was loaded [re- 
newed laughter on the Republican side], and that 13 5 would 
know or find out by that slow process of education that they had 
better not go any further. I do not say you had s_nse enough 
to appreciate it. {Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] I will not undertake any such contract as to deliver you 
on that proposition. I only thought so, and I did not think that 
very hard, either. . I hoped so; and I hope so yet: 
and I rather think the Wilson billis smashed. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] But that is quite aside from 
the purpose of my remarks. Does the gentleman desire to ask 
some more questions? 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose, then, that its death is perhaps due 
to the fact that the gentleman was returned from that district; 
and perhaps he is the author of the speech recently delivered by 
the distinguished gentleman from New York in the other branch 
of this body. [Cries of Oh!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. QUIGG. I should be very willing, gentlemen, to be the 
author of that speech; but I can assure the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that it never occurs to any Republican from New York, 
unfortunately. to suppose that the senior Senator from that 
State is not able to take care of himself. He has done so fre- 
quently to our dismay and disparity, and I should hope to your 
satisfaction. 

Mr. Chairman, I intended to refer a little to the Van Alen in- 
cident, and that merely in order that the truth of history may 
be proclaimed. 

Gentlemen on the other side have evidently been laboring 
under several kinds of misapprehension. In the first place the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the gentle- 
man who followed him [Mr. Hooker] are under a misappre- 
hension as to the name of this very well known and distinguished 
Democrat, who has performed such signal service to his party 
that he is entitled to be appointed an ambassador to represent 
this country abroad. Those gentlemen do not even know his 
nume. 5 His name is not Von Allen, but Van Alen 
That is the first misapprehension that I want to correct. The 
second is that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitr] who in- 
troduced this somewhat entangling controversy said anything 
about Mr. Van Alen having done anything bad, or about Mr. 
Whitney having done anything bad. 

Certainly Iam not here to accuse either of those gentlemen, 
though I would like to say to the gentleman from Mississippi if 
he were here, that although none of us from New York are go- 
ing to attack Mr. Whitney here, or to put upa list of crimes that 
he has committed, yet we do not, in New York, think that he is 
exactly a whole heaven of cherubim and seraphim rolled iato 
one single individual. fang ike} We donot think he is quite 
that sort of a being. We have heard ofanumber of things that he 
is supposed to have done, and the Van Alen incident illustrates 
them all. The misapprehension that the gentlemen labor under 
is as to what the gentleman from Illinois said, and as to the pur- 
port of it. He did not say that a man ought not to give any 
money to politic 1 campaigns—though it would seem that every- 
body who K paky money to support the Democratic party in the 
last campaign ought to feel very much ashamed of himself, in 
view of the present situation of the country. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

Certainly he has not got his money back as the result of the 
business he has done since that party came into power. The 
proposition, however, was not that Democrats ought not to 
contribute to their party, nor that a man who has contributed 
to his party is thereby necessarily inhibited from holding office. 
The point the gentleman from Illinois raised was, that the New 
York Democratic newspapers, not merely the New York Even- 
ing Post, but the New York Sun, the New York Times, the New 
York World. and all the New York Democratic newspapers had 
paa to the fact that when Mr. Cleveland was standing in 

Lenox Hall addressing the country, and was saying what I am 
about to read, he was contemplating the appointment of Mr. 


Van Alen to this office under the conditions that we all know. 
What Mr. Cleveland said on that occasion was this: 

We daily hear predictions of Republican success, based upon the ability 
of that party to purchase the votes of the people. A littie reflection, it 
seems to me, can not fail to arouse the American conscience to the wicked- 
ness as well as the peril of a debauched suffrage. It is a plain proposition 
that our Government is only trus to the principles uoon which it rests 
when in its operations it represents the honest and intelligent sentiment of 
the people. hen it does not, its vigor ani its very life are gone and it re- 
mains but the mere semblance of a free government, the weakest and most 
deformed plan of rule that ever deluded mankind. 

And now listen to what follows, for the main point is that Mr. 
Cle\eland uttered this sentiment in his Lenox Museum speech: 

It can then no longer defend the rights of all, because rights wil! be for- 
gotten in the capricious bestowal of favors ` 

When Mr. Cleveland said that he had Mr. Van Alen’? 850, 
000 jingling in his pocket, metaphorically speaking; and that is 
the point which the New York Democratic newspapers made 
and that was repeated yesterday by the gentleman from Illi- 


nois. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it would be well for gentlemen 
on the other side who imagine that the Republicans haye done 
something of this kind, that the Republicans have received 
money from certain people and have thereupon appointed them 
to office, that they have taken the bribes of rich nobodies and 
put them in office as a reward—I think it would be well for gen- 
tlemen who pres to believe this to call for an investigation by 
Congress and go into the question carefully. And the ‘rst wit- 
ness they should call ought to be the man whom the gentleman 
from Mississippi has eulogized so highly, the Hon. William C. 
Whitney. Let them call Mr. Whitney, and if they ask him 
questions enough and the right kind of questions, I shall be very 
glad to hear from the gentleman from Mississippi on the sub- 
ject of Mr. William C. Whitne ain after that investigation. 

Mr. HOOKER of 1 8 : e will pee you on the com- 
mittee and you can ask him whatever questions you want. 

Mr. QUIGG. I shall be delighted. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, looking upon the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. QuIGG], Iam reminded of one of the 
sweet singers of Israel. When I see his hair parted in the mid- 
dle and his countenance irradiated with thatsmile which reminds 
me of the cherubim, I am not surprised that he should make the 
speech that has just been delivered; but I want to say to him 
that when he has been here a few years longer he will perhaps 
hive learned that this is not the place for cherubim and sera- 
phim. [Laughter.] Mr.Chairmen, the gentlemen who have dis- 
cussed this question have drifted away from the subject under 
consideration, and I have simply urisen for the purpose of reply- 
ing to what has been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvan 
Mr. ADAMs], who has lauded the late Postmaster-General Wana- 
maker and given him an advertisement. for which I have no 
doubt Mr. Wanamaker will make him a very handsome present. 

In reply to what has fallen from the gentleman in the way of 
laudation of that good man,” Cheap John Wanamaker, of the 
city of Philadelphia, late Postmaster-General of the United 
States, who contributed so much money for the purpose of ‘‘fry- 
ing the fat out of certain people and debauching the voters of 
Pennsylvania and of other States of this Union in the interest 
of Mr. Ben amin Harrison and his party, and leaving Mr. Van 
Alen out of this question—a gentleman who needs no defense at 
my hands and no defense at the hands of the Democratic party, 
because his case has been passed upon by the Senate—I desire to 
say that the very charges which have been brought here against 
the appointment of Mr. Van Alen can be brought with much 
more force against the late Postmaster-General, whom the gen- 
tlemanfrom Pennsylvania[Mr. ADAMS] haslauded to the skies— 
that man who was for four years the Postmast-r-General of the 
United States, and who used his office. us T believe, for the pur- 
pose of advertising his wares and merchandise. 

Now, let me say that I come from a rural district, in which, in 
many cases, there were not Republicans living near enough to 
the post-oltices to hold those positions; and under Mr. John 
Wanamaker those little po-t-offices in our country were farmed 
out to Republicans who lived miles and miles away. I wrote a 
letter to Mr. Wanamaker—I wish I had a copy of it here—in 
which I stated that the people who received their mails did not 
care particularly who might hold the post-offices; that they 
wanted honest men to distribute their mails; they wanted men 
who, when letters were received, would try to deliver them to 
the proper pe sons and that the theory of this Governmentand 
of the Post-Oltice Dep irtment was not, in my judgment, to give 

t-ofices to any particular purty or any particular persons 
but that persons should be selected with the intelligence an 
honesty to discharge the duties incumbent upon them as post- 
masters. 

To that letter I received no reply. I cited two instances in 
my own county where the postmaster lived nearer to some other 
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officeo—where he lived miles away from the office of which he 
wis postmaster; yet the position was rented or leased out to 
some one e se, and the emoluments of the office were divided be- 
tween the man who was acting as postmaster and the real post- 
master, : 

Isay that under the administration of Mr. Wanamaker, this 
merchant of Philadelphia, who has had himself advertised here 
by the gentleman from his State, there never was such misman- 
agement in the history of this country as existed in postal mat- 
ters in the districtfrom which I come; and the reason was that 
the men who were appointed post masters lived miles and miles 
ay from their offices, an i in many cases did not receive their 
mails at the offices of which they were postmasters, but rented 
out the positions and divided the proceeds with such persons as 
they could get to perform the duties of the ofice. 

Now I am not here to defend Mr. Van Alen, whose name has 
been brought into this controversy; but I am here to throw back 
into the teeth of the gentleman from Pennsylvania the name of 
that man who raised, it is said—whether it be true or not 
$400,000 for the election of Mr. Harrison, and who received as 
a reward for what he did this high Cabinet position under the 
Administration of Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, we have now at last absolutely 
settled certain facts. First, it is entirely clear that Mr. Whit- 
ney is à good man. Second, it is entirely clear that Mr. Cleve- 
land is a good man. Third. it is finally settled that Mr. Van 
Alen was not appointed to the office for which he was nominat d 
because he gave $20,000 for campaign purposes. Now why was 
he appointed? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I do not want the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] to imagine for one moment that I have 
risen for the purpose of answering his question. I did not ex- 
gee to throw any Hgh on this consular and dinlomatie bill when 

came into this Hull; but it is perfectly evident that light is 
needed on the subject; and as we are having a variety of contri- 
butions to this discussion, I have a slight contribution which I 
want tomake myself. 

I understand from the speech which was made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. QUIGG |that one of the purposes of this dis- 
cussion is to learn how it was that he broke into Congress. I 
asked him a question intended to develop whether or not his idea 
was that Congressional seats were bought and sold, as he inti- 
mated, in the cityof New York. Thereupon the gentleman pro- 
ceeded to give the reasons why he came here as the representative 
from adistrict which h s,as he says, 10.000 Democratic majority. 

I was not entirely satisfied with his explanation. His state- 
ment that he was sent here to kill the Wilson bill after it had 
passed this House, was not entirely conclusive to my mind that 
that was the motive of the constituency that sent him; and if that 
had been the purpose, I do not see why another Democratic dis- 
trictof New York sent a Democratic Representative who about 


the same time took his seat on this side of the House. I re er 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Straus.] I do not 
think his explanation explains. I will undertake before I get 


through to give another version of the matter which may in 
some measure account for it. 

But before doing so I want to allude to what has been said 
about the appointment of Mr. Van Alen as minister to Italy. I 
do not know anything about the reasons for the appointment of 
that gentleman. I do not know whether he contributed $50,000 
to the campaign fund or not. I do not know whether there was 
any agreement between him and Mr. Whitney about that mat- 
ter or not. But admitting, for arguments s ke, that such was 
the motive for his appoint: ent, and that he wus induced to make 
that contribution with the promise that he should have that 
position, it comes with exceeding bad grace from gentlemen on 
the other side to arraign the Administration for it. I suppose 
the gentleman who has been addressing the House has not been 
in politics long enough to know anything about the history of 
the campaign of 1858—but possibly he does know something 
about it. I want to call his attention to the circular issued by 
Mr. James P. Foster, the president of the Republican Leugue of 
the United States, just preceding the canvass of 1888. 

It is a circular known in common parlance as the ‘‘fat-frying 
circulir.” Mr. Foster made a very Interesting contribution to 
the political history of that time, and it seems that the manu- 
facturers derived very satisfactory returns from the fat they 
surrendered to the Republican managers. Mr. Foster's confi- 
dential letters to the beneficiaries of the protective tariff read 
as follows: 

[Confidential] 


HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN LEAGUE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


New York, May 25, 1888. 
My DEAR SIR: The 5 League of the United States destres to 
D you face to face with the startling fact that the coming Presidential 
election is not to be ag pa on the old party lines which have heretofore 


divided Democrats and Republicans, nae upon the direct issue of free trade 


vs. oeoa We will win this fight if you will do your share and help us 
to finish what we have begun. We want money, and want it at once. 

It may not be of your N knowledge, but it is a fact nevertheless, 
that the manufacturers of the United States who are most benefited by our 
tariff laws have been the least jeep | to contribute to the success of the 
party which gave them protection and which is about to engage in a life- 
and-death struggle with free trade. y 

A Republican United States Senator, from a State which never had a Demo- 
cratic Representative in either House of Congress or a Democratic State 
officer, in speaking of the well-known disposition of the manufacturing in- 
terests to lock up its money, fold its hands, and look on while somebody 
else fights for its success, says: ` 

The campaign which we are about to enter will concern, more than any- 
body else, the manufacturers of this country. They have hitherto been very 2 
laggard in their contributions to the Republican cause. In fact, if I could 
punish them without punishing the cause of protection itself, I would con- 
sign them to the hottest place I could think of on account of their craven 
parsimony. If this class of people do not care to contribute to the success 
of the pe saree an party, they are welcome to try their chances under a Demo» 
cratic Administration: I can stand it as long as they can. 

In fact, [have it from the best ible source that the manufacturers of 
1 who are more highly protected than anybody else and who 
make large fortunes every year when times are prosperous, practically give 
nothing toward the maintenance of the ascendaucy of the Republican party. 
Of course I ghall not violate what I consider to be a proper principle of ac- 
tion, but it I had my way about it I would put the manufacturers of Penn- 
sylvania under the and fry all the fat out of them. Ifthe Milis tariff bill 
comes to the Senate there will be some votes cast there which will o the 
eyes of seme of these people who have, while gathering their millions, 
treated the Republican paray as their humble servant," 

These are strong words, and bitter, but they are true, and it now remains 
With you and your associates to determine whether they are to be reiterated 
after this campaign is over, and protection has, through your apathy, been 
struck its deathb ow. If you give us the means to win the victory we will 
do it. Are you ? 

Yours, very truly, 
JAS. P. FOSTER, President. 


During that campaign a distinguished Senator from the State 
of Pennsylvania went to a shrewd, ambitious, and not overscru- 
pulous tradesman in Philadelphia and represented the dire ne- 
cessities of the Republican party for money to be used in corrupt- 
ing the suffrages of the people in order to restore that party to 
poner, and that same tradesman, then known simply as John 

anamaker, went out and rais d 8400, 00 to put into the cam- 
paien, and in return for that contribution he was given a position 

the Cabinet and was taken near to the heart of the President 
whom he had succeeded inelecting. It took 8400, 000 to discover 
his great abilities as a statesman, but the $400,000 argument was 
convincing and conclusive. 

Now, the gentleman from New York was not here when that 
occurred, and possibly had not commenced to practice the arts of 
politics at that time; hence he may be ignorant of this part of 
our political history, and that may account for his allusions to 
the Van Alen incident. I suppose, however, that some of the 
older politicians on the floor may have dragged that into the 
discussion earlier in the debate, and he took up the trail and is 
yelping on the track. I have not been in the Hall during the 
debate, nd will not stop to inquire who is responsible for the 
course of the discussion. : 

Mr. Wanamaker did not deny the contribution, or disdain the 
bargain by which he was made Postmaster-General. He said, 
in an interview: 

When Quay sent for me I was surprised. I had no more idea of what he 
wanted with me than you might have if he telegraphed foryou. ButI knew 
he was not the kind of m n to send for me unless he had ee business 
with me. so I went. Then he told me that the national tepubiican committee 
needed money, and his scheme for my raising it. Lat first declined to have 
anythingtodowithit. I had very little hope of defeating Cleveland, and still 
less Mrs. C.eveland, who is justly popular with the whole country,and whom 
Iadmire greatly myself, and Idid not want to getona sinking shi He ed 
the matter, told me why he felt sure of carrying the election if he had the 
money. Even then I hesitated, and asked three weeks for consideration. 
He agreed. and I talked with our leading manufacturers, men whose names 
are the best in the land—such men as Washbarne and Amos Lawrence's 
grandson, and a dozenothers I could name—men who would never have given 
a dollar for dishonest uses. even if I had been willing to ask it, and at the 
end of the three weeks I told Quay I would undertake to raise the money if 
he would allow us to establish a manufacturers’ bureau and havea voice in 
the disposition of the aon Ido not mean that we insisted on knowin; 
what was done with every dollar of it. I did not wanttoknow. When Ise 
a suit of clothes, I do not insist upon being told just where these clothes are 

oing. My e when I furnish a good article at a fair price. 
hat I did insist upon was that I soul be able to satis y the men who 
trusted me with their money that it was used for the purposes for which they 
subscribed it, and that ranty Mr. QUAY gave me. That is how there came 
to be a manufacturers’ bureau. 

Mr. PIGOTT. Before the gentleman from Tennessee takes 
his seat I would like him to tel! the House, if he can, why it was 
that T. Jefferson Ccolidge was sent as minister to France at the 
tail end of the last Administration? É 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwill re er that to the gentleman from Maine, 
and put one conundrum against the other. He may answer them 
both himself. 

Now, there is a little more history on this subject that ought 
to go in inthis connection. In April, 1889—— 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman allow me to answer the 
question just asked him? 

Mr. ENLOE. I can not allow the gentleman to answer in my 
time. He can take his own time to do it. 

Mr. WALKER. It would take only a moment. 


than all the skill, the in 
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Mr. ENLOE.. I do not yield for an answer in my time. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to say this 

The CHAIRMAN. Tne gentleman from Tennessee declines 
to yield, and will not be interru ted without his consent. 

Mr. ENLOE. I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, that in april, 
1889, 5 Manufacturers’ Record, published in Philadelphia, 
said this: ; 

it is, therefore, tothe men that give the cash that a large, if not the largest. 

of success is due. These, almost a ways, are the business men. We 
make the assertion that the money contributed by this (manufacturers) 
club last year had more influence upon the result of the national election 
nuity. the labor, and the * of all the 
professional politicians the city of Philadelphia. We believe this prop- 
Osition to be capable of positive proof. If, therefore, control of patronage 
is rightly the reward of victorious effort. the right of this club to name the 
Federal oMceholders of Philadelphia rests upon solid grounds. 
The leaders. we suppose, will claim that they are the men who win victor- 
jes, and that their generalship entities them to speci] consideration. But 
they can win no triumphs without strong back: in money and votes from 
the best members of their party. If the politicians hud had to fight single- 
banded the battle of last November, Mr. Cleveland would now be in the 
White House. They were literally smitten with paralysis until the manu- 
facturers and other business men came to the rescue. not only with abund- 
ant supplies of money. but with a determination to carry the day by hard 
work and actively exerted influence. That was how the fight was won. 

It is distinctly understood that the manufacturers of this 
country have raised money for the purpose of preventing the 
perme from reforming the tari. They will raise it again in 

ecoming camp ign. Perhaps they sought to give this coun- 

an object lesson in electing the gentleman [Mr. QUIGG] from 
a Democratic district in New York; and perhaps he has been 
swimming over a sea of corruption in the city of New York un- 
conscious of the depths and the dirt beneath him. Perhaps a 
corra} tion fund was sent there by Republican manafacturers to 
control that Democratic district in order to punish this Con- 
gress for passing the Wilson bill; and I will admit it was pretty 
severe punishment; but I acquit the gentleman of any knowl- 
edge of any such thing, for I am satisfied that he rests upon the 
posom of the Republican party ignorant of the means of his 
election and very little responsible for the result. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to defend the appointment of 
Mr. Van Alen. I know nothing about his qualifications. If he 
contributed $50,000 to the campaign fund, according to Repub- 
lican author ty and Republican argument, that was the strongest 
and the best reason why he should have been appointed to this 
piaco; but I want to say this for Mr. Van Alen, who is not here 

spe ik for himself, that if any such trade as this was contem- 
plated, he at least had the decenvy not to disgrace the Ameri- 
can people by accepting the bribe, as did John Wanamaker, 
under a Republican Administration. k 

Mr. Vən Alen declined to accept this placo. He repudiated 
any such bargain or agreement. He denied the existence of any 
such understanding, express or implied, and I think that he 
acted with decency and credit to hims If, whent his outery was 
made against the appointment, in declining to serve in that 
branch of the public service. That is all I desire to say upon 
this question. Mr. Chairman, and I should not have said that 
but for the manner in which the gentleman responded to my 
interruption. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Me. Chairman, I believe we have 
under consideration the diplomatic app»opriation bill. The gen- 
tlemun from Kentucky [Mr. McCkmary], whois in charge of the 
pill, took occasion to maka a political harangue this morning 


and to contradict his colleague upon that committee, the gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT], touching the amount spent from 
the continget fund for consulates. saying that it had never 


been over $150,000. He declined to yield for a correction. Why 


the deticiene 


I will s.y to the gentleman now that since he made his speech i 
have made an examination, and there is an estimate for $45,- 
000 over and ab ve the $150,000 for the year 1893; and year by 
year the expenditure has been from $40,000 to 860, 000 more than 
the $150,000. Now, I do not know whether the gentleman knows 
it or not. The committee that orizinates the consular. and 
oy ag pee ap ronriation bill ought to know. 
r. MoCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 
Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Certainly; although the gentleman 
himself declined to yield awhile ago. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman tell me 
in what year more than $150,000 was appropriated? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; in the year 1889. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When within the last four 
years? 
Mr. HITT. In 1891 and in 1890 $228,090; not appropriated in 
the diploma ic and consular appropriation bill, but in that and 


bill. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Ah! I stated that $150,000 
ropri- 


has been appropriated in the diplomatic and consular app 
ation bill. t is what I stated. and I state it again. I have 


the appropriation bills on my table. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will go back to 

as remarks he will find that his stat ment was broader than 
5. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We do not 
Administration to have any deficiencies. 
rision on the Republican side. | 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say to the gentleman here 
and now that for the year 1893 the regular diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill carried $150,090. Yet there is now pending before the 
Committee on Appropriations, which makes up the deficiency 
bills, an estimate of this Administration for $46,000 and over, 
with the statement that the money has been expended. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow mo 
to ask him another question? 

Mr. CANNON of Tllinois. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In the Fi'ty-first Congress, 
when the gentleman from Illiaois [Mr. Hirr] was chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, is it not true that 8150, 000 
was appropriated each year to pay the contingent expenses of 
the consulates? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. Now you are going to plead 
aset-oT, sre you? That is what you have been doing or trying 
to doall day. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No. I am not trying to plead 
a set off, but when there isso much wisdom on your side to sug- 

est an increise now, you ought, when you had the power, to 

ve made the increase if it was necessary. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What I claim is that the gentle- 
man ought to know, if he did not know, and if be did know he 
ought to have been frank with the committee and told it—that 
while his bill only carries 8 50,000 for the contingent und as ex- 

ressed, yet that it is absolutely certain. in the light of the serv- 
ice for 1893, that there will come in a year from now an esti- 
mate for from $46,000 to 350,0 % more, which will be asked for. 
If he nad stated that, then he would have covered the whole 

un 

And that is what I now state, because I happen to be on the 
Committee on Appropriations; and within the last two weeks 
we have had the officials of the State Department before us and 
hauled them over the coals about this matter. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? - 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was it necessary to make a deficiency 
‘appropriation for those two years alluded to, when the gentle- 
man from IIIinois [Mr. Hirr]was chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of what amount? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Substantially about 850, 000; and it 
will be necessary twelve months from now, when we make up 
the deficiency bill just as we are going to do it now, when we 
report the regular deficieney bill in two or three weeks. That 
is all there is of it. So much for that. 

I will under the five-minute rule call attention, for considera- 
tion, when we come to the very business of appropriations, to 
some matters touching the consular service and the diplomatic 
service, in connection with the salaries, some of which have 
lately been increused and some of which it is proposed to in- 
crease. And it seems to me, as they are arranged, that I can 
not discover from the best reading that I can give as to that 
service, at the various consulates, that they are arranged equit- 
ably as to pay. I donot know whether there are any favorites 
or not, but there are arango things in it; and I will be honest 
about it. Time outo! mind there have been some strange things 
in the diplomatic and consular service touching the salaries. 
They have not been ejuitable. 

I have said so time and again when the Republicans were in 
power; and there are some str things. and very strange 
things in it now, which I think I can demonstrate under the five- 
minute rule. But I will not speak further of that matter at this 
time, because the only real debate which affects legislation and 
affects appropriations comes when you have the very item under 
. which you propose to amend, to str out, or to 

nsert. . 

I have listened to this general political debate. Itwasstarted 
by my colleague, and very ably started, as I think, yesterday. 
Yet, I did not think my colleague was as happy as I have heard 
him heretofore, because ordinarily when he makes a speech be- 
fore this House touching the foreign relations of this Govern- 
ment,or on any other sub ect, he comes using his own language, 
drawing his own conclusions, telling what he knows of the pub- 
lic service and its necessities. 

I think I have listened to him time and again, when I have 
gained mors information than I ever gained from anybody else 
upon the floor of this House touching thisservice, because Isay, 


ropose in this 
[Manifestations of de- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ` 


knowing it to be true, that in my judgment he is the best 
equipped man touching the foreign relations of the Government 
that has service in tne House. |Applause.] On yesterday when 
I listened to him he showed he had merit, that he had great 
merit, that he has industry: but as I listened I found out thait 
he was not making his speech atall, but that he was picking up 
and giving to the House and to the country what the New York 
Sun, the New York World, and the New York Evening Post 
and other Democratic papers had said about this service; and 
then he called attention to whatsome greut and good Mugwumns 
who stand close to the elbow and whisper into the ear of the 
t great and good“ President on this subject. And as he enforced 
his points I could see—and I have not got very good sight, but 
without adjusting my glasses I could see the color come and go 
a litile bit in the face of my honorable friend from Mississippi 
— HOOKER , and I could see the redness rise up all over the 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Well, they have both replied to my colleague [Mr. Hirt]. 
After all it is Democrat against Democrat, with this exception— 
that the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
-Mississippi are members of this House and Representatives 
upon the floor and have time and privileges of the floor, while 
the New York Sun, the wicked New York World, and the very, 
very, very wicked Evening Post can not come in here at all ex- 
cept you bring it in to read it. [Laughterj. That is all quar- 
reled out by these gentlemen. 

Iam not going to ub se the diplomatic service. I am not go- 
ing to abuse that great and good man, the premier who stands 
at the bead of the Cabinet. [Laughter.] I am not going to 
abuse your great and good Cabinet asa whole. I am not going 
to abuse Grover Cleveland. If | dipped my tongue in gall I 
could not say anything half so mean as the Democratic press is 
saying about the whole “outfit,” or as I hearsaid day by day by 
various Democrats upon the loor of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Or anything more true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Or anything more true, as the gen- 
tleman from Massachu-etts suggests. 

Gentlemen have talked here about John Wanamaker and Ben- 
jamin Harrison, and they have called Mr. Wan- maker Cheap 
John, and all that kind of thing. Well, it is not for me to de- 
fend John Wanamaker. He is a man who is known of the people 
of this country, and who has stamped the impress of his ability 
and his industry upon the business of this country. He has 
mado a success and an honored name, and he was a good Post- 
master-General, and Harrison gave us a good Administration. 
It does not make any difference whether you love it or whether 
I love it; it stsnds there speaking for itself when you test it by 
the public records. By the uid and support of the Republic n 
party and a Republican Congress, the Fifty-first, the Harrison 
Administration stands the equal of any Administration in this 
country, save alone one, the Administration of Abraham Lin- 
coln, when we lived a century in four years. It is not necessary 
for me to defend the Harrison Administration. 

I say again, it speaks for itself, and so does the record of the 
Republican party. But now, gentlemen on the other side, you 
have got the power. After thirty yearsof service we were turned 
down and you e me in. Do you recolleet how you got in? What 
yon said to get in? Do you recollect how you promised all things 

all men? Do you recollect how you met at Chicago and 
framed your platform? Do you recollect that you promised to 
raise the necess ry revenues for this Government by imposing 
duties upon articles that would yield revenue only, and voted 
down a proposition to lay any duties that would afford protec- 
tion to any American laborer? You recollect all that, of course. 
Then that great and good man, Mr. Cleveland, cune in and 
wrote a letter in which he tried to modify your platform. 

You gotin and made your declarations touching money. You 
were going to have silver coined just as gold was. precisely upon 
an equality with gold. And yet that wild-eyed son of destiny 
from the State of Missouri [Mr. BLAND] [laughter] has not yet 
bud the courage to bring a bill into this House from his Commit- 
tee on Coinige. Weights, and Measures for the free and e ual 
coinage of silver with gold that would meet the requirements 
of the Democratic platform. He has. however, brought in sev- 
eral bills. One of them passed ths House and Senate, but that 

and good man who accepted your platform, free coinage, 
revenue tariff. and all, with some ment 1 reservations, vetoed 
that bill, and on your side curses were both loud and deep. 

Now, let me say to the gentleman from Mississippi that it will 
not answer to attempt to plead in setoff anything that you allege 
has been done by the Republican party. Weare living in the 
present. What do you propose to do now to save the country 
and keep our pledges? Where is your policy? Who is your 
po het? Is Grover the prophet? Oris Walter Q. the prophet? 

Brother Hoke Smith the prophet? Or is David B. the 


prophet? [Laughter.] Whois yourleader? Whatareyoufor? 
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How are you going to crys legislation and write it upon 
— 2 statute book? Where is the pen, and whose hand is to guide 
t? 
Mr. BURROWS. They giveit up. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Mich 
says they give itup. I think they had better giveitup. Think - 
oi it! The gentleman from Georgia. Mr. CRISP, the Speaker of 
this House—do you recollect how he got to be Speaker? I do. 
I was here when his boom“ was born. I was oncof the wicked 
members of the Committee on Rules in the Fifty-first Congress. 
I recollect very well the day when the then Speaker, now the 
leader of the minority and the leader of his party in this coun- 
try, stood in his place and said in substance: ‘‘ Performing my 
sworn duty under the Constitution, I find you men present here 
and I count you to make a quorum.” 

The gentlem n who is now the Speaker of this House won his 
Democratic spurs at that time. He denounced the action of the 


then Speaker as revolutionary, and there went up such a cry of 


denunciation from the other side of the House as my ears 
never before listened to, and hour alter hour, and week after 
wesk, and month after month there was iteration and reitera- 
tion of that denunciation, not only in this Hall, butin the Demo- 
cratic press and by the Democratic partye.erywhere. They de- 
nounced us as being a revolutionary party, and said that the 
wicked Speaker REED was at the head of the revolution. When 
the Democracy came into power in the Fifty-second Congress, 
the part which the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. C3ISP, had 
taken in that controversy made him Speaker, and it made him 
Speaker the second time. Now. I am nota very old man, and all 
this was not a very great while ago, and my recollection of it is 
quite vivid, and I thought the other day, when the Committee 
on Rules, of which the gentleman from Georgia is the chairman, 
reported to this House, in substance, the Reed rule, to count a 
quorum: What strange antics men sometimes play! Laughter.] 
You recollect that character in Holy Writ that went to Christ 


and wanted to know what he shouid do to be saved. Christ 


answered that he should do this and that and the other. ‘All this 

have I don,“ was the reply: “what elseshall do?“ “Sell th it 

which thou hast and give it to the poor.” I donot know how he ob- 

tained his possessions; but it is to besupp sed that he got what he 

had under false pretenses; that was the intim ition: and he had 

to make restitution. Well, now, if you should apply that rule 

to the present Speaker of the House, he would step down and 

cut; for he is holding goods that he obt ined under false pre 
tenses. [Laughter und appl use on the Republican side.] 

I come back now to the Administration of Grover Cieveland, 
saying to the just everywhere a public office is a public trust.” 
Do you think so, my Democratic fri nds? If so has Grover 
Cleveland enforced and carried out this maxim? I do not know 
but he has. Iam not here to ab se him or to deny him any 
credit which properly belongs to him. I think it possible that 
he or some of his friends might e aim that you might g t outa 
search warrant and that there are not enough simon pure, hon- 
est Democrats in tae United States to hold the offices, and there- 
fore they are obliged once in awhile 10 draft into the service a 
renegade Republican ora Mugwump for the highest places. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Something has been said here about Cabinet timber.” I 
think the gentleman from Mississippi or the gentleman from 
Kentucky used that expression in criticising the m mbers of the 
Ca inet of the last Administration. Well, so far as I know—and 
we have to do with the present so far as [ am acquainted with 
the gentlemen who hold these positions to-day. I guess they are 
pon fair men. They know how to doone thing it seems: they 

now how to obey. I think there is no doubt about that. When 
you undertake to organize an army the first requisite is to obey 
the commander. I take great pleasure in saying that because 
whenever I tind anything in an opponent or enemy, political or 
otherwise, that I can commend I cheerfully do so, for I would 
rather speak well than ill of any man. Therefore I say I do 
find one thing thut I can commend on the part of these re- 
taries: they know how to obey their chief. 

Now, who are they? Gentlemen say that Mr. Wanamaker was 
unknown. How many men can you find outside of the State of 
Georgia and a tier of counties on the eastern border of Alabama 
who can come up and swear that they ever heard of Mr. Hoke 
Smith until he was made Secretary of the Interior? I am not 
here to say that from one standpoint he does not make a good 
Secretary of the Interior. After all. gentlemen, the country 
does not care greatly about the question who is Secretary of the 
Interior or Postmaster-General or Secretary of the Treasury or 
whether the best selections have always been made for those 
sitions heretofore by those who are no longer Presidents. But 
the country is interested in knowing wht are the policies that 
the Administration is pursuing to-day in matters of administra- 
tion, and what legislation you are writing upon the statute book 
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to-day which will start the people of this country to consuming; 
for whenever they commence to consume, having wherewith by 
which to live, there is no trouble about the people commencing 
to produce in order to supply that demand. 

ut the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
Mississippi have this diplomatic bil in charge; and they must 
be amused. So they come in, and in answer to Democratic 
attacks upon the Democratic Administration of Grover Cleve- 
land, they proceed to go back into ancient history and set up 
the mistake of somebody in former times, and then treat it as a 
setoff. Gentlemen, that will not do. It may amuse you now; 
but let me tell you that anything which you muy say or do 
touching those matters does not interest the country; and unless 
you can enact legislation all along the line, financial and 
economic, that will again set this country npon the highway of 
. bringing employment to the millions of people upon 
the farm and in the factory, by which they may receive the 
equal of the wege that they received in 1892 when you gained 
power under false pretenses, you will find a little later on that 
you have been weighed in the balance and found wanting. My 
notion is that even if you should give some reasonably fair leg- 
islation to the country, you have halted so long about it and 
have been of so miny opinions that you will be turned down” 
anyhow; and I think you ought to [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 
participate at any length in thisdebate. Buta short time ago 
the question was asked on the other side why T. Jefferson Cool- 
idge, of Massachusetts, was appointed as our minister to the 
court of France, the implication being apparently that the ap- 
ome maps te not made on the ground of merit. J want to say for 

r. Coolidge that he had previous experience in our diplomatic 
service. He had already been if I am not mistaken) secretary 
of our legation at Paris. He is an eminent linguist, 8 
not only in his own, but in many foreign tongues. father 
was in the diplomatic service before him. He is a great-grand- 
son of Thomas Jefferson, and worthy of the blood in his veins. 
And when the appointment was made there was not a paper in 
his own State of Massachusetts of any political stripe that did 
not commend the appointment as one eminently fit to be made. 

It is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, that I should say this in 
Massachusetts where Mr. Coolidge is so well known; but I de- 
sire to make the statement here that it might go out alongside 
with the inquiry, which seemed tome toimply thatit was notan 
appointment mide upon merit alone. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him also if that gentleman, Mr. Coolidge, had not re- 
cently, before his appointment to France, distinguished himself 
in a position of supreme responsibility in the Pan-American 
conference by his preéminent ability and wide knowledge ofour 
interests and of our diplomatic methods? 

Mr. COGSWELL. And also, 1 will add, his, familiarity 


with many foreign tongues. It is true. 
Mr. REED. Now, let us have Van Alen accounted for. 
[Laughter.] I hope either the chairman of the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs, orat least the gentleman from Mississippi, will 
account for Van Alen. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. He can be accounted for on his 
recommendation by some of your Republican friends on the other 
side of the Capitol, by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. and many prominent people from his own State. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I listened a moment ago to the 
speech of the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
in which he attempted to give to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Reen] the credit for the rule recently adopted to count a 

vorum. I want to strip that gentleman of the credit claimed 
or him by a citation of the facts which appear in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD now before me. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress, which assembled in this Capitol 
fourteen ye rs ago, the Hon. John Randolph Tucker, of Vir- 
ginia, offered this amendment to the rules: 


Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question and objection is made 
for that cause, there shall be a call of the House, and the yeas and nays on 
the pend question shall at the same time be ordered. The Clerk shall 
call the roll, and each member, as he answers to his name, or is brought be- 
fore the House under the proceedings of the call of the House, shall vote on 


the prating ebe If those voting on the question and those who are 
present and decline to vote shall make a quorum of the House, the Speaker 
shall declare that a quorum is constitu and the pending question 8 be 
declared decided as a majority of those voting shall appear. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the date of that? 
Mr. WISE. January 18, 1880. 
Mr. Tucker on that occasion announced as his purpose in offer- 
3 rule for the guidance of the House 
r. PAYNE. Please tell us what became of that rule? 


Mr. WISE. You wait a moment, sir. I have the floor. 
(Laughter. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Allright. Tell us before you sit down. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Tucker announced as his purposein offering 
the rule that it was to prevent that which we have very often 
seen in this House recently and which has occurred very often 
in preceding Congresses, He said: 

I offer the amendment without reference to its partisan influence in any 
direction. but it is to prevent the nonaccion of the House when a quorum is 
actually present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What was done with it? 

_ Mr. WISE (continuing), On that occasion—and I am speak- 
ing of the Hon. THOMAS B. REED of Maine [laughter]—upon 
that occasion Mr. REED of Maine expressed his sentiments, and 
what were they? He said: 

Mr. Chairman, if it was my purpose to reply to the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. Phister], it seems to me it would be a suiiable and 
proper reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is not 
the presence of a majority of the members of the House, but a majority of 
the members present and participa’ in the business of the House. 

The constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence of a majority. 

THOMAS B. REED in 1880 declared that the idea of the Con- 
stitution was not to require the physical presence of the major- 
ity of the members of the House, but— 

a majority of the members present and participating in the business of 
the House. 

A thing which THOMAS B. REED has not done for more than 
a month. |Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. 
REED further says: 

It is not the physical presence of members, but their judgments and their 
votes, that the Constitution requires. 

{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

And never—I speak by the record—never until that same 
THOMAS B. REED found it necessary to-enforce his tyrannical 
purposes and those of his party in the Fifty-first Congress did 

e ever come to the conclusion that under the Constitution we 
have the right to record a man as present for the transaction of 
business unless there was on his part a voluntary participation 
in the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. WISE. When recall the utterances of the Hon. THOMAS 
B. REED in former Congresses, I must say to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Illinois that I regard all this adulation of him and 
the Republican ariy as a miserable false pretense. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 


me 

Mr. WISE. Mr. REED is not entitled to the credit of the 
origination of this idea of counting aquorum, It was first pro- 

sed in the American pa ete’ by a Democrat from Virginia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WISE. Yes. I can not refuse ever to allow you to talk. 
(Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a very interesting subject, and I 
want to ask, Was it a Democratic or Republican House in which 
that pronosition was made? 

Mr. WISE. I ask the gentleman to speak a little louder. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was the House Democratic or Repub: 
lican in which that proposition was submitted? 

Mr. WISE. Democratic, I believe. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was it adopted, and if not, which party 
defeated it? 

Mr. WISE. I have not looked at the vote. My present pur- 

se is only to strip your leader of the false colors under which 
pa is sailing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One other question in that connection? 

Mr. WISE. I want to say—I have it here—that upon that oc- 
casion the honorable gentleman from Illinois Mr. SPRINGER], 
who is a Democrat, not only voted for the proposition, but mide 
aspeech in its behalf. 1 want to make another statement for 
the benefit of the gentleman from Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR], that 
upon that occasion another distinguished leader of the Repub- 
lican party, and in my opinion a worthy leader, James A. Gar- 
field, from your State of Ohio, v ted against the proy osition, 
and denounced it as unconstituti nal. So that this pretense 
that the country is indebted to the Republican party for this 
new interpretation of the Constitution is a bald lie. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman further, it 
appears from the RECORD that a Democratic House defeated 
that proposition. On yesterday this House adopted a similar 
proposition. Now, while you are stripping or attempting to 


strip some individual, are you not stripping your own party a 
little? P ; 
Mr. WISE. Stop! You do not state the facts; it was not de- 
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feated, it was withdrawn. [Manifestations of derision on the Re- 
publican side. yes It was never put to a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia will sus- 

pend. The Chair een to gentleman not to interrupt the gen- 
tleman from Virginia from their seats. 

Mr. WISE. As I said before, I have not sought the floor for 
the purpose of imitating the gentleman from Illinois, or to claim 
the adoption of this rule as a triumph for Democracy. I have 
only sought the floor to denounce his statement that it is a tri- 
umph of REED or of Republicanism, and I am sustaining my 

tion by proot from the RECORD, in which I show that Mr. 
: ED of Maine denounced the proposition in 1880 as a violation 
of the Constitution, and the leaders of the Republican party 
joined him in the denunciation. Iam only here to say that when 
you come into this Hall to mike your loud boasts about the 
adoption of this rule as originating from Republican suggestion 
ou are false to history, and when you attempt to give your 
eader the credit for it you make him the object of ridicule, in 
view of his recorded position on the subject. 

Mr. WALKER. r. Chairman 

Mr. WISE. I want to make one other remark. I did not vote 
for that rule yesterday, not because I agree with Mr. REED that 
we have notthe power under the Constitution tocounta quorum. 
Ihave always muintained the proposition. I did not vote for 
it—and I am glad of the opportunity to make the statement—I 
did not vote for it, because | had had no opportunity to examine it 
after it was read at the Clerk’s desk, and I will never give the 
sanction of my vote to any proposition unless the opportunity is 
afforded for examination. I refused to vote for iton that ac- 
count, and I refused to vote for it because the opportunity was 
not granted for free debate. 

Every proposition of that kind ought to be freely and fully 
discussed before its adoption by the Representatives of the 
American people. It is on that account that I refused to give 
my sanction to that rule. But I believe as firmly as any man 
that if the power resides here, as unquestionably it does, to 
bring a man from California to his seat in this House, we have 
the right to count his presence for the transaction of business. 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to in- 
terrupt the gentlemen upon the other side who are appearing in 
the confessional with reference to their conduct toward Speaker 
REED during the Fifty-first Congress. I wish to say that I 
think there is hardly anything that was more surprising during 
this discussion than the fact that the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. SPRINGER] not only seconded the resolution offered by Hon. 
dolph Tucker of Virginia for counting a quorum, but that 
ed a speech upon it. We were all very much sur- 

prised that Mr. SPRINGER was heard on that occasion. Now, I 
would like to ask gentlemen upon the other side who are mak- 
ing their confessions with reference to their conduct during the 
Fifty-first Congress whether this side then made any claim of 
originality with respect to the counting of a quorum other than 
the fact that Speaker REED actually counted a quorum in that 
Congress? 

Nobody makes any pretense that there was any discovery or 
any invention as to the custom of counting a quorum in every 
other legislative body except in the United States Congress. 
Every man who is familiar with parliamentary law knows that 
there is not a hint, from the dawn of common law or the appli- 
cation of parliamentary law down to the present day, of any 
other way of determining a quorum in any legislative body 
whatever other than by a count of the speaker or the presiding 
officer of the body. Now, there was no man any more deter- 
mised in action, no man more persistent and severe in denun- 
ciation of Speaker REED for counting aquorum than the gentle- 
man from Georgia. who now occupies the position of Speaker of 
this House. Mr. Crisp said: 

eee eee eh 
Tape with much the same feeling with which the Hindoo 4 — before the 
ee image of his god; He knows that he is ugly, but he feels that he is 
grea 

The Republicans would like to know whether the Speaker of 
this House is as ready to apologize for these words as the other 
Democratic members are for their conduct and words. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6108) 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general 


appropriation bills; and pending that motion, I desire to make 
a motion to limit general debite. I have desired all day to se- 
cure an arrangement, and I have tried to be perfectly fair. If 
any gentleman desires to speak I should like to know. Iam 
willing to make any agreement that is fair. 

Mr. HITT. At what time to-morrow does the gentleman de- 
sire to close general debate? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to close general 
debate in thirty minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Not to-night; some time to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that by the time gentlemen 
confess on that side, it will take up most of to-morrow, to say 
nothing of this side. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Say an hour, then. 

Mr. HITT. Say one hour on a sida to-morrow. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is not here, and he has asked to 
be heard. I know that the gentleman is anxious to speak upon 
this bill, and he should have an opportunity, as he was formerly 
the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Would not sufficient opor: 
tunity be afforded to him to speak under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. HITT. Oh, no. ` 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. How much time does the gen- 
tleman want? 5 

Mr. HITT. Ithink we should have one hour on a side. The 
S from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] desires to address the 

ouse on this bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
general debate be closed in one hour, and that the gentlemen on 
the other side may have forty minutes of that time. 

Mr. HITT. Let us have an hour. I promised the gentleman 
that he should have an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Well, say an hour and fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. Let us have an hour on this side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Wedo not want further de- 
bate, that I know of. 

The SPEAKER. ` The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mousconsent that all general debate on this bill close in one hour 
and fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. If we can have one hour, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We want it to-morrow. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Letit be taken to night. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the 
debate be closed in one honr and fifteen minutes, one hour to be 
given to the minority? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from Iowa, who desires to speak, is not here this afternoon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He ought to be. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We will give him ten min- 
utes to-morrow of general debate. 

Mr. HITT and Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make this suggestion, that thore 
ean be a unanimous agreement that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] should have thirty minutes during the five- 
minutes debate. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will agree to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that can be subtracted irom the hour and 
fifteen minutes for general debate, if that is now agreed upon. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will agree to that. 

Mr. HITT. An hour and fifteen minutes? Do you wish to 
wart now? 

Ir. BAILEY. That will close general debate on all except 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HITT. Let us have half an hour to-morrow and let the 
gentleman from Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR] proceed now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And limit the general debate 
to an hour and fifteen minutes? 

Mr. HITT. Let the gentleman from Ohio go on thisevening. 
He is the only one on our side who wants to speak now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. How much time does the 
gentleman from Ohio desire? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate upon the pending propo- 
sition be continued for thirty minutes this afternoon, the time to 
be occupied by the minority, and for forty-five minutes to-mor- 
row. of which thirty minutes shall be given to the minority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
poa that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 

ill (H. R. 1916] authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Rail- 
way Company to bridge Little River, in the State of Arkansas; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, Mr. 
Batley in the chair. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the stite of tho Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the title of 
the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6148) making 8 for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United Staves for the uscal year ending June 30, 1805. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I as unanimous consent to print 
in connection with my remarks made this afternoon the remarks 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reap], to which I referred, or 
such portions of them as I may desire, and also the remarks 
made ae Mr. Garfield, by Mr. Tucker, and by other gentlemen 
who took part in the discussion upon that occasion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. NEED. Thoseremarks ought to be scattered all over the 
RECORD. They have been up to date, and I think the practice 
ought to be continued. |Laughter.] 

There was no ob ection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR The gentleman from Tennessee Mr. EN- 
LOE] challenged the gentleman from New York|Mr. QUISG] to 
answer whether he had been successful in smashing the Wilson 
bill, and to state the effect of his election upon that measure. 
The gentlem in from New York replied, in substance, that he 
had not claimed that his election would smash the Wilson bill, 
and very moJestly refrained from giving expression to a few 
facts which I think he might with perfect propriety have given 
utterance to on this occasion, especially in view of thechallenge 
of the gentleman from Teanessee. It will be borne in mind thet 
the Wilson bill pissed this House at about the time the gentleman 
from New York was elected. amd the question was not as to the 
effect of that election upon the bil: here, because this House w s 

oined to a cartain class of Democratic, or alleged Democratic 

ols, among which was the doctrine of free raw materia s.“ 
and therefore it was not expected by any intelligent man that 
any election in New Yo: kor anywhere else could operate success- 
sg 7 — a majority of more than 100 to defeat the Wilson bill 

thi v. 
But, Mr. Chairman, something has had a most serious and 
ng effect upon the Wilson bill. That is what I wish to 
speak about very 8 and I wish to supply a few suggestions 
which the extreme modesty of the gentleman from New York 
seems to have prevented him from presenting to the House dur- 
ing his admirable speech. The Wilson bill, as it passed this 
House. was a bill fr uned upon the idea of free raw materials 
and *‘ tarif for revenue only,“ and among other free things in 
that bill was free sugar. The agents of a certain great trust in 
this great country, the most wealthy, the most arrogant, the 
most dominating, the most ** democratic” that there is in all the 
world, came here and, under one pretext und another.crowded into 
this House and by its agents urged upon members the necessity 
of protecting the infant industry“ of sugar-refining in the city 
of New York. They failed to accomplish their purpose, and by 
an overwhelming majority the House of Representatives sent 
the bill to the Senate with sugar absolutely free. But what is 
the condition of that bill to-day? 

The answer to that question is the answer which the gentle- 
man from New York might well have given, and in giving ithe 
mighth ive claimed that the handwriting which was pot So con- 
spicuously on the wall in the city of New York, in the district 
which he repres nts, had had a great deal to do withthe present 
disfigurement and dismemberment of the so-called Wilson bill, 
which is to day filled from one end to the other with concessions 
made to the most agressive trusts in the United Stites. The 
members of the whisky trust have come forward and given no- 
tice that their demands can be met only by certain concessions 
in the matter of figures, and in the matter of time. and they have 
got their conc’ssions in the committee's report. The sugar 
trest,aided by the appeal from Louisiana, has come forward and 
has succeeded in putting into thit bill not only a protective 
tariff upon a 38 1eed article, an article nine: te iths of 
which comes from abroad but also in putting upon the domes- 
tic manufacture of refined sugar a tariif not only for protection 
but one which is substantially prohivitive against the importa- 
tion of foreign sug of retined grade. This tax is wholly a bur- 


den upon tha people, and will put millions upon millions into the 
pockets of the trust. 
So the Democratic party stand here to-day facing their own 


argument. The argument made on this floor in favor of free raw 


material has been overturned by the demand made in the Sen- 
at», which has already be n conc ded, th itcoal and iron ore shall 
be protected. notas much as they ourht to be, Igrant, but enough 
to answer and overthrow and seny and defeat all the arguments 
that were made in this House upon the sub, eet of the Wilson bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will tie gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Les, sir. 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not know that I correctly understood the 
gentleman: but I understood him to say thut the duty placed 
upon retined sugar by the committee of the Senate is protective 
to he extent of excluding competition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do say so, practically excluding foreign 
refined sugar. 

Mr. BYNUM. Doss not the gentleman know it to be a fact 
that the present duty on refined sugar is much greater than that 
proposed in the Senate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes: and thore is no duty on raw sugar. 

Mr. BYNUM. And therefore the trust hes that much more 
protection, becaus> it ge s its raw sugar free. 

Mr. GROSVEXOR. But the present law is a protective law, 
and the Democratic claim is for a tariif for revenue only. 

And that is not a lof it, Mr. Chairman. We have it announced 
now that in or er to secure the full co peration of the sugar 
trust to overcome the dangers that beset that bill to diy in the 
Senate—a piece of blank paper h is been furnished to the sugar 
trust and they have been notified to write their own tariff if they 
will only secure the passige of the bill in the Sen ite. 

Mr. BYNUM. Tho gendleman knows that is only a newspaper 
statement —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only a newspaper statement, that is all. 

Mr. BYNUM. Aud it has been denied by the members of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not seen that; and I make no 
charge of the kind as coming from myself. But it is enough to 
say that upon every point in that bill on which the advocates of 
free raw materiil mide their battle in this House, the Senate 
has changed it and abimdoned the position taken here. And 
that is notall. Collars and cuffs have ben protected 

Mr. BYNUM. Ofcourse the gentleman understands that under 
the present law the protection to the sugar trust is greater than 
that provided for in tue Sonate bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care anything about the present 
law. The present law is a protective law. Iam talking about 
the bill that we sent over to them; and I am pointing out that 
the Demoe ‘ats of this House will have toabandon every arg u- 
ment that they made upon the floor of this House, and turn round 

as conspicuously as my friend from Virginia has demonstratad 
that some of us have upon the sub ect of counting a quorum, 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman says the bill we sent over.” 
Of course [ have no quarrel with bim 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am speaking of the House having sent 
itover. The gentleman now is only occupying time and listen- 
ing to the music of his own voice, which he always finds so charm- 


g. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman prefers to hear his own, I 
give way of course. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do very much. I always like to hear 
the gentleman from Indiana when he has anything to say: but 
when he his not I do not like to be interrupted as a mere mat- 
ter of killing time. 

Now follow this bill all along the line of it, as now before the 
Senate, and there is no Wilson bill” left. And that is not the 
worst of it. We do not yet know what is going to ba the out- 
come of this matter. a find that one distinguished Sen tor 
yesterday, following in the footsteps of one who spoke last week, 
comes forward and says that if this bill, even as it now appears 
upon the fi es of the S nate shall be pissed, God save the Dem- 
ocratic party.“ Why? Because the minufactured articles pro- 
duced in the State of New Jersey ure not suiiciently protected 
by this bill. 

So when the gentleman from Tennessee states that the elec- 
tion of the gentleman from New York has not had any effect 
upon the Wilson bill, he is greatly mistaken. Not only did the 
e'ection in New York have an effect in that direction, but the 
elections in New Jersey, in Rhode Island, in Ohio, in Michi- 
gan, in Missouri, in {llinois, in Wisconsin, and in Montana have 
had a most powerful effect. They have served notice upon the 
Democrats of this House that if they persist in passing the Wil- 
son bill, the prayer o! the distinguished Senator from New Jer- 
sey will be absolutely in vain and of no effect. 

So, Mr. Chairman the gentleman from New York might have 
presented all this lins of argument—which he could have put 
in much better form than 1 have—to caution the gentleman 
from Tennessee that it is hardly wise for a Democrat to-day to 
exult; be:ause there is such a thing somewhere as the dead and 
mangled body of the so-called“ Wilson bill.” The history of 
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the Wilson bill might as well be written now. It is dead—dead 
past all regeneration and resuscitition—absolutely as dead as 
the man who died one hundred years ago. 

You caa not doit. You can not get on this floor a hundred 
votes in favor of it. You will have to take the Senate bill that 
the trusts of the country have organized; and you Damocratson 
that side of tae House will have to march up and accept the 

tform of principles that the great trusts of the country have 

d down for you. You will not put a tax on beer. You will 
not lift the burden by thirty-seven to forty millions of dollars 
by 19 another dollar a barrel on beer. You will be com- 

ed to puta cent a pound or upward on raw sugar, drawing 
pr 000, 0% directly out of the pock sts of the people of thiscoun- 
try. or you will have no bill at all. The men who passed the 
Wilson bill, the committee that framed it, will be lost sight of; 
and the time will come, as it has already come in the Sen ta, 
when on your knees you will obey the demands of the men who 
have coerced the Democratic partyon the very principles which 
you said you meant to fight so valiantly for in this House. 

Now, I will not discuss the question under consideration. If 
there is any comfort to be had by the Democratic party out of 
the resolutions 2 into this House and adopted, from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, in relation to the Sindwich 
Islands matier, I am sure vou ought to have the consolation of 
it, for a Democratic committee of the Senate and a Democratic 
Senate led by a Democratic leader of that body have treated the 
resolutions as though they had never been passed, and the whole 
country has laughed at them, scorned them, tre ited them with 
utter contempt. And no man in the United States has been 
found outside of this Hall who has defended the action of the Dem- 
ocratic Administration in that particular matter. They have 
been repudiated by tie Democratic party in the Senate: they 
have been repudiated by the deliberate judgment of the Demo- 
cratic party of the whole country,and even the Democratic Ad- 
ministrat on to day does not attempt to stand upon the false 

und given out by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 

Ouse. 

So there is no balm in Gilead for the Democratic party. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

It nas made th» mist ke of attempting to bring factions edu- 
cated in wholly divergent political opinions, representing di- 
vergent Democratic sentiment in one section of the country and 
Democratic sentiment in another section of the country together, 
sentiments so utterly apart, so utterly discordant. that there has 
been no hopes of a possibility of reconcilation, and yet they have 
a tempted to bring these discordant elements in the House to- 
gether and formulate a plan of action. 

It can not be done. It is demonstrated beyond the possibility 
of question that it cannot bedone. It is a demonstration of the 
fact that the two wings of a party that e pee on principle can 
not be brought to retherand formulate carry forward a great 
principle of party action. And the Democratic purty to-day 
stands weaker before the country, more thoroughly condemned 
be ore the country, more utterly incapacitated before the country 
than did the Democratic party of 1350, when it had one conven- 
tion at Charleston and another at Baltimore, that divided it in 
two, and attempted afterwards todivide the country intwo; and 
the Democratie party of 1804, leading up to the dismemberment 
of 1896, will demonstrate that it is only necessary to put this 
party into power to show its utter incapacity to do anything ex- 
cept = pugs! itself and todie. [Applause on the Republi- 
can side. 

Tae CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, thirty min- 
utes were to be consumed in debate this afternoon, that time to 
be occupied by the minority of the House. The gentleman from 
Ohio has occupied twenty minutes, leaving still ten minutes to 
be 5 this afternoon by that side. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
ten minutes be transferred to the time allowed for debate to- 
morrow to this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no ob ection. 

Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the committee 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole Houss on the state o the Union having had under 
consideration the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval 
8er vice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 6529: for the relie 


rposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. M ETTRIOR. for three days, from the 20th instant, on 
account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. BELTZHOOVER, iade dnitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. STEVENS, for one week, on account of slekness. 

To Mr. ARNOLD, for ten days, on account of urgent business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary of Kentucky (at 4 
o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims, the bill 
(S. 75) for the relief of Thomas Guinean. (Report No. 717.) 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, the bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Mary E. Cole, 
(Report No. 726.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims, the bill 
(H. R. 5472 for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia C. Sparks, 
of Annapolis, Md. (Report No. 727.) ‘ 

By Mr. BALDWIN, trom t e Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
submitted the views of the minority of the committee on the 
bill H. R. 2003) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. (Re- 
port 601, part 2.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were re.erred as 
follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was dischurged from the 
of Christo- 
. Miller, and the same was referred to the Committee on 

enslons. 

The Committee on Pensions was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. GU for the relief of Gertrude Egles- 
2e and the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred asfollows: 

By Mr. HEARD by request: A bill H. R. 6721) for the re- 
moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gut- 
ters in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 6722) to fix the salary of the col- 
lector of customs revenue at the port of Portsmouth, N. H.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. z 

By Mr. MEREDITd: A bill H. R 6724) to authorize the ex- 
tension of the Columbia Railway of the District of Columbia - to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill H. R. 6725) to modi y an act approved 
January 31, 1883, being chapter 40 of the Laws of the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEFEVER tby request): A bill H. R. 6726) to promote 
the complete exploration of the polar regions—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6727) to 
authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to change its 
motive power for the propulsion of the cars of said company— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6747) au- 
thorizing und directing the Secretary of the Interior to examine 
certain claims of goron who owned or occupied buildings on 
the Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, which had been con- 
demned by the Hot Springs Commission and afterwards burned, 
and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the 
evidence now on file in the Interior Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. O NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6749) to ratify 
an agreement between the United States and the Yuma Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, : 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 165) to amend 
a joint resolu ion approved January 19, 1 to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. . 
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By Mr. PENCE: A resolution requesting the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish information concerning national-bank cur- 
Pie and other information—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A resolution asking the assignment of a 


clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 6728) for the relief of the 
estate of William Cochrane, deceased, late of Tuscaloosa County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 7 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6729) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha E. Templetos and Mrs. Emma T. Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

5 BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to 
Michael O Neill, late of the Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R. 6731) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Trammell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of the 
estate of Z. C. Offatt, deceased, late of Washington County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 6733) to place the name of 
ners Parker, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6734) for the relief of Mary Ferguson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6735) for the relief of the owner of the tug 
William Alexander—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill H. R 6736) for the relief of John Zim- 
merman, of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6737) for the relief of Peyton Atkins, Me- 
Nairy County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6738) for the relief of the estate 
of George W. and Richard B. Cooper, late of Knox County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 6739) to increase the pension of 
oe he Edward Roessler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6740) for the relief of Austin 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill Ei R. 6741) to ascertain and pay 
for loss of property sustained by Lieut. John C. Colwell—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6742) for the relief 
of the estate of William Pride, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE by request): A bill (H. R. 6743) for 
the relief of Alexander D. Schenck—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 6744) for the relief of William H. 
Motley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6745) for the re- 
lief of Cornila Till, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEVER: A bill (H. R. 6746) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Nancy G. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Barbers’ Union. of Detroit, 
Mich., in favor of Government telegraph lines—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DENSON: Papers to accompany House bill €457—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of pastor and trustees of St. 
John’s Evangelical Lutheran Church of Van Wert, Ohio, against 
the proposed change in the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Protest signed by Rev. C. H. Jaebker 
and others, of Taylor Creek, Ohio, against the passage of bill 
amending the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Affidavit to accompany House bill 6613, 

renting an increase of poanion to Isaac Stephens, re-referred 
rom the Committee on Pensions and referred tothe Committee 


on Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CORNISH: Papers to accompany House bill 6562—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: Protest of Encampment No. 38, Union 
Veteran Legion, of the city of New York, against the passage 


of the proposed amendment to House bill 5575, placing the con- 
trol of National Homes of Disabled Volunteers in the War De- 
partment. instead of Board of Managers—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of president and faculty of Columbia College, of 
New York, rotesting against the passage of House bill 6338, to 
abolish the bureau in the Treasury Department known as the 
cae and Geodetic Survey, ete.—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Also, petition of the Lenox Hill Club, of the city of New York, 
in favor of the bill to increase the salary of certain letter-car- 
riers of the city of New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Officeand Pos:-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers in the claim of James M. Priddy, of 
Lexington, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petitions of citizens of Effingham and 
Jasper Counties, III., members of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Churches of St. Johns and St. Paul, together with a memorial of 
the Evangelical Lutheran School, of Illinois, protesting against 
putting God in the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Memorial of the 8 Lutheran 
School, protesting against the proposed God-in-the- Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizensand minersof the Co- 
chita mining district in New Mexico, praying for the passage 
AN . of House bill 6169 - to the Committee on Miues and 

ining. : 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protestagainstany change 
in the preamble of the Constitution of the United States from 
St. Paul Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Fuldo, Minn., signed 
by Rev. Theodor Schlueter, pastor, and George Eckenberger, 
Leonhard Gunderman, John Dobereiner, and George Fillman, 
elders—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 6697— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6662—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Three petitionsin favor of House bill 5246— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, two petitions in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hanar bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany House 
bill 6700—to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Cortland Lodge, No. 351, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Cortland, N. Y., for the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest from Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of Ireton, Sioux County, Iowa, against the proposed amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Papers toaccompany House bill 6701—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6702—to the Committee 
on Claims, : 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6703—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6704—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of 8 members of the faculty of the 
University of Wisconsin against the passage of House bill 6338, 
to abolish the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey - to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr.STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
670S—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Petition of the Barbers’ Union, of De- 
troit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership and control of 
the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Scranton, Pa., concerning amendment to the interstate commerce 
law and bankruptcy billi—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of St. Johns, Lena, Stephenson County, III., numbering 100 mem- 
bers. against the proposed constitutional amendment tending to 
a civil religious establishment—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest from Emanuel Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church, of Utica, Mont., signed by Rev. F. Pfolenhauer, 
pistor, and W. F. Kastner and W. Dorn, elders and trustees, 
representing 250 communicants, against any change in the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Commiitee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
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By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Haw- 
kins County, Tenn., asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill in the interest of the fraternal society and college journals— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WELLS: Protest of Rev. Herman C. Rowald and 382 
communicants of his church, against a change in the pream- 
ble of the United States Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Resolution of Board of 
Trade of Olympia, opposing abolishing or transferring the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Geological Survey and 
Navy Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of H. E. Hillman 
and 31 others, of Holyoke, Mass., in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, April 19, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of n by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little 
River, in the State of Arkansas; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 3d instant, a report from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, submitting a list of all 

ublic lands located in odd sections in the States of Oregon and 
Washington; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the 
findings of that court in the cause of John A. Fairfax vs. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a conference report on the ur- 
Se deficiency appropriation bill. I will simply state that the 

ouse conferees ed from the disagreement of the House to 
all the amendments of the Senate, except the amendment striking 
out the provision for a census abstract. That is left in. The 
clause which was stricken out of the bill as it passed the House 
providing for an abstract of the census is restored, and with that 
exception all the Senate amendments are agreed to. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ‘eeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for fur- 
ther urgent deficiencies in the i Loh Sr for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes," hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the House recede from its tren abana to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, and 16, and ee to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered I, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES, 

For wages of workmen and adjusters, to be used in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, 852.500.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

For compensation and mileage of membersof the House of Representa- 
vives and Delegates from Territories on account of fiscal years as follows: 


r 1893, $3,334. 
„For 1894, 815,900." 
To pay the clerk to the Speaker's table, for services rendered as clerk to 


the Committee on Rules during the first and second sessions of the Fifty- 
third Congress, 2500; and the Senate agree to the same. 


JOSEPH D.SAYERS, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. i 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GEORGE. L ask a leave of absence, for t f 
colleague, Mr. MCLAURIN. 2 r 


XXVI— 241 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the leave of absence is granted. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, of Northwood, Iowa, remonstrating against the 
atl be of an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution 
of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Johnson Division, No. 67, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments relating to ticket scalping, ete., 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. — 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Merrill and sundry 
other citizens of Iowa, and the petition of E. P. Fogg and sun- 
dry other citizens of Epworth, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. i ' 

He also presented petitions of W. A. Granger and sundr 
other citizens of Nashua; of W. H. Bradley and sundry other 
citizens of Larchwood: of R. T. Gilbert and sundry other citi- 
zens of Viola Center; of F. H. Robbe and sundry other citizens 
of Charles City, and of Viola Lodge, No. 220, Legion of Honor 
of Viola Center, all in the State of Iowa, praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
the lottery traftic: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
St. Cloud and Alexandria, in the State of Minnesota, remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on ci- 
gars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 
Orleans, La., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the harbor of that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Luella A. Oteri, of New 
Orleans, La., owner of the steamer Joseph Oteri, jr., praying for 
the remission of a penalty imposed upon that vessel for a tech- 
nical violation of the customs laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. j 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizensof New Orleans, 
La., payin for the establishment of a bureau of public health 
within the Treasury Department of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Epidemic Dise ises. ; 

He also 33 the petition of Francois L. Bouillotte and 
others, children and heirs at law of Joseph Bouillotte, late of 
Rapides Parish, La., praying that their claims against the United 
States for s ores and supplies taken for the United States Army, 
at Alexandria, La., during the civil war, be referred to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a memorial of the executive board 
of Baker University, located at Baldwin, Kans. I can state its 
contents perhaps more brielly by reading the resolution which 
embraces the memorial: 

That 5 — eee 1 paker 8 senian the 

ress 
aire ie apante 3 » eae, T for the 5 — in shares. * 

The memorialists therefore urge the Congressmen and Sen- 
ators from Kansas to use their utmost influence to prevent the 
bill from becoming a law.” I ask that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I wish simply to state 
that [ not only ag lib with the suggestion in the memorial, but 
that I should be very much pleased to see the Government take 
off its military hand from all colleges and schools throughout 
the country as well as Baker University. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Powelton Build- 
ing Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
passage of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to building 
and loan associations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 60, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Johnstown, Pa., remonstrating against the 

sage of House bill No. 5575, which proposes to take from the 
oard of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers all or nearly all control, and place the same under the 
government of the War Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Scran- 
ton, Pa., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law. and remonstrating against the pas- 
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sage of the so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petitions of Springer Morris and J. N. 
Conn, of Point Marion, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5245, providing for the inspection of immigrants by 
United States consuls; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 


REPORTS,OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1433) granting to the Hot Springs 
Water Company a site for a reservoir for cold water upon the 
permanent reservation at Hot Springs, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R 4328) for the relief of William B. 
Chapman, George W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet G. Tuthill, 
and Joseph H. Curtis, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill S. 552) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAPFERY introduced a bill (S. 1924) to give the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction in the matter of the claim of the owners of 
the steamboxt Bee; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1925) for the relief of D. R. Carroll 
and others: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1926) for the relief 
of John Tyler, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
Sa accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i 

Mr, PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1927) for the relief of Mi- 
chael A. Dace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


THE KIDWELL FLATS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed to furnish the Senate in- 
formation as to the present status of the sult in regard to the Kidwell flats, 
in the District of Columbia, and why the suit is not pressed to a conclusion. 


CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER], coming over from a previous day. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the 
Senate in separate lists the names of all clerks and employés 
appointed, promoted, reduced, and dismissed since the 4th of 

rch, 1893, ete. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire tomodify the resolution by strik- 
ing out after the word reduced“ inliue4, the word * and,” and 
by inserting after the word ‘‘ dismissed,” in the same line,“ and 
who have resigned by request.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho resolution will be read as 
modified. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GAL- 
LINGER on the 13th instant, as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of tho Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate in sep rate lists the names of 
all clerks and employés appointed, promoted, redaced, dismissed, and who 
have resigned by request since the ch day of March, 1893, and the State to 
Which ench such clerk or employé is accredited; also that such of them as 
served in the Army or Navy of the United States at any time during the war 
of the rebellion shall be designated by some distinguishing mark in each list. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas Mr. PEFFER), coming 
over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the Lith instant, as follows: 


Whereas many of such Tee and bodies are reported to be 
kely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid: 


proceedings attending their communication with the 
hall ected to interruption by the transac: 
tion of other public bus 


Be it reso That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu- 
cation, Whose duty it shall be to receive all written or printed 


tions from ci 


tizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol or intending to 
make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, and to 


receive all 5 Raas Msmorials, aul remonstranto; of such persons and 
bodies and hear them orally in relation to the matters and things about 
which they desire to communicate with the Senate, The committees 
W fully to the Senate from time to time as other committees report. 

e Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building belongiag to the Government for the use of said committee 
and furnish the same with the necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 
of business— 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, there was a motion made yes- 
terday to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules; and 
before action is taken upon it I wish to state to the Senate very 
brieily the objectof the resolution, so that we may act not hastily, 
but advisedly. 

There is, and has been, for perhaps two or three years, a grow- 
ing disposition on the part of a great many people in the coun- 
try, not conned to any particularsection, byt scattered all over 
the country, to present their views to Congress in person, chang- 
ing the usual form of petition from written to oral language. 
That disposition is growing more general everyday. The news- 
papers now inform us that in Boston, from other cities in Mas- 
sachusetts: from New York City, and other places in the State 
of New York: from Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, Chi- 
cago, Minneapolis, San Francisco, Los Angeles, St. Louis, and 
a number of other places, men are congregating in small bodies 
for the purpose of coming to Washington with the ultimate ob- 
ject of presenting their views in connection with their condi- 
tion to Congress personally. f) 

The object of this rəsvlution is that the way may bo made 
easier for proceedings ol this kind to bs conducted, so that what- 
ever action this branch of Congress may think proper to take 
in relation to the visitors the way will have been prepared for 
future action. Iam of opinion that if it goes out to the country 
that the Senato, which is reg irded by many of the classes of peo- 
ple to whom I refer.as the American House of Lords, and as an 
exclusive body, out of touch with the people 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is impossible to hear a 
word on this side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. PEPER. If it goes out among the people through the 
newspaper press that the Senate of the United States is not that 
exclusive body it is charged with being, that it is not so far out 
of touch with the people as a great many persons believe it to 
be, that fact itself being shown by the appointment of a commit- 
tee of the kind proposed in this resolution, will go far toward 
modifying and mollifying public sentiment in relation to exist- 
ing conditions, 

I therefore hope that if the Senate is 3 alter thinking 
over the matter seriously, to turn the resolution over to a com- 
mittee, be it so, but with the understanding that it is being done 
ee to the people interested, and that the object is to 
make some kind of arrangement by which our visitors who want 
to speak personally and orally to this bod ay have a way of 
access through a committee specially appointed. 

Mr. President, I think we are on the verge of trouble, and unless 
we are wise and manage our own course pradently we may have 
occasion in the near future to regret it. Last evening th the 
Star of this city I observed some language which I regretted 
very much to seo in a newspaper, as if the police authorities of 
the city were preparing to arrest men as vagrants who come 
upon a peaceable mission to the capital of their country for the 
purpose of conferring in person with the chosen representatives 
of the people. This is an ugly feeling, Mr. President, and it 
ought not to exist here or elsewhere. o are always prepared 
with our police force, and with our military force, and with our 
civil force — 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. He says these persons are coming on a peaceful 
mission. From what circumstance comes the almost universal 
popular description of this movement as an army? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Massachusetts can not be 
heard on this side. If he would address the Chair and talk a 
little louder, possibly we might know what he is saying. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Tennessee to be 
entirely out of order in speaking to the Senate from his chair, 
and also to be entirely out of order in fancying that he presides 
over the Senate when the Vice-President is present. A 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee admits he was 
out of order. No man can watch the Senator from Massachusetts 
as vigilantly as I do and by any possibility keep in order. [Laugh- 


ter. 

M r. HOAR. Ifthe Senator devoted himself to his own proper 
function instead of watching any other Senater’s faults, as ho 
seems to do, he might be in order. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas from 
what circumstance comes the universal description of this mov- 
ing body as an “er 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Massachuetts is older than 
Iam in this world and I have no doubt quite as much devoted to 
theology and religious matters. He has doubtless ten thousand 
times heard the expression the Christian army. the army of sal. 
vation, the army of the Lord, the army of peace, and in some of 
the Sunday schools t 

Mr. HOAR, When those armies make their fight with Satan 
they do not make it by personal conference with him. 

Mr. PEFFER. Our Sunday schools are beginning to teach 
their pupils to be soldiers. They are employing military men 
to teach the Sunday-school scholars military discipline. In the 
city of Boston, with which the Senator has some acquaintance, 
he will find a school of that kind in operation now. i 

One of the most harmless, one of the most peaceful bodies in 
the world is a body known as the Salvation Army, that move up 
and down the streets with flags and banners flying, to the beat- 
ing of drums and cymbals and the singing of songs; and yet 
their errand is one of peace. 

The Senator will remember from reading the 2 de- 
scriptions of this army of which he speaks that it is known as 
the army of They have religious inscriptions npon their 
banners, and they carry portraits of the Prince of Peace, the 

nter’s Son, the Lowly Nazarene, the man who of all men 
best taught Peace on earth and good will toward men.” 

Mr. President, these men who are coming to Washington are 
coming on a peaceful errand. They want to say to the Congress 
of the nited States that they are out of employment, and they 
want something to do to earn an honest living; and they want 
to say it to us so that they will know we hear it with our ears, 
that we see them with our eyes, and that we take cognizance of 
what they say with our understanding. There could be noth- 
ing more peaceful, while it may be true that the obiect seems 
visionary and while every member of this body has discouraged 
, it, and none perhaps more than I have done, yet we can not 
avoid this thing. 

Mr. President, it is like the coming of a child into the world. 


Everything is ready, and the child must be born. Naturé has pro- 
vided all of these things in her on way. Here is a movement of 
the people that is coming naturally, logically. It reminds one 


of the moving bodies of men in France prior to the French Revo- 
lution. It reminds us of insurrections among the workingmen 
in ancient times when they gathered about their leaders with - 
out any apparent object in view, and yer the world at that time 
was moved by whut they were doing. 

We may talk about these movements as visionary, as childish, 
and all that; nevertheless they are actually taking place, and I 
do not believe that it is beneath the dignity of this great body 
of American Senators to be ready when those poop o come to 
Washington and say to them, Here is a committee of our 
body that we have already prepared to confer with you, to hear 
what you have to say, and report your message to us.” There 
is something about this movement, Mr. President, that is piti- 
ful; something that is earnest; something that deserves our at- 
tention; something that we can not if we would, and I do not be- 
lieve that we would if we could, undertake to laugh down. It 
is upon us and we must take care of it. Let us treat it as 
statesmen—wisely; and as . 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I certainly hops the resolution 
ol the Senator from Kansas will be adopted by the Senate, not 
because I think it advisable for Mr. Coxey’s army or any other 
army to come to Washington for the purpose of presenting a pe- 
tition to Congress in person, not because I think it is 8 0 0 
for them to do this, but because I believe that as American citi- 
zens they have a right todo soif they see fit, and it would be 
unwise on the part of the Senate to deny them this right. Any 
Americancitizen has a right tocome to Washington, I suppose— 
at least [ have never heard it denied until within the last twoor 
three aays—any American citizen, it makes no difference where 
he may live. or what his occupation may be, or what his station 
in life may bs, has a right to come here, and he has a right to 
walk under the Dome of this Capitol if he sees fit and be as se- 
cure as any other citizen in the land. So if Mr. Coxey and his 
followers ses fit to come here for a peaceful purpose, as they are 
coming—whether that purpose be visionary or not is not for us 
tojudge—they havea right to do so and look in upon the high- 
est legislative body of the country of which th y are citizens; 
and they have a right to occupy these galleries, which are some- 
times occupied by persons who are almost chronic in occupying 
them to the exclusion of citizens of other sections of the land. 
They have a right to come and be heard by a committee of this 
body; they have a right to present their grievances in person; 
and no man has the moral or the legal right to deny them that 

privilege whether he be Senator or citizen. 
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Disclaiming, then, any purpose whatever of approving or ad- 
vising Mr. Coxey’s movement, I must say that, so far as I am 
concerned, I believe that he hus a right to come here with his 
followers, and that he and they have a right to be treated with 
as much courtesy and kindness in doing so as the President of 
the United States, and any different reception of Mr. Coxey or 
his followers, or of any other American citizen, would be alto- 
gether un-American, and would not be sustained by the common 
judgment of the American people. s 

Let us look for a moment at the way public business is trans- 
acted here. I have b3en reading for two or three days in the 
newspapers of this city that some general, called Ordway—I do 
not know who he is, whether he is a regular army oer or a 
militia oficer—is mobilizing the military force of the city for 
the purpose of receiving Coxey at the contines of the District, 
with the bayonets of soldiers and the clubs of policemen. 

Theso msn are coming here for arightful pürposg as Ameri- 
can citizens, whose persons, whose homes and whose rights are 
as sacred under the flag and the Constitution of this country as 
are those of any other, man, woman, or child, aud yet we witness ' 
the singular spectacle of the city being thrown into excitement 
about the movements of a harmless army of this character, en- 
tirely without arms. The Army is to be mobilized to receive 
them upon the point of the bayonet, if need be, and hired sol- 
diers are to meet them at the confines of the District and check 
their entry or to shoot them into submission if they refuse, 
when they have violated no law. 

Is that American? Is it right to deny to such men the privi- 
lege not only of entering the District of Columbia and the city 
of Washington, but to enter these galleries, if they see fit to 
enter them? 

Go down to the depot of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
or the Pennsylvania Railroad ut almost any time of the day amd 
you will see great bodies of lobbyistscoming to thecity. I have 
seen them myself, fifteen. twenty, and twenty-five at a time, and 
sometimes more. They do not stop to take their baggage to the 
hotels, but they walk right into the corridors of this Capitol and 
seek these galleries, seek the lobbies of the Capitol, seek Sena- 
tors ind the committee rooms to lay their various schemes be- 
fore members of Congress. Sir, many of them are met almoss 
with hats off; they are met almost with outstretched arms and 
words of welcome, and yet they are doing the country more dam- 
age and more injury than all the Coxey armies. than all the 
forces that can be mobilized in this country by men like Mr. 
Coxey; and yet here isa threat upon the part of this Govern- 
ment—for Lassume that this militia officar would not take the 
step ho threatens to take without orders from some authority, 
from some one higher than himself—here is the threat we see 
the newspapers, that honest workingmen who are out of employ- 
ment, every one of whom perhaps is as good as any Senator in 
this Chamber, every one of whom owes allegiance to this coun- 
try and to its flag, are to be met with a military force because 
they come here to place their grievances before Congress in per- 
son; because they come here in a body, as lobbyists come here 
from day to day and week to week and month to month, they are 
to be met by a military force to deprive them of an undoubted 
and sacred right. A suprising spectacle in a country like this! 

The conditions of the country are ripe to produce movements 
of this kind. These people have appealed toCongress from time 
to time by petitions and memorials without any attempt being 
made to redress their wrongs. Theysend their petitions to Con- 
gress, and they are received here simply because the Constitu- 
tion makes it obligatory upon us to receive them; they are never 
read or published here so that the world can know what they 
contain; they are hurriedly read by title or a mere brief state- 
ment is made of their reception, and they are speeded off into 
the dark closefs and caverns around this Capitol, never to be res- 
urrected or seen again. No attention whatever is paid to them. 

The right of petition as it exists in this country, and as it is 
practiced in this body, is a farce, and the great common Ameri- 
can people know it full well. So, seeing that they can not be 
heard otherwise, they coma here to lay their grievances before 
Congress in a peaceful manner. Will wedeny them that sacred 
right of American citizens? Will we deny them the privilege— 
no, not the privilege—but the right under the Constitution they 
have todo so? Will we not only deny them that right, but meat 
them at the confines of the city as felons are to be metand driven 
back? Are American citizens coming here fora lawful purpose 
to be met at the confines of the capital of their nation by a hired 
soldiery, by a police force, and kept out of the city and beaten 
into submission if they persist in coming? 

What provokes any suspicion against this class of our people? 
Is it the clothes they wear? Is it because they are not clothed 


in purple and line linen and arrayed like Solomon in all his glory? 
uence of any threats they have made against Con- 
ch of the Government? Is it in consequence 


Is it in co 
gress or any 
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of their being armed and threatening the 
the integrity of the nation? Sir, it can not of these, for 
they are peaceable, law abiding, honest, humble American citi- 
zens, and they come upon a mission of peace, and not of war. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me one second? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certaialy. 

Mr. HARRIS. Representing in some measure, as I do, the 
people of the District of Columbia, I beg to know of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska what evidence he has that the officer in com- 
mand of the District militia has ever made a threat or an inti- 
mation such as the Senator has indicated? I undertake to say 
he will find no authority for any such statement coming from 
wee gr officer. 

r. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will say in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee that I said the newspapers of this city were 
full of it. Task the Senator from Tennessee if that is not cor- 


t’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iunderstood the Senator to deal with what he 
was pleased to characterize as a threat of the officer command- 
ing the militia of the District of Columbia. I deny that any 
such threat has been made. The Senator need not ask me what 
has appeared or what may appear in a newspaper in its disposi- 
tion to speculate see ety possbile condition —in its disposition 
to hunt things sensational. I know not what the newspapers 
have said or what they will say upon this or any other mbien 
but the Senator is not justified in charging that a public official 
has 8 8 such = he e ee zope news- 
paper declarations as to what possibly or pro may happen. 

Ar. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am not responsible for what 
the Senator from Tennessee understands, nor did I make the 
statement which he nowmakes. I said that in the newspapers 
of this city it was claimed and it is not denied—and that is how 
I knew that there was an officer of this name—that Gen. Ordwa; 
ismobilizing the military force of this District for the purpose 
have named. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean to say that it is stated 
that that officer has threatened to do the things which the Sen- 


ator describes? 

Mr. ALLEN. It has been stated in the 8 that this 
officer has mobilized or is mobilizing a force for the Ba Bens of 
meeting these men with the bayonets of soldiers. hat does 
that mean? Does not that mean war upon them and upon their 
rights? It is nonsense for us to say that nothing of that kind 
is contemplated when there is a unanimous concensus of opinion 
upon the subject, and it is not denied by the very officer himself, 
who must see the statements made in the newspapers from da 
today. I know nothing of his purpose except as I get it throug 
the newspapers of this city; and I say if he intends to meet these 
men with a military force, he violates evory principle of this 
Government, and violates its statutes as well. 

I heard itstated in this Chamber within a few days that the 
time has come when these Capitol grounds must be made sacred 
and nobody must be permitted to occupy them; that parades 
must not 8 the Capitol grounds. hatis there, Mr. Pres- 
ident, about the Capitol grounds which makes them so sacred 
that no American citizen dare walk across them without per- 


on 

Mr.FAULKNER. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. FAULKN Is not the Senator aware of the fact that 
no processions of any character or description can parade the 
streets of the city of Washington, or of any other municipality 
of which I know, without permission from the city authorities, 
designating the routs over which they are to pass and the ob- 
ject and CE ri of the procession? 

Mr. ADL N. Mr. President; if that be true, it isashame and 
a disgrace to this nation that it should be so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is so everywhere in every city of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not so everywhere in every city of the 
United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis true in every well-regulated city. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is an absolute shame and disgraca to this na- 
tion that peaceable citizens dare not get together and march in 
the streets unless they get permission from some person in 
charge of the municipality; and when the Senator from Mis- 
gouri says it is so in every city of the United States, I say I know 
that it is not so in every city; that there are large cities in the 
United States where it is not required to get permission to have 
a parade of any kind. If that be the law of the city of Wash- 
ington, and honest and loyal citizens dare not get together upon 
the streets and march with drums and fifes if they desire to do 
so, then it is high time for this Government to repeal such a 
law. There is no right in anyone to enforce a law of that kind 
unless there be an occasion for its enforcement by a violation of 
the peace or threatened injury to the people and to property. 


paan of the city or 
an. 


Mr. President, it is almost of weekly occurrence—t have seen 

it myself, and seen it repeatedly—for military companies and pa- 
rades of different kinds to march across the Ca itol grounds, and 
yet I am told that it is in violation of the law for them to do so, 
and that even the District Commissioners have no power to per- 
mit processions to invade the ee grounds. I saw last week, 
as I have seen almost every week since I have ben in this city, 
military companies and societies of different kinds with banners, 
with fifes and drums, and with brass bands marching across the 
Capitol grounds without the slightest molestation or injury. 
There is not a man in this Capitol building to-day who has not 
seen the same thing; and yet we are told when Coxey, this mys- 
terious and harmless Mr. Coxey, who is coming down the Ches- 
apeake and OhioCanal with two or three hundred harmless men, 
reaches Washington, because he is not domiciled in Washing- 
ton and of known high character, because he is not hono ed with 
a position in this end of the Capitol, or the other perhaps; be- 
cause his fellow-citizens have never called upon him to represent 
them in any respect in Washington, that he and his followers 
ure to be met by police officers and a military force and kept off 
the Capitol grounds. nyt Does he menace this Chamber or 
the Capitol? Not at all. ə is harmless; his mission is harm- 
less; the mission of those who follow him is harmless, and it is 
lawful, and in one sense laudable and respectable. 
The Capitol grounds—the great campus upon which this build- 
ing is situated—are very sacred, indeed, now, but when railroad 
lobbyists, tax lobbyists, bank lobbyists, and all the other lobby- 
ists who infest this city and these Capitol grounds, come here 
everything is thrown open to them froin cellar to dome; there 
is no restriction upon them; but when Mr. Coxey comes march- 
ing along with his cater of the commonweal to petition Congress 
for the redress and relief of the masses of his race, lie is to be 
met and not permitted toenter the Capitol grounds, to say noth- 
ing of this sacred Senate Chamber. 

Another thing, Mr. President, I desire to mention while on 
my feet. It may be 1 for me, surrounded as I am at 
this time with the galleries full of people, to speak publicly 
about it, buta sense of duty requires me to do so. American 
citizens come from a great distance to this capital, many of 
them for the first and last time in their lives, to visit the White 
House, the Senate, the Houseof Representatives, and the other 
places where the public business of their country is transacted. 
I have seen these galleries so full of chronic attendants who 
seem to think they havea proprietary interestin them that it was 
impossible for this class of tourists and American citizens to get 
a seat in one of them. The 1 ure inhabited from day to 
day, from week to week, and from month to month by the same 
class of persons, so that American citizens from Maine to Cali- 
fornia and from Texas to Massachusetts are crowded out of them 
when they come here but once in a lifetime to look upon the 
Senate of the United States, and nothing is done, no effort is 
made to change this condition of affairs; but when this harmless 
man Mr. Coxey and his harmless and unarmed followers are 
coming here tolay their grievances before us we refuse to give 
them even a few moments’ time of a few of the Senators in this 
Chamber, and are to forbid them entrance even on the Capitol 
grounds. 

Mr. President, have we not time to give ear to them? Look 
in upon this Chamber if you will two hours from this time when 
the tariff discussion is going on and probably there will not be 
six members of the body present to hear the speech which is 
being delivered; for hours it will go on in that way until 5 
o’clock, and probably there are uny or sixty Senators whocould 
give these men from two to three hours to present their cause 
without any detriment whatever to their private affairs or to 
the papig business of the nation. I hope the resolution will be 
ado = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to refer the pending 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is I o'clock, and I desire to be heard be- 
fore the vote is taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me 
to offer a resolution, at the request of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MoRGaN]? The resolution is simply to be read and re- 
ferred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr.President,thereisobjection. Lunder- 
stood the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to say that he 
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would not consent to the reception of any morning business dur- 
ing the time to be devoted to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope my friend from Missouri will not get 
into a frenzy about the little proposition I made. I did it very 
innocently, I can assure him. I do not want to violate any rule. 
It is simply a resolution which I was requested by the Senator 
from Alabama to submit for reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. I bear testimony to the perfect innocence of 
the Senator from South Carolina; ani take occasion once again 
to give notice that from the time the tariff bill is laid before the 
Senate until 5 o'clock I shall ob/ect to every interference with 
its consideration, I care not how small. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Tennessée for the emphasis with which he has made that asser- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], 
who is entitled to the floor upon the pending bill, is detained 
from the Chamber this morning by illness. The Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS] is ready to go on, and I ask that he may 
bo permitted to do so, the Senator from Pennsylvania retaining 
his right to the floor whenever he shall return. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from California will proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, one of the most difficult prob- 
lems of national legislation is to enact laws that shall be in har- 
mony with the intelligent thought of the poopie from all portions 
of this vast Republic; from the northern line to the Gulf of 
Mexico: from the extreme west to the eastern boundary. A di- 
versity of interests must ever characterize a country so vast in 
extent as ours, and this fact should imbue us with charity for 
the opinions of those who differ with us. We are each of us, to 
a greater or less extent, influenced by our environments and local 
interests. But aside from all these differences growing out of 
divergent localities, there is one point upon which all intelli- 
gent and patriotic Americans at least should be able to agree, 
and that is upon the necessity for an American policy upon all 
1 of citizenship, of taxation, and, as far as possible, of 

nance, 

We should have no other political creed but love for our com- 
mon country and her institutions. The stability of nations, of 
empires, of dynasties, is grounded in the selfishness of their ad- 
herents and supporters. So true is this, and so generally ac- 
knowledged, that it has become almost axiomatic that nations 
are strong in proportion as they are selfish. Under the present 
order of things the question that conserves the highest degree 
of welfare for us should be paramount in our affections, even 
though other nations would gladly have it otherwise. Protec- 
tion of our homes, of our industries, and the elevation and dig- 
nity of labor should be the principal cardinal doctrine of every 
patriotic American citizen. The question of expense and reve- 
nue is a very simple one that comes home to each member of 
every community, and the same rule that applies to us as indi- 
viduals must govern us collectively, whether organized into a 
municipality, a State, or a nation. 

Is it not then a plain business proposition, divested of all spe- 
cious pleading, that we have before us for consideration? It re- 
quires in round numbers, say. $500,000,000 per annum to proper 
carry on this Government. That is, we must provide that muc 
money for the expenses of the legislative, judicial, and execu- 
tive departments of the Government. The support of the Army 
and Navy, diplomatic service, coast fortifications, river and har - 
bor improvements, public buildings, light-house and life-saving 
service, pensions and hospitals, interest on public debt, scien- 
tific research, and other purposes, all intended for the benefit, 
advancement, and honor ot this great Republic. This large sum 
of money muss be obtained either by direct or indirect taxation. 
It must all come from our own people, and from those that do 
business with us from other countries, selling us the products 
that come from their soil or that which is manufactured by the 
skill or labor of foreign workmen. 

Our people pay their taxes for the support of municipal, county, 
State, and National Government; and, in addition thereto, the 
must pay a special license for conducting the business in whic 
they areengaged. Why, then, should we permit foreign nations 
to bring here, without paying for the privilege, their products 
and wares to compete with our industries, giving them equal if 
not better advantages than ourown people. We have alandex- 
tending through many degrees of latitude and longitude that is ca- 
pable of producing everything known tothe vegetable kingdom, 
while our mines of mineral wealth are diversified and practi- 
callyinexhaustible. We honor labor as the source of all wealth, 
and it is the labor of American manhood that has developed the 
resources of the country and is to-day its power and safety. 

Ih has been the policy and plan, for the past thirty years, of 


wise American statesmanship to raise about one-half of the ex- 
pense of the Government by placing an import duty upon the 
products of other lands that come into this country for consump- 
tion or use of our people, and to so adjust these duties that they 
will best protect and foster American industries, and thereby 
diznify and protect American labor against the cheap, servile, 
and contract labor of foreign lands. ‘That this is the correct 

rinciple is evidenced from the fact that during this time our 
industrial interests have been stimulated and our people pros- 
perous, contented, and happy. 

The bill before us for consideration, designated a tariff for rev- 
enue, proposes to take from the import duties 815, 000, 000, which 
is simply a license the producer pays for the privilege of enter- 
ing into our home market with his merchandise on equal terms 
with one to the manor born, and imposes this additional burden 
upon our own people in the form of increased excise duty and 
an income tax upon the gain or profit made by their diligence, 
industry, and enterprise. When we consider this contemplated 
change, and remember the deep interest taken by England and 
other European powers in our late Presidential election, with 
what force does the prophetic words of Thomas Jefferson come 
home to us when he said: 

The election of a President of America some years hence will be much more 
interesting to certain nations of Europs than ever the election of a King of 
Poland was. 

When in periods of great financial crisis, due to or affected by 
the action of government, it becomes the duty ofall officers of the 
government to inquire into any and all causes for the disturb- 
ance of the business affairs, to promote the prosperity of our 
people, to add to their comfortand strengthen their power, and 
todo all the-e things unbiased by personal or local interests 
and untrammeled by party affiliations. 

After these investigations it becomes our duty to set forth the 
causes leading to our conclusions and state the remedies, if 
found. Actuated by an earnest desire for the general welfare 
of our entire country, and regarding the question of national 
finance as a purely business question, I hope to discuss it as a 
business man from a broad business basis. 

The fact is conceded that a general depression in business pre- 
vails over our entire country. enterprise stagnant, labor unem- 

loyed, the revenuesof Governmentlagging behind the expend- 

tures, the debt increasing and national bankruptcy impending. 
This ina time of peace with the world, ina time of general 
health and a period of unusual agricultural and mineral product- 
iveness, presents a condition that may well be denominated a 
crisis. This condition in the United Stites is attributed to 
changes and threatened changes of our revenue laws and the 
violent partisan agitation thereof. 

There are many theories of methods for the acquisition of 
means for the support of government: asasingle tax upon land; 


the issuing of mortgage bonds on land; a direct tax, consequent - 


upon free foreign trade; internal revenue, or tax upon home 
products, manufactures, business transactions, inheritances, in- 
comes, and prosperity; governmental ownership of railroads, 
canals, and inland water ways; in the transmission of telegraphic 
and telephonic messages; in the business of banking and ex- 
changes connected with its postal system; and by levying a uni- 
form duty on imports without any variation or discrimination 
whatever; our plan, the Republican plan, of levying duties 
with discriminations designed to protect American industries 
and products, to foster American manufacture, to develop Amer- 
ican resources, to lighten the burdens of taxation of the busy 
and industrious classes; to exact as far as possible a toll from 
the foreign producer or manufacturerupon the goods and wares 
imported in competition with like goods and wares of home pro- 
duction or manufacture. 

Such are some of the different methods proposed by theorists 
and parties in our country. Other countries have other meth- 
ods of land rentals. mining royalties, business monopolies, and 
many devices for the acquisition of revenue. As business men 
we should discuss and enlighten ourselves on all the methods 
devised by theorists or statesmen, and, after thorough and im- 
partial examination, adopt that which is most equitable and 
practicable, accomplishing the purpose in view of giving revenue 
and fostering our general welfare. While the miny theories 
have their advocates, with books written, conventions held, and 
parties formed in their interests, there has but one been pre- 
sented for our discussion at the present time, and this presents 
but a system of schedules for dispute. 

We have been accustomed to hear much about a tariff for reve- 
nue without discrimination as the only constitutional tariff, and 
a tariff for revenue with discrimination, and upon these distinc- 
tions the American people divided into parties in the early part 
of this century. These were the tariffs for revenue and the 
tariff for protection. The first was the theories upon which 
was based the Democratic party and the latter the basis of the 
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party, and maintained the Republican party. Upon 
these many battles of the hus g aes forum have been 
fought, and over the failure of one and the triumph of the other 
has the country been agitated, its business depressed or pro- 
moted. These propositions were wel. defined in the platform of 
the two, yes, three or four, political parties in the last general 
campaign, and these were e ted to be discussed in this Con- 

ss. But we have wandered faraway from our course. 

The Democratic party has fallen from its high estate, aban- 
doned its principles utterly, and instead of making open and 
bo.d war upon its ancient doctrines and adopted platform. en- 
ters beneath the Republican platform, attacks the Republican 
tariff measure which it declared unconstitutional and a robbery, 
and texring it down attempts to buiid on the same principles a 
weaker structure from the same materials. We are thus brought 
to this strange contest, with no great fundamental principle to 
investigate, but tocontrast as a measure of polity the legitimate 
with the illegitimats, the complete with the incomplete, the 
strong and carefully completed structure with that made of the 
madly gathered and weakened fragments. 

Ths questions we have before us are denominated the Wilson 
bill and the McKinley bill, or rather the amendments to and re- 
construction of the latter. The McKinley tariff was a growth of 
thirty years’ experience, moditied after many years of careful 
study, and withsome amendments, would be perfected in its gen- 
eral scope so that it would provide sufficient revenue with the 
least possible burdens, thereby giving the best encouragement 
to commerce and the greatest possible protection to home peo- 
ple and to home industries. With this evolution by years of the 
prot-ction triff system under the guidance of menof great busi- 
ness discernment, pure patriotism, extending its beneficence over 
every section, State, country, hamlet, and farm of the Union, 
holding firm that which is our own, by ourselves, and for our- 
selves, enhancing our prosperity and strengthening ourstrength, 
we ask that it bo maintained asa whole and that which is ex- 

rimental, protective in principle, yet confessedly ineffective 
To its protection, claiming to seek revenue, yet admitted to fall 
einer: of obtaining requisite revenue be quickly and utterly 
re $ 

In discussing the question of tarif or protection, of mutual 
assistance, national de elopment, and national revenue, it may 
appear selfish to advocate the special interest or interests of a 
single State, but of Ca ifornia interests I will as they af- 
fect the whole. Ons knowing California can not speak of her 
without enthusiasm; vast in area, grand in scenery, genial in 
climate; almost every mineral known to man, often beneath a 
soil of great fertility or in mountain rocks or desert plains; a 
State of such varied and unlimited natural resources that she 
could be inclosed in a Chinese wall of impenetrability and pos- 
sess within herself all the necessities and luxuries of life, all 
the raw materials used in manufactures, the facilities of manu- 
facture, the means of defense, the money of commerce, and all 
that , to make a rich and powerful people. But California 

_ isan inte part of this fraternal Union, the western buttress 

ok this hty Government, sharing in all the hopes, glories, 

burdens. and responsibilities of her sister States. So illimita- 

ble are her resources that she can elaim preéminence in agri- 

cult re, horticulture, viticulture, and minerals. Of the latter, 

oiy the most experienced of scientists can rehearse the cata- 

ue, : 

. Halitornia is vast in area and illimitable in resources, and over 

all is the most genial and salubrious climate known in civilized 

lands. Withanareaof ee miles. equai to 101,350,400 

acres, she has but 1,203,130 inhabitants, as shown by the last cen- 

sus. Excluding deserts and lofty mountain ridges, there is re- 

maining an areal rger than all Great Britain and [reland, which, 

acre for acre, possesses resouress equal if not superior, and can 

maintain as dense a population in much greater comfort and at- 

tain a greater wealth. This vast area we want developed. You 

want it developed. You want its products and we want your 

products. We want many millions of people where we now have 

80 few. We want, however, American citizens in the true and 

patriotic interpretation of the name! 

Besides the minerals, California in 1892 produced 39,157,000 

7 bushels of wheat, 14,000,000 bushels of barley, 6.000,000 bushels 

z of corn, 33,0 0,000 pennos of wool, 2,090,009 gallons of brandy. 

20,000,000 gallons of wine, 22,000,000 pounds of beet sugar, and 

35,142,969 pounds in 1893, the entire beet-sugar product of the 
United States being 44, 953, 264 pounds. 

California exported, chiefly to the East, in 1892, 112,719,200 

ands of fresh deciduous fruit, 69,715,000 pounds of citrus fruit, 

, 432,661 pounds of dried fruit, 53,336,960 poundsof raisins, 110, 

574,420 pounds of canned fruit, and 4,126,605 pounds of almonds 

and walnuts. The development of these industries which have 

afforded these exports has been aided by protection, which 

should be enlarged rather than diminished. Asthe production 
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of the semitropic fruits in our country has increased the price 
has declined and the consumption kept pace with the produc- 
tion. The fact is also established that our oranges. lemons, figs, 
raisins, currants, olives and olive oil, almonds, und walnuts are 
equal in quality to the best and superior in general to the like 
products imported. j. 

But California contends at a disadvantage with the old and 
populouscountry of the Mediterranean, of cheap labor, low rates 
of interest, and cheap transport ition. Over mountains and 
deserts the California products must be carried, but notwith- 
standing these hardships the East is supplied with fruit of bet- 
ter quality and lower rotes than formerly, when the foreign mar- 
ket had the monopoly. Yetwith this great productnot one fifth 
of the people of the United States enjoy the luxury of semitropic 
fruits and nuts. We ask that the prevailing duties on these be 
not disturbed, and that the bill under consideration be so 
amended that these industries may continue to develop and in- 
crease. 

The home production of semitropic fruits appears to havo 
largely increased their consumption. Formerly rare and costl 
luxuries, theyare coming intomorecommon use, and we muy look 
forward to the time when they will become common but cheap 
luxuries to all classes of people. That this is a desideratum 
devoutly to be wished no one will deny, and it may be accom- 
pee under just protection. ‘The ws fi of olive oil imported 

1381 was $480,685 for 384,412 gallons, and in 1891, under an in- 
creased duty, was $876,613 for 733,489 gallons. 

In the meantime the production in California has largely in- 
creised, and is now marching on to a business of great magni- 
tude, olive orchards being planted in every section of the State. 
Pickled olives were imported in 1891 to the vulue of $320,163. 
This commodity is proposed to be placed on the free list. Cali- 
fornia given protection will supply the demand with a better 
article, and in time at less rates. The importation of dried 
prunes has averaged 60,000.00 pounds annually during the past 
seven years. California produced in 188t, 2,000,000 pounds, and 
in 1892, 25,000,000 pounds, the consumption steadily increasing 
as the good quality of the California product becomes known, 
at the same time lessening the price o the consumer, 

There was imported into the United States in 1842, 23,250,809 
pounds of raisins, and California in the same year sent to the 
Eastern markets 53,336,860 pounds. This fruit is still classed 
among the luxuries, used only by the more wealthy, but under 
the stimulus of home production is advancing to common use 
and becoming a necessity in the household. But not one-tenth 
of the amount is consumed that will be under the full develop- 
ment of American production. Let the encouragement of 
American production continue, and all the various sections of 
our country, the Atlantic coast, the great Valley of the Missis- 
sippi, the mining region of the Rocky Mountains, and the high 
plateaus will all be supplied abundantly with a better article 
and at cheaper rates than have ever before been known. Amer- 
ican production of raisins, as of other delicate fruits, means 
prosperity to large American communities and adding an in- 
creased ratio to the aggregate American wealth, in this, that it 
saves to the people for circulation and mutual assistance what 
would otherwise o go abroad not to return in any form, and that 
it gives to capital investments for its money, to bankers activity 
in their exchanges, employment to labor, freight for transpor- 
tation, markets for manufactures and farm products, building 
up cities, communities, and States. 

Bold and enterprising men have 8 iu these productions, 
investing large sums of money and the toil of years until now 
tens of thousands of ple aud millions of dollars are repre- 
sented. A vast amount of wealth has been added to the country, 
and comfort and luxuries given the people. To establish this 
and to ad vance it protection was necessary, and no free trader nor 

imist can show that it has worked any hardship in America. 
n fact, in this case, protection has proven an unexceptional 
blessing. The duty upon the importation of raisins and other 
semitropical fruits should be retained as established in the tariff 
of 180. This also atfords the opportunity to increase the reye- 
nue where the foreigner will pay for the privilege of competing 
in the market. The high prices we have paid for these delica- 
cies have enriched the landowners of the Mediterranean coun- 
tries at the cost of ours stores of the precious metals. 

These may be called some of the specialties of California and 
the list be greatly enlarged. Of these specialties, citrus fruits, 
figs, raisins, and nuts, we imported in 1801 to the value of $15,- 
662,208, and in 1802 to the value of $11,237,285. This wasso much 
money sent abroad that could have aided in passing over the 

riod of hard times if it had been retained at home inexchan 
oe home productsof thesameclass. The encouragement of the 
cultivation of these fruits opens another so.rce of business for 
our people. This is in the preservation of fruits for exportation. 
This also implies the encouragement of sugar production. 
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fall in price being the full amount of the duty, and the Ameri- 
can business revived. This isan example of the benefit of a 
protective tariff to our people and the producer. 

Gen. Rosecrans, a distinguished and learned gentleman and 
a Democrat, in presenting this question to Congress in 1883, 
recommended duties on pure boracic acid, 10 cents per pound; 
on commercial boracic acid, 8 cents per pound, and on otner 
forms of borax, 5 cents per pound. The bill now under consid- 
eration places borax on the free list, and to this treatment of a 
great industry I earnestly and decideily object and protest. 
The world’s production of borax is about 24, 000 tons annually, 
the United States producing 7,000 tons: Italy, 3,000 tons; Tur- 
key, 9,000 tons; Thibet, 2,000 tons; Chile, Bolivia, and Peru, 
3,000 tons. 

This product has increased from a few thousand tons since the 
discovery in California and Nevada until the presenttime, when 
about 9,000 tons of borax is used annually in the United States. 
The uses to which itis put are vario is. One of the oldest was by 
the blacksmith in welding iron, and asa medicineand emollient 
sold by the druggists. but since it isso largely produced its uses 
have multiplied a hundredfold. 

Now it is important in calico printing and dyeing, in painting, 
blacking, washing, enameling of porcelain, glazing in potteries, 
flux in smelting. an antiseptic and preserver of flesh, asubstituto 
for soap, a disinfectant, and many other purposes, entering the 
ordina y household asa necessity. The working of the desert bo- 
rax fields involves the labor of several hundred hardy men, with 
great teams of twelve to twenty animals each, miintaining Sta- 
tions, supplying refining works, giving transpo tation to rail- 
roads and consuming a large amount of the productsof the farm, 
manufactories, and mechanical shops of the country, The ene- 
mies of protected industries lay much stress upon opening mar- 
kets in foreign countries for American products. I would ask 
if by purchasing the Turkish, Thibetan, and Bolivian borax the 
miners of those countries would consume as much of American 
products, patronize American blacksmiths, American wagon- 
makers, or American ruilroads as do the American borax min- 
ers. 

Among other minerals found abundant in California are chro- 
mium, antimony, quicksilver, manganese, sulphur, salt, nitor, 
soda, potash, gypsum, onyx, alabaster, lime, marble, and others, 
and all varieties of these which enter largely in the arts, manu- 
factures and domestic uses, and are commodities of great com- 
mercial importance. All these are proper subjects for tarif for 
revenue, and such tariff would afford incidental protection 
therefore assist in the development of American resources and 
American industries. Chromium,chromic iron, or, as commonly 
called, chrome, is used in making coloring matter for silks, cot- 
ton, wooleas, wall paper, carpets, tanning leather, and other 
purposes, and its uses are increasing. This mineral exists in 
all the mountain ranges of the Pacific coast from Puget Sound 
to the Mexican line, and was formerly mined with fair prfiot, 
some 4,000 or 5,00) tons being shipped annually to the Atiantic 
coast, but since the removal of import duties the business has 
nearly ceased. A duty of 25 per cent would both aid the rer- 
enue and revive ths industry on the Pacific coast. Now chrome 
is imported from Australia, Scotland, and Turkey in exchange 
oe gold, Develop this resource and stop another leak for our 

0 
g Antimony is used largely in a great variety of manufaetures, 
and of this mineral we have sufficient for all our needs. All that 
can be said regarding chromium is apples to antimony. 
With a duty upon its importation, at ention would be given to 
the abundant stores of it in our own country, and soon the metal 
would be cheapened. 

Of quicksilver California has already produced $59,000,009. and 
large capital is invested in its mining and reduction. While 
there is still an abundance in the many mines of California the 
exceedingly rich deposits have been orhanstai, and the industry 
may be entirely destroyed if the product of the foreign mines is 
permitted to enter into competition free ol duty. All the forei 
mines of quicksilver are or have been owned or controlled by 
the Rothschilds, and it would not be wise American policy to 
transfer so e a mining industry to that wealthy and 
monopolizing house. The foreign producers will sell their 
quicksilver for gold or for bonds, payable, principal and inter- 
est, in gold, and for nothing else. 

Of the extent of the auicksilver deposits in California, or of 
the capital invested in mines and reduction works, there is no 
question nor speculation: nevertheless all this property and this 
vast re-ource and plant for home labor, home production, and 
home consumption of firm products and domestic manufactures 
may be Uestroyed by the unfettered competition of foreign capi- 
tal d on foreign low rates of interest and cheap labor. Here- 
tofore quicksilver has had a protection of 10 cents per pound 
duty, but now it is proposed to admit it free. Such a policy can 


Statistics show that Great Britain consumes annually percep- 
ita 704 pounds of sugar, while but 55 pounds are in the 
United States. It is also known that the table consumption in 
the United States greatly exceeds per capita that inGreat Brit- 
ain. The excess in the latter country is used in the preservation 
of fruit and the making of the various commodities, as jams, 
jellies, and other articles of which fruit is the basis. 

This indicates the enormous business now existing in Eng- 
land in this line, and what a great industry may be developed 
in our own country by the encouragement of the culture of fruit 


and sugar. 

Of gold California has given $1,300,000,000 to the world, revo- 
lutionizing commercs and constituting the chief factor in cre- 
ating the golden era in which we live. California now produces 
$12,250,0Uu of the precious metals annually, of which over $11,- 
000,000 is gold, the entire gold product of the Union being 
$33,000,000. But large as is California’s output of gold there 
are many other minerals of great importance to the country 
that are affected by the tariff. [ will name afew of the indus- 
tries affected. 

Of these one is borax. The history of this mineral, its ancient 
rarity and value, the discovery of it in California and Nevada in 

iar forms, the heroic development of its production, the 
cheapening of its price, and the beneſicence it has proven to the 
world constitute one of the most interesting chapters in min-. 
eralogy. The mineralogists of California, incited by the discov- 
eries of gold in great abundance, turned their attention to other 
useful minerals, the search for borax being one, and from traces 
observed in the analysis of water followed the clue until the ob 
ject sought was found. 

At the date of this discovery the common price of borax was 
50 cents a pound, and its uses were limited. Tuscany, in Italy, 
was then the chief source of supply. Following this discovery 
borax was found in different forms in the deserts of Nevada and 
Eastern California. Following these, borax, in similar forma- 
tions, was found in Asiatic Turkey and in other countries. But 
the Americans had led the way. In the search and exploitation 
of the borax fields our miners of the West have penetrated the 
most inhospitable deserts of the world, and through years of 
toil, hardships, and danger have shown an enterprise and cour- 
age worthy of the highest reward. 

They have not made the desert to blossom as the rose, but they 
have redeemed its character to such an extent that they have 
paid the Government many thousands of dollars for the land, ex- 
tracted from it many millions of dollars of value, cheapened a 
product to domestic, artisan, and scientifie uses, made possible 
and developed new and important industries. In this they have 
made the barren deserts great and valuable factors in the prog- 
ress, comfort, and commercial affairs of the world. Of these 
‘desert fields where borax is found the most famous is the his- 
toric Death Valley in Eastern California, a valley deep below 
the level of the sea although surrounded by the high plateau of 
the Great Basin and within view of the highest land in the 
United States. 

The region belongs to and is characteristic of the eastern 
base of the Sierra Nevada mountains, a region of unique forma- 
tion, abounding in useful minerals usually denominated salts, as 
well as silver, lead, and other metals. It is a region of exces- 
sive heat in summer, and in winter is reached only through the 
deep snows of surrounding mountains. Of the horrors of this 
inhospitable region it is unnecessary to tell, but brave men have 
penetrated it hundreds of miles from railroads, have developed 
stores of wealth, have established outposts of civilization, open- 
ing markets for agricultural and manufactured products, and, if 
these mining industries are not destroyed by un-American and 
hostile legislation there will be opened lines of railroad through 
— country, and another desert region will be eliminated from 
the map. 

Destroy this industry, as the Wilson bill proposes, and these 
bright hopes of the future are obliterated, the business of in- 
vested capital bankrupted, thousands of men deprived of labor, 
country revennes cut off, and the people of the United States 
made to pay the foreign manufacturer and importer an exorbi- 
tant increase over the present price for an article now in com- 
mon use. That this prediction of increased price has a basis wa 
have but to look to the past. The English obtained control of 
the Turkish borax mines. While England never rejectsrip2ned 
fruit ready to fall into her lap, she does not always wait for it to 
fall, but shakes the tree, and then if it will not fall reaches for 
it and pullsitdown. So England got the concession of the Turk- 
ish and other borax mines, and having free entrance to the 
American market, proceeded to undersell and close out the 
American borax miner. When this was so nearly accomplished 
that English manufacturers had control of the market the price 
was p up to 15 cents per pound. Then came the tariff of 1882, 
and the year following the price fell to 10 cents per pound, the 
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not be defended. No one can show a manufacture hampered or 
an industry of any class burdened by the high price of quick- 
silver under the presentconditions, nor can any one promise that 
8 will be cheaper when the American mines are closed 

y foreign competition. There would be no industries or manu- 
factures retarded were the price of this mineral double what it 
now is. The gold and silver mines of the West have been the 
chief consumers of this valuable useful liquid metal, but an un- 
fortunate policy has so borne upon these that quicksilver min- 
ing has received an almost fatal blow. 

I hope that Congress will not give it the finishing stroke. 
This is an industry of but a single and distant State, for quick- 
silver is found in no other part of our country, excepting Cal- 
ifornia, in sufficient quantities to pay for working. he Sena- 
tors from New York or Alabama may not now realize that its 
life or death affects them. A manufacturer of New York may, 
temporarily, obtain quicksilver at a N reduced rate, but 
no consumer will ever see the reduction. he gain to the im- 
porter is infinitesimal at best, but the loss to California is seri- 
ous. California is but a unit of the Republic, but of units the 
whole is made. The prosperity of the whole is in consequence 
of the prosperity of singles, and the infliction of injury uponone 
has a widespread and baleful influence upon all. Quicksilver is 
peculiar in many things, and particularly for the fact that it is 
produced in only four parts of the world. Its sources of produc- 
tion are Spain, Austria, Italy, and California. 

The Almedan mine in Spain was discovered over two thousand 
years ago; the Idria in Austria, four hundred years ago, while 
the mines in Italy were discovered over a hundred years ago. 
The latter, however, play no very important part in the indus- 
try, as they produce but a small quantity comparatively. The 
cinnabar or sulphide of mercury, from which quicksilver is 
produced, was discovered in California in 1850. he discovery 
of gold there only a short time previous hastened the dovelo 
ment of the industry. The price of quicksilver then was $1. 
por pound. To-day itis less than one · third of that amount. Had 

t not been for the quicksilver industry in California there 
would have been no competition in prices and hardly any con- 
jecture can be made as to what the ruling price would be, for, 
as I have stated, the quicksilver of the world outside of that of 
California is controlled by one corporation or firm. In 1878 
there were thirty quicksilver mines in the State of California, 
while to-day there are not ten—prices have steadily declined; 
the mines could not be worked to any degree of profit. The 
United States is one of the largest consumers of the metal. 

The production of quicksilver is already hampered with many 
difficulties, but this proposed action to place it on the free list 
consummates them all. The cost of dat lay is nearly three 
times as large as that of the mines of Spain and Austria, for the 
reason that there is a batter grade and a higher paid class of labor 
necessary. The price obtained to-day is barely sufficient to keep 
the mines running, and striking off the protection of 10 cents per 
pound simply gives the foreign peronea the absolute market 
and the control of the price. It benefits the great financial 
house of the Rothschilds, but it throws out of employment and 
leaves idle our American workmen. It isa strange policy for 
us to adopt, to close down oùr own mines to oblige those who 
control the only other three sources of production, and they in 
Europe. It seems to me that it can not be defended and that it 
is as uncalled for as it is unjust. 

The American consumer of quicksilver has not been injured 
and will not be by the existing law. The protective tariff has 
helped to keep the quicksilver mines of California running, and 
they, and they alone, have reduced and kept down the price to 
the consumer. A gentleman who is connected with the quick- 
silver production in California says of the case as follows: 


The amount 3 in this country is equal to its need at present. But 
little has been imported for a long series of yearssince the imposition of the 
duty, aud d this past year none at all. 

1 to call your attention to the fact that were the mines of California 
to be closed down, as they must inevitably be unless some protection is af- 
forded, that the whole power of making the price would lie with the Spanish 
and Austrian Governments, as represented by their agents, the Rothschilds, 
and we should be at their mercy. When this duty has been so slow as to 
cause a shut-down of the American mines, this has been the asg heretofore. 
We are now protected by aduty of 10centsper pound. This is little ape 
and we ask in consideration of the capital involved, and the labor of 5, 
men employed at good wages, that it be kept at the present rate. 


Let us for a moment consider the question of sugar; its im- 
portation; costs to our people; as a means of revenue, and the 
effects of its production at home. Let us look upon it from the 
Democratic standpoint of free trade and from the Republican 
standpoint ofan assisted industry either by protection or bounty. 
The McKinley bill removed the tariff ouy from raw sugar, but 
to foster its production as a domestic industry enacted that a 
bounty equivalent to the former protection be paid fora limited 

riod to the home manufacturer. The bill as it came to the 
Bonnis takes no notice of sugar as a- means of revenue, nor of- 


fered protection or assistance. Originally it proposed a slidin 
scale of bounty, but that was stricken out Comte ustice Hee 
mands that a contract made by the Government with her citi- 
zens should be observed in perfect good faith, therefore tho 
pe of the bounty should prevail until such time as that named 

the act or the American sugar industry fully commands the 
market. 

The American people now pay annually to foreign countries an 
excess of $100,000,00U for sugar produced by servile and coolie 
labor or in countries where the production isted by govern- 
ment. The consumption in the United States is about 2,090,000 
tons per annum, nearly allimported, on which wasformeriy paid 
between $50,000,000 and $60,000,000 revenue to the Government 
in addition to the amount paid the foreign producer, the ship- 
per, the importer, and the trusts, who held the consumer at their 
mercy, a total cost of unrefined sugar to the people of over 
SRE NS, taking the average rate of salesat commercial cen- 

r3. 

For the product of sugar in the last year in this country there 
was paid on the bounty fund over $9,000,0.0, the exact figures 
being $9,375,130.88. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] 
3 in discussing this question stated that $15,000,090 had 

sen paid. I find, however, that his figures are not in accord 
with those of the Secretary of the Treisury, as he reports but 
$9,000,000. The question before us is, which is of more benefit 
to the people, the fostering of this industry or its destruction? 

There can be no question that sugar by importation affords a 
most simple and feasible means of raising a large revenuc. So 
do tea and coffee. Soa great revenue could have been obtained 
from the sale of the public lands, the ownership of the salt and 
other mines, as dosome countries, and as was formerly advocated 
in this. But with the progress of enlightenment, better democ- 
racy and greater liberality has obtained. Our mines are owned 
and worked by the people and their prosperity has resulted; our 
public lands have become the homes of independentfarmersand 
populous and prosperous States have grown up. The tax upon 
tea and coffee was removed to lighten the burdens of the poor 
classes, and all rejoiced in the beneficent act. 

Then came another step forward in the same direction and the 
tax was taken from sugar and all those classes of people who feel 
the burdens of the purchases of the comforts and necessaries of 
life felt the relief and were made glad. In all these times and 
with all the apparent sacrifices of the Government, all wrung 
from it with terrible opposition, the revenues were maintained, 
the country prospered in accelerated ratio, and the people were 
benefited. Here we might contrast the simple or barbarous 
methods of levying duties with the discriminating or enlight- 
ened. Tea and coffee, theluxuries of the industrial classes, com- 
peted with nothing produced at home and were beneficently ex- 
empted from taxation. 

Sugar, entering into a vast number of comestibles and com- 
modities, and as much of a necessity to the poorer classes as tea 
and coffee, is an importation in competition with a domestic 
8 in a small way, but may be entirely produced at home. 

o cheapen it to all classes, to aid in the preservation of our 
fruits, and to assist manufactures, the tax was removed. But 
one of our great States was largely devoted to its production 
and to leave it to the unbridled competition of the foreign prod- 
uct of cheap labor would have been a cruelty, a neglect most 
abhorrent to a fair and generous people, a shame to the Union 
of States. To leave it thus meant a destruction of its great in- 
dustry, its relegation to bankruptcy. The Republican party 
has no such heart; the business welfare of our common country 
does not require it. A bounty was substituted for the duty 
which had been the protection. 

But I need not defend Louisiana. She has able statesmen to 
take care of her interests. The interest is growing up in Cali- 
fornia to which I will soon refer. The payment of the bounty 
has become a question of controversy and opposition throughout 
the United States and by people of all parties and classes., The 
bounty on sugar is not the only one that has been granted by the 
Government nor denounced by the people. Have these resulted 
beneficially? Before the Republican party came into existence 
bounties were paid for publicimprovements. Thegreatnational 
pike of the time of Jackson was a national work for the benefit 
of a limited section of the States through which it passed, and 
no one ever begrudged the bounty by which it was constructed. 
The granting of public lands to aid in the construction of the 
Illinois Central lroad, and the Michigan and Illinois Canal 
were bounties given by Democratic statesmen. All improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors are but bounties to localities, per- 
haps large or small, aggregating for the general good and na- 
tional glory. 

But they are made where localities were unable to protect 
themselves or make the improvements necessary for progress. 
The Western pioneers demanded that bounties in land and money 
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be given for the construction of railroads threading the wilder- 
ness and reach the Pacific. They were granted, and if in 
some respects without wise restrictions, certainly for the gen- 
eral good, and resulting in the creation of great States and de- 
veloping untold wealth where otherwise were desert wastes 
traversable only by severest toil, dire suffering, and constant 
warfare, occupied by wild animals and savage tribes. Will any- 
one at this day controvert the beneficence of the bounties which 
have resulted so grandly in the cause of civilization and our 
country’s development? I am reminded by seeing my friend 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] that when he and I were boys the Gov- 
ernment paid a bounty to those who engaged in cod fishing and 
went out and remained so many weeks or months fishing. That 
was done, too, under a Democratic administration. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from California might goone word 
further and say that the fishermen who received the bounty aft- 
1 paid it all back by helping us to beat Great Britain in 
181 
Mr. PERKINS. It therefore proved a most excellent invest- 
ment. It was seed cast upon the water that returned ten, aye a 
hundred fold, to benefit the people as a whole who had given 
this small bounty. 

But more particularly will I refer to the development of the 
sugar industry in my own State. Under tariff protection and 
with the McKinley bounty, mills for the manufacture of sugar 
from beets have been established with the prospect of eminent 
success. There are now three beet sugar mills of large capacity 
in California. There is soil and room for a hundred more. It 
would require a thousand such as the largestin existence to sup- 

ly the present consumption in the United States, and with the 
8 consumption the increased population, wealth, and 
varied uses will give, not many years will pass before double the 
number will be required. 

The consumption in 1860 was at the rate of 56 pounds per cap- 
ita. In England the consumption was at the rate of 67 pounds 
per capita; In other countries less. As it becomes cheaper, as 
our people advance in prosperity and as our fruit interests de- 
velop the consumption will increase in a greater ratio. The 

roduct of the world exceeds 5,000,000 tons per annum. About 
per cent of the whole is made from bests. This sugar is, 
chemically, the same as cane sugar, and no one from its appear- 
ance or use can distinguish a difference. The productof sugar 
from beets per acre in America is estimated at from 14 to2 tons, 
demanding 2,000,000 acres of favored land to supply the present 
home demand. 

The farmer and the community surrounding the sugar mill, 
the men who perform the labor, those who furnish the supplies 
to the mill, and those who supply the operatives, the transpor- 
tation people, and all far-reaching are benefited. A mill dis- 
burses from $150,000 to $500,000 annually in the community 
where it is located. This builds up many happy and comfort- 
able homes. Every mill means a prosperous village with its 
families, churches. schools, shops, manufactures, and well-paid 
labor with money that would otherwise go to some foreign coun- 
try, leaving the land unoccupied or engaged in the production 
of something of which we have already an oversupply. The 
mill, representing a half million investment, is but a small part 
of the value it has created in its surroundings. Multiply this 
by a thousand, the number of mills and communities necessar 
to supply the United States, and we have an inconceivable val- 
uation as the result of the judicious encouragement of this in- 
dustry. 

In the discussion of this bill some opponents of protection have 
asserted that our country profits most when its imports exceed 
the value of its exports. I would ask if anyone can contend that 
if we send abroad $100,000,000 for sugar we profit more than if 
the same were disbursed in Louisiana, California, Texas, Utah, 
Nebraska, and other States where sugar is or may be manu- 
factured? To say that it would be more profitable is a palpable 
absurdity. One throws away, the other retains. To buy when 
we can produce is waste and ultimate exhaustion. A little bounty 
insures this production, a bounty which at present and for some 
years is but a few cents per capita of the people of the United 
States. wherein a duty as before the McKinley bill was enacted 
would be 88cents per capita. But the 88 cents paid by each man, 
woman, and child is not all the exactions upon the people from a 
commodity like a fad imported. Trusts and combinations of 
monopoly are now formed which would be impossible if the peo- 
pie throughout the United States were engaged in the manu- 

acture, 

By free importation and the bounty repealed the sugar indus- 
try is destroyed. To destroy an industry that now bids so fair 
would be a national calamity, a crime against our people, a deg- 
radation of statesmanship. 

I appeal to the Senate not to let this be done. This important 


industry has been built up in other countries by the wise states- 


men in granting aid. The great Napoleon saw the necessity of 
the home production of sugar when the harbors of France were 
blockaded by English fleets and his merchantmen harassed by 
English cruisers, and he it was who n the production 
of beet sugar. Perhaps our strength will forbid a blockade, but 
with a war against a strong foreign power we would feel much 
more at ease if we made our own sugar. European travelers ob- 
serve our neglect of the beet-sugar opportunity with astonish- 
ment. Prof. Anton Veith, director of the Agricultural College 
of Bohemia, publishing his observations of a tour in the United 
States some years ago, says: 

The establishing of such an industry as the-fabrication of sugar from 
bests exerts such a great influence upon a country that it deserves all the 
support of a great government. 

During the past summer the German Governmentsenta num- 
ber of experts to this country with the special object of exam- 
ining American agriculture, and particularly the beet-sugar in- 
dustry. Prof. Alexander Herzfeldt, one of these commission- 
ers, said: 

If the United States shall continue to protect the sugar industry so that 
the development that now seems assured by protection may not be dis- 
turbed. the American market will be lost to Germany and France. — New 
York Tribune. 

This bill proposes with no former notification whatever, to 
absolutely repeal the bounty clause of existing law. The law of 
1590, the McKinley act, promised and agreed that ‘‘On and after 
July 1, 1891, and until July 1, 1905” there should be paid to our 
domestic producers of sugar from 14 to 2 cents per pound, de- 
pending on its quality. 

I do not like the idea of repudiation in any form, and I can 
never consent by my vote, and without my protest, that this 
Government shall ever be a party to it. It is a repudiation of 
the contract pure and simple to pass this bill as itstands. Sugar 
sells to-day so cheap that no one can afford to adulterate it, for 
the adulteration will cost more than pure sugar. Consumers 
pay for it from 5 to5¢ cents, which is 25 cents per pound cheaper 
than the price which prevailed before the bounty law was passed. 
It is clear to me that the repeal of this bounty, unless somethin 
is given in return, will not only kill our home industry, but w 
hand over the market to foreign sugar rivals. 

The beet sugar manufacturers are held to-day for contracts 
made with farmers of beets. extending over this and next year, 
and this repeal will force them into bankruptcy by the heavy 
losses on their contracts. The McKinley act, especially that 
portion relating to the sugar bounty, was no ordinary tariff 
bill, subject to change from year to year, but an absolute, de- 
elared contract for a certain number of years, for fourteen 
years. Citizens of California had confidence in the promise, 
the contract of the Government, and invested millions in the 
beet ey and the establishment of mills to manufacture 
the sugar. It is as clear as the noonday sun that there is an 
inevitable loss if this bounty is repealed and nothing of an 
eguivalent offered in its place. 

Of sulphur and salt, Alameda County, my home, alone pro- 
ducing over 45,000 tons of salt per year, and ferro-munganese 
and many other minerals and their manufactures either on or to 
be put on the free list these arguments would be repeated. All 
these useful minerals abound in and make up the wealth of Cal- 
ifornia and the great plateau of the West—a region of un- 
bounded mineral resources, a region in the heart of our country 
supplying that which is demanded in the comme ce and manu- 
factures of all countries from the lowest barbarism to the high- 
est civilization, which gives wealth to the producer, employ- 
ment through countless industries, strength to the Government 
and in turn affords a market to manufactures and products of 
every grade. 

By a strange fatality of most unfortunate experimental finan- 
ciering, of which our country was not the originator nor wholly 
pay! rade this great and important region has been made to 
suffer the loss of one of its principal resources, and now it may 
ask that other resources tay be protected, that all may not be 
destroyed. While frequently referring to the products of my 
own State as subjects worthy of protection and feasible for pur- 
poses of revenue, I do not propose to make of the tariff an en- 
tirely local question; though good Democratic authority has 
asserted and maintained it was and is. But the products of 
California are so varied and so important to the commerce, the 
manufactures, and the comfort of the other States of the Union 
that all are worthy of special mention and the care of the Gov- 
ernment. : 

That the claim that by a skillful levying of duties the foreign 

roducer or manufacturer is made to pay a part of our revenue 
is not a fantasy, a dream, or adelusion, itis but necessary to re- 
fer to the case presented by the Bermuda farmers, now become 
so well known in the Ways and Means investigation. Another 
brought to my attention, of a manufacturer in New York of dye- 
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That 
protec- 
particle of 
ork manu- 
facturer, as he could not add it to the price of his dyestuffs in 
the German market. This fact, however, is so evident in the 
business affairs of ourown country thatit is 3 to arguo 


stuffs, of which he ee large quantities to Germany. 
country, seeing another opportunity for revenue an 

tion, imposed a specific duty upon the goods. Eve 
this duty was, and is to this day, paid by the New 


it to reasoning and observing people. Duties laid thus skill- 
fully have that effect, affording the easiest paid revenue and at 
the same time protecting home industries, and such is the Mc- 
Kinley tarif bill, which ought, perhaps with some modifications, 
to remain the law of our land for a long time to come. 

The pro luction and manufacture of woo) is one of the great in- 
dustries of California as well as of the United States: California 
having produced more wool in 180326, 803, 414 pounds—than any 
other State in the United States, and being the third State in 
the matter of the number of sheep, having in 1893, 4,124,376 
sheep, Ohio being the first with 4,378,725, and Texas second with 
4,334,551 sheep. In fact, it is one of the great industries of the 
world and has through a long series of years in all the enlight- 
ened governments by the world been a subject of the most pro- 
found consideration of kings, statesmen,and the people. Spain 
protected its merino sheep by inhibiting tveir exportation under 
severe penalties. Australia encourages sheep-raising by grants 
of vast ranges at nominal rates, as do the South American States 
and other countries. 

The policy of all has been that of protection and encourage- 
ment. Only in America has there arisen the strange and fac- 
tional opposition to the industry. This fierce, unrelenting, and 
unreasoning opposition is one of the relics of the sectional dis- 
peton and-interests of a past generation. Cotton against wool; 

e export of one and the free importation of the manufacture of 
the other, permeates with baleful influence the politics of the, 

nt day. Complaint is made that the farmer is called upon 

bear the burdens of taxation with less assistance from Gov- 

ernment than any other vocation. This complaint should be 
heard and the aay ee for it removed as far as possible. 

Agriculture has been honored through all history, and is the 
basis of all industries. From the farm comes the sustenance of 
all, and from the fields come the stalwart sons for the country’s 
defense and for its development. America, with its broad area 
and fertile soil, depends more than any other country upon its 
farmers, and every fostering care within the power of govern- 
ment should be extended in their behalf. Theirsisalife of toil, 
where m lies are impossible and guilds are of no avail. 
Their burden of taxation is unavoidable, but theories threaten 
them with more, to the extinction of their independence. Truly 
has the poet said: 

III fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 

Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 

Princes and lords may flourish or may fade— 

Buta bold peasantry. their country's pride 
When once destroy’d, can never be supplied. 

Let our theory be to lighten the burdens where possible and 
to assist where the opportunity offers. In almost every turn of 
our legislation the 8 offers. Let us improve it. 

The record of the publican ty may be proudly cited in 
its legislation for the farmer; in its investigations and publica- 
tions for the farmer's benefit; in the homestead and liberal Ind 
laws; in the establishing of a Department of Agriculture and of 
experimental st:tions; in its grants to agricultural colleges and 

versities; in its aid to lines of transportation; in its systems 
of internal improvements, and countless other ways. 

Let us for a moment consider how we may farther extend that 
aid. T ke the single industry of woolgrowing. The aggregate 
is made of singles. A tariff on wool is both protective and rev- 

‘enue. In 1492 the value of raw wool imported was 317,697 ,067.50, 
on which a revenue was collected of $7,799,085.63, under a tariff 
of 11, 12, and 15 cents per pound. By the present bill this rev- 
enue, so urgently required at the present time, of eight millions 
of dollars is thrown away or put on the onerous burden of inter- 
nal revenue, income tax or iseue of interest-bearing bonds, and 
the incidental protection that was given is obliterated. 

The Agricultural Report of 1893 shows there are 47,273,553 
sheep in the United States, in 47 States and Territories. Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, and 
South Carolina are the only States having each less than 100,000. 
Ohio, Texas, und California hold the largest number, each hav- 
ing over 4,000,000. Texas and California are of very large area, 
so their proportion of sheep to acreage is far below many of the 
other States and Territories. The production of wool in the 
United States in 1892 was 294,0:0.000 pounds, and the amount 
imported in the year ending June 30, 1843, was 172,435,838 
pounds. The production and the importation have increased 
steadily for a series of years. 

The wool production of the world is estimated at 2,450, 778,600 


as made; 


pounds annually. The largest producers are Australia, en- 
tina, United States, and Russia, in the order mentioned. 0 
are thus shown the countries with which we must compete. 
They are countries of vast areas of cheap grazing lands, t 
which the farmers of the United States should not be called upon 
to compete on equal terms, pirticularly when we require the 
revenue the incidsntal protection gives. 

But we are told that the tariff imposesa grievous burden on the 
farmer in his purchases of clothing, and that the tariff has made 
it possible to force upon the people cloth of a poor quality. 
While this is known by all intelligent people to be untrue and 
easily contradicted we may take some evidence given before the 
Ways and Means Committee. Mr. Latzko, the Australian com- 
missioner to the World s Fair, testified that ; 

The American woolen goods had no supe: $ 
there is nothing manufactured ESAR pated Seas aa ee te ee Shy el pay 
this country as anywhere elso. 

The diference between free raw material in London and protected raw 
material under the McKinley law for a fine dress sult is just 9) cents. 

The difference in the cost of material for a workingman's suitinthiscoun- 
try and Great Britain is just 75 cents. All the other difference in the cost of 
the suit is the difference in the wages paid to laborers. 

The wool industry of this country ranks seventh largest of the 
agricultural interests, and amounts to $36,009,099 annually. But 
take the tariff from wool, let that great interest die out, and the 
cloth for the workingman s suit may cost 75 cents less and the 
country will have to send 86,0 0,0 in gold or its equivalent 
abr to pay for the wool. You will say this industry will not 
entirelydieout. Probably not. Sheep for mutton will k grown, 
and then. as the wool will be of little value a high price will 
necessarily be charged for mutton, which will raise it to the class 
of luxuries, and the poor man who attempts to eat mutton will 
find his annual expenditures therefor a hundred times greater 
under free wool than under protected wool. 

This I know will be the result in my State, where good mutton 
is the meat of those exercising economy. We know how anxious 
are Argentina and Australia that we should admit their wool 
and pelts free of duty. Then they assert they will drive the 
American producer from the market in all the products except 
the fresh meat, and this will como later under the cold-storage 
system. This plainly shows what we must avoid. To be foro- 
warned is to be forearmed. 

We are here to legislate for American d and not for the 
good of a foreign country, however friendly we may feel for that 
country. The questions arising in adjusting the tariff are na- 
tional and for the nation ave purely selfish. I can notclose this 
branch o/ the subject without referring to the petitions which 
I have received and presented in this body. This ial one 
claims to be signed by over 10,000 woolgrowers of California: 


Tothe honorable members of the Fifty-third Congress of the United States: 

Whereas, as aresultof a general belief that the t ri on woolen willbe 
5 —— eo Eee put oa the free List, the price of wool is no below the pro- 

uc ` 

Whereas we believe that it wool is put on the free list, and the tariff on 
woolen goods materially reduced. the price of wool will be still lower; and 

Whereas we can not afford to raise wool in competition with free wool 
raised in countries like Australia. where the woolgrower rents lan‘ from the 
Government at a less rental tuan we pay in taxes on our land, and receives 
Government aid and encouragement; and 

Whereas the lands of these United Sta os are well sulted to the raising of 
sheep, provided we can get a fair price for our wool and mutton; and 

Whereas we believe that tt is to the best interests of this country to pre- 
vent the slaughter of al proportion of the sheep of this country, w. 
will be the certain result of a further reiuction in the price of wool: 

We, the undersigned, farmers and woolgrowers, irrespective of party, do 
hereby petition and beg that your honorable body will make no change in 
the present tariff affecting the wool and woolen schelule now in force. 

We are indeed confronted with the strange problem of an 
overcrowded people—a problem which the tathers of the Re- 
public never dreamed wouldcomesosoon. To this may be added 
the marvelous devices of invention in the direction of labor- 
saving machinery. Men were never so cheap nor muscle 80 
superiluous in the work of the world as now. The star of em- 
pire has moved westward until the tide of population has met 
the confines of the Pacific. We find unemployed men every- 
where. Everywhere enforced idleness and suffering. It was 
not so in the early history of the Republic. Itwas notso before 
the attempt to depreciate the intrinsic value of one-half of our 
circulating medium. And, indeed, it was not so before the 
threatened blight of free trade fall upon the country. 

Government by the people is only enduring where the best in- 
terests of the people are promoted. There can be no class dis- 
tinctions or favoritisms in the collection or disbursing of rev- 
enue, and no system for raising revenue has ever equaled in un- 
ob‘ectionable simplicity that of our present tariff. Its greatest 
virtue consists in the fact that it is American. When we seek 
to foster other nations at the expense of our own, or so manage 
our own affairs as best to favor the industrial interests of other 
countries looking to a market among us, we are feeding a dry 
rot that means the ultimate decay of our institutions, It is not 
pleasant to take this view of the case, but it is the true view 
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nevertheless. We have not yet reached that halcyon time when 
the consideration of a common humanity is the basis principle 
of the upbuilding of nations. The millenium is a long way off 
yet. Our idle mines and factories, our multitudes of hungry and 
unemployed operatives, our depreciated currency, all voice this 
factas never before in the history of this country. 

The present Administration assumed the control of the coun- 
try the ith of March, 1893. During the seven monthsfollowing, 
as shown by Bradstreet, the falling off in the business of the 
clearing house amounted to the vast sum of nearly 8, 000, 00, 
000, and it has kept up at that fearful rate ever since. This 
stupendous deficit represents the country’s value of trade. 
Twelve billions of dollars less money circulated in the ordinary 
channels of trade and commerce, in wages, in the manufacture 
of goods. in the employment of labor. And all this under the 
proposed free-trade policy, or, 23 they like to be called,-tariff 
reformers, of the present Administration. in the brief period of 
twelve months. Indeed, the nation stands appalied be ore the 
peril that threatens. Cities swarming with the unemployed, 
mines and factories closed,an army of unemployed marching 
from the west and north toward Washington—no such general 
depression of the ordinary industries of the country finds a paral- 
lel in our history. à 

Carry out the policy of England concerning this country; make 
it contributory to her greatness regardlesso/ the e ect upon our 
people and industries, and what becomes of the magie attraction 
of our flag. what will there be left to inspire patriotism, or make 
this land the hope of the oppressed? Divest this country of its 
policy of protection and there willbe nothing in its citizenship 
to call forth the admiration of mankind. Its labor must degen- 
erate to a level with that of the Old World's, with which it will 
be brought in immediate competition. We shall have squan- 
dered our birthright to placate other nations by placing our 
standards of labor on a level with their own. We should blush 
for the American party (and all parties in this great country 
ought to be American) that has no higherconception of the na- 
tion s needs. This ought to be the richest country in the world: 
taxes should be the lowest. Labor ona higher standard and bet- 
ter paid, its products bring the greatest satisfaction. All of which 
it would be and do but for the Anglomania that has turned the 
heads of a large portion of our people, especially of one of our 
great political parties. 

Every avenue to wealth and fame is open to the humblest boy 
in this land. Yonder little schoolhouse on the hill is the step- 
ping stone to the highest niche in the temple of fame in this 
land. It is true American manhood that makes the man in this 
glorious land. I have traveled all over the world: I have been 
in every land, on every continent of this great globe; I have been 
in the frozen north the tropics, in the frozen south where 
the Southern Cross is seen like the Great Bear of the north pole; 
I have been in the islands of the Pacific, in the islands of the 
Indian Ocean; but nowhere on God's universe have I ever seen 
a land like this. I have, as the patriarch of old, approached the 
temple to pay homage to the Unknown, as I saw the Star Span- 
gled Banner floating over the consul’s house in the north of Eu- 
rope or in Southern Africa felt as Moses did when he stood near 
the burning bush, that I stood upon sacred ground, and I invol- 
untarily removed my hat from my head and thanked God that I 
was an American. t our votes and our actions be in harmony 
and accord with this true American spirit of patriotism that 
should animate our hearts. 

There is nothing genuine with some so-called Americans in 
their estimation that does not wear a foreign stamp. They fur- 
nish their homes with the products and works of foreign man- 
ufacture, they wear foreign-made clothing, eat foreign viands, 
drink foreign wine, and smoke foreign cigars. This is the class 
of people that I like to give the full benefit of a tariff intended 
to protect American industries. Any abridgment of our pro- 
tective policy is a ap in the direction of national decay, and so 
the intelligent thought of the peopledeclare at the ballot box in 
the elections in Ohio, Massachusetts, Iowa, New Jersey, and 
Rhode Island. Leur after year, much of the time of Congress is 
devoted to the assailing on the one hand and defending on the 
other this last vestige of American policy. But for the last 
quarter of a century he people have had no fears of the result, 
as they knew that the party that would be safely trusted in the 
matter held sway in one or the other branch of the National 
Legislature. 

ake the history of our Government from the first and the pol- 
icy of England towards us has been strangely varied. When we 
were weak she wasstrong and at the same time aggressively pro- 
tective. This was prior to the adoption of the “free-trade pol- 
icy of 1846, forced upon the country in response to the demands 
of the South, because of the predominating influence of the 
North, the result of free labor” over that portion of the coun- 
try where chattel slavery prevailed. England did not then feel 


assured that she could bear the competition of continental na- 
tions, and, as is well known to anyone familiar with our history, 
she manufactured for herself and for her network of colonies 
re:ching around the globe. Into those colonies no other nation 
could carry anything. Thers was no scale of duty upon which 


oiher nations could enter the colonial ports. What the colonies 
needed outside of British product could be furnished to them 
only in British ships. This was, then, her idea of protection— 
the protection her great Premier Gladstone has declired to be 
immoral. But it was not protection: it was prohibition, abso- 
lute and remorseless. And it was continued even to the day 
when Mr. Gladstone entered upon his long and splendid career 
in Parliament. 

Thedignity of labor should ever be uppermost in the American 
mind, and the omg way for us to dignify it is to bar out from com- 
petition the servile. and cheap labor of those countries where a 
mans worth and socialstanding depend not upon his own merits, 
but upon some advantageous circumstance ceded to or stolen by 
some favorite ancestor. A protective tariff should be the last 
surrender of this Republic to kingcraft. It is the guerdon of 
our greatness, the bulwark of our manhood. Every attempt to 
fasten free trade upon this country has been followed by finan- 
cial depression and disaster. This last attempt brings suck 
hardship to our industrial interests as has never 1 blighted 
this fair land. If we are wise we ought to learn som thing in 
this school of experience. We should guard with jealous care 
this last feature that distinguishes us irom the effete institu- 
tions of the Old World. 

The Americin artisan and laborer have long held a distin- 
guished plice in this country. There is none above them; but 
how long will it bs thus, without protection? Compare their 
surroundings with those o this class in other countries. Squalor 
and poverty on the one hand- plenty and often luxury on the 
other. So long as labor is not crowned king, asit is metaphori- 
cally with us, in countries depending on us for a market, we 
can never allow our laboring men the humiliation of competi- 
tion. 

We have by legislation wisely, in my opinion, excluded immi- 
gration of the pauper and contract laborer from Europe, and the 
servileChinese laborer trom Asia, but by the proposed legislation 
we sre to permit the product of the Chinese factories in China, 
where labor is but 10 cents a day, to coma into our country and 
sell in competition with the products of American workshops that 
are operated by American workmen. To do this is to shock the 
sensibilities of every patriotic citizen. Cheap wares are not 
the only things we need. The farmer needs a market for his 
product at good prices and he can have such a market only when 
the mechanic, the miner, the factory hands find ready employ- 
ment at good wages. Rightly says the Inter-Ocean— 
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experienced, has brought distrust and want and suffering. Itis that and 
nothingelse. Tae talk about silver producing the hard times was simply a 
Democratic blind. 

Free trade is only desirable of those things we can not produce 
or munufacture, and even then the necessities of our revenue 
may require a moderate tariff which our people will never be- 
grudge. We are contending for one of the basic principles of 
the Republic without which our bond of union becomes a rope of 
sand. To the hundreds of thousands unemployed men in the 
diferent States of the Union it is that already, with the mere 
shadow of tree trade“ hanging over us. 

fam not uing against the possible necessity for a revision 
of the turiff, but such a revision can never be intrusted to the 
Democratic party as now organi ed. The revision should be 
made, if at all, by those in sympathy with the protection of 
American labor nd American industries, and then with a view 
to increasing and not diminishing the revenue. The measure 
of the necessity for a protective tariff may be wisely gauged by 
the number of unemployed men in the nation. By the status 
oi manufacturing industries—by the demand for our agricultu- 
ral products. These are the reisons of our needs for raising of 
the revenues necessary for the expenses of the Government. 
The amount required is about $500,000,000 annually. To raise 
the largest part of this vast sum by any other method than that 
of a tax on imports would be the sublimest pisce of folly ever 
imposed upon a nation. 

Several bills have been introduced looking to the creation of 
a non-partisan commission for the purpose of thoroughly revis- 


ing the tariff duties based upon the differenes in the cost of 


American and foreign labor, thereby promoting and encourag- 
ing our own domestic industries. and at the same time elevating 
and advancing the dignity of American labor. In the establish- 
mentof two of our greatest industries, namely, the manufacture 
of Bessemer steel and plate glass, it was accomplished only after 
repeated failures and the expenditure of vast sums of money, 
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and then only by a most liberal encouragement on the part of 
the Government, without which success would have been im- 
possible. In all American manufactures the higher wages of 
American mechanics is the chief factor in, as well as the pride 
and glory of our institutions. It is our glory that our artisans 
may live in competence, educate their families and surround 
themselves with comforts that belong only to the rich in the 
older countries. 

It may not be amiss in this connection to present some of the 
opinions of the fathers on this momentous subject. When the 
Colonies obtained their political independence they naturally 
wished to establish their industrial independence also. That 
great Scotchman, Alexander Hamilton, first struck the keynote 
of the second struggle when, as Secretary of the Treasury, De- 
cember 5, 1791, he said: 


This idea of an extensive domestic marke t for the surplus product of the 
soil is of the first co: uence. It is of all things that which most effectually 
conduces to a flourishing state of agriculture. To secure such a market 
there is no other expedient than to promote manufacturing establishments. 
It is the interest of a community, with a view to eventual and foreign econ- 
omy, to encourage the growth of manufactures. In a national view, a tem- 
porary enhancement of price must always be well compensated by a promi- 
nent reduction of it. 

American statesmen have followed in similar strains. Thus 
Washington's last annual address, December 7, 1796, says: 

Congress have repeatedly and not without success, directed their atten- 
tion to the encouragement of manufacturers. The objectis of too much 
consequence not to secure a continuance of their efforts in every way which 
shall appear eligible. 

President Madison, in his special message of May 23, 1809, 
says: 

It will be worthy at the same time, of their just and provident care, to 
make such further alterations in the laws as will more especially protect 
and foster the several branches of manufacture which have been recently 
instituted as extended by the laudable exertion of our citizens. 

Thomas Jefferson, ina letter to Benjamin Austin, of Boston, 
1816, says: 

To be independent for the comforts of life, we must fabricate them our- 
selves; we must place our manufacturers by the side of the agriculturists. 
Experience has taught me that manufactures are now as necessary to our 
independence as to our comfort, 

President Monroe, in his first inaugural address, March 5, 
1817, says: 

Our manufactures will likewise require the . and fostering 
care of the Government. Possessing as we do all the raw materials, the 
fruit of our own soil and industry, we ought not to depend, in the degree we 
have done, on supplies on other countries. While we are thus dependent, 
these sudden events of war, unsought and unexpected, can not fail to plunge 
us into the most serious difficulties. 

President Jackson, August, 26, 1824, says: 


Heaven has smiled upon and gave us uoerty and independence. The same 
Providence has bl us with the means of national dependence and na- 
tional defense. If we omit or refuse to use the gifts which He has extended 
to us, we deserve not the continudnce of His blessing. He has filled our 
mountains and plains with minerals and given us a climate and soil for the 
poras ofhempandwool. These being the great materials of our national 

efense, they ought to have extended to them adequate and fair protection. 
that our manufacturers and laborers may be placed in a fair competition 
with those of Europe, and that we may have within our country a supply of 
these articles so essential to war. 

The causeof thatdisparity of conditions having been removed, 
there is no longer any good reason why the people of the South 
should not favor protection, a condition of things most essential 
to her prosperity. Most serious disturbances of our business 
affairs come of any interference with the tariff. The man who 
has erected his mills and his factories under protection of his 
products, with the withdrawal of that protection, is most seri- 
~ ously disturbed, if not ruined. 

It seems to be more a determination on the part of the Ad- 
ministration to carry out an idea, erroneous as we may believe 
it to be, than any demand of the pe pie or any especial need or 
emergency of the times. If we think the voice of the people can 
be stitled on these great questions affecting the policy of the na- 
tion, we mistake the nature of this Government. It needs no 
prophet to predict that the people have had quite enough of this 
partisan tampering with the tariff. You will see what they will 
say in the next elections, when the question comes home to them 
as it will. And the political party that would retain or obtain a 
lease of power in the future would do well to heed this voice, the 
source of all power in this nation. 

Thecondition of affairs in this country is vastly different from 
what it was a quarter of a century or more ago. The discon- 
tented and unsettled classes, of which the number is steadily 
increasing, have no longer new and virgin territory to occupy 
when they become dissatisfied with the older communities. The 
time has come when in the order of things we must have a fixed 
national policy upon all questions affecting the stability of the 
Government. 

We can endure less foolishness than formerly. The people 
can stand less nonsense in the shape of unwise laws than when 
there was less suffering and idleness among them, These freaks 
of legislation, if we may so call them, should be forced upon the 


country only in time of great prosperity. Our free trade or 
tariff for a deficiency friends seem to be oblivious to this fact. 

We oppose this bill because it works a serious diminution of 
our revenue on foreign imports, because the people do not want 
it, because it would cripple our industries, and because the pres- 
ent condition of the country is most unfavorable for any such 
innovation. We should beware at such times of any disiurbing 
acts of legislation which tend to unsettle the quiet of the coun- 
ey: We should bear in mind that under the existing tariff 
which this bill proposes to disturb, there is an estimated defi- 
ciency made by the Secretary of the Treasury of $78,000,000 for 
the current year. And in the revenue bill proposed by this new 
schedule, it is proposed to discard $76,000,0U0 from the present 
tariff and impose a new form of internal and direct taxation 
upon our people to make up for this deficiency. 

A proposition more unwise in these unsettled times could not 
well evised; and strange it seems to me, that a party that 
one would naturally expect to see laying the foundation of fu- 
ture power—a party seeking to hold itself in sympathy and touch 
with the peop.e—should in this reckless way tarow away all 
chances to future promotion or ascendency. With the motto of 
Dante, written above the entrance to his inferno, ‘* Abandon 
hope all ye who enter here,” it may well be said of all those mis- 
guided statesmen who have entered into this conspiracy against 
protection, abandon all hope for preferment of the people ye un- 
wise ones who seek to overthrow the main pillar of our institu- 
tions. IfI did not prefer the prosperity of my country to that 
of party, I would withhold this warning cry and let them rush 
to certain disaster. 

“A tariff for revenue only!” exclaim the champions of free 
trade. Exactly, uy the people, but give us enough tariff for 
enough revenue, which means no reduction of the present rates, 
but on the other hand such advance upon many articles as may 
at least work an increase equal to the present deficiency. I want 
to emphasize the matter I havealready referred toconcerning an 
American policy in customs and finance, We have a territory 
as great as that of all Europe and a population which afew years 
hence will excel that of all English-speaking countries com- 
bined. And yet we have no policy of our own—no financial pol- 
icy that is not made for us in the financial centers of the Old 
World. Our definition of money is vague, indefinite, and in- 
tensely English. With an immense territory and population we 
seem to be denied a distinctive policy of financeof our own. We 
must first ascertain what is wanted of us and then quietly and 
submissively yicld up our own manhood to the keeping of oth- 
ers. Thisshould never be submitted to by those who prefer the 
American Republic and her institutions as superior to those of 
any other lands. 

The proposed new tariff bill especially affects the great fruit, 
wine, and nut industries of California, and will ruin them if it 
becomes a law in the proposed form. These industries are 
wonderful in view of the fact that it is in the memory of the 
man of middle age in this country when they were started. 
There isscarcely a city or town in the country where California 
fruits, nuts, and wine can not be purchased. hile the trade is 
enormous there has not been as much profit in it as is gener- 
ally understood. There are many reasons for this, but the 
principal one is the difficulty and expense in securing the mar- 
ket for the goods and cost of transportation to the consumer. 
The fruits, nuts, and wine have had to fight every foot for the 

osition they now occupy in the markets of the United States, 
or the foreign productions only yielded because they were 
forced to, and for the additional reason that the fruits, nuts, 
and wines of California have not only undersold them, but be- 
cauaa also. they—the home productions—have been of better 

uality. 
5 If it is pardonable at any time to introduce in a speech of this 
character statistics and tables showing the growth and quantity 
of California’s productions in this line, this would be a case; but 
I forbear, for I am thoroughly convinced that it needs no such 
array to show that they are appreciated and are in demand. 
Later on, however, when this bill is under consideration by para- 
graphs, I may offer the Senate some statistics on the question. 
These great industries grew because they were given protection 
by our laws, and shone they may not classed as infant in- 
dustries, they are still comparatively new, and will for some 
years yet need a fair and ie ei rotection in their compe- 
tion with the Old World. severe blow has been given them 
by this bill, and unless it is amended an irreparable damage 
will be done. 

California sent out last year 2,500 carloads of 12 tons each 
of raisins, and this year will send out 3,700 carloads. Add to 


these the thousands of carloads of oranges, peaches, apricots, 
ars, figs, plums, prunes, etc., fresh, preserved, canned, and 
ee realize the 5 
proteo 


ried, and one can ina small de 
of the industry, and I hope realize the necessity o 
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tion. California to-day has 12,000 acres of almonds, and is 

robably the only State in the Union interested as a grower. 
Hor forests of walnut trees are also threatened by the reduction 
of the duty. Even worse than the reduction is the doing away 
with the specific duty and the change to the ad valorem, for 
there is hardly any calculating the injury the change will make. 
The duties levied by the present law are none too high, while 
those proposed by this bill if not changed will almost bring 
about an abandonment of the industry. 

In regard to the wine industry, what can I add in opposition 
to the passage of this bill? It is a bill that is wrong in so many 
directions that it would take days to enumerate them. In no 
one, however, does it do more harm than it does to the wine- 
maker of California, or indeed to the wine-makerof other States, 
when it abolishes specific and establishes ad valorem duties. 
This feature was introduced at the very last moment, and with- 
out question through the efforts of importers of foreign wines, 
or ibly of the producers of European wines, more particu- 
larly of thése of France. The bill reads that the duty on still 
wines in casks shall remain as it has been, viz, 50 cents per gal- 
lon, but that it shall not exceed 100 per cent ad valorem, 

This, on the face, appears to be a very large protection, but 
when yon consider that the prođuction of wines in Europe, es- 
pecially this year, has been very great—thus in France fully 
1,300,000,000 gallons against an average crop of barely half of 
this, and Italy a crop of possibly six to eight hundred million— 
you will well understand that the price of such wines in Europe 
will be very low, and I have no doubt that the cheaper grades will 
notaverage above 10 cents per gallon there. This means, accord- 
ing to the wording of the bill, a duty of 10 cents per gallon upon 
such wines, a figure considerably lower than was ever asked on 
the part of importers here. Besides this, there are many parts 
of ce and Germany where wines are artificially manufac- 
tured—thus in Cette, France, and in Hamburg, Germany—and 
as the basis of such wines is potato or grain spirits, which pay no 
tax, as they are intended for wines for export, and which spirits 
cost possibly 6 to 8 cents per gallon,one can well imagine how 
cheap they can produce so-called wines, particularly as the bal- 
ance that they add is in the form of chemicals. 

It must be understood that it is difficult to appraise the value 
of wines. for they can not be judged as other manufactured arti- 
cles are, for the reason that even the best judges differ as to the 
value of goods, and as many of the goodsare shipped by the pro- 
ducers, the latter cin put an arbitrary value upon their wine, 
as they may possibly figure only cost of production and interest 
upon their investment. This would result in the shipment of 
altogether or to a great extent low-priced wines. 

In this connection I have received a letter from Mr. John T. 
Doyle, president of the viticultural commission of California, 
himself a prominent leading Democrat, in which, discussing 
this bill, he says, and as he states the case better and stronger 
than I can, I quote from it: 

The 50 cents per gallon is in no sense a . duty. It was in force 
long before the McKinley bill was thought of, and I am not aware of any 
suggestion to change it in past years. The fact that the wine raised in this 
State does not average the producer Is cents per gallon is conclusive evi- 
dence of the nonproductive character of the duty. Wine is ordinarily an 
article of luxury, and a most proper subject for a revenue duty. It is. also, 
an article so difficult tofix a true value on by any external test that any but 
3 would be quite out of place. An ad valorém duty on wine is 
an i 

But there is a stuff called wine, which is made for exportation in France 
and Italy in enormous quantities, which should not be admitted to importa- 
tion here on any terms. It is often filthy and nauseous in its modeof manu- 
facture, and is really unfit for human consumption. A duty of 50 cents ex- 
cludes it, for under no circumstances could it sell for so much; but I doubt 
if 100 or even 200 per cent ad valorem would. for it can probably be invoice. at 
5 cents per gallon, or even less. The best of it is made by taking pomace 
after it has yielded all its wine to the press, adding glucose and water, and 
allowing it to ferment again. 

The ae glves the color and something of the flavor of wine, the glu- 
cose yields the necessary alcohol. which, if need be, is supplemented by Ger- 
man potato whisky, the most noxious of all the alcohols known to chem- 
istry, and which is now finding its way all over the South of Europe as an 
ingredient of counterfeit wines and liquors. The pomace is thus used over 
and over again. The invasion of the French vineyards by the phyloxera 
led to the introduction of this counterfeit wine industry some years ago to 
Supply the . trade of the country and it has since attained an enor- 
mous proportion. 

e * 2 0 s . $ 

We do not ask for any protection on wine, a duty that will give such rev- 
enue as is 8 collectible from such a luxury is all we need. But the 
public has a right to expect the Democratic party not to open the door, for 
the first time, to the importation of vicious and poisonous beverages under 
the pretense of freedom of trade. Free trade should at least be confined to 
honest commodities. 

There are besides those I have referred to many other in- 
terests of California affected injuriously by the various provi- 
sions of this bill: The reduction of duty upon lumber, rice, 
freestone, sandstone, onyx, lime, hops, 8, chicory, twine 
and cordage, burlaps, jute and bagging, and live stock will pros- 
trate those industries as at present conducted. The strugglin 
factories engaged in the manufacture of cotton, wool, rope, an 


jute can only continue by a corresponding reduction of wages to 
their employés. The eee of machinery for vessels on the 
free list will, I am afraid, result in closing several of the ship- 
building machine shops on the Pacific coast. They have been 
built up by the patient industry, pluck, and enterprise of our 
California mechanics. That they can do work to favorably com- 

are with any country in the world, I have but to mention the 
Tnitea States ships Charleston, San Francisco, Oregon, Olym- 
pia, Monterey, and other steamships built by our mechanics of 
California. 

But they can not continue to pay the same wagesand compete 
with workmen on the Clyde who will manufacture and send 
machinery there at a nominal freightin ships that come to load 
wheat, and must have ballast on their outward trip to Califor- 
nia. But J find that I have already occupied more of the time 
and attention of the Senate than I should at this time. I shall, 
however, claim the privilege when the bill is under discussion 
by schedules and paragraphs to offer amendments and to poins 
out, discuss, and show to the Senate how the people of the State 
Ih; ve the honor ia part to represent on this floor, will be in- 
jured if the bill becomes a law without very radical improve- 
ment. 

We should maintain the integrity of the Republic in its dear- 
est rights and usages, and should aim to uphoid a higher order 
of manhood among our laboring classes than belongs to any 
maniey on the face of the globe. God pity this land when a 
man’s title to true nobility shall not depend solely upon his per- 
sonal worth and merit; where the measure of his greatness 
hangs upon the empty bauble of a title conferred upon some 
worthless ancestor. There can be no heraldy of merit founded 
upon superior skill or genius in the great world of use. And 
herein should ever consist our superiority over the nations of 
the earth. When we foolishly surrender this boon this great 
Republic will surely fade from the nations of the earth. 

I am not one of those who feel that they are called upon at all 
times and in all cases to denounce trusts, combinations, cohper- 
ative, or corporative investments. Many combinations produce 
more beneficial results than otherwise, and are in the interests 
of the people. There are unlawful trusts, however, which do 
harm and which menace legitimate interests in every direction. 

These should and can be regulated by law, State and national, 
and I stand ready to take my share of the responsibility in pass- 
ing such laws, for I am convinced that such determined reme- 
dial agents are necessary. I would crush out the trusts and 
combinations which oppress as I would encourage and foster 
those which are organized for beneficial ee psig 

Iam a thorough believer in “ profit-sharing” enterprises— 
cohperation and co perative effort for many good things can 
be done by this means which are not possible by private capital 
or private enterprise alone. Trusts when organized for the 

ublic good should have proper encouragement, but when they 

ave reached the point where they, by aggregated capital and 
combination of interests, attempt to, or influence, legislation, 
either State or national, they should be removed and dispersed. 

Inexplan tion of a trust that has my unqualified indorsement, 
I instance the case of the raisin men of five counties in Califor- 
nia, Fresno, Tulare, Madera, Kings, and Kern Counties, which 
have agreed that all raisins are to go into the hands of the or- 
ganization to be sold, doing awayentirely with middlemen. To 
perfect this plan, they propose to raise a capital of say $250,000, 
representing the same number of shares at $1 an acre, so that 
there would be no need of resorting to commission houses for 
advances, It is further proposed that each neighborhood or dis- 
trict shall have a coSpeiative packing-house in order to reduce 
the cost of preparing the goods for market. When a sale is 
made the proceeds are divided pro rata among all who have 
goods in the warehouse, so that no one could have any advan- 
tage over another. No one will be injured who does not join 
the association. Consequently such a trust as this becomesa 
public benefit. 

The question of free or dutiable iron and coal, as affecting the 

terests of California, from a narrow point of view, may be de- 
batable, but on a broad view of the suject we find we are in 
touch with the coirdinate welfare of our sister States of the 
Union. We may ask if we can build up the highest prosperity 
of our own, or any one State, while we neglect the interests of 
others, or do we not profit most when others are prosperous? 
California produces but little iron or coal. These commodities 
are imported in large amounts, chiefly from foreign countries, 
and in foreign ships, iron from England, Sweden, and Russia, 
coal from Great Britain, Australia, and Vancouver Island. 

California is the largest importer of coal of any State of the 
Union, the amount being about 1,000,000 tons annually, and pay- 

over $700,000 in duties to the National Treasury. Under 
this bill the duties are very largely reduced and the consumer 
expects them cheaper in our markets. But this expectation 
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will not be realized, as we generally find that an importer, as 
well as anyone else, will charge all he can get for an article 
whether he has paid duty on it or not, 3 when he, or 
a syndicate, has the power of a monopoly. 

he production of coal on the Pacific coast, though smail, 
kept this monopoly down, or nearly down, and by the power of 
competition, though limited, kept down the price to the con- 
sumer. But without the duty the American producers of coal 
could not maintain themselves. It is doubted that the reduced 
duty provided for in this bill will be suilicient to aid the Ameri- 
ean miners of coal to keep up their aod e though they 
will do so if they can, and the result may be that the trusts con- 
trolling the foreign coal will raise the price to consumers. 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from California allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. Where do you get your coal used for the ship- 
ping interests? 

Mr. PERKINS. As I was about to state, large quantities of 
it are brought from England, large quantities from Australia, 
and large quantities from British Columbia, with our own do- 
mestic ee in Washington, Oregon, and California. 

Mr. POWER. How does the coal produced in Washington 
and Oregon answer for the shipping interests? 

Mr. PERKINS. For steam purposes? 

Mr. POWER. For steam pur 8. 

Mr. PERKINS. The coal of Cali ornia and Oregon has not 
been as good steam coal as that of Washington and British Co- 
lumbia. However, the coal of the State of Washington, and I 
speak advisedly, has veins that compare favorably with any 
other steam coal upon the coast, its principal competitor being 
thut of British Columbia or Vancouver Island. 

Mr. POWER. Is the coal from the State of Washington as 

as that from Vancouver Island? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think in some of the mines it is quite equal 
to that of British Columbia. 

Mr. POWER. The Government made a contract for the Be- 
ring Sea fleet in the last few weeks for coul from the British 
country, taking that coal in place of our product. I was called 
upon to leok after that so far as some friends are concerned, and 
pee is the reason why I asked the question. Why was that 

ne? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Montana calls my atien- 
tion to the fact. I presume it is done to earry out the foreign 
policy of this Administration perhaps. 

Mr. POWER. Sol thought at the time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lam somewhat a consumer of coal, being 
obliged to purchase from 5,009 to 10,000 tons monthly, and from 
an actual test in our experiments we find that the coal of the 
mines in the State of Washington called the Franklin mine, for 
steam purposes, is equal in its efficiency to thatof any coal upon 
the Pacific coast, notwithstanding the Government in asking for 
bids or proposals for furnishing coal did not mention this mine, 
but advertised only for foreign coal. 

Mr. POWER. That is what I understand. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not being in accord with the present Ad- 
ministration, I am unable to give my friend the information he 


desires. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from California permit 


me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from California mean to 
be understood as saying that the bid of the Department ex- 
cluded Americxn coal? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will not say that it excluded it, but it was 
not considered, I understand. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has attention been called to tho character of 
the Washington coal? 

Mr. PERKINS. The case can hardly be otherwise, as the 
mines of the Washington coal have been worked for thirty years 
or more, and it is used continually by the steamships operating 
on the Pac fic coast. The company that I in part represent, en- 
gaged in operating steamships, consumes from 5,000 to 10,000 
tons monthly: and I speak without reservation when I state that 
its effective use for steam purposes is equal to the coal of British 
Columbia or any other coal. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In addition to that, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me, the special attention of the Secretary of the 
Navy was called to the fact that the Washington mines had been 
omitted, by a communication signed by several Senators, my- 
self among the number. 

Poet DAVIS. What response was made to that communica- 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The response was to the effect 
that under all the circumstances, as far as they were advised, 
sr A ht the British coal the best. 

A RICH, If the Senator from California will further 


` 


allow me, I beg to call the attention of my distinguished friend 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] to the fact Which has been 
stated. by the Senator from Oregon, and to ask his influence 
with the Administration to see thatdomestic coals are properly 
treated hereafter. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from California will per- 
mit me, I am satisfied that the Administration which is now in 
power wouid certainly (if it was in accordance with an economic 
administration of the Department) much prefer the use of Ameri- 
can coal to foreign coal, and I suppose it can only be by reason 
of misinformation in reference to the quality of the coal which 
could be furnished by those mines that they purchase at all the 
foreign coal to which the Senator from California has alluded. 

Mr. PERKINS. J had not referred to this in my remarks; I 
tried not to be personal at all; and ordinarily I should defer to 
the judgment of the Senator from West Virginia; but I have 
some knowledge of coal, because the vessels which I am engaged 
in operating consume large quantities of coal and we know from 
actual test, not a theoret.cal experiment; but by burning 1,000 
tons of coal from this mine and 1,000 tons of coal from the other 
mine, that the same speed of a vessel under similar circumstances 
isattained. Thatis the result. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ishould like to ask a question 
right here. The Senator from California, as he states, and we 
ali know, is a very large consumer of coal on the Pacific coast. 
That being so, of course one would naturally suppose that he 
would like to get the coal so used as cheaply as possible. Does 
the Senator think that by putting coal on the free list he in the 
course of a few years, if at all, would get his coal as cheaply as 
he does now? 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall endeavor to demonstrate the fact, but 
my time is passing, and I wish to make afew remarks about the 
income tax. I shall have to file a special brief with my friend 
toshow him that I am satisfied the consumer would not get his 
coal one cent less, judging the future by the past. Before our 
mines in Oregon, Washington, and California were developed 
(and we have a few of them in California) coal was always pur- 
chased from the ships to arrive, and the consumer was never 
benefited onecentthereby. But, parenthetically, speaking of the 
question of my friends from Montana and Oregon, it is t ue that 
our Government did not give our Oregonians and Washington- 
ians an opportunity of competing, zt I waunt to say a kind word 
for our friends in British Columb They are our neighbors, 
and they buy a great many goods [rom us in California. They 
are a very kind-hearted, hospitable people; They are an Amer- 
ican people, who ought to be connected and ed with us by 
political bands. 

To show how much more generous they are than our own Gov- 
ernment, to one of the steamship companies that I can call to 
mind I think they have paid during the past twenty-five years 
a special mail subsidy for carrying the mails by steamer from 
San Francisco to Victoria, British Columbia, of from $5,000 to 
$10,000 a year, while our Government pays for carrying the mail 
about $1.50 a mail, I think. That is che policy. Therefore I feel 
very kindly toward our friends, and if they would unite them- 
selves with the United States I should not object to purchasing 
our coal there altogether. 

But since the Senators from Montana and Oregon have called 
attention to the discrimination against American coal, I am sure 
my friend from West Virginia, having a judicial mind, will sa 
at once that there is some mistake and that he himself will vol- 
unteer to remedy this wrong, and in the next bid the coal of 
Washington and Oregon will be invited to compete. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I have no 
doubt that after the Secretary of the Navy has read the ve 
elaborate and satisfactory argument of the Senator from Call. 
fornia on this subjeot and knows his ability to talk from personal 
knowledge of the quality of the coal there will be no difficulty 
whatever. I underst:nd that this coal was excluded on the re- 
port of the officers who had tested it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Since the question has been brought up I 
want to say in justice to the Department that while the Wash- 
ington con is just as effective and is equal for steam purposes, 
yetitisnot quite as clean, and the officers prefer a harder coal that 
does not throw any cinders on the deck or upon their suits of 
clothing made of foreign wool. I think I can make it clear even 
to my friend rom West Virginia that there should be a duty 
upon coal; but E wish to say that I have an interest in one mine 
and that I am interested in the management oſ a company which 
has investments in several coal mines; and while those who 
know me would hardly charge that it would influence me in my 
vote, yet as there are some evil-minded people who sometimes 

strue a person’saction, when the question of the coal duty 
is up for consideration I shall, with the permission of the Sen- 
ate, refuse to vote upon it. 

I do not believe it right for anyone to vote on any measure in 
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which he bas a direct interest, if it is ever so small; and yet to 
my satisfaction, and I think to the satisfaction of my friend from 
est Virginia, I can show that the duty should not be reduced 
from 75 cents to 40 cents 2 ton, and that alter all the talk of 
‘*free coal” the people of the Pacific States would have dear 
coal as the results of their efforts. I am confident that the 
rice will not be reduced, though the duty is, and the difference 
8 existing duties and the reduced duties will go into the 
pockets of the foreign ship and mine owner. The trusts are 
powerful cnough to do pases they did before when the duty was 
reduced to raise the price to make up the difference. 
For the year 1592 the total output of the coal mines of the 
world was 539,000,000 tons. Of this the United States produced 


_ 179,000,000 tons, or nearly 33 per cent of the total. Of this prod- 
uct the United States exported from her Atlantic and lake ports 
Tons. 
Sunn ð ee eee anea 851, 000 
Petite ince 2 Se ae ey Se ae Sa aeons 1, 645, 000 
. F 2, 495, 000 
During the same year the United States imported— RAE 
Auensee 6 Sean uae eke a ERANA 65, 058 
Sende —— 8 1. 143, 000 
POW Los sc ioe ne eee ee ee 1, 208, 058 


Leaving this generalstatement, and coming to the coal consump- 
tion of the State of California, the statistics show thatshe imported 
from all sources of supply during ths years 1892 and 1893, viz: 


FOREIGN. 


British Columbia. 
PSs Lt Se eS er rey 


r ae ae eee ner 
California and Oregon 
Pennsylvania and 


FTT 5 SOO Rea NS BS HYG 485, 190 
Total . 1, 593, 850 | 100 | 1,479,785 | 100 

It may with safety be assumed that the 65,058 tons anthracite 
reported as coming into the United States were delivered at Cal- 
ifornia ports. N this from California's total importa- 
tions of foreign coal will leave a balance of 1,043,000 tons of duti- 
ble bituminous coal brought to her ports, showing that only 
100,0 0 tons foreign bituminous coal went into all other ports of 
the United States, and that of all the foreign coal imported dur- 
ing 1892, California received over 91 per cent. 

It will thus be ssen that California occupies a singular and 
unique position relative to the Government tax onfuel. Thisis 
because: 

1. She has not within her borders any known deposits of coal 
suitable in quality for the general needs, and within reach of 
her centers of consumption. 

2. She is the most populous of the sparsely settled Pacific 
coast States, and therefore offers the largest market west of 
the Rocky Mountains. 

3. She is essentiallyan agricultural State, dependent upon dis- 
tant markets for the sale of her products, and compelled largely 
to use ocean carriage for transportation. This fact attraets ves- 
sel tonnage, almost entirely foreign in nationality, and which 
coming from far distant points is chiefly laden with coal as in- 
ward cargoes. 

If business policy, and not theories shall determine the right 
of government to protect by tariif those lines of business which 
need protection, shall get any consideration, that policy wiil be 
best which tends to encourage the development of resources to 
the profitable employment of capital and to the largest amount 
of work and rates of wages. What that amount of tariif, dis- 
tinctly for protection, shall be, is the question [or those who fix 
the rates, but unquestionably it should be no more and no less 
than is necessary to equalize the cost between the same grades 
of foreign and domestic material laid down at the seaboard ports. 

Respecting coal, California's position is different from that of 
every other State of the Union. Leaving out of the question 
any ussion that she ia Hh interests requiring the help 
of sister States towards shaping the governmental policy for 
their protection, it is a fact t with her the element 
is the mostimportant. Thefarmer pays the outward freight on 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


3855 


his wheat because he getsfor his product the difference between 
the foreign market rates and the freights by sailing ships. 
Therefore, whatever tends to increase the outward carrying 
tonnage, or what will lower the cost of wheat freights, isin the 
interest of the farmer. 

Dismissing for a moment the reciprocal interests of California 
with her neighboring States, it is a fact that coal constitutes the 
largest volume of inbound freight: therefore, it is better for the 
farmer if the coal trade of the State shall be supplied from dis- 
tant foreign ports, because— 

1. The inward earnings enable the ships to carry the wheat 
outward at lower rates than would otherwise be possible. 

2. Coal as cargo from distant foreign ports sends here an in- 
creased tonnace of wheat-carrying ships. 

It therefore follows that the importation of coalfrom adjacent 
foreign ports is not in the interest of the farmer, because it is 
carried in British steamers and by other nonwheat-carrying 
vessels. The importation of coal from near foreign mines has 
twoeffects in California: It displaces the product of mines worked 
by American labor in adjoining States, and to the extent thatit 
displaces the prodact of distant foreign mines, to just that ex- 
tent does it lower the list of vessels that would otherwise be at- 
tracted to carry away California products. 

Itis entirely safe tosay, and the statement will be borne out 
by unprejudiced experience, that the abolition of the present 
duty as proposed by the bill as it came here will shut the Cali- 
fornia market against the American coast mines, and lead to a 
further absorption of the coal tonnage by the mines of British 
Columbia, An examination of the statistics for the past six 
years will show that the supply of domestic coals imported has 
decreased over 30 percent. Duariog the same period that of the 
British Columbia mines has increased nearly 90 per cent, while 
that from distant foreign mines shows no material increase. 

It may naturally be asked, why should this result follow, see- 
ing that the abolition of the duty would apply equally to — 
coals from Greut Britain and Australia, and why may not the 
American mines still maintain their foothold. The answer is: 

1. British Columbia coal as compared with that from Wash- 
ington is better for household use, and for steam purposes it 
equals the best and is superior to most of the local domestic 
products: hence, it is in greater demand in the California market. 

2. British Columbia mines, having flat veins, sre more cheaply 
worked than the pitching veins in Washington, and being nearer 
tide water their output can be shipped on board vessels at a 
lower cost than coals in Washington. 

3. The product of British Columbia mines is largely carried 
in cheaply built and cheaply operated British steamers, and 
therefore the cost of freightage is less than from the American 
Puget Sound coal ports, that uss American sailing ships and 
more costly steamers, and these causes have operated to dimin- 
ish the Californiasupply from Northern American coal fields, and 
the abolition of the present duty will finish the struggle. 

With respect to distant foreign coals, the answer is: The 
miners of British Columbia coals sell their own product in the 
California markets. Controlling the amount and cost of their 
supplies, by the use largely of British steamers they are within 
four days of their mines, and are thus enabled to undertake con- 
tracts for large deliveries. The dealer in other foreign coals is 
distant sixty days from Australia, and one hundred and twenty 
to one hundred and fifty days from Great Britain. The uncer- 
tainty of the arrivals of sailing ships from such long voyages 
makes it inexpedient to undertake such large contracts, unless 


by the carriage of unwarrantably large stocks of coal. He does 


not know nor can he control costs, for while the free-on-board 
price of cou at foreign ports is practically constant, for long 
periods, the inward freight rates are constantly fluctuating. 
These are the chief reasons why the British Columbia miner 
is in ition to force the domestic coals out of this market, and 
why he has been able to prevent any marked increase in impor- 
tation from abroad. At the same time, while it is notcontended 
that there should be a discriminating tariff against British Co- 
lumbia, it should be emphasized that this growing absorption of 
California coal trade by these mines deprives the farmer of wheat- 
carrying vessels, tending to increase hisoutward wheat freights, 
when he competes in European markets against the world’s 
wheat. It has retarded the mineral development of the State 
of Washington, which is practically in infancy, and the destruc- 
tion of the tariff will further dwarf promising coal-mining in 


Oregon. 

Who will benefit by the reduction of the duty on coal? As 
the function of such laws is to do the greatest good to the masses, 
let us analyze the coal trafiicof California, and ascertain whether 
the great public will reap any material advantage. The Amer- 
ican coal-producer on the Atlantic seaboard protests 3 
reduction in duty, because the Nova Scotia mines distur 
his trade in the great consuming centers of New England. - 
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The American miner on the Pacific coast contends for a chance 
to keep his present trade in California against mines in British 
Columbia, but-the same kind of practical reason applicable in the 
East does not fit the peculiar conditions there. It can be said 
in poeno thatif the present duty be reduced the difference 
will go into the pockets of the British miner and shipowner. 
Theoretically it should all go to the California consumer. Prac- 
tically it will not. 

Iron ore of excellent quality is abundant, California alone hav- 
ing enough to supply the world indefinitely, but under existing 
conditions it is not available as acommercial factor. For our 
future development we are looking forward hopefully to the con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal to bring us in closer commercial 
relationship with our Southern brethren, with whom we are now 
working at terrible cross-purposes, hoping for the same material 
end. Does Alabama believe she can send her coal and iron to 
Italy or Turkey in exchange for figs, olives, currants, raisins, 
oranges, lemons, chromium, borax, or sulphur more advantage- 
ously than she could to California for the same products? All 
these commodities and many more are California products, in 

reatabundance and in greater perfection than elsewhere known. 

f one important thing our Eastern (including Southern) friends 
appear to be ignorant or indifferent and narrow: that we have 

the Mediterranean countries on our Pacific coast, all Northern 
Europe in our Mississippi Valley, all Great Britain and herevery 
natural resource many times repeatedin our Atlantic States, all 
the precious mineral regions of the world in our great Western 
plateau, and all Scandinavia, Laplandia, and Samoldia in our 
Alaska. But 8 and limited local or individual inter- 
ests subordinate all to narrow dictation. 

The Republicansask for this development by mutual assistance, 
by a syndicate of States as business men form syndicates for suc- 
cessful operations. We of California pay without complaint as 
a contribution to the general good of the other States and in sup- 
port of the Government $8,000,000 of customs, of which three- 

uarters of a million is for coal and $2,192,581 internal revenue 
3 and several millions more indirectly being paid directly 
at the place of manufacture of whisky, tobacco, beer, and oleo- 
margarine. Itis estimated that California paysannually $6,000,- 
000 of the internal-revenue tax, when her just proportion would 
be less than $2,000,000, the goos amount collected in the United 
States being $160,296,130. Thus California pays into the Treas- 
ury over $15,000,0C0annually. These great and disproportionate 
payments, continued through a long series of years, entitle her 
to careful consideration and justify her request for protection 
and assistance indeveloping her natural resources for the mutual 
good, power, and glory of our common country. 

There is received at the port of San Francisco from 18,000 to 
22,000 long tons of pig iron annually, almost entirely from Great 
Britain. A little more than a year ago this trade was broken 
into by the arrival at that port of a shipment of 930 tons of pig 
iron from Birmingham, Ala. This proved of excellent quality, 
and more was immediately ordered. The agent, Mr. John Mar- 
tin, at that time stated that the iron could be supplied at the 
furnacesas cheaply as at the furnaces in Scotland, but thefreight 
rates were greatly in favor of the foreign product. That is, the 
rate per ton from Ensley or Birmingham via New York to San 
Francisco was $13.15 per ton, while from Glasgow to San Fran- 
cisco the rate was $2.40 per ton. Adding to this the duty of $6.92 
per ton, makesa total of $9.12 a ton, or a difference of $4.03 in fa- 
vor of the British and against the Alabima product. The price 
of pig iron ranges in San Francisco from $23 to $30 per ton, or did 
at the time these transactionsoccurred. But with the tariff as it 
is and the canal of Nicaragua completed, shipments via Mobile 
or New Orleans to Pacific ports would place the ironworks of 
Alabama and other Southern States on an equality with those 
of Great Britain. 

Here we make these concessions for mutual assistance and de- 
velopment. Amemberof the other House is reported as saying 
he voted against sugar because his State was not interested in 
sugar. Many have opposed protection to iron because, as it was 
charged, only one State—Pennsylvania—was engaged in its pro- 
duction. Now several States are interested in it, and all should 
be. Iron and coal are the basis of British power and wealth, 
and wherever in our country, under protection, their production 
has been carried on, there have grown prosperous communities, 
wealthy and powerful States. Knowing the condition of the 
Southern States, so undeveloped were their t natural re- 
sources when they attempted to establish the Confederacy, that 
a strictly enforced blockade would have soon starved the people 
and rendered the government powerless and compelled submis- 
sion without a Bull Run, a Gettysburg, or an Appomattox. 
These developments are and must be through protection and in- 
terstate commerce, and not through free trade and foreign com- 
merce. 

Of the income tax, I can but say that it appears in the bill be- 


fore us one of the most insidious and deceitful ever expressed in 
a multitude of words. 

It appears most fair that the individual who rides on Mr. Bel- 
lamy s coach, which other individuals pull through the dust and 
mud of good and bad roads, should be made to pay his fare, or 
atleast to pay more than those who do the pulling; and it is on 
this theory the income tax is advocated. Were this theory 
sound it would still be found impracticable to collect that fare 
with any equality or any degreo of satisfaction or profit. At 
first glance it appears that the income tax is levied only against 
those who ride. This appearance makes the proposition popu- 
lar with those who believe they do all the pulling for this coach 
made so famous in the“ Looking Backward” story. A closer 
examination of these sections of the bill show that the pullers of 
thatcoach are taxed as well as those who ride. 

There are but few thrifty persons who have not invested some 
surplus earnings or ‘‘laid aside for a rainy day” in some incor- 

rated company or savings bank. Such people are of the most 

neficial toilers of the world. They comprise millions of our 
people of small incomes. In ah the great companies are many 
of these, and possibly manycall for an income tax. They donot 
know that their savings are aggregated in the bank or other 
corporation, and made to pay the same tax as if the depositor's 
income were over the limit of four thousand. Many a poor man 
and woman will find their scanty dividends lessened by the in- 
come tax if this bill becomes a law. 

There are 4,781,605 depositors in the savings banks of the 
United States, with $1,712,769,026 on deposit, anaverage of 8358.20 
to each person. Of these California has 175,672 depositors, with 
an average of $886 of deposits, or in all $126,781,530. This 
includes $101,462,937 in the savings banks of San Francisco 
and $25,318,593 deposited in the interior savings banks of the 
State. How much of this belongs to plain people,” “ wage- 
earners,” and the like, it is impossible to ascertain. We know 
that for a long time there were many capitalists there who 
found it easier and more profitable to deposit large sums in say- 
ings banks than to invest themselves, but during the troubles 
of last year their funds were not available, and since then they 
are doubless withdrawing their patronage from savings banks. 
Many of these banks now decline to accept any large de ts, 
the general limit being $10,000, while some are said to have a 
limit of $4,000. 

It stands to reason, therefore, that a very large percentage, 
or nearly all, of the depositors are people of moderate means, 
who, not being able to take care of their savings, give them into 
the custody of those whose business is to conduct these trusts. 
There are 120,642 depositors in San Franciscoand 55,030 deposi- 
tors in the interior ks, and while we can not get accurate 
statistics the nearest obtainable estimate is: 


The average of deposits in our four largest local savings banks 


in San Francisco is, viz: 

Gorman RES ts OER Le yay Se Ee De oe et SOE Et 81, 046. 97 
PIDGIN Seon ncw see e saat E E scene ewan e ae 606. 
r x rie anaa Nea 1, 246. 12 
Savings and Loan Society ---------------------4----- 1, 144. 32 
The lowest average deposit in all the banks is 57.6 
The highest average deposit in all the banks 1s 1, 760. 00 


The savings banks in California are of two classes, mutual and 
stock corporations, while in the East savings banks are mainly 
mutual concerns, pice, 3 no stock, and are managed by directors 
more or less upon a philanthropic basis wherein all depositors 
are members and there are no stockholders. 

Tf the income tax were imposed, it would of course apply to 
mutual and incorporated savings banks as well as all other cor- 
porations and they would have to pay upon their income, which 
consists of the interest upon loans and investments, This in- 
come, less expenses and dividends to stockholders, is now used 
to pay interest to depositors which we will say is 5 per cent. 
Corporations are not so liberal as to allow this charge, the in- 
come tax, to apply entirely to stockholders; therefore it would 
be deducted from the 5 per cent paid depositors, and the man, 
who has accumulated $1,000 and is now receiving, say, 850 per 
annum as the earnings of his sayings, would get $50, less the in- 
come tax of 2 per cent. There are also in California, and I think 
throughout the United States, building and loan associations, 
mutual societies organized for the purpose of assisting the me- 
chanic and wage-worker in building a home and paying for it 
in monthly installments. 

Thousands of homes are by this plan builded each year, that 
fall like a benediction upon the American family. It is almost 
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cruel to impose an income tax upon these societies as this law 
roposes. 
2 The larger depositor, if his wealth were all in the savings 
banks, from which he received say 84,000 annually, would have 
the tax once through the bank and then woud have to pay 
tagain personally, and this would apply to anyone whose in- 
come was derived from corporate investments. The company 
wo. ld have to pay its tax and then the shareholder, who received 
dividends, would have to pay it again, i. e., the same income or 
earning power would be taxed doubly in its distribution. This 
may be the desired object, but it is double taxation, and there- 
fore not equitable. 

The worst feature about the proposed measure appears to be 
the discouragement it would give toenterprise, and particularly 
to combined effort, in the form of corporate undertakings. These 
are ihe times when the greatest encouragement should be given 
to all who are willing to develop new resources, for so much has 
been done to discourage capital that disaster and misfortune ap- 
pear everywhere. Is it not possible that under an income tax 
we would drive from us muny whose wealth is now of great bene- 
fit, and should they invest their capital in other countries how 
could this Government collect income tax upon such invest- 
ments? 

A man’s income is a personal affair and he will not willingly 
disclose it, but, if forced to, will be driven to dishonest methods 
in resenting what he regards as an injustice. One of the bank 
commissioners of California writes me: 

I am told that the income tax works well in England, but I am not fa- 
miliar with the system there and it may be ee that it is a blessing in 
833 5 it as a creation of the mocratic party, I am loath 
5 less in evidence that the rich do not pay their just share of 
taxes. but the proposed plan will piace greater burdens upon those of mod- 
erate means. Who can not escape, and the class sought to be taxed will evade 
the law in one way or another. 

I am opposed to this income tax provided for in this bill for 
many reasons, but first and principally because it is un-Ameri- 
can. I am also informed there is no income-tax law proper im- 
posed by any republic of the world to-day. It is a recognized 
ee form of taxation and should have no place upon the 
statute books of this country, unless asa war measure. There 
is no demand for it except from a few theorists and free traders 
who seek to secure by it money with whicb to pay the expenses 
of the Government and create an army of taxgatherers. This 
money, in my opinion, is needed and needed badly, but it would 
be more American-like if we insisted on collecting it from the 
foreign materials and manufactures sent here rather than from 
our own people. It is inquisitorial and, judging the future by 
the past, it willdo far more to manufacture perjury than to pro- 
duce an income to aid in supporting the Government. Who can 
deny that itis a deception; that it does not promise thingsit can 
not perform? It is supposed to be leveled at the rich and the 
rich alone; at those whose incomes are four thousand and over 
per year, and it is on its face; but there are thousands of others 
who will be affected by it, for it will reach into the savings 
banks as I have shown and taxevery depositor, rich or poor. 

It will affect all injuriously. It proposes also to give certain 
designated persons the right to look into the private businessof 
all business men and business enterprises; to expose every one’s 
private books to the public gaze; to require the successful busi- 
ness man to expose the sources of his success to those who are 
not so fortunate, to force him to an unnatural competition. 
Henry Clews, well known as a banker and financier in New 
York, as well as to the business world everywhere, in a recent 
letter says: 

Iremember during the war period, when various tax laws of that charac- 
ter were in force as War measures, it was quite a usual thing for the col- 
lector of one of the districts named. who was a bold, unscrupulous, and 
money-making man, to forcibly seize the books of well-known firmsand keep 
them in his custody at his own office for experts to examine at their conven- 
ience and, I have no doubt, in many instances even to copy parts thereof; 
at any rate, such was the general impression. 

Hundreds of others give similar testimony. Setting aside for 
the present all other objections to the income-tax feature of 
this bill it is clear, even from the statement of the honorab e 
chairman of the Finance Committee of this body, that it is not 
necessary, for the reason that the bill raises enough to meet the 
expenses of the Government without it. We certainly should 
not provide for such a great surplus of revenues as the income 
tax proposes to raise. e do not need it and it will turn out to 
be a pligue to annoy and punish us. This is also the most inop- 

portune time to try such legislation. The recent financial de- 
pemon carried down many of the supposed strongest business 
rms and farmers of our country, and has kept them down; 
others who have credit have managed to keep their heads up in 
spite of unfavorable circumstances, and if allowed to do so will 
come out all right in the end. 

But if they are forced to open their books and accounts to the 

public gaze—to the income-tax gatherers—it will be shown that 
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they exist in many cases on credit and the confidence of their 
friends and supporters; and the result can not but prove disas- 
trous to them and others. We have had enough of pullin 23 
down, and certainly there should be no excuse, no statute ee 
in our laws which would increase and encourage financial dis- 
aster, and which would wreck those that would otherwise sail 
along pleasantly until times improved, when they can manage 
on their own account. It is for them and those depending on 
them a great struggle, and if they are not required to show 
their hands,” as it were, they will weather the storm and sail 
along in pleasant waters. hat we need is confidence, and it 
should not be destroyed by the operations of the income-tax 
gatherer. We have business troubles enough already staring 
us in the face without the law placing in their pathway one 
which would be even greater than all else combined. 

But if this bill is to become a lıw there is no re son that a 
member o! the Congress of the United States should have $4,000 
of his salary that is paid him by the people go free from taxa- 
tion. There should be no exemption above that of say $500 per 
annum, which is about the average wages of the laboring man 
of the country. 

It has been charged by those who profess to believe thatevery 
step toward free trade is a step in the direction of national 
p: osperity and happiness—it has been charged, I say, by these 
gentlementhat protectionof American industries tends to build 
up a moneyed aristocracy at the expense of a less fortunate de- 
mocracy. That is, that h tends to make the rich man richer 
and the poor man poorer. 

I do not flatter myself that I shall be able torefute thischarge 
with such power of eloquence and of logic that those who differ 
with me will at once subscribe themselves as converts to my 
opinion; but I must say that to me, as a business man, the facts 
seem to lie so distinctly in one direction, that I can notsee how 
any other conclusion can be reached than this: that while pro- 
tection has mzde many men rich it has made no man poor: that 
it has resulted and can only result in national wealta without 
inducing individual poverty; and that if great fortunes have 
been made, such fortune-making has been the logical sequence 
of 5 55 national prosperity, and not at the expense of the indi- 
vidual. 

A protective tariff, as I understand it, is simply the impost of 
such duties as will allow the producer of this country to com- 
pete with the producer of other countries, either by keeping out 
entirely the ae phates of competitive nations or by adding such ~ 
amounts to their cost by a tax on entry as will enable our Po 
ducer to market his goods at a fair and legitimate profit. Iam 
aware that gentlemen of great intelligence and far more politi- 
cal acumen than I possess may hold this to be, if not a mistaken 
at least a debatable proposition; but such is my honest opinion, 
largely shared in, I believe, by those who are of my political 
faith. I know that there are gentlemen on the other side who 
claim that this protective tariff, while it may foster American 
industries, fosters them only to the benefit of the manufactur- 
ers’ pocket and to the depletion of the purchasers’ pocket. Now, 
if this were so, it would inevitably follow that the manufactur- 
ers of this country would constitute the great millionaire class. 
But such is not the fact. ; 

The total assessed value of all properties of the United States 
in the census year, 1890, I am informed, was $64,340,092,988, of 
which amount no less than $39,544 544,333 represent real estate 
and the improvements thereon: a division of our wealth in which 
every property owner of the United States has his share, and 
whose magnificent figures are due to the vast extent of our ter- 
ritory, to the masterly activity of our people, to their incessant — 
desire for better surroundings, and to the general increment of 
values. The next largest item is that of transportation agen- 
cies; the value of railroads, street cars, shipping, canals, tele- 
graphs, and telephones being 88,399, 401.612. The magnitude of 
these figures, which are decidedly conservative, can hardly be 
said to be due to the discriminations of a protective tariff, be- 
cause while the wonderful business of transportation must be 
undoubtedly ascribed to the movement and development of our 
products, we are told that the reduction of the tariff would re- 
sult in an increased energy along all the lines of national and 
commercial affairs. ° 

The estimated value of live stock on farms and ranges, of farm 
implements and machinery,is $2,703,015,040, and whether the 
live stock and the mechanical accessories of agriculture would 
be of a higher valuation if the cattle ranges and machine shops 
of the world could send us their yield unchecked, and whether 
the farmers of the country would be better therefor, is a moot 
and precarious question. 

Our mines and quarries, including the products on hand, are 
valued at 31,581,964,793, and if these have been developed under 
a protective tariff, so much the better, and I fail to find clear or 
valid proof that anyone has been injured by this development. 
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The value of general merchandise, that is, tradesmen’s stock, 
household and personal effects, grain in elevators, goods in bond, 
and all exempt State and national properties is 87, 883, 708, 821. 

There remain to be noticed only the estimated value of the 
machinery and the product on hand of mills and factories, 
$3,058,595,441, and the gold and silver coin and bullion, 81, 158, 
774,948; and it seems to me absurd to seriously advance or com- 
bat the proposition that the effect of a protective tarilf has been 
to place either of these two amounts in the centralized control 
of a few rich men to the detriment of the many poor. 

Let us look a little more particularly into this fascinating sub- 
go of accumulated riches. That we have a moneyed aris- 

racy Gan not be denied, but I find nothing in its composition 
to show that it has been built up by a protective tariff; nothing 
that would even indirectly point to that inference. New York 
to-day, I suppose, contains more rich men than any other city 
in the world, but its lists of plutocrats is singularly deficient in 
those millionaire manufacturers who, we are told, have sprung 
up in the hotbed culture of protection. 

The rich men of the West have rolled up millions in railroads 
and mines, and those of the Central and Southern States chiefly 
through the manipulation or ownership of agricultural products 
and live stock. I might add the names of the many millionaire 
women, rich through shrewd investments, but refrain from in- 
troducing them in this discussion. It is a far more dificult task, 
I find, to start on a list of manufacturers who enjoy a parity of 
wealth with those I have referred to, and a still more difficult 
one to trace any connection between their wealth and the pro- 
tective tariff. Some, it is true, have built up fortunes more or 
less vast in manufacturing, but it is equally true that they have 
made these fortunes under the protection of patents and not 
under the protection of tariff. And these patents upon new in- 
ventions have resulted in most every instance in reducing the 
price of the manufactured articles to the public. 

I am aware that the great manufacturing States of the East 
contain hundreds and thousands of men who have reached opu- 
lence through the prosecution of protected industries, but their 
opulence isa comptrative one and not that of the great rich 
ones of the nation who 7 81 8 0 real estate, railroads, trusts, and 
speculation in man’s avidity for sudden gain really control the 
financial balance of the country. This general statement is borne 
out in an especially forcible way by the detailed facts collected 
some little time ago by a New York newspaper. A census was 
at that time taken of all the millionaires in the United States, 
and a schedule furnished of the source of their wealth. 

An actual list of 4,017 persons reputed to be worth a million 
dollars or more was compiled—of whom, by the bye, no fewer 
than 1,103 lived in New York City—and the recapitulation of 
the sources of wealth displayed a very curious and instructive 
condition of things. 

The condensed history of these 4,000 showed that 986 have 
made their fortunes in merchandising; 188 in mines and mining; 
436 in railroads, shipping, and other transportation cies; 
803 in rel estate, banking, and kindred occupations; 75 in ag. 
ricultural pursuits; 93 in patented and proprietary articles; 
in brokerage; 76 in local investments; 178 insuch miscellaneous 
industries as contracts, hotel-keeping, ete.; 55 through indefi- 
nite sources; 65 in law practice, and 1 in that of medicine; 57 in 

rinting and publishing; 357 in such indirectly protected indus- 
Fries as 8 -refining, tobacco-growing, malting, milling, etc.; 
and 619 in protected manufactures. Thus, from still another set 
of figures. the same unerring deductions are to be drawn, that 
a protective tariff is not the cause of the uneven distribution of 
wealth; that the accretion of great riches is due to the varied 
causes of temperament, inheritance, fortune, invention, shrewd- 
negs, and the rewards of commercial integrity; and that unless 
the accumulation of riches can be shown to be an evil, the list 
of millionaires can scarcely be classed as an exemplification of 
mwango laws. There are yet other statistics at command which 
lift t 5 5 at issue far above the uncertain limits of 
hypothesis. 
The 83,058,593, 441 which I quoted from the stock account of 
the wealth of the nation represent, it will be remembered, the 
estimated value of the manufacturers’ plant and stock on hand 
June 30, 189), while late census figures show that the value of 
the manufactured products of the United States for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, was $9,370, 107,624—truly a m ignificent figure. 
Yes, but let us look for a moment at its components and distri- 
bution, In the first place, the cost of the material was no less 
than 85,158, 868,353, which leaves the net addition to the wealth 
of the country at $4,211,239,271. Now, what does this sum rep- 
resent? It represents the wages of the operative, the salary of 
the clerks, the premium to the artist, the payments on borrowed 
money, the interest on invested capit l, contributions to govern- 
ment, local, State, and national; outlay for wear and tear, in- 
surance, extension of plant, and, sometimes, profit. 


The wage aecount is an interesting one. To 105,620 clerks 
there was paid $117,574,355, while to all other employés, num- 
bering 4,200,783, there was paid 81,80, 908,747, or a total of 

2,003,483, 102. simple sum in division will show us that the 
clerks received an average of a little over $1,100 per annum, 
while the army of workmen and workwomen and workchildren 
received an average of nearly 8445 per annum. It seems to me 
that this one group of facts alone settles it that the people—the 
working people—are they who live and flourish Gadar the ben- 
efits of protection. The people, indeed, for it should not be for- 
gotten that the workers to whom the $2,003,483, 102 was paid in 
wages numbered 4,357,403, or one-fifteenth of the entire popula- 
tion of the United States. Nor do these figures take into note 
the foundries, the machine shops, the architects, contractors, 
carpenteri and builders, whose services and labors are required 
as the industry grows; nor the factors and middlemen, nor the 
hundred and one more or less indirect beneficiaries of the indus- 
try. And it is God's blessing that it is so; and it has been our 
country’s blessing and pride thatit is so; and we should be care- 
ful indeed how we approach the momentous matter of change, 
and how we warp or modify a condition that has been so pro- 
ductive of general benefit. 

No man has agreater appreciation of the intricacies of the tariff 
than I, nor has any man a better appreciation than I of the ex- 
ceeding presumption that would mark any attempt on my part 
to simplify theseintricacies. But it sometimes happens that tbe 
tyro may single out one proposition which seem likely to escape 
attention in a general discussion and which may be plainly and 
pertinently answered by the rules of commonsense and business 
experience. It is to such a proposition that I have ventured to 
address myself, and it is in such a manner that I have ventured 
to specially refer to this phase of the subject under discussion. 

We rejoice in the general prosperity of the world—all the na- 
tions of the earth. We feel a fraternal interest in the people of 
our own continent who have struggled with us in establishing 
free governments. We seek by legislation to advance the in- 
terests of our own country. In this can we not follow in the 
path and emulate the deeds of that grand statesman my native 
State proudly claimed as her own, and who did more than any 
other to inculcate these doctrines of protection and 3 
for the good of our land and for sealing the friendships of all our 
American republics? To him we owe so much and returned so 
little—he who, standing on the sea-beaten cliffs of Maine,where 
the morning sun first sneds its beams on our most eastern shore, 
gazed over the land he loved with every thought of fostering 
care; over the hills and factories of New England, the great me- 
tropolis with its radiating arms of commerce, the rugged masses 
of the Appalachian chain with theirstores of mineral wealth. the 
long Atlantie coast indented with its many harbors, bays, and riv- 
ers; over the fair fields, forests, and orange groves of the South- 
land, the broad valley of the Mississippi from the great unsalted 
seas and the countless sparking lakes of the north to the distant 
Gulf of Mexico, withall the teeming industries of farms, and mines, 
and manufactures, and trade of State with State; on over the 
empire of plains, the lofty Rocky Mountains, seamed with veins 
of glittering gold and silver; over the high plateaus and the snow- 
crowned ridge of the golden Sierra, with the genial and fruitful 
land at its base: on to the Pacific and the islands of the sea; on 
to the wild shores of Alaska—ail his own great country, whose 
every locality he knew, whose every resource he fostered, whose 
every interest he guarded with a heart too large for sectionalism, 
a mind too pure for prejudice, let us,as he, take the broad views, 
be true and just to all, include all in our embrace, from Maine 
to California. Dirigo and Eureka! 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE W. H. ENOCHS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolutions adopted by the 
House of Representatives on the occasion of the death of my 
late colleague in that House, Gen. William H. Enochs, may now 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be 
read 


The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of the death of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State 


f Ohio. 
> Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
publie services and private character of the deceased be thoroughly com- 


memorated. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the widow of the deceased. 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of these services the House, as a further 


mark of respect, do adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move the adoption of the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has meee with aie sensibility, the announce- 
a 


ment of the death of Hon. William Enochs, Representative from 
the State of Ohio. 

‘Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ILask for a vote on the adoption of the reso- 
lutions, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the oft-recurring announce- 
ment in this Senate Chimber of the death of one of our associ- 
ates must impress us with our uncertain tenure of human life, 
as well as of official honors. Death regards no party, age, sec- 
tion, or service. It comes to all, but gives no warning of time 
or place or circumstance. Vigorous manhood may be the first 
victim, while feebleness and old age are spared. 

The death of my late colleage, Gen. W. H. Enochs, a member 
of the House of Representatives from Ohio, is astriking exam- 
ple of this law of life and death. After an active life of fifty-one 

ears he had attained a position of honor and usefulness where 
he co Id hope to take a leading part in the House of Represent- 
atives and prove in that, the highest popular arena of Ameri- 
can talent, his marked energy and ability. He was eleeted amem- 
ber of the House in 1890 by an overwhelming majority and was 
re ‘lected almost without opposition in 1892. He had the affec- 
tion and confidence of his constituents, and in natural course and 
by the conservative usage of his people would have been long 
retained as their Representative, but, unhappily, before enter- 
ing upon his second term he died, sincereiy mourned by his 
constituents, without distinetion of party, aud by the people of 
Ohio who had become familiar with his history. 

Though thus untimely cut off, he had lived long enough to 
furnish a remarkable example of that feature of American life 

ssible. only under free institutions. He was aself-made man. 

e was the architect of his own fortunes. He was born on a 
farm in Ohio in 1812. His parents were poor. He was their 
chief dependence for the labor on the farm. He had the advan- 
tage of the common country schools of Ohio, and there acquired 
the. habit of snay, the love of books, and the ambition to ac- 
quire an advanced education. At the age of 18 he entered the 
college at Athens, Ohio, but. befora the first yar was Over, a 
few days. after the firing upon Fort Sumter, enlisted as a 
common soldier in a three months’ Ohio regiment, the first 
feeble, and, in view of subsequent events, the ridiculous prepa- 
ration for a great war. Then only 19 years of age, he proved 
his aptitude for military drill and discipline and duty. He 
demonstrated his courage in early contlicts in West Virginia. 
At the expiration of his term of enlistment, without returning 
to his home, he enlisted in a West Virginia regiment largely 
composed of Ohio soldiers, for a term of three years. 

A narrative of his life and real adventures would be as inter- 
esting as àa rom mee. I have heard his eomrades speak of him 
as an ideal soldier, brave 55 cautious, cheerful under the great- 
est fatigue, resolute and hopeful, and generally successful. It 
is needless to say that his qualities as a soldier soon gained him 
promotion. He beeame lieutenant in December, 1561, and by 
successive promotions he attained the command of his regiment, 
and ofien the actual command of a brigade. He was breveted 
brigadier-general at the close of the war for gallant and honor- 
able service in the field. The only obstacle his way was his 
youth, which on two occasions delayed his promotion. It was 
this test of soldierly qualities, this training of body and mind, 
this 258 for political convictions deeply im ed in the 
hearts of both Union and Confederate soldiers that gave to our 
civil war its fierca energy and destructive results. 

Still the war could not be avoided. It was an irrepressible 
conflict. And next to the preservation of the Union and the 
abolition of slavery. the chief beneficial result of the war was 
the respect which the soldiers, both Union and Confederate, had 
for eachother. Typical soldiers like Gen. Enochs, enterprising, 
brave, and determined, could perceive and acknowledge like 
qualities in Confederate soldiers, and could regret that human 
wisdom could devise no method of settling their differences ex- 
ee by destractive war, involving the death or disability of 
1,000,000 of men, and the loss of many billions of dollars of prop- 
erty. 

When the honorable military career of Gen. Enochs closed he 
was but 23 years old and a brigadier-general by brevet. His co. 
lege life was closed by the necessity of earning alivelihood. He 
commenced the study of the law, and graduated at the Cincin- 
nati Law School in 1866. He soon after commenced the practice 
of law at Ironton, on the banks of the Ohio River, where he ever 
since resided. He served one term in the Legislature of Ohio, 
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but declining further service he devoted himself to his profes- 


sion. 

In November, 1890, Gen. Enochs was elected a member of the 
8 Congress by a very rete majority; and here, as on 
the battlefield and in his profession, he ed a high raputation 
for industry, good sense, and ability of a high order. The kindly 
words spoken of him in the Ho se of Representatives on these 
resolutions, not only by his colleagues from Ohio but by many 
others, is the best evidence of the respect in which he was held 
by them after his brief service in that body. His successor said 
of him: N 

Gen. Enochs was a citizen loved by his neighbors, honored and 
by all; he was a philanthropist with a generous hand, and no unfortunate, 
however poor: ever left his door without having been comforted by his gen- 
erosity. was a soldier by instinct, a r to fear, a U leader 
whom men were always proud to follow, and whose time and talent in later 
years were devoted to the cause of his comrades; history shows that he was 
dis}inguished in all the lines of service in the Army—in fact. that he Was one 
of the youngest, if not the youngest, commandants of a brigade in the vol 
unteer service. He was a lawyer true to his profession. and exhibited an 
unfaltering zeal for the success of his clients. e Was a statesman of the 
practical type, with exalted ideas of the obligations which public trust im- 
poses. He was a patriot who loved his country with a jealous love, and was 
willing. if need be, to lay down his own life in defense of the old flag and the 
principles which it represents. i 

I believe that this high eulogy is a truthful, sincere, and pn ; 
tribute to the character of Gen. Enochs. He left behind 
his wife and one child, the chief mourners, but his whole con- 
stitutency, without distinction of party, share in their grief and 
haveexpressed in many ways their respect and affection for their 
late Representative. 


Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, the grim reaper has been a wx 
harvester in the Oh delegation since my service began in- 
body, and it is my sad duty to address my associates on the un- 
timely death of one of the most honored and patrioticsons whom 
the State of Ohio has sent to the national capital. 

On July 12, 1893, Hon. William H. Enochs, representing the 
Tenth District of Ohio, died suddenly at his home in Ironton. 
By his death there was taken from the public service a Rep- 
resentative whose whole career, both publicand private, evinced 
the highest. qualities of mmhood and patriotism; one who 
walked fearlessly in the path of duty in peace and in war, and 
who has left behind him memories which will long be cher- 
ished, though he now sleeps beneath the sod. It was, perha: 
the most fitting end that a hero of his soldierly mold should 
in the service of the country for which he had through stormy 
years battled and bled. 

Gen. Enochs was a native of Ohio, having been born in Noble 
County, March 29, 1842. Reared upon a farm, his field of oppor- 
tunities was not widespread, but such advantages as he obtained 
he wrested mainly from adverse circumstances by his own cour- 
age andenduranee. His parents were sturdy — though 
not more prosperous. than was usual with the Western farmer of 
that day. From them he inherited the qualities of sterling in- 
tegrity which were maintained throughout his lifetime, a her- 
itage more potent for honorable success than any that a wealthy 
ancestry could bestow. 

The conditions that surrounded him during his boyhood days 
on the farm were natural and rational, doubtless contributing 
much to that evenness of character and sturdiness of purpose 
wich in later years marked his demeanor in the tumults of bat- 
tle as well as in the pursuits of peace. 

His early education was had in the common schools; but with 
an inborn disposition to lift himself toloftier heights he became 
a teacher, and from his savings in this capacity secured the 
means to attend college. What might have been the outcome 
in this direction as the result of his studious habits and his 
faculty for application we can never know, for the call to arms 
of 1851 turned the current of his life into the seething channel 
of a bloody con liet. He was but nineteen years of age when ho 
enlisted as a private, unconscious that the future had in store 
for him the epaulettes of a brigadier-general. But that was the 
sequel with which a deserving fate rounded ont his army life, 
It was the pride of his friends, though he was personally mod- 
est concerning the subject, that in five years, including some of 
the hardest eee ol the war, he had risen from a private 
through all the intermediate grades to the high rank and hon- 
orable distinction of brigadier-general. There hardly exists a 
prouder military record than is contained in the mere statement 
of that fact, and it is made more conspicuous when it is recalled 
that these honors came to him not by a succession of fortunate 
accidents or the operation of kindly favoritism, but were earned 
on grim and 8 fields of battle. z 

During the war he participated in ten importantengagements, 
and a much larger numberof miaor battles and skirmishes. At 
the battle of Winchester, near the close of the war, he received 
a well-nigh fatal wound, a bullet from the enemy traversing one 
side of his skull. but fortunately not penetrating. : 
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You must pardon me if I have dwelt somewhat at length upon 
the military achievements of this admirable soldier, but the 

lories of war are ever dazzling. Inviewing them, however, the 

onorable career of Gen. Enochs as a citizen anda legislator has 
not been forgotten. Sheathing his sword when the turmoil of 
the great conilict had subsided, he prepared himself for the prac- 
tice of law, which thereupon became his chosen profession. 
After he was admitted to the bar he became known asa practical, 
clear-headed lawyer, a reputation which he not only sustained 
but increased during the entire period of his long practice. 

In 1869 the allurements of politics diverted him from the law 
for the time being, and he was elected tothe State Legislature. 
The attractions of that body evidently did not fulfill all his ex- 
pectations, for after one term of service he d-clined to again be 
a candidate for the position, and returned to his law office. 

In 1890 Gen. Enochs was nominated and elected as a member 
of the House of 5 tives from the district in which he 
resided. beginning his active duties when the Fifty-second Con- 

was organized. He devoted himself faithfully to the du- 

ies he had been called upon by his people to assume, looking 

after the material interests of his locality, and at the same time 

giving studious attention to the broader issues involved in na- 

tional affairs. He was known to his associates as an earnest and 

thoughtful worker in the committees to which he was assigned, 
where his practical qualities were most valuable. 

His services in the capacity of a memberof the House of Rep- 
resentatives were pleasing to his constituents, and without dis- 
sent he was nominated and elected to the present Congress. It 
was not his fate nor the fortune of his country that he should 
serve out that trust. A short time before the assembling of the 
Fifty-third Congress the hand of death lifted him from earth; 
and at his desk, where on the meeting day would have been 
iy sip and reunions, were found the somber emblems of 
grief. 

Mr. President, in paying tribute this afternoon to this dead 
soldier and statesman we are doing honor to manhood, integrity, 
and courage. To the student of events, I point out his proud 
record as it is written on the esof the history of his country. 
It is more eloquent than words that I may speak; more lasting 
than praises launched upon the echoes of this Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa further mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of my late colleague in the House of Representatives, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes 95 m. the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 20, 1894, at 12 o’c!ock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
THURSDAY, April 19, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

att Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1134) to 
create the southern judicial district of the State of Texas and 
to fix the times and places of holding courts in said district and 
in the eastern and western judicial districts of said State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. MORSE, for two weeks, on account of illness. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, for this day, on account 


ol sickness. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA RIVER AT PITTSBURG. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6055) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River in the 
city of Pittsburg. 

e bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] for the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if this bill is in the usual form? 

Mr. DALZEL Itis in the regular form of bridge bills, and 
has been ap roved by the War Department. 

Mr. SA ERS. And reported from the committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. Reported favorably from the committee. It 
contemplates a free bridge to be built by the city of Pittsburg. 


Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
Mr. KILGORE. I understand this is to authorize the erec- 
tion of a bridge across the Monongahela River at Pittsburg? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 
Mr. KILGORE. There are cities on both sides? 
Mr. DALZELL. Cities situated on both sides of the river. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is the river already crossed by bridges? 
Mr. DALZELL. Tue river is already crossed by three or 
four bridges, but they are all toll-bridges, and the purpose of 
E actis to authorize the construction by the city of a free 
ridge. 7 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of the bill: 
There was no objection. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


Mr. DALZELL. I move to amend by inserting in the ninth 
line of the first page, after the word ‘‘the,” the Word twenty- 
fifth;” so that it will read: 

In the Twenty-fifth ward 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MARY LEVANS. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension 
to Mary Levans. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire if this 
bill has been considered in the Committee of the Whole ata 
Friday night session? . 

Mr. MOSES. It has not been so considered, Mr. Speaker; 
but I will say to the gentleman from Texas that this bill is unan- 
imously reported by the committee. This old lady is now about 
100 years old, and is in the poorhouse. Her husband fought un- 
der Jackson, and yet that war of 1817 was not covered by any 
general pension law. In consideration of the fact that we can 
only consider one or two bills here on any Friday night, it will 
take a month or two to reach this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is a regular course for the transac- 
tion of this business, and I can not afford to stand here and con- 
sent that the reguler order with reference to thiskind of a bill 


be suspended. I must object. Business ought to go on in the 
ss, yar order anyhow. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. REILLY. Me. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk, which I have been authorized by the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads to report favorably to the House. It is a 
resolution S Secretary of the Interior to furnish 
information concerning tea oa bonds issued by and un- 
der the acts of 1862 and 1864 to aid in the construction of railroad 
lines to the Pacific Ocean. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, requested 
to communicate to the House of Representatives any information he ma; 
have, or can ascertain, as to what provision (other than the sinking fun 
now maintained in the United States Treasury under the act of May 7, 1878) 
the railroad 8 to whom bonds were issued by the United States 
under the acts of 1862 and 1884, to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River tothe Pacific Ocean, have made or 
propose to make for the payment at maturity of the bonds issued by said 
corporations, 8 which are a prior lien to the bonds issued by the 
United States under the acts aforesaid, and whether any of such bonds are 
held and owned by either of said companies. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of this resolution of inquiry. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Why should not that resolu- 
tion go to the appropriate committee? 

Mr. RELLLY. It has; and we have reported it back for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Very well. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for the regular order. 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called, but no reports were made. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
me Union, for the purpose of considering general appropriation 

ills. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on thestate of the Union, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 90. 1895. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under order of the House, adopted yes- 
terday, there remain forty minutes to be allotted to the minority 
and fifteen minutes to be allotted to the majority, of general de- 
bate. 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, during my absence from the 
House yesterday afternoon attending to public business in the 
rooms of the Committee on Appropriations, I notice that there 
were some statements made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
pir: McCREARY] and by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

OOKER] relative to ex-Minister Stevens, a distinguished citi- 
zen of my own State, which I desire to notice. The gentleman 
from Kentucky was pleased to say in the course of his remarks: 


When the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania was perhaps mak- 
ing his canvass in that State, the Hawaiian question was considered and 
discussed in the House of Representatives for five days, and during the 
heat of his canvass it may have escaped the attention of my distinguished 
friend. Ishall simply dismiss that subject now by reading for his beneit 
the action of the House of Representatives when that question was under 
consideration. 

Then the gentleman read the first resolution adopted by this 
House. 


Resolved, first. That it is the sense of this House that the action of the 
United States minister in employing United States naval forces and ille- 
ye in overthrowing the constitutional Government of the Ha- 
A a galanas „ * © was contrary to the traditions of our Repub- 

. 


Subsequently, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
was pleased to say: 

Pelee truth is that Mr. Stevens had landed the troops to effect a revolu- 
on. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be true that in the mind of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARyY] this resolution, 
adopted by the House by 99 ma ority, as he said, is res adjudicutu 
as he said, so far as this House is concerned, but it is not so far 
as public opinion of this country isconcerned. Neither will it 
go down in history when that history shall be correctly written. 

I desire simply, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to the report 
of the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs upon this sub ect, 
and to what they have to say with reference to Minister Ste- 
vens. It should be noted, too, that no testimony was taken by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House on the resolu- 
tion which they reported, and the vote taken by this House was 
without any information so far as any evidence was concerned, 
except so far as was contained in Mr. Blount’s report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Is it not true that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives hud 
about a hundred affidavits and statements of citizens of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, furnished by Mr. Blount in his report? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I donot know what affidavits the gentleman 
may have had in this matter beyond those contained in Mr. 
Blount's report. 
coe 3 of Kentucky. We had the report of Mr. 

ount. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was of an ex parte character, and pre- 
senting substantially but one side. 

Mr. HITT. There was nothing before the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs except the Blount report. 

r. DINGLEY. There was nothing before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from Illinois states, except the 
Blount popore x 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We had before our commit- 
tee over a hundred affidavits, made by prominent persons of 
Honolulu. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But they were ex parte affidavits taken by 
Mr. Blount, and presented only on one side. 


What I desire to call the attention of the committee toon this | 


subject and what I desire to go into the RECORD is the fact that 
the Committee on Foreign Aifairs of the Senate madea thorough 
investigation and had before them gentlemen who were familiar 
with and had a personal knowledge of all that occurred at Hon- 
olulu in this case, and that the chairman of that committee, the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama, in his report, made the 
following statement with reference to this point: 

Justice to these gentlemen [Mr. Stevens and Capt. Wiltse] requires that 
we should say that the troops from tue Boston were not sent into Honolulu 


for any other purpose than that set forth fully and fairly in the following 
order from Capt. Wiltse to the officer in command of the detachment: 


“UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP Boston (SECOND RATE), 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, January 16, 1893. 


“Sir: You will take command of the battalion and land in Honolulu for 


the purpose of protecting our legation. consulate, and the lives and property 


of American citizens, and to St in preserving public order. 

“Great prudence must be exercised by both officers and men, and no action 
taken that is not fully warranted by the condition of affairs and by the con- 
duct of those who may be inimical to the treaty rights of American citizens. 

“You will inform me at the earliest practicable moment of any change in 
the yn poo — 

Very respectfully, 
“G. C. WILTSE, 
Captain, United States Navy. 
Commanding United States Steamship Boston, 


“Lieut. Commander W. T. SWINBURNE, United States Navy. 

“Executive Oficer, United States Steamship Boston,” 

And Senator MORGAN goes on to say: 

The committee, upon the evidence as it appears in their report (which 
they believe is a fuli, fair. and impartial statement of the facts attending 
the precedent to the landing of the troops), agree that the purposes of Ca 
Wiiltse and of Minister Stevens were oniy those which were legitimate. 
the preservation of law and order to the extent of preventing a disturbance 
of the public peace which might, in the absence of the troops, injuriously 
affect the rights of the American citizens resident in Honolulu. 

Could there be any more complete refutation of the contention 
of the other side than that which I have quoted coming from 
the Committee on foreign Relations of the Senate after having 
thoroughly investigated this whole subject and presented in the 
report written by the distinguished chairm in of that commit- 
tee. Senator MORGAN of Alabama, a distinguished Democrat? 

Further, Senator MORGAN in his report, goes on to say: 

It is not a just criticism upon the correspondence of Minister Stevens with 
his Government that he earnestly advocated annexation. In this he was in 
line with Mr. Marcy and nearly every one of his successors as Secretary of 
State. and with many of Mr. Stevens's prelecessors as minister to Hawail. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my purpose in calling attention to the 
investigation made by the Senate Committze on Foreign Rela- 
tions and to the report submitted by the chairman of that com- 
mittee, Senator MORGAN of Alabama, is simply to show that the 
action of the majority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House, and the adoption of the resolution which they re- 

rted, by the House, under the pirtisan spur that was pat upon 
it, without hearing a single witness, without any knowledge as 
to the real facts in the case, is contrary to the recorded facts as 
ascertained and determined by the Senats Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and is not res adjudicata in the sense claimed by 
the gentieman from Kentucky,as the gentleman from Kentucky 
yesterday said it was. I desire further to sty to the gentleman 
that the decision which the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate reiched wiel be that which history will approve. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is it not true that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate wascompelled to con- 
fine its examination to such witnesses as were in the United 
States, having only between fifteen and eighteen persons to ex- 
amine; whereas Mr. Blount, being at Honolulu, had an oppor- 
tunity of taking the testimony, and did tıke the testimony, of 
those in office, of those outof office, of merchants, of sugar plant- 
ers, of laboring men, of every class of people? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the gentleman from Kentucky 
know that the distinguished chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate informed the Senate and the coun- 
try that that committee had availed themselves of every source ` 
of information relative to this matter, and that he in his report, 
reaching the conclusions which I have read. states that the 
facts therein presented are unquestionably the truth in this 


| case? 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And that committee had 
Mr Bionotes report before them when they reached this con- 
clusion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly, they had Mr. Blount’s report be- 
fore them, as the gentleman from New York suggests. 

Now, without any attempt to impugn Mr. Blounts veracity, I 
desire to say that it is evident from the witnesses he examined 
that he went there with acertain view of the case impressed 
upon his mind. and that the testimony he took was all on one 
side and selected because it was on one side. 

Mr.SICKLES. And there wasno opportunity tocross-examine 
witnesses there while the witnesses examined by the Senate 
committee were cross-examined. 8 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


vens and Mr. 
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SICKLES] well observes, the witnesses examined by Mr. Blount 
at Honolulu were not cross-examined. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. They were not sworn 
either—many of them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The witnesses examined at Honolulu were, 
many of them, not sworn, and none of them were cross-examined; 
while the witnesses produced before the Senate committee were 
cross-examined at length by the able Senator from Delaware, 
Mr. GRAY, as well as Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. MocCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman is mistaken 
in saying thatall the witnesses examined by Mr. Blount were 
not sworn. 

Mr. VAN VOOREIS of New York. 
He says that some of them were not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know ex-Minister 
Stevens very well. I have known him for more than thirty 
. a more honorable, high-minded, truthful man than he 

oes not live. He is a gentlemin who has had more experience 
in diplomatic matters than almost any other man in this coun- 
try, three or four excepted. He isa prudent man; he is a wise 
man; he isa man of the posen integrity of character, a man 
whose statements will be believed to the fullest extent by every 
citizen in our State who knows him. He testifies as to that 
which he saw personally, not that which he heard; whereas Mr. 
Blount had no personal knowledge respecting what occurred at 
Honolulu, but obtained all his information at second hand. 

It is not a question of veracity as between ex-Minister Ste- 

lount; because, I repeat, Mr. Stevens testifies to 
that which he saw, to that which he observed from day to day, 
while Mr. Blount had no personal knowledge of the matters in 
controversy. And I have felt it my duty, Mr. Chairman, at this 
time, not having been present when the discussion was had in 
the House, having been confined to my room by to pre- 
sent these convincing facts entirely sus Mr. Stevens. I 
repeat the statement that ex-Minister Stevens, who has testi- 
fied as to that which he saw, has a character for veracityin the 
State of Maine which would cause his statement to be taken as 
absolute verity, and it is certainly a great pleasure to me that 
the Committes on Foreign Affairs of the Senate, instead of en- 
deavoring to conceal the facts in this matter, instead of endeav- 
oring to prevent the facts from coming out, instead of under- 
taking to defend the unjustifiable and wicked policy of the Ad- 
ministration toward Hawaii, as was done here in the House, 
sought to investigate the entire case; and notwithstanding the 
members of that committee were of both political parties, a ma- 
jority, led by the Sen tor from Alabama, concurred in a con- 
clusion as tothe factsin accord with the report of Mr. Stevens. 
It is certainly asource of pride to me, knowing ex-Minister 
Stevens as well as I do—having the utmost confidence as I have 
in him—to find that the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
Senate, after having investigated this matter and heard wit- 
nesses as to what were the actual facts—witnesses who saw what 
transpired—have been cnabled (Senator Morgan, the distin- 
guished Senator from Alabama, having written the report) to 
report that the statement of Minister Stevens of what took place 
in Honolulu is substantially correct. And that is already the 
verdict of the pora and will be the verdict of history. [Ap- 


He does not say that. 


plause on the ublican side.] 
a. HITT. Chairman, how much time remains on our 
à 


e 
The CHAIRMAN. The minority have twenty-five minutes 


ing. 

Mr. HITT. Unless some gentleman on the other side is ready 
to proceed now, I ask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Grow] may be recognized. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, if no other gentleman desires to 
speak at this time, { have a word to say in responses to a query 
raised yesterday by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER], which I did not hear when he raised it. The query 
was, What motive could this Administration have for under- 
taking to restore an overthrown monarchy?” Ido not know 
what their motive was; but if I were to assign one, it would be 
an overmastering spirit of envious jealousy of successful political 
rivals—an eagerness to undo everything that it was in their 

wer to unde which had been done by a previous Administra- 

n: Thus this Administration comes in to reverse the glori- 
ous traditions of our whole history, and with an attemp de- 
nial of undisputed facts turns the influence of this Government 
against a liberty-loving people which had struggled with and 
overthrown a half-civilized despotism. 3 

Ido not care how the Hawaiian Republic came into It 
is enough that it came on the ruins of a depotism; and it has 
maintained its position from the hour its independence was as- 
serted to this. A m jority in this House, in order to justify the 
course which it has taken, has construed every doubtful or dis- 
puted fact in favor of despotism and a defunct monarchy. 


I care not what the motive may have been, it is enough, as tho 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has just shown and the 
committee of the Senate has shown—and on this part of the re- 
pors of Mr. MORGAN the committee was unanimous—that Mr. 

lount in making his report to the Presidentacted on insufficient 
evidence. Yet, members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

read to us resolutions adopted by a majority of the House con- 
demnatory of their own country inits dealings with other nations 
struggling for institutions like ours, and would have us hence 
arer that thə question of the propriety of that action is con- 
clusive. 

Mr. Chairman, [ do not forget that the blackest chapter in 
American history was written in the bloud of the pioneer set- 
tlers of Kansas, with the aid and coSperationof the Administra- 
tion of James Buchanan, who found in the party zeal of the ma- 
jority of this House and of the other at that time vindication 
and support. The chapter of next darkest hue in our history is - 
being written by this Administration in the injustice and wrong 
heaped upon the liberty-loving people of the Hawaiian Islands 
in their struggle against a half-civilized despotism from which 
they have escaped. In the days of the struggle for freedom in 
Kansas, the greatest outrage perpetrated in our history, parti- 
san zeal led a majority then on this floor and on the floor of the 
Senate to defend and uphold it. The last outrage by an Ad- 
ministration of our Government upon the liberty and the rights 
of freemen, finds in the partisan zeal of the majority now ẹ de- 
fense andapology. It is but history repeating itself. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Haron having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, b 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate ha 
passed withoutamendment the bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Com- 
mander F. W. Dickins, of the United States Navy, to accept the 
decoration of the crossof naval merit of the third class from the 
King of Spain. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction 
of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes.” 

Tho message further announced that the Senate had passed 
a bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United 
States Navy, toaccept a gold medal from the Academy of Science 
of France; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollment of Thomas 
R. Proctor in the Navy of the United States. 

DIPLOMATIO AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 


chair. 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from 5 [Mr. ADAMS], formerly minister to Brazil. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, I desire to sub- 
mit for the consideration of this House a brief statement which 
I think will illustrate the difference between the policy of the 
Republican party in foreign affairs and that of the present Ad- 
ministration. 

On the 15th day of November the monarchy in Brazil existed 
in full force, and as far as human foresight could see there was 
no disposition to disturb the then existing form of government. 
But within twenty-four hours the spirit of liberty which our 
forefathers brought with them when they landed on Plymouth 
Rock, and which had made its progress southward with the 
steadiness and firmness of the rock on which they landed, as- 
serted itself in Brazil, where existed the last vestige of mon- 
archical government on the continents of North and South 
America. 

The spirit had grown to such an extent that it was bound to 
assert itself when occasion arose, even against such a good mon- 
arch as the late Dom Pedro II of Brazil. In twenty-four hours 
a de Jacto government had been established, with every depart- 
ment of the Government in full swing; and the foreign represent- 
atives at the late court of Brazil were cut off from their home 
governments by cable, and had presented to them the great 
American question, Now, what are re going to do about it?” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who the honor at that time 
to represent hiscountryat the court of Brazil was a Republican, 
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and of the same political faith as the distinguished gentleman 
who 5 country in Hawaii. There was no doubt in 
his mind of the sympathy of the great statesman, who was a real 
‘Republican, who then occupied the chair of state, and that he 
would be heart and soul in favor of the foundation of a new re- 
ublic. And going to the Provisional Government which had 
n established, the American representative demanded that 
communication be opened at once with his home Government. 
It was granted, and his dispatch went off and was received by 
the Secretary of State. 
What did the great Secretary of State at that time, James G. 
Blaine, do? In three days hereplied, ‘* You will maintain diplo- 
matic relations with the Provisional Government.” And the 
mother of Republics in the north had the great privileze of 
being the first Government on the face of the earth to recognize 
the new republic in the south. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] What is the history of the Democratic party in asimilar 
case? When on the adjacent islands, the continent already be- 
ing free, imitating the example of Brazil and wishing to wipe 
out even from the adjacent land the effete government of mon- 
archy, the people appealed to the Republican Administration, 
the same principle of liberty prevailed and the same cordial re- 
ception was given by the Republican Administration; and to-day 
Honolulu would bs republican in form and owe its existence to 
the United States were it not that, unfortunately, in the interim 
the political power of thiscountry was changed, and we had that 
rty come into power that seems to love and be imbued with 
the doctrines of Great Britain in free trade, monarchy, and 
every other doctrine that can be found in the text books of Eng- 
land; and the sympathy when it was asked was refused, and the 
treaty withdrawn from the Senate, to the everlasting shame of 
the mother of Republics on the American continent, and the 
new republic in the islands on the sea received no sympathy; 
and talay she stands knocking at our door, still asking to bo 

vi pin ies a That ap iss = 3 = was in the be- 
. ginning of the strugg republic; it n refused. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the difference between the foreign 
policy of the liberty-loving Republicans and the Democrats, who 
seem to have sympathy with monarchies, both in their forms of 
governmentand in their treatmentofitsownlaws. I havestated 
these facts,and had no desire to again participate in this discus- 
sion; but when I knew that this contract existed it seemed tome 
that it should go forth to the people and the country, that they 
may know which party to support in the foreign policy of this 
Government in the days that are to come. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. COOMBS. They know that already. 

Mr. HITE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Kentucky 
desires to proceed now—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman has ex- 
hausted all the time they desire to exhaust on that side we will 

o on. 
= Mr. HITT. We will not consume more time, as I understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky does not intend to occupy further 
time on that side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixteen minutes. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Il- 
linois decline to occupy further time? 

Mr. HITT. Unless the gentleman from Kentucky says some- 
thing to which we desire to reply, we have no desire to occupy 
further time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But I haye the right to con- 
clude that debate. and have fifteen minutes. If the gentleman 
wishes to go on on that side he must go on now, or under the 
rule I will seek tho floor to close the debate. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman has that right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Chair is 
ready to recognize any gentleman of the minority to consume 
the time remaining to that side. If no gentleman on that side 
desires recognition the gentleman from Kentucky will be recog- 
nized to close the debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But, Mr. Chairman, if the Chair 
will pardon me, I do not know by what rule the Chair may de- 
prive the minority of its time, if it wishes to occupy it. As J 
understand it, the Chair says the minority must take its time 
now, and if it does not take the time the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will be recognized to close the debate. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois will reflect 
a moment, he will recall the fact that on yesterday afternoon, by 
unanimous agreement in the House, it was determined that gen- 
eral debate would close in one hour and fifteen minutes, one 
hour of which time should be allotted to the minority and fifteen 
minutes to the majority. 

The minority, in pursuance of that agreement, have consumed 


How much time is remaining 
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something like forty-four minutes. The majority have con- 
sumed no time at all. The Chair announces his readiness to 
recognize any gentleman of the minority to consume the re- 
mainder of the minority’s time. If no gentleman on that side 
desires to be reco; , the gentleman from Kentucky having: 
reported this bill is entitled to close the debate. y 

r. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to the Chair 
recognizing the gentleman from Kentucky, but I understood 
the Chair to recognize him upon terms, namely, that the fif- 
teen minutes of the minority be forfeited. , 

The CHAIRMAN. If the pon teman from Illinois will per- 
mit the Chair, the Chair will suggest that there are sixteen 
minutes remaining to the minority; and that the Chair is read 
to recognize gentlemen of the minority forthat time. But 
there is no gentleman who desires to occupy it, then the Chair 
will recognize the right of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY}], who has charge of the bill, to close the debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the Chair hold that the mi- 
nority, having time twice as extended as the majority, shall 
be be pe to consume all their time before the majority say a 
word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes-that tho gentleman 
having the bill in chargs, under the rule, undoubtedly has the 
right to conclude the debate. The Chair thinks the rule is ex- 
plicit on that subject. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair permit me to state what has been 
the custom of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen- 


tleman. 

Mr. REED. The custom of the House has always been that 
if the minority do not choose to take their time, the majority 
may then conclude without further debate, but if they go on 
with their debate, the time that is allotted to the other side may 
be taken. The only method of forcing the minority to take the 
whole time is the coercion which results from a vote. I think 
the Chair, upon examination, will find that that has been the 
invariable custom. 

For example, under the fifteen-minute rule, after the motion 
for the previous question, fifteen minutes being allowed on either 
side, there is no regulation as to how that time shall be taken. 
If the minority say they prefer to reserve their time, and the 
other side do not desire to speak, why, then, they go to a vote. 
On the other hand. if the minority take part of their time and 
the other side insist upon their going on and finishing it up, 
why I suppose they must do it, unless they go to a vote; but 
the minority can not be deprived of its time under the custom 
of the House. I think that has been the custom of the House 
always in similar cases. It is, however, usual for the afirma- 
tive to close. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman,I desire to 
say a word. I have endeavo during this debate to be as 
courteous and fair as I knew how to be. Yesterday gentlemen 
on the other side consumed more than half the time, and in the 
afternoon, when I asked that the debate might be limited, in 
order to be perfectly fair I agreed to take fifteen minutes on 
this side and to give them an hour. Now they are ee 
for the violation of a rule that has always existed. Lam entitlo 
to close this debate, as the Chair has intimated, and they have 
this morning occupied aboutforty minutes. Ishall only occupy 
fifteen minutes, and I am surprised that gentlemen on the other 
side should contend for any change in the rules and precedents, 
or any change in the time. - 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have been 
here a good while, and I do not think I have ever seen such a 
rule observed as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has re- 
ferred to. Invariably, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge 
of the bill has the right, under the custom of the House, toopen 
the debate, and he has the right to conclude it. Now, when it 
was acreed last evening that an hour should be granted to the 
minority, and only fifteen minutes reserved to this side of the 
House, the Chair has intim ited very properly that the gentle- 
men on the other side should consume their time. If there had 
been an equal division of time it would have been very proper, 
and I think has constantly been the cnstom of the House, to al- 
ternate between the members on one side and the other; buta 
large proportion of the time granted for general debate has been 
accorded to the other side of the House, and only a few minutes 
reserved to the chairman of the committee on this side, and I 
thick the uniform rule of the House in all cases is to allow the 
gentleman having a measure in charge to close the debate. 

Mr. REED. What the gentleman says, and the rule, which 
see the Chair has before him, refers to the closing of debate in 
the normal way, without agreement. But always when there 
has been an agreement, I think the custom is as I have stated. 
ener anybody ought to insist is purely a question of cour- 

esy. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the force of what 
the gentleman from Maine states, as to when the previous ques- 
tion is ordered; but the Chair thinks that this matter is con- 
trolled by a different rule. The Chair thinks in this instance 
that the unanimous agreement of the House to close debate with 
an hour on one side and tifteea minutes on another still preserves 
the rule of the House under which the gentleman reporting ths 
measure is entitled to close debate, the only difference being 
that instead of the eh irman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs having an hour in which to close debate, he would only 
have fifteen minutes, in accordance with the unanimous agree- 
ment. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. The member reporting the measure under consideration from a com- 
mittee may open and close, where general debate has been had thereon; and 
if it shall extend  eyond one day, he shall be entitled to one hour to close, 
notwithstanding he may have used an hour in opening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the rule the 
effect of that agreement is to limit the gentleman from Kentucky 
to fifteen minutes instead of one hour, but does not impair his 
right to close debate. 

r. HITT. If the Chair will permit me, I will state that my 
object in making the point was, it might operate as a hardship 
for one side to be compelled to make their whole debate before 
the other side began and before there had been any statement 
of the side of the gentleman, but I did not claim, and do not 
claim, that we should have the right to close debate. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I had expected to speak upon 
this measure under the five-minute rule, but as there seems to 
be a little time 1 noaes of, I give notice to the House that at 
the proper time I will offer the following amendment: On page 
2, line 16, strike out the words Hawaiian Islands,“ and on line 
18 strike out the words“ seven thousand five hundred dollars;” 
the object of this amendment being to strike out of the appro- 

riation entirely the allowance of the minister to the aandeion 

lands. Ths reason for this proposition, Mr. Chairman, is 
simply this: This House was compelled, under a rule brought 
in by the Committee on Rules, at the dictation and request of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to discuss the whole Sand- 
wich Island question at a time when President Dole had mide 
a statement of his case and had presented it to Minister Willis, 
and Mr. Willis had withheld it until the sailing of the next ship; 
and we discussed the matter while this evidence was supposed 
to be upon the high seas between Hawaii and California. 

It was an unheard-of and a remarkable proceeding for the 
House to take up a question involving great interests to the 
people of this Union, a‘fecting the rights of the Government of 
the Sindwich Islands, and discuss it while the evidencs upon 
the side of the defendant Government was en route, to be laid 
before Congress. Not only that, sir, but a committee in the 
Senate was, at the very time we had the hearing here, engaged 
in discussing the question and taking testimony; and after this 
House had acted thus, with its eyes closed against the evidence 
refusing to hear the evidence, whilst we were thus acting pre- 
pent ah the Senate were going on quietly und ina methodical 
way taking testimony. That testimony was subsequently laid 
be Son the nation, and to-day we may meet this question in the 
light of that evidence, and in the light of President Dole’s 
statement. 

In view of this additional testimony we ought tosay that when 
we sent a minister to the Provisional Government of the Sand- 
wich Islands, and that minister so far forgot his duty to the Gov- 
ernment to which he was accredited as to advise it to resign and 
turn over its affairs to a government that the people had already 
condemned and turned out, that the least that this House cin 
do is to say that the power which commands the purse strings 
of the nation shall cut of all allowance for a minister who seems 
to forget that he isan American citizen, I think we ought to 
indorse the earnest words of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] when he said, in his report: 

When a crown falls in any kingdom of the western hemisphere it is pul- 
verized, and when a scepter departs it departs forever. 

This is the only way in which we can review the action then 
taken by the House. There is only one way that Minister Wil- 
lis can be reached, and that is by striking out this appropriation. 
It is best for the House and the best interests of the country 
to strike out the appropriation, cut off the supplies of that min- 
ister, and call him home. 

The CHAIRMAN. The minority still have twelve minutes 
remaining. The Chair is ready torecognize any gentlemanon 
that side who desires to address the committee. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire particularly 
to discuss the items in the pending bill, and am perfectly con- 
tent to lea e the general matter of the reference made here to 
a distinguished citizen of the district which I have the honor to 
represent, the Hon. John Wanamaker, as it was presented by 


my colleague [Mr. ADAMS] on yesterday. But there is one 
thing in the statement made by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs which I do desire to correct. 
He stated that previous to his appointmeut as Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Mr. Wanamaker was politically unknown. Mr. Wana- 
maker may not have had a national reputation as a leading Re- 

ublican, but he did have a State reputation, and was as widely 

nown as an active participant in political affairs as either the 
honorable gentleman who has recently been appointed Senator 
from the State of Georgia, or the junior Ssnator from the State 
of New Jersey, or many other gentlemen who have been chosen 
to Cabinet and other high positions in this nation, at the time 
of their selection. - 

As far back as 1882 the Republicans of Pennsylvani: turned 
with practical unanimity to Mr. Wanamaker, and desired that 
he should become the candidate of the Republican party of 
Pennsylvania for the honorable position of Representative-at- 
Large in the Congress of the United States, and it was only the 
disinclination of Mr. Wanamaker to accede to their request 
which prevented him from being the unanimous choics of the 
Republican State convention of Pennsylvania at thattime. He 
has been widely known as an active partieipant in every national 
contest for the last twenty years, has been upon prominent com- 
mittees of advisers in reference to the conduct of political cam- 

aigns, and in the State of Pennsylvania he has been as widely 

nown and as highly respected as a leading and active Repub- 
lican as he was nationally known asa business man of exceptional 
ability and of undoubted and unquestioned integrity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The minority have still nine minutes re- 
maining. The Chair will recognize the gentleman on that side 
who desires to be heard. [A pause.| If no gentleman of the 
minority desires to address the committee, the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Kentucky ie. 8 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
ask whether the debate upon the other side has been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the minority still 
had some time remaining, and that the Chair was ready to recog- 
nize any gentleman on that side who desired to address the com- 
mittee, but no one responding, the Chair then said that if no 
member of the minority desired to be heard he would recognize 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How much time have we 
left on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nine minutes. 5 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. I take the floor and yield 
the time to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I beg pardon; Iam not asking 
for any of the gentleman's time. I simply desire to know 
whether debate on that side is concluded. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, with the permission of the Chair, 
I will occupy a minute in putting on record here a single sen- 
tence from the report of tha Senate Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations in relation to the Hawaiian Islands. It will be found on 
page 17 of the. majority report, written Dy Senator MORGAN of 
Alabama, the chairman of the committee, and is as follows: 

When a crown fallsin any kingdom in the western 8 it is pul- 
verized, and whea a scepter departs it departs forever; and American opin- 
ion can not sustain any American ruler in the attempt to restore them, no 


matter how virtuous and sincere the reasons may be that seem to justify 
him. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, amI recog- 
nized to close the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I am not sur- 
prised that the gentlemen on the other side have been so ner- 
vous both yesterday and this morning. The last Administration 
brought about such a complication of our foreign affairs that the 
friends of that Administration find it necessary to do all they 
can to extricate it from its embarrassing position. My distin- 
guished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAMS], who I believe 
was the last minister to Brazil under a Republican Administra- 
tion, referred this morning to the case of Brazil. 

Evidently the gentleman had not examined carefully the his- 
tory of the proceedings in this House when he endeavored to 
use that case to illustrate the splendid foreign policy of the last 
Republican Administration. That Administration halted and 
hesitated about recognizing the Republic of Brazil, and did not 
recognize it until I had the honor to introduce a resolution here 
calling upon the President to inform the House why the Repub- 
lic of Brazil had not been recognized. Then, when the Demo- 
cratic party held up to the world the failure of this Republic to 
recognize Brazil as a republic, the Republican Administration 
tardily made the recognition. ; 

But, since the gentleman has chosen to go into the foreign 
policy of the last Administration, I will endeavor to give him 
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information which he does not seem to possess. It was said here 
yesterday that an effort had been made to put back a dusk 
Queen on the throne of the Hawaiian Islands. Let me refres 
the recollection of the distinguished gentleman who made that 
statement. Mr. Harrison’s Administration was rendered con- 

icuous by the fact that within the first four months of his 

residency he appointed commissioners to meet at Berlin com- 
missioners from Germany and Great Britain, by whom a tripar- 
tite alliance was agreed upon for the purpose of putting back 
upon the throne of Samoa a savage king called Malietoa. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. While my friend is on that question, he 
will bear in mind also (if he will permit the interruption) that 
this Government was forced to pay a partof the expenses of that 
kingly government. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am coming to that. Not 
only did the last Republican Administration indorse the action 
of Mr. Phelps and his associates who met the commissioners of 
Germany and Great Britain at Berlin and united with them in 
putting a savage King on the throne of Samoa, but Mr. Phelps 
was rewarded for his services by being made minister to Ger- 
many. Under that agreement we are paying to-day a part of the 
salary of the chief justice of Samoa, who has more power than 
the King of Samoa. And we did help for a while to pay the ex- 
penses of maintaining the King on the throne. And that same 
treaty contains tariff regulations for Samoa. 

Theretore, when gentlemen are rolling under their tongues 
as a sweet morsel the statement, which I deny, that there has 
been an effort on the part of this Government to put the Queen 
back by force on the throne of Hawaii, they should remember 
what was done in Samoa. 

But while I am on the foreign policy of the last Administra- 
tion, let me Rive you another chapter. There was a little trou- 
ble down in Chile, and this great Government, representing 5,- 
000,000 of people. acting through the President of the United 
States, Mr. Harrison, sent to this House what was almost equiv- 
alent to a declaration of war against Chile after the chief ex- 
ecutive of Chile had sent an apology. 

Mr. HITT. But not after it was received. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. It was a humiliating specta- 
cle that the President of the United States should send to this 
House and to the Senate a war message when a dispatch had al- 
ready been received—and the date will show it—I had a copy of 
it at the time—which showed thatthat Government in Chile had 
agreed to make any reparation and any apology which might be 
deemed necessary for the incident which had occurred in Chile. 

But I have only a little time and must hurry on. My friend, 
the new member from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAms], could cer- 
tainly have not referred to the foreign policy of the last Admin- 
istration if he had been in the United Statesat the timeand had 
an opportunity to study it. But he was ab-ent as minister to 
Brazil. Let me give him another chapter. 

I now refer to the Bering Sea policy of the last Administra- 
tion. When Russia controlled Alaska and the waters of Behr- 
ing Sea, and Canadian sealing vessels went into those waters, 
the Czar of Russia sent his warships there and said, ‘‘ The seals 
at Pribilof Islands belong to Russia, and if you interfere with 
them I will sink your vessels.” 

Alter our Government acquired Alaska by paying $6,000,000 
to Russia we received $300,000 per annum for our sealing inter- 
ests at Pribilof Islands, and later we received 8150,00 per an- 
num. But when Canadian sealing vessels interfered with our 
industry, what was the vigorous policy determined upon by the 
Republican Administration? They said. We would like to ar- 
bitrate this question.” And the award was against us. Our 
distinguished commissioners, Justice Harlan and Senator MOR- 
GAN, did the best they could; but when they went before that 
court of arbitration, composed of two gentlemen from Great 
Britain,one from France, one from Norway and Sweden, and one 
from Italy, they found they could not get what they desired. 

The result was, a decision was rendered by the court of arbi- 
tration which greatly injured, if it does not destroy, our sealing 
interests, because on the fifth point submit ed to the court of 
arbitration it was held that we had only the right of protection 
and the right of property in seals within the3-milelimit. That 
is anaes illustration of the foreign policy of the last Adminis- 
tration. 

Now let me call attention to the last point to which Idesire to 
refer—the Hawaiian policy of the last Administration, which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GROW has been com- 
pelled to make three speeches on this floor to elucidate, and 
which is still very much befogged. 

Mr. Harrison, as President of the United States, sent to the 
Senate for confirmation a treaty which he had negotiated, within 
thirty days after that peaceable revolution” at Honolulu; and 
in that treaty he recommended that this country pay three mil- 
lion and a quarter of dollars out of our Treasury Rte the treas- 


ury of Hawaii; that we pay to the Queen an annuity of $20,000, 
and that we give to the Princess the sum of $150,000. If that 
Queen had no rights—if she was lawfully deposed—if, as the 
gentleman from Peansylvania claimed 8 she was not a 
lawful Queen and the people who loved a republic had rightfully 
taken charge o the Government, then why did the President of 
the United States, Mr. Harrison, recommend that we pay three 
million and a quarter of dollars for the Hawaiian Islands, to- 
gether with an annuity of 820, 000 to the Queen and a donation of 
$15,000 to the Princess? I have already on this floor discussed 


this question at length. I have not time to go into it now, further 


than to say that I believe—and I think I showed this in an argu- 
ment which I made on this floor a few weeks ago that Minister 
Stevens in his conduct at Honolulu violated international law, 
violated his instructions, violated all the precedents of the past, 
and violated the Constitution, and that this House properly con- 
demned him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman is mistaken, I think, in his 
statement. The country doesnot believe it, and he can not make 
the country believe it. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I did not yield to the gen- 


tleman from Maine, but will answer his statement. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Of course, I knew the gentleman would be 
always courteous. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman has the honor 
of representing the district in which Mr. Stevens resides, and 
itis very natural and proper that the gentleman should stand 
ap and defend one of his constituents. But the Representatives 
of the people of the United States, by 99 majority on this floor, 
have put the seal of condemnation on the action of Mr. Stevens 
at Honolulu. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman will let mə suggest that 
that does not represent the people of the United States 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not yield to the gen- 


tleman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky declines 
to be interrupted, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I listened on 
yesterday with surprise, and I my say with amusement, to the 
political speeches that were made by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON}, as well as by the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR|. It is strange how 
easily men who have suffered political defeat can become elated. 
There have been a few elections held in cities in the United 
States [derisive laughter on the Republican side], and the ela- 
tion and enthusiasm, as well as the giorification of the Republic- 
ans on the other side of the House over the result, is without a 
parallel in political history. is 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There was an election in the State 
of Pennsylvania, for instance. : 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But all I ask you is to wait 
until the regular elections are held in November [renewed 
laughter on the Republican side]—wait until the Democratic 
party is heard from in the various States of this Union, and after 
the elections in November next you will find that the Democracy 
is again triumphant and Democrats will again have a majority 
in this House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In this day of Republican exultation—I wish I had time to 
picture the enthusiasm and arrogance of Republicans when the 
took possession of every branch of the Government in 1889 an 
their defeat and overthrow in 1892—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time allotted for debate by order of 
the House has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Kentucky be permitted to continue his prophecy 
of the future of the Democratic purty. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky (continuing). 1 say, Mr. 
Chairman, in this day of exultation on the other side, I would 
like to be permitted to remind Republican Representatives of 
their Waterloo in 1892, and of their condemnation by the peo- 
ple— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the time for general debate has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let his time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order for the Committee of the 
Whole to extend the time. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Ishould have been glad, Mr. Chairman, 
to have been permitted to gratify the gentleman in his desire, 
but 2s the time has expired I ask now that the bill be read by 
sections. [Cries of “Regular order.”] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairmin— 

ne CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs may 


be extended a little longer to enable him to tell us what the for- 
"fe 18 of the eee Administration is in regard to Hawaii. 


es of Re order!“ 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maine that it isnot in order to extend the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Can not it be done by unanimous 
consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Committee of the Whole to extend the time after it 
has been limited by the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is there not some method known 

to parliamentary law—— 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Regularorder, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I ask that tho bill be read by 


paragraph. me 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isproceeding with the regular 
order. The gentleman from Indiana rises to a parliamentary 
inquiry, which he has a right to do under the rules of the House. 
The gentleman from Indiana will state his parliamentary in- 


quiry. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I wish to ask if there is not some 
device known to parliamentary law to enable the gentleman 
from Kentucky to have an opportunity to predict more fully the 
future success of the Democratic party? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. .The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky can manage his own affairs, and does not desire the assist- 
— of either the gentleman from Maine or the gentleman from 


Task that the bill be read by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of tho bill by paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Beigium, Den- 
mark, Hawaiian Islands, Netherlands, and Venezuela, at $7,500 each, 937,500. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 2. line 16, strike out the words “ Hawaiian Islands,“ and in line 17 
of said page strike out seven thousand five hundred.“ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point of order on 
the amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Towa on the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. If itdoes change a law it retrenches ex- 
penditures, and is therefore in order. But it does not change 
existing law. It simply reduces the appropriation. It leaves 
the minister there, and pays him what he is worth. There is no 
8 about the right of the House to reduce salaries or with- 

w appropriations for salaries altogether as amendments to 
appropriation bills. 

r. SPRINGER. This is simply a failure to N for 
this pu . That, I believe, is the only effect of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, the House may do that. Weare not 
ontgon to appropriate for the office if Congress does not see fit 
to 


0 80. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No; I do not. 
es CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair overrules the point of 
order. 
Mr. COOMBS. Ishould like to have that amendment re- 
ported again. $ > 
The amendment was again reported. 
Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman's amendment in its present 
form is defective. I suggest that he perfect the text of it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman only wishes to reduce the 
amount $7,500, and not to strike out seven thousand five hun- 


Mr. HITT. The Clerk can make the change by subtracting 
seven thousand five hundred from the footing. 
Mr. LACEY. The word “thousand” will have to be inserted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will correct the amendment as 
ested, and will then read it. 
è Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 16, strike out “ Hawaiian Islands,“ and in line 18 strike out 
“seven,” and “ five hundred.“ so that it will read: 
Euxoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Belgium, Den- 
mark, Netherlands, and Venezuela, at 57,500 each, 830,000." 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair suggests that the words seven 
thousand five hundred-dollars each” should be allowed to stand. 
Mr. LACEY. That was not in my motion to strike out. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
is recognized to speak upon the amendment, 


Mr. LACEY. Only a word, Mr. Chairman, by way of expla- 
nation. The Hawaiian question has been very thoroughly dis- 
eussed in the general debate, and that debate would ba mean- 
ingless unless this House or committee took some action upon it; 
and this is the only action by which the voice of the House it- 
self can be heard. I believe, sir, that nine out of ten—yes, 
ninety-nine out of a hundred of all the paon of the United 
States are thoroughly ashamed of the policy that has been in- 
augurated in the Sandwich Islands, and that to withdraw the 
salary of the minister, who has voiced that policy and who has 
attempted to carry it out by the destruction of the Republic in 
those islands, is the most ellective manner in which House 
can express itself. That being the case, I submit the amend- 
ment without further discussion. N 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The act authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a minister to the Hawaiian Islands was passed 
1874. We have therefore had a minister in the Hawaiian Islands 
for twenty years. I believe that the importance of that coun- 
try, and the fact that all the leading nations of the world have 
ministers there, make it necessary and proper that we should 
keep a minister there. 

The e that we have received from the Hawaiian Is- 
lands indicate that peace now reigns supreme there, that the 
present minister is kindly received, that there is no animosity 
whatever between the Government of Hawaiiand the present 
minister. 

It is known to many members of this House that the present 
minister, Mr. Willis, isan able man, a fair man, a just man, and 
I have no doubt that he has discharged his duty, under most 
trying and difficult circumstances, as well as any minister could 
have discharged the duties rejuired of him. I do not believe 
that at this time it would be good policy for our Government to 
either withdraw the minister to the Hawaiian Islands or repeal 
the law which authorizes the appointment and payment of a 
minister to the Hawaiian Islands, and when we are seeking to 
have the most amicable relations with the people of these is- 
lands and when we have announced that we desire that they 
shall pursue their own line of policy and e their own do- 
mestic affairs, I do not believe that a majority of this House 
would be in favor of repexling the law which authorizes a min- 
ister to ropresont the United States in ths Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, if Sa yc of the country could be convinced 
and feel satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the attitude of 
the American Government toward the Provisional Government 
of the Hawaiian Islands is what the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr McCrREARY] seems to fondly hope, Ihave no doubt that they 
would oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey]; but the trouble about the whole question is, 
we are taught by experience that a man or a political party or 
acountry that does a dishonorable and dishonest thing once, 
deliberately and of premeditated malice, is very likely to do it 
again, and the trouble in this case is that there is presented in 
the record one of the most conspicuous acts of diplomatic 
3 333 and treachery ever recorded e pages 
of the diplomatic history of this country or any o countr: 

A revolution had been complete, a government de facto had 
been established. No matter how, no matter by what means. 
It is idle, it is puerile, it is childish to discuss that question. 
It had been established, and we had no more right to attempt to 
overturn it than we have to go back and overturn the revolution 
of the French people by which the third Napoleon was driven 
from power and the Republic established. 

That is probably because this Governmentsympathized in the 
revolution. This Government, through its minister, was not 
opposed to the change of government there. When this condi- 

on of things was known to all the world, and when it was emi- 
nently proper for Mr. Cleveland’s Administration to withdraw 
the treaty, if he saw fit to do so, it was a questionclearly within 
the province of the President to seek to send a paramount min- 
ister, who, while under terms of et, of recognition, of en- 
dearment to the head of that Provisional Government, wishi 
it well, the record shows that the assault of Abner upon his fate 
victim was not more deliberately premeditated and prepared 
than was the assault by the American Administration upon the 
Provisional Government of those islands. It was dastardly; it 
was illegal; it put a blot upon the pages of American statesman- 
ship soak as no time can obliterate; and there is a doubt in the 
mind of Americans, and a doubt in the minds of the people of 
Hawaii as to what is the real attitude of the American Govern- 
ment to those islands to-day. That is the difficulty; and that 
is the reason why, possibly, the withdrawal of this minister, 
amiable as he is, honest as I know him to be, go as nodoubt 
he is, acting under these instructions, he is liable again to be 
driven to some overt act of borage > 

— eee The time of gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 


— 
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Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that the 
attitude of the Republican party upon bill so far is most re- 
markable, and presents a very extraordinary spectacle. Notsat- 
isfied with their efforts upon every opportunity to assail the 
present Administration upon the record it has made it seizes the 
opportunity afforded by consideration of appropriations to main- 
tain an important branch of the service to indulge in further de- 
nunciation with reference to the Hawaiian Islands. We have 
seen dignified statesmen upon the other side of the Chamber, 
upon the consideration of this bill, depart widely from the pro 
sitions contained in it, and avail themselves of this opportunity 
to continue their assaults. In the confusion of their frenzy they 
turn and rend themselves like a blind snake in the dog days, 
merely to show still further their vemon against the Adminis- 
tration. 

Here isa government recognized by the civilized governments 
of the world, with legations established there, and maintaining 
alegation here: a government at peace with us, and upon friendly 
and amicable terms, one whose trade is of the highest import- 
ance to us; and these gentlemen propose, actuated, as it ap- 
pears to me, by small and unworthy spite against the President 
of the United States, to withhold the compensation of the min- 
ister who is accredited to that country, and who they testify 
themselves is a man worthy in all respects to represent this 
great Government. 

I have been surprised, sir, having sat upon the committee and 
subcommittee which prepared this bill, with the course of m 
distinguished friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT], 
who first addressed the committee upon the pending bill. In 
the committee everything went beautifully and smoothly, and 
there seemed to have been the best understanding. 

Now he has taken the floor of the House and made a long and 
eloquent speech (for he is always eloquent and I esteem him most 
highly ), and gives us once again the wails of his party on the 
late trouble in Hawaii. They continue to assert, and it was an- 
nounced this morning, that the people vindicate ex-Minister 
Stevens and disapprove wholly of the Administration. If the 
people believe that they are right, why this constant and re- 

ated reiteration upon the part of the Republicans of the 

ouse in denunei tion of us and in justification of themselves? 

If they feel so confident that they are right and 8 sup- 
ports them, why is it that they can not withhold their criticism, 
but must continue to parade before the country not only criti- 
cism, but vituperation, and resort to all the epithets that lan- 
guage affords to denounce the Administration and the gentle- 
man selected by the Administration to represent us in that 
country? Mr. Chairman, the just are not wont to protest their 
justness, the innocent their innocence; too much protestation is 
evidence of conscious weakness. 

So full of artless jealousy is guilt, 
It spills itself in fearing to be spilt. 

Now, it is well known to the gentleman who proposes this 
amendment, and those who stand with him, that the amendment 
will not be adopted by the House; and he has no expectation 
that it will. He has no hope, I am constrained to believe, no de- 
sire, that it will, because I believe the gentleman from Iowa 
wants to maintain relations with the Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, I believe he would not have us strike out this ap- 

ropriation and suffer this amendment to pass. His only object 
i to bring up in the House constantly the denunciations of his 
party, which are wholly unjustifiable; and I believe the country 
sustains me in believing that the action of ex-Minister Stevens 
in landing the United States forces was for the purpose not of pro- 
tecting American interests, but to carry out a scheme and con- 
spiracy which he had entered into to overthrow an existing 
government in behalf of adventurers. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

123 SEAMAN Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
usted. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat has stated what the Demo- 
cratic party on this floor bəlieve, or profess to believe. Itis, 
that Minister Stevens, with one hundred and sixty-two marines, 
including a brass band, overthrew the Hawaiian monarchy and 
established the Provisional Government. I regret that any at- 
tack should be made upon Minister Willis. Everybody concedes 
that Mr. Willis isa gentleman, and an able man. I object to 
any attack being made upon him by Republicans, because he is 
a standing wi ness to the high character, the executive ability, 
the strength of character. and the patriotism of John L. Stevens. 
Minister Stevens, according to our friendson the other side, es- 
tablished a Provisional Government in Hawaii with one hundred 
and sixty-two United States naval soldiers, including a brass band. 
He established this Provisional Government so firmly and so 
successfully that Minister Willis, with the United States Navy 
under his control, with Grover Cleveland at his back, has been 


utterly unable to overthrow it. [Laughter.] Stevens has been 
pee for almost a year, and yet that Government, the work of 

is hands, as our friends on the other side claim, continues to 
existand prosper. [Laughter.] Therefore, Isay, Mr. Chairman, 
that Minister Willis is not only a standing witness to the h 
character and ability of Minister Stevens, buta standing wit- 
ness to the strength, the stability, and the permanency of the 
Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islands. [Laughter.] 
Let him stay there and draw his salary. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Kentucky inquires 
why these repeated defenses of the Republican party are heard 
upon this floor, It is simply because the policy of the Repub- 
lican party as carried out by the last Administrationand by the 
very worthy and eminent minister who then represented this 
country at the Hawaiian Islands has been repeatedly attacked 
here. Our Democratic friends can not seem to forget their own 
unfortunate mistakes, and when other people would willingly let 
them be buried with the dead, they try to dig up the old rotten 
carcasses, and if possible breathe into them some semblance of 
respectability. I have been amused at their persistency. They 
remind me of the old lady who called her husband Scissors. 
He concluded he would stop that thing, and finally he chucked 
her down into a well. She still kept saying Seissors,“ and 
when at last he held her under the water so that she could not 
say ‘‘Scissors” any more, she held up her two fingers and 
S them like the two blades of a pair of scissors. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Now, after the Hawaiian policy of the present Administration 
has been condemned by the most distinguished Democrats in the 
Senate, afterit has been condemned by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of a Democratic Senate, after it has 
been almost universally condemned by the press and the people 
of this country, our friends still seem to feel as il they can rake it 
up and vanize it into a little respectability. As I said yes- 
terday, it shows a sublimer faith in the power to do something 
impossible than I have ever seen manifested before. So far as 
Minister Stevens is concerned, he was sustained by the Admin- 
istration that sent him to Hawaii when President rison sent 
to the Senate for ratification the treaty framed between this 
country and the Hawaiian Islands, 

He was sustained by our Administration, and he has since 
been sustained overwhelmingly by the verdict of the people and 
the press of this country; and I pity the stupidity of the man, 
whether he be Democrat or Republican, who has not felt in the 
air the patriotic rebuke given by the people of the United States 
to the present Administration for its attempt to restore a rotten 
monarchy in Hawaii. The gentleman says that the Administra- 
tion did not try to do that. Why, sir, the President in the 
message which he sent to this House and which was read from 


that desk, stated that he had done it. But, n my friend from 
Kentucky, the President did not use force. y did he notuse 
force? It was because he discovered before he got very far into 


the business that the peopleof this country would not allow him 
to use force, in violation of the Constitution of the United States 
to restore a rotten monarchy in piace of the enli htened and 
civilized government that been set up in those islands where 
the American people have been so large factors in bringing 
about the degree of civilization that exists there to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman 
eee 3 Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 

austed. 

Mr. HITT. I move to strike out the preceding word. Ordi- 
narily, Mr. Chairman, a motion to withdraw a minister from a 
country would express adiminution of regard, and if this were 
an ordinary case, I could not assent toit. But our minister to 
the Hawaiian Islands has occupied a position which the world 
has well understood as intrinsically and essentially hostile to 
the existence of the Government of those islands. The Presi- 
dent of that Government has so solemnly declared, and we have 
had that declaration communicated to this House, 

The minister who represents us there has long since lost all 
usefulness in maintaining or increasing friendly relations. He 
was at one time an object of dread, and he has been an object of 
distrust all the time. It is true that is a small country. It is 
one of the slender powers of the world, and under ordinary cir- 
cumstances it would require the special reason of its position, 
so adjacent to our Republic and so important to our future, as 
containing the position which is the Gibraltar of the Pacific, 
to justify our keeping a minister there at all. We have a con- 
sul-general who can attend to the current business that arises. 
The withdrawal of this minister would not, I am sure, be pe 
manent, for the strength of pubiic opinion in this country, what- 
ever may be the force of party org mizations or the head of a 
party to resist for a time, is always irresistible in the end. 

The strong sentiment of the American people will constrain 


3868 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 19, 


the Administration in time to change its policy of hostility or 
duplicity toward Hawaii; and such an expression as this from 
the House of Representatives would be received as an expres- 
sion of disapprobation of its course by the people of our country, 
as it has excited aversion in the people of the Hawaiian Islands 
and that Government, though it is friendly to our country, with 
so much more than an ordinary friendship, that all they crave 
is to be merged in our existence and be a part of us. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the gentleman from Illinois, 
he contends that the attitude of the present Administration has 
been hostile and is still hostile to the Provisional Government of 
Hawaii. 

Mr. HITT. It is so regarded by that Government; and there 
is no need of continuing a minister there unless he can be useful 
to us. 

Lore the hammer fell.] 

r. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment. I was not surprised that some gentlemen on the other 
side should take an extremely partisan view of this question; 
but I was surprised that my distinguished colleague [Mr. HITT], 
who was formerly chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and who has had long experience in the foreign service of this 
Government as a member of our diplomatic corps—I was sur- 
prised that he should have stated to this committee and to the 
country that we should ‘‘rebuke” our present minister by refus- 
ing him his salary, the result of such withdrawal of compensa- 
tion being necessarily the withdrawal of the minister. 

Mr. HifT. Idid not say that we should rebuke the minister, 
but that we should rebuke the Administration for its policy, 
which that minister has carried out, I must say, in a manner 
which is very honorable to him personally, in his faithful but 
painful and reluctant labors in carrying out instructions which 
no one approves. 

Mr. S RIN GER. Then the gentleman has made this more a 

isan matter than I supposed he intended. He wants to re- 

uke this Administration” by withholding the compensation of 
the minister to the Hawaiian Islands! I had supposed that in 
preference to all other places in this service the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House would desire a diplomatic represent- 
ative in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Whatfor? Why should we have a minis- 
ter there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
ter at other places. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is he there to tear down a government or 
to set one ny 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 do not yield to the gentleman for an in- 
terruption, unless he asks for information; and I can not give 
him aay information on this subject —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think you could. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He is so thoroughly advised already. 

The object of this amendment, then, is to“ rebuke this Ad- 
ministration "—for doing what? For refusing to sanction what 
the previous Administration had done in regard to Hawaii, for 
withdrawing a treaty which provided a pension for this deposed 
Queen at $20,000 a year, and a gratuity of $150,000 to the heir 
apparent? The late Administration agreed upon a treaty of that 
kind. which in effect concedes that the Queen was unjustly de- 
posed, that her Government had been t ken away, her preroga- 
ti es despoiled. After accomplishing her overthrow, that Ad- 
ministration wanted to make reparation to her by paying money 
out of our Treasury, as I have indicated. ə gentleman 
from Mississippi Mr. HOOKER] suggests to me, which is true, 
that the indebtedness of the Hawaiian Islands, amounting to 
$3,250,090, was, by the terms of the proposed treaty, assumed by 
the United States. 

All this was proposed and advocated by the last Administra- 
tion. And because Mr. Cleveland has withdrawn that treaty, 
refused to recognize that contract which Mr. Harrison made 
and the Republican party approved, the gent!eman from Illinois 
proposes now to rebuke the Administration.” I think the 
present Administration deserves the thanks of the country for 
refusing to ratify that agreement, and for withdrawing it from 
the Senate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This Administration will never get the 
thanks of the country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This Administration is not asking the 
thanks of gentlemen on the other side of the House, and espe- 
cially not of the gentleman frora Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE undertook to make a remark, but was rapped 
to order by 

The CHAIRMAN, whosaid: The gentleman from Maine must 
not interrupt the gentleman from Illinois without his consent. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Sofaras the foreign policy of this Adminis- 
tration is concerned, it needs no defense at my hands. Thegen- 


For the same reason that we have a minis- 


tleman now at the head of our foreign affairs as Secretary of 


State is one of the most eminent statesmen of the country. 
And what seems to disturb the gentlemen on the other side f 
the fact that he was so recently a member of their own party. 
But everybody will concede that Secretary Gresham is both able 
and honest, and that he has been faithful and fearless in the vin- 
dication of the dignity and honor of this country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
nois yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; Ican not yield. The gentleman does 
not want information. 5 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
formation probably 

The CHAIRMAN (rapping for order). The gentleman from 
Illinois can not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I asked the gentleman from 
Illinois to yield for a question — 

The CHAIRMAN. And he declined to yield. 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. And then he added that I did 
not want any information; and [ replied that I would probably 
receive no information from the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN (who had been endeavoring to silence Mr. 
WILSON by the use of the gavel). The gentleman from Wash- 
ington must ba in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I dislike very much to have a scene of this 
kind occur in the Committee of the Whole of this House. I am 
afraid the gentleman from Washington has lost his temper. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington again attempted to make him- 
self heard. 

The CHAIRMAN (after rapping loudly for order). The gen- 
tleman from Washington knows the rules, and must on reflec- 
tion realize that he is not observing them. 
pe SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Washing- 

n — 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] has expired. 3 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment, without objec- 
tion, will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair think that so much of the 
time as was occupied by the gentleman from Washington should 
be taken out of my time? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time was kept by the Speaker’s clerk, 
by whom the Chair was advised that the time of the gentleman 
from IIlinois had expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I regret, of 
course, that I could not have yielded instantly to the command 
or request of the very able gentleman who now occupies the 
chair in this committee, but when I asked the gentleman from 
Illinois, then occupying the floor, a man who has represented 
his district for a long time, an old member on this floor, if he 
would yield to me for a question, he declined and very properly 
declined to be interrupted. But when he went further than 
that and declared that I did not want to interrupt him for in- 
formation, then I had a right, sir, as a member on this floor to 
reply to a retort that he made which was in itself out of o: der. 

The gentleman from Illinois said that I did not wish any in- 
formation upon the subject he was discussing. Perhaps that is 
true as far as he is concerned, for I would not probably have ob- 
tained any information from the gentleman from Illinois. But 
he was speaking in regard to the foreign policy of this Admin- 
istration, and I desired to ask the gentleman only, inasmuch as 
he had spoken upon that foreign policy, why it was that this 
Administration had gone into British Columbia and had there 
inaugurated a foreign policy of letting contracts to coal Ameri- 
cin war vessels to residents of British Columbia instead of 
awarding them to the people of the United States? Just across 
the line, on the Straits of Fuca, is to be found as fine coal as any 
produced in British Columbia; and yet this Administration, 
S iling the American war steamer Yorktown—think of it, with 
all the old-time honor of that name—the American man-of-war 
Yorktown is coaling across the line in British Columbia, and 
this Administration has given to those people a contract for 
$100,000 worth of coal. 

Now, my people are in distress, as are the people all over the 
country. Our people, the people of my country, want work and 
they want to develop their own coal mines. They want the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to give the contract to the labor- 
ing people of the United States. And I rose, therefore, to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois if he had any informationin regard 
to that subject or why a contract of this character had been en- 
tered into with a foreign country? 

Mr. Chairman, I should have tiori that the gentleman did 
not have any information on the subject, because he has but little 
information upon any subjectin which this country is interested. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 


Well, I would not get any in- 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman 


I did not desire to take any 
part whatever in the wrangling which may hive been produced 
during the discussion of this question; but I think a word of jus- 
tice F bo said fora very distinguished and faith- 


ful public servant in connection with this discussion, and T will 
say it. 

N I will not make too much of a claim for myself when 
I say that the members of this House who know me know full 
well that Lam not slow to engage in the ad voc cy of any wise econ- 
omy that looks to the prevention of improper and improvident 
expenditures, and to the saving of all that can be saved of that 
which comes from the sweat and the toil of the people who pay 
the taxes. 

But this is a proposition to abolish the salary of an important 
officer of the Government. It is true I have never had that con- 
fidence in the necessity for an exce sive or a very large number 
of foreign ministers that other gentlemen seem to have hid. I 
have beli ved that some provision made for the improvementof 
the consular service abroad would probably meet most of the 
demands of the public service in that direction. But we have 
the system as it is. 

The Government of the United States is represented at the 
Hawaiian Islands to-day by Hon. Albert S. Willis, a gentleman 
who is not unknown to the members of this House nor to the 
country. He was for ten years the representative of the district 
now so ably represented by the gentleman whosits in front of me 
[Mr. CarorH], and I think that those who knew him will say 
that for disinterested R for distinguished ability, for 
untiring assiduity in the discharge of every public duty, no dis 
trict could havea more faithful representative than he. He was 
educated, prinst:king,and able. His ability as alegislator here 
commended him to the attention of the President or the ap- 
pointment to one of the most delicate and troublesome of our 
complicated missions; and I suppose that it will be conceded by 
all that no man could have more carefully, studiously, and faith- 
fully discharged the importantand delicate duties imposed upon 
him thau did Mr. Willis. He went to the island at its most try- 
ing period. Few men could have discharged the trying duty 
with the coolness and ability he has displayed. 

I do not know of any place where there has been more call for 
n care and judicious action than in connection with 

hat mission, and I know of no man in the whole range of my pub- 
lic service who has met the requirements of the place with 
greater ability and with purer patriotism than has this repre- 
sentative. I felt that this much was due to one who has served 
his country long and well, and I do not believe that at a time 
when our relations with those islands are so complicated, pe- 
culiar, and strained, it is proper to abolish our diplomatic rela- 
tions with the islands. Nor do I believe that any American 
ought to want a man of his ability to serve his country without 
compensation. I therefore 1 the amendment. And I have 
not felt at liberty to sit and hear one attacked whose patriotism 
I know to be of the purest, who loves his coming above self, and 
whose every effort in life has been to serve it faithfully, without 
saying thus much that is due him when so much more could be 
d and would be said if time permitted. 
Here the hammer fell. 
r. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. Withoutobjection it will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I renew the formal amendment. 

It seems to me that if this appropriation is withheld, we should 
place the withholding of it upon the true ground, namely, that 
80 far as the Government of Hawaii is concerned, that govern- 
ment does not have the necessary confidence in the present 
American minister, and that he would not be useful and the Ad- 
ministration will not recall him. I did not arise to repeat what 
has been better said than I myself can say it, but I did arise for 
the purpose, upon the whole, of expressing my dissent to the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. It seems to 
me I would not be willing to abolish this place, and I doubt the 
wisdom of withholding the appropriation. 

Then again the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN 
and other gentlemen, seem to place it largely upon person: 


grounds. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want to correct the gentleman. I did not 
pae it upon personal grounds. I look to my country first, I 

ope, and then to other considerations. That is Democratic. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes! my friend is always Dem- 
ocratic, according to his statement. © seeks to defend Mr. 
Willis, and to commend him, and soon. Well, now, I know Mr. 
Willis.- I recollect him very well, andI always found hima 
most excellent gentleman. Yet I must say that I was surprised 
that he, coming from the chivalrous State of Kentucky, should 
remain in the service of the United States and carry out his in- 
structions. I know that most people from that State, where the 


average citizen would defend his honor with his life if necessary, 
if anybody should accuse him of double dealing—I say I know 
that most citizens of that State from which the gentleman in 
charge of the bill [Mr. McCREARY] hails, would not have accepted 
that service. 

That chivalrous Representative[Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky] 
himself would have resigned his place, oo he would take per- 
sonal vengeance upon anybody who would dare intimats that he 
would double-deal for himself or at the command of anybody else. 
Now, Minister Willis, whom I esteem highly, did go as our rep: 
resəntative to Hawaii. He did receive his instructions. Hed 
make air we ther with the government that was in existence 
and in the night time he conspired with a subject of that gov- 
ernment to overthrow it. 

Mr. LACEY. Why keep him there? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Iowa says why 
keep him? He ca ried out his instructions. Perha she thought 
that loyalty to the Adminstration and the desire to hold the place 
revuired him to do it. Now, I am inclined to think that I would 
make this appropriation, and I wnt to say that I would go fur- 
ther thin that. I would vote a deficiency of three or iour thou- 
sind dollars to Minister Willis, whom we all know so well, for 
the wear and tear on his conscience and the sacrifice of his Ken- 
tucky chivalry. [Lauzhter.| 

Here the hammer fell.) 

r. GROSVENOR. I should like to have the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. In the first place, I 
deny that the proposition to pay the deposed Queen $20,000 a 
year was any admission or confession upon the partof this Gov- 
ernment that she had been wrongfully deposed or that she had 
any existing rights at the time of the making of the treaty. I 
say that neither the gentleman from Illinois Bir. SPRINGER] 
nor the distinguished chairmano the committee Mr. MCCREARY 
of Kentucky] nor any other gentleman on this floor, can show by 
law or by precedent, or by any international adjudication of the 
question, that he is right in the declaration which he has made 
on that point. It was simply a proposition in the nature ofa 
gratuicy, for the purpose of peace and harmony, to get rid of the 
idea in the minds of her former subjects, if there was any such 
that she had been harshly and unjustly treated by the nited 
States. It has been done so often in the history of other coun- 
tries that it is idle or any man on the floorof this House, at this 
late day, to urge that as an argument. 

Now, there is a single other proposition to which I wish es- 

iaily to invite the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. SPRINGER]. It is very easy to say that an American offi- 
cial isa great statesman. The word statesman is a sort of 
neric term that is used when there is no other word available. 
It is like the lawyers wrestling with the word “ quasi-corpora- 
tion.” You generally find a lawyer who can not give any other 
definition of some sort of anorganization that is not quite a cor- 
poration, calling it ‘‘quasi-corporation.” And when you can not 
calla man a great man because of any specific thing he has 
done, why, you just call hima great statesman, and then you 
are out of the woods. ; 

Now, I have not introduced this subject into this debate. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] introduced the subject 
and referred to the Secretary of Stateasagreatstatesman. That 
isan allegation on his part thatupon demand and notica, requires 
a bill of particulars and specifications. The mere declaration is 
not sutficient. The common counts will not answer in that case. 
Now. will the gentleman append to his very eloquent remarks 
a bill of particulars, based upon the literal and proper use of the 
words? What has the Secretary of State done, and when did 
he do it? He has held office ever since the war, without a break, 
always before this at the hands of the Republicin party, after 
his great and valuable services inthe Army. He bezan after 
that, I believe, as a State agent of the State of Indi ma in regard 
to the pay of soldiers. From that day to this, in one capacity or 
another, all the way down to the present time, he has held of- 
fice, always at the hands of the Republican party, until his pres- 
ent office. 

Tam not here criticising his rulings and judgment upon the 
bench of the court in which he presided. The record of the 
Supreme Court of the United States is 1 one of the items 
that the gentleman may want to append, and I would commend 
to him a very careful consideration of those important docu- 
ments before he again launches that general suggestion. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to finish the point I am making, 
and Lask for two minutes more. 

There was no objection. k 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He was Secretary of the Treasury atone 
8 8 = age the meri of the 8 to ihiak 8838 hn 

neither hot nor cold. Itisnot ri or un a; 8 
but there is nothing in it that justifies the 8 kelaa 
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tion. He was Postmaster-General for a short time, but the 
routine of that office was not disturbed; and there is nothing in 


it to either injure or magnify the administration. Now, will 
the gentleman point out what he has done as Secretary of State 
in reference to Hawaii that commends his administration? I 
have already characterized whatever connection he may have 
had with the Hawaiian business. Now, will the gentleman point 
out something else that he is proud of? What is it; will he at- 
tach some specifie fact in support of his declaration that we 
ought to accapt all that he does without any investigation, be- 
cause he is a great statesman”? [Applause on the Republican 


side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The gentleman from Ohio has*tiken exception to my remark 
that the present Secretary of State was a great statesman,” 
and desired me to oder something specific to prove it. He was 
appointed a district judge of the ‘United States by a Republican 
President. But I will go back a little further. Before that he 
ser ved his country honorably and with some distinction in the 
late war, and received an honorable wound in battle, notwith- 
standing some persons have charged that he did not perform 
actual service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. One word there. The gentleman will 
not construe 1nything I said as disparaging his military record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not. After serving his country dur- 
ing the war he was oppo a district judge of the United 
States by a Republican President. He was transferred from that 
position by a Republican President and made Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. He was a.terwards transferred from that. position and 
made Secretary of the Treasury in the Cabinet of a Republican 
President. He was appointed as a circuit judge of the United 
States by a Republican President. He was afterwards, while 
circuit judge, indorsed by the Republiean party of the State of 
Illinois as their candidate for President, and received the vote 
of that great State in the Chicago convention for the office of 
President of the United States. He stood as high in the coun- 
sels of the Republican party as any other gentleman; and the 
very fact that the Republican party of the State of Illinois se- 
lected him as its choice for President of the United States is a 
certificate of statesmanship as great as any gentleman on that 
side of the House ought to ask me to give. 

Mr. BOUT&LLE. That is a very some indorsement of 
republicanism. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

r. SPRINGER. The gentleman says that tht is avery hand- 
some indorsement of republicanism. It is an indorsement of 
the man by the Republican party; and L believe if he had ad- 
hered to the policies of that party he would have been now their 
favorite candidate for President of the United States at the next 
election. {Cries of “Oh” on the Republican side.] His fault 
simply consists in the fact that he has withdrawn from their or- 


ation. 
Mr. MORGAN. Whatevidence have you that he does not 
now adhere to the policies of the Republican party? [Great 


hter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My distinguished friend from Missouri 
thinks that he has not given any evidence that he is nowa Dem- 
ocrat. [Liughter.] Perhaps some gentlemen upon this side of 
the House indulge that opinion; but I for one rejoiced when I 
heard of his appointment as Secretary of State, and I have seen 
nothing in his acts that has caused me to change my opinion in 

to his appointment. I believe it was a very able and for- 
tunate one, and that the country indorses his administration. 
I also believe that the great mass of the Democratic party is sat- 
isfied with the manner in which he has discharged the duties of 
the office. In the estimation of gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House he ceased to ba a statesman when he ceased to bea 
Republican. 

Mr. MERCER, Mr. Chairman, I riss to a point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. I think the Chair ought to suppress the ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this pending amendmentisex- 
hausted. Without objection the pro forma amendment will be 
regarded as withdrawn, and the question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Eeri Uren Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Thad addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair had recognized me, but I will 
yield to the gentleman with great pleasure, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. You are always very polite. 
This House understands that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I hope the gentleman will facilitate 
what I have to say afterwards by throwing a little luminosity on 
what he regards as the present policy of the Administration 
with reference to Hawaii. 


-| acknowledged by the most lenient. opinion in both 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman is as good 
a student of public affairs as he should be he understands the 
pales of this Administration as well as of the last. Now, Mr. 
hairman, we have debated this amendment for some time and 
I would like to have an agreement as to the closing of the de- 


bats. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Do J understand that the gentleman from 
Kentucky is going to avail himself of my courtesy in yielding 
to him to try to cut me off from making a few observations? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Keutucky. Not at all. I would not de- 
prive the committee of the pleasure of hearing the gentleman. 
Laughter.] But this amendment has been debated for some 
time, and as I think the members of the committee are ready to 
vote upon it, I desire to come to some agreement to close the de- 
bate. I therefore ask unanimousconsent thatdebate on the pend- 
ing amendment be closed in ten minutes. 

r. HITT. There are two gentlemen on this side who desire 
to speak for five minutes each. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate may be closed in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. If I may be recognized for a part of that time I 
shall not object. 

Mr. LACEY. Tobject, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move 
that debate on the pending amendment be closed in tweaty min- 
utes. That gives ten minutas to each side. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. McCreary of 
38 and the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to 

ave it. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask for a division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 81, noes 2. 

Mr. LACEY. No quorum. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 


Chair will appoint to act astellers the gentleman irom Iowa, Mr. 
Lacey, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. MCCREARY. 

The tellers took took their places; but, pending the count, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucxy said: Mr. Chairman, we have 
come to an agreement. I withdraw my motion, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate on the paragraph and the pending 
amendment close in thirty minutes, giving fifteen miuutes to 
each side. 

There was no Ce esa, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I have not 
had the advantage of that information from the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs which would h we facilitated and 
perhaps illuminated the few remarks that I desire to make. It 
is perfectly evident from.what has been said here already on 
both sides, that there is no general desire to sever or interrupt 
our amicable relations with the present Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands. There isa very strong feeling in this House, 
as in the country, that we ought to have different relations from 
those of the recent past, and ought to be differently represented 
now in the Hawaiian Islands. 1 donot think that the best or the 

per solution of this question would be a vote to abolish the 

awaiian mission. I desire that we shall be represented hy a 
friendly minister of the United States in Hawaii until we annex 
that beautiful country, which will be accomplished in the near 
future as certainly as the tides of the Pacificebb and flow. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

I think it would be the suggestion of patriotism and of regard 
for the bast interests of our country and of the world, for this 
House now, after we have had time forall partisan ebullitions 
to subside, for false policies to be abandoned, and for more than 
a second thought—I think, I say, we ought now to be able to 
deal with the Hawaiian question with regard to other and more 
weighty considerations than that of sustaining what jo 2 
politic 
parties to the most gigantic diplomatic blunder in our his- 
tory. [Applause.] Gentlemen talk about Republican assaults 
upon the Democratic policy in Hawaii! Why, sir, the ink is 
hardly dry upon a speech made in another place by one of the 
most distinguished Democrats in the United States, a gentleman 
whose support as a candidate for President was very much more 
widely recognized than that of the Secretary of State te whom 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has just alluded; 
and that Democratic leader whose frank utterance is now 
reverberating from one end of the country to another, and giv- 
ing old-fashioned Democrats the only thrill of spismodic en- 
thusiasm they have experienced for more than a year, had this 
to say about the famous or rather infamous A istration for- 
eign policy in Hawaii: 7 
ese tes a SAS 
prevailed when the praia for the rest oratſon of a deposed monarchy was 


unfolded the tration, and gratification ensued when its abandon- 
ment or was reluctantly announced, influenced largely by an aroused 
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public sentiment. That unfortunate contemplated policy was a blunder, 
and a blunder is sometimes worse than a crime. 


Daes anyone disputa the party orthodoxy of that arraign- 
menti 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not a city, or town, or hamlet, 
or crossroads in the United States that has not given evidence 
of that ‘‘aroused public sentiment.” It has been manifested 
everywhere except on the Democratic side of this Democratic 
House of Representatives and in that cave of the winds,” tha 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I want to ask the chairman— 
and he may answer when I have finished—what has been done 
with the proposition which I introduced here nearly two months 
ago to solve this identical difticulty? 

Mr. M CREARY of Kentucky. It was voted down. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When and where? 

Pick McCREARY of Kentucky. In the House of Representa- 
ves. 

Mr. NOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Chairman, my distinguished 
friend, for whom I have great regard, seems to have taken so 
long a nap over these Hawaiian matters that he has not even 
yet wakened up to know that I introduced a resolution here al- 
most two months for the recall of the present minister at 
Hawaii; and it has slumbering in his committee 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. thought the gentleman re- 
ferred to the resolution which he introduced in regard to the 
Hawaiian Islands, and which was voted down in this House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I referred to the resolution which I intro- 
duced, as I have said, February 26, two months ago, and which 
was published on page of 2424 the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—a 
resolution which it seems to me provides e a response 
to the overwhelming desire of the people of this country—not 
simply a Republican demand, but one that has found as em- 
phatic expression in the columnsof that great and influential 
org en of Democracy the New York Sun, and that other great 
organ of another wing of the Democracy the New York World, 
which have day after day reiterated the demand that Minister 
Willis should be recalled, in the interest of decorous and digni- 
fied relations with the Hawaiian Government. 

This resolution which I introduced covers the ground, I think, 
better thin any speech I could make, and I will read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes of the gentleman from 
Maine Mr. BOUTELLE] have expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. L ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. HITT. [ask that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOU- 
TELLE] be permitted to oecupy the time allotted to our side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The time of the gentleman 
from Maine is to come out of the fifteen minutes allowed to that 
side under the agreement? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the Chair. 
The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman from Maine being 
permitted to proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, on the 26th day of Febru- 
ary last—I want toremind the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of this matter; I want to jog his 
memory—this resolution was introduced and referred to that 
committee: 

‘Whereas the Government of the United States would not tolerate the pres- 
ence at its capital of any foreign diplomaticrepresentative who had e 
in any movement or performed any act in derogation of its authority or cal- 
culated to disturb or destroy its administration— 

And I want to say right here thatif there isasolitary sentence 
or sentiment embodi d in these resolutions to which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, the distinguished chairman of the commit- 
tee, or any gentleman on the other side of the House, takes any 
exception, as a proper expression of American doctrine, I want 
him to call my attention to it as I proceed 
and 

Whereas the Government of the fused 
entertain foreign diplomatic ee . 
degree seemed to be interfering in our domestic affairs or acting in a man- 
ner prejudicial to ikp and interests of this Government; and 

ereas it has been the time-ho.ored principle ana pouar of the United 


States to extend to ajl other governments, whether humble or great, the same 
Donarenie dealing and good faith that we demand for ourselves as a nation; 
an 


Whereas no civilized government can be to regard with favor a 
diplomatic representative of another nation who has engaged in secret con- 
ference with its enemies and who hasopenly and formally demanded of said 
government that it surrender its authority to said enemies; and 

Whereas the extraordinary and most praiseworthy forbearance of the 
Government of the Hawaiian Islands. in relation to the active and aggres- 
Sive efforts ofthe present United States minister to secure its overthrow. 
Sere, attests the desire of that Government to preserve the most amica- 
ble relations with the people of the United States inthe face of continued 
se Papara aen Mer arare rl 8 

ereas tue people of the tes have peculiar interests in the 
good government of the Hawaiian Islands, and have for more than halfa 
cent asserted the priority of American influence therein, based on the 
ties of D with those who have built up there a Christian civilization. 
and upon, our important commercial and geographical relations with those 


lore 
Aesoived, That it is the sense of this House that the most sacred obligations 


of good faith, the highest mutual interests of the United States and the 


foamy government of Hawaii, the plainest dictates of international com- 
ity, and the im tive duty of avo’ complicity in the 
incitement of er and possible bloodshed in Hawaii require that the 


pered by 
the recent past, and who will be able and willing to represent— 


And here I quoted in the resolution the 2 of Mr. Wil- 
Iis's credentials from President Cleveland to President Dole 
the ‘‘sincere desire” of eg ard of the United States “to cultivate to 
the fullest extent the frien Pp which has so long subsisted between us.“ 
and to “constantly endeavor to advance the interest and prosperity of both 
Governments." 

Now, sir, Lask the chairman ot the Committtee on Foreign 
Affairs what action has been taken in regard to that resolution? 
Has your committee [addressing Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky] 
authorized the reporting back of that resolution? Have you 
taken affirmative action upon it? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will give the gentleman 
answer when he gets through. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to know now whether there 
has been any action taken. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There has been no report, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lask the gentleman whsther those reso- 
lutions have ever been brought to the attention of his commit- 
tee? 

Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be notified when 
Jam within five minutes of the expiration of my time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man will give me sufficient time, I will answer him fully. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Chairman, if the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs is not prepared to answer yes or 
“no” as to whether his committee has acted upon or considered 
at all a resolution of this urgent character which has been pend- 
ing before the committee for nearly two months. I am perfectly 
willing to let him answer in his own tims and bə as deliberate 
about it as his committee has been in dealing with the subject. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The degree of feeling which 
the gentleman maniiests is unworthy of the situation and of him- 


self. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOU- 
TELLE] has now about four and a half minutes remaining. 

Mr. BOGTELLE. I will reserve that time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE}, who has just taken his seat, has 
manifested a good deal of excitement in regard to Hawaiian mat- 
ters before to-day in this House. [Laughter.] I always listen 
to him with interest, and am glad to give him information when 
he seeks it. It is true that the gentleman from Maine introduced 
the resolutions which he has just read, and they were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Immediately after they 
were delivered to the Conmittee on Foreign Affairs they were 
referred by me toa subcommittee, but the gentleman from Maine, 
withal of his industry, with all of his usual excitement and zeal, 
has not, as I am informed, appeared before the subcommittee to 
give roy reason why they should report favorably upon the reso- 
lutions he presented. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the 
3 on Foreign Affairs, with his long service here, must 

now—— 7 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentue I decline to be interrupted. 
The gentleman can answer in his own time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have only four minutes time rem s 
The gentleman has abundant time, and I am in hopes that he 
will give us some light—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I decline to be interrupted. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman did not appear bafore 
the subcommittee. So it is his own fault if his resolutions were 
not promptly acted upon. If he has anything to submit to the 
subcommittee in favor of his resolution, to show that we should 
reeall Minister Willis from the Hawaiian Islands, he should 
come before the subcommittee and make itknown. They have 
been waiting patiently to hear from the distinguished gentle- 
man. The subcommittee had no inform ition th it justified them 
in reporting the resolution in favor of Mr. Willis recall; and 
they suppose, I presume, from the indi'erence the gentleman 
from Maine has shown with regard to his own resolutions, that 
he had ceased to take an interest in them. 

It the gentlemen on the other side of the House who are in 
favor of annexation, as miny of them have stated, are sincere, 
why should we break off the relations that now exist between 
the United States and Hawaii? The minister from Hawaii has 
been at Washington for years. No, the authorities of Hawaii 
have never withdrawn their minister from the United States, 
but seem to desire to maintain amicable relations with us, bier Á 
seem to desire to keep their minister here, and I believe w 
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the same spirit of friendship and good feeling that the people 
of the United States desire to keep our minister there. 

There is no reason therefore, Mr. Chairman, for recallingour 
minister or for repealing the law authorizing him to be paid 
87,500 pr annum, which would be equivalent to withdrawin 
him. This movement on the partof the Republicans here iadi- 
cates their desire to get up more excitement on this question. 
They have been beaten in the House of Representatives. See 
the led jade wince.” These gentlemen are very apt to 
exhibit temper when they have not argument on their side. 
If these gentlemen are so well satisfied that the public senti- 
ment of the country indorses their position as they hive pro- 
claimed, why are they not willing to trust to that public senti- 
ment? Why is it that on all occasions we have Hawaiian matters 
brought up here for debate? It is simply because gentlemen on 
the ocher side of the House know that their cause is a weak one; 
they know that it cin not be maintained, and they are trying on 
every occasion to bolster it up. 

e Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask how much time I have oc- 
cup 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed five min- 


utes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from pe rey a [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I hope after the 
exhibition we have had here on the motion of the honorable 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], that we shall vote now and 
that the vote will conform with the opinions expressed with so 
much emphasis by the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] and his colleagues on that side of the House, who say 
they are opposed to the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. I 
also understood my honorable friend from New York [Mr. VAN 
Voorais], a member of the committee, to be opposed to the 
amendment; and to cap the climax of the opposition of the Re- 
publican side we find the honorable gentleman from Maine him- 
self [Mr. BoUTELLE], who has just r-ad his resolution, opposing 
the ey amendment. Why can not we vote on it atonce? 

But it seems to me that the motion is a most singular one 
coming from the minority, who s that we have now a republi- 
can form of government in Hawaii, and yet want to withdraw 
the accredited minister from this Government, or withhold his 
salary, which is equivalent. But I never understood my honor- 
able friend from Illinois Mr. HITT], who is at the head of the 
minority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to be opposed to 
the proposition or to be in favor of suspending our relations with 
Hawaii in the manner proposed here by withdrawing our min- 
ister at Honolulu, or to be in favor of withdrawing his salary. 

It is the first time that the notion has been conveyed any where 
that such was his wish, if he favors the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. Why, sir, we have a minister 
from the Hawaiian Islands here in this country, accredited and 
received here. We have our minister there; and if the honor- 
able gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] wanted to perfect his 
amendment, it seems to me he ought to have included in it the 
two propositions, that while we withdraw our minister by taking 
away his support, we should request the Hawa.ian Islands to 
withdraw their minister. Whyshould we keep up a one-sided 
relation with this country, in the way which he proposes, by sim- 
ply striking out the appropriation? 

take it for granted, Mr. Chairman, that there was no serious 
supposition that this amendment would receive even the support 
of his colleagues on the other side; and I hope we shall have a 
vote on it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, it seems hardly necessary 
to make any rop to the more or less skillful evasions of my dis- 
tinguished friend, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [Mr. McCreary of Kentucky]. It is a somewhat re- 
markable proclamation to this House, however, for the chair- 
man of one of its principal committees to inform a member who 
introduced a resolution of great public importance and had 
it referred to that committee nearly two months ago, that the 
introducer of the resolution is responsible for the nonaction of 
the committee. 

The gentleman wants to know why I have not come before the 
subcommittee. I never learned thit a subcommittee had been 
appointed. I was never informed that any action whatever had 
been taken or contemplated. and I am informed now that ifa 
subcommittes was appointed to consider that resolution, that 
subcommittee has never even been called together to consider 
it. And yet the gentleman arises to arraign me for laches in 
failing to go before a committee of which nobody ever heard, 
except the gentleman himself and pai the members of that 
subcommittee, a committee which has never held any meatings 
and never intimated to me at any time, in any way, that [ could 


have a hearing anywhere. The gentleman from Kentucky cer- 
tainly has no idea, he never entertained the impression fora 


moment, that if I had been notified in any way that I would be 
heard in behalf of the resolution, there would hive been an 
failure upon my part to appear; and if I had appeared, I think 
there would have been no difficulty in presenting ade uate ar- 
guments in favor of the resolution. 

I have kept a somewhat close observance of the expressions of 
public sentiment upon this subject, Mr. Chairman, and with re- 
markably few exceptions, I know hardly a representative organ 
of the great parties in this country that has not repeatedly in- 
sisted that Mr. Willis should be recalled, not only in the inter- 
est of justice to H waii, not only in the interestof and in behalf 
of the dignity of the people of the United Stites, but in ustice 
to himself, to relieve him from the melancholy situation in 
which the Administration had placed him, asituation which his 
own friends in his own party now recognize and confess to huve 
been one of the deepest humiliation and embarrassment. 

Of the gentlemen who have spoken to-day, not one, so far asI 
have noticed, has failed to make a plea for Mr. Willis, on ac- 
count of the peculiarly “embarrassing” and complicated“ 

ition in which he has been placed. that is so, why not re- 
ieve him? Why compel him to sit down, in the face of the 
Provisional Government of Hawaii, to a daily dish of unpal- 
atable crow? Why compel him to do all the swallowing of this 
miserable policy of hypocrisy and stultification? Why not com- 
pel the author of the policy, in the White House, why not com- 
pel the Secretary of State, to carry their proper load of the 
odium? Why do you not yourselves, gentlemen of the majority, 
who voted for that truckling and evasive resolution a few 
months ago—why do not some of you assume a part of this hu- 
miliation, and not make Mr. Willis a pack horse for the whole 
lamentable and disgusting load? I wish to ask to what Govern- 
ment is Mr. Willis supposed by the Administration, and by the 
Democratic majority, and by the Foreign Affairs Committee, to 
be accredited to day? I ask the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. To the de fucto government. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah! That is a revelation! I thank you 
for that. This is the first time we have got that far. Here is 
an acknowledgment at last, from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, that the Government of Hawaii recog- 
nized by John L. Stevens on the Lith of January, 1343, in ac- 
cordance with international obligation and his duty to his coun- 
try, is the de facto government of Hawaii that he declared it to 
be. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I think that ought to be far enough for me to press the dis- 
tinguished chairman to-day, as to the past, and I will leave him 
to elucidate further what the future policy of this Administra- 
tion is to bs in regard to the Hawaiian Islands. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fir. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Does not ths gentleman know 
all ministers are accredited to the de facto governments of the 
countries to which they go? 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman in raply to 
what he puts as an inquiry, that I supposed that Mr. Willis was 
secretly but officially accredited by President Cleveland and Mr. 
Gresham to Her Majesty the Queen!” If I can read the Eng- 
lish language he was told to sing a deceitful song of duplicity in 
the ears of the Provisional Government, but he was contiden- 
tially ” instructed to wind u by restoring and recognizing “Her 
Majesty the Queen!” [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield to the gentlem in from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] two minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] 
knows to what government our minister was accredited. There 
never has been any dispute about that. From the time Mr. 
Willis left this country until this time there has been no dis- 
pute as to that. The fact, however, still remains unanswered by 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House that the late Ad- 
ministration favored a treaty of annexation, which required the 
Government of the United States to pay this deposed Queen 
$20,000 a year out of the Treasury of the United States, and 
$150,000 of gratuity to the deposed heir apparent. 

Now, if the Government of the United States was to be re- 
quired to pay this money, for what purpose and on what account 
was it to be paid? It was to be paid by reasoa of the fact that 
the Government of the United States was responsible for the 
overthrow of the monarchy in that country, and that it was re- 
quired to pay this amount in order to indemnify the Queen for 
the deposition brought about by our own minister and by our 
own forces. If the pension and bounty were not for that pur- 
pose their payment would have been the greatest fraud that ever 
was attempted to be perpetrated upon our Government. In 
consenting to impose that payment upon us, the late Adminis- 
tration confe its responsibility for the overthrow of the 
Government and offered these sums as a just indemnity. The 
last Administration was responsible for the overthrow of the 
Queen, and offered to pay her on that account out of the Treas 
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ury of the United States $20,000 a year as long as she should] Mr. PIN GLE. The unofficial consular fees. ; 

live, and offered the heir to the throne 8150, 000 in one payment. Mr. DINSMORE. Yes; the unofficial consular fees; and in 
If this was not for an indemnity for the wrong done by our Gov- | that way the compensation of this post was increased. 

ernment, it was an attempt at fraud upon our people, and in| Mr. REED. Lam so glad that habit of not giving an explana- 


either case, deserves unqualified condemnation. tion is not spreading to the floor. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment sub- Mr. DINSMORE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
mitted by the gentleman from Iowa. the point of order on this provision. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. DINGLEY. Let the point of order still remain, Mr. 


i Chairman, 
punvoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Switzerland and | The HARMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from 
= Aar Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] to say that he withdrew the point 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out | of order. é 
the last word, for the purpose of asking a question. I see} Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to reserve the point of order until I 


that hear some further explanation. 
The CHAIRMAN. What line? The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In line 6, page 3. I see that this | order. 
provides a salary of $7,500 for our minister at Portugal. This] Mr. DINGLEY. I do not kuow, Mr. Chairman, that I desire 
seems to be an increase of $1,500. I believe the salary as fixed | tomake any point upon this appropriation. I do not know that 
by the Revised Statutes is $6,000. I do not know what great | it isa change of existing law, but I would like to hear some fur- 
complication may have arisen between us and the Government | ther statement of fact. If it isa change of the existing luw, I 
of Portugal, and whether there is any proposition of annexing | desire to make the point of order. 
or overthrowing that Government. hat [ want to know is why Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Revised Statutes of the 
the increase in the salary of our representative at Lisbon has United States authorize a salary of 37,500 for the minister to 
been made. I do not even know the gentleman, or whether it is | Switzerland and the minister.to Portugal each. It is trac that 
on account of his great ability or necessity, or because the United | for some years past in the appropriation bills that amount has 
States of America has a great surplus it wants to get rid of. II not been appropriated, but it is known to this House that the 
am satisfied, however, that for some good reason this appropria- | mission to Switzerland and the mission to Portugal have grown - 
tion is proposed to be made different from what has been made | materially in importance of late years, and if we senda minister 
before, because if there was not a good reason the gentleman | to Switzerland, and I think we should, and if we send a minister 
from Kentucky would not make the proposition. I reserve the | to Portugal, it is believed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
remainder of my time, and would be glad to hear the reason | that those ministers ought to receive each a salary of not less 
therefor. than 86,500. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The Revised Statutes of the Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the amount appropriated in 
United States, and the act fixing the salaries of diplomatic and | the last appropriation bill? 
consular officers, allows $7,500 to the ministers to Portugal and Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Five thousand dollars. 


Switzerland. Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I hope the point of order will be 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is there a provision in the Revised | sustained. 

Statutes fixing that? Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But the statute authorizes a 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. salary of $7,500, and it has beenalready stated by the gentleman 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. at section? from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] that the rank of the mission 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Section 1675. has been raised to that of envoy extraordinary and minister 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. at is the date of its enactment? | plenipotentiary. s 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Eighteen hundred and sev-| TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 

enty-four. LEY] reserved the point of order, but the Chair understands the 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Eighteen hundred and seventy- | gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] now to make the point. 

four. Well, have thore not been reductions since that time? Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the point so far as I am con- 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There have been in appro-| cerned. Let the question come on the merits of the appropria- 
priation bills, but the general law fixes the salary at $7,500. tion. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand, if the gentleman | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurH- 
will allow me, in the earlier and economical and better days of | WAITE] makes the point of order. The Chair will be glad to 
the Democratic y, in the last twenty years, when the gen- hear the gentleman from Kentucky on the point. Or does the 
tleman from Ind [Mr. HOLMAN] wasat the helm, the law was | gentleman from Ohio himself desire to be heard on the point of 
changed by a provision upon an Lb itp bill cutting this | order? 
salary down to $6,000, and that it has been that way ever since Mr. OUTHWAITE. It has always been held, Mr. Chairman, 
1875, and that upon this cut, being like unto some seventy or | that where asalary has been reduced in an appropriation bill , 
eighty other cuts throughout the whole United States service, | and the amount has been accepted as payment of the silary in . 
the Democracy went to the country and won a great victory. | full and has been fixed as the amount of the salary in the ap- 
Now, I just wanted to know what is the condition that justifies | propriation bill, that is the existing law; and if this salary was 
this increase? Ido not seem togetanyanswer. I fear it is wicked | fixed at $5,000 in the last appropriation bill, that is the existing 
extravagance. 5 law at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the proforma amend- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear from the 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. gentleman on this point. It has been claimed that the appro- 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I coincide with the statement of the gen- priation bill is the existing law only for the fiscal year to which 
tleman from Illinois, and desire to hear that explanation my- | it applies. 
self. To secure that I make the point of order upon it. Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I think that would make it the 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of | existing law at this time. 
order. 7 Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That it increases expenditures on an ap- 
propriation bill. But I will withdraw the point of order, and 
move to reduce it to 35,000. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman has asked for an explana- 
tion. L can state with reference to the salary of the minister to 
Portugal that he was formerly minister resident and consul-gen- 
eral, and as such received consular fees. The post, however, 
was raised to that of envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 

tentiary, and in consideration of that and of the loss of his 

ees as consul-general we thought it was proper toincrease the 
salary to $6,500, because the absolute necessities of the post re- 
guiro mo 5 n 5 Chair to subdivision 2 of Rule XXI, which provides that 

r. But did he receive double compensation, in 
violation of the statute which prohibits hat? T chereto, for ea expendivare nos previously 

Mr. DINSMORE. The statute, as I understand it, does not | authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
prohibit that, Where a man is minister resident and consul- | Works and objects as are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in f 


general he is entitled to receive the consular fees. po aed 77 ͤò3 18W HOTA OEASE, GE 


XXVI—243 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr.OuTH- 
WAITE] has the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield tothe gentleman from Kentucky.’ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio to this point. In the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States there is provision for 87,500 as the 
pearl of our minister to Portugal and our minister to Switz- 
erland. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. When was the salary reduced, and what 
were the terms of the law under which it was reduced? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I call the attention of the 
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Now, the existing law is the statute to which I have referred, 
contained in the Revised Statutes of the United States. It is 
true that Congress hasappropriated 35,009 from time to time as 
the salary of this office, but the existing law, which is found in 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, provides for 87,00, 

and this appropriation does not increase or excezd that amount, 
being only $5,500. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order is withdrawn; and the 
gentleman from Illinois, as the Chair understands, withdraws 
the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before we pass from this gues- 
tion, now that it is before us on the merits, I would liks to in- 
sure of the gentleman from Kentucky, who has charge of this 

ill, whether $6,590 as compensation of the minister to Portu- 
gal, is really an increase over and above the amount given in 
previous years? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I stated that this is an in- 
crease over the appropriation of last year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it an increase of the compensation? It 
has been stated that this minister has received some unofficial 
fees which haye really made his compensation 86,500 or more. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. DINSMORE] can explain that matter. 

Mr. DINSMORE. That is my information. I understand 
that a number of consular agents have divided-their fees with 
this minister so that his compensation has really amounted to 
about that sum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You have not any definite official informa- 
tion on the subject? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Ican not state the exact amount; but I 
have ascertained that his compensation has amounted to about 
that sum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are we to understand that we are propos- 
ing to increase the compensation of the minister to Portugal to 
2 extent of $1,500 on this appropriation bill? Is that the sit- 
uation? > 

Mr. DINSMORE. Not the compensation—the salary. He 
does not now receive any fees; formerly he did. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How does it happen that he obtained fees 
before which have now been cut off? 

Mr. DINSMORE. He was minister resident and consul-gen- 
eral; and as consul-general there was a division of fees between 

him and consular agents under him. Now that he is elevated 
to the rank of envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, 
he get; no consular fees whatever. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I have in my hand an appro- 

riation bill pa sed in 1892, which refers to this officer as min- 
r resident and consul-general in Portugal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to amend by striking out, 
in line 5, the words and Portugal” and inserting after the 
word ‘ dollars,“ in line 6, the words“ and minister resident and 
consul-general to Portugal, 85,000.“ 

I hold in my hand a Senate document bearing date January 
23, 1893, giving official and unofficial fees of consuls, consul-gen- 
eral, etc. I find that the official fees at Lisbon amounted, ac- 
cording to this report, to $1,470.50. Of those official fees the consul 
orconsul-general never received one dollar, because under a law 
passed many years ago those fees go into the Treasury. I find 
that the unofficial fees at the same place amounted to $82.65. So 
that I am satisfied—I say it with all respect—that the informa- 
tion which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE) has 
obtained from the State Department must be erroneous. The 
amount which this man is deprived of by being denied partici- 
pation in the consular fees is 882.65. 

Now, Lam willing to put this provision back into its former 
shape, so that this officer shall be minister resident and consul- 
general, as he was last year and as he has been ever since he was 
“economized" into that position twenty years ago, under the lead 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. But I am not 

ing to increase this salary 81,500. I have no objection to 

g an increased salary if gentlemen think the office is worth 

4; but [ want the matter put on the true ground. If the gentle- 
manfrom Kentucky in charge of this bill is satisfied from his 
great knowl dge of the public service that the dignity and well- 
being of the United States require an increase of the salary of 
our minister to Portugal by the addition of $1,500, let him rise 
in his place and say so. Let it be understood that such is the 
reason. If that reason be stated I will not oppose the proposi- 
tion. Butif this increase is to be proposed without any good 


reason—merely because the gentleman's party is in power and 
we are out I wish to know it. 

In other words, Ido not want the salaries increased under a 
ae 2 ORN, and I would like to have some explanation 
made of it. 2 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 19, 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 
Mr. DINSMORE. I think the gen lem an from Illinois is un- 
dera misapprehension. Ho stetes the amount of unoificial fees 
received as a pirt of the salary of this oficial. As I understand 
it, and my inform tion is, be not only received th 1tamount from 
these uno ficial fees, but asa consal-general was entitled to adi- 
vision of the fees of the consular agents under him, which fees 
ag gzregatod approximately $1,50) in Portugal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What does the gentleman from 
Illinois say to that? 5 

Mr. HITT. He could not under the law get more than $1,000 
anywhere in the world, 

Mr. DINSMORE. My information was that it amounted to 
about 81,500, including the unoiicial fees to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois has referred. I may be mistaken as to tha 
amount. I should regret to mike a misstatement. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That disposes of that subject. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] says that he 
could not under any provision of law get more than $1,009. 

Mr. HITT. By agencies, I mean. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. And at Lisbon, as shown by this 
statement, the unofficial fees were only $32.65. Now,Iam will- 
ing, if you believe this ought to be done, that vou should do it; 
but I want you to have the courage to march right up to it and 
do it in a proper way. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MCOREARY of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs carefully examined the question of the 
salaries of the various ministers to other countries, and concluded 
to put into the bill an increase of last year’s salaries for the min- 
isters to Switzerland and Portugal. The general law already 
authorizes 37,500 each for these. The committee, however, was 
unwilling to raise the salaries to that sum, but as certain fees 
had been taken away irom the minister to Portugal, after the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs carefully investigated the im- 
portance of the missions to thess countries, we unanimously 
agreed to fix the salary of the ministers at Switzerland and Por- 
tugal at 86,500 each. 

As far bick as 1874 the salaries in these countries were fixed 
at 37,500. If we have ministers abroad, we must at least furnish 
them with money sufficient to pay the necessiry and ordinary 
expenses; and the committee, after a thorough consideration, 
did increase the s ilaries of the ministers to these countries $1,500 
each, These are the only inereas2s over last year’s appropria- 
155 for ministers that we have recommended in the pending 


ill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. It seems to be sattled that this is an increase of salary of 
81,500 in each of these cases to these officials. 

. Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, the ministers to Switzer- 
land and Portugal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. Now, I do not object so much to the 
increase, but I do object to excuses being given for the purpose 
of concealing the increase. Let it be stated openly that it is an 
increase. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iso stated. 

Mr. BURROWS. In both cases, Switzerland and Portugal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to modify 
my amendment, and am willing then that a vote sball be taken. 
I withdraw the former amendment, and now move to strike out 
the words six thousand five hundred,“ in line 5, on page 3, 
and insert the words ‘‘five thousand;” and, in line 6, strike out 
thirteen” and insert ten.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SALARIES OF DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS WHILE RECEIVING IN- 
STRUCTIONS AND MAKING TRANSITS. 

To pay the salaries of ministers, consuls, and other officers of the United 
States for the periods actually and necessarily occupied in receiving in- 
structions, and in making transits to and from their posts, and while await- 
ing recognition and authority to act. in pu: susnce of the provisions of sec- 
tion 1740 of the Revised Statutes, so much as may be necessary for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, is hereby appropria 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Kentucky what his 
estimate is as to the expenditure that would be made under this 
indefinite appropriation. This is to pay the salaries of minis- 
ters, consuls, and other officials of the diplomatic servies while 
making their way leisurely to their posts of duty. What amount 
is covered by the item? 

Mr. MsCREARY of Kentucky. This provision to which the 
gentleman from Illinois refers is the same provision that has 
been adopted in appropriation bills for many years past. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That was not the question. It is, 
what is your estimate as to the amount whieh will be expended 
under this indefinite appropriation for the coming fi year? 


„Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There is no estimate fur- 
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nished in the Book of Estimates, but I will obtain the informa- 
tion he desires ina few moments. It is in the Fifth Auditor's 


report, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then the gentleman can not say 
whether it will be $3,000,000 or a million and a half dollars? 
1 to ask the gentleman what was expended this year for 

> pu 6? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Thore is a statute—section 
en of the Revised Statutes—which authorizes this appropria- 

on. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I know that thoroughly; but 
does the gentleman know how much has been expended of this 

permanent appropriation this year? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I can say to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this does not increase the 
amount that will go to pay our minister. It is to aß the sala- 
ries of ministers, consuls, and other ofiicers of the United States 
for the periods actually and necessarily occupied in receiving 
instructions, and in making transits to and from their posts, and 
while awaiting recognition and authority to act, in pursuance 
of the provisions of section 1740 of the vised Statutes. So 
much as may be necessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, is hereby appropriated. SA 

It is known, I suppose, by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] that almost all ministers and consuls who are ap- 
pofted have to wait awhile, usually, I believe, not exceeding 
thirty days, to receive their instructions. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Yes, I understand; and therefore, 
as the gentleman can not state what the amount is, I move to 
strike out, commencing with the word so,“ in line 2, down to 
8 line 4, and insert the words one hundred thousand 

ollars. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will suggest to him that it does not cost that much, I 
have before me the last annual report of the Fifth Auditor. Last 
year the amount paid for salaries of diplomatic oficers while re- 
ceiving instructions under the section I have referred to was 
$52,572, and the salaries paid to consuls while receiving instruc- 
tions and in transit was $28,000; so that it will not be more than 
$80,000, probably. 

Mr. HITT. t amount is unusually large, Mr. Chairman, 
because during the last year alarge part of the force, both diplo- 
matic and consular, has been changed, and the men have been 
sent and kept waiting. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It will not be so large this 
year. 

Nr. CANNON of Illinois. How much does the gentleman 
think it will cost? 

Mr. HITT. I think the service has been so thoroughly cleaned 
out by Mr. Quincy in the consular department, and by the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of State in the diplomatic branch, that there 
will be only a fraction of the $70,000 needed for any changes in 
the coming vear. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will $50,000 be enough? 

Mr. HITT. Fifty thousand dollars will probably be more than 


ample. 

Mr. CANNONofDlinois. I move to make it 340,000; striking 
out the lines indicated, and inserting $40,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 2, after the word “statute “ strike out the following lan- 

eg3: So much as may be necessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

895, is hereb: appropriated,” and insert in Heu thereof the words “ forty 
thousand dollars.“ 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this para- 
graph of the bill provides for the payment of salaries of diplo- 
matic and consular officers while receiving instructions and in 
transit. It does not apply to anythingelse. The expenses have 
necessarily been heavier during the past year because of many 
changes in our diplomatic and consularservice. It has been the 
law so long thit I know of no reason why the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] should be agreed 
to. The whole amount paid out last year was only about $80,- 
000. I do not believe it will be that much, or near that, next 
year, but I do not think it will be safe or proper for this House 
to adopt an amendment fixing the sum at $40,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Make it $59,000, then. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
is right. The sum which he has named covers the expenditure 
for that purpose during the year that ended last June. A very 
large expenditure, because of the change of Administration, 
came after the Ist of July; so that it is probable that if we had 
1 returns for the year following they would be very much 

arger. 
r. CANNON of Illinois. 


I will modify my amendment b 
making it $80,000 Hy my, 3 


Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me à 


in this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. An indefinite appropriation? 

Mr. HITT. Yes. = 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, why does tho gentleman from Illinois 
insist that it should be a deiinite appropriation at this time? 

Mr. HITT. My colleague, I suppose, voices the sentiment of 
the House 

Mr. SAYERS. Task the gentleman from Ilinois that ques- 
tion. Does the gentleman favor it? 

Mr. HITT. My colieague is, I think, voicing the sentiment 
of the House 

Me. SAYERS. Task the gentleman from Illinois if he favors 
changing from a definite to an indeiinite appropriation? 

Mr. HITT. Well, if you want my opinion personally, I would 
say that I think it is wise to specify wherever you can, as I have 
seen the gentleman from Texas do in appropriation bills; but I 
do know also that the law is so framed now, and the authority 
of the Department is so strictly limited, that there can not be 
any fraud. Let it would bea satisfaction to have it made defi- 

te, 

Mr. SAYERS. Why did not the gentlemen do that, then, in 
the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. HITT. We did not care to make the innovation, because 
we were not then so vigilantly watchful or such professors of 
frugality as the gentlemen on the other side have since taught 
us.to be. ughter. } 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the clause in 
the bill is drawn in accordance with the statute. I have here 
section 1740 of the general law, which I will have read if any- 
one desires to hear it. If not, I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out so much as may bo necessary” and inserting 
“sixty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order against that amendment, and I ask to havo the 
Statute read. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say at this time 
that I do not apprehend any mismanagement or any misappro- 
priation of this fund. It is nota fund - 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will please suspend for a moment. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] makes the pom of order againstthe 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, and, in 
support of his point of order sends to the Clerk's desk the stat- 
ute to be read. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. My recollection is that the gentleman 
did not make the point of order until I was recognized and speak- 
ing, and then it was too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was entitled to make it immediately 
on the presentation of the amendment. Indeed, strictly under 
the rule, that was the only time he could make it. The Clerk 
will report the statute. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Thegentleman asked to have the amend- 
ment again reported. If he did not hear it the first time that 
was not my fault. 

The CHAIRMAN. He asked to have the amendment read 
again, and the Clerk again reported it, but the gentleman from 
Kentucky made the point of order against the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and in support of the point of order 
one the statute to the Clerk’s desk to be read. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the statute, as follows: 


Sec. 1740. No ambassador, envoy extraordinary minister 2 
tiary, minister resident, commissioner, chargé d'afaires, secretary of lega- 
tion, assistant secretary of legation, interpreter to any legation or consu- 
late, or consul general. consul, or commercial agent, mentioned in Schedules 
Band C, shall be entitled to compensation for his services, except from the 
time when he reaches his post aud enters upon his official duties tothe time 
when he ceases to hold such office, and for such time as is actually and nec- 
essarily occupied in receiving his instractions, not to exceed 30 days, and in 
making the direct transit between the place of his residence when 3 
and his post of duty, at the commencement and termination of the 

of his official service. for which he shall in all cases be allowed and 4, ex- 
cept as hereinaiter mentioned. And no person shall be deemed to hold any 
his successor is 

duties of his office at his post of duty, nor after his official 
post has terminated, if not so relieved. But no such allowance or pa 
shall be made to an 1 ercial agent, not em- 


consul-general, consul, or comm: 
braced in Schedules B and ©, or to any vice-consul, 
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ty oonan ar consular agent, for the time so occupied in receiving in- 


epui 

structions, or in such transit as aforesaid; nor shall any such officer as is 
referred to in this section be allowed compensation for the time so occupied 
in such transit, at the termination of the period of his oficial service, if he 
has resigned or been recalled therefrom for any malfeasance in his office. 


Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi changes existing law; and 
make the point of order that it is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Mississippi upon the point of order. 

Mr. S. DALE. As I understand the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman, it simply means that, when a statute authorizes an 
indefinite appropriation, the House is without power to make 
it different. I want to know if that is the position of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky will please 
give his attention to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. As I understand the gist of the point of 
order is, that because this statute, 1740 of the Revised Statutes, 
authorizes an indefinite appropriation, the House is without 
power to make it different. Is that right? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My point of order is that it 
changes existing law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not change existing law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Even if it did, it would be as easy to 
make a declaration before the House that you have no right to 
detract from the Scripture, and apply it to this proposition with 
the same force. And it seems to me there is no authority by 
the statute to make an appropriation for these incidental ex- 
patnos of a greater amount than may be necessary. You must 

rstascertain how much is n . Willthe gentleman from 
Kentucky or from anywhere else maintain that the statute turns 
the 3 loose to any officer that may want to expend the 
money 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide the point of 
order. The Chair overrules the point of order. Now, the Chair 
is er to hear the gentleman from Mississippi on his amend- 
men 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Then Ihave very little to say, Mr. Chair- 
man. And I only want to emphasize the fact, as I was saying 
before, that while I would notauthorize the 5 beyond 
what is necessary in this item, I believe that this system of leg- 
islation, that system of appropriation, has worked injury to the 
Treasury of the United States. Isay there is no reason, no mat- 
ter what the course and practice may have been before, or by 
antecedent Congresses, and in my judgment there is no excuse 
for, the base pe of the United States, which is charged with 
the appropriation of the money of the United States, in author- 
izing any officer, however great or small, to expend such a sum 
as he may please in any part of the discharge of his “ts I be- 
lieve further, without having time enough to go into the facts, 
that these ministers and consuls abroad have been paid and sup- 

rted at times when they were preparing to go away, when 

hey ought to have been at home, or ought to have been paying 
theirown expenses. Therefore I am in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois with this amendment, which 
would make it so that we could know what we were paying. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will accept the gentleman’s 
amendment making it $6,000. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman,it appears to me that the 
gentleman from Mississippi has been arguing this amendment 
under a misapprehension of the facts. The statement which 
he made at the conclusion of his remarks, and I had not the 
honor and good fortune to hear all that he said upon the sub- 
ject, indicates an opinion in his mind that the Government of 
the United States pays some specific sum, stated by him, as the 
cost of transit of the minister to his post; and he further said 
that he is also paid money when he is here at home. Now, the 
law does not provide that a minister or a consul going abroad 
receive any specific sum whatever, but he is allowed what is 
called a transit allowance,” which is nothing more nor less 
than the amount of his salary from the time he starts until he 
reaches his post. That is all there is in it. He is paid his sal- 
Fag tni to the rate allowed to him. 

r. HITT. But he is paid that salary at the same time his 
predecessor is paid a corresponding salary, so that it makes a 
double salary taken out of the Treasury. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I understand that the salary is paid where 
one is coming in and the other is going out. 

Mr. HITT. They overlap. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Nevertheless, such has been the policy 
heretofore pursued. This Government provides no allowance 
whatever for outfit, as is done in other countries; but it does 
allow the minister going abroad his salary from the time he 
leaves his home until he returns to it; and the regulations 


the number of days he is allowed to travel in going 
out and coming back, and he can not draw pay for a greater 
time. The amount given depends entirely upon the post he is 
accredited to and the distance which must be traveled. Now, 
then, he is allowed no more under the law than I have stated; 
and nobody knows better than the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois, who has served so long as chiirman of the Com- 
mittes on Foreign Affairs, that the ministers in the foreign 
service are not paid exorbitaat salaries. 

Ina great many instances the salaries are insufficient to pay 
the expenses of these officers; as was the case, for instance. with 
the salary which was increased by the committee and which has 
already been Lory upon by the Committes of the Whole to-day. 
In that case the minister paid out for living expenses the whole 
amount of his salary, $5,000. He wrote to me (and I know him 
to be a reliable gentleman) that his living expenses for himself 
and family at a hotel were $400 a month, consuming practically 
the whole of his salary. He isa man of limited means, and could 
not set up an establishment for himself. ‘Thus, in many cases 
the salary is insufficient to pay the expenses of these officers. In 
proposing this allowance for the expenses of the minister while 
en route to his tof duty, we are doing nothing more than has 

sen considered fair in the past, and nothing more than has al- 
ways been done hitherto by our Government, which has been 
more economical than foreign governments, which, besides these 
eas oy enses, have allowod an outfit. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] mis- 
apprehends the position that I took. Iwasnotsaying that these 
expenses should not be allowed, but that I wanted to know how 
much they are. 

Mr. DINSMORE. You do know that, under the law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; after the thing is done. 

Mr. DINSMORE. You know before. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, that is just what I want to know now; 
and this bill does not inform mo. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The law provides what the salary shall be, 
and it can not be any more or any less. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understand what salary the law pro- 
vides. Butif we appropriate money for the expenses of theso 
ministers while they are nursing themselves to get ready to 
start to their posts of official duty, we want to know how much 
itis going to cost. We do not want anybody to dip into the 
Treasury without letor hindrance if we are going to ko a party 
of economy and reform. 

Gentlemen say we are to make this allowance because it has 

zen done heretofore. In the name of Heaven, are we never to 
do anything that has not been done heretofore? Must we go on 
forever in the old beaten track and spend money in certain di- 
rections because our ancestors expended it in that way? If we 
are to have no reform, what would become of the Republican 
rty? The only thing that keeps them alive is their claim to 
a party of ‘‘reform.” And as reference has been made to 
Mr. Gresham I will say that they reformed him so thoroughly 
that he had toleave their party and seek a better one. 

It is said that one of our ministers was obliged to spend #409 
in order to keep his family at a hotel. Well, I can find gentle: 
men of this House who are paying 8400 in order to board with 
their families at a hotel; and it might be argued that we must 
give all members such a salary as will enable them tolive at ho- 
tels as expensively as the rich members of the House do. Sir, 
there is no argument in that. We are not a Government of 
show, and tinsel and display. The greatest epoch in he history 
of this country in respect to matters of that kind was the day 
when James Buchanan shuffled off the court dress of England 
and walked down the aisle in the dress of a plain American citi- 
zen. We do not want to send our ministers abroad to display 
gewgaws upon their persons and to spend large sums of money at 
elegant hotels. If they live repectably that is enough. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] as modified upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. . 

The question being taken, there were —ayes 50, noes 63. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum has voted. I think we 
had better have tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois calls for 
tellers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, sir; I make the point of no quo- 
rum, which will necessitate our having tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky and 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois were appointed. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from IMi- 
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* 
nois [Mr. CANNON] make the point that there is no quorum 
resent? 8 
£ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman made the point that no 
quorum had voted. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
64, noes 102. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 
So the amendment as modified was e 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Secretaries of legations to China, Japan, and Mexico, at $2,025 each, 87,875. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I wish to inquire the reason for this increase of 
the salary of the secretary of legation at Mexico. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The mission to Mexico is now 
and has been for several years past a first-class mission; but the 
salary of the secretary of legation has not been changed. It re- 
mains at $1,800, the amount fixed when the mission was second 
class. It was believed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs that 
this salary should be p on a par with that paid to other 
secretaries of legation where the amount drawn by the minister 
is $17,500. This was done not only that the salary might be uni- 
form with the salaries of other secretaries of similar grades, but 
because the actual duties of the office entitle the secretary of le- 
gation to this small increase. 

The duties of this official in Mexico have increased and are 
very exacting, and the volume of work is as great if not greater 
than anywhere else. The Department several times has asked 
this increase. It asked it when the present bill was being pre- 
pared by the committee, and aftercareful consideration the com- 
mittee believed, as the mission to Mexico was made a first-class 
mission, that the secretary should be allowed the same salary as 
secretaries receive at Paris, London, Berlin, and St. Petersburg. 

Mr. COOMBS. And I will add as a further reason, with the 
permission of the Chair, that the expense of living in Mexico 

as been much increased within the last few years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now let us see about the soundness 
of the reasons suggested for this increase. It is true that four 
years ago, when the Hon. Thomas Ryan, who had seen fourteen 
to sixteen years’ service in this House, was appointed minister 
to Mexico, it was made a first-class mission, and the salary was 
increased from $12,030 to $17,503 in gold. It has been retained 
at that figure ever since. 

The increase was made a little bit from a personal standpoint, 
i think, because Mr. Ryan was one of the best equipped men in 
the Government for that service; but it was made also from an- 
other standpoint, namely, that our relations with Mexico were 
growing more and more important every year, and we were just 
on the eve of that legislation which was, under the leadership 
of Mr. Blaine, to establish reciprocity on this continent. We 
had already commenced to arrange for the Pan-American Con- 
gress, and, reaching out from the standpoint of strengthening 
our influence on this continent, Congress thought it well to in- 
crease the gent 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Illinois 


has expired. 
Well, I should like to have a few 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The reasons having preg by for 
the increase of the salary, and the place being filled now by a 
mere politician, and the Democracy being in power, and they 
have already got the ax sharpened to cut reciprocity up by 
the roots 

Mr. TRACEY. Dig it up. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; as the gentleman from New 
York says, dig it up by theroots. And the reason having ceased 
for the increase of the salary, I would cheerfully vote to decrease 
it and put it back to where it was—$12,000. 

But, instead of doing that, and when there is no reason for 
making the other changesuggested,why, we find the committee 
increasing the salary of the „ legation from $1,800 
to 82,600 a year. It remained at $1, for the last four years. 
Now, the reason being gone and the Democracy also in power, 
for the sake of paying this salary out of a bankrupt Treasury, 
borrowing money at 5 per cent to pay the daily expenses of the 
Government, instead o USEAT the salary of the minister from 
$17,500 to what it was, we find this bill proposing an increase of 
that of the secretary of legation to the amount named here. I 
tell you that you are not going to do it unless you vote to do it, 
ARS = yon want to do it you have got to let the country under- 

it. : 

I am for paying salaries, and fair salaries, where they are 


needed and where the manis serving the Government; but when 
you go back upon every principle that would enable our people, 
either commercially or industrially to dominate this continent, 
now or in the future, I am not willing, by myconsentat least, to 
see these salaries increased, when those who draw them can not 
do any service of value to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma 
amendment to be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I will now make 
the formal amendment. I have made the informal one, and 
talked about ten minutes. I will make a formal amendment 
now to strike out in line 11 the words and Mexico.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that this paragraph has already been passed 
over. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not so understand it. 
discussing it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was discussing a motion 
to amis out the last word, being the word“ dollars,“ in lines 14 
and 15. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that paragraph all goes to- 
gether. And I have this marked on my bill here for the pur- 
pose of making the motion. 

Mr. HITT. I would remind the Chairman that the gentle- 
man from IIlinois was endeavoring to get the attention of the 
Chair, but the Clerk was reading at great rapidity. e 

Mr. MOSES. But the gentleman from Illinois had sat down 
to congratulate himself about his speech, and forgot all about 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when its atten- 
tion was called to the gentleman from Illinois, who was seeking 
recognition, the Chair asked the Clerk how far he had proceeded 
with the reading of the bill, and was informed that he had 
reached page 4, lines 14 and 15. The Chair so stated to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. The gentleman from Illinois offered a pro 
forma amendment, and proceeded to discuss the salary of the 
secretary of legation at Mexico; and the Chair understood, and 
the committee will understand, that great latitude is induiged 
in Committee of the Whole in the discussion of such matters. 
The Chair therefore made no suggestion about it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, now, if the Chair holds that 
I am too late, by one word, to make this motion, namely, be- 
cause line 14 has been read, and the paragraph that precedes it 
closes with line 13, if I am to be ruled out on that point, then I 
want to ask unanimous consent to make this motion to strike out 
the words and Mexico, which will leave the salary at $1,800, 
what the law provides, and what it has always been. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I must object to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In the name of economy and re- 
form, I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will not do that, and 
I will suggest to the Chairman that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] said that upon this question, if the majority de- 
sired to raise this salary, it could not be done except by a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recalls that. 

Mr. BURROWS. He intended to offer the amendment, and 
this is purely an oversight. 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not 
object to any show of economy on the part of the Republicans, 
because it is so rare. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will be the shortest way out of it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman state 
that he moves to strike out the words ‘‘and Mexico”? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I intended to make the motion. I 
offered a pro forma amendment for the purpose of eliciting some 
information and a reply from the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and then I intended, when the pro forma amendment was dis- 
posed of, to move to strike out the words “and Mexico;” in 
other words, to test the sense of the committee as to whether 
that increase of salary, from $1,800 to $2,600, should be allowed. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And now you are asking a 
vote on that amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have no objection, if you 
will vote on it immediately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to the paragraph relating to secretaries 
of legation—China, Japan, and Mexico—and move to strike out 
the words and Mexico.” As many as favor that motion will 
signify it by saying aye. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 


I was 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Division. 

The committee divided: and there were—ayes 38, noes 72. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum. 

The Chairman appointed as ers Mr. MCOREARY of Ken- 
tucky and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
37, noes 116. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. The point of no 
quorum having been made, the Chair directs the Clerk to read 


rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Clause 2, Rule XXIII, Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself 
without a quorum, the Chair shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon 
the co: ttee shall rise, and the Chairman shall report the names of the 
absentees to the House, which shail be entered on the Journal; but if on such 
call a quorum shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sit- 
ting without further order of the House. 


The CAAIRMAN. In accordance with this rule the Chair 
directs the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would submit to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the calling of the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I supposed we could do anything 
by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded tocall the roll, when the following mem- 

bers failed to answer to their names: 
Abbott, 
Adams, K 


y. Covert, Hull, Rusk, 
Crawford, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Alderson, Culberso’ Kribbs, Schermerhorn, 
nei DSE ee BAA 
exunder, nie n. e, 
Allen, $ Davey, Lockwood, Shaw, 
Apsley, De Forest, Londenslager, Shell. 
Arnoid, Denson, l, hi 
Avery, Doolittle, McAleer, Sibley, 
Ba Draper, McCall, Simpson, 
Baker. N. H. Dunphy, McDannold, Smith, 
Bald Ellis, Ky. McEttrick, 0 
Bartholdt, English, N. J. McKeichan, Somers, 
iden. Everett, McNagny, perry, 
Bell, Colo. Fielder. Meiklejohn, Stallings, 
Beltzhoover, Mercer, Stock 
Bingham, 8 Meyer, Storer, 
Black, III. Geissenhainer, Moon, Strong. 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Morse. Swanson, 
Bower, N. C. Gillett, Mass Murray. Tarsney, 
Bowers, Cal. Goldzier, Mute 5 Tawney, 
Brattan, Goodnight, Newlands, Terry, 
Breckinridge,Ky Graham, Northway, 
Brickner, Grosvenor, Va. 
Brookshire, Grow, Outhwaite, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Brown, Haines. Page, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Payne, h, 
Bynum. Hall, Mo. Paynter, as! 
Campbell, — Hammond, Pendleton, W. Va. Waugh, 
Cannon, Cal. Hare, hillips, ells, 
— ehart, Harter, Pigott, Wa III. 
hickering, Hartman, ‘owers, 
Childs, Heiner, ice, Wilson, W. Va. 
ran. Henderson, Iowa Quigg. ise, 
Compton, Henderson, N. C. Woodard, 
Conn, Holman, Ray, Woomer, 
ner, Hooker, N. ¥. Rayner, Wright, Mass. 
Eoen va: 5 —j III. 1 Wright, 
0 „ 


The roll having been called, the Speaker resumed the chair. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, finding itself without a quorum, 


as Chairman of the committee, in accordance with the rule, I 
caused the roll to be called, upon which roll call 194 members 
responded to their names. I report herewith the names of the 
absentees. 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reports that, the Committee finding itself without a quorum, he 
caused the roll to ba calied and he now reports the names of the 
absentees to the House. The names of the absentees will be 
entered upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-four gentle- 
men having answered to their names, the committee will re- 
sume its session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he ask unanimous consent that this clause 
be passed by until he completes the bill, and that at the comple- 
tion of the bill we turn back and dispose of the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have no ob- 
poron to passing by the amendment offered by the gentleman 
rom Illinois, and let it be acted upon when we get through with 

the bill. Then, let the Clerk road on. 

Tap CHAIRMAN. Without objection that orđer will be 
made. ‘ 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Secretary of legation and consul-gensral to Honolulu, $4,000. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the committee 


a. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Bailey, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House 0a the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 6108, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. GEISSENGAIN HR, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. HUDSON, for this day, on account of sickness. a 
To Mr. VAN Voorats of New York, one week, on account of 
sickness. 
To Mr. CoMPTON, this day, on account of sickness. 
i ae Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
‘amily. 
To Mr. CORNISH, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


amily. 
FURTHER URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the further urgent deficiency bill. 
i The report of the committee of conference was read, as fol- 
ows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for fur- 
ther urgent deticiences in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1834, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do rèc- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: > 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7. 8. 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, and 16, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same, with an amendment, as follows: 

In lienof the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 


“MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 


For wages of workmen and adjusters, to be used in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, 852,500; " and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

ion and mileage of Members of the House of Representa- 
tes from Territories on account of fiscal years, as follows: 

For $3.334. 
For 1894, 815.900. 

To pay the c erk to the Speaker's table for services rendered as clerk to 
the Committee on Rules during thi 
third Congress, 


“For com 
tives and De! 
“ 1833, 


e first and second sessions of the Fifty- 
8500; and the agree to the same. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON. 

Managers on the part of the House. 
F. M COCKRELL, 
EUGENE HALE, ~ 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree 
re Tor 8 of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6555) to provide for further urgent deficiencies for the fiscal year 1894, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action recommended on each of the said ments in the accompanying 
conference report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1, appropriates 852.500 for wages of workmen 
and adjusters at the mints, to be in the discretion of the Secretary of 
pt ee) instead of 346,090, as proposed by the Senate for the Mint as 
F elphia. 

On amendment numbered 2, restores the provision proposed by the House 
authorizing the printing, on or before Ausust 1 next, of 100,000 copies of a 
Census Abstract. 

On amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, appropriates, as proposed 
by the Senate, for exp nses of United States courts for 1894, as follows: 

For fees of witnesses, $200,000; 

For fees of United States attorneys, $101,000; 

For special 3 of United States at . $10,000; 

For tants to United States attorneys, 21,000; 

For special assistants to United States attorneys, $40,310; 

For fees of clerks, $116.000; 

For fees of commissioners. $187,200; 

For rent of court rooms, $42,000. 

On amendments numbered 10, 11, and 12, appropriates, as 128 by the 
Senate, for certain expenses of that body. in the egate $21,000. 

On amendment numbered 13, appropriates 81. for compiling the Con- 
gressional Directory for the ses0n.1 session of the Pirty-third Congress. 

On amendment numbered 14. pd peor $19,234 for compensation and 
mileage of members of the House of Representatives on account of the fiscal 
years 1493 and 1894, and $500 to pay the clerk to the Speaker's table for serv- 
ices rendered to the Committee on Rules. 

On amendment numbered 15. provides for a laborer in the law library of 
the Library of Congress at 839 

On amendment numbered 1 
of January 27, 1894, relating to contracts for supplies in the 


The b: 


month, as proposed by the Senate. 
amends, as proposed by the Senate. the act 
Departments at 


ii, agreed upon, appropriates 51.854, 01.600. 
(x 9 s a JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
CANNO: 


J. G. N. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE, 3879 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps proper in connec- 

tion with this report for me to call the attention of the House 
to ene appropriation to which the conferees on the part of the 
House have agreed, and that is to the item for the rent of court- 
houses and for court rooms for the United States courts—$42,L00. 
Of the appropriation of $42,000, over $3,000 is intended to pay 
the rent during the remainder of the present fiscal year of three 
floors in a building in the city of Chicago which is now being 
used by the circuit and districtcourts. There is a question, an 
a very serious one, as to the necessity of this rental contract, 
regarding which there was some important and pointed testi- 
mony beiore the conference committee; but inasmuch as the 
contract has been made, and it is believed by competent author- 
ity, and as according to the terms of the contract the Govern- 
ment will be responsible for the rent of these floors until the sth 
day of May, 1895, the conference committee thought that it 
would not be wise to delay the passage of this bill by the con- 
sideration of the question of the propriety of the rental contract 
at the present time. 

It calls for an annual expenditure of about $26,000. We have 
the assurance, however, from members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate, that an opportunity will be afforded, 
when the sundry civil bill returns to the House, for the consid- 
eration of the contract. It was not believed by the conferees of 
the House that it would be within the power of Congress to re- 

the contract before the 5th day of May, 1895; so that the 
ouse will have abundant time to inquire into and take action 
upon it, either when the sundry civil bill returns to the House 
at the present session or during the next session of this Con- 


gress. 
With this explanation, if no other information be desired by 
any member of the House, I will ask for the adoption of the re- 


rt. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 


table. 
Ps McCREARY of Kentucky. Tmoye that the House do now 
ourn. 
he motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims, the bill 
(8. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of Claims 

the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies furnished 
the Indian service. (Report No. 729.) 

Also, the bill |H. R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late 
soe ae sum of $200, paid by him forrentof rooms. (Re- 
port No. 5 

Also, the bill (H. R. 1328) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, 
N79. 182 and heirs of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. (Report 

o. 732. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RICHARDS, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported adversely the following bills; which, 
with the accompanying reports, were ordered to be printed and 
laid on the table: 

— bi (H. R. 1521) for the relief of R. W. Scott. (Report No. 

A bill (H. R. 775) authorizing the appointment of a commis- 
sioner and the settlement of the claims of certain citizens of 
Kansas. (Report No. 734.) 

SE re * R. 1519) for the relief of Thomas Chambers. (Report 

0. 733. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles wero introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill, (H. R. 6750) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, in the county 
of Dawson and State of Montana—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6751) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians in California 
for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other purposes— 

to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6752) granting the use of cer- 
tsin real estate to the city of Pittsburg, Pa., for a public park 
to the Committee on Military A ‘airs. j; 

By Mr. PATTERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6753) to 
amend the actsadmitting certain States to representation in Con- 
gress, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill(H. R. 6754) toamend section 
15 of anact approving, with amendments, the funding actof Ari- 
ope approved June 25, 18s0—to the Committee on the Judi- 


cia y. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6755) to regulate Canal 
street, etc., in the eity of Washington—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reéxamine and certify claim of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill H. R. 6756) to regulate the sale 
of goods marked “sterling” or “sterling silver” or coin“ 
or “coin silver ”—to the Committee on the Judiciary.” 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A resolution to author- 
ize the investigation of the conduct of Judge Sanborn, of the 
eighth judicial circuit, in ordering certain citizens of Minne- 
sota and North Dakota to ap before him at St. Paul April 
27, 184, in connection with the Great Northern Railway strike 
now pending—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: = 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill H. R. 6757) to remove the chargo 
ofdesertionof John Dewitt. of 450 West Ninth street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6758) to increase the 
pension of L. P. Alford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6759) granting a pension to 
Eliza Ann Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R.6760) for the relief of B. F. 
Dowell—to the Committee on Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of Edgar 
H. Bates for the loss of his minor son, F. Bates, who 
was killed on or about September 3, 1872—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ¢ : 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6762) to pension William H. 
Fry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill H. R. 
6676) for the re.ief of Peter Puckett; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 3 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rale XXII, tha following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clork’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of pastor and trustees of Martini 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Chicago, III., protesting 
against the passage of proposed amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States acknowleiging therein the supreme au- 
thority and just government of Almighty God—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. i 

Also, petition of James H. McDonald, M. D., and 291 others, of 
Chicago, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By BOWERS of California: Petition of 85 persons of Salinas, 
Cal.. for amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Remonstrance of citizens of St. 
Charles County, Mo., against a certain constitutional amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial to Congress submitted by the 
wool buyers and wool de lers of Ohio and Pennsylvania, against 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Protests of citizens of Wyoming, Idaho, and 
Utah, against the pass ge of House bill 5065, granting right of 
way and public lands in the Yellowstone Park to a railroad cor- 
poration—to the Co umittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Walter B. 
Miller and 43 other residents of Brookfield, Mass., in behalf of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union of 
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Detroit, favoring the governmental ownership and control of 
telegraphs-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. t 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran St. John’s Church 
of Michigan, against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of Edward Orton and others, profes- 

~sors in Ohio State University, for retention of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in the controlof the Treasury Department—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Protest of A. Wagner, 
chairman; A. Mueller, secretary,and others of the Evangelical 
Lutheran school committee of Illinois, against the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Memorial of the City Council of Charleston, 
S. C., urging that the recommendation of the United States 
Light-House Board for an appropriation of $155,000, for the pur- 
chase of a site for a supply depot to be constructed at or near 
one of the dock pare at Charleston, S. C., and for the erection 
thereon of suitable buildings, be carried out without delay—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of Cephas A. Christian—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Buy Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Protest of Rev. E. H. Scheips, 
Conrad Stark, and others, of St. John’s Lutheran Church, of 
Peru, Ind.; of Rev. C. F. W. Huge and others, of St. John's 
Lutheran Church, of Bingen, Ind., and of Rev. S. Hassold, of 
Huntington, Ind., heart the proposed religious amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protestof PresidentCyrus 
Northrop and Prof. W. W. Tolwell, C. W. Hall, and N. H. 
Winchell, of the University of Minnesota, against the bill to 
abolish the Coast Survey to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Resolutions adopted by the city council 
of Charleston, S. C., urging the speedy appropriation of $155,- 
000, as recommended by the United States Light-House Board, 
for the purchase ofa site for a supply depot to be constructed at 
or near one of the dock piers at Charleston, S. C., and for the 
erection thereon of suitable buildings, be carried out without 
delay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of the Redeemer, Fort Wayne, Ind., and of St. Paul 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, Gar Creek, Ind., against the pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Protest from the Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church of Martinsburg, Dixon County, Nebr., and 112 
communicants, against the proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: Three petitions remonstrating against the 
proposed changein the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States to the Committee on the J 1 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest from the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church at Spirit Lake, Iowa, against a proposed amendment of 
5 ce of the United States—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the District of Columbia, representing 1,000 
members, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1841, providing 
for the seating of women employa in shops and stores of the 
District—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
in favor of the exemption of loan and building associations from 
income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Bar- 
bers’ Union, Detroit, Mich., in favor of Government control of 
e Yor op system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. SCRANTON: Memorial of Ohio and Pennsylvania 
‘vool-dealers against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of Diamond Lodge, No. 26, Shield of Honor, 
and petition of C. W. Lamoreaux and others, of Carbondale, Pa., 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

tor, A. Gerke 


By Mr. SHAW: Protest of J. F. Boerger, 
and R. H. Zempee, trustees of Evangelical Lutheran Trinity 
Church, of Fall Creek, Eau Claire County, Wis., against the so- 
called God-in-the-Constitution amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protest of the board of supervi- 
sors of Yavapai County, Arizona, against the passage of bill 
ting 1,090,909 acres of desert lands to certain States and 
‘erritories—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Trunk Maker's Union, 
of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental ownership and con- 
trol of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of citizens of Albany, N. Y., 
against the proposed change of the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAEFF: Petition of S. W. Hill, of Osage, 
Towa, against a tax on the income of building and loan associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Detroit cigar manufactur- 
ers against change in revenue laws relating to cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama; Papers to accompany Dill 
for the claim of William A. Walker, of Colbert County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Henry Davis, 
of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 


FRIDAY, April 20, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 21, 1893, a report of the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury and accompanying papers in re- 
gard to any and all matters not heretofore reported relative to 
the Indian war claims of the State of California, ete.: which 
was read. 

Mr. WHITE. The communication is in response to a resolu- 
tion submitted by me and adopted by the Senate last December. 
I suggest that, in so far as the communication relates to the sum 
claimed, the report of the Treasury Department, and the state- 
ment of the State of California, that it be printed without the 
exhibits, and that with the exhibits the communication and 
3 papers be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the l4th instant, a list of judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations, and ordered to be printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney- General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
17th instant, a list of all persons in office April 10, 1894, in the 
Department of Justice, employed by the Government in the de- 
fense of Indian depredation cases, ete.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Inter- 
national Unionof Journeymen Horseshoers, of Denver, Colo., re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the proponi treaty with 
China: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented petition of the city council of Charles- 
ton, S. C., praying that an 3 of $155,000 be made for 
the purchase of a site for a depot for the Light-House Service, 
to be constructed at or near one of the dock piers at Charleston, 
S. C., and also for the erection of suitable buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM 5 a petition of Franklin Lodge, No. 16, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Moline, III., praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the presidentand profess- 
ors of the University of Missouri, Columbia, Mo., remonstrat- 


ing against the transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to 
the Navy and Geological Survey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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He also presented a petition of Maxville Lodge, No. 332, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Maxville, Mo., praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Officesand Post-Roads. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the memorial of Rey. G. Luecke, 

tor, and sundry other membersof St. Martin’s Evangelical 

utheran Church, of Winfield, Kans., remonstrating against 
the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Consii- 
tution of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was 
re‘erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, praying 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 1841, providing for the seat- 
ing of female help in offices, stores, etc., when such persons 
are not actively employed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1301) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Hiram Somerville, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1779) authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy to administer oaths, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1784) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Some time ago I offered what I intended 
to propose as an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. a proposition for the purchase of the oil portrait of Dolly 
Madison, by Mr. Andrews. I am now authorized by the Com- 
mittee on the Library to report it in the form of a bill, which I 
ask may be read and placed upon the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1936) for the purchase of the oil portrait of Mrs. 
Dolly Madison, by E. F. Andrews, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1774) to amend an act 
entitled“ An act to punish false swearing before trial boards of 
the Metropolitan police force and fire department of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1892, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1629) to amend the act incorporating the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia, 
approved June 19, 1888, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY TICKETS. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom were referred the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 443) to provide for 
the sale of new tickets by the street railway companies of the 
District of Columbia, to report two amendments to the first 
amendment of the House, and recommend concurrence in the 
amendment as proposed to be amended, and that the remaining 
amendment of the House be concurred in without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was to 
strike out section 1 of the bill and insert: 


That from and after the passage of this act, each street railway and street 
herdie transportation company in the District of Columbia shall issue its own 
tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other geen pod Such tickets shall 
be printed and sold in sheets of six tickets each, and after having been once 
used shall be canceled by the company which issued the same. 


The amendments of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia to the amendment of the House of Representatives were, in 
line 1 of the proposed section 1, to strike out the words 
‘from and,” and in line 2, after the word after“ to insert 
thirty days from,” so as to read: 

That after thirty days from the passage of this act, etc. 


And to add to the section the following proviso: 

Provided, That all street rifts Be ely and herdic transportation 
companies doing business in the District of Columbia shall receive and ex- 
change tickets with each other, and said companies shall make monthly 
settlements with each other, and shall redeem in money any tickets in ex- 
cess of the number of tickets exchanged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
the first amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, in 


section 2, line 1, after the word railway to insert ‘or street 
herdic transportation,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That any street railway or street herdic transportation com 
doing business in the District of Columbia which shall violate the provi- 
sions of this act shall be liable to a fine of not to exceed $10 for each offense, 
to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the second amendmeiuit of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. PUGH. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 103) to fix the times 
and places for holding the Federal courts in the State and dis- 
trict of Nebraska, to report it without amendment and recom- 
mend its passage. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to appeal to the Senator from Alabama 
Mr. PUGH], the chairman of the JudiciaryCommittee. Lask that 
Senator to consent to have the bill which he just reported recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. Inthe lightof what 
was said, I think in the Senator's absence, in regard to the cre- 
ation of a new judicial district in that State, and as [understand 
one of the Senators from Nebraska would like to be heard before 
the committee, 3 a solution ot the matter could be arrived 
at which would be satisfactory to all parties. L ask the Senator 
1 aloy the bill to bə recommitted that the matter may be 

eard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not 

insist upon that request. The billas reported I understand pro- 
vides for certain terms of Federal court in the State of Nebraska 
that are necessary and proper. I think that its passage ought 
not to be hampered in any way by the bill of my colleague now 
before the Judiciary Committee. If the Judiciary Committee 
see fit to recommend the bill now before them forthe division of 
the State into two judicial districts, it will be a very easy mat- 
ter by a very few words to fix the terms of the courts. If that 
bill for any reason should fail to be recommended or fail to pass, 
then this bill would be so much farther advanced upon the Cal- 
endar and could be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR, The recommitmentof the bill will not embarrass 
or delay the final action of the Senate one moment, I am quite 
sure. I take perhaps a little blame upon myself. The senior 
senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] desired to be heard 
before the committee and he was not heard. Under those cir- 
cumstances, [suppose the unvarying course of the Senate would 
be,on the request of any member of the committee, to have a 
recommitment, unless it were in a case where the recommit- 
oe Tou substantially or at all delay the ultimate action on 
the . 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague desires to be heard before the 
Judiciary Committee, I have not the slightest objection to the 
bill . I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the ground which I offer. 

Mr. PUGH. The bill that I reported from the Judiciary 
Committee relates purely to a local matter, and I consider that 
it ought to be under the control of the Senators from thatState. 
It has passed the other House unanimously, and 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the bill had better be recom- 
mitted to the committee. There are matters on file in that com- 
mittee which, it seems to me, must have been overlooked in the 
deliberation upon the bill. But it is not only for that reason 
and because I had no notice that this local matter was to be heard 
vy the committee and acted upon. Yesterday I introduced a 
bill which is akin to this, and I think it should be considered 
with it. For-these reasons I think it desirable that the bill 
should be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary will consent toa recommittal of the 
bill. I have in my hand some papers handed me by the senior 
Senator from Nebraska some time ago, and also some papers 
from a member of the other House from Nebraska. I was un- 
able to be present at the last two meetings of the committee, 
which was of course my own fault. For this reason I should 
like to have the bill recommitted. 

Mr. PUGH. To terminate this consumption of time, I consent 
to a recommittal of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the recom- 
mittal of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRINTING OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution from the House 
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of resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Sena'e concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William H. 
late a Representative from the State of Onto, 8,009 copies, of which 
number, 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Onio, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full mo- 
rocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of the remaining, 
000 shall be for the use of tne Senate, and 4.00 for the use of the House of 
presentatives, and the Secretary of the een! i is directed to have en- 
gra ved and printed a portrait of the said William H. Enocns, to accompany 


the said eulogies. 
BERING SEA AWARD. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I introduce a bill and ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to put it upon its passage. Itistocorrect 
a palpable error in the act recently pass d prescribing the Ber- 
ing Sea regulations. I do not know where the error occurred, 
but the bill as it passed the two Houses of Congress substituted 
the word ‘‘exclusive” for“ inclusive,“ which makes a very ma- 
terial change in the award, andi think it ought to be at once 
corrected. There can bə no doubt about the error. I myself 
went to the o He of the Secretary of State and saw there the error 
carried into the enrolled bill signed by the President of the 
United States, and it had already been the subject of correspond- 
ence between our State Department and the English minister. 
Itherefore ask leave to introduce a bill and have it read at length, 
and, if there is no objection, I should like to have it passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The act as it was passed mikes the measure 
8 the very reverse of what it was intended to mean, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. And this bill is to correct it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Sol understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill I introduce is a mere correction of 
the error. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us know what is the mistake and what is the 
plan proposed for correction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I introduce the bill and ask that it be read 
at length. 

The bill (S. 1928) to amend section U of an act approved April 
6, 1894, entitled “An act to give effect to the award rendered 
by the Tribunal of Arbitration, at Paris, under the treaty be- 
tweén the United States and Great Brit un, concluded at Wash- 
ington, February 29, 1892, for the pur of submitting to arbi- 
tration certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur 
seals” was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to give effect to 
the award rendered by the Triounal of Arbitration, at Paris, under the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Wasaington, 
February 2), 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain ques- 
tions conce ‘ning the preservation of the fur ssals,“ approved April 6, ie 


be amended by striking out the word “exclusive,” where it occurs in sai 


section 1, and inser the word “ inclusive," so that said section will read: 


“That LT Sime ot eae Ualted States. or psrson owing the duty of obedi- 
ence to the laws or the treaties of the United States, nor any person belong- 
ing to or on boa d of a vesselof the United States, shall kill, capture, or pur- 
sue, at any time. or in any manner whatever. outside of territorial waters. 
any fur seal in the waters surrounding the Pribilof Islands within a zone of 
60 geozraphical miles (60 to a degree of latitude) around sald islands, in- 
clusive of the territorial waters.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to es that I have before me the 
printed bill as it was pissed. It shows that in the preamble, in 
the recital of the articles of the award of the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration, the words ‘‘inclusive of the territorial waters are used. 
Then in the body of the bill, in the enactment of the law to carry 
into execution the award, the words used are exclusive of the 
territorial waters.” Iam satisfied that this error was not made 
in the Secre 's office. I examined and found that the bill as 
it was sent to the Printer was right, and instead ol exclusive.“ 
as in the print, the word was inglusive;“ but when it came 
back from the Printer it was acted upon by both Houses of 
Congres; without noticing the error, which in louptedly in some 
way occurred in the Printing Oifics. The bill passed both 
Houses of Congress, and was sent to the President and signed by 
him and becime the law of the land. This mistake should be 
corrected promptly, so as to avoid any misapprehension. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to ba engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 2 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1929) to grant an honora- 
ble discharge to Isham B. Rogers, alias R. A. Cunfield; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committees on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1930) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 


a of Lexington, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1931) for the relief of 
Holmes and Leathers: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1132) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Sophia Lessing; which was r2ad twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1933) granting a pension to 
Ann E. Chapman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1934) defining the rights and 
privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and statuies 
of the United States; which was reid twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1935) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Ellery; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the request of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN], chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, [ introd ce a joint resolution and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 16) to print the proceedings of the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, held in conformity with tho 
treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great 
Britain, was read by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF STATE-BANK TAX. 

Mr. GORDON. I submit a resolution which I consider of 
grent moment at this time, and I bəg leave to read it from my 

OSK: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance bo instructed to report at the 
2 tc seein acs ean 
Poon the issues of State banks. * 88 

Mr. President, I am deeply impressed as to the advisability of 
such action at this time. Ol course, I shall not now discuss the 
resolution or the subject to which it relates: but I ask the Sen- 
ate to allow me a few moments only, to read the few suggestions 
which I hold in my hand and which I wish to send with the res- 
olution to the committes and the country. The serious condi- 
tion of business interests, as well as the threatened disturbances 
in the country, would seem to justify careful consideration of 
any proposition which might prove helpful. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Georgia? The Chair hears none, and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. GORDON. The suggestions are as follows: 

First. The repeal of this tax will do more than any other pos- 
sible legislation to bring quiet to the country, to settle the dis- 
turbing financial controversy, and to relievethis question of the 
somewhat sectional character which it has assumed and which 
all thoughtful men must deplore. 

Second. Such repeal will place upon each State which ma 
take advantage of it the responsibility of providing a-sound, 
sufficient, and satisfactory currency for the local use of its own 
citizens—a currency which can and will bs mide available for 
the payment of State taxes, salaries of State officers. expenses 
of State governments, and furnish a medium of exch inge for 
nineteen-twentieths of all business transactions within the limits 
of the State. 

Taird. It will leave the present banking system to stind upon 
its own merits and to furnish the necessary facilities for inter- 
state exchanges. 

Fourth. It will bring immediate quiet and confidence to the 
people of those States which demand the right of organizing 
State banks of issue within their own borders and for the con- 
venience and benefit of their own citizens—a right of which the 

ople of such States believe themselves now wrongfully denied 

y tho representatives of other St stes. 

Fifth. Such repeal can not by possibility damage the interests 
or disturb the business of those States which fail to avail them- 
selves of the advantages which repaal will a ford. 

Sixth. The conditions have wholly changed since this prohibi- 
tory tax was imposed; and banking intelligence and education 
acquired by the experiences of the last thirty years give assur- 
ance that the . of no State would devise for its citizens 
an unsound banking system; or if it should, the damage would 


fall upon the citizens of that State, and the failure of such system 
to meet the requirements of business would insure its speedy 
repeal or the substitution of a better system. 


repeal will be a recognition of the doctrine 
which lies at the foundation of our free institutions, namely: 
That the people are capable of self-government; while a refusal 


Seventh. Such 


of such re is a standing proclamation by 
belief in the honesty and 1 of the le of the States. 

Kighth. Such repeal will enable the States to protect their 
own citizens against the concentration of currency in one local- 
ity or section, either by design or by tho ordinary accidents or 
mutations of trade. 

Ninth. Such repeal will be an honest compliance with one of 
the plain pledges given to the people by the party now intrusted 
with power. 

Tenth. Such repeal will in large measure divert from Con- 

ss to States the growing popular demand for more money, 
essen socialistic tendencies in the country by turning popular 
thought from the General Government to the respective States 
as ths sources of relief, and thus commit to the States, where 
under our system it rightfully belongs, the duty or responsibil- 
ity. each for itself, of solving or dealing with those disturbing 
problems which more and more threaten the peace of commu- 
nities and the permanence of free government. 

I earnestly invoke, sir, the prompt and thoughtful considera- 
tion of this important sub,ect by the Finance Committee and 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and printed. 


REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. BUTLER for Mr. MORGAN) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved. That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 additional 
copies of Senate Report No. 331, relative to the Nicar: a Canal, together 
with a topicai index of said report prepared under the tion of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 


RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet 
concluded. The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution 
from the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over 
from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the lith instant, as follows: 
vary of the be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the senate of the amount of 8 made and expended 
by the vors and harbors since the Ist 
gay 8 1865. to the present date, specifying the different rivers and 


Mr. ALLEN. I wish to modify the resolution by inserting 
“the 3rd day of March, 1837,” instead of the time named in the 
resolution, the information having been furnished to the date I 
now name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lest I should not be here when the information 
is sent in, I suggest that when the report is made upon the reso- 
lution it ought to be proma in connection with the reprint of 
the information we already have on that subject, as I think the 
3 in which that information is contained is pretty much 
exhausted. 


Congress of its dis- 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
rsonal privilege. I read as follows from the New York Even- 
Post of April 14: 

It would bea great public service, as well as a first-rate stroke of good 
politics, if all Democratic bodies and organizations in the land were toimi- 
tate the example set by the Minnesota mocratic committee, and send a 
public appeal to the Democratic majority in the Senate to either carry out 
the pariy pledzes and piss the tariff bill or get out of the party. Every- 
body knows that when the Minnesota Democrats put the responsibility for 
delay upon the following Senators they put it where it velonged: 

Then follows a list of those who are said to be responsible for 
the delay, among whom I am included. I do not read the list: 


These men are doing their utmost to ruin their party by holding it in the 
way of the progress of the country and demonstrating its incompetency for 
public affairs. 

Iam not in the habit of spending much time in noticing (from 
my place in the Senate) newspaper attacks upon me, coming 
from whatever source they may. But this article deserves a 

ng notice, for it seems to point to the source of the false re- 
ports that have traveled to Minnesota and elsewhere in respect 
to my attitude upon the pending bill. 

I had supp that every Senator upon this floor, every citi- 


zen of my Stits, and the representative of every newspaper in 
the Senate gallery knew full well since the hour this bill was 
reported to the Senate, that as long as the bill remained an im- 
provement upon the McKinley law in the direction of lower 
customs duties, it would receive my vote. 

The correspondent of the Post in the Senate gallery early un- 


derstood my position and purpose in this respect, and, as he in- 
formed me, he had so . the publication office of the Post. 

Therefore, while I do not complain of this wanton, deliberate, 
misrepresentation from such a source, I take this occasion to 
remind that journal that it is far more honorable to tell the 
truth than to circulate falsehoods. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the lottery bill 
may now be taken up and put uponits passage. It has been 
already read, and I understand there is no further objection to 
it from any quarter. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY.. A bill S. 1620) for the suppression of lot- 
tery traffic through national and interstate commerce and the 
postal service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 


States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to the consideration of the bill at 
this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will allow the bill to be con- 
sidered. It will only take a minute. It has been read at length, 
and will not require to be read again. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand there is objection to the bill 
and there are some amendments to it which are considered 
necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink the Senator who proposes the amend- 
mentonly desires to have the word exclusive“ inserted whero 
the bill says subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States,” which, I suppose, means exclusive jurisdiction. I do 
not hear of any other amendment that any Senator desires 
to offer. I will say to the Senator I do not want any matter of 
substance afecte by an amendment; but I am going away this 
afternoon, to be gone a week, and if the Sen tor desires any se- 
rious amendment I will not press the bill at this time. 


Mr. GORMAN. My attention was called this morning for the 


first time to the provisions of the bill, and I should like to have 


a day or two tongos to consider it. 
Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the request, of course. 
HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senate to take up and consider 
for a short time the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which was under discussion yesterday, 
and went to the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the uest 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, aad the 
resolution is before the Senate, and will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEF- 
FER on the 14th instant, as follows: 

Whereas there exists in man d on the part of large 
citizens, individually and in piel ep Socios: a disposition to visit na City 
of Washington for the purpose of personally presenting to Coi their 
views with respect to pending and ctive measures of legislation; and 

Whereas many of su h persons and bodies are reported to be now ontheir 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid: _ 

Therefore, to the end that t our petitioners shall have full and respect- 
ful hearing and that 5 attending their communication with the 
Senate shall bo orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transac- 


tion of other public business, 

Beit resolced, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu- 
nication. Whose duty it shall be to receive all written or printed communi” 
cation from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol or intend 
to make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, 
to receive all petitions, memorials, and remonstrances of such persons and 
bodies and hear them oraily in relation to the matters and things about 
which they desire to communicate with the Senate. The committee shall 
. 5 fully to the Senate from time to time as other committees report. 

he Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building belonging to the Government for the use of said committee, 
vps furnish the same with the necessary articles for theconvenient dispatch 
of business. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I yield the floor to the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I prefer that a representa- 
tive of the dominant party should make some observations upon 
this matter, but the Senator from Missouri yields to me. 

Iam sure that the remarkable speech of the Senator from. 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] ought not to go forth to the country as 
in any degree representative of the views of the Senate, and it 
ought not to pass without some conservative comment and dis- 
sent. I confess it pyined and surprised me very much. I think 
that there is not a Senator, that there is not a sensible citizen 
in the United States who does not profoundly sympathize with 
the tens and hundreds of thousands and I may say millions of 
people suffering in the present extraordinary financial and busi- 
ness crisis. With expressions of impatience or resentment, 
every kind and thoughtful man will be very patient indeed, nor 
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does any man in the world think of restraining or overruling 
the right of the people, in the language of the Constitution, to 
ae ably assemble and petition for a redress of grievances.” 

But there have been circumstances arising in the last month 
or two that do not come precisely within that category. All the 
world is informed from day to day that bodies of men are assem- 
bling, as if by concert, in widely separated sections of the country 
and marching toward the capital of the United States with the 
purpose of assembling here on or about the Ist of May. to 
make some sort of political demonstration, by gathering, as they 
threaten, in front of the Capitol building in a multitude, to be 
addressed by their orators; and demanding also that they shall, 
by their representatives, march bodily into this Chamber to be 
heard. I need not say that that is an extraordinary course of 
proceeding which is without precedent in the United States any- 
where, unless it be found in the colonial days in New Hamp- 
shire, when a body of men took possession of the Legislature; 
or, to go farther back, when the Gauls marched intothe Roman 
senate and shook the venerable beards of the senators. 

The right of the people to assemble, the right, if you choose, 
however misjudged the movement may be, to come here and as- 
semble, I am not questioning; but I wish simply to suggest re- 
spectfully that the Senate of the United States owes something 
to its own traditions and dignity—the House of Representatives 
will take care of itself—and that what we say or do in this mat- 
ter, in this Chamber, in this first precedent, which 8 
be followed, should be done thoughtfully and carefully. It is quite 
possible to manage this business gently and firmly and have it 

away, and it is quite possible to so manage it that it may 
Sanaa ahabit to make pilgrimages annually to Washington and 
3 to dominate Congress by the physical presence of the 
ople. 
Phe men coming here say they are ‘ the people,” and the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska speaks of them as the people.” He says 
the people want this: the people want to do that; the people 
have a right to come here, and have a right to fill the galleries, 
and all that. They may have, and they may not, sir. We have 
more authoritative advice and imperative commands from the 
ople of the United States than Mr. Coxey can possibly bring. 
We have had our advice given us fora hundred years in the 
Constitution, in the statutes of the States, in the laws of the 
District of Columbia, and in the traditions and rules of the Sen- 
ate. The will of the people is here carefully sifted out by a 
most complex and universal system of selection, by the votes of 
the people, by the action of their representatives, by the action 
of men who from personal interests, as well as motives of pa- 
triotism, are extremely desirous to do just what the people 
think ought to be done. . 

Now, sir, it is a matter of commonsense, and not“ infamous,” 
as the Senator from Nebraska said, that the behavior of multi- 
tudes around this Capitol and these squares here should be care- 
fully regulated by law and rules, and that a sufficient body of 

emen, and in the case of riot a body of the military, should be 
ere, to the end that the Constitution and the laws and the 
rules of the Senate and the general laws of the District shall be 
obeyed on every inch of ground and in iad | second of time. 
Aud if there be any patriotism in the misguided company of men 
near here, or the others who are coming, there are men in this 
Senate who could address them and satisfy them, I am sure, if 
they are Americans and have any respect for their country. 

I was pained to hear the Senator from Nebraska refer to the 
organized militia in this district in the style and manner he did. 
It sacredit to the Government, sir. It was thought wise by 
the best men that, instead of being obliged to call for a regiment 
of regulars, there should be, after the analogy of our States, a 
body of the people themselves, practically a posse comitatus, 

y here at the command of the civil arm to maintain order. 
Such a body has been organized. 

The Senator speaks of a man named Ordway.” 1 have the 
great yleasire of being able to personally testify—for he was 
under my es. mand for a time and [knew him during the war to 
the gallantry, to the courage, to the common sense, and high per- 
son I character of Gen. Ordway. He is brigadier general of the 
militia here. It is quite ridiculous, to use no stronger term in 
characterizing it as a slander or abuse, to represent him as 
mobilizing the militia with a view to beating anybody over the 
head with the butt end of a musket or thrusting a bayonet into 
him for coming into this District. 

I venture to say, judging by the Senator's speech, that Gen. 
Ordway has more carefully studied than has the Senator the 
proper function of the armed force of the Government in com- 

lete subordination to the civil poker. Not one command will 
given, not one step will be taken under him—and I mightsay 
the same of the tens of thousands of militia officers in the coun- 

5 at the command of the civil power. 
he Senator proceeded to make other observations, not all of 


which I care to discuss, even if I had time before 1 o'clock; in- 
deed, I do not know that I care to speak longer now. IL have, 
perhaps, given my sufficient protest. 

The men who are coming here do not represent the great voico 
of the American people. As to their complaining of the present 
situation so far as it is due to the political action of Congress, or 
so far as it is due tothe generally disturbed financial condition of 
the world, I have little to say; but they do not represent the 
American people in the manner or avowed purpose of their com- 
ing. They come here to make an impression upon Congress by 
mere physical presence. We read in old romances of the op- 
pressed subject who struggled to get in the way of his ruler and 
thrust himself prostrate in the dust under the feet of the horse 
which bore the emperor, that he might prefer his humble peti- 
tion. No American citizen prefers a petition in that way. 

Lam sorry to say it, but I feel bound to say it, that the speech 
of the Senator from Nebraska was one that would have been re- 
ceived with tumultuous applause in a meeting of anarchists. It 
had in it, not requiring a microscope, but visible to the naked 
eye, the bacteria and bacilli of anarchy. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5978) to au- 
thorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
River, between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
5 River in the city of Pittsburg; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speakerof the House 
had signed the enrolled bill H. R. 5276, to authorize Commander 
F. W. Dickins, of the United States Navy, to accept the decora- 
tion of the cross of naval merit of the third class from the King 
of Spain; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. It was the unanimous sense of the Senate that I 
should yield the floor to-day to the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER}. At the conclusion of his remarks the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] will address the Senate. 
Those Senators will probably occupy the afternoon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the anomaly is presented 
to the Senate of a bill that we are asked to enact into law which 


Sooty thus far has ventured to unqualifiedly indorse or approve, 
with the exception of the Senator from Mississippi M. . Mc- 
LAURIN] and the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 


Even its distinguished author in the other House [Mr. WILSON] 
felt 3 upon to enter an apology for the measure in these 
words: 


The bill on which the committee has expended much patient and anxious 
labor is not offered as a complete response to the mandate of the American 
people. It no more professes to be purged of all protection than to be free 
of all error in its complex and manifold details. owever we may deny the 
existence of legislative pledge, or of the right of any Congress to make 
such a pledge, for the continuance of duties that carry with them more or 
less 8 protection, we must recognize that great interests do 
exist whose existence and prosperity it is no part of our reform either to 
imperil or curtail. 


From the moment that remarkable utterance was made to the 
present time few genuine or whole-hearted words have been 
spoken in behalf of this bill. For a time it seemed to be a ver- 


itable Pariah. homeless and friendless. fade) the Senator from 


New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], when the b 
the Senate, with a protectionist pathos in his voice, promptly 
declared his opposition to some of its features. Then the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, varied his declamatory and denunciatory speech by 
saying, ‘‘ Faults and imperfections can, of course, be alleged and 
inted out, concessions are apparent which have been unwill- 
ngly made, and only when found necessary to secure its pas- 
* 


©. 
Think, Mr. President,of the chosen leader of the Democratic 
side of this Chamber openly and unblushingly proclaiming the 
imperfections of the measure, and shamelessly admitting thatit 
was framed, not on the principles of exact justice and fair play, 
but rather for the purposs of securing votes enough to pass it 
through the Senate! What greater condemnation of the bill 
can any Republican imagine than that, and how inconceivable 
it is that such a dishonoring bargain should have beon made. 


l was reported to 
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Following the Senator from Indiana came the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], himself the author of a famous tariff meas- 
ure, and he bluntly and frankly declared that the bill does not 
suit me. Iam between the devil and the deep sea.” And then 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Smrrujentered the arena, with spear and javelin 
in hand, and gave the measure what it is hoped may prove to be 
its coup de gruce, by denouncing it vigorously, and serving notice 
on thelr party associates that unless it is materially modified they 
must look elsewhere for votes to pass it. Indeed, Mr. President, 
if this thing continues the bill will be disowned on all hands, 
and our Democratic friends will be adopting the language of 
Betsy Prig to Sary Gamp, and saying, I don’t believe there is 
no sich a person.” ; 

This, then, is the kind of a bill wo are now considering, and 
which the tyranny of the party lash and the power of Executive 
patronage abe expected to force through Congress. Can it ba 
done? Certain it is that to-day the measure is sadly in need of 
defenders. and is presenting anything but a healthy and vigor- 
ous appoarance. How aptly it is described in the following 
verse: 

Halting on crutches of unequal size, 

One leg by truth supported, one by lies; 
Thus sidle to the goal with awkward pace, 
Secure of nothing but to lose the race. 

As I leok on the bruised face and battered form of the Wilson 
bill I am strongly reminded of the farewell words of the country 
ministeras he pathetically took leave of his congregation: 

Brothers and sisters: I come to say good-bye. I don’t believe God loves 
this church, because none of you ever die. I don't think you love each 
other, because I never marry any ot you. I don't think you love me, because 
you have rot paid my salary. our donations are moldy fruit and wormy 
apples, and “by their fruits ye shall know them.” Brothers, I am going 
away to a beiter place. I have been called to be chaplain of a penitentiary, 
Where I go xe can not now come, but I go to prepare a place for you. and 
may the Lord have mercy on yoursouls. Good-bye. 

[Laughter.] 

And so the Senators from New Jersey, Indiana, Texas, and New 
York might well turn their backs on this wretched and destruc- 
tive measure, and changing somewhat the words of the good 
minister, say: 

Wilton bill, we come to say good-bye. We dont think Gcd loves you. for 
you have already brought untold disaster and wretchedness to the country. 

Ve know men do not love you, for, since you haye ee a on earth, they 
have risen in their ht in Ohio, Iowa, New York, Massachusetts. New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, New Hampshire, Connecticut, Illinois, Rhode Island. 
and elsewhere, and denounced youasa menace to their interests and an 
enemy to their prosperity. Yourdonations are enforced idleness, want, and 
sorrow—moldy fruit and wormy apples of discord and misery—and “ by their 
traits ye shall knowthem."' We are goi away from you forever, for we 
would like to save Texas and wey ee rom the political ruin you have 
brougbt upon us. We ars going to a better place than we find in your com- 
pantonship. Where we go you can not come, for we go to labor for the in- 
dustrial interests and welfare of the American people. Good-bye! 

Such a declaration as that would be manly and honorable. It 
would insuro the defeat of the measure, and would send a thrill 
of ‘oy to the hearts and homes of the industrial masses of the 
country. It would light the fires and start the looms in mill, 
factory, and workshop. It would solve the problem of the un- 
employed, and again give work and wages to the multitude of 
men and women now vainly crying for employment and suste- 
nance. But this is too much to expect of the Democratic party. 
All through its history, under the guidance of the South, it has 
be. Kies and oppressed labor, and the Wilson bill is a natural 
and inovitable sequence of its teachings and its theories. 

On the 16th day of . while the bill was pending in the 
House of Representatives, I addressed the Senate on the tariff 
question, criticising the pornon of the measure, calling at- 
tention to the iniquities of the income-tax proposition, and es- 
pecially dwelling upon the effects of the bill upon the industries 
and labor interests of the New England States. Since then the 
measure hns passed the House, has gone through the crucible of 
the Senate Committee on Finance, and is now on the Calendar 
substantially in the form in which it is proposed by the major- 
ity to passit. In common with this side of the Chamber, and 
in deferance to the wishes of the great industrial North, I had 
hoped that the Senate committee would eliminate from the bill 
its most objectionable features, and report it back in a for 
which, while raising sufficient revenue for the support of the 
Government would also throw the ægis of adequate protection 
around the great industries of agriculture and manufacturing, 
thus securing the workingman a chance for employment at re- 
mounerative wages. Instead of that the bill comes to us in worse 
shape than it went to the committee. 

It was then bad, it is now diabolical; it was then framed inthe 
interests of the South, it is now intensified and emphasized in 
every bad feature it possessed. So far as I can discover it is 
“evil, and nothing but evil, and that continually.” It professes 
to be An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes,” but unless the words | 


other purposes“ mean the destruction of the manufacturing 


interests of the North and the degradation of American work- 
ingmen, it better deserves the title of “An act to protect trusts, 


to recoup the South at the expense of the North, and to build up 
American importers and foreign manufacturers on the ruins of 
American industry and American labor.” 

As I said heretofore [now repeat that the bill is sectional in 
the extreme, hostile to the best interests of the country, and 
partial only to the productsof the South and the great interests 
irom which the Democratic party never fails to draw inspira- 
tion, money, and votes at election time. It might well be de- 
nominated a measure designed to halt the 3 of the 
the North, and wither and destroy the results of the industry 
and thrift of the American people. It is a bad bill: bad in con- 
struction, bad in purpose, and bad in its assaults upon the on- 
ward march of the industrial energy and prosperity of this 
mighty Republic. It is not a wise economic measure, and I won- 
der that sane men could have given it their approval. Surely 
such a bill can not be enacted into law; surely such a scheme of 
spoliation and wrong must fall before the aroused indignation 
and protests of the mighty North. 

The bill has been truthfully characterlzed by a Democratic 
now paper as being neither fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red her- 
ring. It preaches, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] has truthfully said, the gospel of despair. It is a mon- 
ga and bastard production, which ought to be repudiated and 

isowned by those who brought it into being. If enacted 
intolaw (which God forbid) it will light the fires in Belgian, 
French, German, and British workshops, and extinguish them 
in American millsand American factories. It willsend joy and 
gladness to the hearts of the farmers of Canada and Australia, 
and add to the hardships and struggles of the American agri- 
culturist. It will rejoice the heart of the Americanimporter of 
foreign products, and crush the hopes land aspirations of the 
American manufacturer. 

It will rob the workingman of his chance in life, reduce his 
wage, and take from his home the comforts he has enjoyed. It 
will destroy utterly the prosperity of our manufacturing com- 
munities, and cast a pall upon the homes and the hearts of mil- 
lions of workingmenand workingwomen. What true American 
can contemplate with satisfaction such legislation as that? The 
echoes of popular discontent and popular disapproval of the bill 
have come from almost every precinct where the ple's voice 
has found expression through the ballot box, and what has al- 
ready happened is butazephyr to the storm that will inevitably 
vertake the Democratic party next November. 

A WARNING TO THE SOUTH. è 

As I pointed out in my former remarks, and as the Sonator 
irom Maine [Mr. HALE] so ably elaborated in his speech of the 
10th instant, almost every product and industry of New Xazland 
is singled out for destruction in this bill. What excuse can be 
urged for this wretched assault upon a people who have don: so 
much to build up the industrial interests of this country? New 
England has invested millions of capital in the South upon the 
assurance that the old order of things had passed cway, and 
that a new South had risen on the ruins of the old. Most of ths 
New England money that has been thus invested is lost forever, 
and now those who profited by it propose to strike down our 
manufacturing establishments by hostile legislation. This is 
the answer the South sends to us; this the gratitude and the re- 
turn. In all Republican tariffs the products of the South have 
been protected—sugar, rice, fruits, coal, iron, and every other 
industry that tended to the welfare and progress of her people. 

But we are to be destroyed, not protected. Our woolen manu- 
factures, cotton manufactures, paper manufactures, cutlery, 
granite, agricultural products—all are to be sacrificed on the 
altar of Southern prejudice and free-trade theories. Let me 
warn the South against this policy. The people are awake to 
this contest. They are watching with breathless interest every 
move on the political chessboard. They propose in due time to 
take a hand in its settlement. What auswer will the South ex- 
pect from us when we return to power in 1896? She should not 
forget, in this her moment of triumph, that there may be re- 
prisals when our day of victory comes. If our agricultural 
pee are to be destroyed in the interest of Canada, why not 

er sugar and rice in the interest of Cuba and other tropical 
countries? If our granite is to bo sacrificed in the interest of 
New Brunswick and Scotland, why not her marble in the in- 
terest of Italy? The lesson is worth pondering, and I commend 
it to the careful consideration of Southern Senators. 

Indeed, Mr. President, the South may sooner than she is cal- 
culating be a suppliant for the protection of her great staplo; 
the crop that above all others is of value to her people. Not 
only are foreign countries competing with ours in the matter of 
6 but they are also flooding our markets with 
the so-called raw materials. With our present duties wool comes 
tousfrom Australia and the Argentine Republic, coal from Nova 
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Scotia, and lumber from Canada. What assurance has the South 
that her markets for cotton in this country will not be invaded 
in due time by the products of the cotton fields of Egypt? In- 
. deed already large sales of long-staple Egyptian cotton have been 
mado to American manufacturers, one sale being of 400 bales, of 
an average weight of 700 pounds per bale. On this purchase the 
American manufacturer is said to have saved 2t cents per pound, 
or $5,300.50 on the entire lot. In this bill the South is amply 
protected on everything that she produces which needs protec- 
tion. Today she does not need protection on her cotton, but 
the indications are that the time is not far distant when such 
protection will be needed. Let her take pause in her senseless 
raid on the manufactures and the products of the North, lest 
when that time comes she will cry in vain for Northern sym- 
pathy and Northern help. 
THE INDUSTRIES OF NEW ENGLAND. 

And just here let me briefly state the effects of this legislation 
upon the industries of New England. The Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HAL], in his most admirable speech, went fully over this 
ground; but it will bear repetition, especially in its relation to 
my own State. Not only does the bill violently assail the woolen 
and cotton manufacturing schedules of the McKinley law, upon 
which our prosperity largely depends, but it attacks almost 
every interest and industry, however small, of our people. 

WOOD AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOD. 

The wood schedule, in which the people of New Hampshire 
are greatly interested, has been radically changed. Lumber, 
hewn and sawed, which now pays a duty of 10 per cent; squared 
lumber, which pays a duty of one-half cent per cubic foot; boards, 

lanks, and deals, which pay from $1 to $1.50 per thousand feet; 

ubs and blocks, which pay 20 per cent; laths, which pay 15 per 
cent; shingles, which pay 10 per cent; and sawed timber, which 
pays 10 per cent, are all transferred to the free list, and a heavy 
cut is mide on many other items. 

This means the practical transfer of the lumber business from 
New Hampshire and Maine to Canada. There will be no escape 
from it if this schedule of the bill is enacted into law. And what 
isthe excuse for it? Thus far no one has ventured to say. 
Every dollar's worth of Canadian lumber coming into the United 
States is a blow to the interests of American laboring-men. 
Every dollar's worth of labor which comes into our markets in 
the way of manufactured lumber displaces a dollar’s worth of la- 
bor which otherwise would have been employed and paid for in 
this country. 

The importations of Canadian lumber into the United States 
for the fiscal year 1893 have been stated in round numbers as 
520,000,000 feet, board measure. Now to manufacture 1,000,000 
feet of lumber requires an equivalent of the labor of 1,500 op- 
eratives for one day, or tho labor of one operative for 1,500days. 
It will thus be seen that during the past year we imported 
into the United States in the shape of Canadian lumber 780,000 
days’ work, and thus prevented the employment in our own 
country of just that much labor. 

It is an incorrect notion that the importation of lumber in the 
shape of a m mufactured article 1 7 8 results in lowering the 
wages now paid for similar labor in this country. The effect is 
not merely to reduce the wages now d, but to displace as 
many days’ labor as has been expended upon the imported ar- 


ticle. 4 
It must bo clear to any person who stops to reason it out, that 
if the 520,000,000 feet of Canadian lumber imported in 1893 had 


been manufactured in the United States, there would have been 
an increased employment of labor here. In other words, if the 
520,000, 000 feet of lumber had not been imported, American 
manufacturers would have been compelled to supply the defi- 
ciency by lumber made by American labor. 

Under the present bill there will inevitably bo a greatly in- 
creased importation, which will deprive thousands of American 
workingmen of the chance to labor, and will necessarily lower 
the wages of those who find employment. What wretched busi- 
ness this is, legislating for a foreign country and against the in- 
terests of our own people. It seems utterly idiotic. 

AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD PRODUCTS. 

The bill under consideration plays havoc with the interests of 
New England farmers, and promises to wipe out forever the men 
who are struggling to sustain themselves on the rocky farms of 
New Hampshire. Under the present law our farmers are reason- 
ably prosperous, finding a market for their surplus products in 
the manufacturing cities and villages of the State. They are 
brought necessarily into competition with the farmers of Canada, 
where labor is cheaper and the soil more easily tilled. Notwith- 
standing the high duties on hay, apples, potatoes, eggs, etc., 
considerable importations were made from Canada during the 
past year, and now it is proposed to put many of our leading farm 
we on the free list, and to reduce materially the duties on 


Look at the record. Under existing law the duty on bacon 
and hams is ô cents per pound; broom corn, #8 per ton; cabbages, 
3 cents each; cider, 5 cents E gallon; eggs, 5 cents per dozen; 
lard, 2cents per pound; milk, 5 cents per gallon; green peas, 4 
cents per bushel; straw, 30 per cent ad valorem: tallow, 1 cent 
per pound, and wool grease, } cent per pound. All these are to 
go on the free list. Roducing specific to ad valorem duties, the 
reductions made on live stock and products of the farm not put 
on the free list are as follows: Horses, from 30 to 20 per cent; 
cattle, from 50 to 20; oats, from 40 to 2); barley, from 65 to 30; 
butter, from 33 to 20; cheese, from 42 to 25; beans, from 40 to 
20; hay, from 43 to 20; onions, from 50 to 20: potatoes, from 52 
to 30; other vegetables. from 25 to 10; applés, from 31 to 20; live 
poultry, from 32 to 20; dressed poultry, from 54 to 20, and starch, 
from 84 to 30. 

This means disaster to the agricultural interests of Northern 
New Hampshire. Coos County, which borders on Canada, de- 
pends upon agriculture and lumber for its prosperity, and of late 
years has been making rapid progress. What will happen to it 

f the Wilson bill becomes a law is so well told by Hon. Chester 
B. Jordan, one of its most prominent citizens, that I will quote 
his words: 

There is no question as to the effect of the Wilson bill in Coos. It gets in 


Its deadly work allover the county, There is not another county in the land 
where the changes in the tarif schedules affect so great a proportion of the 


people. 
Here is our situation: We have two great interests, lumber and agricul- 
ture. Lumber, of courss, is the great interest, and has been for thirty years. 
In respect to agriculture we have somewhat pecular conditions. Our soil is 
of es richness for raising potatoes. oats, and a grass crop. Horace 
Greeley wrote up Coos a great many years ago, and told what it was good 
for. According to him. it was good for raising potatoes and oats. 

Now, this condition of soil is peculiar, almost unique. It is found in only 
two other localities in the United States—Northern New York and Northern 
Maine, The same soil conditions prevail in Canada, just across the line from 
us, where they can raise just as good potatoes, just as good hay, and just as 

ood oats as we can—and just as many of m. too, for they are just as 

Sighs as We are, and their labor costs them only about half what our labor 
costs us. 

Therefore, we have not only to compete against the Canadian natural ad- 
vantages, which are the same as ours, but have also to meet an economic 
condition of low wages which we have not. The protective tariff duties have 
thus far stood between the Coos farmer and the Canadian farmer's unequal 
advantages. The Wilson bill will, in a large measure, remove that defense 


That is the situation which confronts the men who are tilling 
the soil in New Hampshire to day, and itis scarcely to be won- 
dered at that most of them are voting the Republican ticket this 

ear. 
z WOOLEN GOODS., 

Under the existing law thə manufacturers of woolen goods 
have an average protection of 98.53 per cent, and it is proposed 
to reduce it to 35.09 cent. With the high rate of duty now 
existing woolen goods were imported into the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, to the value of $36,993,409.16, 
on which duties were collected amounting to 836, 448,667.46. The 
lowering of the duties almost two-thirds means a deluge of for- 


eign s into our markets, which will result inevitably in 
crippling American industries and greatly reducing American 
labor. Our people find it difficult to compete with the almost 


pauper labor of Sarong unao existing conditions, and when the 
duty is reduced from 98 to 35 per cent the men and women work- 
ing in hosiery mills in this country will be brought to a practi- 

realization of what foreign competition means in the matter 
of wages. The prospect is anap gone from whatever point 
of view it is regarded. 

Mr. President, the most casual examination of the estimates 
of the reductions in the revenue which the Wilson bill makes 
shows where the heaviest blow to manufacturing will fall. 

In his speech opening the tariff debate the Senator from In- 
diana | Mr. VOORHEES] submitteda table of estimates, in accord- 
ance with which it appears that the Wilson bill is expected to 
reduce revenues to the extent of a total of $76,670,000 annually. 
Of this sum the rather astonishing amount of $26,500,000 is set 
off against the duties on woolen manufactures alone, more than 
one-third of the entire reduction. 

According to the plan of the Wilson bill, the manufaeturers of 
wool are to be put under a contribution equal to that which is 
required from all articles transferred to the free list, together 
with all metals and manufactures of metals. 

So the woolen manufacturers may as well prepare to either 
shut down entirely or continue business by paying their opera- 
tives wages at starvation rates. How this thing will inov- 
itably work is strikingly illustrated bya page of recent American 
history, to which Congressman RUSSELL of Connecticut called 
attention in a speech in the other branch of Congress. In brief 
it is this: 

Nottingham, in England, was long famed for its manufacture 
of hosiery. Its products of hosiery thirty years ago were sold 
the mae over. For some years the industry was intrenched 


in that city, and there were no similar manufactures of fine wool 
hosiery in other countries. 
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Nottingham hed a peculiaradvantage in the holding of patents 
on knitting machinery. In courseof time, however, the patents 
expired, and the German manufacturers acquired the machinery, 
educated labor to run it,and secured work at about one-third of 
the wages paid in Nottingham. The Nottingham workers re- 
fused to accept the lower wages of the Germans, and the decline 
of Nottingham ho-iery manufacture was rapid, so rapia indeed 
that a dozen years ago in free-trade England, in the home of its 
former citadel, German hosiery took the market and Notting- 
ham knitters took to coal-mining. ‘ 

German hosiery likewise took possession of the American 
market, taking it from the English manufacturer through the 
cheaper wages of the German workman. The English manu- 
facturer saw his business destroyed, and in his despair turned 
to 1 protective policy of the United States for relief, and he 

ot it. 
8 Nine years ago one English concern which, prior to German 
intervention, from its factory in Nottingham had annually sold 
in the United States 200,000 dozen of fine wool hosiery, and re- 
ceived for the employment of English capital and labor about 
$1,200,000 of United States money. moved its business to this 
country and establisned itself in Rhode Island. 

This was an actual importation of a new industry into this 
country under the stimulus of a protective tariff—an industry 
driven out of free-trade England by the e of foreign 
cheap labor. The British manufacturers who migrated from 
Nottingham spent $50,000 in simply acquiring the necessary 
skilled workmen to handle the delicately adjusted machinery 
which produces the finest grade of hosiery. 

In this hosiery factory, started in Rhode Island nine years 
ago, the first of its character in this country, there have been 
employed 500 people, and around the factory has sprung up a 
thriving village of 1,500 inhabitants. 

This concern when in Nottingham sold. as above stated, some 
200,000 dozen of hosiery in this country. Since its removal to 
Rhode Island it increased its sales in the American market to 
more than 300,000dozen. When in Nottingham it sold its hosiery 
in this market to the wholesale trade for $6 a dozen. It sold in 
1893 the same hosiery for $3.75 a dozen. 

That establishment is not selling woolen hosiery to-day be- 
cause it is shadowed by the blight of the Wilson bill. It has paid 
its workmen $2 a day, and though German knitters get less than 
half that wage, tha Rhode Island hosiery factory, under Repub- 
lican protection, hes held the home market, has reduced the 
price to consumers more than one-third, and has maintained the 
American rate of wages. 

This is a chapter from real industrial history; it is worth tons 
of theory. 

Now, what does the Wilson bill do for this hosiery industry? 
It reduces its protection by about two-thirds, makes what is left 
an uncertain quantity, because it is to be levied on an ad va- 
lorem basis, and, in exchange, gives it just what it had in free- 
trade England, and with which it was driven by Germany to 
shut up shop, namely—free wool. > 

Under this bill the hosiery industry is doomed in this country 
unless hundreds of thousands of intelligent American workin 
men will accept the pauper and 8 wages now paid 
the hosiery mills of Saxony. hat utter, 5 eruel 
folly this is, and what say the workingmen to the proposition? 

The Boston Commercial Bulletin is as reliable a trade paper 
as is printed in the United States and is everywhere accepted as 
authority upon wools and woolens, for it is free from partisan- 
ship and its facts are collected with great care and stated with 
perfect fairness. With this in mind close attention is invited 
to its commentupon the wool schedule of the Wilson bill, which 
is none the less eloquent because it is composed mainly of facts 
which nobody can successfully question. The Bulletin says: 

It is seldom that in the brief space of a twelvemonth an industry plunges 


from the highest condition of prosperity to the deepest adversity imown in 
si peor Sepp That, in a sentence, is the history of wool manufacturing 
1 


‘The year preceding (1892) was the most prosperous that this country has 
everseen. Every loom and spindle was employed, and there was a veritable 
labor famine. The wool clip of the United States had increased 20, 000.000 

unds. our imports of wool increased 28,000,000 pounds. but in spite of this 

et there were 13,000,000 pounds of wool less on hand at the end of 1892 than 
at the bezinning. The consumption of wool by American mills increased 
1 009.000 pounds in a single year. 

As in 1800 we were ont 38,000. 000 pounds behind Great Britain, and as that 
country has certainly not increased since that year, when her mills were 
pouring goods into the United States to anticipate the McKinley tariff, we 
may say with contidence that in 1892 the United States led the world in the 
n EANNA 8 big l fell hat in 

hough the p ice of wool fell somewhat in that year, the prospect of thi 
continuance of the tarif induced growers to increase their Rocka. The clip 
of 1893 was shorn anc pulled from the flock of 1892, and the figures of the 
clip that we have just had the honor to complete show that the clip from 
soe b Epok was 354,000,000 pounds, the largest clip of wool ever raised in the 


In spite of the ig be he arate i of the first two months of 1893 the industry 
has gone steadil kward. Our leclined 
- 8 u 


5 imports of wool have d earl 
milis have reexported their imported materials, our 


wool pullers have exported their wool pelts. Yet the stock of wool on hand 
on January 1 shows an increase of over 40.000. 000 pounds. It is within the 
truth to say two-thirds of all the machinery is silent or running on 
reduced time. The very mills in Massachusetts that were last year adver- 
tising extra pay for operatives willing to work all night are now either shut 
down or run on short time with a reduced scale of wages. 

It is idle to ascribea change like this to any silver legislation. The change 
is due to the fear of the breaxing down of tne industry by an unprotective 
tariff, a fear that has been justified by the Wilson bil 

The hollow promise of the ‘‘markets of the world“ has been exploded by 
experience. e only promise of hope presented to the industry by the 
framers of the Wilson tarif was that by cheaper raw material American 
manufacturers would be able to compete in foreign markets. 

Now, the fact is that wool is very nearly on a free trade basis to-day, and 
has been for months. Some grades are quite on that basis. Wages have 
been cut down in almost every woolen mill in the country, yet in eleven 
months the increase brought about in exports of woolens by the cheap raw 
material that was to accomplish everything is but a trifle over $200,000, 

The threat of the Wilson tariff has cost the industry millions. It has al- 
ready discounted most of the effecton prices. The “ markets of the world“ 
have increased our exports £209,000 by the shipment of a job lot of carpets 
to England and a few bankrupt stocks of clothing to Canada. 
ce aK ever glittering delusion more pitiably rent asunder by historical 

8 

When the people of the United States agree with Mr. WILSON to adopt the 
scale of living that permits the sweat shops of London and Berlin we shall 
be 8 to compete with the products of the labor of those establishments— 
no ore. 

COTTON MANUFACTURES. 


I might speak at leng'h of the hostile nature of this bill to 
the great cotton manufacturing industry of New England, but 
what I havesaidas to woolen manufactures applies in a modified 
form to this industry. Under existing laws the averago rate of 
duties on the manufactures of cotton is figured to be 55.25 per 
cent, and it is proposed to reduce it to an average of 38.45 per 
cent. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, the importations 
of cotton manufactures aggregated $20,510,438.98, on which du- 
ties were paid amounting to $11,333,005.23. Tho proposition is 
to reduce the duties about one-third. That done and there will 
scarcely be ships enough in England to bring the goods to this 
country, and then will come the terrible struggle on the part of 
American manufacturers to compete with their foreign rivals. 
Many New England mills will of necessity be idle, for importa- 
tions will surely be greatly increased, and the wages of the op- 
eratives will in all cases be largely reduced. I will further dis- 
cuss this matter when the bill is considered by paragraphs. 


CUTLERY. 


Under the existing tariff cutlery establishments have sprung 
up in different parts of New England, and have been able to 
just about compete on equal terms with the cutlery made by 
cheap labor in Sheffield, England. Ono establishment of this 
kind is in New Hampshire, where liberal wages are paid, and a 
beautiful and thriving 5 has sprung up as a result. The 
present tariff on cutlery, such asis manufactured in New Hamp- 
shire, ranges from 40 to 95 per cent, and it is proposed to reduce 
the duty to about an average of 35 per cent on the different arti- 
cles manufactured. The importations of table cutlery are now 
very large, and under the reduced tariff the American market 
will be deluged with foreign goods, to the utter detriment of 
both the American manufacturers and workingmen in this line 
of industry. Some months ago when I asked the Senate to pass 
a resolution declaring it inexpedient to make changes in the ex- 
isting tariff laws, I received an interesting letter from ex-Gov- 
ernor Goodell of Antrim, N. H., a cutlery manufacturer, which 


reads as follows: A 
ANTRIM, N. H., August 19, 1598. 

DEAR SENATOR: I am glad to see that you have introduced an amendment 
to the Lodge resolution, which, if passed, { believe will do a great deal to- 
wards setting the wheels of business inmotion. As you know I am a manu- 
facturer of table cutlery, butcher knives, carving knives, and the like. Ihave 
been in the business twenty-one years. It has been gradually incr in 
volume during most of this time, especially so since the McKinley tariff law 
Went into effect. While the price of these goods is fully 10 per cent lower 
than it was in 1889. the year before the McKinley law wentinto effect, the quan- 
tity of goods made in this country in 1892 must have been very much larger 
than ever before; certainiy it was in my own factory. If we had absolute 
free trade we could not get our stock for much less than now. Our handle 
woods, which comefrom South Africa and Central America largely, are on the 
free list. Our steel is made in this country, but the prices aie so low thatwe 
could not expect any material reduction if we had the open competition of 
foreign manufacturers of steel. If there should be any material reduction 
in the tariff duties upon table cutlery I see no ible chance for us to com- 
pete with manufacturers in Shemeld and other foreign points except by a 
reduction in price of labor. 

The speech made by Mr. Folsom, cousin of the President, as consul to 
Sheftield, in Cutler's Hall in Sheffield recently, expressing his congratula- 
tions to the cutlery manufacturers there upon the fact that within twelve 
months they would have a better opportunity to sell their goods in America, 
alarms me. How it is possible that it can be for the interests of the labor- 
ing classes of America to be thrown out of business and have their wages 
reduced while English and German manufacturers at their own home are 
furnishing the goods for this country is beyond my comprehension. I hope, 
therefore, that wise counsels will prevail, and that the Senate will 
resolution as amended by you, and thus assure the manufacturers and work- 
men that their interests are not to beinjured by any legislation in the inter- 
est of foreign countries. 

Truly, yours, 


Hon. J. H. GALLINGER. 
That letter tells the whole story. Reduced duties on cutlery 
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will either drive out of business the American manufacturer, or 
else result in a material reduction of wages to the laboring 


classes. 
GRANITE, 


New Hampshire is denominated the Old Granite State,” and 
we are proud of the appellation. We have an abundance of 
granite in our hills and mountains, but the distance to tide water 
and the heavy cost of railroad transportation has made it difficult 
for us to compete with the maritime provinces and Scotland, 
from whence granite can be conveyed by water. 

But under the policy of the Republican party we have built 
up a thriving industry, and a sample of our work, which comes 
from my own town, can beseen in the graniteof which the mag- 
nificent new Congressional Library building in Washington is 
being constructed. Heretofore we have been protected by a 
duty of 50 per cent on unmanufactured granite and 40 per cent 
on manufactured, but this bill proposes to put the unmanufac- 
tured on the free listand to reduce the duty on the manufactured 
one-half. This means the closing of our quarries, or else a large 
reduction in the wages of those engaged in thisindustry. There 
will be low wages and idle men in New England and plenty of 
business in the granite quarries of Nova Scotia and Scotland. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PROCTOR in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator 
from Kansas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I infer from the Sonator’s remarks upon the 

ranite industry that he is not satisfied with the proposed re- 
Sistion of duties. I should like to inquire of him what will be 
the effect of the proposed change upon the American interest, 
so far as it relates to monuments and work of that kind? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In just one moment I shall come to the 
matter of monuments, at which time I shall be glad to answer 
the inquiry of the Senator from Kansas. 

It should be borne in mind that Scotland can send her granite 
to our large cities at a very low rate of freight—indeed, some of 
itwill come fres in thefshape of ballast for our ocean steamships. 
A Massachusetts friend of mine has kindly furnished me with a 
eutof a granite column die like sketch, with the relative cost of 

- producing it in Scotland and at Quincy, from which it appears 
that it can be made in Scotland, freighted to Boston, 8 
duty of 40 per cent paid on it, and then sold for $181.93, while 
the same column will cost in Quincy, freighted to Boston, $238.55, 
a difference of $56.62 in favor of Scotland. If made in Concord, 
N. H., the difference will be a little greater in favor of the for- 
sign product, the freight probably costing more from Concord 
to Boston than from Quincy. I will insert this cut, with ex- 
planatory text, in my speech, so that Senators can examine it at 
their leisure. 
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Acolumn die sketch, 3'7" by 111" by 27". 
QUINCY. 


SCOTCH, 


236. 45 : 
2.10 | 40 per cent duty. ise 
Freight to Boston 


238.55 
Difference, 56.62 in favor of Scotch. 


Now I shall be glad to answer the inquiry made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. I will say to the Senator that in my judgment 
if the tariff upon manufactured granite is reduced as is proposed 
in the bill, there will be a sonora y reduction in the Delos of 
monuments to those who are unfortunate enough to have to buy 
that article. I believe there will bea temporary reduction, but 
the Senator from Kansas must remember that if the reduced 
duties wipe out the American industry and give to Nova Scotia 
and Scotland a manopo of the granite business it will not be 
verylong before they will compel us to pay a larger price for our 
monuments than we are paying at the present time. Again, it 
must be remembered that this is only one of a great variety of 

American industries that are threatened by the bill, If the 
bill becomes a law our people will have very little money with 
which to buy monuments or anything else. 

The Senator from Kansas is a man of wide observation and 
learning. He studies into all of these questions and tries to un- 
derstand them, and I am very glad to have an interruption from 
him on this point. But I will venture to state that with all the 
Senator's investigation he may not have discovered the fact that 
the United States is to-day consuming more than 50 per cent of 
the entire marble of the civilized world. This one country of 
70,000,000 people is consuming more than one-half of all the mar- 
ble that is produced on the face of the earth; and I venture the 
observation, without having the statistics at hand, that if we 
could ascertain the fact it would be found that our people are 
consuming at least 75 per cent of the granite product of the 
world. Whatdoes that mean? Itmeansthat our mechanics and 
our workingmen have been getting money enough in wages to 
enable them to buy gravestones to put at the final resting place 
of their loved ones, and that the other nations of the earth, with 
their low wages and the condition of destitution that prevails, 
are unable to do so. s 

Mr. PEFFER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire one more question, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he 
has had occasion to observe what is the relative merit of gran- 
ite as compared with marble in the matter of durability? 

Mr. @ALLINGER. I have not any expert knowledge ou that 
point, but I think our Concord granite will endure much longer 
than will the distinguished Senator from Kansas, and 1 
quite as long as our children and our children's children will 
live. I think it is entirely durable. 

I have here also a sketch of a granite monument, which was 
priced by reliable parties in Aberdeen, Scotland, and it was found 
to be, after adding consul fees, duties, and freight to Boston, 
$275. At the rate of wages paid in Quincy, the same monument, 
landed in Boston, will cost $435, without a dollar’s profit to the 
manufacturer. Now, beyond a doubt, when the duty is removed 
the price of the American article will be temporarily reduced 
througha reduction of wages, but it requires no spirit of prophecy 
to discern the time when American granite-workers will refuse 
to take the wages that are paid in Scotland, our granite sheds 
will be closed, foreigners will supply our wants, and the price 
will be increased at their own sweet will. That will be the in- 
evitable result of this senseless raid on the granite industry of 
New England. 

RELATIVE WEALTH OF EAST AND WEST. 


Mr. President, I have hurriedly touched upon the chief indus- 
tries in which the people whom I represent are interested, and 
have pointed out the injury that will come to them if this bill 
becomes law. New England has done nothing to deserve the 
chastisement that is threatened her in this legislation. And 
just here I want to correct an impression which is abroad in the 
land as to the matter of increasing wealth in New England. A 
studious effort is being made to prejudice the greatagricultural 
States of the West against New England on the ground that the 
wealth of the country is centering in the East. It is generally 
believed that protection works almost wholly to the advantage 
of manufacturing States and communities, but that is not so. 

If one section of the country is prosperous, all sections share 
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that prosperity; if one section is making money, that section 
buys and consumes more of the products of the other sections. 
If manufacturing States can afford to pay high weges to their 
operatives, they in turn buy and consume more than they other- 
wise wouldof the productsof the restof thecountry. Thestart- 
ling fact con ronts me that New Hampshire, a State largely en- 
gaged in manufacturing, has fallen rapidly behind in wealth 
since 1880, as is shown by the census reports of 180%. Theentire 
wealth of the country reaches the almost fabulous amount of $ 5, 
037,091,197, about $1,000 per capita, the largestitem beingin real 
estate, which reaches $39,544,544,333, or considerably more than 
one-half of the whole. 

Of this wealth New Hampshire’s part is $325,128,740, which 
makes her the poorest of the New England States except Ver- 
mont. New Hampshire shows a falling off of 838,000,000 in 
wealth since 1880, but a gain of 873,000, 000 since 1870. Ver- 
mont and Maine also show a loss for the decade, the former of 
$37,000,000 and the latter of $22,000,000. New Hampshire's per 
capita wealth, which is $863, is $137 less than the ave-age per 
capita for the entire country, It is greater than that of either 
Vermont or Maine, but is a falling off of $183 since 1880, in 
which year she was one of the richest States in the Union, ac- 
co ding to census returns. 

New Hampshire's aggregate wealth in 1890 was less than that 
of each of the other States and Territories except Vermont, 
Delaware, Oklahoma, Indian Territory, Wyoming, New Mexico, 
Arizona. Nevada, and Idaho. 

In manufacturing she stood seventeenth, being exceeded by 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Kentucky, and California, 

New Hampshire s wealth in real estate with improvemen s 
thereon amounts to $176,131,000, which places her ahead of Ver- 
mont alone. In live stock on farms and ranges, farm improve- 
ments and machinery she has $14,044,975 invested, which places 
her ahead of Connecticut and Rhode Island, but behind the rest 
of New England. In mines and quarries, including product on 
hand, she has $1,188,049, which is a better showing than Rhode 
Island mikes, butis less than that of the other New England 
States. In machinery she comes out with 830,964, 368. which only 
lacks 85, 000,000 of being as much as shown by Maine and Ver- 
mont combined. Singularly enough the best showing made by 
the Granite State is in her railroads. In them she has no less 
than $58,782,551 at stake, a larger sum than either Vermont, 
Rhode Island, or Connecticut, and almost as much as Vermont 
and Rhode Island together. She has 82, 143.867 tied up in tele- 
graphs, telephones, shipping, and canals, and $35,814,204 in mis- 
cellaneous business, in both of which directions she exceeds Ver- 
mont alone. 

I give these figures to show that the frequent attacks upon 
the New England States. on the ground that they are, because 
of tariff laws, concentrating an undue proportion of the wealth 
of the country in their borders, is not justified by the facts. If 
New Hampshire has declined in wealth $38,000,000 in ten years 
of high protection, I beg to ask my tariff-reform friends what 
wel become of her under the low-tariff law we are now consid- 
ering? 

Naw, let us cast a glance at the agricultural sections of the 
country and see what they have been doing. It seems to me 
that the farmers have had their share with the manufacturers 
in the benefits of the thirty-three years of protective tariffs, 
under which they have thrived and prospered tozether. Dur- 
ing that period our farm acreage has increased from 407,212,538 
acres in 1860 to 623,218,619 acres in 1890; the value of our farms 
was $6,645,045,007 in 1860, but in 1890 it was $13,275,959,058. The 
estimated value of all farm products was $1,115,110,000 in 1860, 
as compared with 82,460, 107,454 in 1890. 

We exported $256,560,972 of farm products in 1860, while in 
1890 we exported $629,785,917, an increase during these three 
decades of high protection of 145 per cent. The average value 
5 A 58 acre was $16.32 in 1860, and in 1890 it had increased to 

These figures are conclusive. They knock the bottom out of 
the Democratic assertion that protection has made the manu- 
kacturers rich by making the farmers poor. I commend these 
figures to the cireful and thoughtful a‘ tention of Democratic 
Senators, as well as to the notice of the Populist Senators from 
Kansas and Nebraska. It begins to look as though the “' effete” 
East, as we are sometimes called, will soon be compelled to sur- 
render the scepter of wealth, as well as the scepter of political 
power, to the great ‘‘omnivorous” West. 

MR. VOORHEES'’S SPEECH. 

Mr. President, I feel constrained to recur to the somewhat re- 
markable eposon of the Senator from Indiana. It isa well- 
known trick of the legal profession, when the facts and the law 


are againstthem, toattempt to befog the minds of the jury with 
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rhetorical sentences and declamatory assertions, but after the 
echoes of the eloquence have died away the judge and the jury 
usually find the law and render a verdict in accordance there- 
with. And so in opening this debate, the Senator from Indiana, 
finding that he had a bad case, adopted the methods of his pro- 
fession, and instead of making an argument he filled the air 
with denunciations of manufacturers and attempted to mislead 
tl e popular judgment by eloquent appeals to their passions and 
their prejudices. 

But the game will not work. The people are reading and 
thinking, and when the verdict is rendered in Indiana next 
November the Senator will then learn of the popular disap- 
provalof the billheischampioning. Listen to some of the Sena- 
tor's choice epithets, gathered at random from his speech: 

‘Privileged classes;” ‘‘forcible revolution and bloodshed;” 
“indescribable injustice and oppression;” ‘‘ vicious principles 
and workings;” “iniquitous existing burdens;” “vast individ- 
ual robberies committed in protected markets;” the untold 
and incalculable millions of blackmail levied by American manu- 
facturers for their own pockets;” ‘this wide and well-known 
field of extortion and injustice;” “ the gates of avarice, oppres- 
sion, and fraud; the appalling legislation of 1890, known as 
the McKinley law, unlimited in its scope and purposes of spoli- 
ation and plunder;” “riotous extravagance;” arrogant, in- 
solent, dictatorial;” ‘sinister, perfidious, and dishonest in char- 
acter;” “a giant robber;” “a predatory monster;” “ manufac- 
turing interests which are now the colossal taskmasters of the 
whole people, commanding tribute from every day's labor be- 
neath the sun, haughtily striding the corridors of this Capitol 
and issuing their edicts in the tones of dictators for or against 
the enactmentof pending measures in the Halis of Congress;” 
“unworthy, unmanly, unchristian desires tocommitextortion;” 
in favor of the right to plunder by the law;” favorites of for- 
tune, pets of vicious legislation to whom the Government has 
farmed out the power of oppression over others;” ‘‘incurnation 
of human selfishness ;* ‘sordid. brutal seltishness;” the lust 
for riches;” obstructive avuarice;” „to commit crime with 
impunity;” „monopoly and extortion:” a gigantic crime; ” 
* a policy so flagitious prne e; sorotten in morality, so rav- 
enous in its exactions on the absolute wants of life:“ “unjust, re- 
lentless, unsparing, insolent, an4 brutal; ” ‘‘ delusive bribes; ” “a 
reckless, foolhardy experiment on the forbearance of the Ameri- 
can people:” “rash and insolent assault on the toiling masses; ” 
‘*thelowest depths of human depravity may be raked in vain for 
abaser or more infamous scheme by which toobtain money dis- 
honestly;” „ falsehood and perfidy;” “ghastly results;” “ hide- 
ous fruits;” " uproar and strife:” ‘‘ distress, want, and sometimes 
murder;““ unconscious and contented victim of robbery;” ‘‘ dan- 
gerous policy;” “unbridled extortion;’ “oppressed labor;” 
„monopoly and brutal avarice;” ‘‘ narrow and corroding selfish- 
ness of riches;” “ the oppression of the toiling masses;” “ danger- 
ous pretensionsand intolerantarrogance of accumulated wealth;” 
continued and brutal dictation of the plutocracy;” this for- 
tress of greed and gain, dedicated to the plunder and spoliation 
of the people:” and so on ad nauseum. What a choice vocabu- 
ay for the chosen leader of the Democratic party in this Cham- 

r! 

But let us turn from the Senator’s lurid denunciation of the 
McKinley law and the robber manufacturer to such portions 
of his speech as may be properly considered in the line of ar- 
gumert. The Senator defends the Walker tariff law of 1846, 
approves of a-duty on sugar, supports the committees recom- 
mendations as to taxing distiiled spirits, upholds an income tax, 
advocates free wool, and claims that Thomas Jeiferson was a 
Democrat after the modern type. Let me, as briefly as may be, 
reply to those several points. 


THE WALKER TARIFF OF 1848. 


In reference to the Walker tariff of 1846 the Senator says: 


In the history of tariff legislation in this Government, from the first act 
in 1759 to the present day, there is one enactment which s.ands out in its 
wisdom, its success, and its glory over all others. The Democratic tariff of 
1816. devised by Robert J. Walker, ad valorem in its rates from beginning to 
end. with nota specific duty in it, has had no peer. no rival, even, in the 
prosperity it secured for the American people during its existence as a law. 

I know of nothing so absolutely astounding and incomprehen- 
sible as the Democratic claim that the Walker tariff brought 
prosperity to the country. In my former speech I discussed 
this matter at some length, but something further may properly 
be said concerning it. It is the one period to which the aver- 
age Democratic orator Siwaya af poe with pride; the golden 
era of prosperity.” Well did McKinley, the great apostle of 
protection, once declare, If that was a golden era of prosperity, 
may God save the country from any more such golden eras.” 

It is easy to make a glowing general statement that the 
Walker tariff brought prosperity to the country. A new gen- 
eration has come on the stage of action since the fres-trade 
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hy was overthrown. 


rp Set the Southern slaveholding oligarc 
i But ero are some men living who remember those days, and 
fortunately facts and figures are at hand to utterly disprove 
the Democratic assertion. 

No attention whatever seems to be paid by our Democratic 
friends to the [acts of history. They conveniently forget that 
in 1850 Mr. Samuel Bowles and other representative citizens of 
Massachusetts sent a petition to Congress entreating it to revise 
the tariff of 1846 in the interest of protection, and this is what 
that well-known editor of the Springfield Republican and his 
associates said at that time: 


Previous to the passage of that law the manufacturing and mechanical 
interests in thiscommunity were in a flourishing condition. Since that time 
the condition of things has entirely changed, and itis fully believed that 
much of the stagnation of business may be traced to the operation of that 
law. Manufacturing languishes, mechanics are thrown outof employment, 
busines» of all kinds is dull, and unless protection can be affo: to our 
laboring class-s poverty will overtake them. The subscribers therefore 
pray that Congress will so alter the tariff of 1846 that it will protect the labor 

capital of the country from foreign competition. 


And they ssem to forget, too, that in 1852 President Fillmore, 
in his annual message to Congress, made this statement: 

The value of our e rts ot breaastuffs and provisions, which it was sup- 

the Incentive of a low tarif and large importations from abroad would 
augmented. has failen from 968,000,000 in 1847 to $21,000,000 in 
most a certainty of as All further reduction in 182 The policy 
which dictated a low rate of duties of foreign merchandise, it was thought 
— . who established it, would tend to benefit the farming pomimo of 
country by increasing the demand and raising the price of agricultural 
nets In fi markets. The foregoing facts, however, seem to show 
mtestably that no such result has followed the adoption of this policy. 

President Fillmore also painted in glowing colors the disasters 
that had come to oar manufacturing interests, and the suffering 
and sorrow that had overtaken our people. i 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. FRYE.” The recentelectionsin the North had, I supposed, 
utter] ares the Democratic party there, but I see they 
have destroyed it in the United States Senate also. When I 

to speak there was one Democratic Senator here in 
the Chamber, now there are two. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I welcome to my audience the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who Iseo is now entering the Cham- 
ber. It is to ba hoped that after we get along a little further in 
the discussion of the schedules of the bill that our Democratic 
friends will be on hand, as they doubtless will be, especially 
when we take voteson different provisions in the measure. I do 
not find fault that they do not listen to me to-day. The people 
are listening, and they will settle with the Democratic party. 

Going along a little further, to 1854, and we find Hunt’s Mer- 
chants’ Magazine, a well-known free-trade journal of that pe- 
riod, declaring that: 

Confidence is shaken everywhere and all classes are made to realize the 
insecurity of woridly ons. The causes which led to this have been 
a time at work. Goods which had accumulated abroad when the de- 

had almost ceased were crowded upon our shores at whatever ad- 
vanco could be obtained, thus aggravating the evil. 

A Tittle later, January 6, 1855, the New York Herald said ed- 
itorially: 

Elsewhere will be found some mention of large failures at Boston and 
New Orleans. Ihe epidemic is traveling over the whole country. No city 
of any note can hope to escape. 

An address of the Unemployed Workingmen’s Committee to 
the mayor of the rg New York was published in the Herald 
of that same date. ese workingmen said: 


We do not come as be; „but we ask what we deem right. Weask not 
alms, but work. We don't want a little soup now and cast-off clothing to- 
morrow. But we do want work and the means of making an honest li ell- 
hood. The condition ot the working classes is most piteous. They want 
bread. Is there not enough in the city? Theywantclothes, Is there none 
made nowadays? 


The New York Herald is filled with statements of this kind, 
showing the terrible condition of the workingmen. and the well- 
known appeals for help printed in the New York Tribune of the 
same date and in other papers equal anything that has occurred 

during the pe year in this country. It was Democratic times 

then; it is Democratic times now. 
And although often quoted, the words of President Buchanan 
in his message to Congress in 1857 will bear repetition: 
In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and in all the 
elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, our pub- 
_ He works retarded. our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and 
. useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to 

Can it be possible that those were prosperous times? If idle- 

ness, low wages, hunger, failures, bankruptcy, are evidences of 
ty, then indeed did the Walker tariff bring prosperity 
to the country, but not otherwise. 

The follo 


letter from a resident of my State, a man of wide 


observation and experience, now well advanced in years, will 
throw a flood of light on this question: 


. CHARLESTOWN, N. H., April 11, 1894. 

My DEAR Str: Ifyou propose to say sann more on thetarif questi 
I wish you would arraign the abettors of the Wilson bill“ for the entire 
falsehoods they utter in regard to ths Walker tarif" of 1840. 

Those of us who were enrage lin manufactures at that time well remem- 
ber the prostration in business and the idleness of the working people in 
1848, 1849, and 1850, 3 the call for soma brancaes of manufacture caused 
by the Mexican war. This continued uatil the gold be un to pour ir from 
California in 1851, when a short period of apparent prosperity and inflation 
3 bere the oe * pe hie 1857. 

e gold all went throuzh the country to Eu „ and, as you will know, 
the United States had to pay a premium for it in 885. mee 

I sketched some reminiscences of taose days in tae new city of Lawrence 
(Started in 1845), ina paper for the Manufacturers’ Gazette, which Isent you 
last week, and which I hope may be of interest to you. Few of these freo- 
trade orators are old enough to know what they are talking about. 


Yours, very truly, 
SAMUEL WEBBER. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER. 


A letter written by the same gentleman in January of this 
year, and printed in the Boston Journal, is of interest in this 
discussion. Mr. Webber says: 


While you are perfectly correct in denying the falsely claimed pros ty 
of the country under the Walker tariff of 1343, you do not make use of some 
important facts in the history of the city of Lawrence from 1817 to 1853, 
when the influx of gold from California produced a temporary prosperit; 
which lasted until the great crash of 1857, Tnere must be some of the ol 
stockholcers in the mills of that city living, who can give you some 
mournful facts. 

I went down there from Lowell as draftsman and assistant engineer to 
the Bay State mills in 1847, and well remember how in 1843 it was found im- 
possible to start the mills on the fabrics for which they had been planned, 
viz, “fancy cassimeres and overcoatings.”” I remember when Miss Turn- 
bull, sister of Mrs. Samuel Lawrence, brought home a plaid shawl from 
Scotland, and Mr. Lawrence saw ft might pay to try and make some of them. 

Milton D. 8 u Well-known inventor of Lowell, was called and 
invented a machine to twist the fringes, which was done by hand in Scotland. 
and thus saved about 20 cents on ashawl. The successfor a couple ot years 
was phenomenal, until the fashion changed, leaving the mills to struggie 
along uncompleted, until they went under completely in 1857, and were re- 
capitalized as the Washington mills at lo cents on the dollar. 

remember how the great Atlantic cotton mills threw up half their plans 

and the Essex Com y took back the land and wheelpits, which had been 

built and which a dle 5 Ss until it was tinally by the 

Pacitic milis, and is now utili or the manufacture of cotton and worsted 
and known as the Lower Pacific.” 

I remember how friends of mine, who were original subscribers to the 
stock ot tue Pacific mills, were said to have sold their #1,000 shares for be- 
cause they could not raise the monsy to pay a.s-ssmen's called for addi- 
tional stock because the expsnditure had exceeded the estimates. 

I well remember. also, how this call for money worried the late Hon. Ab- 
bott Lawrence, who was largely interested in those mills. I can speak only 
as an observer and a working engineer, but you can surely find men who 
can tell you of their personal losses. 

The tariff of "45, planned by a Southerner, did not bear so heavily on 
coarse cotton goods as it did on woolens, and after the gold came in from 
California the manufacture of ordin cottons was prodtable, but all the 
prosperity of that period was due to California and not to the tariff, and that 
all was not 9 before the gold came in is shown in an article in the 
November num of the Engineering Magazine on The History of Strikes 
in America,” which says: “In 1850 business was dull throughout the country. 
Out. of 2,485,700 cotton spindles in New 2 over 800.000 are said to have 
been sto . Wages were redured in T River and a great strike fol- 
lowed, in which 1,300 people were out of employment for six months. 

We are now repeating the disasters which lollowed the tarif of 1846 for 
four years, and we have no California to fall back on! 

The young men who write the “Free Trade Tariff Reform" articles for 
the Boston Herald and such pepas do notremember as far back as 1850, and 
you will do good service to the country if you will obtain and publish some 
facts from men who were crippled or ruined financially by the tariff of 1845, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
SAMUEL WEBBER. 


CHARLESTOWN, N. H., January d, 1894. 


Such testimony is worth more than all the rhetoric of all the 
Democratic orators in the country, and ought to settle forever 
the contention as to the practical workings of the tariff of 1846. 

Mr. GRA. DoestieSenator frou. New Hampshire object to 
a question? I see he has a prepared speech. 

r.GALLINGER. Not at all; Ishall bo pleased to have an 
interruption. 

Mr. GRAY. The letter from the constituent of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, to which I have been listening, describes 
the condition of the country as he believes it to be under the 
Walker tariff of 1846. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Has he said anything about the condition of the 
country under the McKinley tariff in 1892, 1893, and 1894, the 
tariff under which we are now living, and which is in active op- 
eration to-day? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I believe he did not allude to that, but 
the Senator from Delaware knows that he could not have said 
anything detrimental to the operation of the McKinley tariff in 
1892, as it is admitted on all hinds that that was the most pros- 
perous year in the history of the country. 

Mr. GRAY. We had in 12 somo of the most disastrous 
strikes we have ever had in the history of the country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have always had disastrous strikes, 
and free-trade land has had more than this country has had. 

Mr. GRAY. © strikes in this country never were so disas- 
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trous as they were in 1892, Never were so many men shot down 
in their tracks for demanding their share 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not agree to that. How many men 
were shot down in their tracks, and under what circumstances? 

Mr. GRAY. Ey r so many; I do not know the number. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me a moment? 

Mr.GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. How cin the McKinley tariff be said to be in 
active operation in the United States to-day when, ever since 
the election 6f the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH], 
which gave the Democrats their majority in this Chamber, 
every business man has known thatif he made a contract the 
tariff was liable to be repealed before he could execute it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to make that very observa- 
ticn. Mr. Webber, the gentleman from whom I have been read- 
ing, and whom I know to be cne of the most intelligent men in 
our section of the country, calls attention to the fact that this 
condition of things h s existed in this country, just as it existed 
under the tarif Jaw of 1846, ever since the Democratic part, 
came into power on a platform pledging it to re nact a tari 
similar to the tariff law of 1846. It is, Mr. President, I submit, 
almost a reflection upon the intelligence of the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware for me to have to remind him of the fact 
that the business interests of this country perfectly understand 
that the Democratic majority proposes to strike down the high- 
tariff law of 18x0 and enact a low-tariif law in its stead, and that 
every contract that is being made is made. and every man who 
proposes to investone single dollarin ne industry in this coun- 
try, does it with the understanding that if the Democratic party 
ean rally, by fair means or foul, a sufficient number of votes to 

the Wilson tariff bill, they propose to give this country a 
ree tarif instead of the high tarif which we have had for the 
last thirty-three years. 

Mr.GRAY. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire unduly. 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very happy to yield. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like the Senator from New eg ie 
to state what he thinks the people of this country meant by the 
mandate which they gave to Congress by an overwhelm 
jority in 189. to do the yay thing of which he complains? 

Mr. GALL'INGER. While I am nota Yankee by birth, [have 
lived among the Yankees long enough to answer the question of 
the Senator from Delaware by asking another. I wish toaskthe 
Senator from Delaware what he thinks the people of this coun- 
try meant by the overwhelming verdict they have given against 
the Democratic 4 in every State where elections have been 
held since the Wilson bill was reported to the Congress of the 
United States? 

Mr.GRAY. Iwill answer the question not by asking another, 
but by saying that since the verdict of the people on the McKin- 
ley law was given there has been no election in which the tariff 
was an issue at all. There has not been, since 1802. one single 
Representative sent to the Congress of the United States who 
was clected upon the issue, fairly raised, as to the existence of 
the McKinley tariff. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Evidently the Senator from Delaware 
has been neglecting his opportunities. If he does not know 
that there was a contest in two Congressional districts in the 
city of New York, and that the tariff was the only question 
that was at issue, and that in one district 10,000 Democratic 
majority was wiped out anda Republican elected, and in another 
district 12,000 Democratic majority was reduced to 2,000, then 
Isay again it is a retiection upon the intelligence of the Senator 
from Delaware to even call his attention to this matter. 

Mr. GRAY. If I were to indulge in that kind of lan ý 
which I do not wish to do, I shouid say it was a reflection onthe 
intelligencs of the Senator from New Hampshire not to know 
that the elections in New York turned upon the local, city poli- 
ties, the Tammany and the anti-Tammany organizations. It 
was one of those temporary disturbances in politics which occur 
thero and in all great cities, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ee. did not mean to be offensive 
to the Senator from Delaware. This is the first time the sugges- 
tion has ever been made that those elections were conducted on 
2 issues, and f hope the people of New York will take note 
ofit, 

i Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
ow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The elections in the two Congressional dis- 
tricts in the city of New York to which the Senator from Dela- 
yaro; has alluded were conducted solely upon the question of the 
tariff. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The successful candidate in one of the dis- 


ma- 


tricts, Mr. QuicG—I do not remember the number of the dis- 
trict—made a house-to-house canvass throughout the entire dis- 
trict, not simply upon the tariff question, but upon the bill as it 
then stood in the House of Representatives, the so-called Wil- 
son bill. The election in Pennsylvania was alsocarried on upon 
tariff lines, i 

Mr. GRAY. The “Dutch carried Holland” there, did they 


not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The election in my State, where the selec- 
tion of a member of this body was at stake, was carried, too, 
solely upon thatissue. Jf there is anything in the signs of the 
times that is perfectly clear and that the Senator from Delaware 
underst nds as well as I do, it is that the people of the United 
States are heartily sick and disgusted with themselves for the 
result of the elections of 1892, and that there isa revision of that 
judgment going on at the present moment. 

Mr. GRAY. Against the assertion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island and his declaration in respect to which I have no doubt 
the wish is father to the thought, that the people are sick of 
tariff reform, I have only to place again their distinct, emphatic, 
and impossible-to be-misunderstood verdict in 1892, and to state 
that since then there has been neither opportunity to reverse it 
nor any attempt to reverse it. i 

Mr, ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
yield for a moment further 

Mr. GALLINGER, Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say that the people of the United 
States were sick of tariff reform. My declaration was not in- 
tended to be so broad. What I did say and what I mean to at- 
firm is that the people of the United States, with great unanim- 
ity, are opposed to the kind of tariff reform which it is proposed 
to be enacted into legislation by any of the bills now before tho 
Houses of Congress. It is this nondescript measure, which is 
neither for free trade nor protection, which is a thousand times 
worse in its effects upon the country than either would be, that 
the people of the country are disgusted with. I will state to the 
Senator from Delaware (and i Lam not greatly mistaken he 
will find the same thing true in Delaware next November) in 
my part of the country there is not an intelligent Democrat of 
any kind who does not denounce the proposed legislation that 
is now before Congress. 

Mr.GRAY. The only satisfactory evidence that we canevor 
have about poena sentiment is a popular vote, and Lam notin 
the habit of indulging in prophesies in a matter of that kind. 
If I did I could indulge in some. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it would be safe for the Séna- 
tor from Delaware to indulge in prophesies. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Now, I believe I will proceed. Iwill say, 
broadening the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island a 
little, that, in my opinion, there has not been an election in any 
State of the American Union since the Wilson bill was reported 
that was not fought distinctly upon the tariff issue. 

Mr. FRYE. Nor in any town. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nor in any town. If the Senator from 
Delaware is so confident that the verdictof the American people 
was in favor of tariff reform, as he calls it—and I wish tocall his 
attention to this matter—and that the American people decided 
in favor of this sort of legislation and that they have not changed 
their mind in regard to it, is he willing to put this matter over 
and submit it again to the people of this country in November 
of the present year? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould not dare go home to my people if I did. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator wouid not come back here 
if he did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Delaware to another significant fact. The Democratic 
press of the country, the iufluential press of the country, has 
had noshing bus words of praise to say in respect to the two 
speeches which have been made upon the other side of the 
Chamber in opposition to this measure. I know of no Demo- 
crats of the North who are not heartily in sympathy with the 
effort which is mide here by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] either to 
put the bill into a shape where it will conform with Democratie 
principles and Democratic doctrines or to defeat it. This move- 
ment, I say, has the hearty sympathy of every Democrat 1 
know of in the North. 

Mr. GRAY. Icrave the indulgence of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, as he is so amiable about vielding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am always delighted to yield to the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island as usual, ia the 
enthusiasm of his nature and with that hopefulness which builds 
itself to such gigantic proportions upon so slight a foundation, 
is building a very great supers ructure on the two speeches te 
which he alludes. I understand both of those speeches were 
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confined (certainly the last one was confined, unless 1 am misin- 
form d) to a discussion of the income-tax provision of the pro- 

law, which has just about as much relation to the tariff 
reform that was pissed upon by the peoplein 1892 as a ukase of 
the Emperor of Russia. If he builds his hopes entirely upon 
that foundation, [am afaid we will have to sympathize with a 
very grievous disappointment. If that means an objection to 
tariff reform. then, of course, I am quite as much mistaken as 
the Senator from Rhode Island no doubt thinks I am. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very much mistaken if a large 
majority of the Senators sitting upon the other side of the 
Chamber do not arrive at the conclusion before we are through 
with this discussion that the income tax is a very essential ele- 
ment of tariff reform. 

Mr.GRAY. Is the Senator from Rhode Island opposed to the 
income tax? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. Iam not only opposed to an in- 
come tax. but to all the innumerable odious provisions of the 
pending bill. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I can speak more definitely concerning 
the politics of my own State than 1 can speak concerning the 
State of Delaware or any other State. I know what our people 
are thinking about to-day. I heard a gentleman, who was a del- 
egato from New Hampshire to the last national Democratic con- 
vention and who was a warm supporter of Mr. Clevelund’s nom- 
ination, say in this building that if the proposed tariff law is 

there will not be any Democratic party in New England 


t. 

I know that the member of the national Democratic commit- 
tee from my State is credited with having recéntly said to a 
high officer of the Government in this city that he proposed to 
continue to vote the Democratic ticket as long as he lived, but 
that if the Wilson bill passed he thought hə would be the only 
man in New Hampshire who would vote that ticket at the next 
election. It may be that the people are not talking and thinking 
and acting upon the tariff question; it may be that they are talk- 
ing of local matters instead of national affairs, but I can not con- 
ceive how any Senator can stand in this Chamber and make a 
declaration of that kind. 


DOCUMENTARY PROOF. 


Fortunately, too, there are documents in existence bearing on 
the question of the tariff law of 1846 which cun not be gainsaid. 
Among those are the pay rolls of New England manufacturing 
establishments. Mr. John F. Busiel, of Laconia, N. H., is a gen- 
tleman known throughout New England as a man of strictest 
honor and integrity. Until recently he was a Democrat, but the 
free trade tendencies of the Democracy have driven him into the 
ranks of the Republican A acto In 1848 Mr. Busiel managed the 
Gilford Manufacturin mpany, and in a recent letter to Con- 
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gressman BLAIR he furnished the pay roll of his mill for the 
month of February, 1848. It is exceedingly instructive, and I 
borrow it from a recent speech of Congressman BAKER of New 
Hampshire: 
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February, 1848.—Continued. 
r Rate per 
Name Time. | Rate. Amount. hour yori 1 Roy 
ours. 5 
Days. Cents. 
Amanda Smith. 8 80 52 24. 10 37 80. 37 
. J. Tucker 25 43 10.78 3, -308 
Angelina Folsom 2% 40 12. 18 3 .85 
Amanda Semple _. 25 48 12. 08 8 34 
Caroline Semple 2⁵ 43 10. 78 37 2 
Mary Semple 25 33 8.33 2 z 
ary P wa 25 42 10.42 3 -30 
Sarah A. Gian 14 33 5, 25 27 . 27 
Sarah A. Clay 22 33 7.33 272 2 
Hannah Keyser 2⁵ 50 12. 52 3 35 
E. Hackett 2¹ 53 11.10 311 37! 
Mrs. F. Smith 25 -50 12, 50 3$ è 
Sarah Leavitt 25 45 11.25 % 22 
Eliza J. Dolloff. 6 5⁴ 8.25 3 38 
Mary A. Ames 10; 43 4.58 35. «30 
David Edwards — 4 .50 2.25 3 +35: 
Caroline Parsons — 21 35 7.33 2 25 
Mrs. J. Gilman. 2 87 75 2%, - 26 
Emily Morrill ._. ae 23} -23 7.83 2%, +23 
Melissa Young .. — 17 40 7.78 3 + 82 
Ann Parsons is 25 - 83 8. 33 2% + 23) 
Geo. Smith sre 100 42 6.92 3 -30 
Olive J. Chapman . bie 24 . 33 8. 17 2% Š 
Emeline Folsom _. — 25 37 9. 30 2% “Sep 
Hannah Taylor 3 25 42 10. 42 3 30 
A A a es 25 .38 9. 50 27) 
Anu D. Eagan rer 3 .85 1.05 2 25 
John Tucker eee 4} 25 1.12 111 17 
Phebe Ames = 14 33 4.07 2% 23: 
Lydia Flanders - et at 54 2.98 3} 38 
c one senn aces 14 -52 7.55 37 87 


If any Democratic Senator who thinks the period of the 
Walker tariff was such a golden era will take that pay roll, 
copied from the books of a manufacturing concern in my State 
and then come before the Senate of the Gaited States and still 
contend that those were prosperous times I will promise to yield 
the discussion absolutely. 

This table shows that the average pay of each employé, in- 
cluding overseers, during those good old Democratic days was 
51.6 cents per day of fourteen hours or 36$ cents per day of ten 
hours. Statistics show the average pay of mill operatives to 
have been as follows, at stated periods between 1848 and 1892: 

1848, Walker tariff, 50.7 cents per day of fourteen hours, 3,62 cents per hour’ 

1853, Walker tariff, 57.4 cents per day of fourteen hours, 4.1 cents per hour. 

1861, Morrill tariff and war e, about 50 cents per day of eleven hours, 


44, cents per nour. 
1864, Morrill tariff, about 60 cents per day of eleven hours, 5 cents per 


hour. 

1869, Morrill tariff, $1.16 a day of eleven hours, 10} cents per hour. 

1892, McKinley tariff, $1.57 per day of ten hours, 15.7 cents per hour. 

For 1893 the wage rate showed a slight increase over 1892, until the panic 
stopped business. 

It will be seen that the wage rate under the McKinley tariff 
of 1880 was more than four times that of the Walker tariff of 
1846, And yet the Senator from Indiana says we had marvelous 
prosperity under the tariff of 1846, and that the McKinley law 
was a reckless and foolhardy experiment on the forbearance 
of the American people.” t sublime and unutterable non- 
sense that 18. 

Mr. Busiel concludes his exceedingly interesting letter in 
these words: 

Thus it will beseen that during the period of the Walker tariff and 
through the war, there was very little increase in the purch: power of 
an hour’s work, while since protection has had a natural opportunity to 
operate coe ee last thirty years, the hour's pay has become at least 

eor four times more valuable as a purchasing power than under the 
Walker period of free trade or revenue only. It should be further stated 
that food, clothing, and other necessaries were generally. much more ex- 
eee during the Walker tariff period than sinee tnat time under 

on. 

nat is true of the manufacturing industry is also true in regard to agri- 
culture and all other employments of society. I worked on a farm myself 
in those days and know that first-class hands received 50 cents working out 
by the day during the warm season. exceptingin haying time, when they 
were paid 75 cents. Ten and twelve dollars by the month was the very high- 
est pay then known to be paid on a farm in that part of the country, while 
six or cigar was nearer the average. Theimproyement of the condition ot 
our people under the policy of protection is beyond realization by those 
who haye not witnessed it in others or experienced it themselyes. 


These are solemn facts as against Democratic theory; butnot- 
withstanding itall the Democratic party will continue the cry 
that the Walker tariff period was ‘‘a golden era of prosperity.” 
Heaven save the mark! 

SUGAR. 

The Senator from Indiana defended with much vigor the pro- 

poson placing of a duty on sugar, and denounced the bount: 

eature of the McKinley law as a great outrage on the Ameri- 
can people. Itis dificult to discuss seriously such a speech as 
that of the Senator from Indiana. How can argument reach & 
man who claims that the farmer đoes not need protection for 
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his wool, because, as he says, ‘‘a man canopied by the free open 
heavens can not prosper by the artificial aud unfair processes of 
rotection.” The same logic would forbid the farmer, with the 
ree canopy of heaven over him, to use artificial fertilizers on 
his land. 

The Senator exulted in eloquent language because the price 
of sugar has fallen heavily since 1816, and then he fiercely de- 
nounced the bounty system, to which alone that decline is due. 
If he does not like McKinley prices for sugar why does not he 
go back to Walker prices in 1846, which were more than twice 
what they are to-day? The Senator culls the $10,900.000 paid in 
bounty robbery and extortion, but he conveniently forgets the 
650, 000 000 or $60,000,000 that have gone into the pockets of the 
people because of practical free sugar under the McKinley law. 

The price of su has fallen because three-fifths of the sugar 
supply of the world is furnished by beets: and the beet sugar in- 
dustry, created by protection of the most stringent character, 
has always been, and is now, stimulated by bounties. The Sen- 
ator does not like “artificial ” metho!s of 2 industrial 
results under the free canopy of Heaven. But if there ever w s 
employment of artificial means in such a direction it was when 
France thus summoned into existence, and the other nations of 
Europe promoted and developed, the culiure of the sugar beet. 
E.oquent references to the free canopy of Heaven and to the in- 
trinsic viciousness of bounties will not disguise the facts, first, 
that this friend of the farmers is trying to destroy a new indus- 
try which in the great West promises much for the prosperity 
of the agricultural population; and, second, that while he w 
relieve the people from payment of about ten miilions annually 
for bounties, he will compel them to pay in sugar duties from 
fifty to sixty millions which Saey are not now required to pay. 

This is the grand scheme of the Democratic party in re ard 
to sugar. It strikes a blow at every man, woman. and child in 
the land, and especially in the families of the poor. It protects 
and fattens the great sugar trust. while at the same time it im- 

ses an additional burden upon every consumer of sugar in the 
nited States, and sounds the death knell of the beet-sugar in- 
dustry in Kansas, Nebraska, and other States. 

Whether, as is rumored, the Democratic majority have fur- 
ther yielded to the sugar trust,and are contemplating an added 
increase of duty, I do not know. It matters not whether that 
be true or false, the people understand the question, and the 
day of reckoning for the Democratic party on this subject isnot 
far away. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND THE EXTENSION OF THE BONDED PERIOD. 

In discussing the tax on distilled spirits and the extension of the 
bonded period the Senator from Indiana declared that the task 
was easy and the way smooth. He then proceeded to show that 
the proposed increase of tax and the extension of the bonded 
period was altogether in the favor of the Government and not 
at all to the interest of the whiskey ring. It will be difficult for 
the Senator to impress his views on this subject upon the minds 
of candid men. The present internal-revenue tax on whisky 
and other distilled spiri:s is 90 cents a gallon, to be paid by 
the distillers three years after the liquor is made, or at any 
time within the three years if it shall be sold. 

The three years are allowed for the reason that the newly 
made liquors are unfit for use. and re uire about three years to 
rij en and evaporate their rawness. For the purpose of keeping 
these liquors until sold for use, the Government provides 
bo ded warehouses in which to put them during the three years’ 
process of maturing. The tax is not demanded until the liquors 
are taken out of these warehouses for sale. But whenever they 
are taken out, the tax must be paid. The result of this system 
of storage is an enormous stock of 1 constantly in these 
warehouses unsold. So far so good. But now, what do we see? 
The new ‘‘refurm” tariff, with its internal-revenue attachment, 
provides th it the tax shall be increased from 9) cents to $1.10 

r gallon. but the additional 20 cents shull not apply to the 
iquors now stored and to be stored before the new act goes into 
e ect, but shill apply only to the liquors made after the law 
goes into operation. This is manifestly for the purpose of giv- 
ng the distillers, the whisky, rum, and gin makers, the chance 
to add the 20 cents a gallon to the price of their products as cle ir 
profit without paying it as a tax at all. In addition to this, the 
new bill extends the storage period to eight years, so as to give 
the whisky ring all the advantages of the market for this long 
term instead of the three years now provided, and thus relieve 
the distillers from the trouble of raising money to pay the tax 
and saving them interest on the whole amount. This jobof leg- 
islation will put millions into the pockets of the whisky ring 
as clear profits. 

But let us se how this proposed increase on distilled spirits 
will work. Thewhisky ring will remove from bond an immense 
supply of the stock on hand, increase the price the amount of 
the additional tax (20 cents per gallon),and the Government 


will get nothing additional by way of tax. Not only the con- 
sumer of whisky, but those who use alcohol in the arts. will be 
compelled to contribute 20cents per gallon to the most unserupu- 
lous and desperate ring that has ever existed in this country. 
Now, let us go a step further. The bill pro osəs to extend the 
bonded period from three to eight years. What will bə the re- 
sult of such extension? The Government will be deprived for 
five years of its tax of 90 cents per gallon. Ninety cents, at 6 
per cent, is 5.40 centsannually, and for five years it is 27 cents. 
So that every gallon of spirits leftin bond for fiveadditional years 
will pay the Government 20 cents additional tax, and at h per 
centinterest the whisky ring will make 27 cents,or 7 cents more 
than will be paid to the Government. 

At 5 per cent the loss to the Government will be 2} cents on 
every gallon, and at 4 per cent the Government will make a 
profit of just 2 cents per gallon. This is a mutter of simple 
mathematics. which I seriously commend to the consideration 
of the Senator from Indiana and his Democratic associates. I 
say that the pretended advance of the duty on distilled spirits is 
a humbug from beginning to end. It will not much benefit the 
revenues of the Government, it will largely increase the price of 
alcohol used in the arts, and it will enrich an already hight 
favored classof men, combined to control the m rket in distill 
spirits. In addition to which it may be said that while the Gov- 
ernment is keeping the whisky eight yearsin bonded warehouses 
it will probably double in value because of its added age. 

WHY NOT A TAX ON BEER? 

If additional revenue is n eded why not put the tax on fer- 
mented liquors? The tax on beer is paid yearly. and there is no 
bonded period. Alcohol and spirits now pay 70) per cent tax, 
while beer pays about 25 percent. The former is used toalar, 
extent in manufactures, while the latter is all drank. Let the 
t X on distilled spirits remain at 90 cents, and the tax on beer 
be increased from 81 to $2 per barrel. Such an arrangement 
would not be profitable tothe whisky trust, but it would ba sensi- 
ble and just. Why this extreme tenderness and consideration 
for the brewing interest of the country which accumulates vast 
fortunes? The claim that beer is a food product an should not 
be further taxed is ridiculous in view of the proposed tax on 
sugar, used by every person in the country, rich and poor alike, 
and from the fact that inasmuch as only a small proportion of 
the sugar consumed by our people is produced in this country, 
it is en.itled to free admission to our markets. 

Beer is an article not curried in bond in such large quantities 
as toaffect the interests of any trade by an increase of the inter- 
nal tax from one to two dollars per barrel. The increased in- 
come would be immediately available; the retail price would not 
be affected in the least. There would be no one engaged in the 
arts and m mufactures to suffer, as will be the case snould spirits 
and alcohol be advanced in price. Aside from tais very impor- 
tant consideration, the money market will not be disturbed, as 
there would be no demand for funds to take out goods under the 
present law. thereby deferring for an indefinite period the bene- 
fits of legislation. The limit the Government hopes to benefit 
ultimately from the increased tax on spirits is twenty millions 
per year, and really nothing fora long time. Beer increased $1 
a barrel would bring in a revenue of over thirty millions per 
year. the increase becoming immediately avuilable. From t 
the Government could continue the present bounty on sugar, 
and have nearly twenty millions surplus. 

Then why not tax beer? Will some one on the Democratic 
side kindly make answer? 

THE INCOME TAX. 

With his usual exuberance of language the Senator from In- 
diana gives his approval and blessing to the income tax propo- 
sition. He sees nothing in it but good, and even finds authority 
for it in the Good Book itself. But that, I will suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana, was a very different and much better in- 
come tax than the one now proposed. 

In my former speech I pointed out that the proposed tax is 
inequitable, inquisitorial, and sectional, and willin time of peace 
subject the people to methods that were well nigh intolerable in 
time of war. 

Since tien the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] have discussed the sub- 
ject with great ability, and have pointed out the overwhelming 
objections to this f rmof legislation. Iwill now content myself 
with calling attention to the utterances of certain public men 
and leading newspapers in opposition to this scheme. 

Hon. J.C. HENDRIX, a Democratie Representative in Congress 
from New York, discussed this question in a speech in the House 
of Representatives with such remarkable keenness and ability 
that I can not refrain from quoting liberally from him. Among 
other things, Mr. HENDRIX said: 


A volume could be written on the mysteries of this bill before we get 
within 4% miles of the plutocrat. If you make 85, 000 on the sale in 1894 of a 


3894 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Aprit 20, 


It you lose 85.000 ona 


house purchased in 1 ‘ou pay on that 2 cent. 
house vou bought in as enera real-estate Rranssctions run from the 
of our great victory—you pay 2 per cent of that aiso. 

If you speculate as a business and lose $5,000 in Wall street that is de- 
ducted from your taxable income. If you 


year 


paid 85.000 for a of real es- 
tate and the title proves bad—that 18. if you bought it in 1892 and discovered 


our loss in 189s—you get nodeduction. If there was a house on it and yos 
that burned you get a deduction. provided it was not insured. The law 
reads losses actually sustained during the year arising from fire, ship- 
wreck, or incurred in trade ani not covered 7 insurance or otherwise.” 
That otherwise“ is scattered through this bill lke plums in a pudding. 

If you own a building which does not E because it has no elevator, and 
you put one in, the cost of that elevator tof your income and you must 
pay per cent on it. You can deduct the cine Lodge mortgage in some 

istant year when you have ascertained that it is worthless, but until so as- 
certained the tax runs on the interest upon it, and there are no drawbacks, 
Thecurios are not ended. From the aggregate income of all the members 
of any family onededuction of 34,000 is made. What is thesizeof the family? 

‘The proposed law says it may be ge ec of one or both parents, It does 
not imi their ages one or more or children it does not say whose 
en- or husband and wife.“ Now, if there is not a problem for you! 
Botween them all. $i 000 may be deducted. The dparents may be liv- 
ing with their only son and wife and their one or more minor children— 
with $1,000 incomes. Whose 84.000 of income is to be deducted? Does 
the exemption run to the “old folks at home? The (father may never 
care to wander from his son's fireside. If he and his old wife should take 
a house next door they would save taxes on $4,000, because they would 
de clearly within the statute, If they live with their only son and wife 
ani their one or more minor children, the taxable wealth of the country 
would probably be increased 99 — It a husband and wife should each 
havo a se te income of $ a year, they will have to be taxed, if they 
live tozether, on $4,000. If they get a divorce, they are not taxed. 

Four sisters, giris. of 17, 18, 19, and 20, say, Jointly own a city house which 
Taa #15,000 a year income. They a tax on an income of $12,000 because 

hey live in sweet sisterly love with a big brother who is their guardian. 
They all marry in one season. and that taxable wealth is knocked into ob- 
Hvion. A law that can shoot in as many directions as this one and hit 
something every time, is too dangerous to let loose in hard times on a suf- 
fering country. 

Ifa poor farmer puts money into alittlecom and utilizes some water- 
fall near by for a factory, down comes the h: of a tax collector and makes 
his investment so unprofitable that it is better to keep his money tdle, with- 
out the risk of business, in an old stoc . This law is an octupns. It has 
atentacle for every man who has a dollar in any pa; ration in 
America. If a page here owns one block of Western Union Telegraph 
stock which pays d a year he must lose 2 per cent on that $5. If lown 
a million dollars of Government bonds I do not have to lose 1 cent, not even 
on the accrued interest, on the premium, on the bond, or on that mystery of 
finance, the 1 kno on the coupon.” 

„000 worth of New York Central stock. I lose 2 per cent on 
$4,000. If I go into a manufacturing enterprise that pays no dividend, but 
tries to buildupa surplus for hard times, I get no return for my money and 
have to go to work. If maysalary is 8.000. I must account for the ratable 
share of the surplus of the factory, and that is taxed. 
lock my money up in governments or to put it in a savings bank, where it 
is under favor of State and national lows and is kept out of business. The 


Tam president, who has put his savings intoa te stock. He pays his 
Sper bens income tax, altho h he has not over $300 in the worid and his 


th 
dead husband's policy. All dividenis coming to her are taxed ? per cent, 
and sho receives, say $10.000, in one year. She must pay 2 per cent on 16.000 
ofthat. She invests the whole $10,000 in some corporate stock, and her in- 
come, all that she has or ever expects, is #600 a year. She loses 2 per cent 
tax on that by this bill. A rich man’s widow puts #100,000 into Brooklyn 
ors and ‘t pa 
% President ot the 


who rents a house for $1,000 has to pa: 
3 in this taxation! The Cabinet minister, with 28.000 a year. may 

,000 taxes on city lots, and not be taxed a dollar for the Government. 
. curious lot of officials about with power to invade 
homes and business houses, and to exerciseall sorts oftyranny. Itmust be 
inquisitorial to the last degree. It punishes enterprise. hunts coöperation 
with a malicious mind. and seeks to discourage the strength that crows out 
of the union of savings in adventure. and drives capital into idleness and 
hi Lou can drive acoach and four through it, and yet it will take 2 
cents out of one single dollar paid to a New England mill operative on her 
invested savings. 


That is Democratic testimony from a man of large business 
rience, and as such is entitled to great consideration. 
on. Roswell G. Horr, of Michigan, a sound thinker and writer 
on economic and financial questions, has this to say in an article 
published in the New York Tribune: 


The income tax on the earnings of corporations, as it now stands in the 
Wilson bill, will compel national banks to pry an additional tax over ani 
above that which they now pay as local taxation. The savings banks will 
be compelled to do the same thing. Indeed, the tax is universal and applies 
to the earnings of all corporations. 

The Presilent recommended such a tax in his message, but did not favor 
a tax on individual incomes. He no doubt conceived the notion that a tax 
on corporations could be more der collected, and would not be so repug- 
nant to our people as a tax on individual incomes, Such a tax on the earn- 
ings of corporations is, in fact, a tax on every stockholder of such corpora- 
tions. Consequently the claim that the income tax will reach only about 
pan poopie inthe United States is nonsense. The law as it now stands 
‘will affect several hundred thousand ple who own stock in the numerous 
88 It is on that account that such a tax is unfair and unjust. 

any of the stockholders of these corporations are widows. children, and 


other persons who have not even 81.000 of income a Py aor suffer by 
such a tax, while the people who earn $2,000, $2,500, $3,000. $3,500 a year go 
scotfree. Such a tax is not 8 as obnoxious to the ie of the 
country as the direct tax on individual incomes, but it is by the most 


unequal tax. 
The savings banks Will be affected They will haye to pay their own local 


taxes, also this tax on their earnings, and will suffer by the tax being also 
collected on the dividends of many stocks which they hola as investments. 
These banks must also pay interest on their deposits, 

There is no use trying to evade the conclusions. An income tax of this 


kind will have a tend to cripple corporate institutions. The urpose 
seemed to be to tax all ds of successful industry and to strike 2 direct 
blow at every person who is prosperous. I do not know that there was any 


pee 4 re, mit co erha haha the ee 2 national banks. The inten- 
of the was a amount of money from pers: and cor- 
porations thatare doing well. 1 r * 
No one deny the fact that the income tax is class legislation of the 
rankest kind. The exemption was placed at the high sum of $4,000 In order 
not to reach any people except those who have large incomes. Such a tax 
is ampir communism in anindirect way. In England theexemption is only 
$500. arge exemption makes it a tax of the few for the beneut of the many. 
The old ruie that all property should be taxed equally is violated by such 
alaw. Under thisiaw more than one-half of the incomes of the United States 
are not taxed at all. The tax will be considered unjust by those who are re- 
. soa pay ta reen oa taxes * eee always resort to 
e a etr collection. 0 um thus offered for fraud and 
evasion leads to immorality, = 


The Washington Evening Star, in a very able editorial, says: 


With a growing deficiency staring it in the face this Government, through 
those who are atively responsible for its present conduct, is searching 
for considerable additions to its Income, and after more or less of thought 
the majority have come to the conclusion that a tax upon incomes will do 
much toward Alling up the unsightly hole in the Treasury, ‘The proposi- 
tion is, however, extremely unpopular save with two classes—those Demo- 
crats who Se —.— see in it the only relief for an embarrassed Admin- 
istration and the Populists, who, as a rule, have no incomes large enough 
to be taxable. Even anoni loyal Democrats there ts opposition to the tax; 
in fact, the more loyal the Democrat the less isthe enthusiasm on this inter- 
esting topic. It is admitted by those who are convinced that. tarif duwies 
must de lowered that the deficit will have to be made up through the agency 
of internal taxation. but as soon as that point is reached there is instant 
division and divergence. It is more than difficult to understand the pro- 
cesses by which income-tax advocates can have satisfied themselves that 
they alone have reached the true solution of a most intricate problem, es- 
when history makes plain the antagonism with which Americans 
greeted an impost similar in ae outline to that now er 
In an exhaustive review of me-tax ! lation, published in the Annals 
of the American Academy, Prof. Frederic C. Howe of Johns Hopkins Uni- 
versity says that “few taxes were more unpopular or olious to the people 
than the income tax. From its first imposition it was assailed as invad 
the sanctity of the most private affairs, as being inseparable from inquist 
torial scrutiny into business relations, and an insufferable penetration into 
those affairs of the individual which were in a sense sacred, and which in the 
past had been exempted from the visits of the excise It was further 
alleged, with some truth, that a tax which offered 20 portunities for 
evasion Was a charge upon honesty and a premium u talaa returns.” 
But there are other reasons why no such tax sho be levied. and among 
these is that which showssectional inequality and proves that the burdenis 
on the class that deserves exemption—the successfully indnstrious and 
thrifty. Of course there is not so much disparity between the North andthe 
South as there was during 1887 when one collection district in New York re- 
ceived more than twice as much income tax was collected in all the 
States of Virginia, Texas, Tennessee, South Carolina, North Carolina. Mis- 
sissippl, Sethe nami * — — 1 and Florida, but compari- 
sons startlingly similar surely develo; this extremely unpopular at- 
tachment to the Wilson bill becomes a — : 


The New York Press, under the caption of The Plunder and 
she epee Tax,” dissegts the income-tax proposition in these 
words: X 

The Wilson bill for the benefit of foreign manufacturers and the degrada- 
tion of American labor is 3 with an income tax, intended to 
transfer to American and y to Northern shoulders the burden here- 
tofore borne the foreigner, the ad- 


vocates of the Wilson bill, the 8 income tax would yield 
t of whic fro: 


working le of our city. The men who do not spend the larger share of 
3 omes the immediate vicinity oftheir homes are probably very 
ew in number. 


The income taxpayer may baveto endure no serious inconvenience by cur. 
tailing ditures for the household, for the church, for society and 
charity. But the church. the merchants, and tradespeople aud the other ben- 
eficiaries of the expenditures thus diminished would alsohave to curtail. In 
the end the income tax would come out of the pockets of the wage-earner, or 
be paidat his expense. The New York Congressman, therefore, voting an 
income tax. would be voting, practically, to take a large amount of money 
from the current circulation, the business interests, and the wages earned 
in the city of New York. And thesame statement applies to every place in 
the country that is a center of business energy. 

There is noressmblance, and there can be no comparison, between a Fod- 
eral income tax and the direct taxes levied for State and local purposes. 
The ple of New York have paid many millions yearly in direct taxation, 
but the money goes directly into the channels of trade here in New York 
and supports thousands of resident families. Of the money paid in obe- 
dience to a Federal income tax but a small proportion would find its way 
back to localcirculation. It would be virtually lost tothe community from 
which it had been ex.cted, and it would ba a loss appreciable by every resi- 
dent, whether himself a contributor to the tax or not. iden tind ows 
the influence of a liberal circulation of money in promoting business and 

e. Tae drain of anincome tax on that circulation could not failtohave 
an unfortunate effect, 

To the free traders whose desire is to buy foreign goods in preference to 
American goods, either without a tariff or with a fraudulent tariff that 
could be readily evaded, the income tax would be welcome. Most of them 


live where t and industry have nosubstantial foothold, and where hon- 
est labor has been consid . It would gratify such men to see 
communities built up by desola by tree e and robbed by 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


atified. A large 


tax. But their wishes are not likely to be 
al folly of a pro 


Democrats are said to be aroused to the suic: 


osition which is grossly antagonistic to the cherished American principle 
indiviaual Aberty compatible with the common welfare and 


of the greatest 
security. 


Hundreds of other similar expressions can be found in the 
leading papers of the country—Democratic as well as Republi- 
can. ‘The only papers which give this proposition unqualified 
support are those which advocate the doctrines of the Populist 

arty. They seem to believe in distributing wealth by act of 
ngress, and hence roll the income-tax idea as a sweet morsel 
under their tongues. But time will not permit me to discuss 
this matter much further, and I will only add a guotation from 
an editorial from the Journal of Commerce, of New York, an 
exceedingly able publication, devoted largely to financial mat- 
ters. It is the ablest discussion of the question that I have yet 
found. That nonpartisan paper says, under the appropriate 
heading of Fiscal Tyranny:” 


If the political desperadoes who attached the income tax to the tarif bill 
had any conception of the feelingaroused among citizens who comprehend 
its truesignilicance, they would tind strong reasons of party prudence for 
promptly reconsidering their rash pro For what are the facts as to 
this extraordinary innovation {upon our customary methods of taxation? 
Let the following facts answer: 

The income tax is a fulsomecopy from imperial precedents. In European 
countries. where large armies are the custodians of the filched rights of the 

ple, when all other so .rces of taxation have been exhausted taxing 

by violence has been resorted to. In the case of nearly every government 
pting it, it has been the last desperate resort either to support war or to 
pay its after ties, and states once committed to the expedient rarely 
nd it ble to throw it off. England resorted to the tax during her wars 
at the beginning of this century, with the express understanding that it was 
tobe but temporary, and to be consistent with that pretense she has since 
rene wed it from year to year, no statesman daring to suggest its fixed per- 
petuation. However insincere the pretense, itis at least a standing confes- 
sion of the illegitimacy of the tax; and no statesman would pretend to jus- 

y it on any other ground than that of fiscal expediency. In this country 
we reluctantly adopted the tax under the imperative necessities of the late 
war, but dropped it the moment those exigencies ceased, so distasteful was 
it to the self-respect of the individual citizen. In restoring the odious im- 
post now, we should have no such excuse as then, noreven as much warrant 
as the European governments, whose fiscal straits are chronically perilous. 

The tax is odiousty inquisitorial. It starts with the demand that the citi- 
zen shall declare to corrupt and leaky officials the foremost secrets of his 
affairs, and swear to the exact amount of his income. Realizing how such 
inguisitions are calculated to evoke a just resentment, it next assumes good 

ns to be dishonest, and puts in force the most insulting appliances of 
compulsory examination and search By law of this boas free country, 
therefore, every citizen who has been able to earn a competence is put inthe 
category of thieves and swindlers, and is threatened with severest penalty 
if he hesitates to render absolute submission to these intolerable insults, 

The tax violates the citizen's sacred right of privacy. In this aspect, it is 
& striking illustration of a certain brutish conception of governmental 
powers that is ming too common in legislation. It is simply the coarse 
spirit of a vulgar buily that would demand access to a man's most cherished 
secrets as a means of extorting from him tribute which he is quite ready to 
pay in a legitimate way; and every Co an who votes for this tax 

Shows himself wanting in the first elements of decent manners, to say noth- 
ina, of his lack of statesmanly appreciation of, the most delicate of personal 


ts. 

he execution of this tax involves a ruthless abuse of the right of 
search.” Under certain circumstances, a government may legitimately ex- 
ercise the power of search or seizure over a man’s house, his property, or 
his papers. Where a man is charged with crime, that authority may be 
properly exercised in the interests of justice and publie order, but, even 
then, only upon a prima facie presum not guilt established before.a court 
by due process, But to create a tax which needs the exercise of this highly 
arbitrary form of power amounts to a wantonness of authority which noth- 
ing short of the last extremity ot national danger could warrant, As a last 
resort of war finance, and especially if the loyaity of the people could not be 
it might be allowable. But to use such an instrument for the col- 
lection of taxes among a loyal and orderly people, ready to pay all reason- 
able revenue, is a shameless abuse of this search power; and all the more 
80 use there are many other readily available means of raising revenue 

that would suggest no such brutal exercise of authority. 

Surely the following language, from the Constitution of the United States, 
expresses a regard for the sacredness of the rightsof privacy wholly incom- 

tible with the flippant authorization of searches and seizures contained 

this bill: The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, 
papers, and effec's against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be 
violated.” It is a poor sign of 5 tendencies when a majority ot the 
legislators of this great Republic shows so little discrimination between a 
necessary and a wanton exercise of the severer powers of government. 

The methods of enforcing this tax are copied from the Star Chamber— 
with this difference, however, that the English tyranny was enforced by 
Judges, while in this case it is intrusted to the execution of politicians, who 
wouid be as liable to sell the secrets that come into their hands as to black- 
Matlthe victimsoftheirauthority. [tisanincredible anomaly that methods 
of power that were abandoned by the Long Parliament should two hundred 
and fifty-three years later crop out again in the United States Congress. 

The tax exposes the citizen to the faithless cupidity of leaky spies. The 
majority of Kepresentatives who have voted for this tax consists largely of 
lawyers. Those gentlemen do not need to be told how much it is worth to 
know the secret of a man's business, his fortune, and his family prospects. 
Their experience bas taught them how many vurieties of harpies there are 
who are ready to turn such information to their own account and to the in- 
jury of the man whose secrets have been filched. The political experience 
that has brought these gentlemen to Washington has notleft them ignorant 
that the class of men to whom the execution of this tax will be intrusted 
are, as a rule, not ton virtuous to divulge an official secret for a considera- 
tion. and that there is in the party a class of official hucksiers to whom 
they durst not refuse such secrets. All this, every member of Congress 
knows to be a certainty; and yet, with this knowledge of the abuse that is 
to be made of the secrets to be exacted from the citizen, they deliberately 
give their assent to the infamous wrong. We repeat that this income-tax 
Scheme is a revelation of political turpitude in the National Legislature 
more startling than has a for nun Can we wonder at the 
rottenness of local politics, when the pio leaders of ty are found 
ready to thus prostitute the higher powers of the National Governunent? 


The imposition of an income tax is an unjust form ofelass legislation. It 
is aimed at what is called the moneyed class, and carries the implication 
that they are the select few who should bear the national burthens The 
notion is as shallow as itis demagogic. It conveys the false implication 
thut the final incidence of taxes rests with the persons from whom they 
are collected; whereas the immediate payer always Hinds one means or an- 
other of shifting a large portion of what is collected from him upon other 
heads, and the burthen is finally distributed more or less equitably amo 
the community atlarge. This is true indeed of every kind of taxation, an 
natural law, not the apings of conventional law, finaliy determines who 
shall pay the taxes. But in the case of this particular tax, one class is de- 
luded by the flattering 8 that it is escaping the taxes 
agogic legislator is rewarded by the gratitude and hurrahs of his dupes. 

‘he Income tax owes its present advocacy very largely to a vicious sec- 
tional motive. Its ia ence eer: supporters hall mainly from the Western 
and Southern States. Those sections are smitten with an insatiable jeal- 
ousy toward the Eastern and Middle States. The latter sections can not 
be forgiven because their civilization happens to be clder, more mature, 
better organized, and therefore more successful in the accumulation of 
Wealth. e offense of the older States is that having grown out of the ag- 
ricultural stage of development, they have become manufacturers, mer- 
chants, bankers, railroad builders, and the intermediaries for the exchan; 
of our exports for imports. These services to the West are the crime of 
East. The crime is to be atoned for by paying the Federal taxes; and the 
Western and Southern franch se is the authority by virtue of which the pen- 
alty is to be inflicted. But for this petty sectional envy, there would not 
have been ten men in the House of Representatives who would have stooped 
to demean themselves by thus conspiring against the liberties and immu- 
nities of American citizens. 

This tax has a direct tendency to create disaffection towards the Govern 
ment and to debase the public sense of honesty. A peons respect thers 
government in proportion as they are respected by the government. If 
citizens are dealt with on the assumption that they are as a mass dishonest 
and if on that suspicion they are beset by inquisitorial espionage and held 
under threat of forfeiture, they are apt to retort by treating the govern: 
ment as a robber and by evading its exactions by any and every means 
This process of governing by force and of meeting the force by deceit and 
evasion is the device of fools and not of wise statesmen; and its tendency is 
to extinguish every sentiment of patriotism and to weaken private morals 
by debasing the morals of the public administration. Arbitrary govern- 
ment means death to national morals; and that is what might be expected 
aom mie monstrous proposal to rob the citizen of his most valued per- 
sonal rights. 


This great newspaper argues with striking ability that the 
income-tax proposition in this bill is unconstitutional, but, in- 
asmuch as the United States Supreme Court, by a majority de- 
cision, affirmed the constitutionality of the income-tax law of 
1873, that point may well be passed over without discussion. 
Very likely, however, if this bill passes, a test will be made of 
its constitutionality, and possibly a different conclusion may be 
reached by the Court. But, however that may be, the proposi- 
tion to impose such a tax is contrary to both good business sense 
and good morals. 

FREE WOOL. 


When the Senator from Indiana got thoroughly warmed up 
to his subject nothing seemed to daunt him. Notwithstanding 
there are in the Senator's own State over 1,000, 000 of sheep, the 
owners of which are to-day in close competition with the sheep- 
raisers of Australia and the Argentine Republic, he sees no 
reason why wool should not be put on the free list. The Sena- 
tor's scheme seems to be to destroy American flocks by free 
wool, and then to destroy the American manufacture of woolen 
goods by putting the finished product on the free list. Itisa 

rand scheme so far as the interests of England, Germany, 
france, Australia, and South America are concerned, but it 
means utter disaster to woolgrowing and wool manufacturing 
in this country. 

The sheep industry in the United States is a very important 
one. There were in 1890 in all of the States 47,273,553 sheep, ofa 
value of $125,909,264, and the wool clip for that year aggregated 
364,156,666 pounds. In New Hampshire there are 115,4: 1 sheep 
being a little less than our per capita proportion on the basis of 
population. This isa great industry, and deserves and should 
receive adequate protection. Ths Republican party has recog- 
nized that fact in all tariff laws passed since 1860, but the Demo- 
cratic party at its first opportunity proposes to strike a blow at 
the interests of the farmers and utterly destroy this great and 
important industry. 

e hear a great deal of talk about the decline of sheep hus- 
bandry in the United States. The wool clip in 1893 was 364, 156, 
56t pounds, which was.31,139,261 pounds more than the clip for 
1892, and 56,156,665 pounds more than for any other year in the 
history ofthecountry. Thatsurely does not look like retrogres- 
sion in this greatagricultural staple. Indeed, sheep husbandry, 
under adequate protection bas twice made such rapid headway 
in the increase of flocks as to lead to the assurance that with the 
continuance of that protection we would soon produee the total 
amounto{ wooleonsumed by this country. During the last twelve 
years of the tariff law of 187, the American clip increased 100 per 
cent, that increase being from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to over 
340,000,000 pounds in 1884. If the duties had not been lowered 
at the end of that period, it is fair to assume that the same ratio 
of increase would have continued, in which case we would have 
produced in 1895 over 650,000,000 pounds, which, including the 
wcol imported in the shape of manufactured goods, is the to- 
tal amount of wooliconsumed by this country. A serious check 


and the dem- 
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to the growth of the wool industry was given by the reduction 
of duties in 1883, but with the restoration of a portion of those 
duties by the McKinley law in 1890, such an impetus was given 
to the woolgrowing industry that the clip again increased at a 
rapid rate. The inere se was from 310,000,000 pounds in 1891 to 
360,000.000 in 1893, so that if the McKinley liw had not been 
assailed, while the increase would have been slower than it was 
between 1873 and 1884 it is fair to assume that by the year 1900 
we would be producing 650,000,000 pounds, 

I find in a receat circular from Justice, Bateman & Co., wool 
merchants of New York, two interesting diagrams, which I will 
reproduce. The actual increases in the wool clip during the 
two periods already alluded to are illustrated by the solid black 
lines extending from left io right in the diagrams. The dotted 
lines which continue in the same direction indicate the time at 
which we would arrive at the production of our entire home 
consumption of wool. 
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if continued at the same rate until 1000 the 
nually consumed by the American people at the present time. 


United States would then have reached 650 
reached 660.000,000 pounds, 


fluence of the tariff law of 1857, 
present time. 
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It is undeniable that the number of sheep has declined ma- 
terially in the United States during the past year. Whyshould 
it not be so when their very existence is threatened by the free- 
wool policy of the pirty now in power? 

The Senator from Kansas pir. PEFFER] declared in his very 
able speech that if we have free wool we must have free woolens. 
I do not quarrel with that utterance. It is logical and just 
from the point of view of the farmer. and very likely the one will 
follow the other. When that day comes foreign countries will 
furnish us both our wool and our woolen goods,and when sheep 
husbandry and the manufacture of woolen goods are destroyed 
in the United States, England and Australia will fix the price of 
what they sell to us, and the cost of wool and woolen goods to 
the people of this country will be much greater than now. It 
is a grand scheme to destroy American capital and degrade 
American labor; worthy of the statesmanship and patriotism of 
the once great Democratic party! 

THOMAS JEFFERSON AND THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. 


The Senator from Indiana closed his most remarkable speech 
by this outburst of patriotic fervor: 


Sir, this is the birthday of Thomas Jefferson. One hundred and fifty-one 
years ago 221 he came into the world the greatest emancipator of thought. 
hilosopher of liberty, and teacher of the natural rights of man ever known 
human history. ‘he blows he struck for freedom, justice. and equality 
in government are yet resounding throughout the earth, and they will never 
cease to be heard until the last shackle of privilege and tyranny is broken. 
Ten days before his soul toox flight from his mountain home he wrote his 
own 8 and to all the races of mankind. With this great dying 
message before us, and in its spirit, we takenew courage and go on with our 
work. All eyes are open, or opening,” he said, tothe rights of man. The 
general spread of the light of science has already laid open to every view the 
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ble truth, that the mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on 
their backs. nor a favored few booted and spurred. ready to ride them legiti- 
mately by the grace of God.” Hail, mighty message. and hail its speedy and 
certain fulfiliment! All hail the counsels of Thomas Jeferson in this hour of 
caste based on wealth, of privilege granted by law, and of monopoly fastened 
on the slavery of labor! 

The galleries applauded, and the Senator modestly received 
the congratulations of his fellow Democrats. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what cruelty it is to drag Jetferson before the people of 
this generation as a patron saint of the Democracy. hy Jef- 
ferson never wrote a word or uttered a sentiment, so far as I can 
find, that can be tortured into support of the doctrines and the 
teachings of modern Democracy. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] quoted some of Jefferson’s teachings on the question 
of direct taxation, and the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS] also pointed out the fact that Jefferson was a strong pro- 
tectionist. I want to call attention to some further lessons that 
have recently come to my knowledge from the writings of that 
great man. In 1817 Jefferson wrote: 

The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us 
all to depend for necessaries on ourselves alone— 

And he expressed the hope that— 

TAN years more will place the American hemisphere under a system of 
ts own. 


What would Jefferson think of modern Jeffersonian Demo- 
eruts,“ if he could come back to earth, who are trying to over- 
turn an American system which has made this the greatest 
manufacturing nation on the earth. 

Again Jefferson asks: 

Shall we make our own comforts or go without them at the will of a for- 
eign nation? My own idea— 

He continued— 
is that we should encourage home manufactures to the extent of our own 
consumption of everything of which we raise the raw material. 

In 1816 Jefferson wrote a letter, from which the following is 
an extract: 

£xperience has taught me that manufactures are now as necessary to 
our independence as to our comfort; and if those who quote me as of a dif- 
ferent opinion will keep pace with me in purchasing nothing fore where 
an equivalent domestic fabric can be obtained, without regard to ‘erence 
of price, it will not be our fault if we do not have a supply at home equal to 
our demands, and wrest that weapon of distress from the hand which has 
so long wantonly used it. 

That is the true American(the true Republican) doctrine. 
Jefferson a Democrat? Why, Mr. President,one might us well 
expect the great apostle of agnosticism in this country to accept 
the teachings of Calvin 2s to expect that Thomas Jefferson if 
on earth would countenance the f ree-trade, income-tax teach- 
ings of the degenerate Democratic party of the present day. 

THE SENATOR FROM TEXAS. 


Following the Senator’ from Indiana came the Senator from 
Texas. His speech was brief, fiery, and eloquent. He an- 
nounced his belief in ad valorem duties, and assured his Demo- 
cratic associates that he proposed to vote for the bill, which 
must have been very comforting to them. But the Senator 
from Texas frankly confessed that the bill was not according to 
his taste. 

The bill does not suit me— 

Exclaimed the Senator. 


Tam between the devil and the deep sea, and when a quJstion is presented 
to me whether I shall go to the devil and sustain the McKinley law, or go to 
sea, am going to sea, with the hope that some fair wind or tide will bring 
me ashore again. 

And so the Senator has gone to sea, threatened in his voyage 
by the sharks of protection and the devil fishes of free trade. 
Let us hope that he wiil come to shore safely, welcomed by the 
plaudits of the demoralized Democracy, who, dreading the re- 
sult of their vote on this bill, will chant in his ear the solemn 
refrain: 

Yon shall and you shan't, 
You will and you won't, 
You'll be damned if you do, 

And damned if you don't. 


[Laughter.] 

THE LABOR PROBLEM. 

Mr. President, I desire to speak briefly on the labor problem 
in this country; for after all is said and done. it is the I boring 
classes who be u the brunt of unfortunateeconomicch nges. A 
reduction of 10, 15, or 20 per cent in the ra e o. wages primarily 
means distress and suffering to the toiling multitude. But the 
evil does not stop here. A reduction of wages means a curtail- 
ment of the purchusing power of the wage-earner. If he receives 


less by way of compensation for his work he necessarily pur- 
chases less of the products of the farm and the mill, so that 
farmer, merch» nt, and manufacturer all share in the evil results. 

It has been our boast that we consume, per capita, twice or 
three times as much as European nations, and Congressman 
REED has made the startling stitement that as compared with 
England as a market our 70,000,000 of population are equal to 
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175,000,000, while taking the whole world outside of ourselves 
compared asa market our population is equal to 700.000, 000, 
nearly one-half of the entire population of the globe. That is a 
stariling und instructive fact, teaching the lesson that we should 
foster and protect the home market rather than to waste our 
energies in pursuing the delusive and disappointing ‘‘ markets 
of the world, about which our Democratic friends talk so much. 

Mr. President, the policy of the Republican party contem- 
plates a high wage rate for the workingmen of the country. No 
Republican sympathizes with the utterance of a certain distin- 
guished Democratic Congressman when he declared: If I were 
certain that wages were higher here I would seek to repeal those 
laws which make wages hizher, and would let wages have their 
natural p ace all over the world.” That is Democratic, not Re- 
publican doctrine. It is the doctrine of the cotton field of the 
South, n/t of the workshop and the mill of the North. Every 
workingman and working woman in the land should read and 
ponder that declaration, the force of which is not broken by the 
attempt to qualify it. Every intelligent man and woman in 
this country knows that wages are at least twice as high here 
as in England, and many times higher than in Asia. 

That statement expresses the purpose of the Wilson bill with 
great clearness and force. In striking down the McKinley tariff 
law the Democratic party, under the lead of Presid nt Cleve- 
land, proposes to ‘repeal those laws which make wages higher“ 
in the United States. There can be no mistake about that. In 
urging the passage of this bill the Democrats ure seeking to 
let wages have their natural place all over the world,” to break 
down the barrier which keeps out the products of European 
pauper and Asiatic coolie labor, to force the wage-earners of 
America to sell their labor in unrestricted compe ition with 
impoverished and ignorant Europeans and half-naked and half- 
savage Asiatics, who live as the beasts that perish. Itisastirt- 
ling programme, against which the laboring menof the country 
have risen in indignant protest. 

The Chicago Inter Ocean recently pointed out the startling 
fact that a reduction of 20 per cent in the wages paid in the 
United States means a reduction of the purchasing power of the 
poopie by $2,000,000,000 a year. The figures are beyond com- 

rehension, but they are not beyond the sense of feeling. When 

2,000,0.0,000is taken from the wages of the artisans and lab rers 
of this country just that much is taken from the stores in which 
food, furniture, clothing, and fuel are sold, and from the trades 
that build houses or that carry goods. When th it immense 
sum is taken out of the stores and officesof the country just that 
much less in value are the o ders given to manufactures, to lum- 
bermen. to coal miuers,and to shippers. When the wage list is 
lower d by 20 por cent times are hard—very hard. 

The free traders tell us that when the Wilson bill becomes 
law things will mend and prosperity willreturn. Indeed they say 
that things have already begun to mend, but where or how they 
do not tell us. There is no sound reason for the belief that the 
passage of this bill will make times prosperous, and there is cer- 
tainly no ground for belief that times will be as good under 
this bill as they were before the stability of the McXinley law 
was threatened by the election of a Democratic Presidentand a 
Democratic Congress. 

When the wage fund of this country is reduced by $2,000,000,- 
000 a year, affairs cannot prosper. Twenty per cent is the sum 
stated in Dun's Review as the average reduction of wages in 
sch mills and factories as have reopened, after a long set son 
of forced closure, anda 20 per cent reduction all along the line 
is, as before stated, equal to $2,000,000,000. The reopening of 
avenues to labor, even at a 20 per cent reduction of wages, may 
make conditions somewhat better than they now are, but they 
will leave them worse by the incomprehensible sum of $2,000,- 
000,000 a year than they were before the Democratic party fooled 
the workingman by promises of ‘‘an untaxed dinner pail.” 


A REMARKABLE PROPHECY. 


No man had a keener prescience and a wider intellectual view 
than the late Secretary Blaine. Listen to his remarkable words 
of prophecy uttered before the last Presidential election: 


Tlove my country and my countrymen. Iam an American. and I rejoice 
every ey 2 of my life that lam Tenjoy the general prosperiiy of my coun- 
try, and know that the workingmen of this land are the best p: id, the best 
fed. and the best clothed of any laborers on the face of the earth. Many of 
them have homes of their own. They are surrounded by all the comfor's, 
and many of the luxuries of life. Ishudder, however, at the thought that 
the time must come when all this will be changed; when the general pros- 
perity of the country will be destroyed; when the great body of working- 
men in this land, who are now so prosperous, will hear their wives a d 
children cry for bread; that the day must come when the great factories and 
manufactories of this land will shu: down, and where there is now life and 
activity, there will be the silence of the tomb. 

And the reason why this must be is this; The great Southern wing of the 
Democratic party are determined to establish the doctrine of free trade in 
this land. ey will be assisted by their Northern allies. The tight is now 
on. There is a great body of ionary but educated men who are em- 


ployed day by day in writing free-trade essays and uments in favor of 
that doctrine, which find their way into ever newspaier in thisland. The 


great body of our people have never experienced themselves the sufferings 
which always result wien the protective prineip es are laid aside. Poisoned 
and excited by the wild statements of these ters and the demagogic ap- 
Teals of Democratic speakers, the result will be that in the very near future 
these forces which are now working will ba strong enough to defeat at the 
Polis the party advocating the doctrine of protection. 

it must inevitabiy follow that uncertainty and doubt will ensue. The 
bus ness men of the country, fearing the destruction of the principle of pro- 
tection, will decline to engage in business, consequently mills will shut down, 
and the workingmen will be thrown out of empioyment. The people will 
then see what they have never seen be ore, that they can not be prosperous 
ani have work while this principle is threatened. In the midst of their suf- 
fering ey will learn that the only way they can be prosperous and happy 
is to vote for the party that has built up the industries by which they have 
gained a livelihood: because they will then see clearly that when the manu- 
factory is shut down th-re is no demand for the only thing which they have 
to sell, and that is their labor. > 


The fulfillment of that prophecy is threatened to-day, and it 
remains with the Senate of the United States to say whether or 
not it shall be fully consummated. 3 

All through his speech the Senator from Indiana conveyed the 
idea that the Democratic party is the friend of the laboring man. 
So, too, the United States minister to Hawaii pretended to be 
the friend of the President of that unhappy country, while at 
the same time he was plotting to restore the monarchy. Pro- 
fessions are not enough to satisfy the workingmen of this coun- 
try—they want works as well as faith; practical demonstrations 
as well as theoretical assurances. 

After vigorously denouncing the manufacturers, the men who 
risk their capital to giveemployment to the working classes, the 
Senator from Indiana spoke as follows: 

The farmer, the mechanic, the wage-worker, and the manifold producers 
of every kind come not here; they have neither time nor money to spare 
from their busy, overworked lives; they can not visit the lobbies of Con- 
gress to argue their side of the case; their careworn, sunburnt faces have 
never been seen in the purlieus or in the hurried, heated, anxious haunts of 
unhallowed avarice; their hard, toil-worn hands are not grasped or felt in 
salutation as we s le through waylaying crowds from committee room 
to the door of the Senate: the labor element, on which protected Horny red 
preys ravenously and unceasingly, is absent from the precincts of this 

tol, and well the milliona.re beneficiaries of protection know that their 

tims on farm, field, and ranch, in workshop, mine, and furnace. on railroads, 
rivers, and in every toiling pursuit in which bread is honestly earned, can 
never confront them here and demand a division of time in discussion be- 
fore the com: ittee. The favorites of fortune, pets of vicious legislation; 
those to whom the Government has farmed out the pomar of oppression 
over others, take no heed of the rights, the protests, the sufferings, or the 
ppd ae of the mighty masses who constitute the nation's strength and 
glory. 

Sir, I can not say whether the Senator from Indiana failed to 
see the delegations of laboring men which actually came to 
Washington, notwithstanding the committees of both Houses 
had notified them that they would not be heard. Evidently the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] saw one of those 
del gations, for he is on record as having told them that he 
knows more about the tariff than any other living man. I saw 
several such delegations, and in two instances they had a sub- 
scription list showing that the money was raised to defray the 
expenses by contributions from the operatives in sums of 25 and 
50 cents. 

Very likely the Senator from Indiana did not see them, as he 
was usually behind closed doors, conferring with an entim ly dif- 
ferent class of men. If I mistake not the Senator dia see a dele- 
gation of working women, but they were received in the Marble 
Room, and there told that they could not be heard by the com- 
mittee. No delegations of laboring men or from labo organi- 
zations in Washington. Why, Mr. President. if they had not 
been told by the Finance Committee to stay at home there would 
have been hundreds of such delegations here. Let the Senator 
examine the petitions and protests on file in the committee 
room from laboring men and women all over the country, if he 
wants to know what they think of this legislation, and in the 
interests of truth and impartial history I beg of the Senator to 
seek an early opportunity to correct his misstatements on this 
point. 

NOT ALONE OPPOSED BY REPUBLICANS. 


Mr. President, this bill is not alone opposed by Republicans, 
but is bitterly denounced by leading Democrats and Democratic 


newspapers in all parts of the country. Why, sir, words have 


been spoken against it in this Chamber by distinguished Demo- 
orats which ought to assure its defeat. Never before did a meas- 
ure of this kind encounter the bitter hostility of a portion of the 
party proposing it that this bill has. 


NEWSPAPER CRITICISM. 


Let us glance at the criticisms of leading newspapers in vari- 
ous sections of the country which supported Mr. Cleveland. 

From the day the bill was presented | to the House to the pres- 
ent hour the New York Sun has thundered its anathem#s against 
it, recently saying that the charge in the Democratic platform 
that the McKinley law was the culminating atrocity of class 
legislation,” should now be applied to the Wilson biil. That 
great newspaper truly says that it isa bill to make States Re- 


publican, and then belabors its party in these words under the 
significant caption ‘‘ Licked all along the line:” 
The map of the late Democratic reverses reaches from Rhode Island to 


New M 
soil taken. 
dition of mocratic 


and Utah. A very large pare of the territory is Democratic 

ession of by the Republican mere hg ty In the present con- 

ic and skedaddie, it is hard to point out any safe 

Democratic ground. erhaps even Kentucky is Republican to-day. The 

Populists have been swallowed up in the West. The Democrats have been 

swallowed up everywhere, including Queens County. For the present the 

Republicans rule the roost. 
at makes the country Republican? Not the hard times merely or 
but the Democratic failure to relieve the hard times by carry- 
out Democratic pledge of a constitutional tariff. This count 

t have endured patiently the days of disaster if they were to be fol- 

lowed by inereased prosperity, but it is natural that the country should 

kick when the Democracy, having disturbed all branches of industry under 

the pretense of changing radically the system of Federal taxation, caimly 
re’ 8 the old tective system. 

All this trouble for nothing. Why not keep the same tariff and let indus- 
try alone, if you were only going to pare and prune the old tariff and the old 
system? If the Democrats have only the 2 tariff with a Populist 

tion to offer, what's the use of voting the Democratic ticket? So a large 
number of Democrats voted the Republican ticket. or else refused to vote at 
all, for great was their disgust with the Democratic imbecility and double 
dealing at Washington. , 

There is no doubt that.the majority of Democrats condemn the foreign 
licy of the Administration. Some of them would have taken the oppor- 
oe fh Palen the Republican ticket as a means ot thelr aversion 

to N. 

Do these latest Democratic reverses come early enough to be a means of 
Wo are afraid not. We are afraid that nothing can put co and 
onesty into the cowards and traitors who in one year have brought the 
Democracy from sweeping victory to the verge of defeat as sweeping: and 
that defeat, dishonorable to tho intelligence and the moral sense of the 
rty. The t army of Democrats is broken and sullen, chafing at the 
Proapable an traitorous chiefs. How shall it be reorganized? How shail 

ruinous defeat be averted? 
5 —— noe ot but one way, if there is any. Meorganize the Democratic con- 

ce ; 

That, Mr. President, is an utterly hopeless task. 

Under the title, Is this the end?“ Henry Watterson, the star- 
ee ph of Democracy, discourses. in the Louisville Courier- 
Jou and urges the representatives of his party in Congress 
to have done with cowardice and lying.” Listen to him: 

It ia safe to say that whatever act is finally passed will be infinitely more 
objectionable than was contemplated by the darkest forebodings of the 
friends of real reform, and yet, already, we bear it on every hand that, with 
this measure of Democratic stultitication—this finished product of igno- 
rance, cowardice, and corruption—this iniquitous offspring of the black- 
mailing man and the political harlot—the whole question must go 
to the rear, making way for other and more urgentand important issues! 


The New York Herald suggests that It would be better for 
the country for Co; to adjourn, go home, and let the Me- 
Kinley law stand.” The Herald further says: 
denne be 5 nobod Ete 8 . — in 2 

i = C: 
quarters! 124 is not o. denounced by the Republicans, but fails to com- 
mand even Democratic support. 

The Cincinnati Enquirer calls the measure The Clamor 
Tariff Bill,” and beseeches the Senate to reconstruct the House 
pill, but on what lines does not advise. The Enquirer says 
that the House bill ‘tis not a measure grounded on 0 
calmness, and deliberation,” and I will venture to add that un- 
fortunately the same criticism will apply to the bill reported by 
the Senate Committee. . 

The Brooklyn Eagle makes use of these words: 


We would rather hive the McKinley law withont an income tax than the 
Wilson tariff bill with one. . 


The New York World does nos like the bill, and comments 
upon it as follows: 


The people of the country should thoughtfully consider what has been 
going onin the Senate during the last six weeks. A t party’s name has 
prostituted. Its promises have been treated h contempt. Its urg- 
ing forward march of victory has been turned backward ina rout. The ver- 
dict of the American people as rendered at the polis has been reversed by 
thronging . oe and rapacious Senatorial agents of protected indus- 
tries. The cl of reform has been set back by the sugared fingers of its 
pretended friends. 


A Democratic voice comes from Ohio in behalf of sheep hus- 
bandry. Hear the Cleveland Plain Dealer: 


Tue Plain Dealer has done its best to make the present tariff billequitable 
and defensible. It started with the determination to have a bili passed that 
was in the line of historic Democracy: that is, a bill for revenue with inci- 
dental ee Under that doctrine every industry would be treated 
alike. Plain Dealer is in favor of a tariff on wool, just as it is in favor 
of a tariif on coal, iron or lead ores, or on steel rails and wool manufactures. 
It considers that injustice to one industry is injustice to all, and that it isa 
great mistake for the Democratic party to make an exception of wool in the 
tariff bill. The farmers of this country are a pretty intelligent set of men; 
they read the papers: they think for themselves, and the Democrats are 
— feher a great mistake if they think that the farmers are going: to vote 
against what they believe to be for their own interest. It is for these rea- 
sons that we hope the Democrats in Congress will put wool onto the tariff 
Ust, and treat it fairly. side by side with other great foundation industries. 


The Philadelphia Record, a Cleveland independent newspaper, 
under the heading of A paralyzed party,” uses this language: 
The interminable conflict over the tariff bill has disgusted the country and 


paralyzed the Democratic party, which, if it went to an e.ection now, would 
secure but a corporal’s guard of representatives in Congress. The specta- 
ele of a party which came into Ps in 
thusiasm now in the slough of 

ity, and narrow-mindedn 


er 1802 with almost unexampled en- 
jpond because of the selfishness, inca 
Congress 


ess of its leaders in is not fiattering tO 


republican government. The party press, which sovigorously championed 
tariff reform, now importune 9 to do anything rather then keep 
up the suspense, 
The Chicago Times declares that: 
The bill is a monstrosity. a libel upon Democracy, an insult to the intelli- 
nce of the nation. The dest thing thereal Democrats in the Senatecando 
to vote with the Republicans against it. 


The Springfield Republican is in the habit of liking pretty 
much everything that is laboled tariff reform, but it refuses to 
accept this bill, saying: 

After more than four weeks. of ling over the tariff ra the Demo- 
cratic majority of the Senate Pia Committee has 6 its 
bargain, by which supposedly all members of the party in the up branch 
are ready to stand. It is not a good bargain ior the country. It is not even 
afair bargain. It comes near being a gross seciional steal. 

The Providence Journal left the Republican party in 1884, and 
has been shouting itself hoarse for tariff reform ever since. But 
it fails to find the genuine article in the Wilson bill, of which it 
says: 

The Democratic Senators in whose share eo Wilson bill was placed have 
used up more time in mulling over it and ering it than was spent in the 
entiredebate in the House that edits Sage by that body; and dur- 
ing that time, forgetful or rather wilfw ring every requirement of 
their party's platform and the commercial needs of the land. they have given 
ready ear to all sorts of appeals to timidity and demands of selfishness, 


The 
result of it would be the most ou eous Violation of the m of words 
to call it a tariff-reform bill. cin = 


The last quotation I will give is from the Manchester Union, 
the leading Democratic newspaper of Now Hampshire. It ex- 
presses itself in these words: 

The majority of the Senate Finance Committee, after devoting more time 
to the Wilson bill than the House occupied in the discussion of tat measure, 
has given the results of its laborsto the public. The changes in the bill are 
numerous, and for the most part unsatisfactory and uncalled for. The Wil- 
son bill goes to the Senate in much worse shape than iteame from the House. 
The principle of free raw materials has been Sacrifleed to the clamor of local 
interests; duties have been still further reduced in lines 


than for the better. This has been done, too, in of placating a few 
Democratic Senators who had threatened to withhold t supportirom the 
bili unless their on selfish demands should be complied with. It appears, 
indeed, to have come now to the question whether tae whole United States 
shall be governed by four or five Southern tors. who, not even 
represent the whole of the Sonuth—in fact but a small minority—have as- 
sumed to dictate what shall and what shall not become law. 

Mr. President, that is an interesting collection of Demo- 
cratic opinion on the bill now under consideration. It conclu- 
sive:y shows that the Democratic press of the country is opposed 
to the enactment of this law,and wants it defeated. The peo- 
ple are against it, the press is against it, and every sound eco- 
nomicargument demands that it shall not be allowed to pass the 
Senate. The duty of Republican Senators is plain, and the duty 
of Democratic Senators, especially those from Northern States, 
ought to be equally clear. Will they be equal to the occasion, 
or will they give their votes to the passage of this destructive 
and wicked measure? 

CONCLUSION. 

Sir, the country has had thirteen months of Democratic rule 
and wherever the electors have spoken they have repudiated 
that party with a unanimity almost un elad in American 
history. The laboring masses of the industrial North have set 
their seal of condemnation on the Wilson bill. They have is- 
sued their mandate to Republican Senators to fight the measure 
unceasingly and unsparingly. The great North is united to-day 
as it has not been united since the tiag was fired on at Sumtar. 
Now, as in that supreme crisis, mec ic, farmer, merchant, 
and manufacturer are standing shoulder to shoulder in defense 
of the welfare and the progress of the nation. Factories are 
idle, homes comfortiess, and wives and children suffering for 
the necessaries of life. 

The wage-earners of the North have decreed the death of the 
Wilson bill, and woe be to the Northern Senator who turnsa deaf 
ear to their demands. When men stand face to face with the 
loss of employment, or with wages reduced to a point barely 
sufficient to give them food and shelter; when they have been 
compelled to eat the bread and wear the clothes of charity be- 
cause of the proposed hostile legislation of a political party, they 
do not stop to ask what ticket they voted last ye ir, but ally 
themselves with the party that stands for protection, good wages, 
and ‘or happy and comfortable homes. In this contest I speak 
but for myself when I say thatnoe Tort will be too great, no sac- 
rifice too severe for me to make to help defeat this bill. I be- 
lieve that every consideration of pitriotism, of justice, of respect 
for the popular will, and of regard for the nation’s welfare, de- 
mands that it shall be opposed, resisted, and obstructed at every 

int. 

The people demand this: That we shall defend their farms, 
their workshops, and their homes from the blight of this meas- 
ure. For one. I am ready to do anything and everything in my 

wer to beat back this assault upon the industries and the la- 
eu of the country, and I am hopeful that the Senate of the 
United States, mindful of its obligations to the people, will re- 
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fuse to enact into law this wicked and atrocious bill. The Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SmrvH] closed his able speech by saying 
that unless the income-tax feature of the bill is stricken out 
God save the Democratic party.” I say that if the bill is passed, 
income tax or no income tax, then God save the industries and 
the labor of this great country. [Applause ia the galleries.] 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, the rapid and substantial 

owth of the State of Michigan in agriculture, mining, and 
manufactures has been coincident with the policy of protection. 
The ple of that State very naturally and very justly are de- 
cidedly opposed to breaking down by legislation, as proposed in 
the Wilson bill, the policy under which their State has made 
such marked progress in everything which goes to make a com- 
monwealth great and its citizens prosperous. 

Michigan, when admitted into the Union in 1837, was twenty- 
sixth in population; in 1890 it ranked ninth; and the advance in 
material wealth, in educational facilities, and in charitable in- 
stitutions has been even greater. From her mines have come 
riches almost beyond computation, and these treasures have 
been enjoyed as well by the people of other States, who fur- 
nished the capital to develop them or the labor to convert them 
to the uses of civilization. Her public-school system has been 
the model for the States which came after her. 

In her great university last year 1,200 young men and women 
from other States and from fourteen foreign countries received 
instruction which cost the State over twice the amount of tui- 
tion fees. Her charitable and penal institutions have often been 
pioneers of their kind. All these establishments, with plants 
valued at nearly $8,000,000 ia the aggregate, have been buiit up 
aa maintained by public taxation, and yet the State is free of 

ebt. 

To support them in the future, the State must continue to be 
prosparoum and her people must continue to have the opportuni 

ies for profitable employment, It is because the Wilson bill 
strikes at every one of the great p: oducts of our State that the 
large majority of the people of Michigan, without distinction of 
party, are opposed to that measure. This overwhelming senti- 
ment for the maintenance of the protective policy is no new 
thing with the peopleof Michigan. From the day the State was 
admitted into the taton, the vote of the Michigan members of 
of the House of Representatives has been given for protection, 
unanimously in a majority of instances, and very nearly so in 
others. In the Fifty-first Congress no Michigan vote is recorded 
against the MeKinley bill. 

IRON ORE. 

It was not until the stress and strain of war threw this country 
upon its own resources that Michigan began to give up the raw 
material of industrial progress. The mining region of the upper 
peninsula, thrust upon the unwilling State by Congress, for years 
was an inaccessible wilderness. It was not until 1844 that the 
Government surveyors accidentally discovered indications of 
rich deposits of iron ore, and twelve years elapsed before ship- 
ments began. So late as 1861 the thres iron mines of the Lake 
Superior country sent out in the aggregate only 100 tons. 

In 1892 these shipments reached the astounding total of 9,000,- 
000 tons, 7,267.874 tons coming fromthe Michigan mines. Enor- 
mous as is this production, the capacity of the upper peninsula 
is many times greater than has yet been demonstrated. Mr. J. 
M. Longyear, one of the most experienced men connected with 
the development of the iron country, states that— 

Tho greater part of the peninsula isstill a wilderness, and there are many 
miles of iron ore indications yet untouched by miners or explorers. Many 
of these indications are fully as good as those first found on the older 
5 business of the peninsula multiplied over seven times in the 
eighteen years between 1873 and 1890, and it is safe to say thatit may bestill 
multiplied seven times before the limit of the productive capacity has been 
reached. And when the time comes that new processes shall enable the 
working of the lean ores. Michigan will be able to supply billions of tons of 
ores now neglected by the miner. 

Until the advent of the Wilson bill the mines of Michigan, 
taken asa whole, continued their production alike through times 
of prosperity and years of stagnation in general business; and 
notwithstanding the fact that thousands of workmen, embrac- 
ing all nationalities, have been employed. no general strike and 
none of long duration has occurred. Industrious miners have 
been able to provide well for themselves and their families; they 
are well fed, well housed, and well clothed; they have good 
schools, and it is no rare thing for men who began life as com- 
mon laborers in the mines to attain wealth and political and 
business influence. 

THE EFFECTS OF THE WILSON BILL, 

‘The effect on the iron regions made by the Wilson bill is well 
summed up in a letter addressed to the chairman of the Senate 
Coramittee on Finance, by Mr. R. P. Tutten, of Iron Mountain, 
Mich. He says: 

We have five mines within th 
1,560,000 tons of iron ore — — — —— — —ü— 


than 10. le h. been depend nt charity d three 
,000 people have m dependent on ty dur: the t 
months for thelr daily bread. a za 
Briefly stated. this is the present condition of things. Asto future pros- 
pects: bessemer ore has recently sold in Cleveland for 22.75 per ton—00 cents 
cheaper than ever before known. The men who produce the ore are receiv- 
from 70 cents to 31 per day, and even at these very low s only mines 
favored with exceptional facilities. as to location, quality of ore. and easy 
conditions of g can hope to do business. With iron ore on the free list 
itis errema, doubtful if half the mines of the Lake Superior district can 
resume work. 


The question as to whether there shall be an adequate duty on 
iron ore is far from being a sentimental one in Michigan. Such 
a duty is the only barrier that stands between the miner and 
starvation. In a memorial addressed to the United States Sen- 
ate by the citizens of Bessemer, Mich., regardless of party affil- 
iations, (Senate Missellaneous Document No. 8. Fifty-third Con- 
gress, second session) it is stated that during the year 1892 6,000 
men were employed in iron mining in the single county of 
Gogebic. Their average monthly wage earning power was 
$350,000 to $400,000. In addition 1.000 men found work in the 
lumber operations connected with the mines. 

Tho threatened act on of Congress in regard to the tariff 
closed every mine in the Lake Superior country. The expen- 
ditures in Gogebic County for poor purposes increased from less 
than $10,000 in 1892, to over $25,000 in the first eight months of 
1893, leaving out of the account the hard winter months. The 
poor fund was exhausted, the county treasury wasemptied, poor 
orders anticipating the future were issued only to become val- 
ueless, because it was a problem whether there would ever bea 
future for the county. 

In this extremity the people of Gogebie County drew up a 
statement as to the actual cost of atonofironore. Starting with 
the value of iron ore in the ground at 35.cents a ton, it was found 
that the whole cost of a ton of ore delivered at a Lake Erie port 
was $3.96. This does not include the cost of superintendence or 
interest.on the capital invested. Yet under pressure to realize, 
ore has been selling at $2.75 a ton in Cleveland! 


PROTEST OF THE PEOPLE OF BESSEMER, MICHIGAN. 


Is it any wonder that under the stress of such circumstances 
the citizens of Bessemer, on November 25, 1893, unanimously 
adopted a memorial to Congress, drafted by an equal number of 
Democrats and Republicans, asking in the name of common 
humanity, in the nime of our desolated homes, and suffering 
poor, that this nation be not committed toa policy that must 

rove ee eee alike to its industries and to the prosperity of 

ts people. 

The intelligent, progressive Lake Superior miner, who has 
been receiving good wages and has been able to surround him- 
self with opportunities for mental improvement, is to be called 
8 with the underpaid and ignorant labor of Spain and 

u 

The great Bilboa district in Spain is sensitive to the slightest 
increase in the demand for iron ore. Only so lately as 1855 the 
output of the Spanish mines was a million tons greater than that 
of the entire Lake Superior district, and inthe nine years, from 
1877 to 1835, inclusive, there was only one year when the Bilboa 
district did notshow agreater output than did the Lake Superior 
region. It is true that in 1890 the product of our mines was 
double that of the Spanish; but under either free ore or a low 
tariff we may expect to see these figures reversed. 

The Michigan ores, with a 75 cent tarif, have a small advan- 
tage over Cuban ores when laid down in Pittsburg. This after 
a water carri of 1,200 miles, which is about the distance from 
Cuba to New York. The hard specular and magnstic ore from 
Cuba has already invaded the Pittsburg market, closing at least 
one Lake Superior mine. 

For years the price of iron ore has been declining, profits 
have been getting less and less, the mines have required more 
and more expensive machinery. The pertinent question forced 
by the Wilson bill is as to what reduction of wages will be nec- 
essary to enable the Lake Superior mines to compete with for- 
eign ore which, on afres-ore basis, with wages at the normal 
rates, will drive Lake Superior ore out of every market east of 
Cincinnati. : 

If the progress of this country in the manufacture of ironand 
steel had been prevented by duties on iron ore, then there might 
be some excuse for reducing or removing those duties; but when 
the policy of protection has been the means of making this 
country the greatest producer of iron and steel on the face of 
the globe, there is neither statesmanship nor common sense in 
making the destructive change contemplated in the Wilson bill, 

COPPER. 

Fostered by a protective tariff, the copper mines of Michigan 
have been developed to a point where this country has become 
alarge exporter of that metal. It is worthy of record, how- 


+ 
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ever, that the great Calumet and Hecla mine, famous the world 
over not only for the vastna:s of its product, but also for the in- 
telligence and prosperity of its employ s, was not discovered un- 
til 1863; and that previous to this date copper mining depended 
on chance rather than on science. In time the iron mines of 
Lake Superior will unquestionably outgrow the necessity of 
rotection: but that day has not yet dawned, and should the 
ilson bill become a law such a consummation must long be 


tponed. 
postpo THE VESSEL INTEREST. 


Another, and a mighty intsrest, is threatened by the abolition 
or the serivus reduction of the duties onironore. The lake ves- 
sel interest now represent; a capital of over $69,000,000. The 
capital invested in iron-ore docks on Lakes Superior and Mich- 

is nearly $11,00),000; and on Lake Erie there is upwards of 
$12,000,000 more. The capital required for the rail transporta- 
tion of iron ore alone from the mines to the shipping ports is 
832, 00,000, and from the receiving ports to the mills and fur- 
naces, 826, 000,000. 

Since the Wilson bill first cast its shadow on the iron in- 
dustry over 8200, 000, 000 of cıpital, including the money actually 
inve in mining plant, has been unproductive, and 17,000men 
have been thrown out of work. Shipbuilding has virtually 
come to a standstill, and the loss to the vessel interests alone 
was upwards of $1,600,000 last year. 

The people of Michigan are opposed to any fiscal policy which 
willendanger 5 lor river and harbor improvements. 
The Peninsular State, with its 2.000 miles of coast line, includes 
within its boundaries the great water ways by which many of the 
staple products of this country reach their markets, and these 
water ways the State holds as a trustze for the nation. By im- 

rovements begun and carried beyond the point of success under 
Btate direction, freight rates between the East and the West are 
regulated and are being constantly cheapened. 

he Portage and the St. Marys Canals; the locks at Sault Ste. 
Mario, surpassing in size any others in the world; the Hay Lake 
and the Twenty-footChannels the St. Clair Flats Canal, and the 
Lime Kiln Crossing, all are within the State of Michigan. Mr. 
William A. Livingstone, of Detroit, has shown thit up to 1891 
the total costofall the river and harbor improvementson the Great 
Lakes was about $23,000,000, and that the saving in freight rates 
by water carriage when compared with the rates that were 
charged by the railways amounted in 189) to 8147, 000, 000, or over 
five times the entire cost of the lake improvements. 

Two hundred and sixty freight trains a day would have been 
required to handle the freight carried by luke vessels during 
the season of navigation in 1891. 

The policy of internal improvements has had its most signal 
success on the Great Lakes, where there has been provided a 
means of transportation costing in 13:0 only one-ninth the cost 
of the same service by rail, and bringing the farmers of Minne- 
sota in closer proximity to New York than is the farmer of 
Southern Ohio. 

The manufactures of the east are carried 1,009 miles west at a 
less expense than the sume goods can be shipped 250 miles north 
or south; and the e has been called into being a steim tonnage 
that in 1899 was increased by 40 per cent more than was the steam 
tonnage of ths entire seaboard. Greatas these achievements 
are, and beneficial as they have been to both the producer and 
the consumer, the triumphs of the future must far exceed those 
of the past, provided we here and now repudiate the policy and 
defeat the bill which aims to produce not a surplus, but a deficit. 

FREE LUMBER BENEFITS CANADA ONLY. 

Doubtless the framers of the Wilson bill thought that by plac- 
ing lumber on the free list they would benefit the farmer and 
the workingman. An examin tion of ths prices of lumber as 

iven in the report of the Senate Finance Committee shows that 

n spite of successive reductions in duties, and also in spite of 
free logs, the pries of lumber has steadily advanced. In so far 
as Michigan is concerned, free lumber simply means that the 
Canadian logs which have been rafted across the lakes to be cut 
will hereafter be manufactured in Canada, with a corresponding 
benofit to Canadian labor and detriment to American labor. 

The value of Canadian timber limits will be increased, and the 
price of the product will continue to be held up by means of 
combinations easily formed, because of the great capital re- 
qui red for lumbering operations. Michigan has made the record 
of having manufactured enough lumber in the single year 1881 
to house comfortably a million people, or to load a train 2,470 
miles in length: and the product for 1892 (2,794.256,754 feet) was 
but a little more than 100,000, C00 feet below that of 1881. Two- 
thirds of the lumber now manufactured in the Saginaw Valley is 
cut from Canadian logs, and free lumber will result in the trans- 
fer of the mills to the Canadian side of Lake Huron. 

Instead of cheapening lumber, therefore, the Wilson bill will 
simply lessen the demand for American labor, to the advan- 


tage of our neighbors across the border. And just here it may 
be noted that free staves meaus simply that Ontario will here- 
after be called on to supply to the sugar reuners of New York the 
barrels which h ve hitherto come from Michigan. Canad with 
her cheaper labor and shorter carriige will be able to undersell 
the Michigan stave manufacturers, whose business is conducted, 
as u rule, in in and towns, ani whose timber comes from the farm- 
ers. Thus the lumber schedule so fair on its face, becomes sim- 
ply another method for reducing the demand for labor without 
a corresponding diminution of prices. 


FREE SALT. 


Closely allied to the lumber interest is the salt industry. From 
the days when Great Britain held possession of the lake coun- 
try salt was known to exist in Michigan; but it was not until a 
century later that the mdnufacture of that article was begun in 
the State. After ten years of discouragement and financial dis- 
aster,in 1870 the manufacture of salt in the Saginaw Valley 
bec me a financial success. The State bent all her legislative 
energies to bring about this result, and the salt manufacturers 
5 taxed themselves to cover the expenses of State in- 
spection. : 

Michigan produces about one-half of all the salt manufactured 
in this country,and her salt works have a capacity equal to two- 
thirds of the American product. In order to obtain auy protit the 
manufacture must be conducted in connection with the lumber 
mills, using for fuel the refuse from the logs, and of late years 
only the salt blocks operated under the most favorable condi- 
tions have been profitable. 

The history of salt prices shows that since 1872, when duties 
were reduced to the present rate of 8 cents a hundred pounds 
in bulk and 12 cents a hundred pounds in packages, the importa- 
tions have decreased by 50 per cent, and the price has dropped 
from $1.45 a barrel to 53 cents, including the cost of the package, 
worth from 20 to 25 cents. With the transfer of the lumber mills 
to Canada the manufacture of salt will follow, for the salt deposits 
of Canada areas rich as those of the United States, and England 
which now controls the trade on the Atlantic coast, will extend 
her marketsinland, tothe detriment of the producers and work- 
ers of New York and Michigan. 

THE WOOL INDUSTRY. 


Other Senators, and notably the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], have given exhaustive attention to the subject of 
the duty on wool, and I need only allude to it brielly. ichi- 
gan, in 188, was the fourth State in the Union in the production 
of wool, being surpassed by Ohio, California, and Texas. Since 
the census was tiken I believe that Montana has come in ahaid 
of our State. The Michigan farmer comes into competition 
with the Australian sheep-raiser, who uses Government lands 
fenced by the Government; whose sheep require no herding, 
and whose only cost of production is the labor of shearing and 
marketing. 

More than one-half the wool now consumed in this country is 
imported either in the form of wool or woolen goods. The in- 
crease in the worlds production of wool between 1360 and 1885, 
both years inclusive, was over 10) per cent; and it has been the 
experience of the Australian producer that in 1837 his product 
wrought scarcely more than was paid for half the quantity in 

lós 

The increass in the prođuction of foreign wools, and the com- 
parative difference in transportation in favor of the foreign pro- 
ducer who reaches his markets by water, have placed the Amer- 
ican farmer at a disadvantage, even with a rate of duty that is 
seemingly high. To admit wool free could only result in such 
a decline in the American production as would practically ruin 
wool-raising as an industry; and with the decreas in the num- 
ber of sheep would come a corresponding doorease in the de- 
mand for pasturage, hay, and oats, thus increasing the present 
depression in agricultural pursuits. 

AN UNDERSTANDING WITH THE CANADIAN ADMINISTRATION. 

A comparison between the Wilson bill as it comes from the 
House and the new Canadian tri shows how close an under- 
standing must have existed between the framers of the two 
measures. In each bill lumber, buckwhe it, rye and rye flour, 
and corn are put on the free list when importedirom any coun- 
try which admits these articles free of duty. 

Canada offers to place apples, beans, pean potatoes, hay, veg- 
etables, and barley on her freə list. wherever any other coun- 
tries do the same; and the Wilsoa bill places apples and peas 
on the free list absolutely. Kyrgs and salt are made free in both 
countries, and the United States offers Canada free oats, oat- 
meal, wheat, and wheat llour in exchange for like favors. Ores 
of metals are on toth free lists, and so is wool. 

It is interesting to note that the party in this country which 
is offering these concessions to Canada is the party which has 
denounced the policy of protection as unconstitutional and which 
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is now theoretically engaged in making a tariff for revenue only. 
On the other hand, the ty in Canada which is meeting the 
American free trader way is avowedly the party of high ro: 
tectionand is still engaged in building up what is known in — 
ada as the national policy, the one object of which is to make 
that country independent of the United States. 

The Canadiins have made no mistake. They admit free of 
duties only those commodities in the production of which they 
have so much the advantage of us as to prevent us from enter- 
ing their markets. They secure from us unlimited markets for 
their surplus products. For these favors they give no conces- 
sions in their tariff on manufactured articles, butstill maintain 
their duties at the 2 point, and they even go so far as 
to place a bounty of 82 a ton on pig iron. : 

For the past fl. teen years Canada has been pursuing the policy 
of shutting the American farmer and manufacturer out of her 
markets. How successful she was is told by her minister of 
finance in his speech on presenting the new tariff measure. In 
1878, says Mr. Foster, the people of the United States found in 
Canada a market for agricultural pronior and animals and their 
produce to the value of over $16,000,000; in 1893 the entire im- 

rts into Canada of such products amounted to less than $3,000,- 


Again, in 1877 Canada imported, mainly from this country, 
$13,855,079 worth of flour and grain, including pease. In 1893 
these importations had been cut down to $1,339,429. Only so 
recently as 1889 90 the Canadians took from us $1,734,225 worth 
of bacon, hams and shoulders; last year the amount s0 imported 
was but $452,312 in value. 

Not only has Canada shut our farmers out of her markets: she 
has also appeared as our competitor in the markets of Europe. 
More than this, she has entered our own markets, and in spite 
of the duties, has firmly established her trade in competition 
with the American farmer in the marts of the United States. 

In 1893 Canada exported horses valued at $1,461,000, of which 
amount the value of those sent to this country was $1,123.000; 
of $146,000 worth of swine exported we took $133,000 worth; of 
$1,247,000 worth of sheep our share was 81, 088,000; of $330,000 
worth of wood for wood pulp we took all but $15,000 worth; out 
of a total of $9,640,000 worth of planks and boards exported 
$8,313,000 in value came to the United States; Canada sent us 
$554,000 worth of staves and sent $47,000 to the rest of the world: 
and we took $734,000 worth of shingles, or within $15,000 worth 
of the entire export. 

From Canada we bought last year $324,000 worth of eggs; $52,- 
000 worth of poultry; $246,000 worth of wheat: $151,000 worth 
of oatmeal; $854,000 worth of hay; $78,000 worth of clover and 
grass seed; $259,000 worth of potatoes; $422,000 worth of pease, 
and $228,000 worth of wool. e American farmer is now suf- 
2 from n of his products in the markets of the 
world; and yet the son bill proposes entirely to break down 
the barriers which have to some extent preserved to our own 
people their home markets. 

CANADIAN CHEAP LAND AND LABOR. 


The Canadian farmer has a double advantage over his neigh- 
bor across the border. First, his land is worth much less than 
is the land of his competitor; and, secondly, he pays his labor at 
least 35 per cent less than American labor is paid. Mr. Joseph 
Nimmo, jr., in answer to questions propounded by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, has discussed very care- 
fully the question of the comparative costs of production in this 
country and in the Dominion; and the information on which he 
. his conclusions, gathered from abundant sources, was well 
sifted. ; 

He reached this result: In order toallow the New York farmer 
to compete successfully with the Ontario farmer, the average rate 
of duty on Canadian farm products would have to amount at 
least to 44 per cent, of which 12 per cent represents difference 
in the value of lands, and 32 percent represents theexcess labor 
costs in New York. The figures for Michigan would be about 
the same; Sarny there would not be a smaller discrepancy. 

How cheering, therefore,is the message which the Wilson 
bill brings to the Michigan farmer, who is asked to give his 
Canadian dompetitor free access to the markets of Detroit, Chi- 
cago, New York, Boston, and Philadelphia, or at best to allow 
a considerable reduction of the now inadequate duties. 

Those persons who have not given careful attention to the 
location of Canada with relation to this country, fail to appre- 
ciate the importance of the competition on the part of the Do- 
minion. The natural course of Canadian trade is southward. 

The maritime provinces are cut off from the remainder of the 
Dominion by the State of Maine, which extends 100 miles north 
of Quebec. New England, witha population about equal to that 
of all Canada, could easily find a market for all the products of 
the maritime provinces, such as lumber, coal, gypsum, grind- 
stones, and fish, and in the light of experience it is safe to say 


that should the Wilson bill become a law the imports from those 
provinces will be more than doubled. 

Toronto is only 450 miles from New York City, but by Cana: 
dian lines it is over a thousand miles from Halifax, the only 
Canadian port that is open all the year. The distance from St. 
Paul and Minneapolis to Boston and Portland, Me., by way of 
the Canadian roads is about the same as to New York, Balti- 
more, and Philadelphia. Even now the grain, wool, and other 
products of Michigan find their way by rail to Eastern markets 
across the Province of Ontario, and the roads which bring the 
goods of the East to our merchants traverse Canadian territory. 

The wheat lands of Manitoba, separated from Ontario by a 
thousand miles of inhospitable country, find a natural outlet at 
St. Paul and Minneapolis: and British Columbia is naturally 
tributary to Portland, Oregon, and to San Francisco. To give 
these Canadian provinces a free or practically free and con- 
venient market for their products, while obtaining nothing in 
return, is not statesmanship, to say the least. 


AN ATTEMPT TO REVIVE THE DISCARDED RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


We are not left to guesswork, nor yet to the figures of Treasury 
experts, to find how the Wilson bill would affect the trade rela- 
tions between this country and Canada. The Wilson bill is a 
virtual attempt to obtain by coordinate legislation in the two 
countries, the revival of the provisions of the reciprocity troan 
of 1854. In so far as the pending measure deals with Canada, it 
is open to all the objections which led to the abrogation of that 
treaty. 

More than this, the settled and avowed policy of Canada now 
being to build up her own manufactures by shutting out those of 
other nations, there is at this time no such excuse for opening 
our markets to Canada’s natural products as there was in 1854, 
when that country imposed but nominal duties on manufactures. 
The results of the reciprocity treaty, however, should be suff- 
cient warning against any endeavor to revive it. 7 

The leading feature of the treaty negotiated by Secretary 
Marcy and Lord Elgin was, thatthe natural products of the 
United States and Canada should be admitted to each country 
respectively, free of duty. At the time the treaty took effect 
(September 11, 1854) Canadian duties on manufactured articles 
varied from 5 to 124 per cent. Within three years Canada had 

laced duties of from 624 to 100 per cent on our leading manu- 

actures. - 

The effect of these increases was to cut down our exports to 
that country from over $20,000,000 in 1856 to less than $13,000,- 
000 in 1863, Of the $239,000,000 worth of Canadian products 
which entered the United States during the continuance of the 
treaty, 94 per cent came in free, while but 58 per cent of the 
American products sold to Canada crossed the border without 
paying heavy tribute. 

uring tne twelve years, while the treaty was in force, the en- 
tire sales of the people of this country to our Canadian neigh- 
bors—free and dutiable goods, domestic products, and foreign 
products re xported to ada—aggregated less by $26,000,000 
than the free goods which the Canadians were enabled by the 
treaty to sell to the United States. 

In the ten years (rom 1851 to 1861 Canada nearly doubled both 
the amount and the value of her improved land; her wheat crop 
increased 78 per cent, and her oat crop 91 ver cent; her timber 
advanced more than 50 per cent in value, and her exports of lum- 
ber were more than doubled. 

Unquestionably the treaty was a decided benefit to Canada, 
and had that country shown the least disposition to extend the 
reciprocity provisions of the treaty to manufactures in addition 
to natural products, that treaty would before this have brought 
about the entire abolition of duties between the two countries, 
to the mutual advantage of both. 

As is was, the Chicago Board of Trade called for a more free 
and liberal treaty; the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce passed 
resolutions in favor of actual reciprocity, instead of the kind 
brought about by the then existing treaty; the Detroit Board of 
Trade, finding that American manufactures were practicall 
shut out of Canada, while Canadian wheat competed on eq 
terms with that of Michigan in the markets of New England, 
favored either a broader treaty or none at all; Oswego declared 
in favor of acustoms union. Canada, however, gave no heed to 
these requests, and on March 17, 1867, the treaty was terminated 
at the instance of this Government. Since that time the trade 
relations between the two countries have been most unsatisfac- 
tory. 

BENEFITS OF POLITICAL UNION, 


The question asked a few days ago by the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] is a pertinent one. ow, he inquired, would 
commercial union benefit the farmers of the United States? His 
question is itself an argument against the Wilson bill, since it 
involves the admission that the Wilson bill does harm the Ameri- 
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can farmer by reason of allowing the Canadian products to come 
into this country free of duty. 

Political union would give to the State of Michigan at least 
one-third more territory in which to sell manufactures, and this 
building up of manufactures would in itseif create a greater 
market for agricultural produce. The city of Detroit stretches 
for 8 miles along the river, and 4 miles from the center of the 
city land is worth 33,00) an acre for manufacturing purposes, 
while Canadian land across the three-quarters ofamile of water 
is worth less than $300 an acre. Political union would change 
all this, building up on both sides of the strait the commercial 
facilities which proximity to navigable water brings about. 

It is absurd that a stream which forms the highway of a com- 
merce equal in tonnage to thatentering the ports of London and 
Liverpool combined should form » commercial barrier between 
the United States and Canada greater than the Rocky Mountains 
ever formed between the Pacitic coast and the remainder of the 
country. The manufactures of Detroit, representing a capital 
of over $45,000,000, and paying annual wages in excess of #18,- 
000,060, are shut outof a territory to which nature has furnished 
the easiest possible access; but to the products of Canada the 
doors are to be opened! 

It is too much the custom in this country to belittle the re- 
sources and capabilities of our vigorous and enterprising neigh- 
bor on the north. Canada is nearly as large as all of Europe, 
and contains more than one half the fresh waters of the globe, 
with thousands of miles of coast lines. Her wheat area for the 
highest grades of grain is nearly four times as large as that of 
the United States. Her inexhaustible fisheries, her wealth of 
timber, the coal of Nova Scotia, and the immense deposits of 
iron ore in Ontario and Quebee, all await only the free markets 
of this country for their development. 

Those markets the Wilson bill proposes toopen; and none are 
more surpris d at the offer than are the Unionists of Canada, 
Mr. Elgin Meyers, Q.C., of Toronto, in an address delivered be- 
fore the Mich Club, on May 24, 1893, said: 

Reform politicians are now telling the people of Canada that there is, with 
the present Cleveland Administration, a chance of destroying the wall 
that separates Canada from the United States. Well— 

He continues— 


if you are willing to give Canadians all the benefits of the American conti- 


nent without thelr assuming any of its 5555 it will be another 
ople 


indication that you are a greit-hearted pe ; and no ones would rejoice it 
prosperity should follow more than the Unionists of Canada; but it would 
postpone union for some time. 

In the short and sharp political battle that was fought in Can- 
ada in 1390, the Tories took their stand for roci pitt with the 
United States, limited to the natural products of both countries. 
The Liberals were beaten only by a narrow msjority on the issue 
that the castom-houses along the border from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific be abolished, and that a uniform tariff be made for both 
countries. 

Itis political, notcommercial, union that promises the atest 
advantage to goth countries; for the American lives only under 
his own fing and until it leads the way across the border, Can- 
ada, with all her undeveloped wealth, has no charms for him. 
But political union would dot Canada with American cities, en- 
larging our markets and augmenting the opportunities for em- 


ployment. 
THE ULTIMATE DESTINY OF CANADA. 


On two occasions the best portion of Canada was almost in the 
grasp of the United States. In 1779 the Congress sent to our 
minister to Franca an ultimatum that the new boundaries of 
this country should be run so as to bring the present Province 
of Ontario within our limits. Again, in 1812, nothing but as- 
tounding cowardice on the part of Gen. Hull prevented the con- 
quest of that country, whose inhabitants were not unwilling to 
become American citizens. Some day the failures of diplomacy 
and the b unders of war will ba retrieved. 

No American cin doubt that the ultimate destiny of Canada 
is to become a part of tho United States. That day will bea 
welcome one to the people of Michigan, who are now hemmed 
in on the ewt by a territory with woich there are no fair ex- 
changes. To the people of the Dominion, also, a union with the 
United States would be advantageous in the highest degree. 
They would awake to find themselves wealthy and prosperous 
beyond all present possibilities. 

o the dreamers of a great northern empire, the lovers of polit- 
ical power for its own sake, to the Tory piriy of Canada, annex- 
ation means annihilation. To them in their extremity the Wil- 
son bill comes as it comes to every foreign nation—bringing 
joyin the prospect of larger markets and greater profits, while 
to oni an people its portion is smaller wages and restricted 
activ k 

Our civilization has reached the point at which that man may 
be counted happy who is suro of . and ade- 
guate pay. The exceptionally strong make their own way 


to the front; but society estimates its distance from the brute 
creation by the measure of its success in overcoming the law of 
the survival of the fittest. It may be a question as to how far 
this Government or any government should go in legislating 
to furnish work for its citizens; but there should be no question 
thut to close up the avenues of employment already created is 
vicious legislation. 5 

Thirty years of hard labor has made Michigan the leader 
among the States in the 5 of iron ore, lumber, and 
salt; for ten years her yield per acre of wheat, oats, corn, bar- 
ley, buckwheat, and hay has been unsurpassed; in the produc- 
tion of wool she stands fourth, and in vessel tonnage she is sur- 
passed only by New York State, with her combined ocean and 
lake traffic. Each and every one of these industries—with oth- 
ers equally important although perhaps less conspicuous—is 
threatened bythe Wilson bill. As the result of a popular wave 
that has already receded the people of Michigan are to be left 
stranded amid the wreck of their industries. Is itstrange then 
that from every part of the State, and from Democrats as well 
as Republicans, comes the demand to defeat the Wilson bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have agreed, with the consent 
the e; to yield the floor to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 

OLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
thirty-five minutes, 

Mr. QUAY lat 5 o'clock p. m.). Mr. President 

Mr. DOLPH. I will be through on this point in a moment. 

Mr. QUAY. Does the Senator from Oregon desire to con- 
clude it this evening? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to finish my statement of the 
census figures. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is 5 o'clock. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; I will yield at this time and retain 
the floor for to-morrow. 

[Mr. DoLPH’s speech will bo published entire after it shall 
have been concluded.] 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


(Nr. GRAY. I desire to give notice of a motion to amend the 
rules of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The notice will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Thereby give notice that I shall move to amend the standing rules of the 
Senate, by adding as an additional paragraph to Rule XIX the following: 

“4. No Senator shall read a speech, nor shall he from any book or 
paper except it may be to quote an authority or illus a point or argu- 
ment which he is making, without unanimous consent." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ed amendment of the 
rules will be referred to the Committee on Rules. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River in the city of Pitisburg, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fourteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Saturday, April 21, 1894, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 20, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut. James Lockett, adjutant Fourth Cavalry, to be 
captain, April 14, 1891, vice Wo d, Fourth Cavalry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Thomas H. Slavens, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, April 15, 1894, vice Hodgson, Sixth Cavalry, ap- 
pointed assistant quartermaster. 

To rank from February 27, 1890: 

To be brigadier-general by brevet. 

Maj. Edwin C. Mason, Twenty-first Infantry, brevet colonel 
United States Army now colonel Third Infantry), for gallant 
and meritorious service in action against Indians in the Lava 
Beds, California, April 17,1873, and for gallant service in action 
ag inst Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12. 1877. 

Lieut. Col. William B. Royal, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel 
United States Army (now colonel retired), for gallant service in 
action against Indians on Rosebud Cresk, Montana, on June 17, 
1876. : 


* 


Mountain. 


1894. 


Capt. Guy V. Henry, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Seventh Cavalry), for gal- 
lant and meritorious service in action against In on Rose- 
bud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876, where he was severely 
wounded, 

Maj. Andrew W. Evans, Third Cavalry, brevetcolonel United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 


1882. 

Maj. John Green, First Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel 
United States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for gal- 
lant service in action against Indians in the Lava Beds, Califor- 
nia, January 17, 1573, and for conspicuous gallantry in the sev- 
eral actions during the Modoc war. 

Maj. Lewis Merrill, Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired) for gallant service 
13 action against Indians at Canon Creek, Montana, September 

1877. 

Capt. Frederick W. Benteen, Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel 
United States Army (now major retired), for gallant service in 
action against Indians on the Little Big Horn, Montana, June 
25 and 286, 1876, and in action against Indians at Canon Creek, 
Montana, September 13, 1877. 


To be colonel by brevet. 


Maj. Charles E. Compton, Sixth Cavalry, brevet lieutenant- 
colonel United States Army (now colonel Fourth Cavalry), for 
distinguished service in leuding a cavalry battalion in a gallant 
and succes-ful charge in action against Indians on the Red 
River, Texas, August 30, 1874. 

Opt. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel 
United Stat s Army (now colonel Third Cavalry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Slim Buttes, Dakota, Sep- 
tember 9, 1576. 

Maj. John Green, First Cavalry, brevet Leutenant-colonel 
United States Army (now lieutenant colonel retired), for gallant 
peter as pati against Indians at Mount Turnbull, Arizona, 

Capt. Marcus P. Miller, Fourth Artillery, brevet lieutenant- 
colonel United States Army (now maor Fifth Artillery), for 

lant and meritorious service in action against Indians in the 

va Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and for special gallantry 
and military ability in action against Indians at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, brevet major 
United States Army (now major Fourth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Ind near Pinal, Ariz.. March 8, 
1874, and for distinguished services during the campaign against 
Indians in Arizona in 1874. 


To be lieutenant-colonel by brevet. 


Maj. George M. Sternberg, surgeon (now brigadier-general, 
n-General), for gallant service in the performance of his 
essionul duty under fire, in action against Indians, at the 

earwater, Idaho, July 12, 1877. 

Capt. David S. Gordon, Second Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now colonel Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
aotionagainst Indians at Miner's Delight, Wy ing, May 4, 1870. 

Capt. George M. Brayton, Eighth Infantry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now colonel retired), for gallant servicein 
actions against In s in Arizona, June 25, 1875, July 4, 1875, 
January 10, 1877, January 21, 1877, and January 30, 1877. 

Capt. James S. Casey, Fifth Infantry, brevet ma‘or, United 
States Army (now lieutenant colonel First Infantry), for con- 
spicuous tryin leading his command ina successful charge 
against a superior number of Indians, strongly posted, at Wolf 
ontana, Janvary 8, 1877. 

Capt. Richard Comba, Seventh Infantry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now lieutenant colonel Twelfth Infantry), for gal- 
lant service in actions against Indians at the Big Hole, Mon- 
tana, August 9, 1877. 

Capt. John M. Bacon, Ninth Cavalry, brevet major United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel First Cavalry), for gallant 
service in the actions against Indians on the Rio Pecos, Texas, 
June 7, 1869, and near the headwaters of the Salt Fork of the 
Brazos River, Texas, October 23 and 23, 1869. 

Capt.Curwen B. McLellan, Sixth Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army now lieuten :nt-colonel retired), for gallant service 
in action against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New 
Mexico, April 7, 1830, and in action against Indians near Red 
River. In lim Territory, August 30, 1874. 

Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now major Fourth Infantry), for gallant 
service in actions against Indiansat Turret Mountain, Arizona, 
March 27, 1873, and at Diamond Butte, Arizona, April 22, 1873. 

Capt. John A. Kress, Ordnance Department, brevet major 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


N 


3903 


United States Army (now major Ordnance Department), for gal- 


lant service in action against Indians on the Columbia- River, 
Oregon, July 8, 1878. 

Capt. Adna R. Chaffee, Sixth Cavalry, brevet major United 
States Army (now major Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
leading a cavalry charge over rough and precipitous bluffs held 
by Indians on the Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874, and for 
gallant service in action against Indians at the Big Dry Wash, 
Arizona, July 17, 18082. 

Capt. James Jackson, First Cavalry, brevet major United 
States Army (now major Second Cavalry), for gallant and meri- 
torious service in action against Indians during the Modoc war, 
especially in the action on Lost River, Oregon, November 29, 
1572, and for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Clearwater, Idaho, July 12, 1877. 7 

Capt. Wirt Davis, Fourth Cavalry, brevet major United States 
Army (now major Fifth Cavalry) for gallant service in action 
against Indians on the North Fork of Red River, Texas, Sep- 
tember 29, 1872, and in action against Indians in the Big Horn 
Mountains, Montana, November 2), 1876. 

First Lieut. John B. Babcock, Fifth Cavalry, brevet major 
United States Army (now major and assistant adjutint-general), 
for gallant service in actions against Indians at Tonto Creek, 
8 June 16, 1873, and at Four Peaks, Arizona, January 
16, 1874. 

Maj. Alfred E. Latimer, Fourth Cavalry (now major retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians on the North Fork 
of Red River, Texas, September 20, 1872. 

Capt. Tullius C. Tupper, Sixth . major, United 
States Army (now ma or retired), for ga t service in success- 
fully leading a cavalry charge against Indians in the action on 
Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874. and for ga lant service in ac- 
tion against Indians at the Las Animas-Mountains, New Mex- 
ico, April 28, 1882. 4 

Capt. Wyllys Lyman, Fifth Infantry, brevet ma‘or, United 
States Army (now ma‘or retired), for gallant service in the ac- 
tions against Indians on the Uppér Washita River, Texas, Sep- 
tember 9, 10, and 11, 1874. 

Capt. James M. Bell, Seventh Cavalry, brevet major, United 
Stat s Army, for gallant service in action against Indians at 
Canon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

First Lieut. Allan H. Jackson, Seventh Infantry, brevetmajor, 
United States Army ‘now captain, Seventh Infantry), for gal- 
lant service in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, 
August 9, 1877. 

First Lieut. Charles C. Cresson, First Cavalry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now first lieutenant, retired), for t 
and meritorious service in action against Indians at the Lava 
Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and for ant service in action 
against Indians at Camas Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 


To be major by brevet. 


Capt. Henry C. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery (now major 
Fourth Artillery), for gallant service in action against Indians 
at Sorass Lake. California, May 10, 1873. 

Capt. Simon Snyder, Fifth Infantry (now colonel Nineteenth 
Infantry), for gallant service in action against Indians at Bear 
Paw Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877. 

Capt. Evan Miles, Twenty-first Infantry (now lieutenant-col- 
onel Twentieth Infantry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877, and against 
Indians at the Umatilla Agency, Oregon, ay 13, 1878. 

Capt. Edmond Butler, Fifth infantry (now lieutenant-colonel, 
retired), for conspicuous gallantry in leading his command ina 
successful charge against a superior number of Indians, strongly 
posted, at Wolf Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

Capt. Henry McElderry, assistant surgeon nom major, sur- 
geon), for gallant service in action against Indians at the Lava 
Beds, California, Januury 17, 1873, and for meritorious services 
in action against Indians near the Double Mountain Fork of the 
Brazos River, Texas, May 7, 1869. 

Capt. Thomas McGregor, First Cavalry (now major Second 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Santa Maria Mountains, Arizona, May 6, 1873. 

Capt. Henry Carroll, Ninth Cavalry (now major First Cav- 
alry), for gallant service in action against Indians on the Main 
Fork of the Brazos River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and against 
Indians in the San Andreas Mountiins, New Mexico, April 7, 
18 0, where he was severely wounded. 

Capt. William A. Rafferty, Sixth Cavalry {now major Second 
Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians on the 
Little Wichita River, Texas, Octobar 5, 1870, and in the Hatchet 
Mountains, New Mexico, April 28, 1882. 

Capt. Emil Adam, Fiith Cavalry (now major, retired), for gal 
lant service in action against Indians at Muchos Canons, 
zona, September 25, 1872. 
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Capt. Myles Moylan, Seventh SAVANT NON major, retired), 
for gallant service in action against Ind at Bear Paw Moun- 
tain, Montana, September 30, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Camillo C. C. Carr, First Cavalry (now major Eighth 
Cavalry), for gallant.service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 

Capt. Ezra P. Ewers, Fifth Infantry (now major Ninth In- 
fantry), for gallant service in action against Indians under Crazy 
Horse on the Tongue River, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

Capt. James N. Wheelan, Second Cavalry now major Eighth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians on the 
Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877. : 

Capt. Adam Kramer, Sixth Cavalry (now major Sixth Cav- 
alry), for pans service in actions against Indians at Ash 
Creek, cpa wes May 6, 1880, and at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, 
July 17, 1882. 

Capt. Robert H. Montgomery, Fifth Cavalry (now major, re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Muchos 
Canons, Arizona, September 25, 1372, and in a scout made by 
him through Tonto in, Arizona, during the months of No- 
vember and December, 1874. 

Capt. Charles W. Miner, Twenty-second paman, for gallant 
eres in action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, Oc- 
tober 15 and 16, 1876. 7 

First Lieut. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for a gallant and successful attack on Sitting 
Bull s camp of Indians on Big Dry River, Montana, December 
18, 1876, and for conspicuous gallantryin action against Indians 
at Wolf Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

First Lieut. John G. Bourke, Third Cavalry (now captain 
Third Cavalry) for gallantry in an attack on Indians on Powder 
River, Montana, March 17, 1876, and in action against Indians 
on Rosebud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

First Lieut. John L. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry (now cap- 
tain Twenty-fourth Infantry), for gallant service in action 

t Indians near Saragossa, Mex., July 30,1876, and in ac- 
tion against Indians in the Burro Mountains, Mexico, May 3, 1881. 

Capt. James M. J. Sanno, Seventh Infantry, for gallant service 

me action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 
7 


Capt. Alexander B. MacGowan, Twelfth Infantry, for gallant 
service t Indians in their attack on Fort Apache, Ariz., 
September 1, 1881. 

Capt. Charles Porter, Eighth Infantry, for gallant service in 
actions against Indians in Arizona, August 15, 1876, October 4, 
1876, and January 7, 1878, and in action against Indians in Ari- 
zona, April 3, 1878. 

Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indiansat Spring Creek, Montana, October 
15 and 16, 1876. 

Capt. Constant Williams, Seventh Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action inst Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 
9, 1877, where he was twice wounded. 

Capt. Stephen P. Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, for conspic- 
uous gallantry in action against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, 
July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Henry J. Nowlan, Seventh Cavalry, for gallant service 
in <a against Indians at Canon Creek, Montana, September 
13, 1877. 

Capt. Edward S. Godfrey, Seventh Cavalry, for gallant service 
in action against Indians at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, Sep- 
tember 30, 1877, where he was wounded. 

Capt. Charles A. Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 
9, 1877, where he was three times wounded. 

First Lieut. Mason Carter, Fifth Infantry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (now captain Fifth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Indiansat Bear Paw Mountain, Mon- 
tana, September 30, 1877. 

Capt. Charles A. P. Hatfield, Fourth Cavalry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians in the attack on Geronimo’s camp, 
in the Santa Cruz Mountains, in Mexico, May 16, 1886. 

First Lieut. Henry Romeyn, Fifth Infantry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (now captain Fifth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at their village in Bear Paw 
Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Stephen G. Whipple, First Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at the Clear- 
water. Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Alfred B. Taylor, Fifth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at the Caves, Ari- 
zona, December 28, 1872. 

Capt. Robert Pollock, Twenty-first Infantry (now captain re- 
tired), for marked bravery and t service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 11.7. 


Capt. Charles Bendire, First Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallantservice in action against the Indians at Canyon Creek, 
Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Capt. Eugene A. Bancroft, Fourth Artillery (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in actions against Indians at Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Randolph Norwood, Second Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired, for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877, and for gallantry in action 
against Indians on the Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Capt, Lemuel A. Abbott, Sixth Cavalry (now captain, retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at Big Dry Wash, 
Arizona, July 17, 1882. 

Second Lieut. Edmund R. P. Shurly, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
brevet captain, United States Army (now first lieutenant, re- 
tired), for gallant service in the successful defense of a Govern- 
ment supply train against a large force of Indians, near Goose 
Creek, Dakota, November 4, 1867, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Arthur Morris, Fourth Artillery (since deceased), for 
gallant service in actions against Indians at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. Patrick Cusack, Ninth Cavalry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (since deceased), for gallant service in ac- 
tion against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New Mex- 
ico, April 7, 1880. 

To be captain by brevet. 


First Lieut. Charles P. Eagan, Twelth Infantry (now major, 
commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in action against 
Indians in the Lava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, where he 
was wounded. - 

First Lieut. Charles F. Humphrey, Fourth Artillery (now 
major, quartermaster), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11,1877. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Woodruff, Seventh Infantry (now 
major, commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877, where 
he was three times wounded. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in actions against Indianson 
the Salt Fork of the Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874, and on 
McLellan’s Creek, Texas, November 8, 1874. 

First Lieut. William Conway, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain, Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
1 rend Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 

10. 

First Lieut. William A. Thompson, Fourth Cavalry (now cap- 
tain Fourth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against In- 
dians in the cañon near Red River. Texas, September 27 and 28, 
1874, and at Las Lagunas Quatro, Texas, November 5, 1874. 

First Lieut. Joshua W. Jacobs, Seventh Infantry now captain 
and assistant quartermaster), for gallant and meritorious serv- 
ices in reconnoissance and action against Indians at the Big 
Hole, Montana, August 8 and 9, 1877. 

Secoud Lieut. John G. Bourke, Third Cavalry (now captain, 
Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
the Caves, Arizona, December 28, 1872, and in the campaign 
against Indians in Arizona, April, 1873. 

First Lieut. Hiram H. Ketchum, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians near the mouthof the Big Horn River, Montana, 
August 11, 1873. 

First Lieut. Abram E. Wood, Fourth Cavalry (since deceased), 
for gallant service in actions agona Indians at Sand Creek, 
Kans., September 21, 1878, and at Punished Women s Fork, Kans., 
September 27, 1878. 4 

First Lieut. Eugene D. Dimmick, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the Black Range Mountains, New Mexico, September 23, 1879. 

First Lieut. Earl D. Thomas, Fifth Cavalry (now captain, Fifth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at The 
Caves, Arizona, December 28, 1872, and for distinguished serv- 
ices in the campaign against Indians in Arizona, April, 1874. 

First Lieut. Martin B. Hughes, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

First Lieut. Henry W. Sprole, Eighth Cavalry (now captain 
Eighth Cavalry), for gallant service in the pursuit of Indians 
on the Washita River, Texas, October 14 and 15, 1874, and in 
the action against Indians on Muster Creek, Texas, November 
29, 1874. 

First Lieut. William C. Manning, Twenty-third Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-third Infantry), for gallant service in action 

ust Indians at Mazatzal Mountains, Arizona, December 13, 
1872. 
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First Lieut. John L. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry (now cap- 

tain Twenty-fourth Infantry), for t service in actions 

t Indians at Remolina, Mexico, May 18, 1873, and on the 
Pecos River, Texas, April 26, 1875. 

First Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallantry in action against Indians in the Big 
Horn Mountains, Montana, November 25, 1876. 

First Lieut. Benjamin C. Lockwood, Twenty-second Infantry 
(now captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in 
action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 
16, 1876. - 

First Lieut. William F. Stewart, Fourth Artillery (now cap- 
tain Fourth Artillery), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. Peter Boehm, Fourth Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians on the Brazos 
River, Texas, October 28 and 29, 1869; for special gallantry in 
action on the same river, October 10, 1871, and for gallant con- 
duct in action against Indianson the Red River, Texas, Septem- 
ber 29, 1872. 

First Lieut. John Lafferty, Eighth Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in actions against Indians in the Black 
Slate Mountains, Nevada, February 15, 1367, and in the Chiric- 
ahua Pass, Arizona, October 20, 1869, where he was severely 
wounded. 

First Lieut. Robert McDonald, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
retired), for conspicuous gallantry in leading his command in a 
successful charge against Indians, strongly posted, at Wolf 
Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

First Lieut. James H. Spencer, Thirtieth Infantry (now cap- 
tain retired), for gallant service in action against Indians near 
Fort Fred Steele, Wyo., March 22, 1869. 

First Lieut. Byron Dawson, Ninth Cavalry (now captian re- 
tired), for gallant service in the actions against Indians on the 
Rio Pecos, Texas, June 7, 1869, and on the Brazos River, Texas, 
October 23 and 29, 1869. 

First Lieut. Charles King, Fifth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant and distinguished sarvice in action against Indians 
near Diamond Butte, Arizona, May 21, 1874. 

First Lieut. Max Wesendorff, First Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Squaw 
Peak, Arizona, September 30, 1872. 

First Lieut. Gilbert E. Overton, Sixth Cavalry (now captain 
retired), for gallant service in leading a cavalry charge in the 
1 against Indians on MeLellans Creek, Texas, November 8, 

874. 

First Lieut. Henry M. Benson, Seventh Infantry (now captain 

retired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
»Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

First Lieut. John Conline, Ninth Cavalry (now captain retired); 
for gallant service in action against Indians in the San Andreas 
Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. ' 

First. Lieut. Oskaloosa M. Smith, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain and commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in 
action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 
and 16, 1876. 

First Lieut. Peter LONT IEn Fourth Artillery (now captain 
Fourth Artillery), for gal t and meritorious service in actions 

Bass Indians in the Lava Beds, California, April 15 and 16, 
1873. ; 

First Lieut. Abiel L. Smith, Fourth Cavalry (now captain and 
commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in the campaign 
against Geronimo's band of Indians in Sonora, Mexico, from July 
to September, 1886. 

First Lieut. Sydney W. Taylor, Fourth Artillery (now captain 
Fourth Artillery),for gallant and meritorious conductin actions 
against Indians during the Modoc War of 1873. 

First Lieut. James W. Watson, Tenth Cavalry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Apache Indians, near Salt River, Arizona, 
March 7, 1890. 

First Lieut. Granville Lewis, Fifth Infantry (now first lieuten- 
ant, retired), for genant service in action against Indians on the 
Upper Washita River, Texas, September 9, 1874, where he was 
severely wounded. 

First Lieut. George Albee, Forty-first Infantry (now ñrst lieu- 
tenant, retired), for gallant service in the actions against Indians 
on the Brazos River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and Cstober 2 
and 29, 1869. 

First Lieut. Robert H. Fletcher, Twenty-first Infantry {uow 
first lieutenant, retired), for gallant service in actions against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. and at 
Canon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Bacon De Lany, Ninth Infantry, brevet first 
lieutenant, United States Army (since deceased), for gailant 
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service in action against Indians in the Big Horn Mountains, 
Montana, November 25, 1876. 

First Lieut. John W. Wilkinson, Seventh Cavalry (since de- 
ceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at Canyon 
Creek, Montana. September 13, 1877. 

To be first lieutenant by brevet. 

Second Lieut. Charles Morton, Third Cavalry (now captain 
Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the Tonto country, Arizona, June 5, 1871. 

Second Lieut. Earl D. Thomas, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 8 
near Fort McPherson, Nebraska, June 8. 1870. 

Second Lieut. Frazier A. Boutelle, First Cavalry (now cap- 
tain First Cavalry), for gallantry in action against Indians at 
Lost River, Oregon, November 29, 1872, and for conspicuous gal- 
lantry and meritorious conduct during the whole Modoc War. 

Second Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians, at 
Muchos Canyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872; on Lost River, 
Arizona, June 26, 1873; at Salt River, Arizona, April 28, 1874, 
and in the Red Rock country, Arizona, May 14, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Frank West, Sixth Cavalry (now captain Sixth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians on the 
Washita River, Texas, September 9, 10, and 11, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Peter S. Bomus, First Cavalry (now captain 
First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
the Mazatzal Mountains, Arizona, December 13, 1872. 

Second Lieut. Francis Michler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians 
at Muchos Canyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872, and at the head 
of Tonto Creek, Arizona, January 22, 1873. 

Second Lieut, John T. Van Orsdale, Seventh Infantry (now 
captain Seventh Infantry), for lant service in action against 
Indians at Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Edward J. McClernand, Second Cavalry (now 
captain Second Cavalry), for gallantry in the pursuit of Indians 
and in action against them in the Bear Paw Mountains, Mon- 
tana, September 30, 1877. 

Second Lieut. William H. Miller, First Cavalry (now captain 
and assistant quartermaster), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Lava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and 
for gallant and meritorious conduct during the Modoc war. 

Second Lieut. Charles A. Williams, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-first Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11, 1877, where 
he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Henry H. Wright, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians in 
Florida Mountains, New Mexico, January 24, 1877; in the Sac- 
ramento Mountains, New Mexico, July 29, 1878, and in the 
Miembres Mountains, New Mexico, May 29, 1879. 

Second Lieut. John F. Guilfoyle, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians at 
White Sands, New Mexico, July 19, 1881; in the San Andreas 
Mountains, New Mexico, July 25, 1881, and at Monica Springs, 
New Mexico, August 3, 1881. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Woodruff, Fifth Infantry (now cap- 
tain Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Heyl, Twenty-third Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-third Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians on the south side of the Verde River, Arizona, 
May 24. 1874, and for gallantry in action against Indians near 
Grace Creek, Nebraska, April 28, 1876. 

Second Lieut. William H. Kell, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 
1876. 

Second Lieut. Ezra B. Fuller, Seventh Cavalry (now captain 
Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 
at Cannon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Hobart K. Bailey, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in action against Indians on 
McLellan’s Creek, Texas, November 8, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Taylor, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

Second Lieut. Francis E. Eltonheid, Twenty-first Infantry 
(now captain Twenty-first Infantry), for distinguished service 
and conspicuous gallantry in action against Indians at the Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Alfred C. Sharpe, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 

| 1 1 0 Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 
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Second Lieut. Frederick W. Sibley, Second Cavalry (now cap- 
tain Second Cay: ), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians on the Little Horn River, Montana, July 7, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Al M. Fuller, Second Cavalry (now captain 
Second Cavalry), for gallant service in action t Indians on 
the Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877, where he was wounded. 


Second Lieut. Edward E. Hardin, Seventh Infantry (now first 


lieutenant Seventh Infantry), for gallant service action 
t Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. James D. Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry (now 
first lieutenant Seventeenth Infantry), for gallant service in 
action 8 Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 
16, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Herbert J. Slocum, Seventh Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant Seventh Cavalry), for gallantservice in action against 
Indians at Canyon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Augustus P. Blockson, Sixth Cav: (now first 
lieutenant Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Ash Creek, Arizona, May 7, 1880. 

Second Lieut. George L. Converse, jr., Third Cavalry (now 
first lieutenant Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882, where 
he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Stephen C. Mills, Twelfth Infantry (now first 
lieutenant Twelfth Infantry), for gailant service in actions 
against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, 
April 7, 1880, and in the Las Animas Mountains, New Mexico, 


April 28, 1882. 
cond Lieut. George H. Morgan, Third Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant Third Cav: ant service in action against 


), for 
Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882, where he was 
severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. William C. Brown, First Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at pig Creek, Idaho, August 19, 1879, and in the recon- 
noissances of August 17 and September 25, 1879. 

Second Lieut. Louis H. Orleman, Tenth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallant service in actions against In- 
dians at Beaver Creek, Kansas, October 18, 1858, and at the 
Wichita Agency, Ind. T., August 22, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Carter, Fourth Cavalry (now first lieu- 
tenant retired), for specially gallant conduct in action against 
Indians on the Brazos River, Texas, October 10, 1871. 

Second Lieut. Charles Braden, Seventh Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallant and meritorious services in action 
against Indians on the Big Horn River, Montana, August 11, 
1873, where he was severely wounded. f 

Second Lieut. Robert H. Young, Fourth Infantry (now first 
lieutenant retiređ) for 7 —— service in action against Indians 
near Fort Fred Steele, Wyo., March 22, 1869. 

Second Lieut. Bainbridge Reynolds, Third Cavalry (now out 
of service), for gallant sorvice in action against Indians at the 
Rosebud, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Edward W. Casey, Twenty-second Infantry (since 
deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians on Muddy 
Creek, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Francis Woodbridge, Seventh Infantry (since 
deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Edward S. Farrow, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
out of service), for gallant service in actions against Indians at 
Big Creek, Idaho, August 19, 1879, and at Big Meadows, Idaho, 
October 8, 1879. 3 

Second Lieut. Powhatan H. Clarke, Tenth Cavalry (sirce de- 
ceased), for gallant service in actions against Indians near Salt 
River, Ariz., March 7, 1890, and in the Penito Mountains, Mex- 
ico, May 3, 1886. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. P. D. Lochridge, Second Cavalry, to be firs 
lieutenant. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. - 
M. A. Frawley, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Burlington, in the State of Iowa. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Emil Olund, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 
James O'Neal, of Illinois, to be supervising inspector of steam 
vessels for the Fourth district, 


POSTMASTERS. 

George H. Moody, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Champaign and State of Ohio. 

Oscar N. Marihugh, to be 5 at Middleport, in the 
pe of Meigs and State of Ohio. 

William T. Haviland,to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in the 
county of Logan and State of Ohio. 

John L. Davis, to be postmaster at Shawnee,in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio. 

O. L. Russell, to be postmaster at Mount Gilead, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio. 

Ulrich B. Newman, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Highland and State of Ohio. 

John W. Morrow, to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio. 

Benjamin F. Wintersteen, to be postmaster at Akron, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Iowa. 

George R. Howard, to be postmaster at Neola, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 

James Trotter,to be postmaster at Stoubenville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

Edward C. Holt, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the county 
of Jones and State of Iowa. 

William W. Smith, to ba postmaster at Leipsig, in the county 
of Putnam and State of Ohio. ; 

George T. Roof, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and Stato of Ohio. 

John H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio. z 

John W. Alsop, to bə postmaster at Galion, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio. 

Charles H. Scott, to be postmasterat Farmington, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa. 

John Lynch, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Union and State of Indiana, 

John M. Higgs, to be postmaster at Connersville, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Indiana. 

G. Frew Pollock, to bs postmastor at Cardington, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio. 

Thomas J. Francisco, to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in 
the county of Summit and State of Ohio. 

John I. Hoover, to bs postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana. 

Henry Roeser, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
Washington and State of Ohio. . 

William E. Burch, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in. the 
county of Pulaski and State of Georgia. 

Edward Finn, to be postmaster at West Winsted, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, © 

Pratt K. Mapel, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio. 

Albert G. Ahlefeld, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Ohio. 

Alvah Raymond, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Gardner W. Pearson, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county 
of Middiesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Patrick H. Murphy, tobe postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Ashland and State of Ohio. 

Mulford M. Scudder, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the 
county of Union and State of New Jersey. 

John E. Yates, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of 
Daviess and State of Missouri. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 20, 1894. 
: POSTMASTER. 
Isaaco B. Williams, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 20, 1894. 

The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SAMUEL COFFMAN, DECEASED, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findin 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Samuel Coffman, pores i 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

STEEL BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. LOUIS RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5978) to 

authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
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River, between tho States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, with 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
‘in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read and agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1860) to au- 
thorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept 
a gold medal from the Academy of Science of France; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and 

Senate joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollment of 
Thomas R: Proctorin the Navy of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. MERCER obtained leave of absence 
for Friday evening session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration—— : 

Mr. BURROWS. Before that is done, the gentleman will yield 
to me a moment. 

The day before yesterday I called the attention of the House 
to what L conceived to be a violation of the rules of the House 
and its uniform practice on the part of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER|. It was then laid over, on account of his 
absence, I was hoping yesterday that he would so explain the 
matter to the House that it would be satisfactory and no further 
action would be necessary. I notice the gentleman is in his seat 
this morning, and ibly he can give such explanation as will 
be satisfactory to the House and will require nofurther action. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there is no mem- 
ber of this House who has a higher appreciation than myself for 
the importance of observing and exacting the strictest compli- 
ance with every rule of this body and every rule of parliament- 
arylaw. During a momentaryabsence from my seat on Wednes- 
day morning I learn that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BURROWS] seized an opportunity to criticise what he chose to 
term an infraction of the rules of the House, and it was not until 
his attention was publicly called to the fact that I was not in my 
seat that the gentleman announced he would delay proceedings 
until my arrival. I was in my seat during a great part of the 
day, of which fact the gentleman was well aware, but he failed 
to renew the attack. 

Lagain hoped he would bring tho matter up yesterday morn- 
ing. I was in my seat ready for it, aud the gentleman did not 

0 80. 

I will begin by saying that it comes with very bad grace from 
a gentleman who for six weeks has been leading a revolution—— 

Mr. REED. A successful one. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). Yes, a revolution 
against the rules of this House, with his hands, I might say, if 
it were parliamentary, red with the blood of murdered parlia- 
mentary rules and parliamentary procedure. [Laughter and ap- 

lause.] I am not surprised that the gentleman is unable to 
eny that the courso pursued by him and his colleagues was 
revolutionary. 

It ill becomes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
to criticises any member of this House for an infraction of its 
rules. Most certainly it does not become him when the infrac- 
tion complained of could by no possibility harm anyone. For 
more than a month the gentleman from Michigan has been 
guilty of flagrant, uncalled-for, and, were it not of doubtful 
parliamentary propriety, I might use the strongest possible lan- 
guage to characterize his violations of the rules of the House, 
repeating, as he has, these violations many times for many weeks. 

he gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], I see by the RECORD, 
also arose to criticise my absence from my seat during a single 
moment of the sittings of this body. It does not come with 
‘ood | ase from him and his brother from Michigan, who have 
n leading in this destruction—I might say assassination—of 
parliamentary hours and days during the last six weeks or two 
months, men who knew that the country was demanding legis- 
Levene e ieee necessary to relieve the millionsof suffering 
people. 

These gentlemen haye peen the leaders of the most uncalled- 
for and revolutionary transgression of rules that has eyer been 
committed by members of Congress since the organization of 
our Government, and this has been done with a full knowledge 
that the people are suffering and ng to Congress for relief. 
Elected to enact legislation essential to the welfare of the : 
ple, they have done everything in their powor to stop legisla- 

n. 


In reply to the ple’s appeal for action, they insult and mock 
them by doing ail they can to prevent action; tage could not ac- 
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complish this purpose lawfully, they have therefore endeavored. 
to thwart the wishes and deny the 8 of the people in an 
unlawful manner, and now, with 2 ly a hundred violations: 
of the rules staring them in the face, they have the effrontery 
to stand up in this House to criticise a member who, from the 
beginning of this session, has been constant, faithful, and earnest 
in discharging every duty imposed upon him: and in executing 
every trust confided to his hands. The gontleman from Michi- 


gan and his colleague; Mr. REED, are the last members of this 


House who should have risen to criticise fellow-members and 
talk about infraction of the rules. 

Where I have transgressed a rule once, these gentlemen have 
committed the offense a hundred times. I am a firm believer in 
the propriety of complying with the rules of the House, but I 
should like to ask the gentlemen why they do not call attention 
to the violation of rules which are constantly under their obser-- 
vation? Itis a violation of the rules for members to smoke on 
the floor of the House; yet on yesterday several Republicans 
were smoking in the immediate presence of the gentleman from 
Michigan and the gentleman from Maine, and they made no at- 
tempt to correct it, and that offense is now being committed and 
has been repeated nearly every day of the session. This dis- 
tinguished gentleman, Mr. REED, in violation of rules, loitered 


around the clerks while they were calling the roll afew days- 


ago, and yet the gentleman from Michigan seemed to rather 
approve his action. 

The revolutionary violation of the rules of the House led b 
these gentlemen has: stopped legislation for many weeks, a 
cost the Government more than $1,000,000 in cash, and cost the 
people many millions. So far was the revolution carried, that 
when a day was set apart for solemn eulogies upon the life and 
character of Senator Gibson, our late very distinguished col- 
league, Mr. REED and Mr. BURROWS, unawed by the solemnity 
of the occasion, filibustered and compelled the day to be lost, 
and the solemn ceremonies did not take place. 

These are thé men who come here to criticise a member who, 
I may say, possibly more than anyone else, has regarded and ob- 
served the rules of this body. Theinfraction which the gentle- 
man referred to was simply extending remarks in the RECORD, 
a practice which has been in vogue ever since both of those 
gentlemen have been members of this House. It is true that 
where members desire to extend their remarks to any consid- 
erable extent permission is asked and almost universally 
granted. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to repeat, I am in favor of 
the closest observance of every rule of this House. The House 
has been altogether too lenient in the matter of enforcing rules, 
and we have too frequently allowed them to be infringed. 

Lam delighted to see this newly awakened anxiety upon this 


ed pane subject: by the gentlemen from Maine and Michigan, 
a 


to show to the House my sincerity in this matter, I desire to 
say that it I have infringed any rule, even in the slightest de- 
gree, I stand here ready to accept any censure that this House 
may regard proper. The remarks which I extended were writ- 
ten immediately after the discussion which took place on that 
day. left the Hall and went to my room and wrote out the re- 
marks which I regarded as proper to be made upon the question 
of adopting the rule. I will admit that I ought to have come 
here and ascertained that permission had been granted, or asked 
it myself. I will further say that it was my intention when I 
left the Hall to write out my remarks, to come here toward the 
close of the session and ask permission to extend them. I com- 
menced upon them, and wrote the ideas which were in my mind, 
and which I intended to utter in this House if proper time had 
been given us for the discussion, and, as is usually the case, the 
ideas expressed on the floor, when elaborated occupied more 
space, and to these I added quotations from the Constitutional 
Convention, the Revised Statutes, the decision of the Supreme 
Court, and Hamilton’s remarks in the New York convention, 
all of which took up the space as stated by the gentleman from 
Michigan, and upon FKA he bases his complaint. I think I 
am justified in the statement that it has been a universal custom 
for members to illustrate theirremarks by appropriate extracts 
and citations, which are not read upon the floor, but are incor- 
porated in the speech to substantiate what it contains. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ do not know that I should say anything 
further upon this subject. Iadmit that [extended the remarks 
alittle more thanI intended. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Speaker, 
it has been a rule in this House to allow this courtesy to mem- 
bers ever since there has been a Congress, and I do not think 
there is a member of this body who has not availed himself of 
this privilege of revision. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion we 


cannot hear. Iwant to hear what the gentleman from Alabama 
admitted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And it was ore, in compli- 
ance with this rule that that which is complai 


of occurred. 


— NS —— — — ! ~ 
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, - Now, to illustrate the extent to which it has been carried, I saw 


some correspondence a few years ago, by some of the oldest citi- 
zens of W. gton, to the effect that the greatspeech delivered 
Daniel Webster in the Hayne debate was retained from the 
obe thirty days, and when it appeared it was entirely different 
from the speech as delivered in the Senate. 

No one will question but that all members have availed them- 
selves of the privilege of revising their remarks, striking out 
all expressions that may be objected to, any expressions which 
in heat of debate might reflect upon a member; and I want to 
say here that during my career in this House I have never on a 
single occasion uttered one word that was not of the kindest 
character in referring to any member in this body. I have 
not been one of those who stand here to criticise my fellow- 
members, I have not been one of those who stand here and im- 
pede legislation or prevent my fellow-members from obtaining 
consideration of measures they think important. I have tried 
to stand here as an American citizen, sent here by an honest, 
brave, honorable, and intelligent constituency, todo my duty to 
my 7 8 to my God, and to my country [applause], and to up- 
hold the banner and the principles of the party of which I am 
proud to be a member. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the remarks 
which appeared in the RECORD may stand, and that I may bave 
permission to print them the same as if permission had been 
given before the RECORD was published. 

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the gentleman to ask 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks of this morning? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; I did not. I simply 
asked unanimous consent that the remarks—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to say a word. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That the remarks which ap- 
peared in the RECORD may stand the same as if permission had 

n granted before the publication. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Alabama suggested 
that I called thismatter up in his absence, with a view of taking 
advantage of that fact. I intended to secure an advantage 
over the gentleman from Alabama I would certainly always wait 
for his presence. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I waited 
yesterday, hoping that he would call the attention of the House to 
the matter; and, as he did not do that, I felt constrained to di- 
rect the attention of the House to it this morning, that the 
House may take such action as it sees fit. 

Now, in this case it seems to me that there is no question 
about the violation of the rule, a most Speroni violation, because 
it will be observed on page 46630f the daily RECORD that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], having the matter in 
charge, asked unanimous consent that gentlemen making re- 
marks upon the subject might be permitted to extend them in 
the RECORD, whereupon the 8 from Maine [Mr. REED] 
objected to such request. Then, immediately afterwards, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] secured, through the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], 
one minute to address the House; and it would appear that in 
the one minute he got into the RECORD over four columns, at 
the close of which he puts the Speaker in the attitude of saying, 
“The time of the gentleman from Alabama has expired.” 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I trust the gentleman from Mich- 
igan does not consider rapidity of utterance a sufficient ground 
for criticism on a member of this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the report of what the 
1 from Alabama did say in that minute I hold in my 

d, and Lask the Clerk to read it, so that the House may judge 
whether he has extended his privilege beyond what is permit- 
ted by the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, Iam always Toray ann willing 
to do what y party decides, but Ir ch ought to 
iberath = 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope the gentleman from Maine will now take his fif- 
teen minutes. 


Mr. BURROWS. That is what the gentleman from Alabama 
did say, and the House knows what he has inserted in the REC- 
ORD. Now, I do not think I shall make any motion in regard 
to the matter. ‘Che House having the facts before them, if they 
desire to have this established as a precedent, we on this side 
have no objection; but then, of course, it will be understood that 
every member of the House may print whatever he sees fit to 


print, even in the face of a refusal of the House to grant the 
privilege of extending his remarks. I was in hopes that the 
gentleman from Alabama while he had the floor would also ex- 
plain how it happened thaton a previous occasion, where he had 
five minutes for the discussion of the Post-Office bill in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and obtained leave to extend his remarks, he 
printed twelve columns of the Canadian tariff. ughter.] I 
think some action should be taken about that but, so far 
as “ minority are concerned, we have nothing further to sug- 
gest. 

I think the remarks which the gentleman inserted in the 
RECORD on the question of the adoption of the new rule ought 
to be stricken out, and those just read from the Clerk’s desk in- 
serted in its stead in the permanent RECORD. I repeat, it is for 
the majority to determine the question; but, if that is not done, 
of course the case will be drawn into precedent, and hereafter 
every member will feel at liberty to print what he pleases, even 
in the face of a refusal of the House to grant permission. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, following the usual practice, 
I move a reference of the whole matter to the Committee on 
Printing with the right to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that 
this matter be referred to the Committee on Printing with the 
right to report at any time. 

r. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have had a little experience 
with the Committee on Printing [laughter], and I would suggest, 
in furtherance of what has been said, that no greater favor could 
be done to the gentleman from Alabama than to refer this mat- 
= nope committee, and I certainly hope that reference will 

e made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, it ought to be un- 
derstood, and perhaps it should be embraced in the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri, that the extended remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama should not go into the permanent 
RECORD until the committee shall have reported upon this mat- 


ter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would understand that as a mat- 
ter of course, because the action taken would not be effective 
if, in the mean time, the extended remarks went into the per- 
manent RECORD. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stood the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to be that the 
whole matter“ should be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. Ido not understand—and if I am mistaken I wish to be 
corrected—I do not understand that the reference of“ the whole 
matter,” to use the language of the gentleman from Missouri, 
would include the other remarks referred to by the gentleman 
from Michigan, in connection with which he says the gentle- 
man from Alabama printed a portion of the Canadian tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Michigan to merely refer to that in debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was all. Isimply expressed my re- 
gret that the gentleman from Alabama, when he had the floor, 
had not explained that matter also. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understood the gentleman 
from Michigan, there was this difference, that in that case the 
gentleman from Alabama had a leave to print. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what I understand, 
and that is why I raise this question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, that matter had 
better go to the committee also, because I am informed that the 
gentleman from Alabama used the privilege of extending his 
remarks under the five-minute rule, and then subsequently 

rinted independently of that ten or twelve pages of the Cana- ` 

ian tariff, prefacing it with some remarks. > 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In any view of the case I 
suggest to the gentleman from Michigan that the reference of 
that matter would be futile, because that extended speech has 
already goneinto the permanent RECORD, and therefore the com- 
mittee could not make any effective recommendation in relation 
toit. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I willexplainthat matter. The 
speech to which the gentleman from Michigan refers was all 
sent to the Printer at once, but he sent me word that he could not 

et it all set up that night, and therefore he was compelled to 
deler printing a portion, and insert itin the RECORD of the fol- 
lowing day. 

Mr. BU OWS. But there are two speeches printed under 
that leave, are there not? ` 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir. That is what I have 


just explained. Isent the whole of that speech to the Printer 
the day it was delivered, and the reason it appeared in the REC- 
ORD in two parts and on different days was that the Printerlwas 
unable tofget it all set up the first night. 

Before printing the new Canadian tariff I consulted with sev- 
eral of the older members of the House, all of whom concurred 
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that it contained valuable information which ought to go in the 
RECORD for the useof the members. To show the extravagant 
exaggerationof the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], 
I attention to his statement that this tariff occupied ten or 
twelve pages, when in fact it contained but six pages and a few 
lines over. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Inow understand the gen- 
tleman from Michigan does not ask to have referred to the com- 
mittee the matter in reference to the extension of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama on the post-office bill. 

Mr. CKERY. That is not included in my motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that is not 
included in the gentleman’s motion. Now, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House make an additional order; that the speech 
now in question be withheld from the permanent RECORD until 
this matter is settled. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. As I understand, the motion in regard to 
this mat comes from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOCKERY], not the gentleman from Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. It is that there be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, with leave to report at any time, the ques- 
tion as to the right of the gentleman from Alabama to have in- 
serted in the RECORD of April 18 certain remarks that there ap- 


ar. ; 
ares BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I hardly see the necessity of re- 
ferring a matter like this. There is certainly nothing objection- 
able in what the gentleman from Alabama has published. I know 
that it has sometimes happened that members under leave to 
print have attacked other members of the House, or have taken 
advantage of the privilege in a covert way to speak in a manner 
which was not becoming a member. But here is simply alegit- 
imate matter of debate. : 

No doubt the gentleman from Alabama has technically vio- 
lated the rule of the House in printing this matter in the RECORD 
without leave. But I can see no objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama that his remarks be permitted to re- 
main in the RECORD, the proceeding, of course, not to be re- 

rded asa precedent hereafter. he gentleman admits that 

e went beyond the rule in printing these remarks; but he did 
so with the expectation, when he wrote out the remarks, of get- 
ting the leave of the House; and (through inadvertence proba- 
bly) De remarks were printed without leave having been ob- 
tained. 

I renew, therefore, the reauestfor unanimous consent thatthe 

entleman’s remarks remain in the RECORD. There is nothing 
in them derogatory to any gentleman in the House; and let it 
be understood that what is done in this case is not to be taken 
as a precedent, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Without desiring to interfere with the re- 
heck of my colleague [Mr. BLAND] for unanimous consent, I ask 
the previous question on my motion. e 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asks unanimous consent 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, which have 
been referred to, be permitted to remain in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps—— 

Mr. BLAND. I think that the action which I now request is 
due to the gentleman from Alabama and myself and a few others 
who voted against the new rule the other day. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] did not understand that just before the delivery of the 
brief remarks of the gentleman from Alabama on this floor the 
request for unanimous consent to extend remarks in the RECORD 
had been denied by the House not only to the gentleman him- 
self, but to others. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that very well. But the gentle- 
man from Alabama has admitted that he violated the rule; and 
J think the matter might now be settled by unanimous consent 
in the way I havesuggested. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it had better go to the committee 
for examination. After such examination, if the House should 
by 5 consent desire to let the remarks stand, that can 

one. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. The gentleman from Mis- 
1 [Mr. Dock R] demands the previous question on his mo- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Public Printer be authorized to omit these remarks from 
the permanent RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks that the 
Public Printer be directed to withdraw the remarks in question 
from the permanent RECORD. Is there objection? 


Mr. REED. Itseems tome that this quarton ought to be 


settled. I do not think it ought to be decided hastily. The 
RECORD has been made for a long time the wastebasket of the 
House of Representatives—I do not mean to say that this has 
been inappropriate, but I think we had better know exactly what 
we are doing. As I understand, the object of this uest is to 
avoid a decision on this point; but it seems to me the House 
ought to decide itone way or the other. — 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does seem to me that the gentleman from 
Maine ought not to deny to the gentleman from Alabama the 
privilege of withdrawing from the RECORD the remarks ob- 
jected to. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama has stated frankly that 
they were out of order, and he desires to withdraw them. 

Mr. REED. Well, I am not inclined to press such a matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama admits that he was in error and asks leave to withdraw 
the remarks. 

Mr. REED. I would like the opportunity to say that under 
this system of extending remarks in the RECORD and printing 
remarks not delivered, a good many statements appear—some- 
times in regard to myself—which apparently are not denied, al- 
though they have not the slightest foundation in fact or in the 
average human imagination. In fact they were never delivered 
in any body’s presence and I thought I would take an opportunity 
to say so. I think the gentleman from Alabama himself in- 
dulged in about an hour's printing of that character in a fifteen 
minutes’ speech that I See 2 particular pains to give him an op- 
portunity, to make. Instead, however, of availing himself of the 
opportunity, he did not say anything about the subject I have re- 
ferred to, but printed a good deal that had reference toit. But 
Isuppose it is true always that lies—no, I will say incorrect 
statements—will eventually correct themselves. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the gentleman from 
Maine is mistaken in his assertion. I recollect the occasion to 
which he refers very well. I took particular patos to make m; 
statement upon the floor of the House, and the gentleman wi 
recollect that I was not confined to fifteen minutes, but that my 
time was extended after the expiration of that time for half an 
hour longer. It was an exceedingly interesting subject, a land- 
forfeiture bill. Ispoke of the gentleman from Maine{Mr.REED] 
as a field marshal commanding anarmy. The speech ought to 
be read by every member in the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. I notice that it was not only an interesting sub- 
ject to the gentleman, but has continued to be such. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Alabama to ask now that these remarks be omitted from the 
permanent RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. As I understand the request of the gentle- 
mah it is to have expunged from the permanent RECORD there- 
marks, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I did not say “expunged from 
the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, omitted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). I ask that the 
Public Printer be permitted to omit them from the permanent 
RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. And you desire to insert in the RECORD 
what you did say, as read from the desk this morning? 

Mr. WHEEEERof Alabama. No, sir. I will seek to get them 
into the RECORD on another occasion, in a way that I hope will 
be entirely satisfactory to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. But you desire to have what you did say on 
that occasion put into the RECORD, so as to make the correction 
complete? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; what I want is that the 
Public Printer be instructed to withhold all of my remarks on 
that occasion, making the usual statement that they are with- 
held for revision. [Cries of No!“ “ No!“ on the Republican 


side.] 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not understand the gentleman's sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. What I mean is that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan can not insert in the RECORD my speech. 
Iam the man to determine that for myself in my own time, aud 
not the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I supposed the gentleman from Ala- 
bama desired to omit from the permanent RECORD what he did 
not deliver on the floor and have inserted in the RECORD what 
he actually did say. In that event everything would be regular; 
the yielding of one minute by the gentleman from e 
the time occupied by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], and the announcement by the Speaker that the time 
of the gentleman from Alabams had expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I want all of my remarks 
omitted or else all of them put in and allowed to stay there. I 
made a proper and logical speech against the rule, which you 
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championed, and you do not want it in the RECORD, and you 


know it, ae hter and applause on the Republican side.] 

The SP R. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. STORER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the 
question ison the motion of the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose did the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MCRAE: To make a motion in connection with the pend- 
ing matter. 2 

e SPEAKER. But the previous question has been or- 
dered. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to ask, then, if the previous question 
is voted down, if a motion would not be in order 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been ordered, 
and the pending question is on the resolution of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered. I make this motion with a 
view to allowing the House to vote on the question as to whether 
the gentleman from Alabama shall not have permission to with- 
draw the remarks in question. He certainly ought to have the 
right to do so. I move to reconsider the vote ordering the pro- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The question was submitted, and the vote ordering the previ- 
ous question was reconsidered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman Arkansas has the floor to 
submit a motion. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the gentleman from Alabama be 
allowed to withdraw all of the remarks in question printed in 
the RECORD on the 18th instant. 

Mr. REED. But the question now is on ordering the previ- 
ous question. 

ee I withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. $ 

Mr. REED. There has been a decision, however, on that 
question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question in view of the fact of the refusal of gentlemen 
on the other side to allow the gentleman from Alabama to with- 
draw his remarks from the RECORD. 

Mr. REED. And the question now is on the demand for the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. But that motion was reconsidered. 

Mr. REED. Buteven so, there hasbeen a decision, so the mo- 
tion can not be withdrawn at this time. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WELLS. I rise to makea motion relative to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. A motion is not now in order. What is the 
point of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] in regard to the 
withdrawal? j 

Mr. REED. The point which I make, if the Chair please, is 
that a motion which has once been voted upon by the House has 
been decided by the House; and the fact that the House voted 
to reconsider can not give a member the right to withdraw it. 
The Chair has already decided in a previous case that where a 
vote had been taken—a vote which was not final and determina- 
tive—that the motion could not be withdrawn, and that deci- 
sion is, I think, in accordance with the precedents and with sound 
apneni The House has once decided the question whether 

t will have the previous question ordered or not, and has de- 
cided to order it. That was thereupon reconsidered, and now 
the question is upon a motion which is in possession of the 
House. It seems to me it must be so. 

The SPEAKER. But if the House reconsiders the vote by 
which the previous question is ordered, it is an undoing of that 
decision by the House. 

Mr. REED. No; it is not an undoing of that decision, it is a 
reéxamination of that decision. The decision still remains, un- 
less the House votes it down. No; I am not correct about that, 
but it is a re3xamination of the same decision, I think it will 
be found that wherever the House has proceeded to a division, 
that is regarded as a decision within the meaning of the rule. 
There is always danger, in interpreting these rules, of giving 
the meaning of a particular word a too sharp comprehension, 
and I think that the Chair has already decided the matter in the 
case of the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] to withdraw the motion for the previous question 
on the discharge of the order directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
I think the Chair decided that and held to the decision; and 
surely, when there has been an actual vote on this, even if it has 
been reconsidered, the reconsideration does not seem to me to 


change the fact that the House had to come to a decision upon 

it. Itis now in the ssion of the House, and not in the pos- 

ee of the member. The Houss may conclude to ratify its 
cision. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who makes a mo- 
tion usually has the right to control it until a decision is made. 
The motion has not passed beyond the control of the gentleman 
who made it, any more than it was beyond his control when he 
first made it, and it has been the unbroken custom of the House 
to allow the member making them to withdraw such motions 
when he so desires. Ido not think there can be any question 
about it. The gentleman from Missouri who made motion 
ae the right to withdraw it, and has said that he does with- 

raw it. z 

7 5 5 REED.” I do not think a precedent for this can be found 
anywhere. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair has any doubt 
about it whatever, I have a decision directly in point. 

1 SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the deci- 
sion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have order. [should like to hear 
this debate. 3 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I claim that after a vote has been taken 
upon & propon mon it is a decision within the meaning of the 
rule, and that the matter having been stated to the House is be- 
yona the control of the mover, and in the possession of the 

ouso. Irefer now to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session, 1808. This debate arose upon a 
proposition to withdraw a motion. I read from the RECORD: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The point now arises whether the motion to reconsider has 
passed into the ä of the House. - 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Robinson] can not 
renew it, that would seem to indicate that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Townshend) has no right to withdraw it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. I desire to read the rule on that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, It is clause 2 of Rule XVI. and is as follows: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in 

) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it 
shall be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. A decision has besn had; the House has decided not to lay 
the motion to reconsider on th + table. 

The Spaun The Chair would consider that the vote of the House 
against laying on the table the motion to reconsider is a procedure on the 

rt of the House to consider the motion to reconsider, and in a vital sense 

a procesding upon that subject. Therefore, if objection be made to the 
withdrawal, the Chair would rule that the motion to reconsider isin posses- 
sion of the House. A decision by the Chair to the contr: would be un- 
usual and unjust to the House, because a majority of the House by a yea- 
and-nay. vote have indicated a purpose to proceed with the motion to 
reconsider to its conclusion. 

Mr. WILBER. I object to its being withdrawn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. Does the Speaker decide that have no right to 
withdraw <¢he motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the vote of the House u laying 
on the table the motion to reconsider was a proceeding and d ion upon 
the subject which is vital to the subject itself. The Chair decides that the 
motion to reconsider is in the session of the House. The House has pro- 
ceeded to consider it, and the r has not now the power to take from the 
majority of the House the opportunity to carry out wish in that respect. 


After some further debate the Speaker again said: 


The Chair rules this: That, the motion having been voted upon and the 
opinion of the House having been e: upon the issue involved in the 
proposition, it is now in the possession of the House, and not in the power 
of the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw such motion. 

Speaker Randall decided that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman regard that as an au- 
thority in this case? 

Mr. BURROWS. I think so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should bear in mind what 
this case is. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] de- 
mands the previous question upon a pending resolution and the 
previous question is ordered. Afterwards a motion is made to 
reconsider the vote by which the previous question was ordered. 
That motion prova so that the demand for the previous ques- 
tion stands before the House unvoted upon, undetermined. Now, 
does the gentleman hold that it is not within the power of the 
gontieman demanding the previous question to withdraw that 
demand? 

Mr. BURROWS. [thinkit is not. I think the proper con- 
struction of the rule is, that when any member makes a motion 
it is within his power to withdraw that motion at any time be- 
fore he allows it to be submitted to the House, but that when 
the Chair submits it to tho House for action, either on the de- 
mand for the previous question or on any other motion and the 
House once votes upon it, then, according to the precedents and 
according to the spirit of the rule, that isa decision of the House 
upon the question. The motion has passed beyond the control 
of the mover. Certainly a motion can not be controlled by the 


mover one minute, be in possession of the House the next min- 
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ute, and then, subsequently, be taken from the possession of the 
House and put back under the control of the mover. Inthe case 
Ihave referred toa member said to Mr. Townshend, Withdraw 

our motion to reconsider.” Mr. Townshend declined to do so, 

ut allowed it to go toa vote. Then the Speaker, Mr. Randall, 
said, ‘‘The gentleman has lost his only opportunity to control 
his own motion.” If the Chair will look at the case he will see 
that that is a correct statement. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman does not seem to appre- 
ciate the suggestion made by the Chair, that a decision by the 
House is some determination, as expressed by avote. A mover 
of a proposition may withdraw his motion at any time until 
there has been a decision by the House. Now, in this case the 
House decided to order the previous question and then recon- 
sidered its own action. Having done that, can it bs said, in any 

roper sense, that the House has made a decision of that ques- 

ou, when in fact the House has reconsidered the action by which 
it did make a decision? What is the effect of that reconsidera- 
tion if it is not absolutely to set aside or undo the decision that 
the House had previously made? , 

Mr. BURROWS, That is perhaps true; but I believe the au- 
thorities will bear out tho statement, and I think a proper in- 
terpretation o- the rule would be, that if the mover of a propo- 
sition allows it to go to a vote, alw ough the House may subse- 
quently reconsider its action, the motion, notwithstanding that, 
has passed beyond the control of the mover-_ For instance, sup- 
pose I, as the mover of a proposition, demand me previousques- 
tion, and the previous question is ordered. When I demand 
the previous question, and the Speaker states the queston to the 
House, it is then in possession of the House and has passed be- 
yond my control. Then, suppose a motion is made to recon- 
sider the vote by which the previous question was ordered. 
That is this case. Now, does the Chair hold that if that action is 
reconsidered the House thereby loses control of the proposition 
in such away that the mover may withdraw it? I think that is 
not the rule. I think that, having once passed into possession 
of the House, the proposition remains there to be acted upon. 
If the House does not desire to order the previous question it can 
vote itdown, it can lay the motion on the table, it can postpone 
it, it can do anything with it, in order, that it pleases; but the 
mover of the proposition having allowed it to go to a vote, 
either upon the previous question or uponany other motion, loses 
control of it and it passes into the possession of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, this is precisely the situa- 
tion which confronted the Committee on Rules a few days since 
when it was desired that the first report made by that commit- 
tee should be withdrawn. I then understood my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] to assent to the proposition that the 
Committee on Rules had the right to direct me to withdraw that 
report, and the committee did direct me to do that, and I did 
withdraw it. The question, I say, was precisely the same asthe 
question here. The motion to order the previous question was 
pending; the question was whether the House would order the 
previous question or not, and it was decided by us in the Com- 
mittee on Rules, in consultation with the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, that in that situation the committee had the right to di- 
rect me to withdraw the report, and I did withdraw it, and the 
House assented to that action. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The language of the rule 
is that a motion may be withdrawn atany time beforea decision 
is had upon it or before it is amended. Now, the only question 
in this c se is, has there been any decision upon the demand for 
the previous question, or has it been amended? Of course it 
has not been amended. The next question then, is, Has there 
been any decision upon it? There was a decision, the previous 
question was ordered, but a motion was made to reconsider that 
action, and it was reconsidered, and therefore the question stands 
now before the House without any decision having been had upon 
it, or the same as if there had been no decision upon it; so that 
it is in the power of the mover to withdraw it. It seems to me 
the proposition is as clear as any proposition can be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the rule on this sub- 
ject: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in 
be bdo pe cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it 
shall then be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment. 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the House to the 
distinction between the rule of this body in relation to the with- 
drawal of a proposition and the rule ordinarily prevailing under 
what is known as general parliamentary law.” Under general 


arliamentary law, when a motion is in possession of the House 
t is beyond the control of the movant. Under general parlia- 
mentary law as well as under the rule of this House a proposi- 
tion isin the 8 of the House when it has been stated by 
ut under the rule of this House a withdrawal may 


the Chair. 


be made under certain circumstances even after the motion is in 
the possession of the House. 

The rule of the Housc provides that though a motion be in 
possession of the House having been stated by the Chair), it 
may be withdrawn at any time before a decision or an amend- 
ment. To this extent the rule of the House is a change or al- 
terationof what is known as general parliamentary law. 

Now, hera is a resolution pending on which the previous ques- 
tion wasdemanded and ordered. If the ease stood just there that 
would be such a decision by the House as in the judgment of 
the Chair would prevent the movant from withdrawing the 
proposition; because the previous question isa decision that the 
House will proceed to vote upon the question. The House made 
that decision, but immediately reconsidered it—nullified or de- 
stroyed its action; so that in no sense can that action be called 
a decision by the House. 

The Chair will state further, that so far as his observation ex- 
tends—and he recollects repeated instances—it has been the 
uniform practice, when there has been a reconsideration of the 
order for the previous question, to allow the motion to be with- 
drawn, The Chair has known this to be done very often. 

It seems to the Chair that no inconvenience to the business of 
the House can arise from permitting such a practice. On the 
other hand, very great inconvenience might arise from holding 
that after the House has reconsidered the vote upon a proposi- 
tion it is still to be assumed that there has been a decision by 
the House. The Chair therefore thinks the gentleman from 
Missouri can withdraw the demand for the previous Oe ga 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do withdraw it, and also withdraw my 
motion to refer, 

Mr. MCRAE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 
his motion; and the gentleman from Arkansas submits a motion 
which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] be 3 
to withdraw from the permanent edition of the RECORD his remarks printed 


in the proceedings of Monday last in reference to the adoption of the amend- 
ment to the rules which was then pending. 


Mr. REED. Imovetoamend by adding the words and print- 
ing the speech actually delivered.” 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor. 
vious question on my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Does that allow a vote on my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, as the gentleman from Maine 
had not the floor. 

Mr. REED. I do not contend that it does. I would simply 
like an opportunity to state the case to the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. We have had the case stated. We all under- 
stand it. The gentleman from Alabama has confessed that he 
violated the rule, and is willing to withdraw from the RECORD 
all that there is in it. It seems to me this is a privilege which 
ought to be allowed fay gentleman who makes such a request, 
and it is certainly all that can be accomplished by reference. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I want the position on this side 
understood; it is very simple. The only thing which ought to 
be done is the right thing, and that is to substitute for the 
speech which was not delivered, the speech that was delivered. 
Surely we do not want to sst an example of mutilating our 
RECORD by excluding a speech that was delivered, simply be- 
cause we take out a speech that was not delivered. This matter 
seems to meso pan that I think the gentleman from Arkansas, 
if he will consider a moment, will admit my amendment, which 
expresses the correct idea about this question. Otherwise we 
shall establish the precedent that a gentleman may Kep a 
speech out of the RECORD simply by putting in something that 
was not delivered, and then dropping that, while not reinstat- 
ing the other. Either the RECORD is one of the proceedings of 
the House or it is not. I know that in many ways we wander 
from the real matter 

Mr.McRAE. Will thegentleman from Maine be kind enough 
to state how much more time he desires? 

Mr. REED. Only a minute. 

Mr. McRAE. I yield to the gentleman. — 

Mr. REED. I really think we ought to have the RECORD, in 
all cases like this, conform to the actual facts. If not, then I 
think we ought to advertise on the face of the REGORD itself 
that it does not contain our proceedings; and that is pretty 
nearly the fact. y 
Mr MCRAE. Ifthe gentleman from Michigan desires to be 

eard—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Lonly want a moment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the gentleman from Alabama 


I demand the pre- 
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is perfectly content to have inserted in the RECORD, in place of 
what he asked permission to withdraw from it, the remarks 
that he actually made. I so understand from a conference with 


him. 

Mr. MORAE. I did not so understand. I understood exactly 
the reverse. I want to do whatever the gentleman from Alabama 
wishes to do in connection with the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did think, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Michigan ought not to insist on inserting a 
speech of mine in the RECORD that I had no opportunity to see 
and correct. But, as I said before, I have at all times in all my 
service here been anxious not only to comply with the rules of 
the House, but have also always endeavored to comply so far as 
possible with the views of my fellow-members on this floor. In 
that anxiety—seeing that some gentlemen on the other side de- 
sired to have the remarks I made incorporated in the RECORD— 
I will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is what I understood. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. And now I renew my request 

Mr. MCRAE. Before that, if the gentleman from Alabama 
has no objection to the insertion of what has been read from the 
desk in the RECORD, then I am willing to accept the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine as a part of my motion. 

h Te REED. Let the Clerk report the amendment to the 
amendment now, so that we can see that it is in the right form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the pending amendment: 
“And print the speech actually delivered.“ 


Mr. REED. That is correct. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Now, I want first, Mr. Speaker, 
to ask unanimous consent to have permission to withdraw the 
printed speech from the RECORD, and I think the House ought 
to grant me that sonsent rather than submit the matter to the 
House in the shape of a motion. I also ask, in order to gratify 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], to have inserted 
in the RecorD in place of the withdrawn remarks the speech 
which it is contended was delivered on the floor of the House 
and which has been read from the desk. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama now asks 
unanimous consent that the speech which has been printed in 
the RECORD may be omitted from the permanent RECORD, and 
in lieu thereof that there be inserted the remarks which were 
taken down by the reporter on the occasion in question. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, I withdraw the motion I have made. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to print that speech 
in the Recorp—the speek that has just been withdrawn. As 
gentlemen are aware | might have read it this morning in my 
own time and procured its insertion in the RECORD in that 
way, or I could have had it read from the Clerk’s desk. But I 
never trifle with the House. I have never sought to obtain ad- 
vantages by sharp practice or indirection. have never at- 
tempted to do indirectly that which I could not accomplish by 
direct, unquestioned, and straightforward methods. I have 
never obtained the floor in my own right,and then because it 
was in my power to do so proceeded to exercise that power in 
an unusual or unexpected manner, as has sometimes been done, 
in violation of parliamentary courtesy. 

And with that record of nearly fourteen years of service on 
this floor I now ask unanimous consent that that s h, which 
appeared in the proceedings of the 18th instant, I may now be 
permitted to print in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that he have the privilege of inserting in 
the RECORD the remarks which have been withdrawn from the 
RECORD of the 18th instant? 

There was no objection. [Applause.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5802) to increase the pen- 
sion of Pickens T. Reynolds, of Hall County, Ga. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BUNN. I want to enter an objection—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection is e. 

=. TATE. Will the gentleman not allow the report to be 
read? 

Mr. BUNN. I want to say just this in connection with the 


subject: The House of Representatives established a rule making 


Friday a day for the consideration of private business. It has 
never, in the six months since that rule was established, de- 
voted a aay to the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TATE. But we passed on this bill under a rule of the 
House in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUNN (continuing). We have never had a day, and I am 
instructed by the Committee on Claims to demand it. I giveno- 
tice now that [ shall demand the regular order on this day for 
the purpose of proceeding with the business under the rule and 
for no other purpose. 

I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES, 


The committees were cailed for reports; when reports were 
submitted, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


By Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, the bill (H. R. 1950) to autberize the construction of 
an additional story to the public building in Fort Worth, Tex.— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have been 
directed by the Committee on the District of Columbia to sub- 
mit a report on the bill H. R. 6725. It is now in my committee 
room, and I ask unanimous consent to file it with the Clerk dur- 
ing the day. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's request 
will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to make the same request inregard to 
a bill which I have been authorized by the committee to report, 
but which I have not had an opportunity to prepare. Next 
Monday is District day, and I should like to have permission to 
file the bill with the Clerk during the oT: 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that request will also be 
allowed. 

There was no objection. 


CHAPTER 40, LAWS OF SECOND SESSION FORTY-SEVENTH CON- 
GRESS. 


Subsequently Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported back favorabl. 
the bill (H. R. 6725) to modify an act approved January 30, 1883, 
being chapter 40 of the laws of the second session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the pill (S. 1928) toamend 
section 1 of an act approved April 6, 1894, entitled An act to 
give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion at Paris, under the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, for 
the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions con- 
cerning the preservation of the fur seals;“ in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickins, of the United 
States Navy, to accept the decoration of the cross of naval merit 
of the third class from the King of Spain; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUNN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bills 
upon the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, with Mr. Haren in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Calendar. 


DYNAMITE CRUISER VESUVIUS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
715 bill (H. R. 222) to remit the penalties on the dynamite gun- cruiser Vesu- 
us. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I reported that 
bill from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I ask unanimous 


1894. 
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consent that it be laid aside without prejudice to-day, to retain 
its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TAL- 
BOTT] asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside with- 


out rejudice, to retain its place on the Calendar. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRM The Clerk will report the next bill on 
the Calendar. 


F. Y. RAMSEY. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 500) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at law and distri- 
butee of Joseph Ramsey. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to F. Y. Ramsey, son and heir at law of the late 
Joseph Ramsey, late collector of customs and superintendent of lights, dis- 
trict of Plymouth, N. C., the sum of #430.42, balance due said Joseph Ram- 
sey as per records of the Treasury, according to final settlement therein re- 
corded April 30, 1861, out of any money in the as not otherwise appro- 
priatod, which sum is hereby appropriated and made immediately available 
therefor. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under consid- 
eration on a former occasion the question wasasked of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations whether this amount 
had been paid by the Confederate government. I withdrew the 
bill at that time for the purpose of getting the information. I 
desire the Clerk to read a letter from the Treasury Department 
in answer to my inquiry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. r. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
We can not hear the gentleman, and this is an important matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests members to be in 
order, so that gentlemen can hear. The Clerk will read the 
letter, as requested by the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. 
BUNN}. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 13, 1893. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference, of your 
letter of the 5th instant, addressed to the Adjutant-General, inclosing the re- 
port of the Committee on Claims, relative to the balance claimed to be due 
the estate of Joseph Ramsey, deceased, formerly collector of customs and 
superintendent of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C., and in which you 
inquire whether account was settled by the Confederate government. 

In reply, you are informed that an examination has been made of the files 

records of the Confederate treasury, now on file in this Department, 
and it appears. from the record of the Confederate first auditor's certificates 
of settlement of accounts, that a “final account under the old bond“ was 
settled September 2, 1862, with J corpa Ramsey, collector and disbursing 
agent from May 10, 1881, the date of North Carolina's act of secession, to 
August 31, 1861, the date of the new bond. 

On the same day a settlement under the new bond was made, commenc 
September 1, 1861, and ending December 31, 1861. The only settlements wit 
Joseph Ramsey, as su tendent of lights, found of record are as follows: 

presen * on „tor the quarter ending September 30, 1861, under the bond 
of August 31, > 

July 29, 1862, for the quarter ending December 31, 1861. 

April 4, 1864, from January 1 to September 30, 1862. 

us it will be seen that there is no evidence found in the records of the 
ores auditor of the Confederacy of the settlement of the balance referred to 
above. 
Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. BENJAMIN H. B 
Chairma 


UNN, 
n Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen from that letter 
that the amount standing to the credit of Mr. Ramsey has not 
been paid. That is a sufficient answer to the question that was 
presented by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
when the bill was up before. This bill merely provides that a 
balance which is standing to the credit of Mr. Ramsey be paid 
to his heirs-at-law. I do not know of any possible reason why 
the bill should not pass. I want to say that the same bill passed 
the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress unani- 
mously, and was lost because of want of consideration in the 
Senate. If there is any member on the floor who desires infor- 
mation, I will be glad to give it to him. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BUNN. perenne: 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the purpose of this bill is 
to provide for the payment of a claim against the Federal Gov- 
ernment for carrying the mail before the war? 

Mr. BUNN. The 8 is mistaken. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I should like to know what it is for? 

Mr. BUNN. The bill provides for the payment to the heirs 
of Mr. Ramsey of $430 due to him, the balance standing to his 
credit as collector of the port at Plymouth, N. C., on the 30th 
any ot April, 1861. 

r. KILGORE. Is there any proof that this claim was not 
paid 55 the Confederate government? 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, Iam utterly astonished at the ques- 


tion. The letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which has 
just been read, states that it has not been paid. Where was the 
gentleman sitting when the letter was read? 

Mr. KILGORE. The Confederate government paid a great 
many of these claims. 

Mr. BUNN. But this is from the archives of the Confederate 
government in answer to that very question propounded here- 
tofore, and the archives of the Confederate government show 
that it was not paid by that government. It stands to Mr. Ram- 
sey’s credit on the books of this Government, and the books of 
the Confederate government show that it was not paid. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. On whataccount is this balance? 

Mr. BUNN. It is a balance of one of his accounts for wages 
and money ek out for light, fuel, and soforth. The books of 
the Federal Government show this amount standing to his 
credit. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Isthe gentleman prepared to state whether 
this is one of many such claims, or is it an exception? 

Mr. BUNN. I will state as chairman of the Committee on 
Claims that there are very few of these balances remaining un- 


aid. 

E The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. BUNN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, while the amount involved 
in this bill is comparatively small, a little less than $500, yot 
there may be a principle lying back of it which may possibl 
open the door to a very large class of claims, and therefore 
would like to get some information as to the facts. This is a 
claim of a collector of customs at Plymouth, N. C., a custodian 
of funds under the General Government, for a balance alleged 
to be due to him for his salary for the quarter ending April, 
1861, about which time North Carolina voted to secede from the 
Union. The claim extends back, therefore, about thirty-three 
years. As I understand, and I desire to be corrected if I am 
mistaken, this claim was not settled at that time because this 
officer under the Federal Government went into the rebellion, 
or at least transferred his allegiance to the Confederacy, aban- 
doning his duties as a Federal official and becoming aConfeder- 
ate official, and now, after having thus abandoned his duties as 
a Federal officer, he, or rather his heir, comes back at the end 
of thirty-three ie and asks for a settlement of this balance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the gentleman from Maine will permit 
a suggestion, I do not understand that his statement of the facts 
agrees with the statement of the chairman of the committee 


Mr. J. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Well, I want to be informed as to the facts. 

Mr. BUNN. This old man died very soon after the time this 
claim arose, died at an advanced age, and never went into the 
Confederate army atall. This claimant was a very young man, 
and, of course, did not enter the Confederate army. I did not 
know that that had anything to do with the case or I should 
have stated it before. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then how did it happen that the accounts 
of this official, if he still continued loyal to the Government, 
were not settled at the time? 

Mr. BUNN. I can not answer that except by saying that he 
was inside of the Confederate lines, and, as the gentleman well 
knows, it made no difference how loyal a man was when he was 
inside the territory of a seceded State. In the meantime this 
man died, never having taken Dny part in the rebellion, and, as I 
have = this young man, the claimant, was too young to take 
any part. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did this official ever present this claim for 
the balance of his salary to the Federal Government? 

Mr. BUNN. It was presented the day the balance was struck. 
The balance was struck by the Department, not by him. They 
balanced it up, and this is the balance that they found due him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you know why it was not paid? 

Mr. BUNN. Idonot. The officials say itis still there un- 
paid. I want to say, further, thatso far as the lapse of time is 
concerned this young man was an infant, with nobody to look 
after his rights, and so the claim slept for years: but it has been 
pending in Congress since he attained his majority, a period of 
about ten years. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
there is no considerable number of cases that could be affected 
by this precedent? 

Mr. BUNN. Very few have been presented to the committee 
sofar. I want to say further to the gentleman that not a single 
case of this kind has been presented so far that has not been paid. 
The committee in the Fifty-first Congress reported favorably on 
at least two-thirds of the bills presented similar to this, and the 
money was paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no question, then, in this case that 
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this claimant's father abandoned his duty as a Federal official 
and entered into the Confederate service as an official of similar 
character? s 

Mr. BUNN. Notatall. Onthecontrary itappears that there 
is even a larger amount due to him, but it was not included in 
the balance to his credit because of the fact that before the next 

uarter ended the State of North Carolina had seceded. The 
erence, however, is not large—only about $10.25, I believe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know exactly what 
the facts in this case may be. I simply desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to this matter, before we establish a 
precedent that may trouble us in the future with reference to 
the payment of salaries claimed to be due to officials who left 
the Federal service in 1861, and,in many cases, went into the 
service of the Confederate government in a similar capacity. It 
appears here—and I understand that in that respect this case is 
differentiated from others—that the Confederate government 
did not pay this official for the particular period set forth here. 

Mr. BUNN. That isso. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The presumption is that he continued to dis- 
charge these duties under the Confederate government after 
North Carolina seceded and became a Confederate official. 

Mr. BUNN. I do not know about that. I know that he died 
soon after this claim arose. 3 

Mr. AITKEN. Do you know what became of the Federal 
property that was in his possession at that time? 

Mr. BUNN. I do not. 

Mr. AITKEN. How much Government money did he have 
in his possession? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to the gentleman that the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that the amount in 
this official's hands was all charged up against him, and this 
covers only the balance found to be due him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did he account for all the Government prop- 
erty in his hands? 

Mr. BUNN. Les, sir; every dollar, and this is the balance 
found to be due him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In that case, Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
peculiar circumstances, I do not know that I have any objection 
to offer to the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


RELIEF OF RALEIGH, N. C. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 19) for 
the relief of the city of Raleigh, N.C. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask that that bill be 

over informally. There are several bills pending before 

our committee involving the same question that is involved here, 
and since passing upon this bill the committee has authorized 
me, as chairman, to prepare a general bill embracing them all 
in one. For that reason, I asked that this be passed over in- 
formally. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BENJAMIN ALFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 522) 
for the relief of Benjamin Alford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secret of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to amin Alford the sum of $79.20, out ot 
any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise a propriet, which sum is hereby 
appropriated, and made immediately a le therefor. 


The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 522) 
for the relief of Benjamin Alford, report it back to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do 

Your committee the facts to be as follows: Theclaimant is the owner 
of a grain distillery in Johnston County, N. C., and that $28.70 was reported 
against him for the month of February, 1893, on package No. 10, 43 gallons, 
= Mega for March, 1893, on package No. 15, 45 gallons, making a total of 


On the 15th day of March, 1893, the said distillery was broken open and 
the packages Nos. 10 and 15, were stolen therefrom. 

The aggregateof these two sums, viz, $79.20, was paid uuder protest by the 
claimant, he having made application for release, which was refused the 

t upon the ground that the Department had no right to allow a 
credit for the same, inasmuch as there was no proof of the actual destruc- 
tion of the contents of the Nos. 10 and 15. 

‘The evidence shows to the satisfaction of your committee that these two 
packages were traced to the ion of one A. P. Hatcher, who was ar- 
we and 5 Sen 8 said packages. EEST. nik 

e contents of t . other packages, whic 
had paid no taxes, and were seized by the Government officers and sold for 
taxes, and the taxes upon the same are also from the proceeds of said 
sales, so that the Government has received the taxes twice. The claimant 
has lost his whixky an1 then is forced to pay the taxes which were assessed 

nst him ry and March. 
he passage of this bill is recommended by C. A. Cooke. attorney for the 
eastern district of North Carolina; also by the collector of customs for the 
fourth North Carolina district, in which trict this distillery is situated, 
and by the collector of internal revenue. 


Your co: ttee has not reported the evidence because of its shag 
ey have 


ume, but for the information of ail who desire to examine it 
caused it to be filed in the files room of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chalrman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bunn] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RE. I want to ask him a question, and I will ask 
him to yield to me, or else I want to take the ieor in my own 


right. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
ami Be Texas until the gentleman from North Carolina yields 

e floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I will wait until he gets through with 
his hour, and then I will ask recognition. {Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I shall be very much pleased to 
answer any question the gentleman desires to ask. 

Mr. KILGORE, [understand from the report of the commit, 
tee that the proof of the destruction of two of the packages lost 
was not sufficient to warrant the Department making the allow- 
ance tothis collector. Now,can this House afford to act on less 
legal proof than would be sufficient to satisfy the Department? 

Mr. BUNN. I think I can answer that question to the satis- 
faction of the gentleman—I am sure I can to the satisfaction of 
the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam the man that wants to be satisfied. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. BUNN. Well, I have some doubts as to satisfying the 
gentleman from Texas, but as to satisfying the House I have 
none. [Laughter.] The law does not allow the Department, 
under the circumstances stated in this case, to make the allow- 
ance. I hold in my hand a letter from the Commissioner show- 
ing that he has no authority under existing law to make such 
an allowance. The law allows these taxes to beremitted upon 
proof of the actual destruction of the spirits, but in this case 
they were not destroyed. Thatisthe point. After these pack- 
ages were listed for taxation and when the books show that they 
were in the distillery, the distillery was robbed. They were 
taken away and these identical packages were found not de- 
stroyed, but the goods were removed and put in other packages, 
and those other packages were seized by the Government and 
that identical whisky and brandy was stored by the Govern- 
meut and the tax again covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. Suppose this property had been stolen and 
never had been recovered, that collector would have been liable. 

Mr. BUNN. Undoubtedly; and the money would have been 
paid, and this bill would not be here. 

Mr, KILGORE. Then the whole question depends upon the 
fact that the people who recovered this whisky were able to de- 
termine—Isuppose by the taste—that some of the whisky taken 
from that collector had been mingled with other whisky. I 
9 the gentleman to say that it had been mingled with 
other ae 

Mr. BUNN. I did not say that. I said it had been put with 
other packages. 

A MEMBER. How did they identify it? 

Mr. BUNN. Ido not know. But it was identified to the sat - 
isfaction of the district attorney, the collector, and of the jury 
we tried the man for stealing it and sent him to the peniten- 
tiary. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you know anything about the packages 
that were stolen? Z 

Mr. BUNN. They are fully described in this mass of testi- 
mony. Idid not have it printed, because the sum involved was 
only $79, and it would have cost perhaps twice as much to print 
the evidence. > 

Mr. KILGORE. IfI had the money, I would rather pay the 
bill myself than waste so much time upon it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE (to Mr. KILGORE). Why not borrow the 
money? 

Mr. BUNN, Ihave some doubt about the sincerity of decla- 
rations of this kind: they come too often from the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. The trouble is I have not the money. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then why not let the Government pay 
this claim, if you can not? 

Mr. MOSES. In whose charge was this whisky? 

Mr. BUNN. It was in charge of this man Alford. His house 
was broken into and his property stolen. The revenue officers 
there took the matter in hand and with the assistance of this 
man, these identical packages were found at the house of a man 
who was arrested and convicted. The letter of the district at- 
torney, Mr. C. A. Cook, of North Carolina, and the letter of the 
collector of internal revenue are among the papers in the case, 
as is also a letter from the Department stating that this isa 
case in which under the law the Department can not grant re- 
lief. I have in my hand the letter of the . 
Mr. Wilson, recommending the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman send to the desk to be 
read mae communication from the Commissioner of Internal 
Reven 
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Mr. BUNN. With very great pleasure. Before the letter is 
read let me say that the committee based their report upon 
these circumstances: Here was this whisky in the original pack- 
ages, on which this man had pas tax. It was seized in the pos- 
session of another man, an illicit distiller, and it was taxed a 
second time. This claimant lost his property, for which he asks 
no return from the Government; he simply asks that the taxes 
which were assessed upon him be refunded. The Government 
loses nothing to which it is entitled, because these taxes were 
paid twice on the same packages of goods. The Acting Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue states that the Department has not 
authority to grant relief because the whisky was not destroyed. 
Section 3221 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the refund of 
taxes in certain cases, does not apply to a case like this, where 
the goods were not destroyed. 

Mr, KILGORE. About what time did this transaction take 


lace? 
p Mr. BUNN. During last year. I donot remember the exact 
time. I think it was in the spring of 1893—less than a year ago. 
Lask the Clerk to read in my time the letter which I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., August 28. 1893. 


Sır: In reply to your verbal inquiry relative to the claim of Mr. Benjamin 
Alford, for the abatement of 879.20 stamp tax on spirits, I have to say that 
the assesament claimed was based upon spirits alleged to have stolen 
from the 3 warehouse of Mr, Alford. If any relief were given 
in a case of this „it would be by the honorable Secretary of the Treas- 
eg pet gored the provisions of section 3221, Revised Statutes. 

at section provides that relict may be afforded on proof of the actual 
destruction (of distilled spirits) by . + 
while the same remained * è * inany distillery warehouse,” etc. 

The spirits in question were stolen from the warehouse—removed for con- 
sumption or sale—and it is not alleged or pretended that they were de- 
stroyed, even after they were taken from the warehouse. 

The a has ese eee and the rar gee ent — — 5 The 
assessment appears a per one, and s paid unless Congress 
should see fit to afford reek ak y 

R ly, yours, 


ental fre or other casualty. * 


G. W. WILSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. B. H. BUNN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BUNN. I now yield to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] as much time as he may want. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment, before the gentleman from 
Tennessee proceeds. I do not understand that the letter just 
read embraces any recommendation of the Commissioner for the 
passage of such a bill as this. He simply states what the facts 
were. 

Mr. BUNN. But he says this is a propor case for relief. 

ME NREN Dóes he say that Congress ought to grant 
relief? 

Mr. COX. There can be no question about the merits of this 
case when gentlemen understand it. This whisky was mađe in 
a perfectly lawful way, and the tax was assessed upon it and 

Then the whisky was stolen and carried away. After- 
wards it was found and seized, was sold, and the tax collected 
again. In other words, this whisky was made to pay double tax; 
and this man lost his whisky besides. The claim involves the 
tremendous sum of $79. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


J. M. BILLINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the biil (H. R. 
995) for the relief of J. M. Billings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $850 is hereby appropriated out of 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise a ropriated. 
topay the claims of J. M. Billings, of Santa Clara, Santa Clara County, State 
of ‘ornia, for Money, money orders, and stamps, and other pro y 
stolen from the post-office while he was postmaster in the town of Santa 
aS Santa Clara County, State of Califoria, on the night of September 11, 
The Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized to draw his war- 
rant in favor of J. M. Billings in said sum, and is hereby directed to pay the 
same upon the passage of this act. 


Mr. BUNN. The report in this case was made by the genile- 
man from California [ 


r. Loup]. I yield tohim such time as he 
may desire. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Billings, for whose relief this bill has been 
reported, was postmaster of the town of Santa Clara, Cal. The 
evidence which is on file and which is cited in the report shows 
conclusively that the post-office from which this Government 
propery was stolen was a 1 secure brick building; and 
that it contained a good safe. The affidavits of several citizens 
of the town go to show that robbers who at the time infested 
that vicinity, cut through the roof of the building, went down 


into the post-office, robbed the safe, and then made their escape 
through the back door. These affidavits of some of the best cit- 
izens of Santa Clara County who are personally well known to 
me, leave no doubt that every proper care was exercised by this 
postmaster, and that he suffered loss by robbery to the amount 
stated in the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How much? 

Mr. LOUD. Eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. BYNUM. Why has not the Post-Office Department al- 
lowed this claim? 

Mr. LOUD. This case occurred before the eof the law 
allowing the Department tosettle claims of this kind. This case 
has been before Congress a number of years. 

I will state that among the papers here there is also an affl- 
da vit of the postmistress, the assistant of Mr. Billings, who cər- 
tifies to the amount of Government property that was in the post- 
office at the time. Here ara the items: Money order funds, 
$320; post-office funds, $290, together with stamps amounting to 


Mr. DOLLIVER. How is the amount of the loss computed— 
from the books of the Department? 

Mr. LOUD. Itcould not be computed from the books of the 
Department. It iscomputed fromthe books and accounts of the 

aster and from the affldavits in the case. The books of the 
partment could not show what the loss was. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is the evidence conclusive that the amount 
stated was actually stolen? 

Mr. LOUD. Conclusive evidence is furnished in the affidavits 
of this man himself and also of the postmistress who was his aṣ- 
sistant—now Mrs. Gertrude Starr. Mr. Billings is well known 
as a reputable citizen; and there is no doubt in the mind of any 
one acquainted with the circumstances that there was stolen at 
that time property amounting to $90) or $1,000. The postmis- 
tress says the amount was about $900. She does not know the 
exact amount, although she ran the office herself. Mr. Billings 
makes the amount 8855. The bill names 8850. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How old is this claim? 

Mr. LOUD. The robbery occurred in 1876. The claim has 
been before Congress for ten years, but it has never been 
reached before. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to put a few interrogatories to 
the gentleman. This, I understand, is a case of loss at u post- 
office through theft? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is now on the statute book a law au- 
thorizing the Post-Office Department to make allowance to post- 
masters sustaining losses of this kind where the officer has not 
been guilty of negligence, the amount being limited to $2,000 in 
any one case. 

Mr. LOUD. But that law does not cover this case; it was not 
enacted until 1881. 

Mr. KILGORE. That was after this claim accrued? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. This allowance can not be made under 
ny rule of the Department or any existing statute, 

Mr. KILGORE, The law does not permit the Department to 
make any allowance of this kind if the postmaster or his em- 
ployés have been guilty of negligence. 

Mr. LOUD. No; but when there has been no negligence an 
allowance can be made to the amount of $2,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘The rule established by that law ought to 
apply to this case. If this postmaster or his deputies were 
guilty of any negligence, this allowance ought not to be made. 

Mr. LOUD. This case is so fully presented in the affidavits 
of parties who were acquainted with the circumstances as they 
oceurred at the time that their evidence is much better than 
any that could be obtained upon an investigation which might 
take place now, some seventeen years after the occurrence. 

Mr. KILGORE. But there is one other point. That law does 
not apply to the case of theft. 

Mr. LOUD, Oh, yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. The law,as I understand, does not name 
theft as one of the cases in which relief shall be given by the De- 
partment. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. KILGORE. It specifies, I believe, burglary or fire. 

Mr.LOUD. This was burglary. 

Mr. KILGORE. If this wasa case of burglary, there could 
not have been negligence on the part of the postmaster. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is this case. 

Mr. KILGORE. No: this is theft. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; it is a ease of burglary. The rob- 
bers broke into the house, and then broke into the safe. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understood the gentleman from California 
to say it was a case of theft. 

Mr. LOUD. LIassented to the gentleman's question, not sup- 
posing he would make such a distinetion as this. I move that 
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the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD HURLEY. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 903) for 
relief of Edward Hurley. 

Mr. BUNN. I ask that this bill be informally passed over, 
for the same reason that the other case was passed over a few 
minutes ago. It is a bill of the same character. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally, 
not to lose its place on the Calendar. 


PENNSYLVANIA WAR DAMAGES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 286) to 
authorize the payment of d es sustained by citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania from Union and Confederate troops dur- 
ing the late war, as adjudicated and liquidated by the State of 
Pennsylvania under the provisions of an act of the General As- 
sembly of the said State of Pennsylvania, approved the 22d day 
of May, A. D. 1871. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER], chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims, who reported this bill, is absent, sick, and I wish 
to ask unanimous consent of the House that it be passed over in- 
formally for thé present, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the uest of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, that this bill be passed over infor- 
mally? 

There was no objection. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
724) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided, 


To Nat Buckley, a 


To Elias Bray, 8891.92. 
To Dr. G. Johnson, $155.60. 
To Harrison Trice, $261.20. 


30. 
To Thomas McGill, $156.61. 
To James Ledbetter, $155.61, 
To William Ozier, $522.41. 


To William P. Walker, £120.06. 

To A. S. rs, $341.55. 

To Tyson G. Maness, 8561.02. 

illiam H. Bond, $120.06. 
To Siephen Massengitl, 8120,06. 
To Wiliam Swink, 7420.80 ; 

To Keton M. Jones, $381.15. In all 822,271.25. 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman—— 
geome Mr. Chairman, is there a report accompanying 

is 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there is a re- 
port. 
Mr. HULL. I think we should have the report read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has been 


recognized, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as this bill carries an 
appropriation of about $22,000, I think the report of the com- 
mittee had better be read, as it will afford an explanation to the 
House of the character of the bill. 


8 


The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 724) 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, reports as follows: 

This claim was presented in the Fifty-second Congress and was eee 
Dy shia upon by the Committee on War Claims, to whom it was refe 5 
After a careful investigation of the facts involved, your committee adopt 
the report of the committee of the 5 Congress, a copy thereof 
penn eee attached and made a part of this report, and recommend that 

e o pass. 


[House Report No. 19, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on War Clatms, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1219) 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, submit the following report: 

The facts of this claim are fully set forth ina report made by this com- 
mittee to the House in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, hereto 
annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee therefore adopt the said report as their own, and report 
back the bill and recommend its passage. 


{House Report No. 14, Filty-first Congress, first session.) 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises and the reasons of the 
committee for recommending the passage of the bill will be found stated in 
the report of the Committee on WarClaims, submitted tothe second session 
of the Forty-sixth Co wf Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin, who was then 
chairman of said co: ttee, which report is as follows: 


{House Report No. 1345, Forty-sixth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Hiram Johnson and others for relief, submit the following report: 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in 
House Report of the Committee on Military Affairs, No. 184, second session, 
Forty-fourth Congress, and in reports from the Secretary of War, with cor- 
respondence attached, on file with the papers in the case, and are in sub- 
stance as follows: 

On the 25th day of November, 1862, a party of rebels made a raid upon a 
small force of Union troops stationed at Henderson, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, On the Mobile and Ohio Railroad. 

Union troops, with their arms and care equipage, burned a quantity of 
cotton belonging to the United States and to 8 individuals, and also 
8 the depot buildings and water tank belonging to the railway cor- 

ration. 

P Thereupon, on the 2d day of December following, the commandment of 
the Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N. Haynie, Fortieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate 
the losses sustained and appraise the damages suffered from the raid, with 
a view to an assessment by way of reprisal upon rebel sympathizers in and 
about Henderson. 

The board so appointed assessed the value of the property captured and 
destroyed as follows: 


Cotton burned belonging to the United States $1, 900. 00 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States 3, 180. 00 
Total belonging to the United States --- * 5,080.00 
Cotton belonging to private persons --- 18,171.36 
RGU WAY. DEOD suas onan spc ndcacasnaccubunes a PEAS — 500. 
ae T—ñ— 26, 751. 36 


Upon this report being made, Col. Haynie ordered an assessment of this 
amount to be levied upon the rebel sympathizers in and about Henderson, 
which action was approved at the headquarters of the district of Jackson, in 
the Department of essee, Brig. Gen. Sullivan commanding, on the 12th 
day of December, 1862; and an order bearing date on that aar was issued 
from said last-named headquarters direct the collection of the tax. 

Col. Haynie proceeded in the execution of the order, and collected of the 
said assessment the sum of 223,325.16, leaving a deficit of 83,426.20 not col- 
lected, by reason of the absence of the persons against whom the same was 
assessed. And thereafter, but at what precise date does not appear, Col. W. 
W. Sanford, a Illinois Volunteer Infantry, comman post at 
Bethel, made an additional and supplemental assessment for 84 20, to 
make up such deficit; and of this amount there was collected £4,026. 20, mak- 

the total amount collected to repair losses and damages sustained by said 
5 8 all of which sum was paid by the persons now asking relief 
yt on. 

The right of the military commandant, in time of war, to order and en- 
force assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to pre- 
vent the giving information and encouragement to enemies outside of his 
lines by enemy 3 within his lines, is well settled and affirmed 
by all writers upon the laws of war, and is a most salutary check upon pred- 
atory incursions, by making the friends of those who commit the damage 
bear the brunt of the injury suffered. 

At the time of the appraisal of the damages and of the le and collecting 
these assessments it Was supposed to be under and in execution of an order 
of Gen. Grant, then commanding the troops in that department. But it ap- 
pears from the papers filed that Gen. Grant disavowed the construction put 
upon his general orders by the local officers, and declared the purpose and 
intent of general order to be that reprisal should be made by way of levy 
and assessment in case of raids within our lines, like the one at Henderson, 
only to repay such losses as the Government might sustain in its property 
thereby, and he refused to recognize the right of private claimants to reim- 
bursement bysuch levy and assessment; and on the 23d day of January, 1863, 
ordered the proceeds of such assessment and collection to be turned over to 
the provost marshal- ral; and it appears by the rs filed that his ac- 
tion in assaying the right of private c ants to reimbursement for losses 
sustained by the raid out of this fund was approved by the Secretary of War, 
on the report made thereon by Gen. M. C. Meigs, which report maintains the 
law to be that the power existed to levy and collect an assessment to pay 
private losses in the discretion of the general commanding; but as against 
such general's construction of his own order and purpose no right whatever 
could accrue to a private claimant for reimbursement, 

The logical sequence from these facts, and this declaration and construc- 
tion by Gen. Grant of his orders, seems to be that the subordinates, in the 
execution of the orders of the commanding general, should have made an 
assessment only for the losses sustained by the Government, viz: 


For cotton burned belo: to the United States $1,900 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States 3, 180 
5, 080 


Had the Government rebuilt or 9 the injury to the railway prop- 
erty, as an essential for their use of it, that also should be included as a 
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proper item for assessment; but the evidence shows that the railway com- 
pany re their injuries at their own expense 

Deéedueting this amount, for which the assessment was authorized, from 
the total amount collected, there remains a balance of 522.271. 286 taken from 
the petitioners under a misconstructionof the order of the commanding geu- 
eral, as certified to by his own action and the evidence of an officer o his 


This committee havemaintained, and still adhere to the doctrine, thatno 
nation is Hable for the wiliful torts of its soldiery. 

But was this assessment a tort, within the meaning of such well-estab- 
lished doctrine? It is submitted that this wrong is clearly without therule, 
because this assessment was collected by an officer of high rank, command- 
ing a military district, in the execution of an office giving him colorable au- 
thority, to say the least, to do the act he did; and that act was ratified by 
the general commanding, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution 
when the excessive assessment came to his knowledge. 

But if the reasoning on this point may be deemed questionable, there is 
upon the facts another and complete answer to the application of this prin- 

nie The proof shows to an absolute certainty that of the money 80 col- 
lected $23,825.16 was applied by the United Statea to its use, knowing the 
source from whence it was derived, and the remainder of the sum, $4,026, by 
all reasonable umption, was likewise applied to the use of the Goyern- 
ment. And the committee is so constrained to hold, as a contrary conclu- 
sion would compel us to impeach the integrity of a gallant oricer who fell 
pefore Vicksburg without a stain upon his citizen or soldier life. 

The law of the case, then, may be stated to be, that if the officers, agents 
of the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approvo by the 
principal, the Government, when it 9 accepted the benefits of the 
tortious acts. And no proceedings by way of confiscation or condemnation 
have ever been had to divest the persons so assessed of their right in the 


lus fund. 

Hence your committee are constrained to hold that the claims of the pe- 
titioners to the amount collected of them ($22,271.26) in excess of the re- 
quirements of Gen. Grant are valid, and that the Government ought in 
right refund the same; and report herewith a bill, redistributing the same 
to the persons who paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums origi- 
nally paid by each of them, tively, and recommend its passage. 

Your committee adopt the s report as their own, and report herewith 
a substitute for the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr.Chairman, the report just read sets forth 
fully and clearly the origin of this claim. It has been reported 
I think now some seven times in the House in seven different 
Congresses favorably from the Committee on War Claims, and 
has once passed this House. It has been reported four times 
favorably i the Senate and twice passed thatbody. I hope the 
House will allow it to be laid aside with a fayorable recommen- 
dation. I make that motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand the motion that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no. I think we ought to agree on some 
time for the discussion of this bill. Suppose we say we will take 
a vote some time about half past 4 o'clock to-day. A very im- 

rtant question is involved in it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is the gentleman from Texas serious in his 
statement? 

Mr. KILGORE. I am. 

Mr. ENLOE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KILGORE. An hour. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will reserve my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to 
occupy the floor? 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that there ought to be some expla- 
nation of this bill. It has been before Congress, the gentleman 
from Tennessee says, seven or eight different times, It has 
passed this body once or twice, I believe, and passed the Sen- 
ate once or twice, as he tells us. Now, I think that is a positive 
disadvantage to it in this Congress; and I would not be willing 
to see this bill laid aside with favorable recommendation with- 
out the House having an opportunity to fully discuss and under- 
stand the questions involved and how it first arose, and what 
rights these people would have over and above other people in 
the South who lost all of their property by the war. These are 
all important questions, and I think ought to be discussed. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. KILGORE. It carries about $20,000, I understand. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Something over $22,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the hill be laid 
aside, with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have 
some further N of the matter before voting upon it. 
This is a claim, I suppose, of loyal citizens? : 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. That is not the nature of the claim, 
The gentleman from Michigan probably knows the character of 
the claim, which has been pending here, I suspect, eves since 
he has been a member of this body. 

Mr. BURROWS. Were they disloyal people these claim- 
ants? 

Mr. ENLOE. 
tion with it. 

Mr. BURROWS. And do you think that question zheuld not 
be considered? 

Mr. ENLOE. It has nothing to do with the auestion. 


c 
1 


That is a question that is not raised in connec- 


Mr. BURROWS. And that it makes no difference whether 

* were loyal or disloyal? 
r. ENLOE. Not at all. 

The nature of the case I will state to the gentleman is just 
this. There was a Federal post at the town of Henderson, in 
the State of Tennessee, occupied by a detachment of troops from 
Illinois. Col. Haynie, the colonel of the regiment, was stationed 
at Bethel, Tenn. A detachment of Confederate troops under the 
command of my colleague from Tennessee Mr. Cox], crossed the 
river and went to Henderson and attacked the postand captured 
it, and during the fight, or immediately following it, burnt the 
depot. In the destruction of the depot building they 8 
some Government property and some cotton that belonged to 
private parties. 

Col. Haynie appointed a board to estimate the losses and or- 
dered an assessment to be levied upon the people of the com- 
munity to the amount of the value of all the preperty destroyed 
of the United States for losses sustained by the destruction, in- 
eluding railroad, Government, and individual property. In the 
execution of that order these persons, whose names are mentioned 
in the bill, were assessed for various sums of money, amounting 
in the aggregate to $26,757.36. Gen. Sullivan, the superior of 
Col. Haynie, was stationed at Jackson, Tenn. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You mean the Federal general, Sullivan? 

Mr. ENLOE. Les, sir. Col. Haynie, after ascertaining the 
losses and levying the assessment called on Gen. Sullivan to is- 
sue an order ‘‘directing the collection and disbursement of 
amount assessed.” Gen. Sullivan ordered it to be paid over to 
Col. J. D. Webster, superintendent of United States military 
railroads at Jackson, Tenn. Gen. Grant ordered that the hands 
be paid over to Col. William S. Hillyer, the provost-marshal- 
general at Memphis,Tenn. It finally was placed in the hands of 
the quartermaster, Col. C. A, Reynolds, who turned it over to 
the Treasury. 

These facts, Mr. Chairman, are all matters of record. They 
show that the money, after reimbursing the Government for its 
losses, instead of being paid back to the parties from whom it 
was taken, was paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
has been there all this time, and is there to-day. All this bill 
proponse to do is to take the excess of the money and return it 
to these people in the same proportion in which they paid it into 
the Treasury. 

A question was raised, and I want to deal fairly with the House 
upon the subject—a question was raised by the claimants who 
had cotton serio ket by the fire, for damage resulting from it. 
They claim that they should be paid out of that fund, and the 
-third Congress paid two of the claimants over $9,000 of 

e question was first referred to Gen. Grant, and Gen. 
Grant stated that the levy was not made for the p of re- 
imbursing cotton speculators for any losses they might have 
sustained. Gen. Sullivan stated that it was levied in the na- 
ture of an indemnity, and as a notice to the people of that 
section of the State that in the event of similar raids a like 
course would be adopted; that it would operate as a notice to the 
Confederate forces who might attempt such raids in the future 
not to come in, because these people would be made to suffer the 
consequences of it. 

The main purpose was for the reimbursement of the Govern- 
ment and for indemnity, as was stated at thattime. Gen. Sulli- 
van gave notice to those assessed that after reimbursing the 
Government the balance of this fund should be held as an in- 
demnity against future raids or incursions from guerrillas or reg- 
ular Confederate troops; but it was his intention to return the 
balance to those assessed in case no further disturbances oc- 
curred in that vicinity. There were no further raids, and ac- 
cording to Gen. Sullivan’s intentions when he made the levy, 
the money should have been refunded, but unfortunately for the 
claimants Gen. Sullivan was ordered elsewhere, and he left the 
funds in other hands, to find their way intothe Treasury, which, 
like the sea, never gives up what it has swallowed except to a 
storm, 

Some of these cotton claimants came here and asked the Gov- 
ernment to pay them out of this fund. They applied to the 
Quartermaster-General, Gen. Meigs, and he held that the fund 
was not collected for that purpose, and refused to pay them. 
Then two of the claimants came to Congress, as I before stated, 
and asked Congress to pass a bill appropriating money to pa 
them for cotton that was burned at Henderson in that fire, an 
there was a bill passed through Congress paying two of these 
men over $9,000. It was insisted that this ought to come out of 
that particular fund, but the construction placed by Gen. Grant 
upon the order issued by the commanding officer and the con- 
struction placed upon it by Gen. Sullivan and by the Quarter- 
master-General shows that no part of this money belonged to 


Fort, 
it. 


anybody or could equitably or legally belong to anybody except 
the persons who paid it into this fund. 


3918 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


APRIL 20, 


Mr. AITKEN. Does this bill contain the names of those who 
were assessed? 

Mr. ENLOE. Les. 

Mr. AITKEN. How did you get the list? 

Mr. ENLOE.. From the military order 
which is of record in the War Department. 


the assessment; 
The only question 


that ever confused the case was the question as to whether or not 


the private citizens who were cotton speculators in that country 

at that time were entitled, as a matter of equity, to be paid out 

8 this fund, rather than the people who had paid it into the 
reasury. 

That question was ably discussed in areport submitted to the 
Senate the Forty-eighth Congress, by the Hon. Howell E. 
Jackson, who was then a member of the Senate from Tennessee, 
and who is now an associate justice of the Supreme Court. 
Judge Jackson held that, as a matter of equity and as a matter 
of law, the balance of thisfund ought to be paid tothese people. 

The view of the question taken by the committees of this 
House in several different Congresses. is presented in the able 
report on this bill, which was written by Gen. Bragg of Wiscon- 
sin, the famous commander of the Iron Brigade, when he was 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims in the 8 
Congress. That report has been readopted in the tieth, 
Fifty-first, Pifty-second, and Fifty-third Congresses. The claim 
is just, and I hope the committee will lay it aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr: Chairman, this claim has been before 
Congress for several years, but has never passed both Houses in 
the same Cougress, and has always heretofore met with very 
serious opposition. My only purpose is to call the attention of 
the committee to the character of the claim. Of course, the ma- 
jority have the power to pass it, if they so desire; but I want 
the facts laid before the committee and before the country. 

First, the amount carried by this bill aggregates something 
over $22,000. The first party named in the bill is H. Johnson, 
$659.86. 

The next is Stephen M. Johnson, $659.86. 

I find upon examining a report from the War Department in 
relation to this bill, which report-I hold in my hand, a very in- 
teresting histo: From that report of the War Department it 
appears with relation to this Mr. H. Johnson, who seeks now to 
be paid $659.86, as follows: 


There are on file in this office two vouchers signed S. M. & H. Johnson, at 


Henderson Station, and at Jackson, Tenn:, for lumber and hauling. 


One H. Johnson, of Meigs, McMinn or Roane County. Tenn., petitioned 
that a disloyal citizen be not released. 


That is, disloyal to the Confederate States, I suppose. 


There are on flle in this ofice four vouchers S. M. Johnson, at Me- 
Minn ville. Tenn., for niter and saltpeter, and two signed S. M. & H. John- 
son, at Henderson Station, and at Jackson, Tenn., for lumber and hauling. 

One Stephen M. Johnson was a member of Company E, Sixteenth-Twenty- 
first Tennessee Cavalry, enlisted at Jackson, Tenn. 


Passing to line 12, on the first page of the bill, I find the claim 
of— 

D: J. Franklin, $130.48. 

This report shows the history of that gentleman as follows: 


‘There are on file in this office two vouchers signed D. J. Franklin, at Hen- 
derson Station, Tenn., for beef and hire of teams. 


On the second page of the bill, in line 28, is the claim of— 
Willis Arnold, $5,213.89. 
Tho report from the Confederate archives show that— 


‘There is on file in this office one voucher signed W. Arnold, at Murfrees- 
boro, Tenn., for corn; also one signed Willis Arnold for corn and Em by 
A. B. Crook, assistant quartermaster Confederate States army, in er- 
son County, Tenn. 


There are various other references to this gentleman. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Are these names which you are mention- 
ing the ones found in this bill? 

Hr. BURROWS. Les. On page 2 of the bill, Iine 32, is the 
claim of— z 

G. L. Ross; $1,306.91. 

This report reads, in relation to this gentleman, as follows: 


One G. L. Ross was captain Company I, Thirteenth Tennessee Infantry, 
enlisted at Jackson, Tenn. 


On the same page of the bill, line 36, is the claim of— 

John M. Hart, $522.41. ` 

It is said of this party: 

There are on file in this offive two vouchers signed J. M. Hart, at Jackson, 
Tenn., for fi ý 


Thereare various other references found to persons of thisname. 
On page 3 of the bill, line 38, is the claim of— 1 
William A. Brummer, 8801.09. 

I find from the same source the following information: 


One person by the name of W. A. Brummer signed for for services of 
N . pay 


Mr. HULL. Services to the Confederacy? 

Mr. BURROWS. Services to the e suppose. I 
call attention to another claim, in line 46 of the : 

Jeff Jones, 2130.48. 

This report says: 

There is on file in this office one voucher signed J. Jones, at Morgantown, 
Tenn., for forage. - 

One Jefferson Jones was first lieutenant. Company H. Third Tennessee In- 
fantry, P. A., enlisted in Monroe County, Tenn. 

Que J. Jones, of Blountville, Tenn., petitioned for the detail of a doctor. 

One J. Jones, as post “ae at Knoxville, Tenn., reports certain Federal 
prisoners being put in jail. 

One J. Jones signed — — for services as deck hand on steamer Holston, 

between Kno: e and Chattan Tenn. 

One J. Jones is mentioned as a prisoner (civil) who took the oath to the 
Confederate States before he was captured (in Tennessee). 

The next claim is that of— 

A. B. Crook, $261.20. 

This report says of him: 

There are on file in this omee eight vouchers signed A: B. Crook, at vari- 
ous places in Tennessee and Mississippi, for forage and drugs for use of Con- 
federate States army. 

One A. B. Crook was a member of 3 D. 16-21 Tennessee Cavalry, en- 
listed in Madison County, Tenn.; afterwards assistant quartermaster 
Eighteenth Tennessee Cavalry. 

Another claim is that of— 

John D. Smith, $261.20. y 

The War Department report shows: 

There are on fiie in this office five vouchers signed J. D. Smith and one 
signed Jno. D. Smith, at various places in Tennessee, 

The next item to which I wish to call attention is in line 54 
on page 3, the claim of— 

Elijah Bond, 61.20. 

This report shows the following: 

There is on file in this office one voucher signed E. Bond, at Shelbyville, 
Tenn., for hay. 

In line 58 is the claim of 

William. Hall, 7522.41. 

It is reported of this claim: 


There are on file in this o‘ice twenty-three vouchers signed Wm. Hall; three 
signed Wm. Hall, sr..and three signed W. Hail, at various places in Ten- 
nessee, for bacon, beef, wheat, mules, wagons, and for services. 
= F to a suspicious person (no name given) is indorsed 

m. 
One W. Hall received a passport in East Tennessee. 
The next claim to which I call attention is that of— 
Carroll Beaver, 2522.41. 
The report shows in relation to Carroll Beaver, as follows: 


There is on file in this office one voucher signed C. Beaver (in favor of 
Carroll Beaver), at Beavers Mill, Tenn., for meal, paid by A. B. Crook, as- 
sistant quartermaster, Confederate States army. 


At the top of page 4 of the bill, in line 62, is the claim of— 

John West, $659.86. 

The report from the War Department discloses in regard to 
this gentleman, as follows: 

There are on file in this office five vouchers signed John West, two of 
them dated at Lexington, Tenn., for bacon; two at Bulls Gap, Tenn., and 
one In the fiela”’ (Tennessee), for forage. 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose the gentleman does not doubt that 
these all refer to the same man. 

Mr. BURROWS. There may be doubt about their being the 
same individuals, but I have no question about their identity. 
I am reading, however, from the War Department report. 

In line 72, page 4 of the bill, is the claim of— 

S. E. Grider, $120.49. 

The report from the War Department shows as follows: 

One S. E. Grider was a member of Company H, Sixteenth-Twenty-first 
Tennessee Cavalry; eniisted at Center Point, Tenn. 

Mr. COX. What was the name of the man who was stated to 
belong to a cavalry command in Tennessee? 

Mr. BURROWS. S. E. Grider. 

Mr. COX. What command was that? 

Mr. BURROWS. This report says: 


One S. E. Grider was a member of Company H, Sixteenth-Twenty-first 
Tennessee Cavalry; enlisted at Center Point, Tenn. 


This may mean that he was a member of both. I do not 


There never was any such regiment. 
I do not know anything about that. [am 
quoting from this report from the Confederate archives. 

The next claim to which I wish to call attention is in line 76 
of the bill: 

John Robinson, $240.34. 

It is stated in this report: 


‘There are on file in this office seven vouchers signed John Robinson and 
we amen —— 8 ve his mark" at various places in Tennessee, 
‘or A 


forage. 
One John Robinson a passport in East Tennessee. 
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The next claim to which I ask the attention of the committee 
is in line 80 of the bill: 

John G. Smith, 879.96, 

The War Department report says: 

‘There are on file in this office two vouchers dated at Knoxville, Tenu., one 


signed John G. Smith and the other John G. Smith & Co., forniter; also one 
signed J. G. Smith, at Kingston, Tenn., for services as teamster. 

The next claim to which I desire to call attention is in line 82, 
and it is that of 

Caleb McKnight, 5200.25. 

It is said of him in this report: 

‘There is on file in this office one voucher signed Caleb McKnight, ‘in the 
field’ for forage; also one signed C. McKnight, at Columbus, Ky., for beef. 

One Caleb McKnight was captain Company B, Thirty-first Tennessee In- 
fantry, enlisted at Trenton, Tenn, 

The next claim to which I wish to call attention is in line 84 
of the bill, and it is that of— 

James Thomas, $200.25. 

In this report it is said: 

There are on file in this office two vouchers signed J. Thomas and two 
punoa James Thomas, at various places in Tennessee, for horse and forage. 

e dames Thomas was a member of Company F, Sixteenth-Twenty-first 

Tennessee Cavalry, enlisted at Jack's Creek, Tenn. 

At the top of page 5, line 86, is the claim of— 

William P. Walker, $120.06. = 

The report from the War Department shows: 

One W. P. Walker was second lieutenant Company H, Thirty-sixth Ten- 
nessee Infantry. . 

The claim of F. M. Ballard for $240.04, to which I desire to 
call attention, is found on line 94 of the bill. 

It is said of him: 

One F. M. Ballard wrs second lieutenant Company I, Twenty-fourth Ten- 
nessee Infantry; enlisted at Camp Trousdale, Tennessee. 

Tho last item in line 100 of the bill is the claim of— 

Keton M. Jones, $361.15. 


It seems that this claim, presented in this bill now for favor- 
able action by this House, has been before the Court of Claims 
for adjudication, and I hold in my hand the report from the 
Court of Claims: 2 

Keton M. Jones vs. The United States.—This case being a claim for sup- 
pues and stores alleged to have been taken by or furnished to the military 

orces of the United States for use during the late war for the suppression 
of the rebellion, the court, on a preliminary inquiry, finds that upon the 
evidence it does not ap that the claimant, being the person alleged to 
have furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom they are alleged to 
have been taken, was loyal to the Governmentof the United States through- 
out said war, and the case is dismissed for want of further jurisdiction. 

That case was rejected solely on the ground of disloyalty. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, I have no other 
desire than to lay the facts before the committee. The report 
of the Secretary of War as to what the Confederate archives 
disclosed in regard to these people, I suppose, will be taken as 
conclusive; and, for the purpose of testing the sense of the com- 
mittee, I move to strike out on page 5, line 100, the claim of 
Keton M. Jones, the one last mentioned—the one which the 
Court of Claims rejected because of the disloyalty of the claim- 


ant. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard before that 
motion is put. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
that we are still in general debate, and that noamendment is in 
order at this stage. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that general 
debate has not yet closed, but I give notice that [shall offer that 
amendment when in order. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee has 
moved that the committee rise and report this bill to the House. 
Pending that motion [ shall move to amend the bill. - 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman at 
the proper time. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] is one of the most agreeable gentlemen I ever 
saw in a controversy [laughter], and his manner of addressing 
the House is such that it carries with it very nearly theforee of 
an affidavit. But the gentleman has some other peculiar char- 
acteristics, and, with all his suavity of manner and speech and 
all his apparent disposition to discuss this question fairly upon 
its merits, I am afraid that he has been led a little out of the 
true line in the course he has taken this morning in bringing 
up from the Confederate archives a record which he has read to 

is committee and which he argues has some bearing upon this 
case, when, as a matter of fact, it has none. The great majority 
of the people who are interested in thisclaim are in no way iden- 
tified with the people mentioned in the record which the gen- 
tleman has been quoting. Some of them have the same names 
and perhaps there may be some of them named in that record. 


A great many of the persons referred to in that record as resid- 
ing in that part of Tennessee near Henderson live two or three 


hundred miles away and are in no way identified with these 
claimants, 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman deny that the party 
named here as Keton M. Jones is the same person concerned in 
this 9 oi the Court of Claims? 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not know. I would like to see the refer- 
ence made to that case in order to answer the gentleman. Ido 
not know what the nature of the claim of Keton M. Jones was. 
I would ask the gentleman from Michigan whether he investi- 
gated closely enough to find out that Keton M. Jones preferred 
a claim against the Government in the Court of Claims on ac- 
count of this assessment? 

Mr. BURROWS.. I know nothing of the nature of the claim. 
I simply know that this is the report of the Court of Claims of its 
action in the case of Keton M. Jones. 

Mr. ENLOE. That action was taken on a claim for stores and 
supplies. The paper read by the gentleman shows that faci, I 
discover. This report shows on its face that Keton M. Jones 
came to the Court of Claims and applied for payment for stores 
and supplies furnished to the Government, and not (even if this 
is the same man) for a reimbursement of this excessive military 
assessment; and it is hardly fair, in the discussion of this case, to 
raise a question which, as I stated in the beginning, can not have 
any proper bearing upon the case, the question of the loyalty or 
disloyalty of these persons. Now, want. to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Michigan and of this Committee to what 
is stated in the report submitted to the Senate by the Hon. How- 
ell E. Jackson at the time this bill passed that body. Judge Jack- 
son in his report said: 

It is distinctiy shownthat they had no connection whatever with the rebel 
raid of the 25th of November, 1862, which came across the Tennessee River 
from Middle Tennessee at night. aar gave no aid, sanction, or support to 
this raid, and were in no way responsible for the losses it occasioned. Field- 
ing Hurst (late colonel of the Sixth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, United 
States Army), an intensely loyal man, who raised his regiment in that lo- 
cality and devoted himself to the cause of the Union with a zeal and energy 
unsu d by any soldier of the war, states that for the last forty-seven 
years he has lived among this people and knows them and their antecedents 
well and intimately. He says, further: 

“I know them [the claimants] tobe honorable, just, and good men, who 
were at home in the peaceful pursuits of life when the assessment and col- 
lections were made. I know of no gentleman whose for ness 


character good 
is better than that of the claimants. I think they are as justly entitled to 
that money as Lam to reap he reward of my daily labor.” 


That is the sworn testimony of Col. Hurst. This Col. Hurst, 
as the report says, was yery active in his support of the Federal 
Government. He burned the county seatof the county in which 
he lived. His command destroyed the town of Purdy, in the 
county on the borders of which this raid occurred. He was a 
man who was uncompromising in his loyalty, who was regarded 
at that time as a perseeutor of the people down there, yet that 
man comes up and testifies that these people were not in any 
way connected with the rebellion, but were at home engaged 
in their peaceful occupations when this raid occurred. But 
some gentleman says, ‘* Why, these were all rebel sympathizers!” 
Now, does the gentleman from Michigan insist, or will this 
House insist, that the Government of the United States at this 
time ought to refuse to pay back this money, ought to confiscate 
private property without any legal proceedings and convert it 
to Government use, on the ground that these claimants were 
rebel sympathizers? I should say, commit a robbery by Con- 
gressional inaction, because no legal proceedings were ever 
taken to convert this private property to public use. 

The Government to-day is simply a trustee for the people from 
whom thecommanding general collected this money. No doubt 
these people, some of them at least, had kinsmen in the Confed- 
erate army, and perhaps they were in sympathy with those kins- 
men; I have nodoubt they were, and. they ought to have been. 
They were peaceable, law-abiding citizens, Rf, ak the complete 
jurisdiction and control of the Federal Government, not a transi- 
tory, illusory, or incompletecontrol, butfulland absolute control, 
and under those circumstances they were entitled to the protec- 
tion of the Government according to all the rules and usages of 
civilized warfare. 

This money does not belong to the Government; there has 
been no legal proceeding by which it could become the prop- 
erty of the Government. Then why should it not be paid to 
these people? The gentleman from Michigan goes into the 
Confederate archives and brings up here every man he can find 
having a surname the same as the claimants in this bill. Why, 
I can take that list and point out persons bearing duplicates of 
many of thesenames in my own Congressional district. Thereare 
Johnsonsand Smiths and Jonesesand Arnolds all over Tennessee. 
Perhaps every name in this bill is duplicated over and over 
again in the State, to say nothing of other States in the South. 
S. M. Johnson may have been hired or forced to haul lumber 
for the Confederate government and may have been paid for it, 
but is that any reason why he should not have returned to him 
the money which rightfully belongs to him. Hiram Johnson 


ise a pee 
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was a citizen who remained at home during the war. He is 
now dead. 

A considerable number of the original claimants are dead. 
Their families need this money to-day worse than they ever 
needed it before in their lives, and even if the fathers were dis- 
loyal to the Government at that time that, I say, is no reason 
why the Government should now refuse to do justice to their 
widows and children. Hiram Johnson waited and hoped for 
twenty-five years, and he was as good a citizen as ever lived. He 
died believing in the honesty of this Government. You recog- 
nize the rightsof gentlemen who come here from thatsection, who 
sit as representatives in Congress, although they served in the 
Confederate army; you do not propose now to punish them be- 
cause they served the Confederacy. Does this Congress pro- 
pose, then, to refuse to-adjudicate and pay the just claims of 
private citizens, and to punish noncombatants by legislative 

. robbery because they happen to live in a Southern State. That 
is the only offense of which they are guilty. They were ina 
State which furnished many soldiers to the Confederate army 
and thirty-seven regiments to the Federal Army. Troops were 
raised for both armies in that section. 

These claimants were at home, following their peaceful pur- 
suits, obeying the laws of the land, and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal Government, and you have the testimony of 
Col. Hurst, before quoted, who commanded the Federal forces 
in that country at that time, that they were good citizens. It 
seems to me that it would be very unjust, and Ido not believe 
the gentleman from Michigan can find it in the promptings of 
his heart to contend that it would be right to refuse to let these 

ople have the money which the Government took from them 

or a specific purpose, to which it was not applied, and has im- 
properly withheld it all this time. 

It may be cheap and unworthy politics to make such an argu- 
ment as that, and refer to claimants as rebels. I believe the 
day has paesed when any considerable number of people, in any 
part of this country are going to say that because the Govern- 
ment has this property in its possession, acquired ia the manner 
it was, that it isrightto hold andrefuse toreturnit to the right- 
ful and legal owners simply because they lived in Tennessee and 
were peaceable, law-abiding citizens of that State, even though 
they may have sympathized with the Confederacy. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do I wnderstand my friend from Tennessee 


to deny that the persons whose names have been read by the 
‘gentleman from Michigan are the same people referred to in 
this bill? 


Mr. ENLOE. I deny that a very large part of those whose 
names have been referred to are thesame people. Some of them 
may be the same. When the gentleman gets in the neighbor- 
hood of Henderson or Henderson County, it may be that some of 
the persons were those who hauled lumber or sold supplies to 
the Confederate forces at the time they were occupying the 


country. 

Mr. BURROWS. I referred this bill to the War Department 
with a request to be advised as to what information the Depart- 
ment had on file in the Confederate archives (I did not say 
rebel“ archives; I believe I never use that expression) in re- 
lation to the claimants mentioned in the bill; and the Depart- 
ment returned my request with this report. I have no doubt in 
my own mind that these are the same persons. 

. ENLOE. That is parallel with the case that we had in 
the Fifty-first Congress. In-that Congress—a Republican Con- 
gress—after eighteen weeks of filibustering, which I led on 
every Friday and Friday night until the bill was voted on, a 
bill was passed appropriating over half a million dollars to pay 
loyal claimants for property taken and used by the Federal Gov- 
ernment during the war, in cases where judgment had been ob- 
tained in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. Thomas, of Wisconsin, who was at that time chairman of 
tbe Committee on War Claims, called on the War Department 
to furnish from the Confederate archives all the information 
that could be supplied as to parties bearing those names. He 
sent the bill to the See tn justas the gennem from Mich- 
igan has sent this bill. The Secretary of War furnished from 
those archives the history of every man bearing the same name 
as any person named in the billor having asimilar name. Yet 
the Court of Claims had investigated those very cases, had in- 

uired into the loyalty of those individuals, and they had estab- 
hed their loyalty by a judicial proceeding. Notwithstanding 
that the attempt was made by testimony, in the same form as 
that presented here to-day, to impeach the findings of the Court 
of Claims. But the Fifty-first Congress, a Republican Congress, 
passed that bill in this House with not more than 6 or 7 votes 


t it. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] will permit, I would like to ask him a ques- 
tion. I wish to know whether claim is, as I understand 


to state, a claim purely to recover money which was deposited 
asan indemnity for the good behavior of the people in that 
neighborhood. I would like to know what the 8 is on 
that subject. I do not think it makes any difference whether 
these porcons are the same persons or not, unless it be shown 
that the claims are the same claims. These claims, as I under- 
stand, are very different claims. The application in this case 
is, as I understand, simply for the recovery of money deposited 
with Gen. Sullivan or somebody elss as indemnity for the good 
behavior of the people of that neighborhood and of the Confed- 
erate forces. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have here the affidavit of Gen. Sullivan 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I happen to know Gen, Sulli- 
van, and I know him to be an honest man. I know that during 
the war he made a brother-in-law of mine, living in Tennessee, 
deposit $500 in gold as security for his good behavior. When 
the war was over my brother-in-law undertook to recover that 
money, but not knowing how to go about it, he wrote to me to 
see whether I could not do something for him. He supposed the 
money had been taken by this Union general and converted to 
hisown use. But I found that the money had been deposited in 
the subtreasury at St. Louis: and it was recovered. I am satis- 
fied that Gen. Sullivan isan honest man. If hecompelled these 
people to pay more money than would cover the damages which 
had been sustained by the burning of Government property, or 
the burning of the depot or anything of that kind—by way of in- 
demnity against acts which were not committed—it seems to me 
that the parties are clearly entitled to recover the indemnity 
money paid by them, and that the question of loyalty does not 
arise in the case, and ought not to arise. But whether these 
are the same claims I do not know. 

Mr. ENLOE. Inconnection with what the gentleman from 
Illinois has said, I wish to quote from the affidavit of Gen. Sul- 
livan as published in the Senate report from which I have 
already been quoting—a report prepared by Associate Justice 
Jackson of the Supreme Court when he was a Senator from the 
State of Tennessee: 

But we are not left to conjecture— 

This is the language of the report— ~ 

But we are not left to conjecture as to the intention and purpose of Gen. 
Sullivan in making and collecting the assessment in question. He testifies 
under oath upon the subject, as follows: 

„Order No. 15 was not directed against parties who had been tried and 
convicted of complicity in the raid, but as against those whom I believe 
could control and discourage future raids. Such parties as I believed to ba 
influential and were interested in keeping the department quiet were se- 
lected and made to put up a money security, the amount based upon their 
ability in proportion to the loss sustained. 

I was not intended that such money so collected should be used in an 
way to reimburse any person or individual who claimed a loss by such rai 
That would have been uring cotton-buyers war risks. 

** What I was trying to do was to preserve et in my department, usi 
as few troops as ble. Idid not believe that the ties from whom 
collected th ere § participated in the raid. I issued Order No. 15 to pre- 
vent further raids by compelling the coöperation of these parties with me 
in my endeavor to do so. y order was a perfect success. In my opinion 
the relief asked for should be granted, as this money was simply a bond for 
good behavior and compulsory assistance in helping memain order and 


et. 

Cotton purchasers were not looked upon with favor in Gen. Grant's 
Sep tn and no officer would have dared make innocent parties pay their 
claims. 

“I most positively state that it was in no manner intended by me to pay 


or adjust any such e 
* JEREMIAH C. SULLIVAN. 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 1884, 
IL. S.] “JOHN E. HARVILL, 
“t Notary Public.“ 


This affidavit was made while Gen. Sullivan was living in St. 


Louis. 
Now, I want to yield to my colleague [Mr. Cox]. As he led 
the Confederate raid on the occasion referred to, 1 wish him to 


make a statement in regard to his participation in it and what 
he knows about it. - 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, when I was making that raid I never 
expected that I should be called upon to make a statement about 
it in the Congress of the United States. I do not know asingle 
one of these claimants; but the facts in regard to that raid are 
about these: When that raid occurred (as will be remembered 
by any of the old soldiers on either side) Gen. Grant was ap- 

Poaching or attempting to approach Vicksburg by what was 

nown as the land route—down the Illinois Central Railroad. 
He had already commenced, or soon afterwards commenced, that 
effort. 

The Tennessee River was at that time regarded as the divid- 
ing line between the forces on the two sides. The Federal 
forces were west of the Tennessee River; the main army of the 
Confederate forces were east of the river, stationed at or near 
Murfreesboro, where a short time afterward the battle of Stone 
River was fought. I was then in the command of Gen. Forrest, 
and was watching the Tennessee River for two or three pur- 
poses: First, to see whether or not any of the Federal forces 
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crossed the river and started eastward for the ee of strik- 
ing our forces at Murfreesboro, just before the battle was fought 
to which I have referred. Another object was to prevent any 
trading in cotton—to prevent the United States forcesfrom get- 
ting our cotton—which I always thought was a very serious 
mistake; and to watch the gunboats which were going up and 
down the Tennessee River. 

A gentleman named Lewis, whom I remember well—he was 
quite an aged man to be in the military service—was a member 
of my command. I sent him to Henderson Station, where this 
raid occurred, upon the pretext of purchasing salt, which was a 
very desirable commodity with us. He clothed himself in citi- 
zen’s dress and went to Henderson Station, where he ascertained 
the extent of the forces coliected there, and returned to me with 
his report in person. We crossed the Tennessee River (swim- 
ming it} about dusk one evening, and made the march that 
night (something like 40 miles) to Henderson Station, where 
there was a company of Illinois infantry. 

Let me say in passing that I would be very glad to meet again 
the captain of that company, for he was a most excellent gen- 
tleman. We arrived there about daylight. The troops there 
were taken by surprise; they knew nothing of our approach. 
No citizen of that country ever spoke to me about the maiter. 
The trouble I had with the citizens there was to reep them 

uiet. Ifound around the depot building a temporary kind of 
ortification made of cotton bales. The Illinois company sta- 
tioned there (except four or five men who were up on the rail- 
road} were inside the depot building asleep. A detachment of 
my command got in between the cotton bales and the building, 
and pulled out the telegraph wire thatconnected with Jackson, 
where Gen. Sullivan's forces were, for I knew all the time that 
they would be too much for me. I then came down with the 
rest of my command and demanded the surrender of those Fed- 
eral forces. At first that gallant captain refused to surrender. 
When I used means to force him to do so he did surrender, 
But one man was lost; and that was through a very careless 
piece of work—which generally happens when we are fighting 
each other. 

Mr. HULICK. Was that on account of your careless shooting? 

Mr. COX. Yes, some of my men shot carelessly and killed 
one man in the depot building. For fear that there might be 
some misunderstanding on that point, I will state the circum- 
stances. That man carelessly and foolishly pulled open the 
doors of the depot building fronting the railroad and fired at us 
when we were standing almost right at the door. One of our 
men fired in at the opening and killed him. 

When that company had surrendered I mounted the men be- 
hind my own, and taking them across the Tennessee River sent 
them to Gen. Forrest, by whom they were paroled. Just as I 
got across the river, upon our side of the line, the forces from 

ackson rode up on the opposite bank in pursuit of us. 

I found at the depot building cotton lying around there for 
fortifications. I found what I knew were Government supplies 
inside the building. I had no means to take themaway, though 
I would have been glad to do so; so I set fire to the building and 
destroyed the whole. At that time there was a cotton specula- 
tor there (though I did not know it) buying cotton. I met him 
dressed in citizen’s clothes, and with his courteous manner he 
imposed upon me; and I turned him loose. If I had known at 
the time that he was a cotton speculator he would not have had 
much trouble afterward with the money which he had withhim 
for the liners of cotton. [Laughter. 

That is the history of that raid. We crossed the Tennessee 
River and joined our command under Gen. Forrest. We had 
the misfortune shortly afterward to meet the general spoken of 
by my colleague—Gen. Sullivan—and that fact cost me about six 
months’ imprisonment at Camp Chase. I bear testimony to the 
= that 1 found Gen. Sullivan a most genial and courteous gen- 

eman. 

That is the history of the transaction. If I may be permitted 
a remark in regard to the merits of this question I will ¢ only say 
this: We understood (for we were back on that line afterward) 
that so far as Gen. Grant's orders were concerned, when prop- 
erty belonging to the Government was seized and destroyed by 
the Confederate forces they could very well make this assess- 
ment upon citizens. 

I knew Col. Haney, who made this assessment. But of the 
men presenting this claim I did not know asingle one. I say 
most emphatically to the House that not one of them had any 
more connection with my making that raid than any gentleman 
sitting on this floor. I made the raid upon the report of one of 
my ownmen. And I trust that any gentleman who may here- 
after meet the captain of that company will give him my re- 
gards. After we had crossed the river he came to me and told 
me that some of my men had taken from him the pictures of 
members of his family. I asked himif he would know the man 
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who did it. He said he thought he would. I went with him, 
we found the man, and the pictures were returned tohim. He 
was very grateful for what I did. 

Afterward, when Gen. Sullivan captured us at Parkers Cross 


Roads in West Tennessee, not a 
of the occurrence I have related, I was taken prisoner and sent 
to Camp Chase, at Cairo. One day while we were there my 
men sent me under guard to get some provisions a little better 
than the army supplies. I had a market basket on my arm.. A 
gentleman came up to me and said, I want your basket.” 

I very naturally protested against such treatment. I did not 
understand it. But he took the basket from me and carried it 
off. Of course when a bayonet is behind such a request you are 
not so likely to refuse it. 

A MEMBER. Very easily persuaded, in other words. [Laugh- 


t distance from the scene 


ter. | 

Mr. COX. Yes; you are persuaded without very much trouble. 

So I gave up the basket. After a short time, however, thi 
party who had taken it came back to me with the basket full of 

rovisions and said, I am the captain that you captured at 
enderson, Tenn.” He was a gallant man. [Applause.] 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Chairman, nothing that occurred durin; 
the sessions of the Fifty-second Congress gave me more re: 
pleasure than to hear the speech made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox] similar to that which has just now been 
made by him upon the subject now attracting the attention of 
this committee. To find a man on the floor of this House par- 
ticipating in its proceedings asa Representative of the people of 
this country who twenty-five years ago was in command ofa 
force hostile to this Government telling the story of the conflict 
thatoccurred and outof which the proposed legislation is asked 
in pie, effective, and on that account more eloquent language 
telling this House just exactly what was done on such an occa- 
sion, is certainly an incident that I think the whole country 
should be proud of. 

I have told that story, or attempted to tell it, in Europe, in 
broken foreign languages, on different occasions, to friends of 
mine, and it was absolutely impossible to make them believe the 
fact that this Congress, governing this great country, was com- 
posed in partof men who twenty-five years ago had foughtagainst 
the Government; that it was composed of men who had fought 
on different sides in the great conflict that then took place, and 
were able to tell the incidents of the exact hostile transactions 
on which legislation was asked. I repeat, I consider it some- 
thing that the country should be proud to remember. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my objection to this bill is not that the 
question on which the claim is based arises in the State of Ten- 
nessee, nor is it that some of these people whose names are men- 
tioned in the bill may not have been loyal to the Governmentof 
the United States during that war. But it is a plain question 
of dollars and cents that confronts us; a question of figures which 
the history of legislation of this country in the last few years 
has written upon its statute-books. 

It appears that there were $27,000 assessed upon and raised 
from the residents of this county in Tennessee in which the town 
of Henderson was situated. That money was paid into the Treas- 
ury under its proper fund, and remained there. Nosooner had 
the war ceased, however, and the Representatives from the 
State of Tennessee taken their seats upon this floor, than there 
began to be a race of diligence from all sides as to who was en- 
titled toa share of that fund of $27,000 remaining of the assess- 
ment upon the people of that county. ? 

We find that in the Forty-third Congress a part of this 
money was appropriated and paid over to certain claimants. 
Now, remember what I say. A part of this fund of $27,000 
which we are asked to pay back to-day to certain claimants ip 
Tennessee was paid to other claimants in the Forty-third Con- 
gress. Look at this very bill just now pending before us, and 
the report accompanying it, and you will find that the claim of 
these gentlemen, represented now by Mr. ENLOE of Tennessee, 
was reported in the Forty-sixth Congress. According to our 
knowledge of the length of time it takes bills to come up here 
and be considered in this manner it probably was introduced as 
early as the Forty-third Congress. There is no way, I admit, to 
verify the statement; but it is reasonable to assume that a bill 
which was considered and reported in the Forty-sixth Congress 
might well have been introduced for consideration as early as 
the Forty-third Congress. But in the Forty-third Congress we 
find that there was an act written upon the statute book in con- 
nection with this very matter. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. STORER. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think the gentleman from Ohio is mistaken 
as to the date of the first introduction of this bill into Congress. 
It was the Forty-fourth Congress in which it was first introduced. 

Mr. STORER. I accept the statement of the gentleman from 
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Tennessee, for I only spoke of the Forty-third Congress on ac- 
count of the general knowledge we all have of the e it takes 
these bills to¢Gome up. But in the Forty-sixth Congress, on the 
31st day of March, 1875, nineteen years ago, it was enacted by 
the House and the Senate, and approved by the President, that 
$9,606 of this identical money that is now supposed to be in the 
Treasury of the United States was paid to a claimant by the 
name of John Aldredge. Let me read the entire act: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required, out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
8 to pay to John Aldredge, of McNairy County, Tenn, , such sum 
notexceeding 89. as the Secretary may deem reasonable, for money paid 
into the Treasury of the United States by virtue of an assessment made 
upon the disloyaicitizens of and around Henderson Station, Tenn., to make 
repayment for the destruction of cotton, the property of Aldredge; the 
sum — Nb be pald to be charged to the account of captured and abandoned 
property. 


Now, when this bill was adopted in the Fifty-second Congress 
it was admitted that this $27,000 was paid into the captured and 
abandoned property fund, and from that sum of $27,000, $9,606 
was paid out in 1875, and you are nowasking to appropriate and 
pay out of the Treasury of the United States $9,000 more than 
now remains in the Treasury of this fund, and that is my objec- 
tion to the bill. 

It is a race of diligence on the part of the claimants deeming 
themselves entitled to share in this money. That money was in 
the hands of the Treasurer of the United States, exactly as a 
fund arising from the sale of property is in the hands of a mar- 
shal of the United States under the orders of the court. 

EN DOLEAN te Were there other similar acts of Congress 

Mr. STORER. I can not say. It has of course been impossi- 
ble for me to trace up the history of each claimant. It was ad- 
mitted on all sides, however, that this was one and the same 
fund, and the name of this Mr. Aldredge does not appear in the 
bill before the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment—we are all trying to get at the facts in this 
case—I will answer the inquiry which the gentleman from Iowa 

. DOLLIVER] has just asked. I will state that there have 

u no other b , refunding any portion of this money, 
or paying any portion to anybody. I stated twice in my re- 
4475 afew moments ago that two of the claimants did come 

ere. 

These two cotton speculators, after they had applied to the 
Quartermaster-General, after they had applied to Gen. Grant 
and Gen. Sullivan, after they had applied to them all and been 
refused, came to Congress, as I stated, and got an ig dara, poet 
of over $9,000, and got the money out of this fund; but the ques- 
tion that has been presented to every committee and to every 
Congress that has passed upon the case, the question which came 
up in the Forty-fourth Congress—but not in the Forty-third, for 
that Congress did not have these claimants before it—the ques 
tion which has been decided every time has been this, that that 
money should not have been paid to those two men. 

Seven times committees of House have decided that. Two 
or three times committees of the Senate have decided that. 
Once the House has the bill, and once the Senate has 
passed the bill, and the question now is—and that is the only 
question in my mind—whether or not this $9,000, as a matter of 
law and right, should have been paid to these two men, and 
whether it should be deducted from the face of this bill. If 
thatis the j ray 9 of the House I am willing that it should be 
deducted; but I should want the popen of the House upon it, 
because I do not think it should te educted. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
me to allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. What evidence have we that this money be- 
longs to these various individuals named in the bill? 

r. ENLOE. The evidence is in the records of the War De- 
partment, where, I understand, all the original papers are filed, 
showing the order levying the assessment, the name of each 

rson assessed, the amount assessed in each case, and every- 

g set out in detail; and I want to state further, while I am 
answering that, in order to show that Gen. Sullivan testifies 
correctly in regard toit, that when theclaimants paid this money 
to the officer, after the assessment had been levied, three re- 
ceipts were executed. One receipt was given to the man who 

d the assessment, one receipt was turned over tothe provost- 
marshal, and one receipt was sent to the War Department, so 
that these three receipts show that it was the intention tosettle 
with these people, after having reimbursed the Government. 

Mr. COOMBS. How does it happen that $9,000 was paid to 
these two men with that same evidence before gress? 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose that must have happened in this way: 
that about the time the Forty-third Congress assembled and was 


in session here, those people down in that section of country 
scarcely knew whether the Government was friendly or hostile 
tothem. They were in some doubt as to what was to be the 
policy toward the South. They were not here presenting their 
claims. A good part of the South was laboring under political 
disabilities at that time, and if never occurred to them that the 
Government would do them justice then; but subsequently, when 
the country went Democratic, and elected a Democratic Con- 
grenn they brought this bill here and presented theirclaim. If 

thad been 8 in the Forty-third Congress, why then 
the Forty-third Congress could have d on the whole ques- 
tion, and decided between these claimants, but I think it was 
not presented at that time, and did not come up until the Forty- 
fourth Congress, 

Mr. COOMBS. Then it seoms that not only did they do jus- 
tice to these men, but they paid two of them money that did not 
belong to them. ; 

Mr. ENLOE. Congress paid the two men who were cotton 
speculators, money which did not belong to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coons] seems to think that these parties who were 
paid were among the number who paid this assessment. 

Mr. ENLOE. These two men who were paid this $9,000 never 
paid any part of this assessment, and they did not lose cotton of 
that value at Henderson, if they lost any. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Did my friend from Tennessee [Mr. EN- 
LOE] hear the speech of Gen. HENDERSON of Illinois a few mo- 
ments ago? ; 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; I heard it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HENDERSON] to say that his brother-in-law was in thislevy, 
and that he had to pay 8500. 

Mr. ENLOE. No; the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr.HULL. He was in another similar levy. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. He was arrested by Gen. Sul- 
livan and compelled to deposit $500 in gold for his good behavior, 
and that money was deposited in the subtreasury in St. Louis. 
Afterward an order on the treasurer at St. Louis was obtained 
by me from Gen. Sullivan for the money, and it was paid back. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wanted to inquire whether rest of 
these victims have pulled their money out by any such pro- 
cess? 

Mr.ENLOE. No. Gen. Sullivan did not pay them. The fund 

ed out of his control when he was reliever of his position at 
ackson, Tenn., as commanding officer. If that not hap- 
pened, Gen. Sullivan would no doubt have refunded the money 
tothe others, just as he did to Gen. HENDERSON’S brother-in- 
law. That was his intention. 

Mr. HUDSON. What is to prevent these parties from going 
to the Court of Claims and getting an adjudication there? 

Mr. ENLOE. I the Court of Claims could not take 
jurisdiction of this. ere is no authority of Congress confer- 
ring that jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims. 

. HUDSON. Does not the Court of Claims have general 
jurisdiction over such matters? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Court of Claims must first inquire into 
the loyalty of these claimants, and they have had one of these 
claims before them. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman is not stating it fairly in saying 
that the Court of Claims passed upon one of these claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. STORER] does not yield the floor. But one 

uestion can be asked and answered ata time. It is impossible 
understand such a debate as is goingon now. Towhom does 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 555 the floor? 

Mr. STORER. I do not yield to anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STORER, I congratulate myself that my recollection of 
this matter and of the former debate has been verified by the 
gontlemanfrom Tennessee. My knowledge, of course, is derived 
only from the records of Congress. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has some personal knowledge of the matter. I only wish 


to emphasize the fact, as a fact, that, in my judgment, it is 


a very dangerous thing for one Congress to proceed on the theory 
that a Congress nineteen years ago did not have the proper per- 
sons before it to adjudicate upon the rights of claimants. ‘That 
would open the door, of course, to more fraud than the conscience 
of the chancellor would care to face. But there is no evidence 
before the House, and nothing can be gathered, but that all 
these people who were entitled to this money had made their 
rights known to this Committee on Claims in the Forty-third 


gress. 
Certainly the construction of the bill then passed is perfectl 

clear, that $9,000 was paid to some one that they considered h 

a right to it, out of this very fund which we are now asked to 
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regard as intact. In taking the opposite view we should be vio- 
lating the simplest principles of arithmetic and of common 
sense. Ido not know anything about the persons to whom this 
money was paid. I do not know but what the Statutes at Large 
may be full of similar private acts paying peoplefor thisidenti- 
cal transaction. I have to take the statement of the gentleman 
from Tennessee on thatsubject. But when we do find thatina 
time comparatively fresh after this transaction a bill of this 
kind was approved by a committee of either House and was 

ed by both Houses of Congress and received the assent of 

e then Executive, it seems proper that it should be given the 
credence to which the judgment of a court would be entitled. 
It isperfectly clear that if there was a fund in the hands of any 
sheriff or marshal in a proceeding where anybody might make 
himself a party, like a proceeding in rem, after the distribution 
of that fund no new claimants could be allowed to come in and 
claim that fund had been 1 distributed, provided it 
had been paid out under the direction of the proper tribunal, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose that in that case a part of the 
claimants were before the court and later the other claimants 
came in, who had not been served with notice, and showed that 
those who had had the distribution were fraudulent claimants. 
and really had no title, would not the court review that judg- 
ment? 

Mr. STORER. The court would review the judgment and get 
the money back from the people to whom it had been paid if it 
could; but it certainly would not attempt to pay the other par- 
ties out of a county fund or a State fund, or outof a contingent 
fund of the court, as we are asked to do here. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In this instance these people come to the 
very parties who paid out the money improperly, and who are 
able to refund it. This Congress paid it out, did it not? 

Mr. STORER. I do not quite understand the gentleman’s 
statement. 

„ This Congress paid out that money, did 
it not? 

Mr. STORER. The gentleman means the Forty-third Con- 


88. 
ares STOCKDALE. Yes; but that is the same thing. Con- 
gress considered the question between those twoclaimants with- 
out notifying the others, and took a part of the money that be- 
longed to these psople and gave it to those people. Now, if 
these real owners had no notice of that proceeding and if the 

roceeding was wrongly taken—I do not know whether it was 
or not—but I say if it was, then these other people who really 
did own the fund ought not to suffer by it. 

Mr. STORER. Of course,in ong sense, they ought not. But 
let me answer the gentleman by a broader statement. I per- 
haps was unfortunate in seeming to limit the parellel I tried to 
draw between a court of law and the 3 here in Con- 
gress. I take it for granted that a fund in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to be distributed by Congress, carries 
with it notice to the world. Nobody can claim, with the slight- 
est conscience, that he has not been notified of the distribution 
of that fund, and that is particularly true in this case, because 
we find that this money was distributed on the last day of a Con- 
gress, and in the very next Congress a bill was introduced to 
pay these people now before us that same money. So it would 
seem that they not only had notice, but that they sat back and 
allowed the money to be paid out, and after it was paid came in 
and demanded to participate in the same fund and have the 
money paid again. 

Now, I tell the gentleman who peoos this bill exactly what 
I told him in the last Congress, that I personally will not ac- 
tively oppose this bill 8 he gives credit to the United 
States Government for $9,606. Butif he refuses to do that I 
shall oppose the bill in every way possible, and he will have to 
get a quorum and do whatever else may be necessary under the 
rules to poe the bill through this House. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the House I 
feel very much disturbed by the fact that neither in the report 
of thecommittee nor anywhere else up to the time it was brought 
out in debate was any mention made of the payment of this nine 
thousand dollars and odd. Itseems to me that the committee 
in a proper performance of its duty should have mentioned that 
fact in its report. It is a part of the history of this case of which 
the House was kept in ignorance until it came out in debate, and 
I must say, sir, that after that revelation I want that committee 
to examine the whole question again as to the parties who are 
really entitled to this money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motionof the gen- 
tlemen from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], that this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


ass. 8 n A 
P Mr.SAYERS. Before that motion is put I wish to say a word. 
Ï shall occupy the Attention of the committee only a very few 


minutes. It is admitted that this claim, if it can be considered 
a claim at all, originates from acts done during the war. Thold 
in my hand the report of the committee that reported this claim, 
which was presented, I believe, by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. ENLOE], and if I can have the attention of members I 
will refer to one paragraph in the report which determines my 
action in regard to this case. The committee say in discussing 
this claim: 

The right of the military commandant in time of war to order and enforce 
assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to prevent 
the giving information and encouragement to enemies outside of his lines 
by enemy sympathizers within his lines, is well settled and affirmed by all 
writers upon the laws of war, and is a most salutary check upon predatory 
incursions by making the friends of those who commit the damage bear the 
brunt of the injury suffered. 

The committee who reported this claim declare that to be the 
law of war, and if, under such law, the military commander had 
aright to make this assessment, then it does seem to me that 
the claimants in thiscase have no ground to stand upon in ap- 
pealing to Congress for relief. 

Mr. COX. Does not the gentleman understand that order of 
Gen. Grant to mean, and is it not the essence of the law, that 
where the Confederate troops destroyed property which belonged 
to the Government of the United States the officers had aright 
to assess the damage upon sympathizers with the forces that 
destroyed the zapariyi But the gentleman will nowhere find 
in any kind of law, military or nonmilitary, any caso where an 
assessment has been made upon citizens as sympathizers with 
either side for the payment of private claims on either side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, it does not occur to me that 
the order of Gen. Grant has anything to do with this case at all. 
Here is a subordinate officer who makes an assessment 

Mr. COX. And Gen. Grant repudiates it afterwards. 

Mr. SAYERS. Suppose Gen. Grant had forbidden his officers 
to make any assessment at all; or suppose he had forbidden his 
officers to destroy any property at all, you would have the order 
of the general. Now, would the gentleman from Mississippi 
contend that if, in violation of such order, the subordinates of 
Gen. Grant did cause property to be destroyed in time of war, or 
did levy and collect assessments, such circumstances would give 
these c. ts any standing before Congress? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If I understand the proposition upon 
which I desire to interrogate the gentleman from Texas, that 
suggestion does not touch it at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am taking the ition of law as laid 
down by the committee that reported this case. : 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Gen, Sullivan does not pretend to say 
that this money was taken from sympathizers to pay anybody 
else, or to make up any loss. It was simply taken to puton a 
pressure so that these people might go out and prevent Confed- 
erate raids; and he never intended it to compensate anybody. 

Mr. SAYERS. Those who advocate this claim, in order to 
bring the case within the rule laid down by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, must show affirmatively that this community was 
not in hostility to the Federal Government. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The community oh; that is not the law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I am taking the law as stated by the 
1 from Tennessee, who presented this report, and I 

eave that question to be settled between him and the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. COX. The assessment was made under the order of 
Gen. Sullivan, not for the purpose of compensating private 
individuals, but for the purpose of preventing the sympathizers 
with our side of the fight from assisting us in connection with 
these raids. He held that money, as he says himself, for the 
Purpose of restraining those citizens from assisting us. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. What became of that 
money? 


Mr. COX. It waspaidinto the Treasury of the United States. 
Now, here is aquestion of law—who is entitled to that money? 
It must belong either to the United States or to somebody else. 
Now, to whom shall it be paid? If you decide that it belongs to 
the United States, then you decide that Gen. Sullivan’s order 
was not in compliance with law. 

Mr. SAYERS. All I know about this case is what I find in 
the report made by the gentleman from Tennessee; and I find 
that instead of this money being collected and held as a guaran- 
tee against the unlawful action of these people, a-portion of it 
was for cotton belonging to the United States which had been 
burned, and went to make compensation for the cotton. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will examine that report 
(which he evidently has not done), he will find that there was no 
appropriation of any portion of this money to pay the Govern- 
ment of the United States for cotton 8 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not said that there was. 

Mr. ENLOE. What was the gentleman’s statement? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will listen to me, he will 
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find that I am not misquoting his report. I have read the re- 
rt—_— 
P Ar. ENLOE. You are quoting a report of Gen. Bragg, of Wis- 
consin. 
Mr. SAYERS. Which you indorse and make a part of your 


ref 85 
r. ENLOE. I do. Now, what was the gentleman's state- 


ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. A board was appointed on the 2d day of De- 
cember; and the board so appointed assessed the value of the 
property captured and destroyed at a grand total of $26,751.36, 
of which $5,080 was for the destruction of property belonging to 
the United States. That is what this report states, and that is 
just what I have said. So that the sole purpose of this assess- 
ment was not to prevent the people interested in giving aid and 
comfort to the Confederate government from doing so. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, let me call the gentleman’s attention 
right there to the fact that this board was constituted by a sub- 
ordinate officer under the command of Gen. Sullivan, and exe- 
cuted an order issued by Gen. Sullivan; but the board had no 
oort to estimate any damages to private parties under that 
order. It was never the intention of the commanding officer is- 
suing the order that any inquiry should be made as to what in- 
dividuals might have lost; the purpose was to inquire what the 
Government had lost. But the board exceeded its authority in 
the execution of the order. 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly; and if they exceeded their authority 
it became a tort; and under the principle of law laid down by 
the gentleman in his report these claimants have no right to de- 
mand payment of the Government. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let me ask the gentleman this question: How 
can the Governmentof the United States become the beneficiary 
ofa tort? How can the Government of the United States take 
this money and appropriate it, when the assessment was levied 
in violation of the order and the money was paid in the Treas- 
ury, not in pursuance of the purpose of the commanding officer 
who issued the order? 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I will call the gentleman’s attention to 
two other paragraphs in this report: 

This committee have maintained and still adhere to the doctrine that no 
nation is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. 


But was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-estab- 
lished doctrine? 


This case, Mr. Chairman, must rest either upon a contract, 
express or implied, or a tort. Gentlemen will not contend that 
there wasa contract. Hence this claim must be based upon a 
tort. The very fact of a levy and a collection by force, without 
the consent of the party affected and who paid the money ille- 
gally assessed, as claimed by gentlemen representing these claim- 
ants, constitutes a tort—nothing but a tort. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If my friend from Texas will 
allow me a moment, I wish to say that I do not know whether I 
am in favor of this bill; but it does seem to me that the question 
involved is not so much a question of law as a question of fact; 
and for the purpose of getting at the.facts I will read the lan- 
guage of Gen. Sullivan, the man who ordered this assessment to 

made. This is the statement he has sworn to, if the paper 
gee me, which purports to be his affidavit, is really such. 

e says: 

Ow. the fact that all books and lat to mili 
ein Head ate now in the | Bast, and to t 8 it is} Tmpossivie 
for me to give a statement in detail of the result of Order No. 15. Icanonly 
say, in a general way, that I sent for a number of the leading and substan- 
tial citizens of the surrounding country, and having inquired into the stand- 
ing and circumstances of each, I levied assessments 5 a large number of 
such persons in proportion to the standing and ability of each and gave 
them the option either to pay the respective amounts or go to Alton, with 
the distinct understanding between those persons and myself that the money 
so collected was to be held as 3 or the peaceful conduct of their 
neighborhood, and that if no more raids occ the money was to be re- 
turned to them. 

Mr. HULL. Why was not the $27,000 returned? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Here is what Gen. Sullivan 
says further: 

Cotton purchasers were not looked upon with favor in Gen. Grant's com- 
mand, and no officer would have dared make innocent parties pay their 
claims. I most positively state that it was in no manner intended by me to 
pay or adjust any such claims. 


Mr.SAYERS. Of course I do not know Gen. Sullivan 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I do. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I take it that he is an honorable gentle- 
man and has stated the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so far as his recollection goes. But unfortunately we 
have the admissions of the committee in their report upon this 
b Let us see what they say about this matter: 

A portion of this money was used for the indemnification of the Federal 
Government for the destruction of property belonging to it. 

Now, [understand my friend from Illinois to say that the gen- 

tleman whose communication he has just read 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. It is his affidavit. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, his affidavit. The gentleman was 
in command, as I understand, at that time. Is that so? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Oh, yes; he was in command. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I will ask my friend from Illinois this 
question: If the assessment was made forthe pu indicated 
in that affidavit, why was it that this same officer used that 
money for the indemnification of the loss of the Government in 
consequence of the raid? 3 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. The assessment was levied for 
that purpose, but there was in excess of that, as I understand it, 
the amount that was levied for the purpose of maintaining good 
order in that community. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Gen. Sullivan does not say so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not so understand from his affidavit or 
from the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I would like to read a little 
further. And here is the trouble with me in regard to it. Gen. 
Sullivan says: 

After so great a lapse of time, and in the absence of my books and papers, 
Ican not from memory give the names of the persons who paid the assess- 
ments, nor the amount paid by any of them. I know, however, that man 
thousands of dollars were collected, a careful and accurate record of whic 
was made and preserved, and all the money so paid was then, to the best of 
my recollection, sent by me to the United States subtreasuryat St. Louis 
and placed on deposit under such circumstances, to the best of my recollec- 
tion as would have enabled me to withdraw it and refund it to the parties 


at the proper time, but in the spring of 1863 I was relieved of the command 
of the Department of West Tennessee and was placed on Gen. Grant’s staff. 


Now, that record, it seems to me, ought to be produced, for 
od it would show from whom the money was actually col- 
la $ 
Mr. SAYERS. It occurs to me that the affidavit the gentle- 
man from Illinois has been reading from refers toanother trans- 
action, 
Mr. HULL. Manifestly a different transaction. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I think there can be no doubt of that, 
Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I think not. He is referrin 
to what occurred at Henderson Station. Thelanguage of the afti- 

davit clearly points that out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the statement in the report is very dif- 
ferent from the statement in the affidavit. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Let me say that I have been 
reading only what Gen. Sullivan says. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that. 

ai CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Texas 

ield? 

7 Mr. ENLOE. Iask the gentleman from Texas to yield to me 
for a moment. f 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to give as much light on this as possible, 
so as to enable members to know exactly how the case stands. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
Lask the Chair to have the rule enforced in regard to smoking 
on the floor. 

1 CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 

the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House, no 
member shall walk out of or across the Hall; nor, when a member is s = 
ing, pass between him and the Chair; and during the session of the House 
nomembershall wear his hat or remain by the Cierk’s desk during the call 
of the rollor the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; 


and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict en- 
forcement of this clause. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willask the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
if there is one on the floor, or the representative of the Door- 
keeper, to see that this order is strictly enforced. 

To whom does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


ENLOE}. 

Mr. MNL On. Mr. Chairman, in order to get as much light as 
possible on this subject, I wish to read two extracts from the 
record of the case here, which will throw light upon this ques- 
tion, because they bear directly upon the issue presented. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the authority from which the gen- 
tleman reads? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam reading now from the report of the Quar- 
termaster-General. Gen. Meigs,inaletter on this subject, says: 

Gen. Grant, then 5 ordered a war levy apen 33 rebels, 
and the full value of the Uni States property and of the cotton (private 
property) destroyed appears to have been collected. Col. Hillyer states that 
the money thus collected exceeded the amount which Gen. Grant had in- 
tended to have collected, and that Gen. nt re’ 
plied to the payment of private losses and damages. 

And that confirms Gen. Sullivan’s statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. But is this the particular transaction to which 
Gen. Sullivan alludes in that letter? 


to permit it to be ap- 
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Mr. ENLOE. Exactly this particular case. In the testimony 
of Col. Hillyer we find this language: 


Gen. Sullivan collected a much larger sum than was required for these 
purposes, and reported the excess to Gen. Grant, with a statement that 
parties who had had cotton destroyed by guerrillas— 


That was Col. Cox’s command, [Laughter.] 


claimed ‘that he (Gen. Grant) intended their losses should bs made good to 
them out of thisfund. Gen. Grant in repy stated that it was not true that 
he so intended; that the Army was not an insurance company to indemnify 
cotton ulators for losses in their o tions, and that no part of this 
money 88 belonged to them, nor should be paid to them; that he did 
not intend that any assessment should be made in excess of an amount suf- 
ficient to indemnify the Government, etc. 


Now, there is the testimony of Col. Hillyer; there is the testi- 
mony of Gen. Sullivan, the officer in command; and these are 
facts to which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Texas that this fund, after indemnifying the Government, 
was paid over to the provost-marshal at Jackson, Tenn., and 
when Gen. Sullivan was removed under Gen. Grant's order it was 

aid to the officer in command at Memphis, and from him went 
into the Treasury of the United States at Washington. These 
are the facts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to read alittle further from the report 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. He says: 

The committee have maintained and still adhere to the doctrine that no 
nation is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. But was this assessment 
a tort within the meaning of such well-established doctrine? It is submit- 
ted that this wrong is clearly without the rule, because this assessment was 
collected 

And here is his reason for it 

By an officer of high rank commanding a military district in the execu- 
tion of an office gi him colorable authority, to say the least, to do the 
act he did; and that act was ratified by the 
at least, by not ordering restitution where t 
his knowledge. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to 
me for an inquiry? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, This fund, I understand from what has 
just been read, Gen. Sullivan stated was not intended to be kept; 
and if raids did not occur in that community it would be re- 
turned to these individuals, The raids did not occur. Now, 
this money was turned into the Treasury of the United States, 
and if the Government of the United States will not pay for the 
tort of its soldiery it ought not to be benefited by the torts of 
the soldiery and keep this identical money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam inclined to believe that the statement 
read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] was ap- 

licable toanother matter entirely, different from the levy which 

set forth in the report of the committec. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman from Texas mean to state 
that I would misrepresent to this House the facts of the case? 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not referring to the gentleman at all in 
this connection. I refer now to what was read by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. ENLOE. You have been referring to the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam now referring to the statement of Gen. 
Sullivan. 

Mr. ENLOE. It was made with direct reference to this case. 

Mr. SAYERS. Irefer to astatement read by the gentleman 
from Illinois, which I say Iam inclined to think refers not to 


this case. 
Gen. Sullivan distinctly refers to this case and 


Mr. ENLOE. 
no other, 

Mr. SAYERS. He says he can not recall the facts after this 
lapse of time. 

r. ENLOE. Does the gentleman question the truth of the 
affidavit? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; butit is not improbable, notwithstand- 
ing that he intended to speak the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, that he may have been mistaken and re- 
ferred to another transaction. 

Mr. HULL. Does henot refer to his entire military district? 
Is not that the affidavit? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. HULL. And not to a specific case, x 

Mr. ENLOE. Itis not necessary to misrepresent the records 
of the case. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no such intention. 

Mr. ENLOE. He refers to this particular case and made an 
affidavit about it. 

Mr. SAYERS, Was this money sent directly by Gen. Sulli- 
van to the Treasurer? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Where did he send it? 

Mr. ENLOE. To Memphis, Tenn. He was relieved of the 


33 commanding, impliedly 
e excessive assessment came to 


Part of it 


command at Jackson under the order of Gen. Grant. 
was sent to Col. Hillyer at Memphis, and part to Col. Reynolds, 
the Quartermaster, who accounted for it to the Treasury. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, J desire the committee to 
thoroughly understand the nature of this claim. I believe it is 


a claim growing out of a trespass during the war; and though 
the General Governmenthas possession ol the money, and though 
it may be in the Treasury, this is like any other act, whether 
legal or illegal, done in the midst of war. i 

r. ENLOE. Now, Iwill state to the gentleman from Texas 
right at that point 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has the gentleman from 
Texas made any inquiries whatsoever as to the propriety or im- 
propriety of the payment o: $9,000 to twoof these claimants. 

r. SAYERS. I know nothing about his matter except what 
has transpired here. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Texas has with a good 
deal of ingenuity and considerable exhibition of the ie teed of 
a lawyer to confuse a case that is pefectly clear, tangled this up 
just as much as he was able to do, not with any great force of ar- 
gument against the case, I must say to him, and not with any 
clear conception of the law, if he has stated correctly his con- 
ception of the law. But I understand, of course, that the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, is very anxious that the record of this Con- 
gress shall surpass that of all others for economy; and he must 
necessarily, as I have seen otherchairmen of Committeeson Ap- 

ropriations Go, make some very fine legal arguments to th 
ouse in order to prevent it from doing justice, andin that way 
attempt to prevent the increase of appropriations. 

But to come right to what we are discussing, Quartermaster- 
General Meigs accounts for this fund, and I will quote from his 
statement in a letter addressed to the Secretury of War on the 
2d of December, 1871. The portion of the letter which I read 
before to the gentleman from Texas, I will not repeat. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman procesas farther I 
should like to call his attention to just one point involved in this 
case. I do not desire to do any injustice to the facts, nor to mis- 
represent the case; but some questions huve arisen as to whether 
the affidavit made by Gen. Sullivan includes this particular oc- 
currence or not. 4 

Mr. ENLOE. That question is only in the mind of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to see if the report made by yourself 
has not tended to arouse the same apprehension in the minds of 
others as well as of myself. Now, I understand that Gen. Sulli- 
van in his affidavit refers only to moneys that were collected 
under his order and by his order. Is not that so? 

Mr. ENLOE. He has referred to this particular money. That 
is what he has testified about. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am speaking of his affidavit. 

Mr. ENLOE. That affidavit was made upon the application 
of the parties who are claimants here. They had Gen. Sulli- 
van furnish this affidavit in regard to this transaction. They 
applied to him for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, according to the statement in the re- 
port of the committee, this levy was not made by Gen. Sullivan 


at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. It was collected under his order. Does the 
gentleman deny that? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read it to the gentleman and let him 
State, 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; let the gentleman read it. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading)— 

Thereupon, on the 2d day of December following, the commandant of 
the Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N. Haynie, Fortieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate 
the losses sustained and appraise the damages suffered from the raid, with 
a view to an assessment by way of reprisal upon rebel sympathizers in and 
about Henderson. 


Then the report goes on to detail the action of the board, and 
continues— 

Upon this report being made, Col. Haynie ordered an assessment of this 
amount to be levied upon the rebel sympathizers in and about Henderson. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to proceed 
with my remarks, I will do so. I was going to account for the 
disposition made of this money, but probably it would be better 
to take up the argument pene where the gentleman left it. In 
the Senate report, to which I have before referred, which re- 
port was made by Mr. Jackson, now justice of the Supreme Court, 
this recital of facts is made: 


Onthe 25th of November, 1£62, a battalion of rebelsoldiers, under command 
of Col. Cox, made a raid upon a small force of Union troops stationed at 
Henderson, a depot station on the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, in the State of 
Tennessee. The rai rty captured the Union troops with their arms 
and camp equipage, destroyed the depot building and water tank bel: 
to the railway company, and burned a quantity of cotton belonging to pri- 
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vate individuals, together with a small quanti to be the pr 

of the Government, but which in fact also 6 8 

shown by the peoo Most of the cotton so destroyed had been previously 

seized by the eral forces while in transit to Memphis, and used for tho 
of breastworks or barricades at said station. 

On the 24 December following the raid. the commandant of the Union 
forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (another station on said railroad 8 or 10 
miles south of Henderson), Col. I. N. Haynie, Forty-eighth Re ent Illi- 
nois Volunteers, appointed a board of officers to investigate the losses sus- 
tained and damage done by the raid with a view to an assessment by way of 

upon the inhabitants in and about Henderson. The board so * 
= wa reported to Col. Haynie that the damage done amounted to 528, 751. 
as follows: 


Cotton burned of John Aldridge and Smith L Patterson $9, 605, 36 
Ootton burned of W. D. Silva... 2 2, 565. 00 
Cotton burned of Willis N. Arnold ir --- 6,000.00 
Cotton burned of United States 1, 900. 00 
‘Water tank Mobile and Ohio Railroad 1, 500. 00 
Dror house property of Mobile and Ohio Railroad 2, 000. 00 

eld rifies, Company B. Forty-ninth Illinois Volunteer: 680, 00 


SS TE E EAA E E SLAE aes a — 2.500. 00 


Upon this ri ah being submitted Col. Haynie caused an assessment of 
this amount to be made upon certain citizens (the claimants) residing in and 
about the villageof Henderson, and on the Sth December, 1862, he reported 
his action in the premises to his immediate superior, Brig. Gen. J. C. Sulll- 
van, commanding the district, with headquarters at Jackson, Tenn.; about 
15 miles north of Henderson. and requested that an order be issued direct- 
the collection and disbursement of the amount assessed.“ 

van, by Special Order No. 15, directed 

Col. Haynie to collect said sum of $26,751.36 from the es „but 


instead of directing its disbursement, as uested by Col. Haynie, Gen. Sul- 
livan ordered him to “pay over the amount to Col. J. D. Webster, superin- 
tendent United States * 


The first aid over to 
Col. J. D. Webster. The second 20 was over Janu- 
ary 15, 1863, to Gen. Sullivan, who referred the matter to Gen. Grant, 
then at Memphis, Tenn., for orders as to what ition he should make of 
the funds. Grant replied to Gen. Sullivan by tel under date of 
January 21, 1863, ord him to turn the money over to the provost-mar- 
shal at Jackson, Tenn., Maj. M. Smith. This was done at once, and Maj. 
Smith gave to Gen. Sullivan a receipt, as follows: 


“ HEADQUARTERS, DISTRICT OF JACKSON, 
“ SIXTEENTH ARMY CORPS, ARTMENT OF TENNESSEE, 
“Jackson, Tenn., January 21, 1863. 


** Received of Brig. Gen. Jere. C. Sullivan, commanding district of Jackson. 
€8,888.20, being collection made by the command officer at post of Bethel, 
Tenn., from certain disloyal pesan under 8 Order No. 15, section 4, 
from these headquarters, da Debember 12, and which is now under 
order, by — 2 of this date from Maj. . S. Grant, at Memphis, 
Tenn., ord to be turned over to the district 8 


‘Major, and District Provost-Marshal, District oy Jackson, 
Department of Tennesece.”’ 


uary 23, 1863, Gen. from Me or- 
Prey Maj. Su to turn 8 . 8 trom ——— the 
provost-marshal-general, Col. William S. Hillyer, which was done. 

The Quartermaster-General, Meigs, testifying as to this same 
fund, in a letter addressed to the Secretary of War on the 2d of 
December, 1871, says: 


Gen. Grant, then re ordered a war levy upon neighboring reb- 
els, and the full value of the United States property and 3 45 cotton (pri- 


ed to the e of private losses and damages. 
t of the contribution or levy appears to have co into the military 
e value of public prop- 


of the remainder, viz, $30,000, went into the hands of the quarter- 
master, Col. C, A. Reynolds, as appears from his accounts on file at the 
Treasury. 


Col. Reynolds, it appears, turned in more than the amount of 
this assessment, probably including some money derived from 
other sources. ; 

Now, it seems to me this is plain enough. Ido not see how it 
can be made any plainer that this money was collected from 
these people, that it was collected under an order from Gen. 
Sullivan fora specific papara; and that a portion of it was ap- 

for that purpose, and the remainder held and turned into 

e Treasury, where it has been for nearly thirty years. These 
people are honestly and legally entitled to it, and if not strictly 
entitled to it as a matter of law they are entitled to it as a 
matter of equity, and no gentleman who is actuated by a sense 
of justice would be willing because the Government has the 
power to refuse to authorize the payment of this money to those 
claimants. I do not think any consideration as to how much it 
will swell the appropriations of this Congress ought to cut any 
figure in it. I do not think that ought to weigh a feather’s 
weight. I believe that every debt the Government owes ought 
to be adjudicated and paid, and the Government is amply able to 
pay 95 that it owes. I hope the House will now con- 
sent that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 


tion. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, is it in 
order 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] yield? ` 


Mr. ENLOE. I yeld to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi in a moment. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated that of this 
fund of $27,000 there has been paid out already, by act of Con- 
gress, about $9,000, leaving thereby about $18,000. 

Mr. ENLOE. About $15,000 or $16,000. 

Mr. HULICK. If this appropriation should be made, what 
evidence have we that in this Congress or some other Congress 
some other claimants may not come up to claim this very fund, 
the former act having been passed in favor of persons who were 
not legally entitled to the money? What evidence have the 
committee that these persons mentioned in this bill are the 
proper owners, and the only proper owners. 

r. ENLOE. We have the records from the War Depart- 
ment showing tho parties from whom this money was collected; 
and I want tosay to the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. HULICK] that 
not one cent of this assessment was paid by the persons who re- 
ceived the $9,000. They came to Congress when these other 
claimants were not here, and nted their claims and asked 
for a portion of this fund. The Forty-third Con allowed 
them the money, and I will say to the gentleman that the theory 
upon which avery, committee has proceeded since then in the 
consideration of this question in both Houses, and the theory 
upon which both Houses of Congress have proceeded, is that 

ese persons were not entitled to that $9,000. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iunderstand the gentleman from Tennessee to 
admit that sofar as the levying and collection of this assessment 
went to remunerate losses sustained by the Government it was 
valid. Now, why should not that five thousand and odd dollars 
be taken out? 

Mr. ENLOE. That has already been taken out. 

Mr. BYNUM. Youdo not propose to appropriate that? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know why the 
oe a notam the fact mat 8 Ath this mone ata 

n under a former appro on gress, and why 
that fact was left out, to be brought out in debate 

Mr. ENLOE. Because the committee did not think that the 
persons to whom that money was paid had any claim whatever 
upon this fund. 

A MEMBER. But that money is not in the Treasury now. 

Mr. ENLOE. What difference does that make? It ought to 
bethere. TheGovernmentofths United States became a trustee 
for these parties when it assumed control of this fund. If it took 
the money as a matter of law and is legally entitled to keep it, 
then it does not owe these parties a single cent, but if it is going 
to deal equitably with them, then it ought to pay this money to 
the people to whom it belongs. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iams g as to the committee's fairness 
in dealing with the House. Is not the fact of the payment of that 
$3,000 a part of the history of this case, and should it not have 
come out in the report of the committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman that some eight 
or ten committees of the House and of the Senate have passed on 
this claim, and the report now before the House was written by 
Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin, as honorable a gentleman as any 
member of this House, and as good a Democrat. 
eo COOMBS Oh, his being a Democrat has nothing to do 

Mr. ENLOE. And neither Gen. Bragg nor any other person 
who has considered the matter incommittee has ever thought 
that the fact that those two parties came here and got 89, 000 had 
any connection whatever with this claim, andit has notany con- 
nection with it. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to yield the floor, and the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, Iam osed to stand here as 
a target and answer all these questions, but—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair is not disposed to let the 
gentleman overrun his time. [Laughter.] The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] that he may 
offer a substitute, and I reserve the balance of my time for the 
Purpose of making a few remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio desires to offer 
a substitute at this time for the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do 8. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will send up 
his amendment. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Lconsent that it shall be read this case. The report says that every dollar of this money was 


in my time. 
The amendment of Mr. STORER was read, as follows: 


That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims with in- 
to deduct from the sum now carried thereby the sum Kos 89,606 


ons 

heretofore, to wit, March 3, 1875, — — 

yx to James Aldredge, and with er instructions to investigate what, 
an and paid, either by 


y, further and other sums have been approp: 
Congress or otherwise, therefrom, and to deduct the same, if any be ascer- 
tained, from the amount sought to be carried by this bill, and re-report this 
bill, thus amended, to the House. $ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, several 
things appear to me to be plain in this case. One is that the 
United States Government obtained possession of $22,221.26 
which it would be wrong for the Government to retain because 
the money does not belong to the Government, whomsoever else 
it.may belong to. Then it seems to me that another thing is 
plain, namely, that the Government of the United States ought 
not to pay out of the Treasury anything more than the fund 
which it has obtained: and,it appearing from the evidence that 
the United States Government has already paid $9,000 and over, 
I have consented that this substitute might be offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio in my time, in order to obtain an oppor- 
tunity to bring up the question of modifying the bill. I shall, 
however, present later an amendment involving the same idea, 
with the view of having the matter settled here and now, for 
fear that if the bill goes back to the committee it will not be re- 
ported again to this Congress, and these people will not get the 
money to which they are entitled. 

Now, it appears that out of this $22,221.26 aspecial fund which 
the United States Government holds as a trustee for somebody, 
a lel Yering ea considered it proper to pay 89, 000 to certain 
porsona who had lost $9,000 worth Or proponi bythisraid. Had 

been a member of that Congress I would have voted against 
that bill because I do not think it was a right appropriation of 
the money. So far as these parties are concerned they ought to 
have had tofit. But there is the rightof the Government 
to be considered on the other side, and it is a right of the Gov- 
ernment that it shall not be required to pay back more than it 
received. Iam not in favor of going to the extentof voting out 
of the general funds in the Treasury $9,000 to make good to 
these people a loss which has accrued, perhaps, by their own 
laches in holding back and allowing someone else to come in 
ahead of them. I shall later offer an amendment reducing the 
total amount carried by the bill from $22,271.26 to $13,271.26 and 
reducing the items bole oar tet 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, something has been said 
in debating this question about the right of an army to levy con- 
tributions upon citizens. asanindemnity, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] has given us an illustration of that. 
It has been attempted to make it appear here that a portion of 
this fund of $26,000 was an indemnity to protect the community: 
Now, the report read by the gentleman from Tennessee shows that 
the whole of this amount was levied to reimburse certain indi- 
viduals who are named with the exact sums of money that they 
had lost, including the United States, and the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company, making a total of $26,751.36. 

This shows that not one dollar of it was levied as an indem- 
nity fund to protect the army or to guard nst the raids of 
1 5 oe 5 the e oe evy wae mana e and 

nded, as I suppose, to pay for pro estro; on 
to the individuals named in the . „„ 
made the assessment, and it would have been paid to those in- 
dividuals had not the colonel who received the money become, 
as he says himself, somewhat nervous in holding the money and 
asked Gen. Grant's instructions. Gen. Grant would not permit 
the money to be paid to those individuals but ordered it turned 
over to the Government. Now, I would like to know why this 
money should be returned as an indemnity fund when every 
dollar of it was levied for the specific purpose of reimbursing 
certain parties for the destruction of property, and when a por- 
tion of it has been paid for that purpose and all of it would have 
been so paid had not Gen. Grant interfered and ordered it to be 
turned over to another department of the Government. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand that the report which is here 
before us states distinctly that this assessment was made upon 
the express condition that it should be a guaranty against fur- 
ther raids, and also states that there were no further raids. Con- 
sequently, this money having been paid upon that condition, it 
having been held upon that condition, and there having been no 
further raids, the money is now justly due and payable to the 

ies who were assessed. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That I understood to be the claim made 
by the brother-in-law of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. HEN- 
ee en the case to which that gentleman referred. 

Mr. RMANN. But it was a t of this same money. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, no; it nothing at all to do with 


collected for the purpose of paying the individuals named. 

Mr. BYNUM. But the reason that money was turned over to 
the Government was because Gen. Grant held that the assess- 
ment made to indemnity for private losses was improperly and 
illegally made, and thatthe money was never intended to be used 
for that purpose. While it was assessed for that purpose by the 


colonel and by the commissioners, the assessment for that pur- 


pose was held by Gen. Grant to be unlawful, and it should have 
been returned to the parties, but instead it was turned over to 
the Government. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But the report of the committee seems 
to show that if it had been levied for the pur of indemnify- 
ing individual losses, that was proper under the laws of war. 

Mr. BYNUM. No; I think the gentleman misconstrues the 
report. The law, according to Gen. Grant’s construction of it, 
was that the authority to levy an . only extended to 
reimbursing the Government, but the board went further and 
illegally levied a sum sufficient to reimburse every person who 
had suffered, and to that extent Gen. Grant held the assessment 
to. be illegal. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The report of Gen. Grant was not put 
upon that ground at all, as it was read here by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], while the report of the committee 
favoring the passage of this bill asit was read by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] upholds the doctrine of the right to 
levy an assessment to reimburse parties for loss of property as 
set out.in this bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Not private losses at all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. So that the claim made by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee in repone to the gentleman from is 
[Mr. HENDERSON] that of this money, except something 
over $5,000, was levied as an indemnity fund in the expectation 
that it would be returned, is not correct. The gentleman from 
Tennessee read here a portion of the statement of Gen. Sullivan 
to show that this assessment was levied as an indemnity fund, 
but he afterward reads a statement that every dollar was col- 
lected to repay the losses of individuals—not a cent of it as an 
indemnity fund or with any agreement that the money should 
be returned. The case mentioned by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. HENDERSON] is entirely different. In that case a sum 
of $500 was collected as an indemnity fund and turned over to 
the subtreasury, with an agreement that it should be returned 
in case there should be no more raids; and subsequently the 
money was returned. i 

Mr. HULL. Was not the case referred to by the gentleman 
from Illinois a personal guarantee of the individual that he him- 
self would not misbehave, the agreement being that if he con- 
ducted himself properly the money would be returned? 

Mr. NORT. AY. Certainly. It was a cane fund, ac- 
companied with an agreement that it should be returned on cer- 
tain conditions; and those conditions being fulfilled, it was re- 
turned. But in the case now before us, not a dollar of the money 
was sees for any such purpose or with any such under- 
stan s 

Mr. LL. Is it not true, also, that the general levy. tho 
assessment in this case levied it for the purpose of pay for 
prope destroyed? 

r. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. And it would have been paid over if Gen. Grant 
had not decided t that course? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. And the Congress of the United States, which 
met immediately afterward, had the right to say what parties 
should have the money? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ofcourse. 

Mr. HULL. And is not that conclusive, so far as the $9,000 is 
concerned? : 

Mr. NORTHWAY.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, more than thirty-one years 
after the levying of an assessment in time of war we are asked to 
pay money to men who sympathized with the rebellion. I for 
one object to this as a most psy Sei ies recedent. If the levy 
was proper, notone dollarof ths fund collected should be repai 
to any claimant. 

It is admitted in the report now before the Committee of the 
Whole that this levy was made by way of reprisal; that is the 
language used two or three times in this report. Now, if such 
wan the fact, no. trust- relation could arise in reference to this 
fund. 

The gentleman from Tennessee talks about a debt. There is 
no question of debt here. This occurrence was in time of war. 
It was within the legal power and right of the United States 
officer to levy this assessment. That is conceded. It is admit- 


~ 


ted that Col. Haynie, who made the levy, made it pro rly, and 
h . ted the Ben. 8 van 


that the money was collected. All that Brig. 
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roceedings of Col. 


eould do was to approve the order and the 
Haynie and of the board of officers appointed by him. Gen. Sul- 
livan had no power to make any reservation or to have any se- 
cret understanding as to the conditions under which the United 
States should hold this fund thereafter. I say that no trust re- 
lation of any sort could arise under such circumstances, and that 
not one dollar of this money should be repaid; because it is 
conceded that these men upon whom the levy was made were at 
the time rebel sympathizers. Noclaim is made here that they 
sympathized with the Union cause. If this money was collecte 
from them, it wasrightfully collected,and should remain in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER]. 

Mr. BURROWS. AwhileagolI offered an amendment which, 
in view of the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, I will 
now withdraw. 

The substitute offered by Mr. STORER was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is offered as a substitute for the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I pugs’ to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
STORER] that he withdraw at the close of his substitute the 
words ‘‘and re-report the bill thus amended to the House.” 
That language might be construed as making this a privileged 


matter. 
Mr. STORER. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Maine, and modify my substitute by withdrawing the last 


ause. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on agreeing to the 
substitute. 

Mr.ENLOE. I do not understand that general debate has 
been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman rose to address the com- 
mittee, and the Chair was aboutto put the question. The Chair 
does not think this motion is debatable. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is not an amendment debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has madea motion, which 
would close the debate and lay the bill aside, to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it pans: and the gentle- 
man from Ohio moves as a substitute for that motion to lay the 
billaside, to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
which has just been read. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is not my understanding of the gentle- 
man’s motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read it again. 

The Clerk again read the substitute of Mr. STORER. 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is that instead of laying the bill aside with 
the recommendation that it be reported favorably, it be reported 
to the House with a recommendation as read. 

Mr. ENLOE. I certainly did not understand that the effect 
of allowing the gentleman from Ohio to offer that amendment 
was to prevent any further discussion of the matter. I do not 
desire further time for the discussion of the bill except that I 
would like time enough to get from the Senate a bill which ina 
former session of Congress was modeled exactly upon the prop- 
osition of the gentleman. I have sent for that bill; if it were 
here it might, if the House so desired, be voted upon without 
recommitting the bill to the Committee on War Claims. 

If it should be recommitted it would, when returned to the 
House, take its place at the foot of the Calendar, which would 
be equivalent to defeating it for the remainder of this Congress. 
I would be glad to have an opportunity to obtain from the Sen- 
ate a bill covering exactly the gentleman’s proposition—a bill 
which was offered in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. STORER. My proposition, I will state to the gentleman, 
consists of two branches—one to deduct the 39,606; the other, to 
ascertain whether any other sums have been paid to anybody 
out of this fund. There are two distinct propositions. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know that nothing of that sort has in fact 
taken place; and the proposition if scopes means simply the 
defeat of this bill. [Cries ol Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”] 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ENLOE) there were—ayes 67, noes 18. 8 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, in making 
the point of no quorum, that I wish to ask unanimous consent 
when the committee reports this bill back, that it may take its 

lace on the Calendar where it is now. If so, I will make no 

urther te See otherwise I will be compelled to contest the 
matter as far as I can. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that that can not 
be done in committee. It can only be done in the House. 

Mr. BLAND. But the committee can make their report in 


such shape as to recommend to the House that such action be 


en. è 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was going to state that it 

thinks the control of the bill to that extent would be in the com- 

mittee, because if fhe words had not been stricken out that were 

embodied in the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

STORER]—his first motion—the Chair thinks it would have car- 

2 the right to report at any time for immediate considera- 
on. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I object. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the motion that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the Private Calendar had directed him to report 
sundry bills to the House with the recommendation that they 
pass. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House were severally considered, ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford; 

A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at 
law and distributee of Joseph Ramsey; and 

A bill H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings. 

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion to reconsider the several 
votes taken was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
leave of absence be oe to Mr. TUCKER for two days, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

ToMr. HENDRIX, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, for ten days, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. SICKLES, for three days, on account of ill health. 

; Toae, CUMMINGS, for two days, on account of illness in his 

amuy. 

To Nie. Hicks, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
. ing consent for the immediate consideration of the bill 

1928. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act to amend section 1 of an act approved April 6, 1894, entitled ‘An act 
to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunalof Arbitration at Paris, 

er the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, concluded at 
Washington, February 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration 
certain questions concerning tho preservation of the fur seals.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will make a brief statement 
to the members of the House so that they may understand the 
reason for making this request. A mistake in one word was 
made at the Government Pr nung Omes in printing the bill ‘‘to 
give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration 
at Paris.” The word “exclusive” was printed in the bill when 
it should have been inclusive.“ The bill as printed provides 
for the protection of fur seals in the waters surrounding the 
Pribilof Islands, within a zone of 60 geographical miles around 
said islands, exclusive of the territorial waters. It should have 
been “inclusive of the territorial waters,” meaning 60 miles 
from the shore. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled An act to give effect to 
the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washing- 
ton. February 29, 1892, for the p se of submitting to arbitration cer 
questionsconcerning the preservation of the fur seals,” approved April 6, 1894, 
be amended by striking out the word exclusive where it occurs in said 
section 1 and the word “inclusive,” so that said section will read: 

“That no citizen of the United States, or person owing the duty of obedi- 
ence to the laws or the treaties of the Uni States, nor any person belong- 
ing to or on board of a vessel of the United States, shall kill, capture, or pur- 
sue, — ony = or in any manner whatever, outside of territorial waters, 
any 


the waters surrounding the Pribilov Islands within a zone of 
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— 2 miles (60 to a degree of latitude) around said islands, inclu- | will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening session, and 


territorial waters.’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand this simply changes one word 
which was inaccurately printed. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That is all. 

Mr. HITT. The word is quite important because it violates 
the award if it be printed ‘‘exclusive.” It should be made to 
conform to the language of the award, using the word ‘‘inclu- 
sive.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It makes the legislation con- 
form strictly to the award. 

- There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered toa 
third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize con- 
struction of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 
1888, and amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the commencement and completion of 
said bridge authorized by said act, entitled „An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad, wagon, and foot passenger bridge at Burlington, Iowa,” 
8 August 6, 1888, and amended by act approved 3 21, 1890, be. 
and are hereby, each extended two years from the passage of this act. 

There being no objection the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and being engrossed, was ac- 
. cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Onmotion of Mr. GEAR, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 2 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KILGORE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what the regular or- 


der is. 
The SPEAKER. The consideration of private business to- 


day. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House now take a recess 
until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, before that 
question is submitted, I rise to what I believe to be a privileged 
matter. The House gave the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] unanimous consent to print in the RECORD remarks 
which it was agreed this morning should be omitted. The 
gentleman made the request himself, but states that he in- 
tended it to be a permission to print them in the permanent 
RECORD, and not in the daily RECORD, inasmuch as they have 
already been printed in that. His request is, therefore, to ap- 
py the permanent RECORD only. $ 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. Itwillbe understood, I presume, 
that I am permitted to make the usual revision of them if I 
should regard it as proper. 

110 TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state that on a call of the House 
yesterday I was absent because of the fact that I was ill and con- 
fined to my room. I sent to one of my colleagues to ask him to 
make that excuse to the House for my absence, but in the press 
of business the matter was overlooked. I make this explana- 
tion to the House now so that it will go into the RECORD and 
explain my absence, 

r. KILGORE. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, The Speaker has just stated 
that the regular order is the consideration of private business, 
The very next bill on the Private Calendar is one that makes no 
appropriation, and I ask unanimous consent to take it up. 

The SPEAKER. It must be considered in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the reason why I made the 
suggestion that the House now take a recess, was because I 
knew the regular order was demanded, and I knew also that 
there was a bill before the committee which it had been unable 
to finish, and zh would be reached before the bill referred 
to by the genti um from Alabama could be considered. I did 
not see that anything could be done this evening, with so many 
members absent from the House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the House now 
take a recess until 8 o’clock, instead of waiting until 5 o’clock 
under the rule. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] 


if there be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m. by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session pursuant 
to clause 3 of Rule XX, for the consideration of b on the 
Private Calendar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of bills on the Private Calendar under the rule referred to. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us hive a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 21, noes 3. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, we have not got a quorum 
here to-night. [After a pause.] I will let it go along awhile 
and see how it works. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it, and the mo- 
tion is agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills on the Priyate Calendar, and 
the Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (EL R.2106) to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, that is not the 
first bill, I understand. In the Committee of the Whole at the 
last session, two weeks ago to-night, we had underconsideration 


the bill H. R. 3156. 
The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that the bills shall be 
alendar. The Chair supposed 


taken up in their order on the 
the bill referred to had been passed over. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir; the bill has never been 
passed over. The House finding itself without a quorum, the 
Committee rose and the House adjourned. 

The CHAIRMAN. When? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Two weeks ago to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN, That does not make it the first bill in 
order, The practice at evening sessions is to call up billsin the 
order they appear on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well,I know; but Ido not know 
how that bill could have lost its place. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not lost its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. What is the Calendar number? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Calendar number 153. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk was directed by the Chair, in 
accordance with the universal practice of the House, to report 
the first bill. The Chair has no knowledge as to which is the 
first bill, and the Clerk has reported the title of the bill which 
is first on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Of course, I only wish that this 
bill shall have its rights. That is all I want. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, there are several bills that have 
been considered without final action being taken, and in the 
spirit of fairness I ask unanimous consent that we go on and con- 
sider the bills that have not been considered, and then go back 
to those bills which have been considered, for I am satisfied 
you will not make any progress to-night. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not consent to that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire whether the bill the 
Clerk now reads precedes on the Calendar the bill called up by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] upon which the point of 
no quorum was raised two weeks ago? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the 
bill following that is one which I know we have already con- 
sidered. Itis marked with an asterisk. I want to inquire if 
that bill has not been laid aside with a favorable report? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that 
the asterisk indicates that the bills are pension bills. This bill 
we laid aside without prejudice, retaining its place on the Cal 
endar. 
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Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, the bill which was under con- 
sideration a moment ago is a bill I reported from the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. It was introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DURBOROW]. I do not see him here, and I 
ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice until he ap- 


rs. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be 
made. (After a pause.) TheChairhearsnone. The Clerk will 
report the next bill. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


3156) granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, de- 


ceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Cornella de Peyster 
Black, widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, 
and to pay the said Cornelia de Peyster Black a pension of 100 per month 
from the of the passage of act. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee recommends that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words ‘‘one hundred.“ in line 8, and 1 thereof the word 
Snt to which anamendment has been made stri out the word fifty,” 
pacar serting the words twenty-five," which was adopted ata previous 

on. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, there is a minority report. 
I would like to have the majority and the minority reports read. 

The reportand the views of the minority were read,as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3156) 
granting to Cornelia de Peyster Black, have consid the same, 
and the 


a 

ority respectfully submit the following report: 

The claimant ten widow of the late Colonel. Henry M. Black, United 
States Army,whose military record, as reported by the War Department, is 


as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENEBAL’S OFFICE. 
Washington, December 20, 1888. 
Statement of the military service of Henry M. Black, of the United States Army, 
compiled from the records of this office. 


He was a cadetat the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1842. 
to July 1, 1847, when he was graduated, and appointed brevet second lieu, 
tenant, Fourth Infantry. July 1, 1847; second lieutenant, Seventh Infantry 
August 20, 1847; first lieutenant, Ninth Infantry; March 3, 1855; ca 
September 10, 1856; colonel, Sixth California Infantry, February 1, 1863; 
honorably mustered out October 27, 1855; major, Seventh Infantry, July 25, 
1863; lieutenant-colonel, Fourth Infantry, October 2. 1868; unassigned March 
15, 1859; assigned to Eighteenth Infantry July 1, 1870; colonel, Twenty-third 
Infantry, February 6, 1882. 4 

He received the brevet of lieutenant-colonel and colonel March 13, 1865, 
for faithful and meritorious services during the war. 


SERVICE. 


He Pm his t December, 1847, and served with it in Mexico to 
July 7, 1848; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 31, 1849; in Florida to 
1850; at Jefferson Barracks. Mo., to August 14, 1850; at Fort Lear- 
en Kans., to September 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to April 
17,1851; at Fort Gibson, Ind. T., to May, 1855; at Fort Monroe, Va,, to July, 
1955: onrecruiting service to April, 1856: with tin Washington Terri- 

to , 1866; on reeruil service. to 1 
Wash: Territory to May, 1859; in Peas to June, 1861; at Fort Van- 
couver to November, 1861; in California to prey 1863; or, and 
Sixth California Volunteers, in fornia, to A b. 1864; 


to umbia, 1, 1876; 
member of board. at Philadelphia, Pa., to June 7, 1876; wi at 
Columbia, S. C., to July 24, 1877; at Grafton, W. Va., and Allegheny arsenal, 

, during labor strikes, to November 1, 1877; at Atlanta, Ga., to April 12, 
1879; at Fort Assinniboine, Mont., to October 1, 1879; and in command of 
and that. t to June 2, 18817 a 


regiment and Lpo of Fort Union, N. Mex., to June 2, 1884; 
7 ig Mich., to November 10, 1884; on court-martial at 
D. C., to February 24, 1885; commanding regim: 
Mich. 988 member of court of inquiry at Fort 
March 7 to April 19, 1887, and president of board of ju at national drill 
encampment, W. D. 1887; also in command 
of international encampmen 


he was A Heit 
Sie GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General. 


As will be seen from the f ä service of Col. 
Black covered a period of — ta century. The distinguished charac- 
ter of this long service is fully attested by the record and also by Gen. D. S. 
Stanley, United States.Army (retired), and others who ap personally 
beforeyour committee. : 

Mrs, is now well advanced in years, and without sufficient property 
or income to provide her with a comfortable She has an unmar- 
ried daughter dependent upon her, and there is no one m whom she can 
legally rely for a maintenance. addition to being the widow of a dis- 

officer, Mra. Black is the daughter of the late Col. Joseph Plymp- 
ton, United States Army, who entered the service in 1812, and who, after 
in the war of 1812, the Seminole and Black Hawk Indian wars and 

Mit may po anid that Mra Black Se in ail respects a mlitary woman: sh 
may t a woman; she 
born in a itary post, two of her thes da den are the wives or 


officers of the Army. 
There are precedents for the gran ot relief in cases of thischar- 
acter, and in the light of all the facts and cumstances your committee 


„„ of the bill, with an amendment striking out the 
Words “one h red in line 8, and substituting in lieu thereof the word 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 
[To accompany H. R. 3156.] 


The views of the majority of the Committee on Pensions, respecting the 
propriety of the passage of the bill granting a pension to Cornelia de Pey- 
ster Black, are, for the following reasons, respectfully dissented from: 

There are several acts. of under which Mrs. Black can 
make application to the Pension Bureau and be allowed a pension. She 
would probably have no difficultyin substantiating a claim under the Mexi- 
can war pension act of January 29, 1887, or, if for any reason she could not 
meet the requirements of that act, she could still (if her circumstances are 
as represented) have recourse to an ba eee under the late war act of 
June 27, 1890, The only reason given why this method of securing relief has 
not been followed is that the rating allowed by these acts is not large 
enough; but if this reason is to be accepted as sufficient to warrant the al- 
lowanca of an ori on by special act in this case there is no just 
ground upon which similar action can be denied in thousands of other cases. 

It is neither shown norclaimed that Col. Black’s death was due to wounds 

origina: in the service, yet the bill as reported grants the 
widow n rate of pension than is allowed by law to the widows of off- 

or higher rank who die in the service and line of duty. 

The distinguished character of tho service of the soldier is fully under- 
stood, but no especially urgent necessity or um circumstance is ad- 
vanced as good und upon which to base the proposed action in the case 
of the widow. She has no young children to 5 and she has some 
$4,009 from which to derive an. income; and this income can be materially 
increased through an application to the Pension Bureau under one of the 


acts above cited. 
It there is any justice in thegranting of these pensions tothe widows 
on of the widows. of the 


of regular Army and Navy officers, to the excl: 
volunteer soldiers who lost their lives in defense of the Union, the allowance 
should be made by general enactment, and thus relieve Congress of the ne- 
cessity for giving time and labor to the consideration of bills framed in the 


interest of a favored class. 
ARTHUR H. TAYLOR. 
CHAMP CLARK. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I had 
hoped that my feeble efforts here on several Friday nights 
would have been productive of some good results. I had hoped 
some fruits might have been brought forth in the attendance of 
these Friday night sessions, but I have been disappointed. The 
small crowd in attendance here to-night still shows that the 
members of this body are unwilling to turn out here one night 
in the week to discuss these pension matters. It seems that they 
are not ready, a great many of them at least, to give up claw- 
hammer coats, entertainments, euchre parties, theaters, and 
other enjoyments, while at the same time professing to have a 
great love for the old soldiers and a esire that this Con- 
gress should do business. I had hoped the new rule which has 
been 7 would also have been productive of some good re- 
sults at the night sessions as I ses it has had in the attendance 
upon the day sessions. I am sorry, too, that my 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish to ask the gentleman 
indicated the pu of making the point of no quorum? 

Mr. TALB of South Carolina. What did the gentleman 


say? 
Mr. MALLORY. Has anybody indicated the purpose of rais- 
ing the point of no quorum: to-night? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Caroli Not that I know of. 
[Cries of 


; Mr. Ae onder That is what I wanted to know. 
order. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. I hope the gentleman will not be 
piesa rien 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Let F interrupt 
me if they desire. I do not object to it. I can not see exactly 
the relevancy of the ge 's question. If he wants to raise 
e point of no quorum I y yal 8 . ht et he 
was just going to say, ug b 0 t my ap- 
pon in behalf “of the Constitution had done some good. 
oped that members of this body would have begun to give some 
consideration to the Constitution of the United States, which re- 
quires that there shall be a quorum here to any kind of 
legislation; but I regret to see that my efforts have been all in 
vain. Iam sorry further to have to oy eg my calling atten- 
tion to the oath which members of this body have taken to sup- 
port that Constitution, and my calling attention to the necessity 
of adhering to the rules, have also proved ineffectual, Mr. 
Chairman, four or five years ago, two or three years ago, it 
seems to me Lheard a great deal about the Constitution of the 
United States. The fact is, the members of this body have used 
the Constitution as a very convenient sort of instrument, taking 
it up and hugging it to their bosoms when it served their pur- 
pose, and at other times casting it aside. 

Two or three years ago, when the Farmers’ Alliance and the 
other industrial organizations of this country were sending up 
their respectful, pitiful appeals to this august body to have en- 
acted into law some of the measures which they believed would 
give relief to. the great mass. of the people, over this Hall 
members could be seen taking down the old Constitution of the 
United States, covered over with dust so thickly that you could 
have written your name upon it, brushing off the dust, brandish- 
ing aloft and using it as a weapon against the demands. of the 
people. Gentlemen would take a long breath, fill their lungs 
with air, draw themselves up and exclaim: ‘‘Why, this is un- 
constitutional! It can not be done!” If the Constitution was a 
good thing to be obeyed then, why is it that we can not obey it 


here 


anybody has 


‘ 
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w, and require that a quorum shall come here when we un- 
5 dertake to do business at these evening sessions. 

It seems to me that a rule which will work only one way is 
not a good rule. To bea good rule it must work both ways. 
[Laughter.] It is perfectly constitutional, we are told, to appro- 
priate money for any other purpose. It is perfectly constitu- 
tional to appropriate millions to build navies to rot on the seas. 
It is perfectly constitutional to appropriate money for World's 
Fairs and Centennial Expositions. It is perfectly constitutional 
to appropriata money to build railroads and to lend to national 
banks and Wall street gamblers and all that sort of thing, but 
whenever an attempt is made to do anything in the interest of 
the great mass of the people in this great country of ours, that 
is “ unconstitutional!” It seems to me that the voice of this 
Congress has been to the laboring people of this country: II 
you will quit producing. quit being laboring people, and go to 
manufacturtng, we will do something for you: if you will quit 
raising produce and go to hauling it we will do something for 
you; buf so long as you are producers, so long as you are labor- 
ers, there is nothing for youhere. You are shut out, and the 
Constitution stands in the way whenever you want anything.” 

Now, I want to ask gentlemen why they can not stand by the 
Constitution in two cases as well as in one. Why can not you 
stand by the Constitution, gentlemen, in these Friday night 
sessions and require a quorum to be present before you under- 
take to transact business, before you undertake to fritter away 
the money of the people by voting pensions in hundreds of cases 
to people who do not deserve them. You say ‘these little 
things are trifling and do not amount to much,” but let me re- 
mind you that many little things taken together make a great 

sum. 

ow, I want to say a word in connection with something that 
occurred here in one of these Friday evening sessions. I had 
read here, by mission of the House, an anonymous communi- 
cation which I had received in relation to pensions. The ques- 
tion was asked whether there was any name signed to it, and I 
said there was not, but I asked permission to have it read and 
printed in the RECORD and unanimous consent was given. Tho 
same gentleman who wrote me that communication has written 
another giving me some reasons why he did not sign his name. 
His name is not signed to this communication either, but I ask 
consent to have it read, in order that his reasons for not signing 
his name may bə put on record. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Is it from Coxey? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iam not corresponding 
with your kind. 

Another MEMBER. Is it poetry? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes, sir; it is poetry. 

Mr. TATE. I wish to ask the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina whether this constitutional argument of his this evening is 
suggested by the recent constitutional decision of the supreme 
court of South Carolina? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Oh, not at all; nota bit. 
Let me say to the 8 that neither that decision nor any 
other decision of the supreme court can trouble me. Lam not s 
easily troubled. It may trouble the tleman from Georgia, 
but not me. I am a Carolinian, nota rgian. Now, with the 
permission of the House, I will ask the Clerk to read this com- 
munication. 

A MEMBER. Is that a farmer’s production? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, let me tell my friend 
from Georgia that the farmers have some right to be heard in 
this House. Thatis just the trouble here; you seem to think 
they have no right. 

A MEMBER. Then this is a farmer’s article? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I suppose so; it sounds 
honest and not lawyer-like. 

A MEMBER, Ah! 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And you have denied the 
farmers the right to be heard here. My friend here from Geor- 
gis [Mr. BLACK] got up a few days ago and read an instrument 
‘ull of technical terms, and some one intimated that the farm- 
ers of this country did not have sense enough to understand 
what a technical term was. Now, let me tell you, my friend, 
that the farmers have a great deal more sense than you thi 

Mr. TATE. I would like to ask the gentleman if he under- 
stood the technical terms used by the gentleman from Georgia, 
to whom he referred just now? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, now, I am not on 
examination here. IthinkI do, But I doubt very much whether 
the gentleman who is addressing me unders them. 

Mr. TATE. Well, I did not. I will admit it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, you come around 
to my room and I will tell you what they mean. 

Mr. TATE. Life is too short to submit to such training. 
[Laughter and applause.] 


= Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentlemen needs 
raining, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the communication 
sent up by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Something else for your reference file, if you please: 


It's not vapid gossip, but barr and woof, all wool and a yard wide; 
What, not long ago, the poet from Marion, Ind., to you did write, 
sak ope the , it’s quite true that his neighbors stick to him 
e glue; 
Of whom there are many, not only a few, so the poet concluded that it 
ouldn’t do 


W. 
For to sign his name, as otherwise his chances would have been good in- 


deed; 

For ee pens £ oner’s neighbors, to pitch into him, with vehemence, with 
‘eet, 

It's none of your biz, to him they would have said, it's no skin off your 


We'll give you @ thrashing, then make you leave the neighborhood, you 
story-telling smack. 
Without a question, a dose of hickory tea they would have administered to 


And his nearest kin would not have besen allowed to open the mouth to save 
He peas 2555 idea to partake of a stew which is offensive and very hard to 
No, not by a jugtul, unless in his upper story there becomes detached a 
Especially i that tea, he does disdain; almost everybody else would say the 
Now, honor bright, would you him blame for having refrained from signing 


There is that ex-Columbian guardsman, who was sent to jail the other day; 
In the labyrinthine mazes of his anatomy the docters must have gone 


astray. 
On 8 and paralysis, they pronounced him disabled, in a pensionable 
jegree, 

Aman possessed of the eyes of an eagle and the agility of a flea. 

Or can it be possible that those medicated stoolpigeons did betray this 
fraudulent claimant 

For esac ce on his part to whack up with them his first pension 
payment? 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
hope that it is not unconstitutional, although, indeed, when the 
subtreasury bill was sent here years agoit was decided to be un- 
constitutional and impracticable, crude, and possessed of ever 
other fault that could be applied to it. If it was unconstitutio 
then whose duty was it tochange it and bring itwithin the pur- 
view of the Constitution? If it was 5 whose duty 
was it to make it pf evga measure,and try to make ita thing 
of beauty instead of the great ugly thing you claimed it to be? 
But no matter whose duty it was, it was not performed. It was 
simply ignored. It was smothered in the committee room and 
not allowed to be discussed on the floor of the House, and it 
never has been and never will be. It was taken out here and 
buried, and that was the lastof it. Unconstitutional! Youlove 
the Constitution sometimes, why do you not love it at all times? 
Why do you not treat all men fairly under it? 

Now, as I read or had read, and asked to have printed as a part 
of my remarks some articles from the New York Weekly Times 
a few days ago, I have here a second edition of the same pa r 
bearing upon the same subject, which is long, and will probably 
take some time to read it. I will simply ask leave now to print 
this in the RECORD without reading it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. PICKLER and others objected. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Very well, then, I will ask 
the Clerk please to read it, as gentlemen have seen fit to object. 
I ask him to read the first page of this paper that I send to the 


desk. 

Mr. PICKLER. We had just aswell take up the time in that 
way as in listening to the gentleman. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It would have been better 
for the gentleman to have allowed it to be printed, as it would 
nat have taken so much time as to address the gentleman from 

rneo—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. May Lask, Mr. Chairman, what is the ques- 
tion pending before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The ae is on the bill (H. R. 3156) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Cornelia de Peyster Black. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I understand that this is the bill that is 
under consideration? 

A MEMBER. The Constitution seems to be under considera- 


tion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This proposition that I 
have made is perfectly constitutional. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is the bill 
the title of which the Chair has just stated. 

Mr. KRIBBS. Does this paper the gentleman asks to have 
read relate to the subject under consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not able to inform the gen- 
tleman. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask that the first page 
be read, as it relates to the subject of privaa msions. 
~ Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like toinquire ifit 
relates to the pending bill? 
F of South Carolina. It does relate to all pend- 
g Š 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make the point of order that 
it has no reference to the question under consideration. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The question is, does it re- 


late to the pending bill? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Possibly it does; I have 
Most certainly it doesnot, 


not examined. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

Tassume. It has no relevancy whatever to this question. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It has no relation, of course, to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule XIV, section 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

1. When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House, 
he shall rise and respectfully address himself to Mr. Speaker,“ and, on be- 
ing recognized, may address the House from any place on the floor or from 
the Clerk's desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, 
avoiding personality. 


The CHAIRMAN. That rule is applicable to pronendings in 
the House. Clause 8 of Rule XXIII provides that the rule of 
roceedings in the House shall be observed in Committee of the 
Whole so far as applicable. That is the rule under which the 
committee is operating. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Do1 understand the Chair 
to decide that this is not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so decide. The ar- 
ticle has not been read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. I make the pointof order against 
the reading of that paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing has yet been read. The Chair 
simply announced that it would be read. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is the Chair bound to have it 
read at the request of the gentleman from South Carolina? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had the rule read for the ben- 
efit of the committee. The Clerk will read the document with 
which the Chair is not familiar; and if any member desires to 
submit a point of order after it is read, or while the reading is 
p ssing, it can be done. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina a question, whether this is not an article pub- 
lished in the New York Times, occupying eight or nine col- 
umns—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have asked only that the 
first page be read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. How many columns? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have asked to have read 
only the part bearing on this subject. I have not asked the Clerk 
to read the whole of it. $ 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. How many columns are there? 

Mr. KILGORE. It does not make any difference; the gentle- 
man has the right to have it read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish to appeal to the gentleman 
from South Carolina—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You had better appeal to 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. He made the 
objection to my uest. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. Iam addressing the gentleman re- 
spectfully; and I wish to appeal to his sense of fairness whether 
it isa proper thing to occupy the tims of the House this evening 
with eight or nine columns of this matter? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It isnot my fault. I asked 
to have the matter spread upon the record, and the gentleman 
from South Dakota obiected. He is the gentleman to whom my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] should appeal. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I raise the point of order that the 
reading of this paper is not within the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing has yet been read; and the Chair 
hasno notice of what is contained in this paper. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It purports on its face to be the 
resultof investigations by the New York Times into a series 
of pension claims already granted. It has no reference to this 
case at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the statement made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] should be correct, the article will 
not be in order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This is entirely a different case 
from that presented when a member rises to speak. In that 
case the Chair must wait until the statement of a member is 
made before he can ascertain whether it is germane. But here 
the matter is in print; and it is the duty of the Chair to look at 
it, and if it be not germane, to rule it out. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I submit that the Chair has 
looked at it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I insist that we have not 
yet come to a point where the Chair is justified in decidin, 
whether this matter bears on the question or not. Ihave aske 
Lowe 5 paper be read in my own time; and I demand that it 

read. 

E CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the docu- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE NATION'S GREAT SCANDAL—DESERTERS WHO ARE NOW ON THE ‘ROLL 
OF HONOR”"— 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know if 
the Chair holds that in order to determine whether this point 
of order is well made, the Chair must permit this whole article 
to be read to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so hold. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair holds that as nothing has yet 
been read, there is as yet nothing for the Chair to rule upon. 

Several MEMBERS, Let the headlines be read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to reserve a point of order 
on the article. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I must insist that all this 
maneuvering must not come out of my time. 

A MEMBER. It will, all the same. 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 

THE LAW HAS CLEARED THE RECORDS AND THE HUNGRY PENSION AGENT HAS 
THEREBY EARNED HIS FEE—HONEST SOLDIERS PROTEST AT IT—IN ITS IN- 
VESTIGATIONS OF PENSION ABUSES THE NEW YORK TIMES HAS FOUND MEN 
WHO WERE IN CANADA DURING THE WAR, BUT ARE NOW DRAWING PEN- 
SIONS—IN OGDENSBURG A DESERTER AND THE WIDOW OF A SOLDIER, LIV- 
ING TOGETHER, EACH HAVE DRAWN PENSIONS FOR MANY YEARS—FRANK 
JOUNSON, WHO ASSISTS A WASHINGTON PENSION ATTORNEY, A CUSTOM- 


HOUSE OFFICIAL, AND AN ACTIVE POLITICIAN—THE LAW RELATING TO 
OFFICIALS WHO HELP PROSECUTE CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


II. 


In the last issue of the Weekly Times there was printed the first ot a series 
of articles giving the results of investigations made by reporters for the 


New York Times—— 

Mr. HULL (interrupting the e I make the point of 
order that these headlines as read clearly demonstrate that this 
article has nothing to do with legislation before Congress. It 
relates sana gt what is alleged to have transpired in the Pen- 
sion Office. The bill before the House proposes action by Con- 
gress, and can not in any way be affected by anything that has 
taken place heretofore in the Pension Office. The headlines of 
this article from the New York Times show that it refers sim- 
ply to past action of the Pension Department. I raise the point 
of order that the whole article is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that under the rule this article, so far as 
read, is not in order. The Chair refers to the rule which re- 

uires that members addressing the House or thé Committee of 
the Whole shall confine themselves to the subject under debate. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not this article con- 
cern pensions, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not relate to the bill under con- 
sideration, which is a private bill to grant a pension to Corne- - 
lia de Peyster Black. ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Anything that concerns 
pensions, concerns the bill under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that not even under 
the most liberal construction of the rule, could the article be 
held to be in order, if the point of order be made against it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to submit a word before the 
Chair concludes his ruling on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. I submit that the uniform practice of this 
House has been, in Committee of the Whole, to allow a much 
wider range in the discussion than when we are considering a 
matter in the House. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole on the stite of the Union, for the purpose of considering 
private pension legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is not in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that, and I merely misspoke. 
The House is in Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
sidering private pension legislation, and any observations which 
any gentlemen may conclude to make upon the subject of private 
pension 8 or public pension legislation, as far as that 
goes, would be in order in this discussion to-night. Now, there 
is no escape from that, and if that article relates to that subject, 
it does not make any difference whether it relates to the conduct 
of the Pension Office heretofore or to the conduct of Congress in 
vesting the Pension Office with particular authority. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The name of the appli- 
cant to-night may possibly be reached in that very article. 

Mr. HULL. e name of this applicant is not in the Pension 
Bureau at all, and this is an article relating to the Pension Bu- 


reau. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me finish what I am saying. If that re- 
lates to the improper conduct of the Pension Office, or if it.re- 
lates to the improper administration of the law, then it would 
be-entirely competent for any man to make a speech of that 
kind in this House to-night upon that subject; and if it be com- 
petent for him to make an oral argument of that kind, it is en- 
tirely competent for him to have read from a newspaper anargu- 
ment upon the subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Texas 
allow me? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMsSof Illinois. Ifa member was making a speech, 
you could not tell what the speech contained until it was deliv- 
ered, but where it is in a newspaper, you can see in advance that 
it does not bear upon the question. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. C an, I suppose the patriotic pre- 
liminary remarks which a member would make, which would 
correspond to the headlines of the article, would admonish the 
House as to the character of the argument which he proposed 
tosubmit. Now, the objection to that article is made upon the 
headlines, and I say that isnot competent. The practice of the 
Committee of the ole has been the other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Texas—because the Chair desires to administer the rules 
in a spirit of absolute fairness—that the gentleman is correct in 
the statement that very great latitude is allowed in debate in 
Committee of the Whole; but if the point of order is submitted 
by any.gentleman on the floor, the Chair is constrained to de- 
cide that gentlemen must confine themselves to the question un- 
der debate. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] himself 
is not deficient in 8 skill, and he will recognize at 
once, the Chair feels assured, that that is the correct interpre- 
tation of the rules. 7 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that that is the correct inter- 
pretation; but my contention is that he is discussing the ques- 
tion legitimately before this committee, whether they will in- 
crease this roll or not. That is the main question, whether the 
House or this Committee of thə Whole shall countenance the 
abuses which that article is intended to attack, in the Pension 
Office. I think that is legitimate. I recognize the rule to be 
as stated by the Chairman, but I say this article comes within 
that rule. That is the contention I make. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MOSES. We have a bill here proposing to pension the 
widow of asoldier whom the war records show to have served 
fifty years. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will 
hear what I say. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. MOSES. We have a bill here proposing to give a pen- 
sion to the widow of a soldier who served in the wars of the 
United Statesfor nearly fifty years,asshown Bae war records. 
The gentleman says perhaps this widow’s husband’s name may 
be found in that list; and yet I understand itis alist of deserters 
who are Vien pai 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Not that alone. 

Mr. MOSES. That is what I understand. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It is a general article on 
the whole pension business. 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman certainly does not bring this 
in to prove that this woman’s husband was a deserter and would 
come under that category; and it is therefore as clearly out of 
order as opinna An be in this case. I would like to ask the 
Konomin from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] if he desires to hear it 
read? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Thisis for information on 
the pension business; and the intention of having it read is not 
to prove that Mr. Black or anybody else was a deserter, but just 
for the general information of this body. Iam astonished that 
this House does not want light, but I find that it does not want 

t. 


1 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And that is that the Chair has 


ruled on this point; and if these gentlemen are not satisfied let 
them nappal [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasalready ruled on the point, 
and the Clerk will read the rule which governs the committee 
under such circumstances. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


4. If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, trans: the rules of the 
House, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call toorder. Inwhich 
case he shall Immediately sit down, unless permitted on motion of another 
member to explain, and the House shall, . N to. decide on the case, 
without debate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, 
he shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case uire 
— snai be liable to cènsure or such punishment as the House may 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the rule the 
article is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It seems to me that the 
rule has nothing to do with the point. [Cries of Regular or- 
der!”] I do not understand that it is out of order. It seems to 


me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa made the point 
of order that the article was not in order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iunderstood the Chair to 
decide, under the rule, that it was in order and ordered its 


reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so decide. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The Clerk commenced to 
read by somebody's order. 0 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; because no point could prop- 

rly be raised until something was read; but after the reading 
had proceeded awhile the point of order was raised. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does the Chair decide 
that it is not in order to read that article? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I move tolay the appeal on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to lay an appeal on the table is 
not in order in Committee of the Whole. The question is, Shall 
5 of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 

e 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, nos; 3. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, No quorum, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. n and the gentleman 
sram Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. Tellers will please take their 
places. 

Te committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 57, 
noes 4. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepointof noquorum being made, under 
the rule, the Clerk will cal! the roll. = 

The roll was called. when the following-named members failed 
to respond: s 


eem 


Abbott, Caldwell, Draper, Henderson, II. 
Adams, Ky Caminetti, Dunn, Henderson, lowa 
Adams, Pa. Campbell. Dunphy, Henderson, N. C. 
5 ne ne eg ad 1 
erson, annon, His, Ky. ermann, 
Aldrich, Capehart, Ellis, Oregon Hicks, 
Alexander, Caruth, English, 5 Hines, 
Allen, Catchings, English, N. J. Hitt, 
Apsley, Causey, Enloe, Ho 
Arnold, Chickering, Everett, Hooker, Miss. 
Babei Clancy Fithian, Hopkins, Pa 
a - ancy, 0 a. 
Baldwin, Clarke, Ala. Pletcher, Hulick, 
Bankhead, Cobb, Ala. Forman, Hutcheson, 
Barnes, Cobb, Mo. 3 Izlar. 
Bartholdt, kr Funston, Johnson, Ind. 
Bartlett, Cockrell, an, Johnson, Ohio 
Iden, Coffeen, ear, ones, 
Bell, Colo. Compton, Geary, p 
Bell, Tex. mds, issenhainer, Latimer, 
Beltzhoover, Cooper, Fla. Goldzier, Lefever, 
Berry. Cooper, Ind. Goodnight, ter, 
Black. I Cooper, Wis. Grad. Livings 
S per, y: ton, 
Bland, Co Graham, Lockwood, 
Boatner, Co Gresham, Loud, 
Boutelle, Covert, Griffin, Lucas, 
Bower, N. C. Cox, Grosvenor, Lynch, 
Bowers, Cal. z Grout, Maguer, 
Branch, Crawford, Grow, Maguire, 
Brattan. Culberson, Hager, Marshall, 
Breckinridge, Ark. es, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Curtis, Kans. Hall, Minn. McAleer, 
Brickner, Dalzell, Hall, Mo. Call. 
Brosius, Daniels, Hammond, McCreary, Ky 
Brown, vey, Harmer, McDearmon, 
Bryan, De Armond, Harter, McDowell, 
Bunn, De Forest, McEttrick, 
Burnes, Hatch, cGann, 
Burrows, Dingley, Haugen, McKaig. 
Bynum, 05 Hayes, McKeighan, 
Ca Doilliver, Heard, McLaurin, 
Cadmus, Doolittle, Heiner, Meiklejohn, 
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Mercer, Pigott, Sibley, Tracey, 
Meyer, Post, Sickles, Tucker, 
Milliken, Powers, upson. Turner, Ga. 
— Price, n, Turner, Va. 
ontgome N 
EE Randai, Snodgrass, Van Voorhis, N. ¥ 
Morgan, Ray, Somers, Wadsw 
Morse, Rayner, Sperry, Walker, 
ý Reed, Springer, Wanger, 
Mu er, Reilly, Stallings, Washington, 
Norin Bidh rds, Ohi 3 e Wever 
orthway, chards, 0 vens, ever, 
Oates, Richardson, Tenn. Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. 
O'Neil, Mass. Robbins, Stone, C. W. Wheeler, 
O'Neill, Mo. noron rg Stone, Ky. White, 
Outhwaite, Robinson, Pa. Storer, Williams, Miss. 
Page. Rusk, Strait, Wilson, Wash. 
Paschal, Russell, Conn. Straus, Wilson, W. Va. 
ao 8 om Talbott Ma Wolverton 
yne, an, 5 = 0 . 
Paynter, Schermerhorn, Tarsney. Woodard, 
Pence, Scranton, Tawney, Woomer, 
Pendleton, Tex. Settle, Taylor, Ind. Wright, Mass. 
Pendleton, W. Va Shaw, Taylor, Tenn. Wright, Pa. 
Perkins, hell, Terry, 
Phillips, Sherman, Thomas, 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am informed that 
the gentleman from California, Mr. CAMINETTI, is sick, and 
therefore I ask that he be excused. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done in the House. Under 
the rule the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. BROOKSHIRE re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
finding itself without a quorum, T caused the roll to be called, 
and herewith report the names of the absentees. 

The SPE R pro tempore. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reports that 
that committee finding itself without a quorum, he caused the 
roll to be called. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON of Iowa, be excused on account of his inability to attend 
the evening session because of his wounds. 

There was no objection, and it wasso ordered. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, be excused. He is indisposed to-day, 
and is absent for that reason. 

These was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. S er, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
HENDERSON cf Illinois, be excused on aceount of ill health. 

There was no ob ection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. STEPH- 
ENSON, is sick at his hote: this evening, and I ask that he be 
excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. SpesXer,I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. HOLMAN, be excused, as he is not able to be here. 
There was no objection, and it was so orderea. me 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
AVERY, be excused on account of ill health. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. BARTHOLDT, be excused. He is sick, and has 
been for several days. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that I be 
granted one moment to make a remark. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for one minute. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOSES. Before we leave excuses, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague, Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, be excused on 
account of sickness. E 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CAMINETTI, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence for this evening, on account of sickness. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, Mr. HOPKINS 
of Pennsylvania was granted leave of absence, on account of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, feel very deeply the 
absence of a quorum on this occasion, after so many efforts at 
these evening sessions to pass the private bills which have re- 
ceived consideration in Committee of the Whole. It is a fact 


that there are less than a hundred members present, PESIS- 


not more than seventy-five, and itis now but ons hour and twenty- 
five minutes until the hour of adjournment. In view of these 
facts it seems quite improbable that, even by hav a call of 
the House, we can ob a quorum this evening; but, neverthe- 
less, I have made the motion for a call, and I ask gentlemen who 
are present here to cast their votes on that motion advisedly 


with reference to the future, so that hereafter at these pension 


sessions if the point of “no quorum” is to be made it may be 
made and in time to bring in the absentees. 

Without assuming to censure those who are absent, it does 
seem to me to be a great hardship upon the gentlemen who come 
here night after night and are prevented from doing business, 
on the one hand by the point of no quorum,” and on the other 
hand by the absence of a quorum when far more than enough 
members to make a quorum are in the city. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MARTIN of 
Indiana, a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, when the following-named members 
failed to respond: 


Abbott, Cousins, Rand: 
Adams, Ky. Covert, Hitt, Ray, = 
Adams, Pa. X, 00 Rayner, 
Aitken, Crain, Hooker, Miss. $ 
Alderson, Crawford, Hooker, N. Y. Reilly, 
Aldrich, Culberson, Hopkins, Pa. Reyburn, 
Alexander, Cummings, Hulick, Richards, Ohio 
Allen. Curtis. Hutcheson, 
Apsley, Dalzell, Iziar, Robbins, 
Arnold, z Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. 
Avery, Davey, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Babeock, = 33 2 usk, 
win, e Forest, pham, Russell, Conn. 
Bankhead, n, Latimer, Busseil Ga. 
Barnes, Dingley, Lefever, Ryan, 
Bartholdt, Dinsmore, Lester, Schermerhorn, 
Bother Donlittie ee tle, 
elden, oolittle. vingston, Settl 
Bell, Colo. Draper, Lockwood, Shaw, 
II. Tex. Loud. Shell, 
Beitzhoover, 9 2 ae 
SatY, urboTrow, x ey, 
Bingham, Ellis, Ky. fool Sickles, 
Black, III. Angle 1 impson, 
Bland, Eng arshall, Sipe, 
Boatner, lish, N. J. Marvin, N. Y. Smith, 
Boutelle. Enloe. McAleer, Sn * 
Bower, N. C. an, eCall, Somers, 
Bowers, Cal. Everett, eCreary, Ky. Sperry, 
ch, Fielder. McDearmon, Springer, 
Brattan, Fithian, McDowell, Sta 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fletcher, Ettriek, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, McGann, Slovana 
Brickner, F unk, $ 
Brosius, ” Funston, McKeighan, Stone, Ky. 
X Fyan, McLaurin, Storer, 
Bryan, Gear, hn, Strait, 
Bunn, Geary, Mercer, Straus, 
Burnes, Geissanhainer, Karan, Sweet, 
Burrows, Goldzier, illiken, Talbott, Md. 
Bynum, Goodnight, ey, Tarsney, 
Ca’ Gorman, Montgomery, Tawney. 
Cadm Grady, oon, Taylor, Ind. 
Caldwell, Graham, Morgan, Taylor, 
Caminetti, Gresham, 2 Terry. 
Camp) 5 > Tracey, 
Cannon, Cal. Grosvenor, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Cannon, III. Grout, Newlands, Turner, Ga. 
Cape! Grow, Northway, Turner, Va. 
Caruth, A tes, Turpin, 
Catchings, O'Neil, Mass. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
usey, Hall, Minn. O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Chickering, Hall, Mo. Outhwaite. Walker, 
Caney Ha ; Paschal, Washington, 
cy, armer, ase 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, Pa Wells, 
Cobb, Ala. Hartman, Payne, Wever, 
bb, Mo. Hatch, Paynter, Wheeler, 
skran, Haugen, Pence, ite, 
Cockrell, yes, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Pendleton, W. Va. Wiison, 
Compton, Heiner, Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coombs, Henderson, Til. Phillips, ise. 
See een e e Wom 
r. eni . J 
Cooper, Tex. Hendrix, Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Price, Wright, Pa. 
Cornish, Hicks, Quigg, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed 


and the Clerk will call the names of members whe have failed 
to respond on the first call. Upon this call excuses will be in 


order. 


Mr. TATE(when the name of Mr. CABANISS was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. CABANISS] be excused, on 
account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COOMBS, when his name was called, was excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF (when the name of Mr. COOPER of Wis- 
consin was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] be excused, on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY (when the name of Mr. CUOLBERSON was called), 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] be ex- 
cused, on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. DALZELL 
was called), Mr. Speaker, I ask that colleague [Mr. Dar- 
ZELL] be excused, on account of sickness in his family. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCRAE (when the name of Mr. TERRY was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. TERRY] be excused, on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mı. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. SCRANTON 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. SCRAN- 
TON] be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this call 82 members have 
answered to their names; no quorum. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, would it bein order now to in- 
troduce a resolution to send for absentees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would, in the judgment of 
the Chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be directed to issue a warrant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for the arrest of members who have failed to respond to their 
names, and who are absent without the leave of the House. 

Mr. CONN. Mr. Speaker, it is evident from the lateness of 
the hour that it will be i er for us to obtain a quorum here 
this evening. Therefore I move that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Conn, and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HULL. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 27. 

Mr. TATE, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MARTINof Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry, as bearing upon the question whether we shall adjourn or 
whether we shall continue to try to get a quorum. Is it not a fact 
that even if we had a quorum here any member who could get 

the floor could consume an hour in debate, and, that being so, is 
it not true that any three men could occupy the entire time of the 
session, so that we could do no business anyhow? 

Mr. HULL. If thatisany argument, itisanargumentagainst 
having eyri . sessions at all. 

The SPEA pro va kb The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HULL. Let us vote it down. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HULL. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 21; so the 
motion was agreed to, and the House accordingly (at 9 o'clock 
and 21 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 3192) for the relief of the Selma and Meridian Railroad 
Company. (Report No. 735.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
70 va N. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews. (Report 

0. 738. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD, from the same committee: A bill H. 
R. %3) : granta pension to Allie Dill Broughton. (Report 

0. 739. 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (S. 
475) for the relief of John Littleand Hobart Williams, of Omaha, 
Nebr. (Report No. 742.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 
By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A 
pn . R. 4788) for the relief of William H. Cook. (Report No. 
36. 
By Mr. LACE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 5087) granting a pension to Margaret Brennan. (Re- 
port No. 740.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Dule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced; and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. SWANSON: A bil! (H.R. 6762) for the repeal of the 


tax upon the notes of State banks and banking associations un- 
der certain conditions—to the Committee on ing and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. STRAUS: A bill (H. R. 6764) regulating applications 
for office in the unclassified civil service—to the Committee on 
Reform. in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL; A bill (H. R. 8766) to incorporate the 
National Gas and Electric Light and Heat Company—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. x 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R.6767) to provide for the enlist- 
ment and maintenance of an industrial army; for issuing and 
maintaining a sufficient and equitable volume of currency, and 
for other 8 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6768) for ascer- 
taining the feasibility and probable cost of constructing a ship 
canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio River—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R, 6769) to refund in- 
ternal-revenue taxes paid by owners of private dies—to the Com- 


mittee on Ap 9 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury to exchange, in behalf of the United States, 
deeds of land with the Pemaquid Land Company of Maine, in 
settlement of a disputed boundary ofthe Pemaquid Point, Maine, 
light station—to Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BOEN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 166) ordering the 
Secretary of War to provide within the District of Columbia 
camping grounds and tents for all organized bodies of laboring 
people who may come within the boundaries of said District, 
and to see to it that their rights as citizens be respected and pro- 
tected—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution relating to appointment of 
Gen. A. L. Pearson as a manager in Soldiers’ Home Board to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, para bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DURBOROW: (H. R. 6771) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the name of James E. Cotter—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H. R. 6772) to correct the military 
record of William Hartzell—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6773) for the 
relief of M. J. Vanorsdall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6774) to grant 
an honorable discharge to John A. White—tothe Committce on 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitious and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ 
Union, the Barbers’ Union, the Trunkmakers’ Union, and the 
Furniture Movers’ Union, all of Detroit, Mich., in favor of gov- 
ernmental ownershipand control of the telegraph and telephone 
lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of Durango, Colo., against incorporation of the Deity in 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, request of Pikes Peak Division, No. 244, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Colorado Springs, Colo., favoring the passage 
of bill known as the antiscalper bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ 
Union and the Trunkmakers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., in favor 
of governmental ownership and control of the telegraph sys- 
tems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of Union Council, No. 25, Junior 
Order United American Workmen, for the better regulation of 
immigrants, and in favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Zion’s and St. Pauls Churches, of Arcadia and Carroll, Iowa, 
protesting against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. J. Klopp, against the income tax on na- 
tional building and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Willow 
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Township, Green County, Iowa, against the God-in-the-Consti- 
tution amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of A. Y. Troydon, on behalf of Nancy 
Judson, conservator of Phineas D. Judson, 3 H, First Iowa 
Cavalry Volunteers to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Lyster 
Church, of Urne, Buffalo County, Wis., against the ee 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States as tending to encroachment upon religious rights—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, for Gov- 
ernment control of the telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of the Turtle Mountain Band of 
Pembina Chippewa Indians, against the ratificationof the treaty 
argument concluded with the commission appointed under the 
provisions of the Indian appropriation act of July 13, 1892—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of William Hartzell, to correct his 

cai record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

B r. KYLE: Memorial of J. C. Levy and others, of Holly 
recs Bes) Miss., suggesting change in the preamble of the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of citizens of California, tor the 
posen e of a law against lotteries—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Protest of owners of steam ves- 
sels against the passage of House bill 6645, for the construction 
of a bridge at St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PIGOTT (by request): Remonstrance of the Evangel- 
ical Lutheran Zion's Church, of New Haven, Conn., against 
amending the preamble of the Constitution by a clause acknowl- 
edging Jesus Christ as the medium of our liberty, ete.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of William H. Motley, postmaster at 
Woodfords, Town of Deering, Cumberland County, Me., to ac- 
company House bill 6744, for relief—to the Committee.on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Book- 
binders and Rulers’ Union, of Detroit, in favor of Government 
control of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 81, Peter 
O'Loughlin, secretary, Pecksville, N. V., in favor of House bill 
4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of Fountain City Lodge, No. 13, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Fountain City, Wis., 

t legislation classing lodge newspapers or periodicals as 
third-class matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Erie Council, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, asking for the e of House 
bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIPE: Memorial of Council No. 460, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Claysville, Pa., for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of council of Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Connellsville. Fayette County, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of L. B. Winston and 50 other 
members of Mizpah Tent, Knights of the Maccabees, of Charles 
City, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 21, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 1928) to amend section 1 of an act approved April 6, 
1894, entitled An act to give effect to the award rendered by 
the Tribunal of Arbitration, at Paris, under the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washington, 
February 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration 
certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals.” 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further 
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urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
a purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
ent. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting letters of An- 
thony Comstock, post-office inspector of New York, and of the 
assistant attorney-general for the Post-Office Department, relat- 
ing to a change in the rule of evidence in regard to the compari- 
son of handwriting in trial of cases in the courts of the United 
States; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Local Union, No. 90, of New York City, N. X., anda 
memorial of the American Agents’ Association, of Columbus 
Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
Chinese treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying Congress to enact a law to issue five hundred mil- 
lions of Treasury notes, to be full legal tender of all debts, both 
public and private, such money to be set apart exclusively for 
public roads, and to go to each State pro rata with the number 
of miles of road in the State, and to be appropriated and issued 
at the rate of $20,000,000 per month.” The petition is in the 
usual form and properly indorsed. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of E. W. Breem and 
H. C. King, of Oscoda, Mich., remonstrating against the imposi- 
tion of an income tax upon national building and loan associa- 
tions and local building and loan associations; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. > 

He also presented the petition of Robert Cartwright and sun- 
dry other members of the American Association of Civil Engi- 
neers, of Rochester, N. V., and the petition of W. M. Lerch 
and sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that fra- 
ternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented a petition 
of the Retail Clerks’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of 
the Barbers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the govern- 
mental control of the telegraph service; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade 
and Transportation, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the abrogation of any treaty for reciprocal relations between the 
United States and foreign countries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a “petition and protest of American 
workingmen,” and a memorial in the form of an address ‘‘to 
the right honorable body of United States Senators,” being the 
action of the convention of workingmen of the United States in 
session in this city, and I ask unanimous consent to read the 
contents of the memorials. Ido not desire to comment upon 
them at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. QUAY. These gentlemen met in this city yesterday and 
continued in session until within the past hour. They adopted 
a ‘* petition and protest” to the Fifty-third Congress of the United 
States in connection with a memorial which they addressed to 
the United States Senate. After stating that the preamble and 
resolution were Soy dete at a mass meeting of representative 
wage-earners of the United States assembled in Washington, D. 
as the 20th day of April, 1894, they set forth the same as fol- 

ows: 


Whereas for nearly ten months the business of this country has been par- 
alyzed, the promises of improvement in consequence of certain financial 
legislation not having been realized; and 

Whereas we see ourselves and others deprived of the means of livelihood 
by reason of threatened revision of tarif laws, under which we had 
so prosperous, and by the continuance of which, without prospect of 
change, we feel ass that all business would be restored to its former 
prosperous condition; and 2 

Whereas the 9 ed of labor in this country under unassailed protective 
caren laws have been fully twice that of the highest in any other country} 
ani 

Whereas any reduction in the customs duty on any article manufactured 
or produced in this country means a co mding reduction in the wages 
of labor employed in its manufacture or production; and 

Whereas in our free country the interests of one class of workmen are 
the interests of all; and 

Whereas we believe that all laws framed by our representatives should 
be for the benefit of their constituents, the peopleofthe United States, and 
not the people of other countries: Therefore. 

Resolved, twe, the authorized representatives of millions of American 
workmen, without distinction of party, hereby respectfully demand of our 
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representatives in the Congress of the United States that nochange stall be 

made In existing laws that shall in any way deprive us of the capacity to earn 

the full amount of wages to Which we were accustomed during the years in 

which there were no prospective or threatened changesin tariff laws to pre- 

vent us from providing for our families better homes, better education, 

and more comforts than in any other sai? on the face of the globe. 
GEO. WALSH, President. 
EPHRAIM RIGG, Vice-President. 
M. J. KELLEY, Secretary. 


The memorial to this body is as follows: 


We as part of the toiling masses of these United States of America, on this 
day of our Lord, April 21, 1894, do offer to your noble sirs, in memorial, our 
supplications for your kind consideration, believing that the sense of right 
which is inert in all individual character, will receive from your honorable 
selves that true spirit of fairness which has ever been (and is, we believe, at 
this day) a constitutional characteristic of your honorable body of United 
States Senators, and in view of such a preposition we present for your con- 
sideration our sincere objections to making the measure known as the Wil- 
son tariff bill a law of our land, in the following paragraphs of grievances: 

First. Should this measure (known as the Wilson tariff bill) become a law 
its effect will be the depreciation of all values in the United States of 40 per 
cent or more. 

The object of tariff reduction is to get an article that has cost less than 
the normal cost of production in the United States by getting an article that 
has been made in other countries at a less labor cost than in the United States. 
Hence the depreciation of value. 

Now, the depreciation of values means a loss somewhere; where that loss 
is will be found after the Wilson tariff bill becomes a law. 

Second. The census of the United States of America in 1880 showed 50. 
600,000 of population and the census of the United States in 1890 was 63,000,- 
000, showing a gain of 13,000,000. Allowing 10,000,000 of the 13,000,000 as wage- 
earners, making compulsory on the part of the United States to create 
1225 000 of o nal situations during the intervening years of 1880 to 1890 in 

dition to 8 in force the situations that were in 1880 to allow the 
a m rovide for its people as well as in 1890 as it did provide for its 
people 


Again, the effects of the Wilson tariff bill, should it become a law, will be 
greater importations of other countries“ manufactured products and if it is 
true that during the full force of the McKinley act, which prohibited in a 

at measure the importations of manufact goods from other countries 
nto the United States, it was unable to provide employment for all its peo- 
ple (which was told us by those who are opposed to our tariff system), we 
are voluntarily impressed to believe that the United States will be still fur 
ther embarrassed by a law in fact that would allow greater freedom to the 
5 of the products of other lands; hence our second grievance, 

ow, While we are emphatically opposed to the Wilson tariff bill as a 
whole, we can not refrain from drawing your honorable and particular at- 
tention to the system of collecting duties on all imported textile goods into 
this country onan ad valorem basis, as is intended in and by the Wilson tariff 
bill. Ad valorem duties, without specific safeguards, open the flood-gates 
of fraud and undervaluatlon to tha foreign mannfacturers and importers of 
foreign-made textile goods into this country, andit goes without saying that 
this system of ad valorem collecting of customs on imported textile goods, 
if once naopen, means destruction and ruin toalmostevery textileindustry 
in our land and the reducing of our workingmen’s wages to a free-trade 
standard, and brings their w: down tothe pauper-paid wagesof the textile 
workers of Europe, and of which we are in fear and dread, and we again as- 
severate that every branch of industry in this: country that comes under 
the ban of this pernicious system of ad valorem duties will and must con- 
tinue to suffer untold misery and want. We therefore pray that every in- 
dustry possible in this country shall be protected by specific and ad valo- 
rem duties both. 

In the Wilson measure will be found discriminati: inequalities; first, 
particularly that relating to the tin schedule, as follows: The importa- 
tion of tin annually amounts to 1,500,000,000 pounds; the duty at present is 
2.2 per pound, 1 thirty million duties collected, The dut pro- 
posed by the Wilson iff bill will be 1.2 per pound, allowing a collection of 
only fifteen millions tariff duties. Tin has not been enhanced in cost to the 
consumer under the McKinley act, and will not, in our opinion, be reduced in 
cost to us as consumers should the Wilson bill be allowed to go into effect. 
Therefore the United States will be deprived annually of $15,000,000, and at 
the same time giving no benefit to the country or its people; consequently 
the $15,000,000 will go into the possession of the tin manufacturers of other 
countries as profits. This is an illustrative objective lesson to us, showing 
3 minagting inequalities that can be found all through the Wilson 
tar $ 

Now, your most honorable body are perfectly aware, as well as we are, 
that for ten long months business of every kind and description has been 
completely depressed by the 3 tariff reduction and is still present 

with us; and desolation has confronted us and still confronts hundreds 
of thousands of workingmen and business men, and we, as workingmen, are 
fully convinced of the fact that if the Wilson bill becomes alaw of this country 
it be an utter impossibility for trade to revive or to flourish a; in 
our midst. This in itself indicates the density of the dark cloud of depres- 
sion that has been overhanging the country and its people for ten months 
and more, and whilst not disposed toward egotism, we are desirous that the 
people of our country shall have one more opportunity to bring back the 
prosperous condition that was in the years 1891 and 1892. We most earnestl 
supplicate your honorable body to defeat in toto the Wilson bill. We as 
this favor not alone for ourselves who are present here to-day, but for the 
ple in all Lye of our country; and with care for our country and the 
st welfare of its people, we respectfully consign our case to your wise 
consideration and counsels, 
GEORGE WALSH, President. 
EPHRAIM RIGG, Vice-President. 
M. J. KELLY, Secretary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will lie on the 
table, the bill having been reported. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a resolution and memorial of the 
workingmen of Pennsylvania, being the same as those just pre- 
sented by my colleague. 

ee VICE-PRESIDENT, The memorials will lie on the 
table. ‘ 

ADDITIONAL FORCE IN CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. MILLS. If there are no further petitions to be presented, 
Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call up the joint 
resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical force for the 
Librarian of Congress. 
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eae SHERMAN. It was reported from the Committee on the 
rary? 

Mr. MILLS. It was. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes 
e $10,000 to be used for the 8 of addi- 


tional clerical force, under the direction of the Librarian of Con- 
gress. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Thy preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a letter from the Librarian of Congress, Mr. Spofford, 
in connection with this measure, for the information of the 
House of Representatives. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: s 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, Washington, April 5, 1894. 
Sır: I present, as requested, a statement of the existing necessity for ad- 
ditional clerical force in the Congressional Library. 7 
By reason of the enactment of international co ‘ht in July, 1891, the 
copyright business has heavily increased, far beyond the normal annual in- 
crease growing outof the development of the country and its ie par d in- 
terests. The number of copyrighta entered in my office in 1890 was 42,758. 


the receipt and reply to about 70,000 applications for copyright er the 
record and deposi 


ping „la 
great mass of copyright accessions; the production of many publications to 
examined, in suits for copyright infringement e eee and 
ed 1 of certified copies of all records wanted imm: tely in such 
on. 

All these varied and responsible labors, it is to be borne in mind, are in ad- 
dition to the work of the library proper, already twice as large as any Amer- 
ican library, and involving in the care and arrangement of its vast collections, 
the selection of works to be added, the 5 f additions, the service 
of booksand information to Congress, to the courts, to the De ments, to 
the foreignlegations, and to the public, and the constant reco! of bo oks 
given out and returned. 

Add to this thenotoriously deficient space in which the multifarious busi- 
ness of the great library and copyright department has to be carried on, 
fearfully overcrowded as it is in every part, by which all the difficulties of 
administration are incalculably increased, and it becomes a case of distress, 
cal for as pony: and efficient relief as the supply ofan adequate work- 
ing force can $ 

he whole number of assistants allowed the Librarian is but thirty-one, 
while the British Museum library, with no copyright business, and no cir- 
culation of books, has over one hundred, and the Boston Public Library, 
with halfthe number of books, and no copyright business, employs from 
seventy to eighty assistants. Unlike these libraries, the Congressional Li- 
brary pays into the Treasury annually about $45,000, being the whole re- 
2155 4.850. copyright fees, while the entire appropriation for salaries is 

u X 

As less than half the clerical force is employed in the cop; ht depart- 
ment of the library business, it is obvious that this department is far more 
than self-sustaining. Congress, therefore, is not asked for a deficiency, but 
for a reappropriation of so much of the funds paid in by copyright as will 
pae that department in a state of business efficiency, such as it maintained 

fore the enormously increased labor thrown upon it in the last three 
ears. 

It has resulted, fromthe grossly inadequate clerical force provided, that 
the current work of the copyright records has fallen into arrears which are 
discreditable to the Government, and the subject of just complaint on the 

t Ot authors and publishers. The ee gt holds that every applicant 
or copyright should receive his certificate within a week, ins of waiting 
months as now companen, and to reach this universally desired result hə 
confidently appeals, in the interest of the public service, to the sense of jus- 
tice of this committee and of Congress. 
Very respectfully, ‘ 

A. R. SPOFPFORD, 
Librarian of Congress, 


Hon. R. Q MILES, 
Chairman of Joint Committee on the Library. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1937) for the relief of 
James Phelan, internal-reyenue collectorat Detroit, Mich., which 
was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1938) to grant 
pensions for service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S.1939) granting a pension 
to Conrad McClean; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1940) granting a pension to Henry 
C. Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1941) to authorize Rear-Admiral 
John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United 
States Navy, to accept the decorations of the Rusto del Lib- 
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ertador” of the third class from the President of Venezuela; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to bo printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
r. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
poen iy him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
refer: to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HENRY HALTEMAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the morning business is concluded, I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to put on its passage the 
bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War to grant an honorable discharge from the United States 
service to Henry Halteman, late of Company F, Second United 
States Artillery. 

Tue bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The VICL-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mitteeon Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State cover- 
ing a dispatch from the United States minister at Honolulu, and reply 


thereto. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 21, 1394. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr DOLPH. Some 3 ago I asked unanimous consent to 
call up for consideration the bill (S. 67) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and 
to provide for the fo psn of certain fees, purchase money, 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands.” There 
was obiection. I gave notice that immediately after the pend- 

business was disposed of, which was Senate bill 341, to pro- 
vide a site for the Printing Office, I should move to take up the 
bill. The bill referred to, which was then the pending business, 
appears to have been shelved. I now move thatthe Senate pro- 
. ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 67. 
Mr. HARRIS. Has the morning business been disposed of? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morn business is closed. 
The Senator from on moves that the proceed to the 
consideration of the bill indicated by him. x 

Mr. DOLPH. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays, 
A similar bill passed the Senate during the last Congress, but 
entirely votes on this side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the question, Shall the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill? the Senator from Ore- 
gon demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. at is the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the bill were read at length probably we 
would all vote to take it up. Let it be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not sure whether the question is debata- 
ble, but if the Senate will permit me, I will stute in a moment 
what the bill is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

r. GORMAN. Let the Senator from Oregon proceed by 
unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been 
called for. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill as proposed to be amended by the 
Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That section 2of an act entitled An act for the relief 
of certain settlers n the public lands and to provide for the repayment of 
certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of pub- 
lic lands.“ . June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read as follows: 

„Sd. 2. That in all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert- 
land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shal! here- 
after be canceled for conflict, or where, from any cause. the entry has been 
erroneously allowed and can not beconfirmed, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause to be repaid to the person who made such entry, or to his heirs 


or the fees and HOUYI — amount ot eee money, aud ex- 
cesses © and 
the execution of a proper re 
ever such entry shall 
General ce: 


5 here 
Stead claimants, have paid double minim 
Wards been found not to be within the 


upon the same upon the surrender of duplicate 
uishment of all claims to said - 
ed by the Commisstoner of the 


ot a railroad land grant. or 


which is within the limits of any portion of a grant which has been hereto- 


fore or which shall hereafter be forfeited by reason of any failure the 
part of the grantee to construct that portion of the railroad in aid of which 
such grant was made, which is adjacent to and coterminous with such lands, 
the excess of $1.25 per acre shall in like manner be repaid, but only to the 
original entryman thereof. or to his heirs or al re mtatives: Pro- 
vided. That no claim for any money under this act shall be allowed unless 
the came is duly made and presented to the Department of the Interior of 
the United States within the period of two years from the date when such 
claim shall accrue, or from the date of the approval of this act.“ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill which has just been read. 


Mr. BERRY. I should like unanimous consent to make a re- 


mark or two in regard to the bill. 
Mr. DOLPH. If leave is granted I hope the same consent will 
be given me. -Ishall not talk longer than the Senator from Ar- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 

. CAREY, The bill will be debatable after the vote, will 
not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming to object. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secret iry proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was calied). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. ERBY], and for the 
present withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Tam paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE}, and in 
his absence withhold is, Sig 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should vote yen.“ In his absence I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called), Iam 
par with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], 

ut I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON], and vote “yea.” 


Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in theaffirmative), Then, 
under that arrangement, I will withdraw my vote. 
Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was cilled. Iam pred 


with the junior Senator from West Virginia Mr. Caubgxl. If 
he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired upon all 
questions with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. SrooxsripG#’s name was called. 
My colleague | Mr.S ocKBRIDGE]is detained from the Chamber 
by moe and is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GIBSON]. 

The roll call was.concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, [should 
vote nay.“ 8 r 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). Iam 

with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and there- 
ore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I 
understand he has not voted, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. McLAvRIN]. As he is absent, and as my col- 
league Mr. ALDRICH] is absent unpaired, I transfer my pair to 
my colleague, and vote yea.“ 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Oaro- 

ina Mr. Ransom]. Otherwise I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WiLson] is detained from 
the Chamber by illness. He is paired with the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. I take it for granted that if my 
colleague were present he would vote yea. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 

aired upon political questions with the junior Senator from 

orth Dakota Mi Roacu]. When I voted upon this motion I 
did not understand it to bea political question. Itseems to have 
taken that turn, and under my pair I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested by the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. . to announce that he is paired 
with the Senator from New Vork [Mr. HILL. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is absent from the city, 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18, r2 
—.— Dolph; Mitchell Oregon Shoup, 5 
eron, tchell, 
‘Chandler, Heni Morrill, Toller, 
‘Cullom, Platt, 
Davis. Hawley, Proctor, 


1 ris, 
Jones, Ark. E 
NOT VOTING—H. 
Aldrich, Gibson, McLaurin, v. 
Allison, Gordon, MePherson, om, 
Blackburn, Hale, Manderson, 
Brice, Hi > è Smith, 
Caffery, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Camden, Hoar, organ, Stewart, 
Carey. Hunton, Murphy, Stockbriage, 
Daniel, Irby, Perkins, Mas. 
Dubols, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Power, -Wiison, 
Gallinger, „ gh, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Coke, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Allison, ; Hawley, Platt, 
Bate, Davis, Higgins, Prostor, 
rry, on, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
B burn, Dolph, Lindsay, Quay, 
Blanchard, 9. ‘McMillan, She 
Butler. Gallinger, ‘Martin, Shoup, y 
Cafiery, 8. Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 
Carey, Gray. Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hale, Peffer, Ma 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Perkins, White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs 
upon the motion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dole], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The Secretary proceeded: to call the roll. 
Mr. ALLISON when his name was called). On this question 
Lam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 


Mr. BLACKBURN. J suggest to the Senator that his pair 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] be transferred to 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DERSON ], with whom I am 
paired, and that will enable the Senator from Iowa and myself 


to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kentucky, I transfer my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin 
to the Senator from Nebraska, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” i 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IR BVI, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. ; 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have transferred 
my pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] to 
my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], who is unpaired, 
and I vote “ yea.” j 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called) I again announce 

pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
HEN PERKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired wi 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Upon the last roll 
call I voted inadvertently. Iam paired with the Senator from 
A HN TON] and did not then observe that he was 
absent. I now withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair upon all questions with the Senatorfrom Alabama [Mr. 

ORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to withdraw my vote, and announco that I am paired with 
the junior Senn or from New York (Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. As I have announced. I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey Mr. MCPHERSON]. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. pd eee is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. The Senator from Mary- 
land and I hive arranged to transfer our pairs so as to enable 


us to vote. I vote yea” - 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 7 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 
Allen, Dixon, Hawley, Proctor, 
Allison. Dolph, Sherman, 
8 Gal Shick o tahoe 
om, ‘ $ regon er. 

Davis, Hansbrough, Morrill, 


Blan 
Caffery, Gray. Peffer, 
Call, Harris, 1 Turpie, 

NOT VOTING—40. 
Aldrich, Hill, Mili. Ransom, 
Brice, Hoar, Mit ell, Wis. Roach, 
Camden, Hunton, Morgan, Smith, 
Carey, Irby, Mu Day. Squire. 
Onandler, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Stewart, 
Daniel, yle, Pettigrew, Stockbridge, 
Dubois, ge, Piati Vilas, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Power, Wasaburn, 
Gordon, McPherson, Puga, Wilson, 
Hale erson, Quay. Wolcott. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
rs following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate: ~ 

A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at law 
and distributee of Joseph Ramsey; 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alvord; 

A bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings; and 

A bill (H. R.6126) to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge at Burlington, lowa, approved August 6, 1888, 
and amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

-BNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had.signed the following enrolled bills; they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: t A 

A bill |S. 1928)-to amend section I of an e April 6, 
1894, entitled (An act to give effect tothe award rendered by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris under the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washington, Feb- 
wuary 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration cer- 
tain questions concerning the preservation of the furseals;"and 

A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. CAREY. I ask at this time for the consideration of 
House bill 6442, and I should like, with the indulgence of the 
Senate, to make a brief explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4642) to poe the birds and 
animals in Yellowstone National Park, to punish crimes in 
said park, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CAREY. Within a few days 

Mr. BERRY. Debate is not in order, I take it, on fhe pend- 
ing motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to debate. 

Mr. CAREY. I do not propose to debate the motion, but I 
simply desire to give my reasons ‘ ` 

Mr. BERRY. I do not make any objection to that, but I 
wanted to remind the Senator from Wyoming that he objected 
a while ago to my making a few remarks. I shall not, however, 
object to his doing so. 

Mr. CAREY. Lask unanimous consent to take up the bill 
the-title of which has been read, and I think, if the Senate will 
allow me to mike a statement, there will ben objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that the bill will first. be read. 

Mr. CAREY. As the Committee on Territories has reported 
an amendment to the bill in the nature of a substitute, I suggest 
that the substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by 
the n on Territories; but before concluding was inter- 
rupted 

r. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. It isevident that the reading of this bill will occupy the 
remainder of the morning hour, and I wish to inquire, if t be 
true, whether the resolution which has been pending before the 
Senate and was passed over will retain its position for the morn- 
ane tpn on Monday as of to-day? 

r. CAREY. I appeal to the Senator from Nebraska not 
to object to the bill for this reason: I got out of his way a few 

sago, when I had asked unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of a bill, and three different bills were by unani- 
mous consent immediately afterwards, and by gonsent.of the 
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Senator. The bill, the consideration of which I have asked, is 
of much importance, for $10,000 worth of game has been destroyed 
in the Yellowstone National Park during the last month. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator from Wyoming misapprehends 
me. I have made no objection to the consideration of the bill. 
I simply inquired of the Chair whether—if the bill should con- 
sume all the morning hour, as plainly it will, for there are only 
ten minutes left —resolutions which have been lying on the table 
for several days will retain their position and pass over until the 
next legislative day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Nebraska that the resolutions referred to have had their 
day.and have gone to the Calendar. ‘There is no resolution 
pending now. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Territories, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and in- 
sert: 


That the Yellowstone National Park, in the State of Wyoming, as now de- 
fined, or as may be hereafter defined or extended, shall be under the sole 
and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States; and that all the laws appli- 
cable to places under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States 
shall be in lawful force and effect in said park: Provided, however, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed as to forbid the service in the park of 
aay civil or criminai process of any court having jurisdiction in the State 
of Wyoming. All fugitives from justice taking refuge in said park shall be 
subjected to the same laws as refugees from justice found in the State of 


Wyoming. 

EC, 2. Whar said park, for all the purposes of this act, shall constitute a 
part of the United States judicial district of Wyoming, and the district and 
circuit courts of the United States in and for said district shall have juris- 
diction of all offenses committed within 8 

Sec. 3. That it any offense shall be co tted in said Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park, which offense is not prohibited or the punishment is not spe. 
cially provided for by any law of the United States or by any regulation of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the offender shall be liable to receive the same 

„Punishment as the laws of the State of Wyoming in force at the time of the 
commission of the offense may provide for a like offense in the szid State; 
and no subsequent repeal of any such law of the State of Wyoming shall 
affect any prosecution for sald offense tted within said park. 

Sec. 4. That all hunting, or the killing, wounding, or gare at any 
time of any bird or wild animal, except dangerous animals, when it is nec- 
essary to prevent them from destroying human life or inflicting an injury, 
is prohibited within the limits of said park; nor shall any fish be taken out, 
of the waters of the anta by means of seines, nets, traps, or by the use of 
drugs or any explosive substances or compounds, or in any other way than 
by hook and line, and then only at such seasons and in such times and man- 
ner as may be directed by the Secretary of the Interior. That the Secretary 
ot the Interior shall make and publish such rules and regulations as he may 
deem necessary and 8 for the management and care of the park and 
for the protection of the oe therein, especially for the preservation 
from liation all timber, mineraldeposits, natural curiosities, or 
won terful ob within said park; and for the protection of the animals 
and birds in the park, to prevent their capture or destruction, or to prevent 
their being frightened or driven from the park; and he shall make rules and 

of fish from the streams or lakes in the 
park. Possession within the d park of the dead bodies, or any part 
thereof, or of any wild bird or animal shall be prima facie evidence that the 
person or persons having the same are guilty of violating thisact. Any per- 
son or persons, or stage or express com or railway company, receiving 
for transportation of tho said an birds, or fish killed, taken, or 
caught shall be deemed guilty of a ntisdemeanor, and shall forfeit or pay, for 
everysuch offense the sum of $100, Any person found guilty ot violating any 
ruie or regulation that may be dig er by the Secretary of the Interior 
with reference to the management and care of the park, or for the protec- 
tion of the property therein, for the preservation from injury or spoliation 
of timber, mineral deposits, natural curiosities, or wonderful objects within 
said park, or for the protection of the animals and birds and fish in the said 
B for which no punishment is specifically 1 by the laws of the 

nited States or of said State, such person shall be deemed guilty of an 
offense, and shall be subjected to a fine of not more than 51,000 and imprison- 
ment not excesding two years, either or both, together with the costs of the 


OC n 
That all , traps, teams, horses, or means of transportation of every 
nature or description used by any personor persons within said park limits 
engaged in or guilty of killing, tra ping, ensnaring, or captur: such wild 
beasts, birds, or wild animals shall be forfeited to the United States, and 
may be seized by the officers in charge of said park and held pending the 
ution of any person or 8 arrested under the charge of violating 
the provisions of this act, and upon conviction under this act of such person 
or persons said guns, traps, teams, horses, or other means of trans- 
portation said forfeiture shall be adjudicated and ordered by the court asa 
penalty in addition to the punishment provided in this act. Such forfeited 
property shall be d sed of and accounted for by and under the authority 
of the Secretary of the Interior. o 
Sec. 5. That the United States circuit court in said district shall appoint 
acommissioner, who shall reside in the park, who shall have jurisdiction 
to hear and act upon all complaints made, of any and all violations of the 
law, or of the rules and re; tions made by the Secre of the Interior 
for the ee. of the park, and for the protection of rad gs and ob- 
ects of interest therein, and for other purposes author by this act. 
uch commissioner shall have power, upon sworn information, to issue 
in the name of tha United States for the arrest of any person 
with the commission of any misdemeanor, or charged with the 
violation of the rules and regulations, or with the violation of any provision 
of this act prescribed for the government of said park, and for the protection 
of the animals. birds, and fish in the said par and to try the person so 
charged, and, iffound guilty. to fix the punishment prescribed. In all cases 
of conviction an ap shall lie from the judgment of said commissioner to 
the United States trict court for the district of Wyoming, said appeal to 
be y the laws of the State of Wyoming 8 appeals in 
cases of misdemeanor from justices of the peace to the district co of said 
State; but the United States circuit court in said district may prescribe rules 
of procedure and practice for said commissioner in the trial of cases and for 
their appeal to said United States district court. Said commissioner shall 
also have power to issue process as hereinbefore provided for the arrest of 
any person charged with thecommission of any felony within the park, 
to summarily hear the evidence introduced, and, if he shall determine that 


ury or s 


regulations governing the ta 


proper cause is shown for holding the person so — for trial, shall cause 
such person to be safely conveyed to a secure place for confinement, within 
the jurisdiction of the United States district court in said State, and shall 
certify the record of his proceedings anda Sane of the testimony in the 
case to the said court, which court shall have jurisdiction of the case: Pro- 
vided, That the said commissioner grant bail in all offenses bailable 
under the laws of the United States and said State. All ed 
the co oner shall be directed to th 
the districtof Wyo: ; but nothing herein contained shall be construed as 
BAA the arrest by any officer of the Government or employé of the 
nited States in the park, without process, of any person taken in the act of 
violating the law or any regulation of the Secretary of the Interior: Pro- 
vided, That the said commissioner shall only exercise such authority and 
powers as are conferred by this act. E 

Seo, 6. That the marsha! of the United States for the State of Wyoming, 
with the approval of the judge of the district court of the United States for 
the said State, may appoint a deputy marshal for said park, whoshall reside 
in said park, and the said United States districtand circuit courts shail hold 
one session ofsaid courts annually at the town of Sheridan,in the State of 
Wyoming, at such date as the said courts may order. 

SEC. 7. t the commissioner provided for in this act, and the marshal of 
the United States and his deputies, and the attorney of the United States 
and his assistants in said State, shall be paid the same compensation and 
fees as are now provided by law for like services in said State. 

SEC. 8. That all costs and expenses in cases under this act, and 
pro a chargeable to the United States, shall be certified, approved, and 
— as like costs and expenses in the courts of the United States are certi- 

ed, e and paid under the laws of the United States. 

SEC. 9. That the Secre of the Interior shall cause to be erected in the 
park a suitable building to be used as a jail. and also an office for the use of 
the commissioner, the cost of such building not to exceed $5,000, to be paid 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon the 
certificate of the Secretary as a voucher therefor. 

Sec.10. That this act shall not be construed to repeal existing laws con- 
ferring upon the Secretary of the Interior and the Secret: of War certain 
powers with reference to the protection, improvement, and control of the 
said Yellowstone National Park. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Territories, which has been read. 

r. VEST. Iam very anxious to secure the passage of this 
or a similar measure; but there are some amendments which I 
think ought to be made to the bill. It is hardly possible to make 
them now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to that amendment, but I 
want to amend it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. In line 4, of section 1, of the amendment of the 
committee, between the words as“ and“ now,“ I move to in- 
sert its boundaries;” after the word now,” toinsert-the word 
of aen and before the word“ may,” to insert “they; “ so as to 
read: 


That the Yellowstone National Park, in the State of Wyoming, as its 
e are now defined or as they may be hereafter defined or extended, 
etc. 


Mr. CAREY. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Inline 8 of the same section, after the word 
“ shall,” I move to strike out the words be in lawful,” and in- 
sert the word“ have;” so as to read: 

And that ail the laws applicable to places under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States shall have force and effect in said park. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 9 of the same section, after the word 
* construed,” I move to strike out the word as;” so as to read: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to forbid the service in the 
park of any civil or criminal process, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 4, line 17, after the word “park,” I 
move to strike out the words “ to prevent their,” and insert the 
word“ from;” so as to read: 

And for the protection of the animals and birds in the park from capture 
o: destruction. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 22, after the word 
thereof,“ I move to strike out the word ' or;” so as to read: 

Possession within the said park of the dead bodies or any part thereof of 
any wild bird or animal. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 36, after the word ‘‘an- 
imals,” I move to strike out the word and; “ so as to read: 

For the protection of the animals, birds, and fish in the said park, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Inthesamesection, line 38, after the word State,“ 
I move to strike out such person,” and insert of Wyoming: 
so as to read: 


For which no punishment is 3 pone by the laws of the United 
States or of State of Wyoming, shal deemed guilty, ete,’ 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


1894. 


Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 39, after the word “ guilty,” 
I move to strike out ‘fof an offense,” and insert of a misde- 
meanor;” so as to rend: 

Shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 40, before the word im- 
prisonment, I move to strike out and“ and insert or;“ so as 
to read: 8 

And shall be subject to a fine of not more than $1,000 or imprisonment not 
exceeding two years, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of I o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
First, however, he lays before the Senate bills from the House 
of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, 
and amended by act approved February 21, 1890, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at 
law and distributee of Joseph Ramsey; and : 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alvord. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him yesterday. After having spoken with interrup- 
tions for nearly four hours, 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.). As the 
Senator from Oregon has been interrupted so much, I ask unan- 
imous consent that he may be permitted to go on after 5 o'clock, 

Mr. TELLER. Is there any law to prevent him from going 
on? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want the Senator to feel that I 
have cut short his speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. QUAY. There is objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Oregon having the floor, 
has a right to go on as long as he pleases, and there is no rule 
which can stop him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly understood the Senator from 
Tennessee to insist that the discussion on this bill should be 
limited to the hours between 1 and 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, the Senator from Tennessee 
insisted that the discussion should begin at 1 o'clock and con- 
tinue at least until 5, and as long after as any Senator chose to 
continue it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not remember any such statement. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was no such statement made, but there 
is no limitation. If the Senator from Oregon, having the floor, 
chooses to go on he has a perfect right to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I knew the Senator from Oregon was not 
feeling well 8 

Mr. GRAY. He can do as he pleases. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. My object is to let the Senator do as he 

leases. 

5 Mr. DOLPH. I am sorry [ have not got very far with my 
speech to-day because I have been interrupted so much. The 
remainder of it will keep, and I shall give it to the Senate in 
serial form. I suppose on Monday I shall be asked to give wa 
to Senators who have given notice of their intention to speak 
on that day, or the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] may 
then want to resume his speech. I shall be very glad to accom- 
modate Senators; and I shall renew my speech when I can do so 
at the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the Senator ought not to yield 
and let others into the discussion when questions have arisen 
where they want to be fully heard, and then cut them off. I do 
not think the Senator wants to do that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am in no hurry. I shall allow everybody to 
interrupt me and discuss the question who pleases, if he will 
only quote me fairly, and not put into the RECORD things which 
I think I have not said or draw unjust conclusions from my re- 
marks. I do not want to be arraigned in the Senate Chamber as 


a slanderer of the American people. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not want the misstate- 
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ment of my position by the Senator from Colorado to go uncon- 
tradicted. 

Mr. QUAY. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived 

Mr. TELLER. I have not misrepresented either the Senator 
from New Hampshire or the Senator from Oregon. I have sim- 
ply stated what was the logio of their position. 

Mr. DoLPH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. ] 

Mr. QUAY. Isuggest there is no quorum present, and the 
hour of 5 o'clock has arrived. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


quoram being 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Gray, ay, 
Allison, Coke, Harris, houp, 
Bate, Dixon, Martin, Stewart, 
Berry, Dolph, Pasco, Teller, 
Blanchard, George, Peffer, Vest, 
Call, Gibson, Perkins, Walsh. 
Chandler, Gorman, Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Twenty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p; 
850 ae Senate adjourned until Monday, April 23, 1894, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, April 21, 1894. 


The House met atl2o'’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

S ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

roved. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to a matter which may be of some importance in con- 
nection with the Journal. I am not able to say how it will 
affect the Journal. 

When the House was in Committee of the Whole on yester- 
day, it had under consideration certain bills which it reported 
favorably to the House, and pending the consideration of an- 
other bill, on a motion made with regard to it, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], as appears of record, made the 
point that no quorum had voted. Immediately thereupon a 
motion was made that the committee rise; which was agreed to. 

It seems to me that the reportof the Committee of the Whole, 
and the subsequent proceedings of the House in passing the bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with that record of 
no quorum pending, must be a nullity. This proceeding will be 
found on page 3928 of the RECORD, in the second column. The 
Chair will observe this language: 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. ENLor) there 
were—ayes 67, noes 18. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. Bunn. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee accordingly 
rose, and the Chairman of the committee reported to the House 
that the committee had had under consideration certain bills, 
which were then taken up and passed; whereas I think the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole should have reported 
that the committee found itself without a quorum. 

Mr. COX. But the question of a quorum was not raised on 
these bills. 

Mr. BYNUM. I know; but the committee could not have re- 
ported them without a quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. The 1 of order, I think, should be made 
against the recognition by the Chair of the motion that the 
committee rise, when the point was made that there was no 
quorum, instead of causing the roll to be called. It was the duty 
of the Chair, when the point of no quorum was made, to imme- 
diately cause the roll to be called. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. That is the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Instead of entertaining the motion that the 
committee rise, the roll should have been called. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule provides that in Committee of the 
Whole, when the absence of a quorum is developed, the Chair 
shall direct the roll to be called; the committee shall then rise 
and report the names of the absentees to the House, which shall 
be entered upon the Journal. Then, if a quorum appears, the 
House shall immediately after go back into Committee of the 
Whole without motion. That is the rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no doubt, Mr. 
Speaker, that the intention of the House was to construe the 
condition as if the pointof no quorum had been withdrawn. 
When the point of no quorum was made and the gentleman from 
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North Carolina 75 Bux N] immediately afterward moved that 
the committee rise, it is usual to consider the point of noquorum 
as being withdrawn and the committee then rises. 

Afterwards, when the Houseconvenes, the point of no quorum 
in committee would not prevent the House from acting on the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole, it baing assumed 
that a quorum of the House is present, unless the fact to the con- 
trary is developed by a count in some manner of the members 

resent. 

Mr. BYNUM. Asa matter of fact, the point of no quorum was 
not withdrawn. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is correct. The point of no quorum was 
not withdrawn, and it was simply an oversight or au error on the 
part of the Chair in permitting the committee to rise without a 
call of the roll. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not see how that could affect the ac- 
tion taken subsequently by the House on the passage of the bills 
which had been considered and passed in Committee of the 
Whole when there was a quorum. And, in addition to that, 
there is nothing to show that there was not a quorum in the 
House at the time the bills were passed. There was no test and 
it was not determined in any way by a vote that there was no 

uorum present. That condition, therefore, to which the gen- 
eman from Indiana refers does not affect the subsequentaction 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal correctly records what took 
place, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, there was a rising vote taken on 
a motion with reference to a pen bill made in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and on that voteaquorum did not appear. 
As the Chair announced that there were ayes so many and noes 
so many, without concluding the announcement that the ayes 
had it,some gentleman made the point that no quorum had 
voted; and immediately thereupon, and before the announce- 
mentofthe vote, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] 
moved that the committee rise. It does not require a quorum 
for the committes to rise any more than it does for the House 
to adjourn, and the Chair can entertain a motion that the com- 
mittee shall rise at any time, although a quorum did not vote on 
the question immediately preceding. It is precisely analogous 
to u motion to adjourn in the House. A vote is taken in the 
House and no quorum is found, and the point is made that no 
gonio voted, whereupon a motion may be made and entertained 

at the House adjourn. That motion is always in order pend- 
ing the suggestion of any member that a quorum has not voted. 
Of course, no other motion would be in order in the committes 
- when it finds itself without a quorum except the motion that 

the committee rise, or for the call of the roll under the rule. But 
no point of order was made a: st the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina that the committee rise, and the Chair 
entertained the motion because, as I have stated, this motion 
that the committee rise must bs in order at any time, and does 
not require the presence of a quorum; being precisely similar to 
the motion, which is always in order in the House in the absenco 
of a quorum, that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly the Journal containsa correct 
recital of the facts. So that, as the Chair understands, thereis 
no suggestion in relation to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It seems to me that the difficulty arising 
here, and the only one involved, is that when the Committee of 

the Whole rose the suggestion had been made that there was 
no quorum, and the rising of the committee was on account of 
that suggestion. If before that time the Committee of the Whole 
had reported to the House the bills which had been considered, 
no difficulty could have arisen. But there was still something 
for the Committee of the Whole todo; and the question involved 
here is whether that something could be done in the absence of 
a quorum. 

he SPEAKER. A question of that kind may or may not 
arise; but the Journal at any rate is correct. 

Mr.HATCH. Allow me to say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee Mr. MCMILLIN], that my position must be correct for 
this reason: Sup the roll had been called and a quorum had 
not responded. If a motion that the committee rise was not in 
order when the Chair entertained it, it could never have been 
in order as long as the point was made that a quorum had not 
voted or had not appeared upon the roll call; and the Commit- 
tee of the Whole would have been in session yet. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. The rule provides that imme- 
diately on the completion of the roll call in Committee of the 
Whole, when no quorum has appeared, the Committee of the 
Whole shall rise, the Speaker resume the chair, and the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole report the absentees. 

Mr. HATCH. But if the Committee of the Whole finds itself 
without a quorum there are two modes of getting back into the 
House. One is upon a roll call, the other upon a motion that 


the committee rise—just as there are two methods in the House 
of getting out of the dilemma of no quorum—one is to send for 
absentees, and the other is to adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Butas my friend must remember, it has 
been repeatedly held that when a quorum does not appear in 
Committee of the Whole, there is but one thing to be done, and 
that is to call the roll; it has been directly held over and over 
again that under such circumstances a motion to rise is not in 
araor The roll must bə called; on that point the rule isimpera- 

ve. 

Mr. HATCH. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Michigan to the fact that in every case cited in the Digest he 
Will find a point of order was made against the motion that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. BURROWS. Possibly that is so. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that there is nothing before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER, So the Chair understands. Tho Journal 
has been approved in the absence of objection. 

EVIDENCE OF HANDWRITING. f 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Postmaster-General. transmitting copies of letters from the 
post-office inspector of New York and the Assistant e 
General of the Post-Office Department relating to a change in 
the rule of evidence in regard to the comparison of handwriting 
in the trial of cases in the United States courts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate of de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for “ contingent expenses, inde- 
pendent Treasury,” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENOB. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize 
the New York and New Jersey Bridge Company to constructand 
maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York 
City and the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. DUNPHY (before the reading of the bill was concluded). 
Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request for unanimous consent, as 
a gentleman has just intimated to me that he will object. 

INDIAN LANDS ON RED LAKE RESERVATION. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R.5103) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota was read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This bill must be explained before I can 
consent to its passage in this way. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, the bill is in the interest of 
the Indians of Red Lake Reservation, and its o has been 
asked for by them a5 a means of preventing delay in the execu- 
tion of the existing law. Under the Nelson act, as it is termed, 
the lands referred to in the bill would not be placed on the mar- 
ket for possibly ten years at the rate they are now being esti- 
mated. à 

This country will soon be thrown open for settlement under 
the Nelson act. The settlers in that country will roquire the 
pine for their own uses, and thero is no means of getting that 
pine into the market, and getting the use of it, except through 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is the bill unanimously reported? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Yes. 

Mr. REED. We can not hear a word of this conversation be- 
tween the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN] and the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. REED. We would like to know what the request is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. REED. This impression that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia is the only member of this House is a mistake. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest to the 

ntleman from Maine that I have been listening for myself, and 

e had better be doing the same thing. 
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Mr.PAYNE. We do not all occupy the same advantageous 
position as thegentleman from Geor 


Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Georgia will tell us what | unanimous re 


he has learned about the bill— 

Mr. PICKLER. How are these lands to be disposed of? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Under the Nelson act, $ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ofcourse the right to object is reserved? 

The SPEAKER. Les. 

Mr. BALDWIN. The estimating aud examination of these 
lands are now in progress, The estimators have been at work 
for the last four years, and it is apparent that it will require 
five, and possibly ten years, to complete the work atthe present 
rate, and put the lands upon the market. The Indians have 
asked for this legislation, and I have introduced this bill in their 
interest. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much land is involved? 

Mr. BALDWIN, There is a large amount of land, several 
hundred thousand acres. 

Mr. REED. What is it proposed to do with the land? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Sell it. 

Mr.BALDWIN. It is pro to sell it under the act of Con- 
gress alreadꝝ , under which the terms of sale are provided. 
Mr. PIC. R. Is the land to be sold at ponie auction? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Sold to the highest bidder, but at a price 


not less than $3 per thousand. 
Mr. 5 . Is this a bill from the Public Land Com- 
mittee 


Mr. BALDWIN. Yes; from the Public Land Committee, and 

approved by it. 
r. PICKLER. Is ita unanimous report? 

Mr. BALDWIN. A unanimous report; yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much land is involved? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Oh, there are a million acres or more. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. The proposition is to sell the timber. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not the timber alone? 

Mr. LIVINGSLON. Just the timber. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Subject to objection still, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read, 
subject to objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is such an important matter, that if 
unanimous consent is given for its consideration I shall insist 
that it be ered in Committee of the Whole. I shall have 
no personal objection to consideration of the bill, but I think it 
should be considered in Committee of the Whole, if that point 


is good. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Can we have the bill read again? 

The SPEAKER. The bill can be again read by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Lotus have the report read. 
I think that will be sufiicient. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, if you will allow me just a mo- 
ment, I think I can explain. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to interpose an objec- 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
Objects to the present consideration of the bill. 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act en- 
titled, “An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to de- 
fine and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1891. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DRAPER], asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will 
ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The bill was read, as foilows: i 

Be it enacted, cte., That the seventh section of the act of Congress entitled 
“An ut to establish circuit courts of appeals and to detine and regulate in 


certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, be, and the same is hereby, amended 


as follows: 

“That where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court or a circuit 
court, an injunction shall be granted, continued, refused, or dissolved by an 
interlocutory order or decree or an application to dissolve an injunction 
shall be refused ina casein which an appeal from a final decree may be taken 
under the provisions of this act to the circult court of appeals, an appeal 
may be taken from such interlocutory order or decree gran ži 3 
refusing, dissol . or refusing to dissolve an injunction the cl 
court of appeals: Provided, That the appeal must bo taken within thirty 
days from the entry of such order or decree, and it shall take precedence in 
the a te court; and the pr: in other res in the court be- 


low shall not be stayed unless otherwise ordered by that court during the 
pendency of such appeal.“ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 


Mr. DEARMOND. Let the report be read. 

Mr. asap Tout I desire that the report be read. It is a 
rt. 2 

Mr. SAYERS. We reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

The report (by Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5216) 


relative to enlarging the right of appeal in United States courts, report the 
same back to the House without amendments, and recommend that it do 


3. 

Pere seventh section of the act of March 3, 1891, entitled An act to estab- 

lish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the 

Jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 

3 that appeals may be taken where preliminary injunctions are 
nted. 

The dill under consideration amends the act of March 3, 1891, by authoriz- 
ing an appeal where a pre iminary injunction is refused or a motion to dis- 
solve an injunction is granted or refused. Under the present law, in cases 
where prel injunctions are refused, no appeal can be taken until the 
final decree in the lower court. 

In many cases the question at issue is a question of law and can be dis- 

d of on bill, answer, and affidavits, as well as after final decree. There 
s-no necessity for the long delay in such cases. An appeal from the re- 
fusal to grant a preliminary injunction or from an order dissolving or re- 
50 8 a preliminary injunction is not a supersedeas and can 

work no z - 

The committee can see no possible objection to the bill, and, believing thas 
it would expedite business in the courts, recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

There was no objection. ; 

The bill was ordered to be sources and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 

On motion of Mr. DRAPER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JUDICIARY ACT. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the presentconsideration of the pill which I send tothe 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2794) to amend the judiciary act of August 13, 1888. 

The bill was read at length. 

TheSPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request for the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman 
from Georgia to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Without ob‘ection the gentleman from 
Georgia can make a short explanation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Sneaker, the act which this 
bill proposes to amend authorized suits against receivers ap- 
pointed by the United States courts in the several States with- 
out previous leave of the court. Such is the present law. The 
1 8 0 of the bill which has just been read is to so amend the 
act that service in such cases of receivers may be facilitated. In 
other words instead of limiting the service of the process to the 
county of the residence of the receivers, the suit may be brought 
and the service had as if the road were not in the hands of a re- 
ceiver, and the service may be made either on the receiver or 
on the agent of the corporation of which he is the receiver. It 
has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and there is no earthly objection that can be made to this 
amendment of the law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from 5 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia a question. Does this bill so amend the law that 
suit may be brought inany other court against the receiver than 
the court appointing him. 

4 Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The present law allows that to be 
one. : 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. This does not change that law? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. This does not change that, but 
simply facilitates the mode of service. 

r. BLACK of Illinois. Then, under the law, as amended 
suit may be brought in a State court against a receiver? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Certainly; the same as now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is this a request for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I object. 

Mr. CULBERSON, I hope the gentleman from Iowa will not 
N Will the gentleman allow us to make a statement? 

r. HEPBURN. I certainly have no objection to the gentle- 
man making a statement; but 1 object to the consideration of the 
bill. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well; all right. 

LA CROSSE AND EAU CLAIRE. 


Mr. SHAW. Mr. Spenker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the names of two cities in Wisconsin with 
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the words composing the names properly spelled and properly ar- 
ranged. Notwithstanding the efforts that have been made by 
the reporters of the House to have these mistakes corrected, the 
pro f- reuders in the Government Printing Office continue to spell 
these names wrong. 

I desire to have these names appear in the RECORD particu- 
larly for the benefit of the Census Office and the other Depart- 
ments of the Government, who are persisting in spelling these 
names improperly. They are taking liberties with these names 
as unwarranted as would be spelling Havre de Graceas one word 
or New Jersey with a small j.“ Recognizing the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD as the repository of all knowledge of the nine- 
teenth century, and as the proper vehicle for the dissemination 
of information, I want these two words to appear in the RECORD 
spelled in the way I have sent up to the Clerk’s desk, not only 
for the benefit of the RECORD, but for the benefit of the Depart- 


ments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print in the RECORD two names which he sends up. 

„Mr. McMILLIN. What is the explanation of the request? 

Mr. SHAW. My explanation is this: These are names of two 
cities in my district, which are being continually misspelt by 
the Government Departments. The United States Board on 
Geographical Names has had the matter under consideration 
and determined that those names should be spelled in this way. 
By these misprints, each one of them being printed as one word, 
the names of the cities can not be recognized. Eau Claire and 
La Crosse are the names of the cities. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘You had better educate the = le to do 
the spelling rather than to take up the time of th ouse; but 
I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 


JAMES STEWART. 


Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James 
Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress as. led, That the claim of James Stewart, who 
served as first sergeant Company B, second and first lieutenant Fourth 
Artillery, and captain Eighteenth Infantry of the United States Army in the 
late war of the rebellion, for a balace of wages earned by him in the sup- 

on of said rebellion and during his entire time of service in said Army, 
and not paid to him, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims for due investigation; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said 
court to render a 3 irrespective of the lapse of time, for the amount, 
if any, found due of the United States upon the said claim. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill: 3 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ishall have to object unless we can have 
the report read. ~ : 
The SPEAKER. The report can be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5224) 
for the relief of James Stewart, report: 

James Stewart served 8 as an enlisted man in the United 
States regular Army from October 29, 1851, to November 15, 1861, when he 
was commissioned second lieutenant in the Fourth Artillery, United States 
Army, and served as a commissioned officer in the United States Army from 
then till June 18, 1878. During the time he served as such commissioned of- 
ficer the following provisions of law were, 1 in force: 

That every commissioned officer of the line or staff, exclusive of general 
officers, shall be entitled to receive one additianal ration per diem for every 
five years he may haveserved orshall serve in the Army of the United States. 
(5 Stat. L., section 15, page 258, act of July 5, 1838.) 

“There shall be allowed and paid to each commissioned officer below the 
rank of brigadier-general, including chaplains and others having assimi- 
lated rank or pay, 10 per cent of their current yearly Ray for each term of five 
years of service. (Act of July 15, 1870, now section of the Revised Stat- 


utes.)“ 

He was paid for his services in the said interval ot time from November 15, 
1861, to June 18, 1878, merely what other officers of his grade were 3 
paid; and he was paid or allowed nothing whatever in this interval of time 
on account of his said prior length of service in the United States Army as 
anenlisted man. For this reason he alle; he was short paid for his sery- 
ices rendered dw the said interval of time from November 15, 1861, to 

7 r y in the suppression of the late rebellion, and requests 
8 of this bill, the sole object of which is to remove any statutable 
tation bar that exists, or may exist, to prevent the CourtofClaims from 
hearing and determining his demand in the premises as if it accrued within 


six years. 

The commutation value or price, thus put in controversy, of the one ad- 
ditional ration per diem for every five years of prior service computes to 
about the sum of $1,200, and your committee, having fully considered the 
matter, can see no reason why the question involved should not be heard 
and determined, as this officer requests, in the Court of Claims. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I do not understand that bill, Mr. 
8 


ker. 
Ate. STORER. With the permission of the House, I will make 
a very brief statement explaining it. There is an old soldier of 


nited States regular Army who served as a private from 
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1851 to 1861, having been stationed in Texas most of the time. 
For good behavior, for temperance, for sobriety, for obedience, 
he was promoted to a second lieutenancy and served as a second 
lieutenant until 1878, making twenty-seven years of continuous 
service. He is on the retiredlist as a secondlieutenant. There 
seems to have been a law providing that after a man had served 
twenty years in the regular Army he should be credited with an 
extra ration in addition to the ration served to men who had 
served less than that period. 

That allowance this man never has recsived. He asks leave 
to go to the Court of Claims to ascertain whether he is entitled 
to it or not, and as it is too late to go under the statute, he asks 
leave to go in spite of the statute. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. LI object, Mr. Speaker. 


HYPOLITE FILHIOL ET AL. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
5 consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
esk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 782) entitled A bill for the relief of Hypolite 
Filhiol and others,” now pending in the House of Representatives, together 
with a Uthe accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act of March 3, 
1883, and an act entitled “An act to ore for the bringing of suits against 
the United States,“ approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the House 
of Representatives the facts be upon the merits of the claim, includ- 
ing the el goss | of the claimant, and other facts contemplated by the pro- 
visions of said act. : 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana for the present consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. HEPBURN objected. š 


LANDS FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES, INWOOD TOWNSHIP, MICH. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5779) to grant 
certain lands to the township board of Inwood Township, Mich., 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of 
section 33, township 41 north, range 17 west, Marquette land district, Mich- 
igan, is hereby granted to the township board of Inwood Township, in the 
State of Michigan, for the purpose of maintaining a public cemetery thereon. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Moon) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5779) To grant certain lands to the township board of Inwood Township. 
Mich.. for cemetery purposes have had the same under consideration, an 
report it back with the recommendation that it 

e following letter from the Assistant Co: sioner of the General Land 
Office is made a part of the report: 


‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 10, 1894. 


“SIR: I am in receipt of your letter of January 31, 1894, transmitting a 
letter dated September 21, 1893, from the township board of Inwood Town- 
ship. Mic’ addressed to John W. Jockim, Lans Mich., and a letter 
dated January 4, 1894, from David Spielmacher, towns ip clerk, and George 
W. Gray, supervisor, addressed to John L. Van Pelt, Washington, D. C., and 
also a statement made by John L. Van Pelt, of No. 9 K street NE., thiscity, 
all rela’ to a tract of land (6 acres) in the SW. z of the NE. 2, Sec. 33, F 
41 N., R. 17 W., Marquette land district, Michi, 

“It is stated in the communications t tted that the tract described 
is desired for cemetery p ; that the township authorities at one time 

urchased the same from one who was supposed to have title thereto, but 
t was subsequently found that their vendor was without title and that title 
is stillin the United States. 

“You state that the township authorities desire to uire title to said 
tract, by purchase or otherwise, and ask to be advised what steps are nec- 
essary to be taken in order to do so. 

“In reply I have the honor to inform you that the entirenortheast quarter 
of said section 33 is shown by the records of this office to be vacant, unap- 
propriated, public land, and the whole or any legal subdivision thereof is, 
accordingly, subject to entry under the public land laws, 

“ Your correspondents state that the quarter described is of so little value 
for agricultural purposes no one is to comply with the law and 
the regulations in order to obtain title thereto under the homestead law. 

“If said land is within 8 miles of an incorporated city or town the 
whole, or any legal subdivision of said quarter section, can be entered by 
such incorporated city or town for cemetery and park p under the 
act approved September 30, 1890 (26 Stat., 502). Herewith I inclose a copy 
of the circular of May 23, 1802, relative to said act. 

“It is stated in one of the communications transmitted by you that land in 
the vicinity of the tract herein described, which has been entered under the 
public-land laws, has been so entered chiefly because of the valuable pine 
timber thereon. Ifthe tract described is timbered and the timber thereon 
constitutes its chief value it may be entered under the act approves June 
3, 1878 (20 Stat., 89), which was made applicable to all the public-land States 
by the act aprovon A St 4, 1892 z tat., 348). th Linclose a copy 
of the circular of July 16, 1887, relative to said act. 

Not less than a legal subdivision of the quarter section described can be 
entered under the laws herein referred to, and if none of these laws are ap- 
plicable I can suggest no method of acquiring title to the tract desired 
other than by a special act of the Congress. 

The letters transmitted by you are herewith returned. 


N “EDW. A. BOWERS. 
“ Assistant Commissioner. 


Here 


„Hon, S. M. STEPHENSON, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.“ 


1894. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 

tleman from Michigan? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
regular order. ; 
Mr. MCRAE. I hope the penseman from Kentucky will with- 


I object. 


can be passed. 
withdraw the objection, 


hold that until this little bil 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands 
the regular order. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. A 


PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE IN DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA. 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back with amendments a bill (H. R. 4693) for the 
promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration 
of graves in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported in lieu of the bill (H. R. 6040) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls 
Electric Railway,” a bill (H. R. 6777) of the same title; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MCCREARY:- of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. The House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the title of 
the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United states for the year ending June 30, 1805. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose at its former 
session it was dividing on the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] to strike out certain words. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there was a 
disagreement about the salary of the secretary of legation to 
Mexico. It was, however, agreed 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state the agree- 


ment. The committee was dividing, but, upon an agreement, 
that part of the bill was passed over until the reading of the en- 
tire bill by paragraphs could be completed, with the under- 


standing that the committee would then recur to that provision 
of the oni The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill by 
raphs. 

Tus Clerk read as follows: 

Secretaries of legations to ‘Turkey, Austria, Spain, and Brazil, at 81/800 
each, 27, 200. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I was not aware 
that on paragraph preceding this, ending with line 21, had been 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed the Clerk to resume 
the reading where it was discontinued at the former sitting of 
the Committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to submit a motion to 
strike out in line 20, in the paragraph last under consideration, 
the words secretary of legation and.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That part ot the bill having been read 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But it had just been read 

The CHAIRMAN. The fact that it has just been read is as 
conclusive as if it were read several days ago. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was not aware that lines 20 and 
21 had been read. If they were read at the last sitting of the 
committee they would still be open to amendment this morning. 
Now, as soon as the Cle k commenced to read line 22—the be- 
ginning of the paragraph last read -I rose in my place for the 
ee gay of making an amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the Clerk had concluded the reading of lines 20 and 
21; and after the reading there arose a question as to an amend- 
ment for the consideration of which unanimous consent was 
asked to recur to a former paragraph. Now, the Clerk has re- 
sumed the reading of the bill where it had been discontinued at 


the last sitting of the committee at line 22, and has read lines 
22, 23, and 24 i 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. At the very moment 

The CHAIRMAN. Inasmuch, however, as there seems to 
have been some misunderstanding, the Chair will entertain ars- 
quest for unanimous consent 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not want tomake any request 
of that kind; but I will make this point and will take the rulin 
of the Chair upon it: This morning at the very moment that 
discovered that the Clerk had commenced to read line 22 I rose 
in my place before he had got through the reading of the para- 
graph and addressed the Chair for the purpose of moving an 
eamndment to strike out in line 20the words “secretary of lega- 
tion and.” Now, if [had made the motion before the Clerk com- 
menced reading line 22, I would clearly have been in order. I 
did rise to make the motion the very moment that I ascer- 
tained the Clerk was commencing to read line 22. So that I 
think I am in time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague [Mr. CANNON of Illinois] 
states that he was on his feet as soon asthe reading of the pre- 
vious paragraph was concluded; and on that statement he ought 
to be permitted to offer his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cheerfully accepts the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and upon 
that statement will entertain the amendment which he offers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Imove to amend by striking out 
in line 20 the words secretary of legation and.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will give the whole $4,000 to the con- 
sul-general. 

Mr. HITT. That is what the salary is now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Let the amendment be read, 
so that we may understand the effect of it. S 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 4, in line 20, strike out “secretary of legation and;“ soas to read 
“consul-general to Honolulu, 84,000. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think, Mr. Chairman, the words 
which I move to strike out would have been subject to the point 
of order that they change existing law. I did not make sucha 
ponn because if the provision as thus worded is realiy for the 

nefit of the public service I have no objection to it. But 
these words appear now for the first time in an appropriation 
bill or anywhere else in the law. If they be retained the con- 
sul-general at Honolulu will have to perform, in addition to his 
regular duties, those of secretary of legation. Heretofore there 
has been no secretary of legation at Honolulu. I understand 
there is really no necessity for any sega of legation there. 

I understand further that under the practice of the State De- 
partment in conducting our diplomatic service, a secretary of le- 

ation is never allowed to make charges of fees. For instance, 
if he certifies invoices or takes acknowledgments of deeds or 
does anything of that kind, it is a matter ex gratia; and itis re: 
garded as below the dignity of the diplomatic service for him to 
make a charge in such cases. But it the consul performs such 
duties, he being a commercial officer and upon a business foot- 
ing, the law allows him a fee. 

I do not believe that the change introduced by the incorpora- 
tion of these words is wise. I think we had better let the mat- 
ter stand as it has been heretofore. Last year the consular fees 
at this point were in round numbers $4,000-—— 

Mr. HITT. The salary is $4,000. i 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am aware of that; but the fees 
collected were in round numbers $4,009. If you make this of- 
ficer secrotary of legation, his fees will be nothing, just as the 
fees of the similar officer at Bogota are nothing. On line 16 
you will find the provision: 


cretary of legation and consul-general to Bogota, $2,009, 


There was nota cent of fees collected by the consul-general 
there. The service is pepe ex gratia. So that this pro- 
vision seeking to make this consul-general perform unnecessary 
duties, as secretary of legation, where he is not needed, and 

lace him on a high salary with no fees, it seems tome ought to 
stricken out. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. In stating that the fees collected at Honolulu 
were $4,000 last year, is it not true that the fees proper, classed 
as consular fees, were about $2,000, while $2, more was re- 


ceived by this official as agent for the Naval Department of the 
Government in taking charge of the coaling stationthere? That 
is my information at least. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It does not so appear from the re- 
rt. But the consular fees there were—the nonofficial fees— 
„000, and if you make this change the fees will be nothing. 
Mr. Chairman, the Secretary 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
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of State recommended additional clerical force at Honolulu, using 
these words in his letter: 

Provision exists for clerical or other assistance to our minister in the 
islands of Hawaii. Such assistance is at this time necessary, and I have 
insane ed the appropriation of a salary of $1,500 a year for a secretary 
0 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was unwilling to appropri- 
ate $1,500 for a secretary of legation; but as we were paying to 
our consul-general at Honolulu 84,000 a year, we believed that it 
was properandright to require him to discharge also the duties 
of secretary of legation. 

At Bogota the consul-general, who is also secretary of lega- 
tion, gets only $2,000 per annum; and the consul general, whois 
also secretary oflegation, at Honduras gets but $2,000. There- 
fore, as the consul-general at Honolulu receives$+,000, we thought 
that he should also discharge the duties of secretary of legation. 

It is important, also, that there should be, as stated by the 
Secretary of State, a secretary of 5 at that point, because 
business there and other interests have increased in the last 
few years. = 

‘This bill, however, does not increase the appropriation. It 
simply leaves the salary at $4,000, and requires the consul-gen- 
eral to act also as secretary of legation. 

Last year the minister occasionally had to-leave Honolulu. 
When the minister left there was no one to act in his place. 
But if we make the change now 8 in this present bill 
so as to have a consul-general as well as secretary of legation, 
he can act as minister in the absence of that official. 

I think it proper that it should be so, and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs was unanimous in that conclusion, both Demo- 
crats and Republicans alike uniting upon it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. TheSecretary of State recommends a secre- 
tary of legation to cost $1,500a year. But we never have had 
that official. The gentleman from Kentucky now says that busi- 
ness and other interests have increased at that point. Not so. 

If you want to make a secretary of legation and need him, 

vou have the right to do so. But my point is that when you 
make the consul-general secretary of the legation, then, under 
the practice and the law and usage of diplomatic service, the 
$4,000 of fees that are collected at Honolulu, for which charges 
are now made, and a large part of which goes into the Treasury, 
will cease. i 

No more fees will bə collected, and that is done ex gratia by 
the diplomatic officer and not the business officer of the Govern- 
ment, the consul. Sothatinstead of complying with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of State, and spending $1,500 a year 
as he does recommend, in the name of economy you make that 
officer perform the duties and lose $2,500 a year at Hawaii be- 
sides. The gentleman from Kentucky shakes his head, but I 
think I am correct in that statement. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois, it was rejected. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, FOREIGN MISSIONS. 
To enable the President to provide, at the public expense, all such station- 


as he 
shall think’ 


vasses, guards, mans, and ; 

eer —— of Corpre guards, — Table clerk — the con- 

sulate at Tangier, and the compe of dispatch agents at London, New 

York, and San Francisco, and for traveling and miscellaneous expenses of 
ons, and for printing in the Department of State, $100,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
Kentucky why the committee recommend an increase of $10,000 
at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In response to the question 
of the gentleman from Illinois, as regards this paragraph on 
contingent expenses of the foreign missions, the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs recommend $100,000. It was only $90,000 in the 
Fp eee bill, and it was at one time as high as $105,000. 
The Committeson Foreign Affairs, however, believe that $100,099 
will be sufficient. : 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say that this is an increase of contingent expenses for the dip- 
lomatic service for the ministers as proposed here, while the 
committee have cut down the estimate $50,000 for the consular 
service, the bi Officers of the Government, which, in my 
j ee is not a wise reduction. 

hy, sir, under the last Administration we got along with 
$90, for this leather and prunella. What is there in thiseco- 
nomical Democratic Administration, this party of Jackson and 
Jefferson, that is so close to the people, which requires this Sec- 
retary of State to have $10,000 more for leather and prunella and 
dress parade at a great many places where the country would 


not be badly served if our diplomatic service was wiped out? 


Whatis there to justify it? It does not answer for the gentle- 
man to say that the Secretary of State asks it. A better reason 
than that ought to be given. ` 

Now, these gentlemen get salaries poran not larger than they 


ought to get, if you have them there at but we all know that 
if three-quarters of these diplomatic officers were wiped out the 
country would be as well if not better off than it is now. But 
since you are going to make these places sinecures, places of 
rest for the lame ducks, the aged and infirm who have lost their 
grip at home, why, let them go as the Republicans did, instead 
of giving them this extra amount for leather and prunella. Go 
back, as you profess, to the frugalities of the ancient Democracy. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why do younot move to strike 
out, then? 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Well, Iwill move formally to strike 
out one hundred“ and insert “ninety,” in line 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his formal 
amendment to strike out the last word, then? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Les, and I move the amendment 
which I have just suggested. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

In line 17, strike ont the words “ons hundred“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ninety.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], who has charge of this bill, to 
give some reason for this increase of $10,090, I want to submit 
to him that the present law is $90,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. {í will say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that the amount appropriated annually for a num- 
ber of years was $105,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, I understand that. 

Mr. McCRIEARY of Kentucky (continuing). For à number of 
years before the last Congress the amount appropriated annually 
was $105,000 per annum for contingent expenses for foreign mis- 
sions. In the last Congress, however, when the gentleman's 
colleague from Georgia [Mr. Blount] was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the amount was reduced to $90,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And that is the present law. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But it made a deficit. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But that is the law now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No; that is not the law. It 
was put at that amount in the last appropriation bill, but that 
made a deficit, and the Secretary of State recommended that 
we return to $105,000, using this language in his letter published 
in the Book of Estimates: 

Heretofore there has been appropriated under this head the sum of $105,- 
000, which has been found littie enough, in consequence of the uses to which 
the Department is obliged to apply it; but for the last two years only #90,000 
hasbeen granted. I have therefore submitted an additional sum of 515,000, 
which m increase thə gross amount to $105,000, and I urge that this be 
granted. < 

Ths Committee on Foreign Affairs, after careful considera- 
tion, concluded that 8100, 000 was sufficient. 

2 LIVINGSTON, Upon what basis did you reach that con- 
clusion? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Because $90,000 was not suf- 
ficient, and made a deficit of $15,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why did you not give $105,000, if 
there was a deficit of $15,000? 

The fact still remains that the gentleman says there is a de- 
ficit of 815,000. Now why did you not grant the whole amount? 

Mr.McCREARY of Kentucky. Thecommittee thought the con- 
tingent expenses could be paid with $100,L00 the next fiscal year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, y not with $90,000 then? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Because it has been shown 
by experience that that was not enough. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the fact exists that it has been shown 
that $105,000 was necessary, according to the judgment of the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. CHairman, on the Private Calendar of 
this House there are twenty-six reports from the Committee of 
Pensions and Invalid Pensions, aboutequally divided. We have 
been having sessions on Friday nights during this session for 
the purpose of disposing of those bills. Every night we have 
been met with a cantious and querulous opposition. Gentlemen 
have insisted on ealling a quorum and impeding legislation, al- 
though the sums involved were inconsiderable. Twenty-five 
hundred dollars would cover the entire expenditures annually on 
all these reports; and yet gentlemen have refused to allow busi- 
ness to be done, although we have had here night after night 
60, 70, and 75 members, a larger number than participate usually 
in the legislationof this House. 

Mr. RE. Will the gentleman allow me? 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; for if I do not you will do it just the 
same. N ter.d 
Mr. RE. Do 60, 70, or 75 members constitute a quorum 
of this House? 

They do not constitute a quorum; but the 
business of this House is not done by a quorum. = 

Mr. PICKLER. There is not a quorum here now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has participated in any of the 
actions of the House to-day, and the gentleman knows it. That 
pretense that a quorum must be here is a flimsy one, used to 
cover the subtle purposes of gentlemen here to prevent legisla- 
tion at these Friday night sessions. Now, I want it understood 
that the same rule that is applied by those gentlemen to this 
business on Friday nights is to be applied to all business emanat- 
ing from that side of the House. There will be no more unani- 
mous consents. 

Mr. KILGORE applauded loudly. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). There will be no more busi- 
ness without a quorum until there is some kind of an arrange- 
ment made by which fairness of treatment shall be accorded 
by the House to these pension claims. It is not a gracious thing 
lor a member to have to object to a proposition of his friend, 
but three times I have had to doit this morning. I wouldhave 
infinitely preferred not to do it, but I intend to persist in that 
until some kind of fairness is shown by those gentlemen in re- 
gard 9 business. 

Mr. KILGORE. We are ready to stand by it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then we had better adjourn 
sine die and go home. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is 
exhausted. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move to strike out the last word. 

I will yie d a part of my time to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he may answer why it is that be did not object to the vequests 
for unanimous consent that came from his own side. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I propose, as Lam a modest man, to limit 
myself to half of the duty. [Laughter.] 

r. MCRAE. That is honest; but I submit that the action of 
the gentleman to-day and the threat he makes is not creditable 
to the great ability and usual fairness of the gentleman, and I 
hope that upon mature reflection he will abandon what now a 
pears to be his purpose. The idea that he should interpose o 
jections to just and legitimate public measures out of spite is 
unworthy of the gentleman. 

He seeks to apply to public matters the same unfair methods 
of which he complains on Friday nights. I did not prefer any 
request this morning, and personally can not be hurt by his ob- 
jections, but others have preferred requests for unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of reasonable and proper bills, which 
have been recommended by committees and are necessary for 
the protection of the Government; and if the rule of the gentle- 
man as to unanimous consent is to be carried out, why of course 
no such requests upon his side can hereafter be granted, and he 
can not proceed very far before his own party friends will feel 
the effect of it. He has this morning permitted the passage of 
three or four bills by the Republican side,and every request 
preferred by the Democratic side has been objected to by him. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ee committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 
chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in connection 
with what the gentleman from lowa has just stated, that itseems 
to me there is agreat deal of unjust criticism made on Friday 
nights of members who are absent; and while J agree it would 
be better to have them here, and I would like to see every 
member here on Friday night, I suppose it is inconvenient for 
some members to be here. The criticism that pension legisla- 
tion is delayed because we have no quorum is almost amusing, 
if not ridiculous, from the fact, Mr. Chairman, that we might 
have every member of the House here at Friday night sessions, 
and then any three gentlemen could take up all the time. 

We are limited to a session of two hours and a half at these 
Friday evening sessions, and any gentleman in Committee of 
the Whole who gets the floor can occupy it for an hour. So you 
may have aquorum here and any three men who desire to de- 
feat legislation of that character have only to be reco: by 
the Chair and consume the time. No bill was passed last night, 
and I believe no pension bill has been seed when regularly 


reached on the Calendar at these evening sessions, because the 
point of no quorum has been made, 


Mr. MOSES. As to the consumption of time at pension ses- 
sions, do not you believe that you, with one exception, consume ` 
more timein speechmaking than any other member of the House? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. Ihave not consumed fifteen minutes 
in speechmaking on a Friday evening this whole session. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Moses], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, has talked more about the Seminole war 
four times over than I have talked about soldiers of the war 


for the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And he gets them all pen- 
sioned, too. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam only meeting this cry about the absence 
of a quorum, and showing that having a quorum here will not 
do any good when gentlemen on the other side want to defeat 


pensions. £ 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order, because the 
pending question is on an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I wish to speak on that. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the debate on that has been exhausted. 
The question is on theamendmentof the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON of 
5 15 and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to 

ave it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that in the interest of 
economy we ought to have a division on that. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steam launch for legation at Constantinople: Hiring of steam launch for 
use of the legation at Constantinople, $900. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out lines 22 and 23, the paragraph just read, and I ask the Clerk 
to read the provision that I desire to strike out. 

The Clerk again read the paragraph as above. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, heretofore, begin- 
ning with the Hon. Samuel S. Cox, when he was our minister at 
Constantinople, our representatives at that court have had an 
annual appropriation of $1,800 for the hire of a steam launch for 
the use of the legation. The committee this year propose to 
reduos the amount to $900. Now,I propose to see them and go 
them one better,“ by striking it all out. [Laughter.] And I 
offer the amendment for this reason: We have now a party in 
powes that chooses always the best and most efficient agents 

orevery publicservice. Now, sir, we understand that away back 

in the dim past Jupiter ran off with Europa and swam the 
Hellespont, thus demonstrating the possibilities. Perey wr} 
Later on, as we are informed, Leander swam the Hellespont, 
that he might pay his addresses to Hero [laughter]; and still 
later Lord Byron swam that historic strait. JLaughter.] 

Now, sir, the idea that an American citizen and a Democrat, 
fitted for the diplomatic service, qualified to represent the great 
Republic at that effete court, has not the capacity, as he jour- 
neys about that locality, to swim. as well as those other great 
personages did before him, is one that ought not to be tolerated 
in this Democratic House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Our minister is not 
supposed to be in love, as Leander and those other gentlemen 


were. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, you have plenty of people 
Who are in love with that position; and when you pro to 
strike down the appropriation for the hire of a steam launch for 
the use of that legation from 31,800 to $900, it seems to me that 
the reduction can not be justified except upon the ground that 
the launch is not necessary. As you propose to cut down the 
amount one-half, you evidently expect our minister to swim half 
the time at any rate. Now, I believe that if he can swim half 
the time he can swim the whole time, and I therefore move to 
strike out this appropriation.. [Great laughter.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro: tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. Platt, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendment, the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senateconcurring), That there 
be printed of the-eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William H. 
Enochs, late a mative from the State of Ohio, 8.000 copies, of which 
number 2.000 oon shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Ohio, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full 


Secretary 
ted to have engraved and printed a portrait of the 


of the capt — 
said William H. Enochs to accompany the said eul 
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The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House with an amendment to the bill (S. 443) 
to provide for the sale of new tickets by the street railway com- 

jes of the District of Columbia; in which the concurrence of 

e House was requested. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


nai Committee again resumed its session (Mr. BAILEY in the 
0 K 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I feel personally aggrieved by 
the present attitude of the Republican party. During the last 
two canvasses I have often made the statement in public that 
whenever the choice was présented on this floor between a high 
appropriation and a low one, the Republicans always voted for 

e high appropriation; but the gentleman from Illinois seems 
to be determined to spoil the argument which I based upon that 
ground, and if [ attempt to use it again with my constituents I 
shall be compelled to explain the matter by telling them that 
there is some underlying motive in the opposition which the 
alge ge is making to the diplomatic and consular appropria- 

on bill. 

We all know that the Republican party is in favor of doing 
everything on a high seale, and I think this House will not be 
deceived nor will the country be deceived as to the motives 
which actuate the various amendments that are offered to this 
bill by the gentleman from Illinois. As to this last amendment, 
and the suggestions he has made in connection with it, I will 
only say that while we all know the Democratic party to be in 
the swim” at this time, it is not so to the extent which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois desires on the part of our representative in 
Constantinople. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RENT OF LEGATION BUILDINGS IN CHINA. 
a W a 1 parte a>. mata at Peking, or such other 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam instructed by the com- 
mittee to offer the amendment which-I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of line 2, page 7, and insert in lieu thereof, $3,600." 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This is in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of State. Iwill have his 
letter read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. T should be glad if the gentleman 
would inform us why in this bill the committee have reported 
a reduction of $600 on this item, and now propose to make an 
increase beyond the amount which has been allowed heretofore. 
In other words, why is it necessary to pay now a greater sum 
for the rent of the building occupied by this legation than is 
paid met rey or was paid last year? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will read the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of State, as contained in the Book of Esti- 
mates, which very fully explains this matter, and then I will 
have read the letter which I have sent up. 

Rent of buildings and grounds for legation in China.—The sum now appro- 

riated is $3,100. Ihave 3 asked that $500 additional be granted. 
„itis proper to add, in this connection, that extensive improvements have 
been e by the lessors, due to the necessities of the legation and the re- 
quirements of the public service at Peking. In view of enforced outlay 
on the part of the lessors in erecting, I may add, a fire-proof building for 
the preservation of the valuable archives of the legen. and making other 
improvements within the legation compound, I believe that they are justly 
entitled to a slight increase in the rent, and with the $500 additional satis- 
factory arrangements can be made to that end. Under the act of Congress 
a ved March 3, 1875, Statutes at Large, volume 18, page 377, the Secretary 
of State is authorized to provide for rent not exceeding the sum of 85, 000 per 
annum. I therefore urge that the $3,600 now asked may be granted. 

I now ask that the letter of the Secretary of State, which I 
have sent to the desk, be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 9, 1894. 

Sin: On page 88 of the letter from the Secretary of the e trans- 
mitting estimates of appropriations required for the service of the fiscal 
year June 30, 189 (House Executive Document No.5, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, second session), appears the following: 

“Buildings and grounds for iegation to China: Rent of buildings for lega- 
tion and other purposes at Peking, or such other place in China as shall be 
å $ © = €3,000.” 


esigna . 
Again, on page 298 of the same document, the following explanation ap- 


uirements of the panus service at Peking. 

forced outlay on the part of the lessors in 8 
for the preservation of the valuable archives of the legation and 
making other improvements within the legation compound, I believe that 
they are erte entitled to a slight increase in the rent, and with the 8800 ad- 

ditional satisfactory arrangements can be made to that end. 

Under the act of Congress approved March 3, 1875 (Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 


en- 
may add, a fireproof 


18, page 377), the Secretary of State is authorized to provide for rent 


not exceeding the sum of $5,000 per annum. I therefore urge that the $3,600 
now asked may be granted.“ 

In connection with the foregoing statements, I now have the honor to 
transmit, for the information of your committee, copy of a dispatch, No. 
1755, from the United States minister at Peking, dated November 3, 1893, an- 
nouncing the occupation of thenew legation, and commenting upon the ex- 


cellencies thereof. 
Adding that the Department sincerely ho that the slight increase now 
have the honor to be, sir, 


asked for under this head may be granted. 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 
To the CHAIRMAN 


Your obedient servant, 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have also a letter of our 
minister, Mr. Denby, addressed to the Secretary of State, which 
I will have read, if there be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCREARY] has expired; but without objection, the 
letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
No. 1755. LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Peking, November 3, 1893. 


Sin: I have the honor to inform you that I moved into the new oflee buiid- 

ing the 15th ultimo. 
lans of this building will be found in my dispatch No. 1503, of the 30th of 
March, 1892. They have been faithfully executed. 

On the first floor there are four rooms; one for the minister, one for the 
first secre one for the library, and a strong room. These rooms are all 
large and well lighted. 

On the sscond floor there are four large rooms and one small one over the 
hall. The large rooms are for the Chinese secretary, the second secretary, 
the Chinese writer, for books which are not required for ordinary use, and 
the small one for stationery. 

There are two wide halls on each floor. 

The work was done under the superintendence of Mr. F. D. Gamewell, who 
devoted a great deal of time to it. The ironware was all imported from the 
United States. The building is of the best quality of brick. The roof is of 
galvanized co tediron. Thevault for the archives occupies the south- 
east corner of the lower floor and is 13 feet square. The wallsof this strong- 
room, cr vault, are 2 feet thick, lined with fire-brick cos „laid down at 
Peking. gold. Sr per thousand. The ceiling is vaulted with arch of fire- 
bricks of three layers, affording ample protection in case of fire falling on 
the roof. The floor is filled with concrete and covered with Portland ce- 
ment. The door is a wrought-iron vault door, with vestibule 20 inches deep, 
and an inner door, also of wrought iron. These doors were manufactured 
by the Victor Safe and Lock Company, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

The cost of the entire building was 5. 100 taels. 

The archives have not been put in the vault yet because it is still damp. 
It willl, I think, take some months to dry baer jac 

The building is an ornament to the compound. It is, without doubt, the 
ata pn of architecture in Peking, except, perhaps, two Catholic 
churches. 

I beg leave to thank 1 and the owners of the premises for 
the 3 ot this rable building. 

am, etc., 
CHARLES DENBY. 

To the Honorable WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 

Secretary of Slate, 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose 
this amendment. It is stated in the letter just read that the 
cost of constructing the building now in question was 5,100 taels. 
How much is a tael in our money? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have read the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary of State as contained in the Book of Es- 
timates. The act of Congress of March 3, 1875, allows $5,000 per 
annum for the rent of the legation buildings. This bill, how- 
ever, with the amendment proposed, would carry only $3,600. 
Lask for a vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman will not get a vote 
till my time is up. I am informed by gentlemen about me that 
a tael is equivalent to about $1 of our money. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, that is a mistake. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, how much is it? 

Mr. COOMBS. I can not tell the exact amount; but the gen- 
tleman’s statement is a mistake. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will assume that the infor- 
mation I obtain from gentlemen around me is correct, as gentle- 
men on the Foreign Affairs Committee do not appear to know 
how much a tael is. 

Now, here we have a building of eight rooms, costing for ite 
construction about$5,000. We are already paying for this build 
ing a rent of $3,100 a year; and without any contract binding us 
to pay more, the Secretary of State wants to make the owner of 
this Stag. Bs present of 8500 a year. A rent of $3,609 is more 
than we ought to pay, if the cost of the building had been $25,- 
000 instead of $5,000. We have made no contract to pay this 
amount of rent; and it seems to me, while we are borrowing 
money at 5 per cent, we had better not make any donation of this 
kind to the owner of this eight-room building when he is al- 
ready receiving more rent than he ought to have. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] had listened when the letter of Minister Denby 
and the letter of the Secretary of State were read he would have 
understood the necessity for the passage of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I learn that a tael is equivalent to 
$1.40; so that the cost of this building, for which we are now pay- 
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ing $3,100 rent, was $7,000; and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
propon to pa $3,600, although there is no contract to do so. 

r. McC. Y of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Illinois is entirely mistaken. I have had letters of 
theSecretary of State and of our minister to China, Mr. Denby, 
read in order to give him proper information upon this subject. 
It has been necessary in order to preserve our archivesat Peking 
to construct a fire-proof building, and by the act of 1875 there 
was allowed an amount per annum of not exceeding $5,000. 

Now, Mr. Denby was so faithful and discharged his duty so 
well as minister that he was allowed to remain in office during 
the whole of Mr. Harrison’s Administration, and is in office now. 
He wrote the letter which has been read and it is very satisfac- 
tory, and explains the whole matter thoroughly. It is within 
our power to appropriate $5,000 for this purpose, under the act 
of 1875 to which I have just referred, but it was believed by the 
committee that $3,600 was sufficient. We were compelled to 
have a good substantial fire-proof buildings to take care of our 
archives. After the most careful consideration the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs come to the conclusion that this amount set 
forth in the amendment, $3,600, should be allowed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky will give me his attention for a moment I will be 
obliged to him. Minister Denby, I will say again, reports that 
the whole cost of this building is $7,000, or 5,000 taels, a tael 
being equal to $1.40 of our currency, as I have been informed. 

Now, then, the propriety of letting the State Department pay 
Mr. Denby 23,600 every 7 75 for the rental of a build ing that cost 
$7,000 does not commenditself at least to my judgment. [fear that 
there must be some favoritism about this appropriation some- 
where that allows more than half of the cost of the building per 
annum for rent. Weare not bound to do it under the contract. 

This Government is not appropriating money for charitable 
purposes. There must be somereason for it. Nolease has been 
made, and it does seem to me that if the people are out of em- 

loyment in all pore of this country, that we only want to be 
just. We should not be generous where generosity in this case 
looks like willful extravagance; and if you want to give away 
this sum of money, do not give it to some favorite whois already 
etting a large rent for a building that has cost but little; give 
55 to somebody or to some charity that is badly in need of it at 
me. 

Unfortunately, the people who pay the taxes in the United 
States are out of employment. In man pan of the country 
they can not get work, we are told. And in place of being gen- 
erous, as you propose here to be, if you want to exercise your 
generosity, then give it to some of our own needy prope nata 
of giving it to some favored parties who are getting already half 
the cost of their building as rent out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
on the amendment. 

The question was taken,and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment is a committee amendment. It is proposed by the commit- 
tee. I ask a division on this vote. 

hes question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 4l, 
noes 41. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 7 

The Chair 1 Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky and Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
84, noes 44; so the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole Houss on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that an had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1928) to amend section 1 of an act approved April 
6, 1894, entitled “An act to give effect to the award rendered by 
the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washing- 
ton, February 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitra- 
tion certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur 


A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 


Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote 


bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota; and 

A bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE RANDALL L. GIBSON. 


The SPEAKER. There is a special order set apart for 2 
o'clock to-day. It wants but five minutes of that hour, and, with- 
out objection, the Chair will submit the special order now, in- 
stead of waiting until that time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 7th day of April, beginning at 2 o'clock p. m., 
be set apart for eulogies on the late Randall L. Gibson. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that oppor: 

tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Randa 

33 lately a Senator and formerly a Representative from the State of 
uisiana. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed tosend a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That asa particular mark of t to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, a great American poet has said: 


Were a star quenched on high, 
For ages would its light, 

Still traveling downward from the sky, 
Shine on our mortal sight. 

So when a great man dies, 
For years beyond our ken 

The light he leaves behind him les, 
Upon the paths of men. 


Mr. Speaker, it is an honored usage of this body and of the 
associate branch of Congress that on the occasion of the death 
of one of its members we shall turn aside from the cares and ac- 
tivities of our ordinary duties to pay such tribute of respect as 
may be due to the memory of the deceased. Iask this House to- 
day to unite with me in this honor to the memory of one whosat 
here as a Representative from the State of Louisiana for four 
successive terms, and in the Senate of the United States from 
March, 1883, till the time of his death in December, 1892, filling 
these, as he did all the trusts of a long and varied career, with 
an earnestness, conscientiousness, and power that made him in- 
deed a man among men. 

Randall Lee Gibson sprang from Revolutionary stock, and, 
like many of our notable men, the antecedents of his family and 
his early studies of the Revolutionary epoch exerted a marked 
impress upon his character, opinions,and career. John Gibson, 
the first immigrant of the family, came from England in 1706 
with one sister and several brothers and settled near the lower 
Rappahannock, in Virginia. Subsequently they removed to the 
vicinity of Sandy Bluff, on the Great Pedee River, in South 
Carolina. They and their kindred, the Murfees, Saunders, Har- 
risons, and others warmly espoused the cause of the Colonies 
and upheld it all through those long, weary years, till when 
“black and smoking ruins” had taken the place of once pros- 
perous and joyous habitations the patriots of South Carolina en- 
tered upon their rich inheritance of freedom. 

After the struggle closed the grandfather of Randall Gibson, 
bearing the same name as his, followed the westward current of 
American progress and settled in the State of Mississippi, where 
he became a wealthy planter. His home, termed Oakley, in 
Warren County, Miss., was noted for its hospitality. His con- 
nections and descendants embrace many of the best known names 
in the Southwest. This grandfather of Senator Gibson is said 
to have built the first church and founded the first institution of 
learning in the Mississippi Valley, fitly named Jefferson College. 
His wife, Harriet McKinley, was the daughter of John McKinley 
and Mary Connelly, both natives of Ireland. McKinley was an 
officer of the Virginia line in the Revolution, and died in the 
service of the Commonwealth in 1782. 

Tobias Gibson, son of Randall Gibson, of Misisippi and 
father of Randall Leə Gibson, of Louisiana, settled Terre 
Bonne Parish of our State, where he became one of the wealth- 
iest and most influential sugar-planters in that country. He 
was a warm personal and political friend of Henry Clay, and his 
summer residence at Lexington was a headquarters for those 
who 8 Shae the great American orator and statesman. To- 
bias Gibson married Louisiana, the daughter of Col. Nathaniel 
Hart, of Spring Hill, Woodford County, Ky. Her mother came 
from the Preston stock of Virginia, and he himself was nearly 


allied to Thomas Hart Benton and Mrs. Henry SN St ap 
ouseho 


Hill was one of those great Southern homes and 


. enduring friendships of his life. 


licts of hos 
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which belong to our past aag, and were the producis of a 
civilization no longer ours indeed, but yet even now redolent of 
memories of reflnement. culture, manly breeding, courage, honor, 
and unstinted hospitality, the nurseries.of a type of character 
in men and women that need not shrink from comparison with 
. other in the world or in all history. 

t was in this typical Southern house that Randall Lee Gib- 
son was born September 10, 1832. There and at Lexington, Ky., 
he passed much of his boyhood. Here was his earliest school- 
ing in books, and here also his other education of country life, 
with the erat A influences of home, family. forest, and field. 
There was for him a like healthy training at his father’s planta- 
tion in Louisiana. In 1849 he went to Yale College, where he 
took high rank and graduated four years later with special dis- 
tinction. There were formed some of the most cherished and 
He always spoke of Yale with 
proud and affectionate ret t. Hisfriends at Yale were dear 
to him always. Of this period of his life the late distinguished 
Judge Edward C. Billings, his classmate and close friend, said: 


ofyoath and scholarly in speech 
lech and above all the impressiveness and ity of an earnest to 
do Well his part, not alone because it was to be connected with lf, but 
also because he appreciated and enjoyed everything that was well done. 

Gibson studied law in New Orleans and graduated at the Uni- 
versity of Louisiana in 1855. He then went abroad and spent 
three years in Europe. This travel was not for him a journey 
of idleness and 113 it is with many. He had been a 
close and careful student and a diligent reader. His days in 
Europo were only à part of a liberal education. He studied in 
Berlin, and visited Russia and other countries, including Spain, 
where he spent six months at the American legation. In later 
life he frequently revisited Europe with his wife, but he trav- 
eled mainly for health and instruction. He studied and ob- 
served, gathering up stores for future use. He was never an 
ep aa and what he did was with a high and serious purpose 

. . 

On his return to America this young man, so well educated 
and equipped naturally followed his father’s steps and became 
asugar-planter. Country life in the South possesses great at- 
tractions even for those most richly educated and endowed. 
There were books, horses, hunting, the duties of the plantation, 
the kind and just government of those placed under him by the 
ordination of Divine Providence, abundant leisure and oppor- 
tunities for study and research, and a society founded upon the 
sentiment of honor. respect for law, and reverence for women. 
There was nothing inthe fascination of the Old World or of cities 
to wenn him from this plantation life, which had bred Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, Calhoun, anda host of worthies, and now welcomed 
to its charmed circle and happiest influences this accomplished 
and scholarly young recruit. i 

Even then he took a partial interest in politics, his mind lean- 
ing to Stute rights Democratic opinions. It was, however, 
his nature to do well whatever he had in hand, and the work of 
ae ee ete its economies, methods, and forces, he then 
maste so thoroughly that when in years long afterwards he 
came to deal with this great interest as a representative in Con- 
gress, the fullness and precision of his knowledge made him 
easily the first in the work of the committee and of the House, 
and a bulwark to the people who. struggling for a living, rested 
on his strong arm wise guidance. At that epoch, so early 
as it now seems to us, Louisiana blossomed us the rose. The 
harvest season in the parishes came to a wealthy, a prosperous, 


and a happy population. White and black living in a repose and 


pexce almost Arcadian, hirdly realized that on the horizon 
there hung the cloud which was destined soon to blacken the 
fair face of all that bright, sunny land. 

Two short years passed and our young planter found himself 
bound in honor and duty to leave the happy home and peaceful 
avocations to which his tastes and education naturally conducted 
him, and to take his part in the stern realities of war. His na- 
tive land had been invaded; the land of his youth, his home, his 
kindred, and all that he held dear and sacred was in peril. Of 
the justice of the cause of the South—that her struggle was 
purely defensive, however he might deplore the collision of the 
warring sections—he could feel no doubt. Nor could he doubt 
as to duty. It was not a time for any to hold back. Young 
and ardentas he was, his thoughtful temperament and wise study 
of history could not fail to impress him with the solemn char- 
acter of the ordeal of battle. He weighed all the risks to life, 
and fortune, and to the State, but these thoughts to so high a 
nature as his only nerved and strengthened his purpose. 

Sectional ion, with thirty years of cessation of the con- 
e. armies, have given place to a broader and more 
generous feeling and toa yearning for a peace without recrimina- 


tions or 
wise sent 
and courage of those who in either army periled their lives for 


rejudice against any section; but stronger than this 
ent we find a disposition to do honor tothe manhood 


their convictions. The list of the heroes of the civil war is be- 
ginning to be regarded as a common heritage of honor. Men 
differ and will continue to differ as to the origin and causes of 
this great strife, but the discussion is historical, and does not 
involve present political issues. 

In the roll of honor of- Which I speak, few stand higher than 
Gibson, and none more worthy. His record from first to last 
is that of duty well performed. The soldiers in my hearing 
know that there can be no higher praise than this. He lacked 
unfortunately the vigorous physique which enable many men to 
withstand the hardships and exposure of camp liſe, the rigors of 
the wintry storm, the march and the many trials of battle. 
There were no winter quarters with fires, b ets, clothing, 
and provisions for the Confederate forces. The strain was in- 
cessant. It was amid such hardships and exposure near Corinth 
in 1862 that this delicately nurtured young man first developed 
that terrible malady—hereditary gout—which in after years.so 
often paralyzed his best thoughts and energies and tortured bis 
frame to the infirmity which would have driven a common man 
to seek repose. 

The intellect and the will triumphed over the body, and for 
over thirty years, in war and in peace, he braced himself to per- 
form the duties of life. He was not an educated soldier, but he 
soon made himself a thorough one, and as such won the confi- 
dence of his troops and the commendation of his superior offi- 
cers. Entering the Southern army as u private in the ranks, he 
was soon appointed to be a captain of the First Louisiana Artil- 
lery,and was stationed at Fort Jackson, below New Orleans. 
Not long afterwards be was elected colonel of the Thirteenth 
Louisiania Infantry. At Shiloh, before the battle, his regiment 
was assigned to picket duty with three others, and all, as it 
chanced, were without a brigadier. By common consent -this 
honor was conferred upon him, and this brigade, thus led by 
Gibson, made a special reputation for heroism in those two days 
of fierce slaughter, stubborn endurance, and wonderful valor. 

Hardly any brigade was more severely tried and tested in that 
battlefield than the regiments thus hastily thrown together un- 
der anew commander, and no man but one of rare force could 
thus have evolved from raw troops the ste din ss and work of 
veterans. The service th s performed was the prelude toa long 
and honorable career. Gibson was present in the battles of 
Perryville, Murfreesboro, Chickamauga, Missionary, Ridge and 
other fields and in the campaigns of 1382, 1863, and 1804 of the 
Western army. One-third of his brigade was killed and 
wounded at Murfreesboro. He was trusted and commended by 
Polk, Hardee, John C. Breckinridge, Cheatham, Dan Adams, 
Maury, Preston, Stephen D. Lee, Richard Taylor, Joseph E. 
Johnston, and Hood. 

Gen. H. D. Clayton in his report of the battle of Jonesboro, 
fought on 31st August, 1864, says that Brig. Gen. Gibson, seiz- 
ing the colors of one of his regiments, dashed to the front and to 
the very works of the enemy. Tho brigade lost there one-half 
its members. Gen. N D. Lee makes special mention of 
the gallant crossing of the Tennessee River near Florence, 
Ala., by Gibson and his brigade. When Hood's army was de- 
feated at Nashville by Thomas, it fell to the lot of this brigade 
tocheck the progress of the enemy near Overton Hill under the 
immediate eye of Gen. Lee. Gen. Hood gives him the highest 
praise. He says: 

Gen. Gibson, who evinced conspicuous ntry and ability in the hand- 
ling of his troops. succeeded in concert with Clayton in checking and stay- 
ing the first and most dangerous shock, which always follows immediately 
after a rout. 

Again he says that Gibson’s brigade and McKenzie’s battery 
of Fenner’s battalion acted as “rear guard of the rear guard.” 
Here we have a soldierly character and force developing itself 
and shining the more brightly as calamity thickened and the 
ordeal became more difficult with greater and greater odds 
and each hour bringing a lessening hope of final victory.- 
Other work, however, remained to be performed. When Gen, 
Canby with a heavy force moved agsinst Mobile, Gen. Gibson 
was détached by Gen. Maury from his main army with a few 
less than 2,000 men and ordered to hold Spanish Fort on the 
east side of Mobile Ray. For more than two weeks amid inces- 
sant fighting he maintained his position in the intrenchments 
of these works against a force estimated to be 20,000 strong, 
aided by seventy-iive cannon and a large fleet, inflicted a large 
loss upon his assailants, and finally by a well-conducted retreat 
saved nearly all his command except those already killed or too 
severely wounded to be withdrawn. 

‘These operations at Mobile Bay were the last great struggle 
of the war. Gen. Richard Taylor, in recognition of Gibson's 
services, enlarged his command, but this long and dreadful con- 


1894. 


flict of the two sections came to a close, and was terminated b, 
surrender of the Confederate armies. Gen. Gibson s potinga - 
dress to his troops was worthy of him and of them. said: 

As soldiers, you have been among the bravestand most steadfast. Asciti- 
zens, be law-abiding, peaceful, and industrious. 

This closing sentence furnishes the key to his political action 
and aims from 1865 till the hour.of his death. 

Like nearly all his associates, Gen. Gibson found himself at 
the close of the war ruined in fortune. His father’s splendid 
sugar estate in Terrebonne was a wreck. To restore it without 
ample capital and reliable, efficient labor was impossible. He 
therefore settled in New Orleans and devoted himself to the 
practice of the law. His labors were crowned with unusuul and 
immediate success, for few possessed higher adaptation to the 
requirements of the bar. It was at this time of his life, in 1887, 
that he met and married Miss Mary Montgomery, the charming 
and accomplished woman who lent such exquisite grace to his 
household and brought to him a tenderness and devotion that 
made her indeed a ministering angel. It was her fatetobesum- 
moned before he was called away, but not until many years of 
mutual happiness had blessed them both and strengthened him 
to meet the increased cares and burdens of a ‘public career, and 
to bear up under the malady which for long years impeded his 
best endeavors. 

Hardly any man in Louisiana was better qualified for a Con- 
gressional career at the close of the civil war than Randall Gib- 
son, but the way was not open for him or for any representative 
man of Louisiana till long afterwards. To recall the h now 
seems like reviving a painful dream. The State of Louisiana 
was fast bound in misery and chains. It was held in the iron 
grasp of an alien rule under which neither its intelligence nor 
property had a voice. The State had been left by the war lit- 

erally a wreck and a desolation. 

The work of rebuilding the waste places, the restoration of 
paralyzed industries, the reorganization of society, education, 
and the like, would have been a ‘herculean task under the best 
auspices and by the best of men, but nothing was done to evoke 
the best forces; and on the contrary, everything to wound, to 
oppress, and to retard the healthful processes of recovery. It 
was not until 1872 that Randall Gibson could be elected to this 
House, and even then he was not admitted. In 1874 he was 
chosen by the First district of Louisiana, and took his seat in 
December, 1875, as a momber of the Forty-fourth Congress. 
The House was full of strong men. Among its members were 
Kerr, S yler, BLACKBURN, Cox, ‘Garfield, HOLMAN, Lamar, 
Blaine, Morrison, Randall, Tucker, Alex. H. Stephens, and Gib- 
son's gifted colleague, E. John Ellis, of Louisiana. 

Butif the actors on the stage were able and brilliant, the 
themes were even greater. Party passlon ran high. The 
feclings of the war had only slightly subsided. The Southern 
States were only slowly and painfully regaining their equality 
in the Union. ree.of the number, including Louisiana, were 
yet struggling for home rule, the rule of the taxpiyer, and for 
a staple and economical government suited to an impoverished 
people, for the right to work and accumulate free from wanton 
spoliation. There were strong prejudices to be disarmed, the 
e of a powerful party that had long held the National 

vernment. 

The situation was complicated by the pending of a heated 
Presidential struggle which threatened the country with acivil 
war, not between sections but nearly balanced parties. When 
was there ever a condition that imposed graver duties and re- 
sponsibilities on a representative of Louisiana or required more 
ol wisdom, judgment, strategy, self-control, diplomatic tact and 
resources than this? and yet it is not too much to say that 
Representative Gibson proved himself equal to the occasion. 
He had had no previous legislative experience, but his educa- 
tion and studies were profound and he soon proved himself a 
natural parliamentarian and man of affairs. 

At the outset of his legislative career Gen. Gibson, whose aim 
was to avoid violent controversies, and by appeals to reason of 
both parties to accomplish results for the general good, found 
himself forced to meet repeated assaults upon his State and con- 
stituents involving their good name and conduct. One of his 
earliest speeches in Congress wus a vindication of Louisiana in 
connection with the election of 1876 for President and State of- 
ficers, and thus it became necessary to review the work of the 
famous returning board. He discharged this unpleasant duty 
with frankness and plain speech, but he put the cause of his 
State with a spirit of justice, moderation, and fairness that could 
not fail to impress the House and public opinion. He spoke 
from the standpoint of .a national and conservative statesman, 
accepting the logic of events and the results of the warso 
disastrous to the South, accepting emancipation and the equal | 
Political rights of the two races.as a basis of action, dis Í 
se , deprecating it and pleading for peace and justice’ 
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to his ple. He never departed from this keynote of 
throughout his career, not even in denouncing bayonet ru 
the use of coed at the polls. 

It was this admirable tamper and national spirit, joined to his 
high character and rare power in personal intercourse with 
men, that enabled him to appeal successfully to President Grant 
at the most critical moment in the history of Louisiana, and to 
stay the effort that was made to induce President Grant to em- 
ploy the Army to.crush out the rightful governmentof the State. 
The.struggie of the friends of the Packard government to win 
Gen. Grant in this juncture was incessant. The strongest. in- 
fluence wielded against them, as they well recognized, was that 
of Representative Gibson. Both under the administration of 
President Grant and President Hayes there were men who ren- 
dered most invaluable service, but there is no one to whom 
Louisiana is more deeply indebted for her final deliverance than 
Gibson. He had the respect of President Hayes, who freely con- 
sulted him. There was nothing loud or ostentatious in this 
great sarvice. Like most of the potent work in public life, 
it was rendered quietly, but it was none the less effective. Then 
once more with the light of hope upon their brows the sons of 
Louisiana began to plant, to sow, and to reap. Anarchy, mis- 
rule, and despair gave place to order and progress. 

But aside from all sentimental questions and the transcendent 
issue of local self-government,and both before andafter its final 
adjudication, the most difficult duties devolved upon a repre- 
sentative of Louisiana. These were not party uestions, but 
they were not less ditficult of adjustment an 3 the 
most unwearied and skillful devotion. Among the most im- 
portant of these issues which re juiced Gen. Gibson’s constant 
care from the day he entered this House during his four terms 
of service and in the Senate after he entered that body in March, 
1883, „ of the great sugar interest of Louisiana 
and the question of the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
Both were vital to Louisiana and important to the whole Union. 
But he thoroughly understood them and in knowledge of each 
he had hardly a peer in either branch of Congress. To detail 
the successive steps of his labors on these questions would be to 
repeat their history for a series of years. I can barely glance 
at a work so familiar to his contemporaries in Congress. 

The sugar industry of Louisiana before the civil war had grown 
to large proportions,and supplied one-half of the American con- 
sumption. By the havoc of war and emancipation it had b en 
reduced to almost nothing, but was now 133 expanding. 
Upon its maintenance and development depended the subsist- 
ence and prosperty of nearly half of the 2 of the State, 
‘but this development it was vain to expect under hostile tariffs. 
All through the earlier period of American ‘history down to a 
recent date the prosperity and necessity of the duty upon sugar 
had been questioned by no party or statesmin. It was a prom- 
inent feature in every tariff for a hundred years. But soon after 
Gen. Gibson took his place on the Ways and and Means Com- 
mittee in the Forty-fifth Congress he found himself confronted 
with measures involving changes in the revenue laws. 

The wisdom and lessons of the past were only partially re- 
membered, and this interest so import int to his State was im- 
peri.ed by repeated assaults and propositions which, if carried, 
would have wrought a fresh desolation in Louisiana. He wasa 
friend to the policy of a revenue tariif and m:derate duties, for 
he had been a wise student of economic science, butfor that very 
reason he demanded a fair revenue duty on sugar. He was not 
willing to see Louisiana sacrificed to foster the interests of 
Cuba, Jamaica, or any other country. As far back as 1876 he 
opposed the passage of the legislation devised to carry out the 

uwaiian reciprocity treaty, which he desmed injurious to Amer- 
icin interests. His labors for the sugar industry in the com- 
mittee, in speeches on the floor, and with individual members 
of both parties engrossed much of his time and energies, 

He had a perfect knowledge of the numerous details and in- 
tricacies of these duties, and he knew the history of the contest 
and the past legislation. He had the skill to grasp a difficult 
situation, to combine favors and influences, to judge what could 
be done and how to do it: how much to yield and how much he 
could fairly demand. No cunning deviceof unfriendly interests 
escaped his watchful vigilance. He was always on guard and 
always at the front. He wasthe recognized leader of this inter- 
est in Congress every day and hour of his service, but it was as 
a public officer and not as a planter to bə personally benefited; 
for he never had the capital to restore his old plantation. The 
final adoption of the polariscope test was largely due to his early 
and constant advocacy of its morits and necessity to protect the 
revenue and prevent fraud. The whole subject of this industry 
was to Congress a new discussion, but he illuminated it with a 
flood of light. 

Not less valuable were Gen. Gibson’s wise services in respect 
to the legislation happily enacted by Congress to harness the 
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forces of that 
Waters,” to make it t 
commerce, to prevent its ravages an 


hty current well termed the Father of 
great artery of a vast and increasing 
destructive floods, and to 
make it an ally to civilization and industry, a blessing to man 
instead of acurse. Thegenius of Capt. James B. Eads had al- 
ready pointed out the way to open the closed mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi, and the liberal hand of Congress responding to the call 
of the great valley had provided the means. One of Represent- 
ative Gibson's earliest steps in Congress was to aid in supple- 
menting this legislation by modifications which enabled Eads to 
continue his work, to expedite it, and push it forward till, to 
use the words of Gibson himself: The jetties were a perfect 
success.” But the main problem, namely, the treatment of the 
great river from Cairo or indeed from its head waters to the 
Gulf,remained to be solved. 

The mosteminent hydraulicengineers of the country had made 
its forces and phenomena a study and had differed as to the 
remedy to be applied. The best thoughts of the best minds of 
the South and Westin Congress at this time were exercised 
upon the two great questions: first, what plan of treatment for 
the river should be adopted; and next, supposing some mode to 
be preferred, how could Congress be induced togrant the ample 
means needed to carry out the plan. For a long period efforts 
had been made to induce Congress to rebuild the levees, but all 
those efforts had failed. ne Eads had for years insisted on 
the policy of concentration of the waters and obtaining a uniform 
width for the river; but there were so many conflicting opinions 
and 3 that it seemed vain to ask Congress to adopt any one 
of them. 

Amid all this confusion of counsels it was the happy concep- 
tion of Gen. Gibson to propose ascientific commission, to be com- 
posed of the ablest men engaged in the public service and in 
private life, who should examine the river with a view to the 
improvement of its navigation, the prevention of floods, and the 
promotion of commerce, and after considering the different 
plans and methods suggested, to report to the Secretary of War 
a plan of comprehensive improvement. It was this plan of a 
commission that was finally adopted by Congress, and to it the 
country is indebted for the most beneficent results already ac- 
complished, and for the assured prospect of final realization of 
one of the grandest works of modern civilization. Yet this 
wise law was not passed until after years of persistent struggle 
by its friends. 

Out of the many able and zealous friends of this policy in 
Congress from all sections of the country who contributed to its 
adoption and maintenance, Representative Gibson was most 
conspicuous by the earnestness, fullness of information, and power 
which he brought to the discussion, and by the ceaseless vigi- 
lance and strategy with which he guarded the River Commission 
against all attempts to impair its powers and usefulness. The 
plan of treatment for the river adopted by the Commission was 
mainly the one advocated by Capt. s and in which Gen. Gib- 
son fully believed. The mind Congress which expounded 
and defended the plan of the Commission and the arm which up- 
held it, Eads always recognized as Gibson’s. The names of both 
men are linked inseparably with this great measure. How elo- 
quently does it contrast with the fruitless strifes and bitter 
phrases of lesser minds? Who shall set bounds to its blessings 
or put too ig a value on the patriotism of those who carried 
it on to its high consummation? 

I need not review the work of Gen. Gibson on other questions 
as a Representative and a Senator. The location of the mint at 
New Orleans, the establishment of closer commercial relations 
with Mexico and South America, the general work of river and 
harbor improvement, the reformation of the tariff, questious of 
the currency, the educational bill, the work of the Agricultural 
Bureau, the forfeiture of the land grant of the Backbone Rail- 
road Company—these and many other topics were the objects of 
his care. He labored unsuccessfully to curtail the secret ses- 
sions of the Senate and to repeal the objectionable statute which 
disfranchises all ex-Confederates for positions in the Federal 
Army. 

He caver spoke for mere display. No small part of the most 
valuable work of a Representative is done in committee, or in 

rsonal intercourse with his associates, or with the President 
and heads of Departments. Gen. Gibson’s influence in all these 
directions was unusual. He neglected none of the honorable 
instrumentalities essential to success. He had the confidence 
and respect of every President from Grant to the present 
occupant of the chair. His personal relations with such emi- 
nent men as Beck, Morrison, Randall, Carlisle, Bayard, Lamar, 
Tilden, Andrew White, Eyarts, Sherman, Garfield, Hayes, Cam- 
eron, and Blaine were such as few enjoyed. The value to his 
people of such relations of confidence is too obvious to be insisted 


on, 
Randall Gibson was an educated man and a scholar. He took 


the deepest interest in every scheme for educating the youth of 
the South, for none knew better than he the value of such edu- 
cation, and how greatly the opportunities for acquiring it had 
been cut off by the waste of the war and the widespread poverty 
of the people. It came to him, therefore, like a benediction 
when Paul Tulane, then living at Princeton, N. J., buta former 
resident of New Orleans, sought his aid and counsel in carrying 
into practical effect his noble and benevolent plan of making a 
large donation for the encouragement of intellectual, moral, 
and industrial education among the white young persons of the 
city of New Orleans.” Mr. Tulane could not have found a wiser 
or more sympathetic adviser than Randall Gibson. He formu- 
lated the method and plan on which the donation was to be made, 
and defined the purpose to which it was to be applied. 
As has been said by one who well knew whereof he spoke: 


Heselected the men whom Mr. Tulane associated with himself asthe trus- 
tees of his sacred gift. As president of the administration, he impressed on 
each and ner one of them his own mgn sense of the gravity of the func- 
tions with which they were charged. He was the electric cord which con- 
nected them directly with Paul Tulane, and maintained that perfect har- 
mony and confidence between them which led to the constant enlargement 
of his bounty. His wisdom selected the distinguished man whoas president 
of the university has organized its splendid faculty, has sha its course of 
study, has planned its methods and degrees, and has in all respects con- 
ducted its affairs with such signal sagacity and success. 


In a word, the character and intellect of Randall Gibson are 
thoroughly impressed upon this munificent foundation of the 
noble philanthropist. This institution was the object of Gen. 
Gibson’s love and solicitude even to his latest breath. 

Early in November, 1892, Senator Gibson, then in New Or- 
leans, was seized with a recurrence of the malady which had so 
many years preyed upon him. His physician ordered him to 
the Hot Springsof Arkansas, where on a former occasion he had 
found much benefit. Hewentthere under the care of a devoted 
friend, and at first he seemed to improve. But this was only 
illusory. Hisdisease had approached nearer and nearer the cit- 
adel of life. His powers ol resistance had waned till nothing was 
left but to yield with composure and courage to the last dread 
summons. He d away on the 15th of December, 1892, 
surrounded by those whom of the living ho loved best. Death 
did not find him unprepared. His dear wife, whose name in his 
last moments was so often on his lips, had preceded him years 
before to the better land. He had realized for many months 
how frail was his tenure of life, and he had made calmly all his 
arrangements for his last journey. The love and care of his 
surviving children were much indeed to live for; but his public 
career was well rounded andcomplete. It lacked nothing in its 
perfect symmetry. 

Hardly any man of our day had had a better or higher concep- 
tion of statesmanship. He was always a student of affairs, of 
history, of religion, morals and conduct. Everything relating 
to the foundations of 10 men, and especially our own Gov- 
ernment, he had studied. He was familiar with ancient and 
modern history, with the lives and writings of Washington, 
Jefferson, Hamilton, and all the great men of the Republic, and 
with what may be called the classics of politics. ether in 
debate or private intercourse he waseffective. As aspeaker he 
was direct, argumentative, persuasive. He brought to bear all 
the researches of legitimate debate; but he was careful not to 
wound the feelings or impugn the motives of his opponents. 
His retort might disarm, but left no sting. His gentleness, tact, 
and consideration for others was conspicuous in public and pri- 
vatelife. He spoke well, yet he was 5 practical. He 
aimed in action not so much to destroy as to build up and create; 
in speech to conciliate and convince. He understood the arts 
of government, the necessity for compromise, and the value of 
peace with honor. 

Hardly any man from the South of late years has so much im- 
pressed himself on legislation. In his public relations Gen. Gib- 
son without being repellant bore himself usually with a certain 
degree ofstatelinessand reserve. But in the society of his friends 
no one could be more natural, frank, engaging, and companion- 
able. He enjoyed social intercourse, but no one was more abste- 
mious or free from dissipation. He was a man of clearmorals 
and speech, and was imbued with the profoundest respect for 
religion and virtue. Bigotryhe had none. He believed in reli- 
gious liberty in the largest and best sense. As a friend he was 
kind, D instructive; as a man of society, courteous 
and conciliatory; as a husband and father, tender, affectionate, 


and true. 
His life was gentle, and the elements 
So mix'd in him, that nature might stand u 
And say to all the world, This was a man!“ 


If he had ambition whoshallblame him? Itwasan ambition 
not low, nor selfish, nor sordid. It inspired him to serve his 


State and the Union, to help to build up an impoverished and 
suffering section, and to increase the ce and progress of 
by such generous aspirat 


mankind. Itis ons that humanity ad- 
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vances to successive triumphs and states become great and opu- 
lent, 

A man will sometimes unconsciously reveal his own nature in 
describing another's. We finda broad light cast upon the form- 
ative influences that shaped the character of our departed 
friend in his own eulogy upon the late Thomas H. Herndon, of 
Alabama. Said he: 


As a general rule public men are the logical expressions of the tone and 
temper, the outgrowth of the local conditions and habits and culture and 
institutions of the people, and indicate their characteristics and qualities as 
surely as certain plants and truits and trees do particularclimates. His fam. 
ily Mr. Herndon's], had emigrated from Fredericksburg, a part of the Old 
Dominion which has been prolific in men celebrated for all the virtues that 
adorn human nature, as Well as polished manners and intellectual accom- 
plishments, They belonged tothe country people of Virginia who have given 
to the world names that command its admiration and homage. * * * In- 
heriting traditions so eleyating, and representing a people themselves in- 
telligent, brave, and virtuous, how could he prevaricate, or attempt to de- 
ceive ordescend to subterfuge, or play the demagogue, or betray any trust, 
5 tall of duty anywhere, or his name be less than it was—the synonym for 

onor. 

On another occasion we find him laying a flower upon the grave 
of a departed colleague, Michael Hahn, of Louisiana. He cited 
apa e taken from Festus by Mr. Hahn in a published address, 
and said he doubted not that the noble sentiments therein ex- 
pressed found a lodgment in his memory because his heart beat, 
responsive to them, and that they inspired the aspirations of his 
life. These words match well and fitly the soul and aims of 
him of whom we speak to-day: 

Life is more than breath and the quick round of blood; 
It is a great spirit and a busy heart. 
The coward and the small in soul scarce do live. 
One generous feeling—one great thought—one deed 
Of good, ere night, would make life longer seem 
Than if each year might number a thousand days 
Spant as this is by nations of mankind. 

e live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 
In feeings, not in figures on the dial. 
We should count time by heart-throbs. He most lives 
Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 


[Mr. HOLMAN addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


[Mr. BLAND withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


[Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr.Speaker, the late Senator 
Randall L. Gibson, of Louisiana, was elected a member of the 
Forty-fourth Congress and took his seat in December, 1875, at 
the same time I did—he on the Democratic and I on the Repub- 
lican side of the House. Looking over the list of members of 
that Congress to-day it will be found that but seven of all the 
members who served with Senator Gibson in the Forty-fourth 
Congress now remain in the public service as members of this 
body. They are Judge HOLMAN of Indiana, Mr. BLAND of Mis- 
souri, Gen. HARMER of Pennsylvania, Judge CULBERSON of 
Texas, and Mr. CANNON, Mr. SPRINGER, and myself, of Illinois. 

Six members who served vith Senator Gibson in the House as 
members of the Forty-fourth Congress were serving with him 
in the Senate at the time of his death, and still remain Senators, 
viz, Senator HOAR of Massachusetts, Senators FRYE and HALE 
of Maine, Senator BLACKBURN Of Kentucky, Senator MILLS of 
Texas, and Senator HUNTON of Virginia. Andso, Mr. Speaker, 
there are to-day but seven members of this body and but six 
members of the Senate who were associated with Senator Gib- 
son as members of the House of Representatives in the Forty- 
fourth Congress. Such are the changes among those who make 
the laws of the land. 

Many members of the Forty-fourth Congress. I trust, still sur- 
vive, and are enjoying the quiet of private life, free from the 
noise and dissension of political strife, and free from the care 
and anxiety which a faithful public servant in the conscientious 
discharge of his public duties must ever feel. Quite a large 
number, like the distinguished Senator to whose memory we pay 
tribute to-day, have passed away, and are now safely over the 
other shore, where we know we must sooner or later join them. 
But Senator Gibson was not only a member of the Forty-fourth 
Congress, but was reélected and served as a member of the Forty- 
fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses, and at the close 
of his fourth term ia the House, having been elected a member of 
the Senate, he took his seat in that body and remained in the Sen- 
ate until the day of his death. I can not say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
was at all intimate with Senator Gibson, either while he was a 
member of this body or after he became a Senator. But from our 
first meeting as members of the Forty- fourth Congress I had a 
F550 with him and knew him well, and he always 

pressed me as a gentleman of high character. I was not as- 
sociated with him on any of the committees of the House on 
which he served, and it is there where we have the best oppor- 
tunities, I have thought, of observing the better qualities and 
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real worth of members. But he was a man of ability, and in his 
second term was made a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and again served as a member of that committee in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, the House being Republican, 
he was made a member of the Commiitee on Commerce, that 


committee then having not only its present trope kc but 
also qar aea over rivers and harbors, and I feel entirely 
justified in saying that Senator Gibson was an active, intelligent, 
and prominent member of those important committees. I how- 
ever remember this distinguished gentleman more particularly 
for the great interest he took in the improvement oF the Missis- 
sippi River. Representing as he did, like myself, a district bor- 
dering on the Mississippi River, and feeling a deep interest in 
everything relating to its improvement, as both of us did, we 
were in that way brought together and worked together for the 
permanent improvement of that great river, which waters one 
of the greatest and richest valleys in the world, and I am sure 
no one took deeper interest in all legislation relating to tho 
ire River and its improvement than did the late Senator 
ibson. 

The people of the Missis 9 50 Valley and of the whole country. 
as I believe, are greatly indebted to him for the legislation lead - 
ing to the creation of the Mississippi River Commission, and the 
entering upon the great work of the permanent improvement of 
the river. If he had done nothing else, his public servico in 
connection with the improvement of the Mississippi River alone 
would entitle him to the gratitude and respect of the country, 
and most certainly to the people. of the Mississippi Valley. 

Asa native of the South, it was not unnatural that Senator 
Gibson should have been found a soldier in the Confederate serv- 
ice during the late war. 

Tam not, Mr. Speaker, sufficiently familiar with his military 
service to refer to it to-day, particularly. That he was a brave 
and gallant officer, and served with great distinction the cause 
he believed to be just, there can be no doubt. The tribute paid 
to his memory by sorrowing comrades when he was laid away at 
rest by the side of his wife, at Lexington, Ky., was touchingly 
beautiful, and showed that his memory was revered not only by 
them, but by the multitude who had assembled to honor the de- 
parted citizen, soldier, and Senator. É 

Mr. Speaker, it was with deep regret I heard of the dorth of 
Senator Gibson; Ifollowed his remains to their last resting place 
with sadness and sorrow. He was a pleasant, courteous, digni- 
fied gentleman, liberally educated and highly cultured. He was 
an honorable, able, and faithful Representative and Senator, and 
a brive and gallant soldier, and I am glad to have the opportu- 
nity of uniting with his friends to-day in paying tribute to his 
memory. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, in the death of Randall Lee 
Gibson, Louisiana lost one of her most devoted sons and most 
valuable public servants. He served her in war and in peace, 
in the camp and the council, always with devoted loyalty and 
always acceptably. He possessed the confidence of her people, 
and now that death has silenced detraction and removed the 
cause of jealousy which always attends successful careers, no 
one denies that he deserved it. It has not fallen to the lot of 
any other Representative from that State to be prominently 
i with so many measures of vital importance to her 
welfare. 

To him was given the credit by the late Capt. James B. Eads 
for the success of the legislation which promoted the construc- 
tion of the 1 at the mouth of the Mississippi, which have 
been of such inestimable benefit to the whole valley. No other 
Senator or Representative could claim equal effectiveness with 
him in the adoption by Congress of the great policy of internal 
improvements which promises in the near future to redeem the 
valley of the Mississippifrom the ravagesof overflow and restore 
its old time fruitful abundance of production. Every industry 
and interest of the State received his watchful and tireless care; 
and when the time came to surrender earthly responsibilities 
he could well have said that his services to his people repaid 
them for all the honors they had conferred upon him. 

Gen. Gibson was not only the watchful guardian of the inter- 
ests of his adopted State, but one of her most valuable contribu- 
tions to the councils of the nation. A classical and thorough ed- 
ucation, broadened by contact with the best and highest minds 
of the age, qualified him to grapple with the great questions 
which presented themselves for settlement in the years which 
immediately succeeded the war between the States. Conserva- 
tive in his temper, tolerant of the views of others, but firm in 
the maintenance of his own, he commanded, by reason of his 
distinguished military service and acquaintance with the lead- 
ers of thought both South and North, an influence possess2d by 
few who hailed from the stricken South. That that iu luence 
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was wisely used is attested. by the undiminished respect and 


confidence of his colleagues at the time when he passed over 
the river to rest in the shade of the trees.“ One by one they 
go—Gibson, Colquitt, Vance. Few are left, and in the ordinar 
course of nature not many years can pass when to speak wi 
eers of the ‘Confederate brigadiers” will be to insult the dead, 

ə noble dead, who have illustrated by their lives the best, the 
noblest, and the truesttraits of American manhood. The time 
will come, sir, when the fame of those, our noble dead, will be 
the common pride, the common glory of the American people. 

Gen. Gibson was as admirable in private life as he was distin- 
‘guished asa soldier and a statesman. It was not my good for- 
tune to personally know the lovely and accomplished woman 
who devoted her life to him; but I am justified in saying that a 
devoted wife found in him a loyal and devoted husband. Asa 
friend he was most thoughtful and considerate, shedding tho 
light of a benevolent and kindly heart upon all to whom he 
bore that relation. 

Reverently and tenderly he has been laid to rest with the 
kinsmen and friends of his boyhood; a brave and logal soldier, a 
faithful representative of the people, a devoted husband and 
father, a benevolent and self-sacrificing friend and Christian 
gentleman has gone to his rest. 

Peace to his ashes. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions 
which are before the House bring up memories of many years ago. 
They recall to my mind when a third of acentury ago I first met 
Senator Randall Lee Gibson, and it has been my privilege and 
pleasure to be intimately associated with this chivalrous gentle- 
man for a greater part of the time up to the date of hisdeath. I 
knew Senator Gibson as a soldier, brave, chivalrous, and un- 
daunted. I knew him in the deadly carnage, always leading in 
the front of battle, always courting the post. of greatest danger. 
I knew him in the camp, earnest and devoted in administering 
to tho wants of his men, and performing the tedious routine of 
duty. Iknew him on the march, always sharing with his de- 
voted soldiers labor, fatigue, suffering, and privation. I knew 
him when the war was over and the flag of the Confederacy was 
trailed in the dust, broken in fortune, but unconquered in spirit. 
I knew himasa gentleman, gentle, courteous, urbane, and loved 
and respected by everyone, his bearing marked with dignity and 
firmness and yet the perfection of 9 and unobtrusive 
modesty, a striking exemplification of the highest type of man- 
hood. I knew him as a husband and father, enjoying the pleas- 
ures of a happy family home filled with reciprocal feelings of love 
and devotion. I knew him twenty-two years ago, when, after a 
terrificstruggle, he was elected a member of this body and com- 
menced his career as a statesman in an arena to which he brought 
great natural gifts, cultured by diligentstudy, profound thought, 
and extensive travel. I knew him in the strength and vigor of 
powerful manhood, the idol of his State, a leader among men, 
an honored. esteemed Senator of this great country. I knew 
him when the outstretched hand of death beckoned him to the 
shadow under which we all must pass. 

In all these varied conditions and relations of life Senator Gib- 
son shone forth and seemed to illumine any sphere in which 
he moved. Whether in prosperity or adversity, whether en- 
joying bounteous affluence or undergoing the financial reverses 
which the ravages of war brought upon him, whether as a pri- 
vate citizen or occupying the high positions of general and Sena- 
tor, he was the same dignified, modest, and affable gentleman. 

Senator Gibson was descended froma long line of distinguished 
ancestors,and the gentle courtesy which characterized him was 
his by inheritance as well as education. He was a native of 
Kentucky, his father having married in early life Miss Louisi- 
ana Hart, of Lexington, and here in the home of chivalry and 
culture his youthful mind expanded. While he was still very 

oung his parents removed to Louisiana, and from that time he 
faces identified with the interests of his adopted home. His 
early education was acquired in Terrebonne and Lexington, and 
his collegiate course at Yale was supplemented by several years 
of foreign travel. i 

Returning home he studied law at the University of Louisi- 
ana, but he did not at once enter upon the arduous details of the 
Seamer preferring the life of a planter; but the stirring 

es preceding the outbreak of war forced him from his retire- 
ment and drew forth all the noblest qualities of his gifted na- 
ture. At the beginning of the war he raised a company, and 
was soon made colonel of a regiment., Although untrained in 
military affairs, his great natural qualities made him conspicu- 
ous in this career, as he would have been in any other position. 
His regiment, the Thirteenth Louisiana, immortal re- 
nown for courage and heroism from the time it first met the 
shock of battle on the field of Shiloh. 

Soon after reaching Corinth he was sent to the front with his 
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command and ordered to report to me at Monterey, to meeta 
reconnoissance in force under Gen, Sherman. This was the first 
time Gen. Gibson approached the enemy, and I recall the 
Be coolness, and determination with which he placed 

is troops in position with every expectation of an attack by an 
overwhelming force. Gen, Sherman, very possibly, had ex- 
aggerated information regarding the force under Gibson and 
myself, as he hastily withdrew to the Tennessee River without 
making an attack. Although an actual conilict did not take 
place, it was made evident that Gen. Gibson had absolute confi- 
dence in himself and his troops, and that they had implicit 
confidence in him. 

The date first fixed for these ceremonies was just thirty-two 
years after the close of the terrible struggle where Gen. Gibson, 
worn and weary, begrimed with powder andsmoke, was triumph- 
antly completing the second day of tho great battle on the banks 
of the beautiful Tennessee. Only the preceding morning he had 
received his baptism of blood, and in forty-eight hours had 
earned the reputation of a brave, intrepid, and skillful brigade 
commander. In the many battlesin which thatarmy afterwards 
engaged we find Gen. Gibson always brave and conspicuous, and 
frequently mentioned in the reports of the commanders, 

In his report of the battle of Perryville, Gen. Adams speaks of 
the gallant service and military skill of Senator Gibson, and 
mentions a separate communication in which he recommends 
him for promotion to the rank of brigadier-general for the dis- 
tinguished skill and valor which he displayed in that hotly con- 
tested battle. 

I read from the War Records, volume 16, page 1124: 

The praises bestowed in my report for gallant service on the field fell 
under my immediate observation in the cases of Col. R. L. Gibson, Maj 
Austin, and Capt. Tracy. 

Gen. Adams also says: j 

The report of the others named was derived from the regimental reports. 
The regimental commanders named deserve credit for the manner in which 
they moved and kept their commands together. The Thirteenth Louisiana, 
Col. Gibson, deserve special mention for the promptness with which they 
moved forward, the alacrity and rapidity with which they pressed the en- 
emy until halted by my command. I will recommend Col. Gibson, for skill 

yalor, to be brigadier-general, in a separate communication. 

The next great battle of that army was Murfreesboro, and here 

ain we find Gen. Gibson very distinguished. Tho eminent 

aj. Gen. John C. Breckinridge speaks of Col. Gibson's marked 
courage and skill throughout the battle, and Gen. Adams speaks 
of his conduct in a charge as deserving the highest praise, and 
states thatnogreater courage and determination could have been 
displayed. Gen, Adams also 1 in high commendation of 
the tenacity with which Gen. Gibson held a fiercely assailed po- 
sition. I read from Gen. Breckiuridge's report, War Records, 
volume 20, page 783: 

Gen. Adams having received a wound while gallantl 
the command devolved upon Col. R. L. Gibson, who 
throughout with marked courage and skill. 

On page 793 of the same volume, Gen. Adams gives an account 
of oie charge in which Gen. Gibson was distinguished, in these 
words: 

The conduct ot che officers and men in making the charge and holding the 
position as long 4s they did deserves the highest praise, No greater courage 
or determination conld have been displayed. 

Gen. Gibson also did excellent and gallant service in the vari- 
ous engagements during the summer of 1863; and for his emi- 
nent service at the battle of Chickamauga he was highly com- 
mended by Maj. Gen. Breckinridge, who stated in his report 
that the country was indebted to him for the courage and skill 
with which he discharged his duties in that great conflict. I 
read from Gen. Breckinridge’s report, which I find in the War 
Records, volume 30, page 201: 

To Brig. Gen. Stovall, to Col. Lewis, who succeaded to the command of 
Helms’ brigade, and to Col. R. L. Gibson, who succeeded to the command of 
Adams’ brigade, the country is indebted for the courage and skill with which 
they discharged their arduous duties, 

All through the history of the Atlanta campaign we find Gen. 
Gibson repeatedly mentioned and highly commended; in the 
War Records, volume 58, page 767, by Lieut, Gen. Stephen D. 
Lee; on page 812 of the same volume, by Maj. Gen. C. L. Ste- 
venson; on page 816. the same volume, by Liet. Gen. A. P. 
Stewart; on page 823, by Gen. M. A. Stovall, and on page 846, by 
Gen. Alpheus Baker, 

In the battle of May 25, Gen. Gibson's b bore a very 
conspicuous part. Maj. Gen. H. D. Clayton, in his official re- 
port, volume 38, page 833, says: 

Three lines of battle of the enemy came forward successively, and in turn 


were successively repulsed. Men could not have fought better or exhibited 
more cool and resolute coura; Not aman except the wounded left his 
position. The engagement lasted meet yim tp until night, or more 
than two hours, and when the enemy finally withdrew many of my men had 


their last cartridge in their guns. 
In the many battles directly in front of Atlanta, and in the 
| sanguinary battle of Jonesboro, Gen. Gibson was repeatedly dis- 
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leading his bri 8, 
ischarged its Gates 


tinguished. In his official report of the great battle of August 
31, Maj. Gen. Clayton speaks of Gen. Gibson’s heroic conduct in 
seizing the colors of one of his regiments and leading a charge 
on the works of the Federal Army, conduct which Gen. Clayton 
says created the greatest enthusiasm throughout the command. 
Lread from Gen. Clayton's official report, War Records, volume 
38, page 822: 

Brig. Gen. Gibson seizing the colors of one of his regiments dashed to the 
ment and up to the very works of the opony: This conduct created the 
greatest enthusiasm throughout his command, which again, as in the en- 
477 of the 28th of July, previously mentioned, moved against a salient 
8 6 enemy's works. 

Unfortunately a large 7 7 of the whole command stopped in the rifle 

pits of the enemy, behind piles ot rails and a fence running nearly parallel 
to his breastworks, and to this circumstance I attribute the failure to carry 
the works. Never was a charze begun with such enthusiasm terminated 
with accomplishing so little, This gallant brigade lost.one-halfitsnumbors. 

His corps commander, Gen. Stephen D. Lee, speaks in the 

highest terms of Gen. Gibson's brigade in the Tennessee cam- 
-paign in the fall of 1864. He says: 

I saw them around Atlanta and in Hood's Nashville camp 
natad Gibson's brigade to cross the Tennessee River in o 
presence of the enemy, near Florence. Ala., and a more 
any river was not made during the war. 

At the desperate and bloody battle of Franklin, Gen. Gibson 
won the highest encomiums from Gen. Hood. This distin- 
guished officer stated that Gen. Gibson evinced conspicuous 
gallantry and ability in the handling of his troops. I read the 
exact language of Gen. Hood: 

Gen. Gibson, Who evinced conspicuous gallantry and ability in the hand- 
ling of his troops, succeeded, in concert with Clayton, in checking and stay- 
Jog the most dangerous ghey, when always follows immediately after a 


rout, Gibson's brigade and McKinzie’s battery of Fenner's battalion acting 
as rear guard of the rear guard. 


In the conflict around Nashville, Gen. Gibson added to his 
already high reputation. His corps commander, Gen. Lee, 
speaks of the gallant conduct of Gibson’s soldiers in that great 
struggle, and of Gen. Gibson's superb conduct in checking two 
formidable assaults of the Federal Army. Gen. Leo says: 

At Nashville, when Hood was defeated Mu s Gibson’s o was 
conspicuousl t possen on the left of the pi e near Overton Hill, and I wit- 
nessed their driving back, with the rest of Clayton's division, two formida- 
ble assaults of the enemy. 

I recollect, near dark, riding up to the br 
toseizea stand of colors and lead the brigade against the enemy. The 
color-bearer refused to give up his colors and was sustained by Tegi- 
ment, I found it was the color-bearer of the Thirteenth Louisiana. It was 
Gibson's Louisiana brigade. Gibson soon appeared at my s and in ad- 
miration of such conduct I exclaimed, ‘Gibson, these are the best men I 
ever saw; you take them and check the enemy.” Gibson did take them and 
did check the enemy. 


Itis not singular that an officer who in many battles had met 
the highest expectations of his commanders and of the troops 
he so gallantly led should be selected for the independent com- 
mand of the SORE at Spanish Fort, one of the important defenses 
of Mobile. In this tion Gen. Gibson displayed the eminent 
qualities which had made him distinguished throughout the 


n. I desig- 
n boats in the 
lant crossing of 


o, near a battery, and trying 


war. 

Gen. Taylor speaks of the defense of Spanish Fort and the re- 
treat conducted by Gen. Gibson as one of the best achievements 
of the war. I read from his Construction and Reconstruction, 
published in 1877, page 221: 


Gen. R. L. Gibson, now a member of Congress from Louisiana, held Span- 

ish Fort with 2,500 men. Fighting all day and working all night, Gibson 
successfully resisted the efforts of the immense force aguinst him until the 
even of April 8, when the enemy effected a laghan threatening his only 
route of evacuation. Under instructions from Maury, he withdrew his gar- 
rison in the t to Mobile. excepting his pickets, necessarily left. gib 
son’sstubborn defense and skiliful retreat make this one of the best achieve- 
ments of the war. 
In a workon the Campaign of Mobile, by Gen. Andrews, pub- 
lished in 1866, Gen. Gibson, the commander of Spanish Fort, is 
spoken of by this Federal officer in the highest terms, as a com- 
‘petent and active officer, and one who inspired his troops with 
enthusiasm. On page 165 he says: 


The besiegers and garrison alike are entitled to praise for constant indus- 
and for energy. 
© garrison commander, Gen, Gibson, was competent and active, and in- 
spired his troops with enthusiasm. He was highly complimented by his su- 
perior oMicers for his conduct during the siege. 

I know I may be pardoned for dwelling, as I have, on tho mil- 
itary career of Gen. Gibson. His colleagues in the Senate and 
House knew of his eminent services while a member of this 
House and also during his career as a Senator; but although all 
knew he was a distinguished general, very few of his friends 
were so informed of his military service as to have a full appre- 
ciation of its extent and character. 

At the close of the war, returning toa blighted and desolate 
home, his hopes in the dust, his fortunes broken, he took up the 
practice of law and soon began to earn fame and fortune in his new 
vocation. 

The breadth of his mind and the strength of his will, combined 
with the singular fascination which he exercised on those who 
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3 him, soon placed him in a prominent rank of the pro- 
ession. 

He was elected to the Forty-third Congress, but was deprived 
of his seat. He was again elected and admitted to the Forty- 
fourth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses, 
and while still 1 In the latter, and having yeta term to 
serve in the Forty-eighth, he was elected to the Senate in 1882, 
and retlected at the end of that term. 

Senator Gibson’s services to his State have endeared him to 
every citizen of Louisiana. In the darkest hour of the recon- 
struction period it was well for his people that this brave, good 
man stood at the helm and piloted the craft into safe and quiet 
Waters. It was by his strong and unswerving influence that the 
Administration was persuaded to adopt the policy which finall 
enabled Louisiana to arise from the shackles which had w 
nigh crushed her to destruction. For his efforts in this diree- 
tion, for his able adyocaey of the Eads system of opening the 
Mississippi, and for his coiperation with Mr. Tulane in the lo- 
cation of the great university at New Orleans, he merited the 
upasing gratitude of the people whose beloved representative 

e was. 

Foralong time Senator Gibson suffered from the malady which 
finally resulted fatally, and several years before his death his 
happy home was broken up by the loss of his beloved wife, who 
preceded him to the tomb. 

His remains were taken back to the home of his childhood, and 
deposited in the beautiful cemetery at Lexington, where repose 
the ashes of so many noble and distinguished sons of the great 
State of Kentucky. Here, surrounded by old war-worn com- 
rades and escorted by a company of cadets from the Military 
University of Kentucky, he was laid to rest, amid the tears and 
bev porah of the old and the young, in the bosom of his native 
and well-beloved home. 

In pouking upon the mound which covers the mortal remains 
of Senator Gibson we involuntarily recall the solemn words of 
Mrs. Browning: 

Nover, sister, never, was told by mortal breath, d 
What they beheld 
O’er whom hath rolled 

The one dark wave of death. 

And yet while it is an infinite decree of divine wisdom that 
we should have no tidings from beyond the tomb, yet there is 
within us an ever-living spirit which whispers of a future life 
wherein is to be found the fullness and completion of the always 
present . and aspirations of our souls. It is a consola- 
tion to Senator Gibson's family and friends to know that he felt 
these yearnings and aspirations in all their force, and that he 
bad full trust and confidence in all that Christians believe of the 

e to come. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It isnot my purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, to make a formal address in memory of my dece 
friend, the late Senator from Louisiana. When I considered 
the relations which for many years I had maintained with him, 
and the ties that bound his family and mine together, it was 
with more than ordinary pleasure that I consented to say a word 
when calledupon to do so by one of the delegation from State. 
The details of his career have been related fully and admirably 
by those who have undertaken that part of these appropriate 
ceremonies. Gen. Gibson was a man whose character and career 
will yield greater fruitand receive greater admiration as they 
are continuously and closely studied. ; 

In the course of a life not very prolonged he was called to dis- 
charge varied and high duties, and to all of them he rovedfully 
equal, He was aman of such various gifts, of such learning, of 
such broad and perfect culture, thathe would have beensuccessful 
in any calling to which he had chosen to devote his attention. It 
isnotsurprising, therefore, that, although not trained to the pro- 
fession of arms, he should have received the highest praise from 
those with whom he served as well as from those to whom he 
was opposed. With his courage and sagacity it was not alengthy 
task for him to master the main elements of the military art. 

Asa lawyer he was successful, but his equipment was such 
that he was most needed by his people to serve them in a pub- 
lic capacity, under the complicated conditions which surrounded 
them at the close of the civil war. After all that has been said 
of his success, after all that has been said of his achievements, 
I think I can truly say that his public career never fully taxed 
his greatest powers. Of all the men in public life with whom I 
have been associated there was not one possessed of more fasci- 
nating manners, there was not one a more accomplished gentle- 
man, there was not one who was a more sagacious and astute 
man than Randall L. Gibson. z 

Whatever were his successes—as à student at Yale College, as 
a lawyer, as a gentleman adorning the most cultivated society 
in Europe and in this country, as a member of this House, as a 
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soldier, and as a Senator—I have always believed that Gen. Gib- 
son never had an opportunity of publicly 3 that 
field of labor which was best suited to his talents. at is the 
field of diplomacy. He would have made a great Secretary of 
State. o man of his day was better fitted to represent his 
country in its foreign relations. He was preSminently a wise 
manin council. He wasthoroughly familiar with allthe springs 
and impulses of the human heart. Energetic in action, he was 

et a man of reflection, serene, comprehensive, and far-reaching 
udgment. Of his military career—and few men did more hard 
fighting than he—the defense of Mobile will be considered his 
ablest and best achievement. 

The greater the task to which he had to address himself, the 

ter, apparently, was the ease with which his mind operated. 

never knew a man who moved with greater ease than he did 
in all the higher elements of political philosophy and practice. 
Broad and comprehensive, he seemed to omit no detail, and yet 
to grasp in all their bearings the farthest outlines of the greatest 
public questions and the profoundest principles of public policy. 

Sir, I shall not continue these remarks at length. There were 
just one or two Pee that I desired to speak of that had espe- 
cially impressed themselves upon me in my long and close rela- 
tions with Senator Gibson. Our families have maintained an 
intimate relationship for several generations. There was kin- 
ship between us, and during the war he served under the com- 
mand of my father, who extended to him the same affectionate 
greeting that Gen. Gibson extended to me when I met him upon 
my entrance into public life here. 

oman contributed more to the pacification of this country 
than did Senator Gibson, and his usefulness in public life, with 
all his rich and varied endowments, was so much dependent upon 
the blessings of his home life that remarks upon his career would 
be incomplete if they did not embrace within their scope the 
charming helpmate who graced his board and who aided him 
in all the work and relations of his life. He did not marry until 
some time after the war. 

I remember being in the city of New York, soon after the war, 
and there meeting his wife, then a schoolgir!, recently returned 
from France, and I thought that my eyes had never fallen upon 
a fairer or more beautiful vision. She was beautiful in person, 
pe and elevated in character, with rare good sense, and per- 

ect taste. They were thoroughly cia res and she rendered 
him inestimable service in the exceedingly difficult undertak- 
ing that he, one of the representatives of a proscribed section, 
had to perform in seeking to knit anew the social ties, public 
poner pe and personal relations that had been severed by 
civil war. 

Those labors, by reason of his happy alliance, by reason of his 
wide associations formed at Yale, and his fidelity to all the friend- 
ships of his youth, as well as by reason of hisown matchless gifts 
and sttataments he was able to bring to a successful conclusion. 
Among all my friends and associates there is none of whom I 
could with more sincerity speak words of admiration and love 
than of Senator Gibson, to whose memory on this occasion we 
seek to do reverence and honor. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Gibson was a member of the 
Forty-fourth Congress, where I first knew him as one of the 

rominent men whose superior abilities signalized the advent of 
the leaders of the Confederacy to the leadership of the restored 
Union. That Congress witnessed in this Chamber some of the 
greatest intellectual and forensic contentions in the annals of 
time. 

The passions of the war had not then subsided. The irrita- 
tions of the period of reconstruction had sharpened the animosi- 
ties which anger the sublimer emotions of the great anterior 
. more than ten years of quasi peace had assuaged them, 
and it is probable that the North and the South met here in De- 
cember, 1875, in a mood for more acrimonious debate than in 
December, 1861. 

Everything which led to the war and which had occurred dur- 
ing its prosecution, and subsequent to Appomattox, was fresh in 

minds and ready to le1p in fiery phrase of accusation or de- 

fense from every tongue. Beside the t, there was a present 

and an immediate future to be fashioned and molded, upon 

which depended the domination of the industrial and social pol- 

icies whose collision rendered the era now rapidly disappearing 

eben the scene one of the bloodiest and most distinctive in 
ry. 

Everywhere it was recognized that gradually but surely the 
South, although vanquished on the battlefield, was recoverin 
from her wounds and rising from her ashes with her system o 
labor legally shattered, yet really stronger and more efficient 
than ever. 

The old-time bond between the Democratic party in the two 
sections had not been severely strained even in actual war. True, 


the inherent patriotism of the masses of the Northern people 
had filled the armies of the Union-with volunteers, who, regard- 
less of party, died with equal devotion to the flag; but the ideas 
and policies of the antebellum Democracy survived the war, as 
they survive it still, and there was a natural restoration of uni 

in action in that great party assoon as the shock of battle ceased. 

The reconstruction of the Democracy was complete at the 
surrender, for its unity of spirit—never disturbed during the 
war—was at once a manifestly perfect bond with the return of 
peace. On the other hand, the ideas and issues represented by 
the Republican party had no lodgment in the South, except in 
the hearts of vast but unintelligent masses of another and help- 
less race, so that the solid white population of that great sec- 
tion, reinforcing the Northern Democracy, had rendered the ap- 
8 Presidential struggle of 1876 one of very doubtful re- 
sult. 

Both great parties looked upon it as a political Gettysburg, 
and many feared that it might be succeeded by lawless blood- 
shed, if not by another outbreak of actual war. Under these cir- 
cumstances, upon which the proprieties of the occasion will not 
permit me to dwell in further detail, it was unavoidable that 
the great men of the country, who in larger numbers never were 
present in any Congress since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, should put forth their utmost powers, stirred and stim- 
ulated by the strongest passions, as well as the most elevated 
motives, emotions, and convictions belonging to human nature. 

Of the great actors in that drama who still survive I say noth- 
ing, because it is unfitting to transfer them to the realms of dei- 
fication while we are still blessed with their bodily presence. 
But there were Blaine and Garfield on the one side. On the 
other were Hill and Lamar. Many more immortal names in the 
great galaxy of the departed might here be mentioned; and it 
is but a just tribute to the memory of the brilliant, polished, 
able, and beloved Randall Gibson to say that he stood up among 
those marvelous men as gallant and courtly and chivalrous 
and honorable and patriotic and profoundly respected a gen- 
tleman as any one of them all. 

I knew him thenceforward until he died, never intimately, but 
I believe I always knew him well. 

For some four years we sat side by side in the Senate. 

During all that time I was concious that a superior being was 
near; that aspirit sweet and affectionateand sensitiveand pure, 
with lofty aspirations, with benevolent and far-reaching pur- 
pones for the improvement and blessing of others, looked forth 

rom those steadfast and penetrating eyes, and vitalized with 
noble impulses the eloquent periods with which he charmed, in- 
structed, and convinced the Senate. 

His efforts were rightly, first, for the people of his then devas- 
tated and distracted State; but the heart of Gen. Gibson was as 
large as the whole country, and was full of justice and love for 
us all. He was one of those to whom a Northern man would turn 
with confidence if he werespecially solicitous that the destinies of 
the land should fall into the possession of those of our Southern 
countrymen who would administer the Constitution and laws for 
all sections, in the true national spirit, and for the greatest good 
of the greatest number, tempered with the limitation that never 
shall the inalienable right of the humblest and weakest be sac- 
rificed for the benefit of greed and power. 

He knew that true reconstruction of the Union and the per- 
manent existence of freedom and happiness depend upon uni- 
versal intelligence and virtue among the people. 

He was identified with the cause of education in his own 
State, as the chief promoter of the great Tulane Institution, 
that great intellectual light-house which burns as a pillar of fire 
for the perpetual illumination of the surpassing valley of the 
American Nile. 

He was profoundly devoted to the passage of the national edu- 
cation bill, which for many years was the hope of the common 

ple of the South, and which had it not died, as Christ died 
y the betrayal of those who pretended to be its friends, would 
before now have reconstructed the country upon relations of 
equality and justice to all, and made peace and union and pros- 
perity forever secure, by establishing homogeneous conditions 
everywhere, giving to each child of the Republic, white and 
black, a common school education and a fair start and equal 
chance in the race of life. 

Urging the passage of this great measure, Mr. Gibson said on 
the floor of the Senate: 

“In my opinion, reflecting men in all parts of the country 
* * * have formed the deliberate judgment that the educa- 
tion of the people, the enlightenment of the suffrage, the eleva- 
tion of the pupular character and the popular conscience, the 
awakening of a loftier and healthier sentiment of national 
patriotism, is absolutely indispensable to the preservation of 
Constitutional literty.” 

Noble words of a patriot, a philanthropist, and a sage! 
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They shall immortalize thy name when empires have fallen 
and realms have decayed! 

Closely associated in their advocacy of the education bill, his 

attompeer from the same region of the South, the gifted and 
mented , exclaimed: 

“Ihave watched it with deep interest and intense solicitude. 

In my opinion, it is the first step and the most important step 
this Government has ever taken in the direction of the solution 
of what is known as the race problem, and I believe it will tell 
more powerfully and decisively upon the future destinies of the 
evlored race than any measure or ordinance that has yet been 
adopted in reference to it—more decisively than either the thir- 
teenth, fourteenth, or fifteenth amendments, unless it is to be 
considered, as I do consider it, the logical sequence and the 
practical continuance of those amendments. 

“I think that this m asure is fraught with almost unspeaka- 
ble benefits to the entire population of the South, white and 
black. It will excite a new interest among our people; it will 
stimulate both State and local communities to more energetic 
exertions and greater sacrifices, because it will encourage them 
in their hopes in grappling and struggling with a task be ore 
whose vast proportions they have stood appalled in the con- 
sciousness of the inadequacy of their own resources to meet it.” 

ar was one of the great men of his generation. He will 
live in our history as a statesman, an orator, a jurist, a discrim- 
inating and philosophic studentof mankind. But he never man- 
ifested a more powerful comprehension of the great problem of 
our time than is expressed in these vital and eloquent words. 

Men of the South. the failure of the education bill was your 
great calamity. Under its operation ten years would have ac- 
complished the slow and doubtful work of a century left to be 
wrought by existing agenries. Is there no resurrection, and is 
death an eternal sleep? This is the great question for the young 
and rising South. You have the power in your own hands, and 
you, not I, nor man or men of other sections are mainly respon- 
sible for the future now. 

Randall Lee Gibson is with us no more. 

Born in the South; educated in the North; combining the best 

ualities of both sections. and comparatively free from the in- 

uence of the weaker and lower elements of human nature, he 
lived an active and upright life; performed an important part 
upon a conspicuous stage; in war he was a knight without fear 
and without reproach; in peace a useful and honored citizen, 
discharging public duties with integrity, zeal, and ability, and 
always one of God's true gentlemen. 

He is embalmed in the honor and love of his countrymen! 

Rest, spirit rest! Soar, spirit soar! 


Louisiana will enshrine his memory with fadeless and perpet- 
ual flowers; the incense of her gratitude will ascend until the 
last drop of the Mississippi has rolled by his grave on its way 
to the sea; and it is well that he sleep among those who knew 
him best, and therefore loved him most, until the resurrection. 
But I do know of eyes among the far hills of the North that will 
weep for him, and of one heart that will beat more quickly at 
the sound of his name until itself shall throb no more. 


Mr. MEYER. On behalf of a number of our colleagues who 
are necessarily absent, I ask unanimous consent that they be 
permitted to print in the RECORD remarks which they desired 
to make on this occasion. 

There being no objection, general leave to print was granted. 

And then, in pursuance of the resolutions previously adopted, 
the House (at 4 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Monday next. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6741) 
to ascertain and pay for loss of property sustained by Lieut. John 
8 ee and the same was referred to the Committee on 

ms. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced,and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H.R. 6775) to add three women mem- 
bers to the board of public school trustees of the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6776) to amend “An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, 
in the State of Virginia,” approved January 2, 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 6778) to reénact section 1 of 
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for other purposes to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill H R. 6779) to authorize the 
location and working of mines of precious metals belonging to 
the United States situated in Spanish or Mexican land grants— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6780) to amend an act entitled 
An act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the 
courts of the United States,“ approved August 1, 1838—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A bill H. R. 6781) to establish a 
committee for the promotion of literature, art, science, and in- 
vention—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6782) to establish a committee for the pro- 
motion of literature, art, science, and invention—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 5 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A joint resolution (H. Res, 167) to raise 
a committee to codify the laws of the District of Columbia to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6783) granting a pension to En- 
gelbert Nagel, Company G, Fifty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6784) granting a pension to Mary V.Scriven, 
widow of the late Gardner R. Scriven—to the Committee on’ 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R.6785) for 
the relief of Jacob Baum, Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6786) for relief of the estate of Stephen 
Roberts, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6787) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer, of 
Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R 6788) for thereliefof Stephen E. Beauchamp, 
East Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6789) for the re- 
lief of J. M. Huffmaster, administrator of Mary Counts—io the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6790) to widen, deepen, and im- 
prove the channel of the Elizabeth River, Virginia, from Hamp- 
ton Roads to the Norfolk Navy-yard—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Protest of the pastor and trustees of the 
Evangelical Lutheran e Rhine Bid of Lowell. Dodge County, 
Wis., against the proposed Christian amendment to the Consti- 
tution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution adopted by mass meet- 
ing of citizens of Highland, Colo., favoring the passage of what 
is known as the Stone immigration bill—to the Commmittee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the Furniture Movers’ Union 
of Detroit, in favor of Government ownership and control of the 
adic Pa systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 


By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of M. A. Young and 19 other citi- 
zens of Indianapolis, Ind., in favor of Senate bill 1333—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of members of Integrity Lodge, 
No. 139, Ancient Order of United Workmen of Philadelphia, in 
favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, Senate bill 
1353 and House bill 4897, in the interest of fraternal society and 
pe be journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

s 


By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Paper from A. W. Hosford, 
Charles Van Horn, and A. W. Kemler, of Dubuque, Iowa, 
setting forth the injustice of the Wilson tariff bill as atfecting 
national building and loan associations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Evangelical Lutheran St. Paul's 
Churches, of LeRoy, and at township Warren, Bremer County, 
lowa, St. John’s Church, at Fairbank, Immanuel Church, at 
Klinger, and Ziou's Church, at Hampton Iowa, against the ado 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution recognizing the esta 
lishment of religion—to the Committee on the 8 ; 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the citizensand minersof Golden, 


RS 
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N. Mex., praying for the ge of House bill 6169—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and g- 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Protest of Immanuel Lutheran 
Church of Decatur, Ind., t the proposed religious amend- 
ment of the Federal Constitution—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Protests of St. Peter's Evangelical Lu- 
theran Churches of Gibson and Whitley County, Ind., against 
the proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Dr. John B. Rumph, of Ouachita County, Ark.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Thomas K. Cree and others, for 
additional legislation for the suppression of lotteries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of W. Z. Friedrich, pastor, and E. H. 
Geske, Gustave Race and Henry Kuehn, trustees of St. John's 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of the town of Lincoln, Eau 
Claire County, Wis., against the so-called God-in-the-Constitu- 
tion amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Furniture Movers’ 
Union, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental ownership 
and control of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TYLER (by request): Petition of citizens of Norfolk, 
Va., to exempt national and local building and loan associations 
from the operation of the income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Papers toaccompany House 
bill 6774 to grant an honorable discharge to John A. White—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 80 citizens of Worcester, Mass., 

raying for legislation restricting immigration—to the Commit- 
be on Immigration and Naturalization. ; 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 23, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of Thomas 
Jordan Jarvis, sppained by the Governor of North Carolina a 
Senator from that State to fill until the next meeting of the 
Legislature thereof the vacancy caused by the death of Zebulon 

rd Vance in the term ending March 3,1897; which were read 
and ordered to be filed. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in pursuance of 
law, a supplemental report including 3 omitted 
from a prior list of final judgments rendered in favor of claim- 
ants t the United States not paid, arising from Indian 
dep tions; which, with the accompanying. paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CAPITOL CORNER STONE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


communication, which was read: 
c WASHINGTON, D. C., April 21, 1894. 


to commemorate the 
18, 1793, by President George Was 
As legislation will be necessary to carry out the purpose of the general 
committee, I have the honor to request that the subject may be brought to 
the attention of Congress, onl that the matter of the inscrip- 
tion upon the tablet be left tot tion of thejoint committee appointed 
under the joint. resolution of Congress ve — — angost 17, 1893, and that 
the selection of the precise locality for the insertion of the tablet, as well as 
the work connec’ with such insertion, be placed under the direction of 
the 8 of oe sone 3 ; 
ery respec , your most o ent servant, 
z L. GARDNER, 


Chairman General Committee, 

Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 

President United States Senate, 

Mr. VOORHEES. In this connection I ask unanimous. con- 
sent to introduce and have considered a joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolution will be read 
the first time by its title, and the second time at length, if there 
be no objection. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 77) prorina for the placing of 
a tablet upon the Capitol to commemorate the laying of the cor- 


r 


ner stone of the building, September 18, 1893, was read the first 
time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas 939 committee of citizens of the United States, of which 
Lawrence G: er is chairman, have donated to the United States a bronze 
tablet to be placed u the Capitol to commemorate the laying of the cor- 
ner stone ofthe building, September 18, 1793. Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of sentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress ä the United States accept the said tablet, 
and that the Architect of the Capitol be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause the same, when approved by the fg ee appointed 


under joint resolution of Congress of Au 17, 1893, to be placed in or upon 
the southeast wall of the north wing of Sage original Capitol b upon 
stance 


such suitable place as he, the said Architect, may select, at such 
above the corner stone laid by George 1 Se ber 18, 1793, as in 
the judgment ot said Architect may be best sulted. to ay the same, with- 
out detracting from the architectural effect of the b * 

Mr. VOORHEES. It may not be improper to say that the 
committee having in charge the centennial celebration of the 
laying the corner stone of the Capitol have so well managed 
their affairs as to have a moderate surplus fund left with which 
to provide for this bronze tablet. The tablet is to be placed at 
a point to indicate the precise spot where the corner 
stone was laid. That locality has been ascertained, and this is 
a movement to mark the spot for all time to come. I think it a 
charming and a most excellent thing to do, and the committee 
which have had charge of this matter are d of great 
credit.. They have asked nothing of Congress, they have been 
at no expense to the Government, and they have the money to 
spare to make this provision. I thought it best to explain the 
matter. I ask for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. GRAY. While the Senator is on his feet in regard to 
this very appropriate act that has been performed, let me ask 
him whether the description on the tablet is tocontain the name 
of any private person or of the donors of the tablet? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think not. 

Mr. GRAY. It ought not to do so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think it does not, although on that sub- 
ject I am not at all advised. Ishould say not, very decidedly. 
However, that can be easily controlled or ed. I do not 
think there is any such purpose at all. It is a tablet to mark 
the locality of the original corner stone laid by George 
Washington, September 18 1793. 

Mr. GRAY. The good taste of the gentlemen connected with 
this enterprise would suggest that no such thing should be done; 
but I think it cogi; to be assured. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Thejoint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act entitled An act to estabiish 
circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I present a memorial of propona owners on 
Lstreetin this city, in opposition to Senate bill 1630 and House 
bill 6596, authorizing the Belt Railway Company to extend its 
tracks and runits cars from New Yorkavenue anal: street west- 
wardly along L street to Eleventh street and L street to Connec- 
ticut avenue, eto. As the memorial is a carefully prepared state- 
ment of matters bearing on this question, and is very important 
to the interests of a large part of the District, I ask that it be 
printed as a miscellaneous document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. HALE. Before that order is made I wish to say that for 
one I welcome very heartily any expression in reference to Dis- 
trict street railroads that comes from somebody else besides the 
projectors. There is a general view on the part of speculators 
and schemers in street railroads that Washington is essentially 
a good place for their operations; and I am very glad the Sena- 
tor from Vermont has brought here a. protest from le who 
are interested in these roads, because they live in the neighbor- 
hood where a pro road would run. I hope the Committee 
on the District of Columbia in considering this matter will give 
due attention to these people, and before anything is done have 
them called, and let there be a thorough hearing, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
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the Committee on the District of Columbia, and printed as adoc- 
ument, in the absence of objection. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. The latter part of last month a delegationof 
16 women employed in the various textile establishments of 
Massachusetts and Rhode Island visited the Capitol for the pur- 

of presenting a respectful protest to the Senate Finance 
8 against the adoption of the Wilson tariff bill, which 
3 pending in the Senate. These women, I believe, fairly 

present the Views and opinions of the more than 2,000,000 wage 

earning women of the United States. The majority of the Fi- 
nance Committee declined to give them a hearing. They then 
asked the minority members of the committee to hear their 
statement,and the Republican members of the committee con- 
sented. All the Senators who heard their statement will agree 
with me that it was a very important and interesting one. I 
now present, in the form of a memorial, the statement made at 
the hearing, and ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none, andthe 
memorial will lie on the table and be printed as a document. 

Mr, HARRIS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Bristol, 
Greenyille, Knoxville, and Morristown, all in the State of Ten- 
nessee, praying that national building and loan associations and 

ocal building and loan associations be exempted from the pro- 
Seas the proposed income tax; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Fountain City Lodge, No. 13, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Fountain City, Wis., pray- 
ing that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to 
the mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of membersof the faculty of the 
University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis., remonstrating against 
the proposed transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey from 
the Treasu partment to the Navy and Interior Depart- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee on Naval irs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of a eer to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 
proansa; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petitionof sundry citizens of San An- 
tonio, Tox» preying that national building and loan associations 
and local ding and loan associations: be exempted from the 

provisions of the proposed income tax; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. f 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ston- 
ington, Conn., and a petition of sundry citizensof Durham, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enabie the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 

roducts; which were referred to the Committes on Interstate 
8 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of sundry American 
workmen, residents of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the 8 of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the Retail Clerks’ 
Unionand the Barbers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for 
the governmental control of the niet yee service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (for Mr. SrocKBRIDGE) presented the me- 
morial of John Wertheimer, of Cheboygan,Mich., and the me- 
morial of J. C. Wooster, of Cheboygan, Mich., remonstrating 
against the imposition of an income tax on national building 
and loan associations and local building and loan associations; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented petitions of the 
Book Binders and Rulers’ Union; of the Trunk Makers’ Union, 
and of the Furniture Movers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying 
for the governmental control of the telegraph service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN presented the memorial of Isaac S. Lee, J. W. 
Tauber, A. Burrow, J. P. Ellis, Fred Hall, and 127 other citi- 
zens of Leavenworth, Kans., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of proposed Sunday leg on as advocated by the National 
Reform Association; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, 

He also presented the petition of Isaac Moon and anced 
other citizens ol Randolph, Kans., ying that fraternal soci- 
ety and college journals be admitted to the mailsas second-class 


~ 


matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads. 
Mr. QUAY presented a. petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. T4 
of Nicktown, raying for the of the so-called Hill 


a. 
oleomargarine bil ; Which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Powelton Building Asso- 
ciation, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passago 
of the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Cigarmakers’ Union No. 
242, of York, Pa.; of the United Association of Journeymen 
Plumbers, Gas Fitters, Steam Fitters, and Steam Fitters’ p- 
ers of the United States, of Pittsburg, Pa., and of Cigarmakers’ 
International Union of America, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented potitions of J. G. Dietrick and 60 other citi- 
zens of Oxford; of Council No. 507, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Point Marion; of Council No. 833, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Oxford; of 
Venango Council, No. 358, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Franklin; of Council No. 290, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Manorville; of Council No. 658, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Smith’s Ferry; 
of Council No. 181, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
of Erle, and of Reserve Council, No. 253, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the inspection of immigrants by United 
States consuls; which were referred tò the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

also presented petitions of Fidelity Lodge, No. 17, Shield 
of Honor; of Alexander Henry and 23 other citizens, and of 
Charles H. Savidge and 44 other citizens, all of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-elass matter; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Seran- 
ton, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment: No. 60, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Johnstown, Pa., remonstrating against any 
change in the law providing for the management of soldiers’ 
homes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. BUTLER presented petitions of 52 citizens and business 
firms of South Carolina, praying that national building and loan 
associations and local building and loan associations beexempted 
from the provisions of the proposed income tax; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a statement on behalf of the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada, aud joint resolutions and me- 
morials to Congress from these States in relation to certain war 
claims, and praying for the reimbursement of moneys by them 
expended in the suppression of the rebellion when aiding the 
United States in maintaining the common defense” on the Pa- 
cific coast. The bill S. 1295 has been reported favorably, and 
quite an elaborate report was submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. This is a statement of additional mat- 
ter which might be put in the RECORD, but I present it and ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that it may be printed aa 
a document to go with the report of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WHITR on the 
17th instant, intended to be proposed to the puny civil appro- 

riation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 5 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
12th instant, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

COURTS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam instructed by the Committes on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for 
the division of the eastern district of Michigan intothe northern 
and southern divisions, and for holding the circuit and district 
courts of the United States therein, and for other purposes, to 
report it favorably, without amendment. I also, by the same 
instruction, ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. I 
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desire to state that it is simply a bill for the division of the east- 


ern district of Michigan into two subdistricts. The bill has 
been carefully considered. There are no amendments pro d. 
It has been lying awaiting action for some time, and 1 ask that 
it bo put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, 5 to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VILAS. I am also directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1120) to provide for the 
division of the eastern district of Michigan into the northern 
and southern divisions. and for holding the circuit and district 
courts of the United States therein, and for other pur s, to 
report adversely thereon. I move that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1942) grant- 
ing to the Soule College Association of the Methodist Episco- 
Det Church for educational purposes certain lands in Kansas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1943) granting a pension to 
Annie Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1944) for the relief of cer- 
tain Indians: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr.DOLPH. I willstate that both this bill and an amend- 

ment which I submit to be pro d to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill are intended to cure a difficulty which I think has been 
encountered in administering the law for the allotment of lands 
to Indians. Sometimes there is a controversy about the lands, 
and rights are entirely dependent upon the action of the Land 
Department. The object of this proposed a is to give 
Indians or persons of Indian descent who claim lands a right 
to maintain an action, or suit, or other proceedings in regard to 
them the same as if they were citizens of the United States. 

I move that the bill and proposed amendment be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by re uest) introduced a bill (S. 1945) for 
the relief of Holmes & thers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwas requested by a gentleman of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, claiming to represent a large number of per- 
sons, to introduce a bill and ask its reference to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1946) to dispose of idle labor and discourage idle 
wealth in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
rend the first time by its title. 

ae CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read the second time 
in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Whereas it is desirable to employ the idle labor, advance the rate of wages, 


and bring homes within easier reach of the homeless; and 


Whereas it is desirable to reduce rent and interest, and to keep vacant 


land from advancing in price; and 
2 it is desirable to avoid the support of the destitute by charity; 


an 

Whereas it is desirable to secure these ends and to make certain public 
improvements without taxing anything but the profits derived from gam- 
bling in land values and holding wealth in idleness: Therefore, 

Bé it enacted, etc., That there shall be levied on all idle land subject to tax- 
ation within the District of Columbia a special tax each year, which tax 
in each case shall be equal to the increase in the market value of such land 
a the preceding year; and that the revenue thus obtained shall be ap- 
propriated to the employment of the idle citizens of the District in the con- 
struction and management of such public works as Congress may, from time 
to time, direct. 

That all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith be, and they are hereby, 
repealed; and this act shall take effect when approved. 


Mr. DOLPH. I should like to know from the Senator from 
Kansas what is covered by ‘‘and so forth,” where, as I caught 
the reading, it is provided that homes are to be brought within 
easy reach, and so forth. If that means existing homes within 
reach of the army that is marching on Washington, I certainly 
object to the bill. 

. PEFFER. I stated that I introduce the bill at the request 
ofa gentleman of this District who prepared the measure. I 
know nothing about it except that, and I am in no wise responsi- 
ble for it. I do not even know what and so forth” in that con- 
nection means, if it occurs in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill goes to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) provid- 
ing for the publication of an additional number of the CONGRES- 


SIONAL RECORD, sufficient to supply three copies to each of the 
several National Soldiers’ Homes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BERRY (for Mr. JONES of Arkansas) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil approprier bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to ba printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was referred to 
the Select Committee to Investigate the Geological Survey, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House 1 concurring), That there 
eae aca tor the use of Congress 15, additional copies of the report, 
with index, of the Committee on Fore Relations relating to the Nicara- 
gua Canal: of which number 5,000 shall for the use of the Senate, and 10,- 
shall be for the useof the House of Representatives, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5216) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in cer- 
tain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business No. 400, being a resolution providing 
for the appointment of a select committee to be known as the 
Committee on Communication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. [Putting the question.] The noes 
8 to prevail. 

r. PEY FER. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read at length, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 14th instant as follows: — 


Whereas there exists in many places and on the part of large numbers of 
citizens, individually and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the 
city of Was m for the purpose of personally presenting to Congress 
their views with respect to pendingand prospective measures of legislation; 

Whereas many of such oa pg and bodies are reported to be now on their 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid; and 

ereas, to the end that these, our petitioners, shall have full and respect- 

ful hearing. and that proceedings attending their communications with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transaction 
of other public business: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu- 

cation, whose duty it shall be to receive all written or printed communi- 
cations from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the capital, or intendi 
to make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, an 
to receive all petitions. memorials, and remonstrances of such persons and 
bodies and hear them orally in relation to the matters and things about which 
they desire to communicate with the Senate. The committee shall repors 
fully to the Senate, from time to time, as other committees report. 

e Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol, or 
other buil ing belonging to the Government, for the use of said committee 
p ren e same with the necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 
of business. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas to take up the resolution which has 
been read. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noss 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a vote by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. - 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. CAMERON. I do not know 
how he would vote on this proposition, but if he were present I 
should vote “nay.” If the junior Senator from Pennsylvania 
Seg QUAY] will intimate what the vote of his colleague would 

on the proponitan; I shall be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 


1894. 
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I have a general 
As 


Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
r with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN]. 
e is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE}. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was culled). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], but 
Iam satisfied that if he were present he would vote nay“ on 
this proposition, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. VILAS when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. In his absence from 
the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. HIGGINS]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I have ob- 
served that a number of Senators have announced their pairs. 
What I wish to inquire is, whether on a question of this kind 
pairs may properly be announced? If the Chair will state the 
rule in reference to it he will relieve my mind on this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state to the Senator 
from Kansas that it is a subject over which the Chair has no 
jurisdiction. It is a question for the determination of each Sen- 
ator for himself. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I ask that the Senators 
who have announced be requested to vote. 

“Mr. GORMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont] Mr. 
PROCTOR], and therefore withhold my vote. 

; noe result was announced—yeas 17, nays 26, not voting 41; as 
ollows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—17. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Peffer, Teller, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Perkins, Washburn. 
Allison, Hawley, Power, 
Cullom, Kyle, Shoup, 
Davis, Martin, Stewart, 

NAYS—26. 
Bate, George, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, orrill, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 

Al, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
Coke, 0. Roach, 
Say Mills, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—41. 

Black Dubois, Lindsay, Quay. 
Brice, Faulkner, Lodge, Ransom, 
Butler, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Caffery, Gordon, McPherson, Sq y 
Call, Hale, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Camda Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Cameron, Hill. Morgan, Wilson, 
Carey, Hoar. Murphy, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Hunton, Pet DA 
Dixon, Irby. Platt, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK 


Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and ani- 
mals in Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said 
park, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. I have some further amendments to propose to 
the amendment reported by the committee in addition to those 
which I offered on Saturday. 

In section 4, line 41, after the word years,” I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘either,” and after the word both,” to strike out 
together with the,” and insert “and be adjudged to pay all;” 
so as to read: 


And shall be subjected to a fine of not more than $1,000 or imprisonment 
not exceeding two years or both and 
ceedings, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


be adjudged to pay all costs of the pro- 


Mr. VEST. Inline 53 of the same section, before the word 
„ punishment,” I move to insert the word“ other;” so as to read: 

Said forfeiture shall be 8 and ordered by the court as a penalty 
in addition to the other punishment provided in this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 5, line 24, before the word“ appeal,” 
I move to strike out the word their;” so as to read: 

But the United States circuit court in said district may prescribe rules of 
procedure and practice for said commissioner in the trial of cases and for 
appeal to said United States district court. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 30 of the same section, before the word 
‘t cause,” I move to strike out the word ‘ proper,” and insert 
t“ probable,” so as to read, ‘* probable cause is shown for holding 
the person,” ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 33, after the word 
State,“ I move to insert the words of Wyoming.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 37, of the same section, before the word 
“t bailable,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘ offenses,” and insert 
the word cases, so as to read: 

Provided, That the said commissioner shall grant bail in all cases bailable 
under the laws of the United States and said State. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 6, line 6, after the word ‘‘ courts,” I 
move tostrike out the word ‘‘ shall” and insert the word may,” 
so as to read: 

ana me said United States district and circuit courts may hold one ses- 
Sion, € 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line7,after the word Wyo- 
ming,” I move to insert or at any other convenient place in said 
State of Wyoming,” so as to read: 

May hold one session of said courts annually at the town of Sheridan, in 
the State of Wyoming, or at any other convenient place in said State of 
Wyoming at such date as the said courts may order, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 7, line 1, after the word “act,” I move 
to insert ‘‘shall, in addition to the fees allowed by law to other 
United States commissioners, be paid annually a salary of $1,000, 
to be paid r 8 

As the bill stands as proposed to be amended by the commit- 
tee it only gives to the commissioner, who must be a resident in 
the park, the same fees that are allowed by law to other United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuitcourt. As a mit- 
ter of course, anyone who knows that k will immediately 
agree thit that would be no silary at all. The commissioner 
will possibly have very few cases; no one c im tell how many; and 
the fees would only amount to an insignific int sum, fifty or one 
hundred dollars a year, upon which he could not live. I submit 
if a commissioner is to reside in the park and stay there, winter 
and summer, he should receive a salary upon which at least he 
could live. I propose to give him, besides the fees, $1,000 a year. 
It is a responsible position, and there ought to bs a good man ap- 
pointed to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. VEST. In section 9, line 3, after the word ‘‘also,” I 
mere to insert the words having in said building,” so as to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be erected in the park a 
suitable building to be used as a jail, and also have in said building an office 
for the use of the commissioner, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to offer two other amendments, which I 
overlooked. In section 1 of the proposed amendment of the 
committee, line 3, after the word Park,” I move to strike out 
the words in the State of Wyoming;” so as to read: 

That the Yellowstone National Park as now defined, or as may be hereaf- 
ter defined or extended. etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 4, line 29, before the word“ hundred,” 
T move to strike out one“ and insert ‘‘ three;” so as to read: 

And shall forfeit or pay for every such offense the sum of $300. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I have no further amendments to offer to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Territories as amended. 

e amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in, 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

Tho bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. CAREY. I move that the Senate ask for a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 


passed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
, rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to. reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other pu 

Mr. QUAY. With the consent of the Senate, I have agreed 
to yield the floor to-day upon the pending bill to the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, in all the legislation that 
has come before Congress in the history of the Government, 
there has been none probably that has created so general an 
interest and so profoundly stirred the public mind of the country, 
carrying apprehension and alarm, as the measure now under 
consideration in the Senate, unless perhaps we except the legis- 
lation between 1850 and the breaking out of the war in 1861, 
including the repeal of the Missouri compromise in 1854, and 
that soon followed it. The questions considered during that 
period, however, were more of sentiment and morals than such 
as relate to the material or economic interests of the country. 

Measures looking to substantial changes in methods of raising 
revenue, and the application of economic principles, have at all 
times ‘attracted more or less attention with those whose interests 
are more directly and immediately involved. Such was the 
case as far back as the consideration of the so-called Walker 
tariff law in 1846, as the debates in Congress at that time clearly 
show. This was an ad valorem tariff, the handmaid and near 
relation of free trade, and as wes Are possible an ideal Demo- 
cratic tariff, but one that paralyzed industries, discouraged busi- 
ness, and impoverished the country and led up to the panic and 
crash of 1857, leaving the Government with a bankrupt Treas- 

ury, and an impaired credit, and a prelude to the disgraceful con- 
dition of things which existed when the Democratic party sur- 
rendered power in 1861, 

The so-called Morrill tariff law, and those following later, 
largely increasing duties demanded by the exigencies of the war 
situation, were discussed with great interest in both Houses of 
Congress. Such, also, was the case with the Morrison bill, of 
horizontal structure, and the Mills bill, not without elements of 
fairness and justice, both of which, though not enacted into law, 
created a widespread interest through the country. The tariff 
revision of 1883, where duties were reduced, also excited much 
attention and created great interest throughout the country, as 
was also the case with the tariff law of 1890, or the so-ealled Me- 
Kinley bill. 

But, Mr. President, there has been no instance in the history 
of tariff legislation where the whole population of the country 
has been so deeply interested, excited, and alarmed as at the 
present time. d how could it be otherwise? There is 
scarcely an interest in any State of the Union, and certainly in 
no Northern State, which is not imperiled and threatened under 
the provisions of this bill—a bill not for protection and crea- 
tion, but for destruction. 

Mr. President, the effect of this bill, so far as the New England 
and other Eastern States are concerned, can not fail to be most 
disastrous, for I can see no possible escape from the closing of 
their great mills and factories. rendering valueless millions in- 
vested in plant; or else largely reducing the price of labor em- 
ployed to substantially the basis of foreign labor, either of 
Which must prove unfortunate and disastrous to those great in- 
dustrial communities. And all this will be true, toa less extent 
perhaps, in my own State and the other States of the North- 
west, engaged solargely in agricultural pursuits. 

The people of Minnesota, prior to the enactment of the law of 
1890, have been to a limited extent only, direct beneficiaries of 
8 diss tariff legislation. The interests of our people have 

n in the productions of the soil and in the creation of real 
wealth; yet in all the years since the settlement of the State, 
and during its development, intelligent observation and experi- 
ence have taught them to believe in the policy of protection,and 
that too on its broadestlines and basic principles. They have 
learned to know by practical experience that the prosperity of 


each portion of the country can only be coincident of that of the 
whole. In other words, that the producing sections of the coun- 
try could prosper oi the manufacturin, 


tions prosper. 


and industrial sec- 


They have learned that the best market for their 


better consumer for their flour, corn, their 


products was the: home: market, furnished by the development 
and maintenance of home industries. 

Under the inspiration of this protective policy, they have 
seen industrial development throughout the entire land that 
has no parallel in history. They have seen the furnaceslighted 
on both sides of the Alleghenies; they have seen the iron rails 
span the continent upon a half dozen different lines, and a rail- 
road system developed reaching every State, county, and ham- 
let almost in the land, with rtation of their products re- 
duced by one-half or more. In the past few years they have 
seen industries of every kind and description, and in all locali- 
ties, spring into existence as if by magic, until the country has 
become one great workshop, and millions of intelligent laborers 
employed on a basis never known under other conditions or in 
other countries, and coincident with all this development they 
have had furnished them a home market for their products. 

They have learned that the well-paid, intelligent wage-work- 
ers of our own country are larger and better consumers of their 
products than the poorly paid and half-starved laborers of other 
countries; they have come to know that the laborer in New Eng- 
land, receiving from 81.50 to $2 per day for a day's work, is a 
rk and their beef, 
and all their great productions, than the pinched and poverty- 
stricken laborer of other countries, receiving but 40 and 50 cents 
a day for the same service, and able to maintain an existence 
little above the animal, consuming food scant in quantity and 
poor in quality. 

With scarcely an exception in a period of thirty years, the 
best marketin the world forall this production has been found 
at home, and so upon general principles it has followed that 
the theories of doctrinaires and the clamor and appeals of dem- 
agogues have been disregarded, and Minnesota, from the day of 
its admission as a: State into the Union in 1858, has remained 
strong and sturdy in its adherence to the policy of protection of 
American industries and American labor. 

Lhave said that the poonle of Minnesota have been only toa 
limited extent direct beneficiaries. of protective tariff legisla- 
tion. This is true. Until the tariff act of 1890, their products 
have received no just or adequate protectionagainst the compe- 
tition of other countries. 

Inthe enactment of the law: of 1890 the farmers of the West 
for the first time in the history of tariff legislation received that 
to which they were entitled. It is the first instance that duties 
had been levied. sufficiently large to operate as a barrier to the 
competition of the farm products of the Canadian Provinces. 

In 1889 we imported from Canada 11,365,881 bushels of barley, 
valued at $7,721,475; in 1890 substantially the same amount, and 
this was done under a duty of 10 cents a bushel. In 1893, with 
a duty at 30 cents per bushel, we imported 1,969,761 bushels only 
at a valuation of $921,301, a falling off of over 9,000,000 bushels. 
The production of this 9,000,000 bushels. was transferred from 
Canada to States of the Northwest, including Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, the two Dakotas, and Montana. 

The present bill reduces. the duty on barley. to 30 per cent ad 
valorem, which, with the valuation probably put upon it in Can- 
ada, will make the duty less even than prior to 1890, so that 
there would seem to be no good reason, with this reduction of 
uty, why. the same or even larger amounts will not be im: 
ported from Canada than prior to 1890. 

This is one practical object lesson as to the effect of this bill 
on the productions of the West. I could. go on with other pro- 
ductions, as potatoes, hay, flax, hops, eggs, pease, cheese, and 
other food and agricultural products, and show the same results 
would apply to them, but will not do so at this time, but shall 
take occasion when the bill is considered. by paragraphs to treat 
the subject more in detail. 

But, Mr. President, there is another provision in this bill 
which will affect the farmers of the Northwest more disas- 
trously than even the reduction of duties to which I havereferred, 
and that is the repeal of the reciprocity provisions in the lawof 
1890. There is probably no section of the country where the 
effect of reciprocity treaties with foreign nations consummated 
by the wisdom and persistent efforts of Mr. Blaine, under the 
late Administration, have been so marked and favorable as the 
States of the Northwest. 

No legislation has been so favorably received and hailed with 
so much delight in the Northwestern States as the reciprocity 
legislation in the act of 1890. In these treaties no interests 
were more carefully guarded and advanced than the agricultu- 
ral interests, and more especially those of the Northwestern 
States. No one appreciated more fully the importance of fur- 
nishing new racket to our agricultural products than Mr. 
Blaine, and he seemed to have had this constantly in view in the 
p tion of these treaties, not only with Spain and the South 
American Republics, but also with Germany. 
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You can, therefore, Mr. President, well imagine that the 


ple of Minnesota, as well as the other Northwestern States, look 
with more alarm upon the repeal of this reciprocity legislation 
any other of its provisions. 

I now come to the discussion of the question of the abandon- 
ment ot the policy of reciprocity with foreign nations, including 
our sister republics on this hemisphere, inaugurated and given 
vitality in the tariff law of 1890. 

But before entering upon such discussion I desire to give no- 
tice that at the proper time I shall ask a vote of the Senate 
upon the following amendment to the tariff bill: 

Sxkc.—. That the removal and reduction of duties provided for in this act 
alt apply only to articles imported from countries which shall have made 


and equivalent concessions in their tariff laws in favor of mer- 
chandise imported from the United States. 


I am not only opposed, Mr. President, to termination of the 
reciprocity arrangements already existing between the United 
States and other countries, but I am in favor of applying the 
same principle in all our foreign trade. 

It may be saying a great deal, but it seems to me that there is 
no provision in this remarkable bill, evidently having for its 

urpose the destruction of American industries and American 
eee so absolutely without excuse; so utterly devoid of 
reason, and ordinary business sense; so disastrous to the many 
great interests of this country, and apparently so vicious in pur- 
pose and design, as the repeal of the reciprocity provisions of 
the act of 1890, the handiwork of one of the wisest and far-seeing 
statesmen that this or any other country has ever produced— 
Mr. Blaine. 

The authors of this measure, both in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the members of the Finance Committee in the 
Senate, have e this subject with great misgiv- 
ings, even if not forebodings. They have, either from want of 
aclear understanding of the subject, or the requisite courage 
to meot this question in an open and manly way, floundered, un- 
til quite recently, amid uncertainty, doubt, and distrust as to 
what should be attempted or dared’ in connection with this im- 
portant legislation. 

The Finance Committee has, however, evidently taken the 
bull by the horns,” so to speak, and clearly disclosed their pur- 
pose and policy by incorporating into the bill the following lan- 
guage, which surely can not be misunderstood: 

SEC. 104. That sections 3, 15, and 16 of an act approved October 1. 1890, en- 
titled ‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes.“ are hereby repealed; and all agreements or arrangements 
made or ‘proclaimed between the United States and fore} ‘overnments 
under the provisions of said section arehereby abrogated. ofwhich the Presi- 


dent shall give such notice tothe authorities of said foreign governments 
as muy be required by the terms of such agreements or arrangements. 


But, Mr. President, before entering upon the discussion in 
details of the provision as now clearly presented, I think it may 
be well to bring to the attention of the Senate and the country 
the doubt and uncertainty that has shrouded this question from 
the time the Committee on Ways and Means submitted the re- 
port which accompanied the bill when it was finally sent to the 
House of Representatives up to the present time, if forno other 
purpose, as indicative of a want of a clear understanding and of 
consistency and logic which has attached from its introduction 
and passage in the House of Representatives, and the finishing 
touches which it has received at the hands of the subcommittee 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate which has reported the 
bill in its present shape, making such observations as occur to 
me in following it through its different stages. 

In the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, which 
accompanied the bill when It was submitted to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, appears this paragraph: 

It is the purpose of the present bill to repeal in foto section 3 of the tariff 


act ot October 1, 1890, commonly but most erroneously called its reciprocity 
provision. 


The section in the pending bill, as it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reads as follows: 

SEC: 89. That section 3 ot an act approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An act 
toreduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,“ is hereby repealed, and that all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. but the repeal of exist- 
ing laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any 

done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or 
commenced in any civil cause before the said repeal or modifications; but 
all rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced 
nthesame manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made, ete: 


THD FORCE OF THE SECTION AND ITS EFFECT. 


If I read this section aright, Mr. President, it was intended 
by, the committee of the House of Representatives which framed 
this bill to deprive the Executive of any further authority under 
the reciprocity section of the act of 1890, but not to disturb the 
rights that may have been heretofore acquired under the pro- 


visions of that section. In other words, the fifteen commercial 
arrangements which now exist between the United States and 
foreign nations by the authority of that act were intended by 
the House to remain as they are, but the President was for- 
bidden to negotiate more like them. 

It seems to me that no other interpretation can be placed upon 
the language of section 89-of the House bill, foritsays distinctly 
that the repeal of existing laws shall not affect any act done or 
any right accruing or accrued, ‘but all rights and liabilities 
under said laws shall continue, and may be enforced inthesame 
manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made.” 
That this was the intention of the House of Representatives is 
shown by the discussion of the section referred to on the 25thof 
January, 1894. Mr. SPRINGER, addressing the House, said: 


Mr. Chalrman, I think there should be added to the end of this section a 
proviso that the treaties made in Ponte of the provisions of that act 
shouid remain in force the same as if the section had not been repealed. I 
offer an amendment of that character. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

‘Provided, That all treaties heretofore made in pursuance of the provi- 
sions of said section shall continue in force until abrogated by their terms, 
the same as if said section had not been repealed.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the only object of this is to provide that 
the treaties that have been made in pursuance of this section which is now 
to be repealed shall be continued in force until abrogated by the terms of 
thetreaty, the same as if the section had not been repealed. 


To which Mr. TURNER, a member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, replied. 
The proposition is to repeal the reciprocity clause express and explicit 


provisions, but it does notin any way affect these agreements. I 
suggest to the gentleman that his amendment is entirely superfluous, 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia added the following: 


We are repealing what we never belleved was constitutional—the authority 
given to the President of the United States, when in his judgment other 
countries charged duties which he does not believe to be reciprocal, he shall 
issue an Executive proclamation suspending a law and fi rates upon 
certain articles imported from those countries. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, another member of the com- 
mittee, said: 
The proposition of the committee is to repeal the provision of the McKin- 


ley law which authorizes the President to agreements without refer- 
ring tho questions to Congress. 


Mr. SPRINGER, in the course of subsequent debate, returned 
to the subject, and put the question in directly to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means. Said he: 

I understand that the gentleman from West Virginia contends that it (tho 


repeal of section 3 of the McKinley law) will destroy these agreements, be- 
cause he is of the opinion that they ought not to have been made. 


To which Mr. WILSON of West Virginia replied, “The gentle- 
man is mistaken.” 
Whereupon Mr. SPRINGER said again: 

If I understand the purport ofthe amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] itis to repeal the law under which 
certaincommercial agreements have been made with certain foreign coun- 
tries. If yourepeal the authority for making those agreements you destroy 
the agreements themselves. 

Mr. TURNER. Where does the gentleman from Illinois find authority for 
that proposition? ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. [find it in the general principle that when a statute su- 
thorizes any particular thing to be done and yourepealthe statute, the thing 
that is to be done or that has been done is abrogated, 


THE EFFECT UPON THE DUTY ON SUGAR. 


The repealing section in the bill when it was originally given 
to the public by the Senate Committee on Finance was precisely 
the same as that passed by the House of resentatives, ex- 
cepting only the number, which in the original was 89, was 
changed to 106. It therefore was intended and understood to 
mean exactly what itdid when it was discussed by the House of 
Representatives, or we are compelled to infer that the commit- 
tee have not treated this very important subject with entire 
candor. But another section of the bill restored a duty upon 
sugar, which can not be collected upon four-fifths of the imports 
of that article into the United States as long as the reciprocity 
arrangementscontinue with Brazil,Germany, Austria-Hungary, 
and the Spanish and British colonies in the West Indies. Sugar 
would therefore have practically remained free if the bill had 
remained as originally prepared by the subcommittee, notwith- 
standing a pretense of restoring a duty in another section. 

I regret very much, Mr. President, that the bill has again been 
changed so as to instruct the President to give notice of a desire 
on the part of the United States to terminate these treaties, be- 
cause no such desire exists and the announcement of the purpose 
of the committee has been received with ee regret by the 
people of Minnesota, and I may add by all who have an intelli- 
gent appreciation of the efforts that have been made and the 
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methods which must be used to extend our commerce with for- 
foreign countries. 

I may be pardoned for again referring to the debate upon this 
question in the House of Representatives. Mr. COOMBS, à Demo- 
cratic Representative from New Vork, is a merchant who has 
been engaged for many years in trade with the West Indies and 
South America, and I am informed that the house of which he 
is the senior partner is the largest exporter of general merchan- 
dise for the United States to those countries, and he therefore 
speaks from practical experience and personal knowledge. 


OPINION OF A DEMOCRATIO MERCHANT 


Referring to the proposed repeal of what is known as the 
reciprocity section, Mr. COOMBS said: 
I do not believe in letting go these arrangements or in releasing any hold 
we have upon these foreigns markets. The men who would be the most in- 
ured by the abrogation of the section of the McKinley act now proposed to 
repealed would be the farmers. Under these agreements (and I am in 
that business) the United States has been able to e rt the farm products 
of this market to Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the West India Islands. I do not 
believe we should take the first step to deprive our farmers of those large 
markets which they did not have before and which they will not have after 
these trade arrangements are abrogated. 
Mr. ByxuM. To what extent have our farmers got there? 
Mr. Coomss. They have got there with their flour under thestrength of these 
trade arrangements; the duties on that article have been removed. Flour 
is now taken from the United States which was previously taken from 


free is concerned. 

Undoubtedly they will admit it, but do not let us be the first ones to give 
away the interests of the farmer, which are affected more by this than any 
others. Let them do the abrogating, and do not let us do it. 


A DECIDED DIFFERENCE OF OPINION IN THE COMMITTEE. 


But, Mr. President, if we are to accept newspaper reports, 
there has been a decided difference of opinion among the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee who framed this bill as to its exact 
meaning and intention with regard to the reciprocity arrange- 
ments. 

I tind in the newspapers of Germany a cablegram from Herr 
Rudolf Cronau, a distinguished writer who was sent to the United 
States by the Cologne Gazette—perhaps the most prominent 
and influential journal in the German Empire, and the mouth- 
piece of the Government—announcing that he had been personally 
assured by Mr. VEST, a Senator from Missouri and a member 
of the Finance Committee, that the commercial arrangement 
between the United States and the German Empire would not 
be affected by the passage of this bill, but that German sugar 
would continue to be admitted free into the ports of the United 
States regardless of the restoration of the duty upon similar 
products from other countries. 

I should like to ask my friend from Missouri if he gave Mr. 
Ç onau any such assurances, or by what authority this announce- 
ment was cabled?, This news has been spread all over Germany, 
and the peculiar relation of the Senator from Missouri to this 
bill has caused his statements to be received-as the voice of an 
oracle; and it may be said that the German Empire and the Ger- 
man people are not accustomed to the publication of reckless nd 
eareless announcements concerning official matters by their 
public men. 

I see in the Washington Post a corroboration of the cable- 

m of Mr. Cronau, and the mention of his name as the person 
to whom the Senator from Missouri made thisstatement. ~ I also 
find a very interesting and intelligent dispatch from Washing- 
ton in the Chicago Record of the same date, March 21, which 


includes also an interview with the chairman of the Finance 


Committee on the same subject: 


RECIPROCITY IS SAFE—NEGOTIATIONS NOT DISTURBED—SENATOR VEST 
SAYS EXISTING COMMERCIAL AGREEMENTS WILL NOT BE AFFECTED BY 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


[Special to the Chicago Record.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 12. 


Senator Vest said this afternoon that the tariff bill as reported from the 
Committee on Finance did not repeal or abrogate any of the reciprocity ar- 
rangements that were negotiated between the United States and foreign na 
tions under section 3 of the act of 1890, known as the reciprocity section. 

This was in answer to an inquiry made by Mr. Rudolph Cronau. the corre- 
spondent of the Cologne Gazette. who was sent from Germany to Was - 
ton by that paper to watch tariff legislation, particularly that which direct 
affects the interests of the German Empire, A treaty was negotiated with 
Germany under the reciprocity section, in which it was agreed to admit 
German beet-root sugar free into this country pro she removed the 
embargo from American meats and reduced her rates upon other icul- 
tural products from the United States. Under this treaty there has na 


very increase in the exchange of the articles affected. The e ts of 
corn from the United States to Germany from 82.000.000 to 87,000,000, 
e from $116,664 to $3,759,584, wheat from to $7,842,902, f. from 


784 to $1,493,445, oil cake from $1,182,041 to $2,828,169, and other articles in 


a corresponding d , While the imports of beet · root su; from Germany 
increased from 173,310,790 to 325,503,840 pounds. Ai 

Mr. VestTexplained further that it was the intention of the bill to repeal. 
the reciprocity clause of the McKinley law for the purpose of depriving the 
President of the power to er peas any further treaties under it, but it was 
not intended or desired to turb those that had already been negotiated 
and were now in force. He alluded particularly to the commercial agree- 
ments with Spain and with Germany, and said that they would bein no way 
affected by the bill. The retaliatory measures that had been directed at 
Haiti, Venezuela, and Colombia would, however, be revoked by the bill, and 
tho-e nations placed upon thesame footing as others. 

Mr. VOORHEES concurred in the views of Mr. VEST as tothe understan 
and 3 of the committee and the interpretation of the bill. Section! 
of the bill, as reported from the Senate committee, which was section 89 in 
the House bill, repeals section 111. which contains the reciprocity provision 
of the McKinley law, but it explicity provides that “the repeal of existin, 
laws or the modification thereof emoraced in this act shall not affect any ac 
done or any right or accrued before the said repeal, etc. ‘But all 
rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced in 
the same manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made.” 

Mr. VOORHEES said he did not see how language could be any plainer. It 
Was manifestly the intention of the committee, by recommending the repeal 
of section 3, to prevent the negotiation of more treaties, but it had ex- 
E provided that those which had already been negotiated should not 

affected in any way. If it had been the intention or desire to abrogate or 
revoke the reciprocity arrangements with Germany, Spain, Brazil, and 
other countries the bill would contain a section instructing the Presi- 
dent to terminate them, as was the case with the Hawaiian treaty. Mr. 
VOORHEES, then turning over the pages of the bill, called attention to sec- 
tion 105, which was in the House bill by the Finance Committee. 
provides that the President shall, immediately upon the passage of 
this act, give notice to the Government of the Hawaiian Islands that the 
United States intends to terminate the treaty of June 3, 1875," etc. 

“If we intended to terminate the German and Cuban treaties,” said Mr. 
9 we should have added a similar section to the bill referring to 

em.“ 

“Then 8 2 3 that 5 and guran su ma continue 
to come 8 S act until the reciprocity arrange- 
ments are te ated by the President!“ 

“That is my understanding,” replied Senator VOORHEES. Is not it yours, 
Evans?" said he, turning to Mr. Evans, the tariff expert from the Treasury 
who has been assis the committee. 

Ves.“ replied Mr. Evans. this bill will in no way affect the operation of 
the pending reciproclty arrangements.” 


This information is confirmed by the Washington correspond- 
ent of the New York Journal of Commerceand Commercial Bul- 
letin, on the following day, who appears to have been startled 
at the utterances of the two members of the Finance Committee 
on this subject, but secured from the Senator from Indiana a 
confirmation of the statement. He casts some reflections upon 
the intelligence of the committee, which I regret to see: 


A BLUNDER IN SUGAR DUTIES—SENATE AMENDMENTS DO NOT ABROGATH 
THB RECIPROCITY TREATIES—THE PROPOSED DUTIES, THEREFORE, ARE 
OF LITTLE IMPORTANCE, AS UNDER THE FOREGOING INTERPRETATION 85 
PER CENT OF RAW SUGAR WILL CONTINUE TO COME IN FREE—RECIPROCITY 
PROVISIONS OF THE HOUSE BILL. 


[From our own correspondent. } 


WASHINGTON, March 18. 


A colossal blunder has been discovered in the new tariff as amended by the 
Those who supposed that a duty of I cent per 
by the Senate amendments on raw sugar imported 
e United States, with a graduated scale up to 1.4 cents per pound on 
retined sugar. were somewhat startled this mo. g to read interviews with 
Senator VOORHEES and Senator VEST declaring that the Senate amendments 
did not abrogate the reciprocity arrangements under the old McKinley law. 
The bill as it passed the House provided that the third section of the McKin- 
ley law should be repealed, ‘‘ but the repeal of existing laws or modifications 
thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any act done or any right accru- 
ing or accrued. or any suit or proceedings had or commenced in any civil 
cause before the said repeal or modifications, but all rights and liabilities 
under said laws shall continue and may be enforced in the same manner as 
if said repeal or modifications had not been made.“ 

Senator VEsr fell back upon this qualifying clause as leaving in force all 
the reciprocity arrangements made under the McKinley law, and as going 
no further than prohibiting the making of additional arrangements of the 
same sort. 

Senator VOORHEES this morning concurred with this view so far as to say 
thai the . would not be abrogated except by notice 
on the part of the United States, When asked if he was aware that sugar 
from Cuba, from Germany, and from Brazil would continue to enter the 
United Sta es free of duty under this view of the case, he refused to continue 
the discussion. 

‘The suggestion that the Supreme Court had declared legislation ‘amount 
to treaties was met by the reply: “ You must go to the Supreme Court then 
for your information." 

The effect of this view, that the treaties are not 8 by the tariff bill, 
is to make the sugar duty of very little account. The imports of sugar into 
the United States during the fis:al year 1803 reached a value of $102, 108,587; 
Cuba sent to this country $60,637,631 of this amount; Porto Rico, $3,227,522; 
Germany, $9.475,615; Brazil, $2,054,201, and the British West Indies, $9,487,434. 
All these countries have reciprocity arrangements with the United States 
and if these ents continue in force and their s 
duty, the amount subject to duty under the tariff bill be about 15 per 
cent of the gross — — 

Another singular feature of the bill is that the Hawaiian treaty, which 
was formally ratified by the Senate, is singled out for abrogation by the 
Senate bill. This fact is cited by the Senators as proof that the other recie 
procity arrangements are not a ted, but. on the other hand, it seems re- 
markable that s should be made dutiable from the Hawalian Islands 
while it re from Cuba, Germany, and Brazil. The suspicion pre- 
vails in some quarters that the Senators who make these statements do not 
know the real effects of the bill themselves, and were not aware when they 
ohn ae their interviews that their argument as to the validity of the rec- 

procity arrangements would make a farce of the sugar duty. 


I find on the same date, Mr. President, a telegram to the New 
York Tribune on the same subject, equally interesting and im- 
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portant, as it contains a confirmation of the statement that Sen- 
ators VOORHEES and VEST were of the opinion that the passage 
of this bill would not disturb existing treaties: 


RECIPROCITY AND SUGAR—RESULT OF THE NEW TARIFF BILL If THE TREA- 
TIES STAND—IMPORTED SUGAR WILL FIX THE PRICE OF DOMESTIC, THE 
SUGAR TRUST WILL HAVE ADDITIONAL PROTECTION, THE AMERICAN PRO- 
DUCERS WILL BE RUINED, AND THE REVENUE WILL FALL SHORT OF ESTI- 
MATES—QUEER TREATMENT OF HAWAN. 


[By telegraph to the Tribune. ] 


WASHINGTON, March 13. 


Everybody who is familiar with the reciprocity agreements between the 
United States and other countries and with the geographical distribution 
of sugar production throughout the world, and who had also been informed 
that the majortiy of the Senate Committee on Finance estimated that the 
amount of revenue to be derived from the goy on sugar under the pending 
bill would exceed $15,000,000 a year, was amazed when he readin the bune 
and several other newspapers to-day that Chairman VOORHEES and Sena- 
tor VEST agreed in the statement that it was not the design of that commit- 
tee to disturb or abrogate existing reciprocity arrangements, but simply 
to deprive the President of the authority to make any new arrangements 
with other foreign countries. 

hairman VOORHEES, according to the published statement, also declared 
that the bill could not be fairly construed as abrogating existing reciprocity 
ea (except in the case of Hawaii), and called attention to sections 
105 and 106 in support of his declaration. When his attention was again 
called to the matter to-day, and he wasasked if the statement published this 
ince ow correct, Mr. VOORHEES replied in the affirmative. 

If the design of the majority of the Finance Committee is, and if the effect 
of the bill if enacted will be, such as Chairman VOORHEES and Mr. VEST as- 
sert. ce co! uences will naturally and inevitably follow. In the first 
place, all below No. 16 Dutch standard of color produced in countries 
with which the United States has entered into recipr F e eget will 
continue to be admitted free of duty. That means that r cent of all the 
raw material of the sugar refiners of the United States be admitted free, 
thus fixing the price that they will be obliged to pay for the other 20 percent 
ag oaan as well as the price of domestic raw sugar. 

uring the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, the total importations into the 
United States of beet and cane sugars under No. 16 Dutch standard, 
amounted to 3,733,040,266 pounds, of which 3,296,706,423 pounds were can 
sugar and 436,333,843 beet sugar. Of the total amount imported 2,973,854,622 
funds, or about 80 cent, were produced in countries with which the 
nited States has rec: proc agreements. 

Ofthe total amount ot beet sugar (below No. 16 Dutch standard) imported 
34,223,342 pounds came from Austria-Hungary and 325,503,840 pounds from 
Germany; and of the total amount of cane and other sugars ™ imported, 
15,836 pounds were produced inand imported from Guatemala, 218,450 pounds 
from Salvador, 332,967,481 pounds from the British West Indies, 64,035,840 
pounis from San Domingo, 1,843 651,095 pounds from Cuba, 99,578,182 pounds 

m Puerto S trom re 159,04) ,559 pounds from 
range Guiana. ith all of these countries reciprocity agreements are in 
orce. 

In the same year the importations of sugar under No. 16 Dutch standard 
from Hawaii, which were admicted free of duty by virtue of the reciprocity 
treaty which it is now proposed to abrogate, amounted to 288,517,929 pounds. 

In addition to these free a eure ag there were admitted free of duty 
15,490,679 gallons of molasses, of which 15,218,480 gallons, or more than 98 per 
cent, were produced in and imported from the British West Indies, Cuba, 
Puerto Rico, and San Domingo. 

In the same year the total 8 of sugars above No. 16 Dutch 
standard amounted to only 33,405,081 pounds. Of total 32,676,000 pounds 
were dutiable at five-tenths of a cent per pound. It also follows, if the 
assertion of Chairman VOORHEES and Senator VEST be correct, that the 
rates of duty on all refined s imported under the proposed law (if any 
are so imported) will be considerably more than double the rates under the 
existing law, or from 1.1 to 1.4 cents a pound. In other words, according to 
their inte tation of the bill, raw sugars will continue to be admitted 
of duty and the sugar trust will gain an additional protection (which sugar 
consumers will be forced to pay) of six-tenths to nine-tenths of a cent a 
pound. This will, indeed, truly be “a s ring blow to the su trust.” 

The cane and beet sugar producers of the country declare with one voice 
that these industries be seriously injured, if not speedily ruined, if the 
rates ol duty proposed the majority of the Finance Committee shall be 
adopted. Of co if the construction now given to the bill by two of its 
framers is correct, the rates of duty on sugars below No. 16 Dute 
no matter what may be 


to abrogate the Hawaiian reciprocity 
most of which is produced by American citizens an 


capital, 
to a duty. It is also proposed toimposea duty of 20 per cent ad valorem 
onbensnas and Pinsel 

tude. 
ent to- 
day; The bill discriminates most harshly and unjustly t Hawaii 
and Hawaiian products. Itis hard for any to conceive what should 
have impelled the framers of the bill to do this thing, in view of the close 
commercial and political relations between the United States and thatcoun- 
uy and the probability, amounting to a moral certainty, that those 
relations e even more intimate at no distant day.” 

Again as to revenue. If the bill should become a law in its present form, 
so far as su is concerned, and the law should be construed as the bill is con- 
strued by Chairman VOORHEES and Senator VEST, the duties on sugar and 
molasses would yield at the most only one-fifth as much revenue as the ma- 
jority of the Finance Committee estimates, and inall probability the amount 
would be even less than that. 


But, on the following day, March 14, I find in the newspapers 
an interview with the Senator from Missouri on this subject 
which appears to have been furnished to the press associations, 
and from its f one would judge it were written in the 
same room where this bill was pre , after conference with 
the representatives of the sugar interest and reflection. 


HAVE NO USE FOR BLAINE’S PLAN—THE RECIPROCITY TREATIES NULLIFIED 
j BY THE WILSON BILL. 


The question having arisen as to the effect the Wilson bill, as amended by 
the Senate Committee on Finance, would have upon the reciprocity treaties 
negotiated by the President under the McKinley act, Senator Vest, of the 
8 — ip sien of the Finance Committee, was asked for his views on. 

e ec e 8 

“The wene tariff bill doesaway with the wholesystem of reciprocity as 
ee 7 the 0 tt 
made 


terms. The commercial arrangements made by President Ha 
countries are necessarily nullified by the provisions of the 


pending bill. 

The unavoidable defect of the proposed legislation will be to so abso- 
lutely do away with the whole system of 8 as created by the Mo- 
Kinley act, including the power of the President to retaliate by putting a 
duty upon the exports from foreign countries which refuse to admit our ex- 
ports into that country free of duty.“ 

Senator Vest said further that he understood that the effect of the bill 
would be to nullify the agreement made with 1 Brazil. and Spain 
whereby sugar is admitted free from those countries and their dependencies. 


HOW THE RECIPROCITY ARRANGEMENTS MAY BE TERMINATED, 


Mr. President, it seems to me that this uncertainty and doubt 
in the minds of the committee as to the effect of this legislation 
was entirely unnecessary and inexplicable. The President of 
the United States on the 27th of June, 1892, submitted to the Sen- 
ate, in answer to a resolution of inquiry, what is known to the in- 
dex of the Senate folding room as Senate Executive Document 
No. 119, Fifty-second Congress. firstsession, which contains copies 
ofall the commercial agreements that were negotiated under 
authority of section 3 of the tariff act of 1800, and a statement 
of the results that had accrued from those arrangements to that 
date. I find by examination of these treaties that all but three 
contain upon their face the method by which they may be prop- 
erly terminated. 

It appears, on page 32, that the negotiations with Brazil 
closes— 

With the understanding that the commercial arrangements thus 1 7 in 
operation shall remain in force so long as neither government shail defi- 

tely, at least three months in advance, inform the other of its intention 
and decision to consider it at an end at the expiration of the time indicated; 
provided. however, that the termination of the commercial arrangement 
sban noni to take effect either on the Ist day of January or on ths ist day 
0 y. 

The next arrangement in order is that with Spain for Cuba 
and Puerto Rico, in which it is stated that— 

This commercial arrangement, put in operation under the clause above 
stated, shall remain in force so long as it shall not be modified by the mutual 
agreement of the executive power of the two countries, always reserving the 


respective right of the Cortes of Spain and of the Congress of the United 
States to modify or repeal it whenever they think proper. 


The next arrangement was with San Domingo, which was ne- 
gotiated with the understanding that the commercial arrange- 
ment, when it shall have been promulgated, shall remain in 
force so long as it shall not be modified by the legislation of 
either government or by mutual agreement as to the executive 
power of the two countries. | f oe 

The provision for terminating the treaties with the British 
colonies is found on page 87, and reads as follows: 

It will be understood that the arrangement shall remain in force so long 
as it shall not be modified by the mutual agreement of the executive power 
of the two governments or by the legislative action of the Government of the 
United States, or the said colonies with the approval of the British Govern- 
ment. 


The arrangement with Salvador, as given on page 93, provides 
that— 


The Government of the United States may terminate the provisional ar- 
pare proposed by you upon thirty days’ notice to the Government of 
vador. 


The arrangement with Nicaragua (see page 96) provides that— 


Such treaty shall remain in force until the lawmaking power of either of 
the two countries decides otherwise, or until it is abrogated by the mutual 
consent of both governments. 


The arrangement with Guatemala provides that— 


It will be the ee that it shall remain in force until it is modi- 
fied or abrogated by the legislative action of either government, or by mu- 
tual agreement between the executives of the two countries. 


The arrangement with Honduras provides that— 


The Government of the United States may terminate the provisional ar- 
rangements now under consideration by giving the Government of Hondu- 
ras thirty days’ notice in advance. 


I do not find, Mr. President, in the papers relating to the com- 
mercial arrangement between the United States and the Ger- 
man Empire any formal provision for its termination. Nor can 
I find any provision in the similar agreement with Austria- 
Hungary. But I may suggest that it is a universal law of na- 
tions thatsuch agreements and treatiescan be terminated at any 
time by either party upon giving due notice to the other. 
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A DISCOURTESY THAT WILL BE RESENTED, 


You will find, Mr. President, that the abrogation of these ar- 
rangements will be the most unpopular piece of legislation this 
Congress has enacted or will enact, and that it will be resented 

- by the citizens of the southern republics and colonies as well as 
by the people of the United States. 

Those governments expect to be treated with ordinary cour- 
tesy. They expect that the etiquette that prevails among na- 
tions will be observed in all our relations with them. They have 
regarded the United States as the mother of republics. a hey 
have looked to her ſor example and precept. They have model 
their institutions upon our own. They have copied our Consti- 
lution and our form of government, and they have {endeavored 
to follow in the path we have laid ever since they achieved 
their independence from the Crown of Spain. It is not prob- 
able, Mr. President, that any of those little republics will show 
forcible resentment, but even if they were able to do so the dil- 
ference in population, in military strength, in wealth, and in 

- area between them and the United States should make us the 
more generous and the more scrupulous in observing all of the 
obligations we have incurred. 

I have received information, Mr. President, by means which 
Tam not permitted to describe, that the governments of the 
other American republics regard the proposed action of Con- 

, on this subject as an unwarranted and inexcusable exhibi- 
tion of selfish indifference to their friendship and their welfare, 
and the passage of this act will go very far to destroy all the 
good effects that have followed the endeavors of this Govern- 
ment to promote closer social. and commercial relations with 
them. hey can not resont this as an insult, but I warn this 
committee that they will enter a solemn protest against what 
they consider a breach of faith on the part of the United States. 

We sought these arrangements; they were made at our re- 

uest and in pursuance of legislation which was under discus- 
sion in Congress and in the public prints for several months, 
They entered into them with the expectation that they would 
be permanent, and they discarded existing commercial relations 
with the European countries upon the implied assurance that 
the new relations they were entering upon with the United 
States would continue for years. There were protests entered 
by the diplomatic representatives of European nations, but they 
were ignored and the arrangements were consummated with an 
abiding faith that the United States would regard them as 
sacred. Now, Mr. President, we propose to show these people 
that they were but the footballs of our political jealousy, to be 
kicked about here and there, to be taken up and discarded ac- 
cording to the whims and caprice of a political majority in Con- 
ss,and the attitude in which this Government now stands 
pr 1585 world is, in this respect, neither flattering nor just 
to itself. 

We have been engaged since 1884 in endeavoring- to extend 
our foreign trade. The product of the industry and the genius 
of our people have so far outstripped the requirements for home 
consumption that we will be compelled to seek new markets for 
the surplus or close our factories. and let a portion of our har- 
vests rot upon the ground. 

The price of our wheat and corn, and in fact of all the agri- 
cultural products of the Northwest, are lower to-day than they 
have ever been, and the same is true of nearly every line of me- 
chanical merchandise. This condition is largely the result of 
overproduction, and our hands and tools and machinery must 
lie idle or we must find purchasers for the results of their labor. 


THE NECESSITY OF FOREIGN MARKETS. 


The necessity of extonding our foreign markets for manufac- 
tured goods could not be more forcibly demonstrated than by 
the reports that have just been issued from the Census Office, 
These show an enormous increase in the number of manufactur- 
ing establishments, from 253,852 in 1880 to 355,401 in 1890, and 
the amount of capital employed from %2,709,272,606 in 1880 to 
$6,524,475,305 in 1890, and in the amount of wages paid from 
$947,953,765 in 1880 to $2,282,823,265 in 1890. The value of the 

roducts at the same time has increased from $5,369,579,491 in 
880 to $9,370,107,624 in 1890. 

In my own State, asin all of the other of the newer States of 
the Northwest, there has been an enormous increase during the 
last decade. The number of manufacturing establishments in 
Minnesoia, according to the census of 1890, was 7,505, with acapi- 
tal of $127,686,618, with plants valued at $65,377,472, employing 
an ayerage of 79,629 hands, and paying average wages of $38,189,- 
239. The cost of the materials used each year by these factories 
was $118,481,941, and the value of their product was reported to 
be $192,033,478. 

In the flouring interest, which is ee the most important 
in my State, the recent report from the Census Office on manufac- 
tures shows that there are in the United States 18,470 estab- 


lishments, with a capital of $203,473,500; with plants and ma- 


chinery valued at $136,539,851, with 63,481 people employed, to 
whom are paid aun the sum of 827503570 in wager The 
cost of the material used—that is, the amount of wheat ground 
annually by these establishments—was in 1890 $434,152,290, and 
the value of their product was $513,971,474. 

The lumber interest, which stands next in the State I have the 
honor in part to represent, has 21,011 establishments, with an 
aggregate capital of $195,339,968, with plants and machinery 
worth $294,325,888; employing an average of 286,197 man, who 
receive an average of $37,784,433 as wages. They consume ma- 
terials to the value of $231,555,618, and the annual value of their 
product in 1890 was $403,667,575. The number of planing mills 
and factories for making sash, doors, aud blinds in 1800 was 3,670, 
with an ag regue capital of $120,271.410, with plants and ma- 
chinery valued at $52,327,364, employing 83, men in 1890, 
who were paid the sum of $48,970,030 in wages. The materials 
consumed by them was valued at $104,926,834, and the value of 
their product was $183,681,552. 

The most convenient and encouraging markets, for both our 
agricultural and mechanical merchandise, are those offered by 
the Latin American Republics and colonies, whose population 
of 50,000,000 or more have been purchasing annually between 
four and five hundred millions of merchandise ih die oe and an 
average of only about one hundred millions from us. The greater 
part of these imports could be furnished by our own farmers and 
manufacturers at prices as low as those obtained in Europe, and 
nearly all our products are acknowledged to surpass in quality 
thoso of any nation in the world. 

WE CAN COMPETE WITH ANY NATION IN THR WORLD. 

As there has been doubt raised upon this question I may again 
call upon Representative Coons of New York, who in ä re- 
cently 95 interview with the Washington correspondent 
of the Chicago Record, says: 

(Special to the Chicago Record.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 10. 


The one.question that is always coming yèn in the debate on the tariff bill 
is whether the manufactures of the Uni States are able to compete in 
prices in fore: markets with the manufactures of England, France, Ger- 
many, and Belgium and other European countries, and itis constantly as- 
serted on one side or the other that it is impossible for them to do 80 be- 
cause of the excessive cost of producing and the higher price of labor in the 
United States. But those who have been talking are merely theorists, No 
man has as yet discussed the question on the floor of the House who has 
ever had any experience or ee knowledge of the facts. 

Representative Coomrs, of Brooklyn, whose novel plan for a permanent 


tariif was described in these dispatches the other day, might give some ac- 
curate information, as the house of which he is the senior iner has been 
engaged for more than twenty-four years in selling goods in all the foreign 


markets of the world. While they may not do as large a volume ot business 
as some other exporters, it is doubtless true that sbay sell a larger amount 
of miscellaneous manufactured merchandise in more foreign countries than 
any other house in the United States. 

Tasked Mr. Coomss to-day what his experience had been in this particu- 
lar; how the American manufacturer stands in foreign markets as to the 
price . of his goods, especially in the markets of South and Cen- 
tral America. 

Taking all classes of agricultural implements,“ said Mr. COOMBS, 
**housekee: s, furniture, arus, and medicines, paper and station- 
ery, leather goods, trunks, all kinds of cotton goods (except prints and per- 
cales), table cutlery, Ware, lamps, agricultural and mechanical tools, 
machin ofall k „ and nearly everything we produce for export, We can 
sell these Just as cheap as the Europeans can, in many cases even cheaper, 
and make a fair profit. Wo have a very large market for carriages and 
wheeled vehicles of all kinds, cordage, barbed wire, and binding twine. Our 
house sold 500 tons of binding twine in the Argentine Republic last year.“ 

How about the superiority of the American ** 

u American goods are undoubtedly superior and are recognized assuch all 
through South America, and to such anextent that the Germans particu- 
larly, and the English to a certain extent, have been forced to imitate them 
in pattern and fabrics, and in years gone by even forged our trade-marks. 
The latter, however, has been practically seh ged by recent treaties, under 
which we have been able to prosecute manufacturers for infringement in 
those countries.“ 

Is there any class of goods that yon thinkitimpossible to compete with?” 

“Woolen goods, We can compete with them in ordi dress silks, but 
notin styles. We do notoriginate styles in this country. For instance, the 
French manufacturer will show.a certain le of silk to a merchant in New 
ork Ges Arnold, Constable & Co., who will buy in a varlety of colors, and 
no other house will be permitted to see that particular style untilitis opened 
and ex for sale on the counters of the purchasing firm. The moment 
it is put on sale agents of American manufacturers of silk will buy a dress 
pattern, and immediately commence imitating it. Silk that retails for 28 
and $9 a yard one season will be imitated in as good a fabric and sold the 
next season at $2.25 and 62.50 wholesale. So that a large part of the tariff 
thatis levied on suks is a tariff on taste. The same is true of high-grade 
muslius, which are imitated in Manchester and this country. The French 
originate styles; they have the designers. Some of our manufacturers have 
regular reser Newer in Europe to obtain styles in advance. Ihave heard 
of one establishment that spent 8!6,000 in one year to get styles in advance. 

It has been asserted that American prints or calicoes can not be sold in 
competition with those from Manchester; that is untrue, We can always 
sell erican prints when we can get them in suitable styles and colors. 
Mexico, Venezuela, Brazil, and the Argentine Republic are large buyers in 
this line of goods. Our manufacturers will get up thelr styles for the sea- 
son, manufacture from 10,000 to 20,000, send sample cards ont, and rush them 
of. What the wholesale trade does not take at once will be sent to a house 
like Clafiin’s, who will take tha balance. By the time the orders come back 
from Latin America for those prints the stock is all gone, and this is the 
cause of our failure to extend the sales of prints. x 

“The English manufacturer pursues a ‘erent course. He sends trav- 
elers to South America with samples of his styles before he manufactures 


$ 
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them. Each pattern has a variety of colors. He will take his orders for a 
number of cases or bales, which will be manufactured in exactly the colors 
Wanted, and put in cases acco: to the assortments ; This the 
manufacturer and wholesale mer ts in this country refuse to do. The 
American print manufacturer as soon as he gets through with his season's 
supply will turn off his rollers and make no prints of that style; but the 
English manufacturer keeps his roliers of all stam styles, and will man- 
ufacture any design of prints as long as there is a demand for them. 

“T will give you a sample of how New York commission merchant at- 
tempting to do business with Mexico in prints under these unfavorable con- 

tions s to suffer. There Was one house that pure in advance 
$800,000 worth of American prints in order to insure their ability to fill their 
orders. They have, after selling their $800,000 worth of prints, maybe - 
000 worth of unsalable colors on hand, which must be sold in the New Yor 
market ata great loss. There are certain colors that will not sellin Latin 
America. Ihe Mexican merchant knows what his people want, but our man. 
ufacturer does not seem to give this fact any co ration. He has had 
enough customers in the United States and does not care about foreign 
markets. 

“There is scarcely ever a difference of more than one-eighth of a cent a 

rd between the prices of Manchester and New York prints, and this dif- 
Trence is as often in favor of New York as of Manchester. Our people, with 
a wonderful thickhead 5 upon imposing 1 7.5 foreign markets 
our own idea of styles and quality. It has been so with agricultural imple- 
ments, with tools, etc., the styles of which we never would vary to suit the 
tastes of these markets. We have really forced the market to accept what 
we offer instead of furnishing what the people want. i 

“We can not compete in the Latin-American markets in hosiery or rib- 
bons, gloves or laces, etc., but we do compete with France in high grades of 
perfumery. We can not touch the fine grades of ketknives. Wherever 
our people will make shoes of the styles desired ton ready market awaits 
them. They generally insist, however. upon making and selling the South 
American people shoes made for us in this latitude, whereas they want 
something for the tropical zone; but, as I say; wherever we have furnished 
the styles desired in those markets we have never failed in getting good 
orders. V/ecan compete with any country in nearly everything we manu- 
facture in woolen goods except 

“Our manufacturers of woolen goods have already been working under 
wrong conditions. For instance, they have never been able to get good as- 
sortments of wool without paying enormous prices for them. 
has always been the Tar highest on the lowest grades of woolen goods, and 
has stimulated the production of that quay. of goods, while the higher 
grade has been neglected. The tariff is high on low grades and low on h 
grades. Thereareaboutthreefactoriesinthe United States that make woolen 
goods really fit to compete With high grades from eh, . Our house is 
also a very pein exporter to the colonies in Africa. The assortment sent 
there is not as large as that sent to some other markets, but it includesa 

os yaoa of goods, and we readily compete with similar articles from 

ngiand. 

Ahe assortment that goes to the Argentine Republic is infinite. This is 
because the climate there is similar to ours, and in Chile, where the same 
climatic conditions exist, there is a demand for the same class of goods we 
make and use in this country. The same is true to a certain extent with 
regard to Venezuela. An order from a merchant in that country seems to 
have just as great variety as an order from a merchant fn the interior of 
the United States. There is no cutt: at all and the order will cover five 
hundred or six hundred items. This is also true of orders from Mexico, 
where the merchants have been every year withdrawing one class of orders 
after another from Germany and placing it with our merchants, because 
our goods are superior, and wherever shoy are known they und a ready mar- 
ket. We furnish the world with wrought-iron pipes and fittings, a very 
large percentage of the total cost of which is for raw material. Our last 
comparison of iron pipes and fittings with England showed that we are 23 
per cent lower on assortment of sizes.” 

Hoy can our foreign trade be promoted?“ 

The same as any other trade is promowa, Give usfacilities for getting the 
goods and credits. England and Germany have comparatively small home 
markets for their manufactured products, and have for generations been 
building up a foreign business, in which their consuls have very largely 
helped them. Their banking system has also been of great assistance. It 
is possible for a merchant in Birmingham, for instance, who has £20,000 of 
capital, to go to a banker, show his capital, and say: 

want credit for £100,000. using my £20,000 as margin. 2 se to sell 
goods in the Argentine Republic to the extent of £100,000. I will w drafts 
through you upon my customers; I want you to cash the drafts for me and 
credit the collections to my account.’ 

“He will Bae Spant 3 or 4 per cent interest, whatever the rate may be at 
the Bank of England. Be will then sell his goods to the merchants in 
Buenos Ayres or Montevideo at six or nine months’ credit ard 
interest, drawing upon them through this banker. All their remittances 
are made to him. Should the er become tired of the transaction the 
merchant goes to another bank, maybe just across the street, who will take 
the account. It is by this means that the banking system of England helps 
merchants and manufacturers in ma markets for their merchandise 
We, of course, have no such s min this country. The closest approach 
we have to itis that we can’ to our customers in Montevideoor Buenos 
Ayres or Rio, and conyert our invoice into sterling, draw at 60 or 90 days’ 
sight in sterling, and send the drafts to a London bank for collection. 

The London bank, if they know us well, willallow us to draw upon them 
at sight after they get the draftinto their hands. They will charge us about 
one-half per cent, and 5 per cent interest, and for stamps, etc. Itis not 
every manufacturer or commission house, howeyer, that has credit enough 
te warrant such transactions, and whena house is established with sufficient 
credit to conduct its business in this manner, the credit becomes a part of 
its capital. Although laboring under this disadvantage, we have been 
able to make a serious impression upon those markets, and if instead of giv- 
ing them from six to nine months’ credit, we can under the best circum- 
stances give them sixty orninety days’ credit, or make them supply us with 
bankers’ credits with which to pay for the goods, it shows that we can cer- 
. sell our goods cheaper than the English can, or they would not come 

‘or them.“ x 


T cent 


ORIGIN OF THE RECIPROCITY POLICY. 


In the study of different methods suggested for the promotion 
of our commerce with the Southern countries, the recent Inter- 
national American Conference, composed of delegates from eight- 
een of the nineteen independent nations of the he here, re- 
commended as the best and most practical, the negotiations of 
reciprocity treaties upon such a basis as would be acceptable 
in each case, taking into consideration the special situations, 
conditions, and interests of each country, and witha view to pro- 
mote their common welfare.” And it was the unanimous judg- 
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ment of the de that our exports to these countries and to 
the other re could be increased to a degree by the 
negotiation of such treaties as recom by the conference, 
and, as Mr. Blaine remarked in submitting this recommendation 
to Congress: 

Th tical everyday i t chant: in the trade 
acrmonmitated eyo 2 gaedton that is al eneas of mit andia whee 
Wo have long and successfully produced for export, they are able to compete 
with their eer rivaisin quality and in price; and the reiterated state- 
ment that our tin-American neighbors do not buy of us because we do 
not buy of them, or bocauss we tax their products, hays been annually con- 
tradicted by the statistics of our commerce for a quarter of u century. 

The conference believed that while profit would come to all 
the countries if reciprocity treaties should be adopted, the 
United States would be by far the greatest gainer. The in- 
creased exports would be drawn alike from our farms, our fac- 
tories, and our forests. None of the Latin-American countries 

roduce building lumber, the most of them are dependent upon 
foreign markets for their breadstuffs and provisions, and in few 
is there any opportunity or inclination for mechanical industry. 

To escape the deiay ana uncertainty of treaties, it was sug- 
gested by Mr. Blaine that a practicable and prompt mode of 
testing the question was to submit an amendment to the then 
pending tariff bill authorizing the President to declare the 
ports of the United States free to all the products of any nation of 
the American hemisphere upon which no export duties are im- 
posed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its 
ports free of all national, provincial (State], municipal, and other 
taxes, our flour, cornmeal, and other breadstuffs, preserved 
meats, fish; vegetables, and fruits, cottonseed oil, rice, aud other 
provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and 
other articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, 
mining and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, 
steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, 
and refined petroleum. 

It will be noticed that Mr. Blaine suggested that the ports of 
this country should be free ‘‘to all the products of any nation of 
the American hemisphere,” which includes wool, fruit, lead (?) 
ore, and copper, two articles which he was willing to put upon 
the free list of the United States in order to secure control of 
te markets of Mexico, Chile, Uruguay, and the Argentine Re- 
public. 

Congress accepted the suggestion of the Secretary of State, 
and an amendment was attached to the then pending tariff bill, 
wiles was not so broad in its scope as his proposition, but pro- 
vided— 

That, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing the 
following articles. and for this 1 on and after the Ist day of January, 
1892, however, and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the Goy- | 
ernment of any country producing and expor sugars, molasses, coffee, 
tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or of any such articles, impo: 
other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of free introduction of such s , molasses. coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States, he may deem to reciprocally unequal and 
unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, 
by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free 
introduction of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea. and hides, the production of 
such country for such time as he shall deem just, and in such case and dur- 
ing such suspension, duties shall be levied, collected, aud paid upon sugar, 


molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the products of or exported from such desig- 
nated country, as follows, namely: 


Then follows the schedule of duties. 

THE OBJECT OF THE RECIPROCITY POLICY. 

The object of this provision, as will be seen, was to enable the 
President, by diplomatic negotiations, to secure reductions in 
the import duties imposed upon the exports of the United 
States by countries whose staple products, under the provisions 
of the McKinley law, were admitted free into our ports. It 
applied 5 to the other American Republics and colo- 
nies, and to such European nations as produced sugar for export. 

It was intended to remove or impair the protection that had 
permitted and encouraged the marvelous development of the 
natural resources of the industries of this land, but it was be- 
lieved that, so long as the duties upon sugar and other raw prod- 
ucts were to be removed, it was only just and reasonable to in- 
vite the country from which they come to make such equivalent 
concessions as would promote the sale of our agricultural and 
mechanical products in their markets, by enabling consumers to 
obtain them at lower prices, and by encouraging our manufac- 
turers and export merchants to utilize the advantages thus se- 
cured for them. And under its authority commercial treaties 
were negotiated with Guatemala, Honduras, Salvador, Nica- 
ragua, Costa Rica, Santo Domingo, Brazil, the Spanish colonies 
of Cuba and Puerto Rico, the British colonies of Jamaica, Trini- 
dad, Barbados, Guiana, and the Leeward and Windward Islands 
in America, and with Germany and Austria-Hungary in Europe. 

The treaties were very neariy uniform, and provided that in 
consideration for the free admission into the United States of 
certain raw products, such as sugar, coffee, rubber, hides, eté., 
originating in the countries named. they would admit to their 
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| eke certain agricultural and manufactured merchandise pro- 
uced in the United States, either entirely free from customs or 
at a rate of duty 25 and in many cases 50 per cent less than those 
imposed upon similar articles from other countries; thus giving 
the producers and manufacturers of the United States an ad- 
vantage equivalent to the difference between the wages paid for 
similar labor in this and European countries. 
ARTICLES AFFECTED BY THE NEGOTIATIONS. 

Among the articles that were to be admitted free into most of 
the countries named under the treaties were wheat, flour, corn 
and corn meal, rye and rye flour, buckwheat and barley, vege- 
tables of all kinds, hay and oats, salted and pickled pork and 
bacon, preserved fish, cotton-seed oil. coal, rosin, tar, pitch and 
turpentine, all forms of agricultural implements and machinery, 
all forms of mining and mechanical tools, implements and ma- 
chinery, engines, instruments and books for the arts and sci- 
ences, all form of railway supplies, marble and other forms of 
stone, mineral medicinal waters, ice, petroleum, tallow, lumber 
and other manufactures of wood, lard, butter and cheese, and 
various other agricultural and mechanical products. 

The articles admitted at 50 per cent of the regular duties in- 
cluded glass and crystal ware, clay tiles for pavements and roofs; 
stoneware, earthenware, and porcelain; cast and wrought iron 
and steel in all forms not included in the free list; needles, pins, 
cutlery of all forms; tin plate; all articles made of copper, bronze, 
brass, nickel, and other metals; furniture of all kinds; bread, 
crackers, preserved and canned goods, sausages, stuffed meats, 
pickles, jams, jellies, all forms of rubber and gutta-percha, oil- 
cloths, tarpaulin, etc. 

Among the articles admitted at a reduction of 25 per cent 
from the regular duties were all forms of cotton goods, rope, 
cordage. twine, paints, varnishes, soaps and perfumery, medi- 
cines and drugs, candles, paper for printing, wallpaper, all 
forms of leather goods, trunks, valises, harness and saddlery, 
watches and clocks, and carriages. 

In the arrangements with some of the countries these were 
considerably enlarged, and contained nearly every article pro- 
duced for exportin the United States. The list in detail fur- 
nishes an important and appropriate study, as it contains some 
articles that appeal directly to the interest of nearly every 
farmer and mechanic in the United States. For that reason I 
may be pardoned for inserting it here: < 

LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY ARRANGEMENTS. 


The following is a list of articles grown or manufactured in the United 
States that are favorably affected by the reciprocity eaters paper Upon 
many of them the duties have been removed, upon others the duty has been 
reduced. 

{Where the term “cotton or partly! is used it signifies at least half cotton. 
Articles mentioned in this list as of rubber are to be understood as composed 
wholly or partly of rubber. Boots and shoesofall kinds are to be under- 
stood as made wholly are partly of leather except those of rubber.] 


Abaca or manila hemp. Aconite. 
Accacia wood. Aconitine and its salts. 
Acetal. Adzes. 
Acetate of alumina. Adze handles. 
Acetate of amyl. Agate ware. 
Acstate of ammonia. Agricultural implements. 
Acetate of bismuth. Agricultural machinery. 
Acetate of copper, Agricultural tools, 
Acetate of iron. Air pumps. 
Acetate of lead. Alabaster. 
Acetate of lime. Alabaster manufactures. 
Acetate of lithia, 3 Alarm clocks. 
«Acetate of mercury. Alarm gauges. 
Acetate of potassium. Alcohometers. 
Acetate of sodium. Alembics. 
Acetate of zinc. Alewives. 
Acetone. Alimentary substances. 
Acids: Alizarine. 
Acetic. Alkalimeters. 
Arsenic. Alkaloids and their salts, when used 
haere in medicine. 

- Benzoic. Alloys of copper and common me 
ala ty and manufactures of. acs 
Carbolic. Almanacs. 

Citric. Almonds. 
Gallic. Aloes. 
Hydrobromic. Aloine. 
Hydrochloric. Althea. 
Hydrofluoric. Ambulances. 
Lactic. Ammonia and its salts, used in med- 
Malic. icine. 
Muriatic. Ammoniac, gum. 
Nitric. Ampoules. 
C. uita. 
enic. Anchors, 
Phosphoric. Anchovies. 
Anchusine. 
Pyroligneous. Andirons. 
Sali 0. Anemometers. 
S e lica root. 
Sulphuric. Aniline colors and dyes. 
Sulphurous. Annotto. 
0. Annunciators. 
c. Anodynes. 
Valerianic.* Anthracite. 


*When used in dies, medicines, paints, or perfumery. 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continned. 


TERORY: and itssalts, used in medi- 
e. 4 

Antipirine. 

Anvils. 

Aprons, cotton, rubber, or leather. 
Apparatus, scientific. 

Apples. 

Apple butter. 


Apples, canned or dried. 
Apricots. 


meters. 
Arms, side and fire. 
Armor plates. 
Armchairs. 


Arnica, and preparations of. 

ying es used in medicine, paints, 
or dyes. 

Arsenic and salts of, used in medi- 
cine, paints, or dyes, 

Artificial leather, 

Artificial stone. 

Aseptol. 

Asatetida. 

Ashwood. 

Asparagus, 

Asphalt. 


Aspic. 

Astronomical instruments. 
Atlases. 

Atomizers. 

Atrophine. 

Attar of roses. 

Augers. 

Aurein. 

Automatic brakes. 

Awis. 


Axles, car, wagon, machinery, or car- 

riage. 

Azimuths. 

Azuline. 

Babbit’s metal. 

Babon. 

Backstraps. 

Bags, cotton, or partly leather or 

rubber. 

Bagatelle boards. 

Bagging. 

Baize, partly cotton. 

Balances. 

Balconies, wood or iron. 

Baling. 

Balls, iron, brass, lead, copper, or 
other common metal, glass or por- 
celain. 

Balls, rubber or leather. 5 

Balmorals (shoes). 

Balsams. 

Balusters. 

Bamboo. 

Bananas. 

Bands for machinery and other uses, 
of leather, rubber, or cotton. 

Barbed wire, iron or steel. 

Bars, iron, steel, lead, copper. zine, 

or other common metal, 

Barége, partly cotton. 

Barks, medicinal, tan or dye. 

Barley and barley meal. 

Barometers. 

Baroscopes. 

Barouches. 

Barrels, wooden and parts. 

Barilla. 

Barrows. 

Baryta salts used in medicine. 

Basins, iron, steel, copper, and its al- 
loys, porcelain orearthen. 

Baskets, all kinds and sizes, rattan, 

ozier, wood, and like material. 

Bath tubs, metallic, porcelain, stone, 

or earthen. 

Batiste, cotton, or part cotton. 

Battens. 

Batteries, electric or galvanic. 

Bayonettes. 

Beads, steel, copper and its alloys, 

glass, and porcelain. 

„ . o steel, or ete 
Beans, fresh, „or prese 
Bedsteads, W. or metal. 

Bed covers, cotton, or partly. 


Beechwood. 
Beef, fresh, or pickled. 
Beets. 


Beetles. 

Bells, all kinds and sizes of all ma- 
terials except silver and gold. 

Belladonna. 


Bellows, all kinds. 

Belts, cotton, leather, or rubber. 

Belting for machinery, leather, rub- 
f 


. 


les. 
Bicarbonates used in medicine. 
Bichlorates and bich! . ides. 
Bichromates used in dyes. 
Bicycles and parts. 


Bidets. 

Billiard tables and cues, 

Binders. 

Bindings, book, leather. wood, or 
cotton cloth. 

Birch, and manufactures of. 

Bird cages, wood, wire, or other 
metal. 

Biscuits. 

Bismuth and its salts. 

Bistouries. 

Bisulphates. 

Bisulphides. 

Bitartrates. 

Bits, bridle. 

Bits, brace. 

Bitters, medicinal. 

Bitumen. 

Blacking. 

Blackboards. 

Black pudding. 

ae for instruments, tools, kuives. 
etc. 

Blankets, cotton or part cotton. 

Blende. 

Blocks (tackle) hatters'. 

ee iron or steel. 
lowpipes. 

Blubber. 

Blue, dyes or paints. 

Blueing. 


Boards. 

Boats, wood or metal. 

Bobbins and reels. 

Bodkins. 

Bodies, wagon and carriage. 

Boilers and kettles. 

Bolts, iron, steel, copper, and its al- 


loys. 
Bombazine, partly cotton. 
Bones. 
Bonnets, cotton or part cotton. 
ks, printed or blank, bound or 
unbound. 
Boots, all kinds, leather or partly and 
rubber. 
Borates. 
Borax. 
8 shirt, cotton, or partly cot- 
n. 


Bottles, 

Bottle stands, wood or metal. 

Bottoms, chair, boiler. 

Bougies. 

Bowls, glass, tin, iron, steel, copper 
and its alloys, wood, zinc, porce- 
lain or earthen. 

Boxes, iron. steel, copper, and alloys, 
tin, wood or zinc, all sizes. 

Boxwood and its manufactures. 

Braces, carpenters’. 

Brackets. 

Bracelets, copper and alloys, and 

B — common metal. 


8. 
Braids, cotton, or partly. 
Brakes, all kinds. 

ran. 


Brasiers. 

Brass and all manufactures of. 
Brazil wood. 

Brazing. 

Bread. 


Breadstuffs. 
Brakes (carriages). 
Bream. 


Breast chains and straps, 
baton, leather. 
e woot 

S, iron, steel, or wood. 
Bridles 


es, 
Bristles, shoemakers’. 
Britannia metal and ware. 
Brittany cloth, cotton or partly. 
Broches. 


Brocoli. 


Brogans. 

Bromates, medicinal. = 
Bromides, medicinal. 
Bromoform. 

Bronzo, and manufactures of. 


Broughams. 
Brown, paints or dyes. 
fee all kinds, made of vegetable 


Buchu. 

Buckets, wood or metal. 

Pusei, common metal, plain or cov- 
ered. 

Buckram, cotton or ‘uly. 

Buckskin, and manufactures of. 

Buckwheat and flour. 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Buffalo, skin or leather, and manu- 
factures of. 


Buffers. 
Buggies. 
Bug e trimmings. 
Bungs, wooden. 
Bureaus. 
Burettes. 
Burial cases, wood or metal. 
Burins. 


Buskins, leather or partly. 

Busts, bronze, iron, alabaster, mar- 
ble, or jasper, etc. 

Sonens tools. 


Butter and imitation. 

Butter of antimony. 

Butter of cacao. 

Buttons, iron, steel, copper, and its 
alloys, other common metal, glass, 

porcelain, and wood. 
Cabs and cabriolets. 
Cabbages. 


Cabinets. 
88 iron, steel, or Sere fiber. 


Gages, woo or wire. 


Caldrons. 

Caleches. 

Calendars. 

Calenders. 

Calfskin and manufactures of. 

Galisay wand tions of. 
ya prepara of. 

Calking irons. 


Callipers. 
ee 

oric engines, 
eee eee: 


rein. cotton or partly. 
Camelot, cotton or partly. 
eras. 
Camie 8 or partiy 
et, cotton $ 
Campeachy wood. 
Camphor. 
Cans, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, pes ù zino, and wood. 


Candied fruits. 

Candles, tallow or stearin. 

. 
0 


es, 
Cane knives. 
8 copper, and its alloys, tin. 


Cantharidine. 

Canvas, cotton or partly. 

Caoutchouc. 

Caps, cotton or rey: leather or 
rubber, straw or palm. 

Capers. 


Capstans. 
Capsules, for bottles, and medicinal. 
Cars, railroad and street, and parts. 


Carbo 
Card cases, en E metal, leather, 


Carthamus. 
Cartridge fae shells; metallic. 


Cartridge boxes, leather or skin. 
Carved work, common metal, stone, 


ks, 
Caskets, burial. 
Casters, furniture or cruet, 
aoe — — 8 of. 4 
on or 8 co; ani 
its Cits alloy s, zinc, or other 
metal. 
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Castroreum. 
Castor oil. 
Catches. door, etc. 
Catechu. 


Ceruse. 


Chagrin, leather. 
Chains, 3 all sizes, iron or steel, cop- 


per, and its alloys, or other com- 
mon metal. 
Chairs, all kinds, wood or metal. 
Chais 


Chandeliers, copper and alloys, iron 
or proel, glass, or common metal. 


Chasing tools. 
Cheese. 


Chemical 2 for medicinal, 
5 painters, and dyers’ 


Chenille, cotton or 

Cherries, fresh, dried, 1 or 
canned. 

Cherry wood and manufactures. 

Chess boards. 

8 and wood. 

Chests, wood or metal. 

Chick peas. 

Chicory. 

Chickens. 

Sears lamp, locomotive, stove, 


Sinne . iron or steel. 


. common metal or 


porcelain. 
Chromates, medicinal or dye. 
Chrome paints and colors. 
Chronometers, 

Chucks. . 


Churns. 

Cigar and cigarette cases, metal, rub- 
ber, or leather. 

Cinchona. 

wang 

Cinnabar. 

Citrates. 

Clams, fresh salt, or canned. 

Clam: 


Clarences, all kinds. 
9 metallic, except gold and sil- 


olay, a and manufactures of. 
Cleavers. 


840 ks, cotto: Rese Bs 
on 25 m or 
Clocks, all kinds ts of. 
Ooa, water or pe 

9 cotton, or at least half cot- 


Coal, e and bituminous. 
Don dust t d of in cakes, 
ts of, medicinal or paints. 


Cochineal. 
Cocks, wood or metal. 
Codeim. 


Coane dry, salt, pickled, and parts 


Coffins, wood 92 metal. 
ox. gold or silver, 
ke. 


Collanders. 
Cold chisels. 
2 men or women, cotton or 


collars, ‘animal, leather or metal. 


Col ay 
Galton toa (paints dyes). 

ors or dyes 
Columns, iron, steel, or wood. 


porne ones: metal, wood or 
rub 

comfts, ‘medicinal. 

Comforters, cotton or partly. 

Commodes. 

Commutators, electric. 

Com eee or mariners’. 


Converters (steel). 

Cooking utensils, 

Coolers. 

Coopers’ tools. 

88 wooden. 

Copaiba. 

Copal varnish. 

Coppe its alloys and manufactures 
of. 


Coppe: 
no he presses. 
— l sorts except silk. 


rdage, all sorts. 
Cordovan leather. 


Tas, 


Corrosive sublimate. 
Corrugated iron. 


Counterpanes, cotton or partly. 
Coupés. 7 


u 

Coup „ railway. 

Court plaster. 

Covers, dish, bed, table, carriage, 
furni 


ture, e 
Coverlets, cotton or partly. 
Cows. 


Crabs (machines). 
one csi salt, or canned. 


Cradles od or metal. 
Cramp-irons. 
Cranberries, 

Cranes. 

Cranks. 

Crape, cotton or partly. 
Cravats, cottonor party. 
Cream of tartar. 
Creosote. 


Cretonne, cotton o tl; 
Cribs, wood or metal 7: 
9 lp nen irons. 

Cring) 


es. 

Crinoline. 

Cristofie. 

Crockery, fine. 

Crochet work, cotton or partly. 

Crosses of copper and its alloys, com- 
mon metal and wood. 


Crossbelts. 
Cross-cut saws, 


Crucifixes, common? metal, wood, or 
porcelain. 
Cruets, glass or porcelain. 


Cuffs, cotton or parti 
Cultivators, A 
Cumin. 


Cups, , glass, porcelain, or common 


cupboards, wooden. 
pupe 


1 asses. 
oun ace 
Curcumine. 
Curling irons. 
Curry oy 
combs, 
Curtains, cotton or partly or wood. 
Cushions, cotton or partly, leather 
or rubber, 
Cuspidors. 


Gyanidés, iron or steel. 


iron or other bases, medi- 


Cotinders, machinery. 
Cymbals, copper and alloys. 
Cypress woe and 3 
Daggers. 
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cotton or partly. 
Danone, 8 or canned 


Datura, medicinal. 
Deals. 


Decanters. 
Deer ee and manufactures of. 


Demijohns. 
Dental apparatus and tools, 
Dentifrices. 
Depilatories. 
Derricks. 
Desks. 
Deviled meats. 
Dials, watch or clock. 
Diamonds, glaziers’. 
Diaper, cotton or partly. 
Diaplama (plaster). 
Diaquilon (plaster). 
Diaries. 


Dice, wooden. 

Dictionaries. 

Dies and plates, all kinds, 

Digitaline. 

D igt i 

Dilators, surgeons. 

Dining tables. 

Dinner services, 

8 È 
ppers, tin or common meta 

Disks. 


Dishes. table, kitchen, porcelain, 
crockery, or common metal. 
8 
tilling apparatus. 
. 9 and tools. 
oine ers. 


Diving be lls and apparatus. 
Belin wos wood, porce! or rubber, 
Dolomite. 55 


Donkey engines. 
a wood or common metal, all 


8. 
Door bells. 
Door bolts. 
Door chains. 
Door frames. 
Door knobs. 
Door latches, 
Door locks. 
Door mats. 
en. porcelain or common 
go 
Door springs, 
Dowels. 
Drag nets. 


kicia Spat 
iron or clay. 


Drawers e 8 or table. ty. 
awers, cotton or tly. 
Dra kni 2 


or common 


ubbers, artists’. 

Duck, a or partly, 

Dulcam 

Dumbbells. 

Dumb-waiters. 

Dummy cars. 

Dump cars, carts, and scows. 

Dung. 

Dusters. 

Dutch tiles. 

Dyes, all kinds. 

Dyers’ implements. 

Dynamos, 

Dynamometers. 

Earths, for paints, crockery, or por- 
celain, refractory. 

Earthenware, all kinds. 

Ebony and manufactures of. 

Eaein tools. X 

cotton or part 

Rance on pipes = 

Eduction valves. 

a fresh, salt, or canned. 
Effigies, common metal, 
porcelain, or wood. 

Elain. 

Elastic bands. 

Elastic cloth, ‘cotton or partly. 

Elaterine. 

mpos to for 3 pipes, buildings, 


plaster, 


‘ 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY 


Electric sopen 
Electric mac 
Electric motors. 


Electro- etic a 
magni pparatus. 


ag cotton or partly. 
— 
poom and paper. 


Emollients. 

Emulsions, medicinal. 
Enameled iron or steel ware. 
Enameled leather. 
Encaustic bricks and tiles. 
Engin kinds, 


Epsom salts. 
oe rubber. 


mon meta 
Bee artificial, glass, or porcelain. 
eS, 
Fabrics, cotton or partly, rubber or 
Talse teeth, sets of, rubber or partly. 


Fans, cotton or partly, 
Fans, agricultaral or —— 
ew gd mills. 


Farm i OaS implements, and 


Anati tools. 
tenings, door, sash, blinds of iron 
or common metal. 
Faucets, iron or steel, copper and al- 
loys of, and other common metal, 


Felt, cotton or partly. 
Fencing foils. 


Fenders, wire ¢ of sheet metal. 
Fennel. 
Ferrules, tron or steel, copper and 

its alloys, or other common metal. 
Panter r dried. 

o 

Figures common metal, marble, ala- 
3 porcelain, glass, wood. 


Files. 
Filter: 8. 1 steel, stone, earthen, or 


Fire screens, common metal. 
Fire shovels. 4 
Firewood. 


Firkins. 
Fish, fresh, dry. salt. le 3 
plsi piatos, eee and 


Nan or ys nets, and Lines. 

Fish nesks, spawn, roes, sounds, and 
tongues. 

Plagstones. 


‘Flannel, cotton or partly. 


3 porcelain, or common 


mac 
Fleams. 
3 
Flooring. 
tiles. 
Flower 5 earthen or 


dyeing, or ber 
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Flour, wheat and other cereal. 
Flues. 


Fouls, fencing. 
Forage. 


Forceps. 
Fo all kinds. 
Forks, table or agricultural. 
Forms, printers". 
Foundry tools and apparatus. 
Fountains, S 
Fountains, 
Atal 4 
8 pieces. 
Frames, wood, for houses, doors or 
windows, mirrors or pictures, em- 
broidery, machine. 


Freezers. 

Fringes, cotton or partly. 

or plates. 

ts, all kinds, Trait gremo, dried, 
preserved, canned, pickled. 

Fruit evaporators. 

Fruit baskets, dishes, amd boxes. 

pans, 

mills. 
common metal, glass, por- 
celain, orrubber. 

Furnaces, all kinds, and 


fixtures. 

Furniture, all kinds, and marble for 

same. 
Fuscine. 
Fustic. 
Gai ora ther or partly 

ters, leather or . 

Galbanum. 
Galleys, printe 

alleys, rs’. 
8 
Galvanized iron and wire. 
Galvanometers. 


Gamboge. 
Game bags, leather or rubber. 


Garance. 
Garden tools and utensils. 
Garden 


Gasoline. 

Gates, wood or metal. 
Ganges (tools), measures. 
Gauze, cotton or partiy. 
Gears, carr 

Gearing, machinery. 

8 steam, gas, or electric. 


Gins cotton and other. 
cotton and othe: 
Ginghams, cotton or partly, 


Ginseng. 
Girders, steel, wood, or iron. 
Girths, cotton or partly, and leather, 
Glass, and manufactures of all kinds. 
Glaziers’ tools and diamonds. 
Giper ne wood, glass, stone, or com- 
mon 
Globules, os, medicinal 
ose: cotton or partly, leather or 


Goats, 

Goblets. 

Gold coin or watches. 

Gongs, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys. or common metal. 

Gooseberries. 


Gouges. 
Gourds. 


Gowns, Shaan or 
Grain, ain, and flour mae 
Sae 


Grating, wood or metal. 
Gravers’ tools. 


Grease. 
Greens, paints, colors, or dyes. 
Griddles. 


LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Gum, medicinal, dyes, or perfume. 
3 elastic, and manufactures of. 


ums. 

Gutta-percha, and manufactures of. 
Gypsum. 

Harklos, flax or hem: 


Haddock, fresh, dried, or salt, 
Hair-brushes. 
Hair dyes 

airpins. 
Hair oil. 
Hake, fresh, dried, or salt. 
e 

ers, lea or 

Halter chains. were 
Hams. 
Hames. 


Hammers, hand or machine. 

ammocks, grass, cotton or partly. 

Hand bags, ‘leather or partly; cotton 
or partly. 

Hand cars. 

Handcarts. 

Hand lathes. 

Haua organs. 

Hand presses. 

Handsaws. iz 

Handspikes. 

Hand vises, 

Handkerchiefs, cotton or partly. 

Handles, for knives, canes, umbrel- 
las, tools, and implements. 

Hardware. 

Harness, all kinds. 

Harpoons. 

Harrows. 

Hata cotter tly; straw, pal 
ats, cotton or y; s pod m, 
— — partly, 

Hat brims, straw. 

Hat boxes, leather, wood, or paper. 

Hatchets 

Hatching machines. 

Hatters’ blocks and tools. 

Hawsers. 

Head 
eads, coopera: 

Headstalls, Pee 

Heating apparatus. 

Hectographs. 

Hedging tools. 

Heliographs. 

Hellebore. 

Hefnacite. 

Hematite. 

Hemlock, and mannfactures of. 

Hemp, and manufactures of. 

Hemp seed. 

Hens. 


Herbs, medicinal, dye, or perfume. 

Herring, fresh, dried, „salt, smoked, 
pickled. 

Hessians, cotton or partly. 

Hickory wood and manufactures. 
ide scrap: for manure. 

Hides, tanned or dressed. 

Hinges, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
id s, and common metal. 
Hoes. 


Hogsheads and shooks. 

Hoisting machines and a cei 

1 coston or partiy. eel 
ollow ware, in, S 
glass, porcelain, 8 
other common TOME 

Holly, and manufactures of. 

Holsters. 

Hominy. 

Hones. 

Hooks, all kinds, iron or steel, cop- 
per and alloys, other common 
metal. 

Hooks and eyes, common metal. 

Hook nails. 

Hoops. wood or metal. 

Horses. 

Horse brushes. 

Horse cars. 

Horse collars. 

Horse leather. 

Horse powers. 

— shoes and eset 
orses, rocking, wood. 

Hose, st cotton or partly. 

Hose, rubber, Ston a or 3 
ouses, wood, in 
owels. 

Hubs, wood or metal. 

H an aIo — 

Hung bee. 

Hunting bags, leather or partly. 

Hunting boo 

Hunting 8 

Huskers. 
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are a pen apparatus and machinery, 
ai 

Hydrochlorates, medicinal. 
Hydrometers. 

Hydrostats. 

8 medicinal. 
Hygromete 

Hy pophosphates and hypophos- 


phites, 
ay posniphites, medicinal. 
ce. 


Ice tools. 
Images, common metal, wood, por- 
celain, or stone. 
—.—— —. agricultural, garden 
Taxes 8 
posing stones. 
Imposing tables. 
Incense, 
Incubators. 
India rubber, and manufactures or. 
Indian corn or 


Ingots, . 


= stee E 
ectors, machinery. 
nit, all kinds. 
stands. 
Insertions, cotton or partly. 
Insoles, leather or partly, 
Instruments. agricultural, artisans’, 
dental, mathematical, optical, sur- 
gical, scientific in general. 
Insulators, glass, wood, rubber, or 
porcelain. 
Invalid chairs. 
fodides, medicinal. 
Todine and its salts. 
Iodoform. 
Ipecacnanha. 
Irish cloth, cotton or partly. 
Tron, cast or wrought and Snanutac- 
820 of. 
bands, hoops, siani bars, 
8 bolts, bridges, 
chests, clasps, filings, mills pi Fy 
pins, plates, pig, S, pots, rods, rol 
ers, roo: sheets, tubing, 
ware, wire, — and all manufac- 
tures of. 
Tron machinery. 
8 
‘on sha or borings. 
Jacks, hoisting. 
Jack planes. 
g 8 
aconet, co or partly. 
Jala 


J rU 
Japan fruit. 


Japan earth. 

Japanned leather. 
Japanned ware, common metal. 
Jars, glass, porcelain, or earthen. 
Jasper, and manufactures of. 
Jeans, cotton or partly. 
Jellies. ‘ 
Jennies, spinning. : 
Jewelry, copper erties alloys, nickel, 

or common metal, rubber. 
Joiners’ tools. 


Jointers. 
Joists and scantling. 
Journal bearing and boxes. 


Jugs. 

Juniper berries and oil. 
Jute, and manufactures of. 
Kaolin. 

Kedge anchors. 


Kegs. 
crude and refined. 


Kettles. 

Keys, all fron, steel, copper, 

es ä da) 8, nickel or common metal, 

Kid. | 8 and manufactures of. 

Kidney beans. 

Kip leather. 

Kitchen utensils. 

Knapsacks. 

Knees, wood, iron, or steel. 

Knife, fork, and spoon cases, 

zey all kinds, iron or steel. 

Knit goods, cotton or 

Knitting machines needles. 

8 iron, steel. copper and 3 
nick metal, glass, po 
celain and wood. 

Knockers, door. 

Kousso. 

Labdanum 

3 copper and alloys, tin, or 


dae 
Laces, cotton or partly. 


Lace boots. 


List OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY ` 


Lace trimmings, cotton or partly. 
Lacyuer. 

Lactates, medicinal. 
Lactometers. 


Lakes, “paint. 

cg i all kinds, iron or STR cop- 
per and alloys, nickel, common 
metal, tin, glass, and porcelain. 

Lamp burners. 

Lamp chimneys and founts. 

Lamp wiobes, shades, wicks. 


Tanda 

Lane all kinds. 
Lard and compounds. 
Lard oil. 

Lasts, shoemakers’. 


Laths. 

Lathes, handor machine accessories, 
and tools. 

Latten, and manufactures of. 

Laudanum. 

Launches, oar or steam. 

Lavatories. 


whole or part. 
Leather machine 
Leaves, medicinal: perfume and 


il. 
leather or rubber or 


preservers, rubber or partly. 
3 (boats). 
ee 


Tenne and manufactures of. 


7 8 or hydraulic. 


Limes. 
Limestone. 
Linden wood, and manufactures of. 


Lines. 

Liniments, cy. 
ni cotton or 

Links, iron or od pere COPPER and al- 
. — cke, common metal. 


Lit 
Lithographic apparatus. 


Lobsters, fresh or canned. 
Locks, all kinds, iron, steel, copper 

and alloys, common metal, — 
Lockets, af anol and alloys, nickel or 


Machines, motive, industrial, and 
scientific. 
Machinery — au kinds. 


Mahogany, and man 
Mail bags, leather or or cotton. 


Majolica ware. 
hi 


Manikins, dressmakers’ or tailors’. 
Manila hemp, and manufactures. 
Manna. 


Mantillas, cotton, or partly. 
a natural or artificial. 


Mamie, and manufactures of. 
Marble, and works of. 


Masks, cotton or wire. 
Massicot. 

Mast, oe or ground. 
Masts, ship's. 

Mastic. 


Materials for ship building: 
atel ‘or ship 
Mathematical instruments. 
Match boxes,common metal. 
Matico. 

Mattresses. 

Mattocks. 

ee cotton, or partly. 


auls. 

Meal of all cereals. 

Measures, metal, wood, cotton, etc. 

Meats, fresh, in 3 preserved by 
extraction of air, canned, in vine- 
gar, salted, smoked, hung, pickled. 

Medals, copper and its alloys, nickel, 
common metal. 

Medallions, copper and its alloys, 
nickel, common metal, plaster of 
Paris. 

Medicinal preparations, all kinds. 

Megaphones. 


Menthol. 
Mercury, and saits of, medicinal. 
Meridian instruments. 
erino, imitation, cotton, or eres 8 

Metals, manufactures of, all k 

except gold, silver, and platinum. 
Meters, gas or water. 
Methyl and its compounds. 
Metrometers. 
Metronomes. 
Micrometers. ` 
Microphones. 


Milk vesse 


men 
Mincing knives: 

tools ana implements. 
‘al oils. 


2 cotton, leather, or rubber. 

Modeling tools. 

Molasses boilers 

rine ME AGAS „tor — ani trades. 
olleton, cotton or, z 

Monke enches. wee 

Monocles. 

Mordants (paints). 

Morama gowns and jackets, cotton 


or par 

Morocco, and manufactures of. 

Morphine, and salts of. 

Mortars, metallic, porcelain, wood, 
stone, or glass. 

Mosaic 


flooring. 
Mosquito oa cotton, or partly. 
— all kin 
Moldings, 2 or plaster. 
Mouthpieces for smokers, or musical 
man Saar ts, glass, wood, metal or 


Movements, watch, and other ma- 
8 


LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continned. 


Soro and rea 
metal, crockery, or porcelain. 
Mulberry wood,and manufactures of. 
es. 


Music, printed 
Music stands and stools. 
— . instruments. 


tard seed. 
Mutton, fresh, salt, or leben. 
. metal or lea 


Myrrh. 
Nails, all kinds common metal. 
brushes. 


Nankeen, cotton, or partly. 
Naphtha. 7 
Pe heey 

5 cotton, or partly. 
Napkin rings, wood or metal. 
Narcotics. 
Nard. 


Nautical instruments. 
828 oil. 


ectarines. 
aa en wood or metal, all * 
Nero 
Nets, cotton, or partly. 
Netting, cotton, or 
Nickel, and manufactures of. 
Nicotine. 
Nippers. 
Nipples and breast shields, rubber. 
Nitrates, medicinal or manures. 
Nozzles. 
Nuts (fruit), all kinds. 
Nuts, iron or common metal. 
Oak, and manufactures o 
Oars, wooden. 
Oats and meal. 
Obsidia: 


n. 
555 instruments. 

t 
cokers < (paints), all kinds. 


Odometers. 

Uils, animal and vegetable. 

Oils, essential. 

83 cotton or rubber. 
and feeders. 


Olives, fresh, canned, pickl pre- 
served, — stuffed. a 
Omnibus 
Onions. f fresh or pickled, 
88 glasses. 

oo 


O Poba sam. 
Opodeldoc. 
Opopanax. 
Optical instruments. 
Oranges. 
Orange flower. 
Orange water. 
Orchil. 

Oreins. 


Ore crushers. 
Oreganum 
Graus cotton or partly. 


bed See cotton, or partly. 

Ornaments, iron, wood, glass, stone, 
or common metal. 

Oroide. 

Orpiment. 

Orris root. 


Orts. 
Osier, and manufactures of. 
Osna 


Ottar of rose. 

Ottomans. 

Ovens, iron or tin. 

Overshoes, leather or rubber, wholly 
or partly. 

Oxalates, medicinal. 

Oxen. 

Oxides fo >r medicine, å ts. 

es for m yes, or 
Oysters, fresh, canned, salt, ioii, 


preserved. 
Packing, asbestus, cotton, or rubber. 
Packthread. 


Packsaddles. 
Pads, cotton, leather, or rubber. 
Paddles, 


Padlocks. 
Pails, metal, wood, or leather. 


Paints, all kinds. 
Painters’ materials. 
Painters’ tools and implements. 


ties. 
Palin gs. wood. 
Palisander, 


Palm leaf, and manufactures of. 

Pamphlets. 

Pans, metal or earthen. 
ama straw,and manufactures of. 

Paneis, wood. 

Panic 

Paper, cigaretta, 2 painted, wall, 


ape 
Paper machinery. 
Para ‘ls, cotton or partly. 
Paregoric. 
Paris green. 
Parlor furniture. 
Parsley, 


Parsnips. 
— cars. 
Passenger elevators. 


Patent medicines. 

Patterns, leather, for boots and shoes, 
and cotton, for clothing. 

Paving bricks. 

Paving stones. 

Paving ties. 

Pease, all kinds. 

Peaches, fresh, dry, preserved, or 
canned. 

Peanuts. 

Pears, fresh, dried, preserved, or 


canned. . 
pon wood, and manufactures of. 
eat. 


Pecans. 
Pegs or pins, wood or metal. 
Pegging awls. 


Eegging machines, 

Peliets, medicinal. 

Peltry. 

Pemmican. 7 
Pens. steel, or common metal. 

Penholders. 


Pencil cases. 


Peppers, all kinds. 
Pepsin. 


Percale, cotton, or partly. 
Percaline, ees or partly. 


Pessari 
Pestles. 
Petroleum, crude or refined, 
Petticoats, 3 or partly. 
Pewter, and manufactures of. 


P 

eee, 
Phosphoguan: 

— apparatus. 
Photometers. 

Physical apparatus. + 
Pianos. 

Picks. 

Pickaxes. 

Pickled oen 

Pick soc 

Pickled 8 
Pictures, with frames and appurte-\ z 


nances. 

Pieces or for machin‘ wag- 
ons, Pied gered wos ges. 

Eg copper. 


> 


Pilechards. 

Pile-irivers. 

Pills. 

8 iron, steel, stone, marble, or 

Piliows, cotton, or cases. 

Pins, iron, steel, 3 its al- 
Be deh common metal, or wood. 


ahi 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


[Sy ne manufactures of. 

e apples. 

Pine resin. 

Pipe, iron, steel, copper and its alloys, 
zinc, tin, other common metal, A 
orearthen, glass, rubber, and 


lain, or crockery. 
Pitch, mineral or vegetable. 
Pitenpine. 
Plack-fond. 


tains. 
N machinery, tools, and im- 


N for’ manure. 
‘aris. 


1 nickel, tin, — g 5 
oys, 0 com- 
mon metal, porcelain, glass, earth- 


„ railway. 
es. 


goods. 
Plati cotton, or 8 
Plattarm scales. N 
n wood or metal. 


Plo all kinds, and parts 
Plums, i fresh, dry, canned, or pre- 


Lesage dy tools. 
Plummets. 
Plush, cotton, n 


Pneumatic 
Pocketbooks, leathar or rubber, 


wholly or partly. 
Po $ edigings and laces, cotton, or 


Poles, wood, telegraph and other. 
Polishers’ tools. 

Pomades, medicinal or toilet. 
Pomatum. 

Pomegranate wood and fruit. 
Poplar, and3 manufactures of. 
Poppies, and products 5 

Porce articles 

Eee fresh, dried, 18 pickled, 
portable engines, furnaces, and rail- 


Portfolios, leather or rubber, wholly 
or partly. 


Portmonnates. 
Potash and salts of, medicinal. 
earthen. 


Potters’ Im e 

Pottery. 

Pouches, leather or rubber, wholly 
or x 

Poultry. 

Pounce. 

7 perfume, paints, 

Powers, horse or mechanical. 

Prawns. 

Precipitates for medicines, dyes, or 


Preserves, all kinds. 
rved foods. 


Printers’ "implement and tools. 
Printing 
esses. 
Prisms. . + 
Privies, metallic or crockery. 


Probes. 
Products, garden, chemicals, field. 
Propellor screws. 


Proprietary 

Prospecting tools. 

Protractors. 

Provisions,meats,and dairy products 
and fish. 

Prunes. 

Prunella. 

Pruning implements. 


Prussians, cotton or tl. 
ee — Waren or 


Pllleys a and blocks, all kinds. 
milis and 


Pulp machinery. 
Pumice stone. 
Pumps, hand or machine. 
Empe (shoes). 
Pumpkins. 


Punches. 

e Re rs 

unching machines, 
urine. 


8 cotton or partly leather or 
ru 


ts. 
uarry tools and machinery. 
uartz, and manufactures of. 
uassai. 


uilts, cotton or partly. 
uiltings, cotton or parur. 
salts of. 


Radishes. 
Rafters, wood or metal. 
Rags, 5 ooa or partly. 


Ratis, ire iron Or steel and accessories, 
Railings, metal or wood. 
Railway material, all kinds. 


Rai: 
Rakes, all kinds. 
Rams, hyaranliclana others. 


Ra 
Danvers fresh, dried, canned, or 
preserved. 
ps. 


Rattan, and iso trape, tures of. 
Razors and cases. 


T 
7 or partly. 
ar. — 


Reaping, hooks and cradles. 
e apparatus, electric. 


Reds, 8 or dyes. 
Reddl 


Reeds, ‘and manufactures of. 
Reels, machine. 

Refining machinery, all kinds. 
Reflectors, glass or metal. 
frigerants, medicinal. 


— e or partly. 

ps, cotton y. 
Reservoirs, wood, moral, or stone. 
Reticules, cotton, leather, or straw. 
Retorts. 


Revalenta arabica. 
Revolvers. 

Rhubarb. 

area cotton or partly. 


Rigging, vessels. 

Rings, ton, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, nickel, other common metal, 
rubber, wood. 

8 iron, steel, copper and its al- 


loy: 
Riveting tools. 
Roasters, coffee and other. 
Rochelle salts. 
tire i fa 
Rocking ch 


airs. 
Rocking horses, wooden. 
Rods, iron, steel, brass re its alloys, 
nickel, common metal, wood. 
Rollers, . , machine, etc. 
Roll 


Roofing tin. 

R 
vegetable fiber or me 

. machinery. 

Rosaries, e common, metal, or wood. 


Rose-water. 
Rosewood, and manufactures of. 


Rotten stone, 


LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Rouens, cotton or parti 
Ron ‘ns, partly. 


Roulette tables. 

Rubber, and manufactures of. 
Rubber erasers and bands. 

Rudder, ship’s. 

0 cotton or partly, straw or 


Balers wood metak c 

ers, W. metal, or gutta-percha, 

Rul machines. N 

Running gear for vehicles. 

Rushes,and manufactures of. 

Rye and fiour. 

Sabers. 

Saccharimeters, 

Sachels, cotton or partly, leather or 
rubber. 

Sachets and powders. 

Sacks, cotton or partly, leather or 
rubber, 

Sadirons. 

Saddles, all kinds. 

Saddlery. 

Saddlers’ woe: 

Saddletree 

. 1 steel, tin, common metal, 


Sanon: 


Safo: cotton o e 

Salmon, cann fresh, preserved, 
smoked 

Salt, chemicals, for medicines, ma- 
nures, dyes or paints. 

Salvers, metal or wood. 


Sandpaper. 
Sandstone. 


3 

Sasb, window. 

Sash bolts and fixtures, 
Sashes, cotton or partly. 
Sassafras. 

Sateen, cotton or paray; 
Satin, cotton or partly. 
Satinet, cotton or partly, 
Sauces and condiments. 
Saucepans. 

Saucers. 

Sauerkraut. 


Sausages. 
aoe machinery. 


Sawing machine 
Seales, all Minds 


ling. 

Scarfs, cotton or PAU, 

Schists, and oil o 

School furniture. 

Scientific e 

Scissors and shears. 

Scows. 

Scrap iron. 

Scrapers. 

Sy awa cotton or partly, wood or 
ron. 

Screws, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, nickel, common metal, and 


screw bolts and eyes. 
Screw-drivers. 
Screw jacks. 


Screw propellers. 
Screw wrenches’ 
Scrub brushes, ships’. 
Sculptors’ tools. 


ure. 
Seals or stamps, metal or rubber. 
Seaming m es. 
Sedatives, medicinal. 
Seidlitz powders. 
Seeds and grains for sowing, medic- 
inal, dye, and perfume. 
ers. 
Seltzer water. 


Senna. 

Separators, grain and ore. 
Serge, cotton or partly. 
Sesame. 


Settees. 


Sewer 
Sewing machines. 


Sh a 
Shades, lamp or candle 


Shafts, carriage, etc. 

Shaf fting, mac. à 

Shag, cotton or partly. 
Shagreen. and manufactures of. 
Shaving dishes. 

Shaves, carpenters’ or coopers’. 
Shawls, cotton or partly. 
Shears. 

Shearing machin 

Sheathing Soppar rand its alloys. 
Sheath 

pone pape: 


eep. 
Ses penn, and manufactures of. 
Sheets, cotton or partly. 
Sheet copper. 
Sheet iron. 
Sheet zinc. 
Shelving, wooden, 
Shellac. 
Shellfish. 
Shingles. 
1 cotton or parti y. 
Shirt fronts, cuffs, and collars, cot 
ton or partly. 
Shirting, cotton or partly. 
Shoes, leather or partly. 
Shoe nails, 


Shoe pegs. 

Shoe polish, 

Shooks, box or hogshead. 

Shot, lead or iron. 

Shoulder belts. 

Shoulder straps. 

3 metal or wood. 

Show ci 

Shrisape, f fresh, canned, or pickled. 

Shrubs. 

Shutters, wood or iron. 

Shuttles, . machine. 

Sickles. 

Sides, meat. 

Sideboards. 

Siding, wood or metal. 

Sienna. 

Sieves. 

Silver coin and ooh aca 

Sinapisms. 

Sinks, metal or stone. 

Siphonr, metal, glass, or rubber. 

Sirens. 

Strups, medicinal. 

Sisal hemp, and manufactures of. 

Skates. 

Skewers. 

Skiffs. 

Skimmers. 

Skins, tanned, dressed, or ùndressed. 

Skylights. 

Slabs, marble, jasper, alabaster, or 
other stone. 

Slate in all forms. 

Slaters' tools, 

Sleds. 

Sleigus. 

Sledges. 

Sleeping cars. 

rigs leather or partly. 


Smelting furnaces. 
Smiths“ tools. 
Smut machines. 
Snafties. 

Snails. 

Snaths. 
Sneezewort. 


Soapstone, and manufactures of. 
Soap, toilet. 
Here apparatus and fountains. 


tools. 


Spangles, copper and its alloys. 
Spar, mineral. 


spectacles and rims, common meta}, 
Spectroscopes. 
Speculums. 
Spelter. 
Spermaceti. 
Spikes, metal or wood. 
oa ikenard, 
piles. 
Spindles. 
Spinning machinery. 
rg turpentine. 
pits. 
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Splines co ) 

p. surgeons’). 

Splints, match. 

Spokes, wheel. 

Spools. 

Spoons, wood or common metal 
Spraying machines. a 
Spreaders. 

Springs, metal or rubber, all kinds. 
Sprinklers. 


Spruce, and manufactures of. 
Spun goods, cotton or partly. 
Spurs. 

Spurge. 

panara carpenters’, etc, 


Squashes. 

Squeczers, cork, lemon, etc. 

Stackers. 

Stage coaches. 

Stairs, metal, stone, or wood. 

Preps tools. 

Stam IIS. 

Stanchions, wood or metal. 

Stands, candle, caster, flower, gar- 
den, lamp, music. 


Stapies, iron, steel, or common 
metal. 


Starch, corn. 
Statues, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
ob common metal, stone, and 


w 
Staves. \ 
Steam apparatus, boilers, brakes, 
cars, cocks, cylinders. 2 
1 engines and parts, 
launches, mills, motors, pipes, 
pors powers, presses, pumps, 


ugs. 
Stearine, and candles of. 
Steel, and manufactures of. 
Steel, bars, wire, ingots, plates, rods, 
and other forms, 
Steelyards. 
Steering apparatus. 
Stencils and plates. 
Steps, metal, stone, or wood. 
Stereopticons. 
Stereoscopes. 
Stereotype apparatus and tools. 
Stethoscopes. 
Stewpans. 
Sticks, wood, all sizes. 
Stills. 
1 metal, leather. or wood. 
Stock fish. 
Stockings, cotton or partly. 
Stoke bars. 
Stomach ponpe 
Stone, rough, or polished. 
Stonecutters tools. 
Stoneware. 
Stools, all kinds. 
Stoppers, common metal, glass, wood, 
porcelain, or rubber. 


Stoves: copper and its alloys, 
tal porcelain, or stone. 
Stramonium. 

Straps, leather or rubber. 

Straw for forage. 

Straw, and manufactures of. 

58 cars. 


String beans, fresh, pickled or 


canned. 
Stripes, cotton or partly. 
Strips or bands, leather, rubber, pa- 
per, cotton, or common metal. 
Stripping machines. 
Strychnine. 
Strubbers. =, 
Stud nails. 
Stuffed meats, all kinds. 
Stump ponere 
Subliming pots and furnaces. 
Submarine apparatus, cables. 
Suet. 
Sugar bowls. 
Sugar milis and parts. 
Sugar plums, medicinal. 
Su plows. 
Sulphates, medicinal, 
paints. 


umach, 
Sunshades, cotton or partly. 
Superphosphate of lime, manure. 
Surgical instruments. 
Surveyors’ instruments. 
Suspenders, cotton, rubber, 
leather, wholly or partly. 
Suspensories. 
Sweepers, carpet. 
proce machines, street. 


Switches, railway. 
Switches ands tch boards, electric. 


words. 
Syringes, metal, glass, or rubber. 
Tables. 
Table mats, 


Table cloths, cotton or parng 
Table covers, oilcloth or rubber. 


dyes, and 


or 


—continued. 
Table knives and forks, iron, steel, 
co) „and its alloys. 


Table spoons, common metal. 
Table casters or cruet stands, com- 
mon metal, 


Table steels. 
Tableware, glass, porcelain, or com- 


Tailors’ implements. 
Tale. 
Tallow, and candles of. 


Tanned leather or hides. 
Tanners’ tools and implements. 
Tanbark. À 


Tannin. 

Tapioca. 

Tapers, stearine or tallow. 
Tape, cotton or partly. 


Taps and wrenches. 

Tar, vegetable or mineral. 

Taraxacum. 

Tartar emetic, 

Tartrates, medicinal. 

Tassels, cotton or partly. 

Tea caddies, cups, kettles, pots, 
spoons. 


Telegraph apparatus, poles, wires. 

Telephones and apparatus. 

Telescopes. 

mangaen; 1 valk j 
‘ent cloths, cotton or y. 

Tenter hooks. 

Terra cotta. 

Theine, 

Theriac. 

Thermometers. 

Thimbles, common metal. 

Thongs, leather. 

Thread, cotton or partly. 

Thread, shoemakers’. 

micke cotto 1 

cking, o n or partly. 
Liun railway, iron or wood. 


Tilburys. 

‘Tiles, all kinds. 

Timbals. 

Timber, all kinds. 

Tin, in bar or pig. 

Tin, and manufactures of. 

Tin plate, and manufactures of, 
stamped, varnished, or lacquered. 

Tinctures, medicinal, perfumery. 

Tinder boxes. 

Tinsel. 


Tires (wheel). 

Tire benders. 

Tire shrinkers. 

Toasters. 

Tobacco boxes, 

Tobacco cutters. 

Tobacco machinery and tools. 

Tollet cases. 

Tolu 

Tomatoes, fresh, canned, or dried. 

FRR aed, mait, ari 
on smoked, salt, or 
pickled. ns 


Tools, all kinds, 
Toothpicks, wood. 
8 Sager or partly. 
weling, cotton or 8 
Toys, common 8 glass, 
porcelain, leather, or wood. 
Toy horses. 
Trace 


chains. 
8 8 
Traction a atus and engines. 
Tragacanthe 


Tramway materials. 

Transit instruments. 

Traps, iron, steel, copper, and its al- 
loys, wire, wood. 

Traveling bags, cotton, rubber, or 
leather. 

Traversers, railway. 

Trenails. 


Trays, wood or metal treenails. 
Trees, live, and plants. 

Trellis work, metal or wood. 
Trepans and trephines 
Trestlework, wood or metal. 
Tricot, cotton or partly. 
Tricycles. 

ARS hammers. 


Tripo. 
Tripoli, earth. 


OCATS. 
Troches, medicinal. 

‘Trolleys. 

‘Troughs, wood, stone, or metal. 
Trout, fresh, canned, or salt. 
Trowels, and other masons’ tools. 
Trucks, all kinds, 


‘ 
LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued, 


Trumpets, common metal. 

Trunks, wood, metal, or leather. 

Tubs, wood or metal. 

Tubes and tubing, iron or steel, cop- 
per and alloys, nickel, tin, zinc, or 
other common metal, lead, glass, 
porcelain, rubber, and wood. 

Tulle, cotton, or partly. 

Tumblers, glass or crystal. 

Tunny fish, fresh, canned, or pickled. 

Turbines. 

Turmeric. 

Turners’ lathes and tools. 

Turnips and seed. 

Turntables. 

Turpentine. 

Tweezers, 

‘Twine, all kinds. 

Twist, cotton or partly. 


Typewriters. 5 
8 and burnt. 
mbrellas, cotton, or partly. 
Underclothes, cotton, or partly. 
Undershirts, cotton, or partly. 
Upholsterers’ tools. 
Upholstery, cotton, or partly. 


Upper leather. 

Urinals, iron, crockery, or porcelain. 

Urns, tea or coffee. 

Utensils, kitchen, and for all arts and 
trades. 


8 = 

acuum a atus. 

Valerian. seS 

Valerianates. 

Valises, cotton, leather, or rubber. 

Valves, machinery. 

Vanilla and extract. 

Vaporizers. 

Varnishes, all kinds. 

Vases, metal, glass, porcelain, earth- 
en, stone. 

Vasel 


Vats, metal, wood, or stone. 
Veal tal, * 


Vegetabies, all kinds, dried, fresh, 
ckled, salted, canned, concen- 


ated. 
Vogoranis hair and manufactures 


or. 
Veils and velling, cotto ) 
eils and ve cotton or partly. 
Velocipedes. EON, 
Velvet and velveteens, cotton or 
Lesion 
Veneering. 
Venetian blinds. 
Ventilating apparatus. 
Verandas. 
Veratria. 
Ve 18. 
Vermicelli. 
Vermifuge. 
Vermilion. 


ts. 
Vests, cotton or partly. 
Vetches. Ligne f 
Vial 


Vinegars, medicinal. 


Viols, violins, and violoncellos. 
Vises. 
Visors, leather or skin. 


Voloanixing apparat 

ule: apparatus. 
Vulcanized a 1 i 
Wadding. 

Y all kinds, and parts. 


Waiters, wood or common metals. 

Wallets, leather or rubber. 

Walnuts. s 

Walnut wood, and manufactures of. 

aan basins, boards, boilers, stands, 

ubs. 

Washers, iron, steel, or common 

metal 


Washing machines and wringers. 

Wash stands, wood or metal. 

Watches, all kinds, and parts of. 

Water closets, iron, porcelain, or 
with other materials. 

Watermelons. 

Waters, cosmetic, mineral, natural 
or artificial, toilet. 

Webbing, cotton or partly. 


oe; iron or steel. 

Weighbrid; 

Weights, iron, steel, or common 
metal. 


Well tools and machinery. 
Well tubes. 
Whale oil and blubber, 
W. implements. 
Wheat and flour. 
Wheels, carriage, wagon, cart, car, 
machine, ship. 
Wheelbarrows and hand carts. 
Whetstones. 
etrees. 


Whips. 

Whistles, all kinds. 
White lead. 

White paints, all kinds. 
Whi 


Wicks, cotton, or partly. 
Wicker and work of. 

Willow and manufactures of. 
Winches. 

Windlasses. 


Windmills. 

Window blinds, framos, glass, sash, 
shutters. 

Winnowing machines. 

Wire and wire cloth, and manufac- 
tures of. 

Wire-drawing machinery. 

Wood, all kinds, and manufactures 


of. 
Wood-working machinery. 
Wooden houses, set up or not. 
Wool in goods; half or more of cot- 


ton. 
Woolmachinery. 
Wool cards, driers, mills, presses, 


washers. 
Work baskets and boxes. 
8 
rapp: papar 
Wrenches, all kinds. 
Wringers. 
Writing machines (typewriters). 
Wrought iron, and manufactures of. 


ams. 
Yards (vessels). 

Yarn, cotton or partly. 
Yellow paints or dyes. 
Yokes and bows, ox. 

Zinc, and manufactures of. 


THE GREAT OPPORTUNITY THAT IS THROWN AWAY. 
Under these treaties, Mr. President, the United States stands 


in 


position to command and control the greater share of the 


trade of the tropical portion of the southern continents, and it 
is possible, by surrendering the duties upon wool, copper, lead 


ore 
wit 


without asking anyt 


t 


and some other articles, to negotiate similar arrangements 
h Mexico, Chile, Uruguay, and the Argentine Republic, whose 
foreign trade annually exceeds the sum of $500,000, 
imports annually surpass $250,000,000. All of the a 
except lead ore are placed upon h 
g in return, or giving an — 
diplomatic negotiation to secure valuable concessio. 
benefit of our farmers and mechanics. 


and whose 
rticles Iname 
105 
y 
ns for the 


e free list by the pendin 


Not only does this bill repudiate and reject all the advantages 
that have been obtained for our producers in the southern na- 


tions, but it throws away forever the pros 


ct of obtaining a 


market for at least one hundred millions of the ood pee products 


of our farm and factories which we can not sell at 


ome. 


The advantages secured for them in the southern countries 
have inspired the merchants and manufacturers of the United 
States to make a determined attempt to obtain a share in the 
markets which they had previously neglected, and the passen- 
ger lists of the steamers and the statistics of the postal service 
show that more commercial travelers have gone from this 
country to Central and South America, more buyers have come 
from those countries to this, and more correspondence has been 
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_ conducted during the last two or three years than was ever 


known before, and the increase continues to be very rapid. 
EVERY TOWN AND VILLAGE INTERESTED IN THE TRADE. 


Nor is this subject of importance only to the great commer- 
cial rorts and manufactur: centers. Nearly every city and 
town in the United States has a direct and immediate interest 
in the extension of the trade. The men who make the articles 
of commerce do not know the destination of their wares, except 
in cases of large contracts of consignments. The South Amer- 
ican trade, being conducted at present almost exclusively by 
commission men, is peculiar in this respect, and the workmen 
in the little factories that have sprung up in the towns and vil- 
lages of the Middle and Northwestern States little know that 
the resuits of their labor are found scattered in nearly every 
country of Central and South America, and over al! the islands 
of the sea. : 

Not long ago a gentleman interested in the promotion of our 
export trade to South America took the trouble to trace to its 
source every article of merchandise that composed the cargo of 
a vessel bound from New York to one of the southern republics. 
The result was astonishing. I shall not give the entire list, but 
only a few of the items for the purpose of illustrating the point 
which I have made, that every community in the Union has a 
personal interest in every effort that is made to secure larger 
markets for our products among the nations of this hemisphere, 
and to show the infinite variety of goods thatcan besold in their 
markets. The following list shows a few of the towns and what 
they contributed to this cargo: 

: ALABAMA. 

Bessemer+Cast-iron pipe. 
ILLINOIS. 


Belvidere: Sewing machines. 
garos: ae econo 
rpentersville: Co 
Chicago: Axle 0 link belts, folding sawi: machines, boilers, car 
axles, mining machinery, hardware, agricultural 8 machinery, 
office supplies. carriages, wagons, carts, sewing machines, heavy hardware, 
ture, peorien electrical goods, cutlery, barb wire, reapers. 


Peoria: Bolts. 
Rockford: Furniture. 
Pekin: Agricultural implements. 
Rockford: Patent foot machinery. 
Rock Island: Plows. 
Sandwich: Reapers, mowers, agricultural implements, windmills. 
Sterling: Agricultural implements. 
INDIANA. 
Evansville: Edge tools. 
epee E e desks. 
Mishawaka: Pu ee 
Suelpyville Cauinets. atra 
e e: 
South Bend: Plows, wagons, carriages. 
IOWA. 
Dubuque: Wind-milis. 
Ottumwa; Wood work. 
MICHIGAN. 
Detroit: Fans and blowers. 


Grand Rapids: Furniture. 


Three Rivers: Velocipede cars. 
White Pigeon: Foot ae hand power machinery. z 


MINNESOTA. 
Minnea : * 
St. Paul: Prepared coffee. 
Stillwater: Agricultural 

MISSOURI, 


Kansas City: Contracting machinery. 
St. Louis: General merchandise, glass and crockery, drugs. 


OHIO. 


: Augur bits. 
Mansfield; Agricultural implements, machinery, plumbers’ material 
COLORADO, 
Coal for Mexico. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Harrisburg: Bookbinders’ machinery. 
Pittsburga, Galvanized sheet fron, locomotives, chain. 


WISCONSIN. 
Milwaukee: Trunks machi 

Milwaukee: machinery, furniture, ice machines, beer. 

Racine: Wagons and carriages, machinery, furniture, engines and yachts, 


trunks. 
Sheboygan: Furniture. 


Other cities in the Northwest contributed to this cargo the 

ore bl 3 hine 

‘ortable = machine, gas engine, portable electric 
motor for „boots and shoes, baseball Bong canned beef, 
brickmakiog machines, patentevaporator, patent cereals, chairs, 
cheese, clocks, clothing, condensed milk, buckets, canned corn, 
corn meal, wool compressors, cotton-seed oil, dairy utensils, dis- 
tillery piant electric-light plant, bales of excelsior, fire bricks, 
flaxseed oil, passenger elevator and machinery, furniture, vege- 
tables, seed, harness, hay-baling machine, hosiery, ice factory 
and cold storage plant, knitting machine, oatmeal, ornamental 
tiles, pickles, pressed bricks, plant, saddletrees, soap, spokes and 
hubs for wheels, starch. laundry machinery, strawboards, 
watches, wire screens, wooden ware, and material for repairing 
watches. 

THE INTEREST OF MERCHANTS AND MANUFACTURERS AROUSED. 

Our people are just beginning to realize the value of the reci- 
procity arrangement. Trade is always conservative and sensi- 
tive, and feels its way cautiously when it is turned into new and 
unaccustomed channels; but the same intelligence and enterprise 
that has developed our internal commerce is now being applied 
to the extension of our foreign trade, and should have the pro- 
tection and encouragement of the Government, instead of being 
deprived of the advantages it nowenjoys. It requires time and 
patience and energy to uire new markets and to successfully 
compete with established lines of trade. 

The manufacturers of Europe have intrenched themselves in 
the southern markets by the experience of a century. encies 
and branches of commercial houses in London, Manchester, 
Hamburg, Frankfort, Antwerp, Paris, Lyons, and other Euro- 

an cities, have been established at the mercantile centers of 

entral and South America for generations, and the import trade 
of the southern continent is almost exclusively conducted by or 
through them. The relations so long established are satisfac- 
tory, and the consumers of that section are notseeking our trade. 

It is therefore necessary for our merchants to invade these 
markets, and break down the existing lines of commerce, in 
order to sell their goods; and that they can doso is demonstrated 
by the testimony of Mr. Coombs, which I have quoted, and the 
experience of every man who has faithfully and intelligent 
made the experiment. Much money has already been invested, 
and much time has been spent in the introduction of our mer- 
chandise into the southern markets; in the establishment of 
agencies; in the study of the tastes and requirements of the 
people, and the conditions of the trade; in opening banking con- 
nections and credits, and in making the acquaintance of the 
buyers and consumers in the Latin-American countries and col- 
onies. 

This demonstrates that the advantages of the reciprocity ar- 
rangements have been d and are appreciated by those 
for whose benefits they were intended, but just now as they are 
beginning to see the results of their efforts, the majority of this 
Congress proposes to deprive them of the advantages they enjoy. 

A REMARKABLE INCREASE IN THE USE OF THE MAILS. 

The following table showsa remarkable increase in the weight 
of mails dispatched from the United States to Central America 
and the West Indies since the movement to increase our exports 
in that direction began: : 

Weight of letter mails. 


1, 274, 869 6, 131, 4, 718, 625 12, 124,922 
1, 360, 925 5, 783, 715 3, 670, 402 10, 815, 042 
1,798, 568 6, 217, 331 5, 040, 574 12, 956, 471 
2, 839, 953 6,630, 161 5, 879, 271 14, 849, 385 
_ 2,751, 076 7, 260, 761 6, 374, 454 16, 386, 291 
3. 332, 821 8, O44, 164 6, 953, 443 18, 330, 410 
7,175, 411 10, 042, 020 7,919, 943 25, 187, 374 
6, 172, 004 10, 988, 993 8, 778, 188 25, 939, 275 
5,477,476 | 11,478, 084 9, 191, 900 26, 147, 400 
Weight of printed matter. 
South 

en Total 

Grams. Grams. Grams. rams. 
eee 16,751,068 | 50,905,092 | 62,504,438 | 130, 164,508 
1886... 19, 455, 594 57,070, 472 64, 933, 008 141, 459, 062 
887 20, 360, 695 58, 436, 256 78, 856, 187 157, 653, 118 

888 25,611, 295 64, 085, 508 87, 509, 160 „205, 
33. 702, 155 71. 900, 081 103, 876, 152 209, 568, 388 
30, 037, 056 81, 703, 195 48, 222 236, 888, 473 
73, 441, 235 101, 446, 962 . 647, 853 815, 536, 050 
— 86, 884,063 | 115, 186, 048 32, 390 359, 202, 501 
5 88, 740,936 | 127, 824, 285 715, 100 379, 280, 387 
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The following tables show the distribution by nations of let- 

ters pan printed matter dispatched during the fiscal years 1892 

and 1893: 


Comparison between the years 1892 and 1893, by countries. 


81 

genes | penam 

4.837, 185 4,075, 570 

4, 657,820 | 2,045, 880 

4,305,981 | 4, 673, 240 

4; 327,440 | 4,508, 175 

Turks 291, 442 433, 265 
Other West Indles . 1, 738,121 }............ 23,701, 555 
115, 186, 048 285 


E 19, 027,478 
—.—— 17, 692; 390 
17, 551, 939 
12555 

Honduras. 
Salvador 14,091,763 15,434,003 
British Hondur ng 2,551,414 2,447, 780 


NO ONE HAS ASKED TO HAVE THESE TREATIES TERMINATED. 


Lam not aware that any one of these countries with which these 
arrangements have been negotiated wishes to terminate them, 
nor has there been any such desire expressed upon the part of 
any individual or corporation or commercial organization in 
the United States. 

There is no such memorial or petition before this body; nor 
has any person made any such request orsuggestion to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. = 

If those who are most interested in this subject were to be 
consulted they would insist that the reciprocity section and com- 
me arrangements that have been negotiated under its au- 
thority be let alone. They have not come here with their pro- 
test, because they know it would be useless to oppose a policy 
that has been apparent ever since the present Administration 
came into power. They the purpose of the present 
Executive and the majority in Congress to cancel or revoke or 
overthrow, so far as is in their power, every act of the last Ad- 
ministration, whether it refers to the Islands of the Pacific or 
the Republic of South America, with the same disregard of the 
honor of the nation, the interests of the people, and the friendly 
relations of our neighboring states. 

THE VALUE OF THE RECIPROCITY ARRANGEMENTS. 

It is 5 to measure, as it is useless to conjecture, the 
value and importance of the reciprocity arrangements. They 
have been in operation but two or three years, and our mer- 
chants have not had time tosee the full result of their efforts 
to introduce their goods into new markets; but it is gra 
to note that wherever commercial conditions have permit 
er has been substantial gain in the exports from the United 

In some cases it has been phenomenal, and can be traced di- 
rectly to the 5 secured by the treaties and to the in- 
vasion of the market y our merchants and manufacturers. 

In other countries where financial 1 has prevailed a 
comparison of commercial statistics will show that the export 
trade of the United States has suffered less than- that of any 
other nation, and that it has been a decided triumph to be able 
to hold our own. The testimony of all the commercial or - 
zations of Europe, all the commercial publications, all ef the 
diplomatic and consular representatives of the Rurapean coun- 


tries in Central and South America all goes to show the value 
they place upon the commercial advantage the United States 
has obtained, and the danger threatened by them to their own 
commercial interests. 


THE OPINION OF AN ENGLISH EXPERT. 


Col. Howard Vincent, M. P., who has recently made an exten- 
sive tour through South America, in a recent address at Mont- 
gomery Hall, Sheffield, England, expressing the opinion of the 
British commercial community concerning our trade with Brazil, 
spoke as follows: 

For the development of the prodigious resources of Brazil 8 has 

V: some £100,000,000, Under the settled government of the ethroned 
and defunct Emperor Pedro it produced a fair return in interest, and a larger 
one in orders to English ORLAR AN for steel rails, 9 and 
plant. In 1860 we sold to Brazil twice as much as we bought. Now the tables 
are turned, and we sell but one-third of what we buy. The trade of Brazil 
with the world increased 20 per cent between 1880 and 1891, but only 6 per 
cent with Great Britain. It has still a downward tendency. 

The Germans are very strong in the rich province of Rio Grande do Sul. 
But the United States has become our most formidable . In 1881 
they pe ed the credulous young republic to admit their manufactures 
either free of duty or at a great reduction over ours. The result has been a 
loss of revenue which has to be made up by an increase of some 50 per cent 
on the duties on English goods, This puts them at an obvious disadvantage. 
The only satisfaction is b our cutlery still holds its own. I wish it was 
possible to say the same of the edge-tool trade—axes. hatchets, picks, nearly 
allcome from America. Beyond question there will be in the near future a 
reorganization of affairsin Br: „and it will be- necessary for us to tale 
care that it does not take a direction adverse to our commercial interests. 


THE .ONLY INCREASE IN OUR —— Was IN RECIPROGITY 
00 > 

I might call attention in this connection, Mr. President, to 
the enormous falling off in the exports from the United States 
to other countries during the same year,and to argue from that 
that our trade with Europe was a failure because 
1893 were not equal to those of 1891 or 1892, and it is à strong 
argument in favor of these reciprocity treaties and a greater 
test of their value upon our trade with the republics and colo- 
nies with which they are made. Thetotalexporis of the United 
States in 1892 were $1,030,278,148, while in 1893 they were $847,- 
665,194. The domestic exports to Europe alone fell off $189,- 
106,919; to Oceanica the decrease was $4,300,000; to Asia $3,367,- 
000, while the decrease in our shipments to South America was 
only $483,000. And the increase of exports from 1892 to 1893 to 
the countries with which we have Am aired was $3,560,515, 
and the increase over 1891 was $16,440,721. 

The exports to Austria dropped from $1,527,000 to $571,000; 
the exports to Belgium from $48,785,000 to $26,740,000; to Den- 
mark from $8,000,000 to 85,000, 000; France, $99,000,000 to 846,000, 
000: Germany, 8105, 000, 000 to $83,000,000; Italy, 814,000, 000 to 
$13,000,000; the Netherlands from $43,000,000 to 338,000,000; Rus- 
sia from $5,000,000 to $2,000,000; Sweden and Norway from $6,500,- 
000 to $4,000,000; England from 8432,000,000 to $361,000,000; Scot- 
land, $42,000,000 to $36,000,000; Ireland, $32,000,000 to $22,000,000; 
China from $5,000,000 to $3,000,000; Australasia from $11,000,- 
000 to $7,000,000, and to other countries in a corresponding de- 
gree. The only countries in the entire list of nations and colo- 
nies in the world with which we have commerce that showed 
an increased exportation from the United States that year were 
the Azore Islands, Gibraltar, Greece, Portugal, Roumania, 
Spain, Turkey, Asiatic Russia, Philippine Islands, British Af- 
rica, French Africa, Portuguese Africa, the Dominion of Can- 
ada, and the Latin-American countries. 

REASONS FOR A FALLING OFF IN TRADE. 


Nevertheless in all of the Latin-American countries and in 
the West India Islands, except Cuba, there has been a period of 
financial and commercial depression recedented in its sever- 
ity andcontinuance, Thiswas due in Ni Honduras, and 
Brazil to revolutionary insurrections which have disturbed the 
peace, interfered with industries, destroyed confidence, im- 
paired both public and private credit, wasted the fortunes and 
retarded the prosperity of the people. In other of the republics 
and in the British colonies there have been an extraordinary 
succession of poor — which have reduced the purchas 

wer of the rece and compelled them to forego many impor 

uxuries to which they have been accustomed, to postpone pri- 
vate and public improvements, and to reduce the expense of 
living to correspond with the reduction of their revenue. 

All of the southern republics and colonies have also suffered 
severely from the reduced value of silver, which is there com- 
mon currency and standard, and a corresponding increase in 
foreign exchange. The price of labor and production and liv- 
ing has not in any measure decreased. A silver dollar which 


was worth 90 cents in gold in some of these countries a few years 
ago, {snow worth less than 50 cents in foreign exchange, so that 
?rom this cause alone the value of foreign merchandise has been 
increased to a corresponding degree in ‘all of the southern mar- 
kets, and the aggregate 

cordingly. 


ue of their imports is reduced ac- 


exports in - 


` 
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The English merchants have suffered from this cause, not 
only in Latin America, but wherever silver money is current. 
The commercial bodies of Great Britain, particularly those in 
trade with Cuba, Japan, India, and South America, including the 
London Chamber of Commerce, the greatest commercial organ- 
ization in the world, have recently sent a memorial to the Gov- 
ernment on this subject. They represent the urgency to be so 
\ groa as to make necessary the reassembling of the International 

onetary Conference, with aview to finding some remedy for the 
heavy falland the violent fluctuations in silver which have dis- 
turbed the trade of the country beyond calculation. 

In 1889 a Mexican silver dollar, which is the standard of value 
in most of the West Indian colonies, was worth 79 cents; in 1892 
it was worth 74.4; on the Ist of January, 1894, it was worth 56 
cents, in gold. 

The Peruvian sol, the Colombian peso, and the sucre of Ecua- 
dor, which were worth 77 cents in 1889, were worth but 51 cents 
on the Ist of January last, in gold. 

In January, 1891, the B ian milreis was worth 36 cents in 
gold; in June, 1893, it was worth only 24 cents, and in March, 

894, but 21 cents. 
THE COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH BRAZIL. : 

The reciprocity arrangement with Brazil for a mutual reduc- 
tion of duties was the first negotiated, and the first to go into 
effect, and although that country has been suffering almost con- 
tinuously ever since from domestic political disturbances, our 
export trade has notdiminished, and our imports haye increased 
toa remarkable degree. The foreign commerce of Brazil is 
almost entirely controlled by Europeans. The large importing 
and commission houses are English; the banking capital is Eng- 
lish, and the principal newspapers are owned or controlled by 
Englishmen, so that public sentiment, so far as it can be cre- 
ated or controlled by such influences, is Nga tear to the United 
States. When the treaty was proposed, and still more when it 
was promulgated, the British influence in official circles, in the 
Congress, and in the press was bitter and determined against it. 

An . was made to have it denounced as unconstitu- 
tional. Public meetings were called and addressed by English- 
men to bully the Government and excite the animosities of the 

ple, and every pretext was seized upon to make trouble. 
Then came a bitter and relentless war of rates, and the natural 
obstacles to an increased commerce were supplemented by unu- 
sual efforts on the pari of European merchants to retain a trade 
that, under the reciprocity arrangements with this country, was 
seriously threatened. They reduced prices upon merchandise 
that might be bought in the United States and sold even ata loss, 
topreventand frighten competition, and the steamship lines from 
Europe assisted them by cutting rates of transportation below 
the limit ot profitable traffic. Writing on this subject the United 
States consul-general at Rio de Janeiro said: 

The reduction of t rtation rates from Europe seriously interferes 
with our shipping interests, and charterers can engage vessels on any terms; 
and they are often indifferent to risks and dispatch. Ne Roy, of the sail- 
der Cora, is just in with a cargo of coal from Cardiff and was paid 16 
8 


lings a ton only, while in 1888 for the same voyage and a similar cargo 
hereceived 29) shil , and so with many others. 


THE COMMERCIAL DEPRESSION IN BRAZIL. 

This was continued until the summer of 1891 when the politi- 
cal revolutions commenced. The financialinterests of the coun- 
try and the foreign trade were the first to feel the changing sit- 
uation. Public and private enterprises were interrupted and 
many of them abandoned; foreign capital was withdrawn; banks 
and mercantile houses failed or went into liquidation; the de- 
mand for machinery, railway supplies, and articles of luxury 
ceased; workingmen were thrown outofemployment; merchants 
found themselves with large stocks of imported goods on their 
hands, and no customers. 

Both the national and State governments were busily occu- 
pied ine fforts forself-preservation, and the period of the greatest 
prosperity in Brazil was immediately followed by a period of 

reat financial and commercial depression. Exchange fell rap- 

dly in sympathy with existing conditions. The nominal value 
of the milreis, the monetary standard in Brazil, is 54 cents in 
United States gold. In April, 1890, it was quoted at from 48 to 
50 cents: in April, 1892, it was aslow as 22 and 24 cents, and, asa 
result, the Brazilian merchant who had paid for his goods with the 
local money nearly at par, was obliged to sell them when it was 
ata discount of 50 percent; and there was no corresponding in- 
crease in the milreis price for native products. 

In January, 1891, the milreis was worth 44 cents in American 
money, so that when merchandise was contracted for to be paid 
in gold or its equivalent, as it always must be, it only required 
23 milreis to buy a gold dollar. When the time of payment 
came, six months later, a gold dollar was worth more than 4 mil- 
reis, and sometimes 5. Added to this was the uncertainty of 
future values, so that trade was paralyzed and the importation 
of foreign merchandize was limited to actual necessities, and the 


receipts of the Government from duties on imported goods 
dropped 42 per cent from the total of the previous year, 
DISTURBANCE OF TRADE BY THE REVOLUTION. 


And conditions have been growing worse instead of batter as 
those who have the newspaper dispatches are aware. 

_ The harbor of Rio de Janeiro, the principal port of the repub- 
lic, has been practically in a state of blockade for nearly a year, 
and but for the gallant conduct of Admiral Benham the vessels 
laden with American merchandise would not have been permit- 
ted to unload. As the sympathy of Great Britain has been with 
the insurgents, her commerce has been almost entirely inter- 
rupted, and it was only in February last that Lord Rosebery, 
the British premier, received the following appeal for protec- 
tion from the British shipmasters in the port of Rio: 

n iad British Soe pray with 2,000 British subjects on board, repre- 
sent for £3,090,000 of money in their cargoes, demand, as loyal subjects, 
immediate protection of life and property in this harbor. t Monday 
a British subject was shot dead, be recognized while landing. A 
pealed to Capt. Lang, the commander of the British fleet at Rio, who would 
not see us, and sent us to the British minister; minister refused to see us, 
and referred us back to Capt. Lang. 

The same conditions have existed at Santos and Rio Grande 
do Sul, the two ports next in importance to Rio, which have 
caused an almost entire stoppage of trade. The following ex- 
tract from a private letter will show the situation at the first- 
named place: 

The harbor at Santos is filled with vessels, numbering, as I learn from re- 
Hable parties, all of two hundred, each awaiting its turn for disc A 
which will consume from twelve to eighteen months. The custom-house fs 
literally jammed with goods of all kinds, with lighters lying near filled with 
produce, many of them for weeks used for ince purpose, S, tothe detriment 
and detention of other discharging vessels. The beach is covered with ma- 


unay in a very confused condition, waiting for shipment by rail into the 
or. 


NOT A FAVORABLE TIME TO TEST THE VALUE OF RECIPROCITY. 


The financial condition in Brazil during the last year, Mr. 
President, has been worse than it can be remembered ever to 
have been in the past, and it is scarcely necessary to suggest 
that such conditions have not furnished a fair test of the value 
of reciprocity arrangements with that 8 Yet there has 

een a notable increase in the exports from the United States. 

In 1889 they amounted to $9,351,081; in 1890, the first year of 
the treaty, they reached $14,120,246; in 1892 they were a little 
more, and in 1893, the year of the greatest depression and block- 
aded habors, they were valued at $12,388,124. 

Comparing these figures with the exports from Great Britain 
to Brazil, we find considerable cause for gratification. In 1889 
they were valued at $30,161,500; in 1890, at $37,293,140; in 1891, at 
$41,550,195. In 1892, the first year after the treaty went into ef- 
fect, they had fallen to $36,562,631. 

The French suffered even more. There was very large gain 
in the trade between France and Brazil about the time of the 
overthrow of the empire, which was due to the establishment 
of a new line of steamers between Havre and the Brazilian 
ports, but since the reciprocity treaty with the United States 
was consummated all that was gained has been lostand the goods 
that were bought in France are now purchased in the United 
States. In1889 the exports from France to Brazil were 70,132,528 
francs; in 1890 they increased to 81,010,705 francs; in 1891 they 
jumped to 102,934,876 francs; but in 1892 when the effect of the 
treaty was felt they fell 33,000,000 and were only 69,520,091 francs. 
The exports from France for 1893 are not yet reported. 

It should be said in this connection that the transportation 
facilities between the United States and Brazil are exclusively 
in the control of Englishmen, the American line having been 
discontinued two years ago because of a quarrel between Mr. 
Huntington and Mr. Rockafeller, the principal owners, and the 
shipowners discriminate seriously in freight rates against Amer- 
ican goods. 

TESTIMONY OF A RECENT BRITISH OBSERVER. 

Col. Vincent, a member of the Parliament from one of the 
largest manufacturing districts in England, has recently made 
a tour of South America in the interest of his constituents, and 
in response toa request of the Chamber of Commerce of Shef- 
field, Col. Vincent prepared a memoranda upon British com- 
mercial interests in Brazil, in which he said: 


The total volume of the British trade with Brazil amounts to over £13,- 
000,000 a year, of which two-thirds consist in purchases in Brazil. This pre- 
ponderance of ty ‘ote over export on our part is a new feature in the com- 
mercial relations between the two countries in the past twelve 12 and 
one unfortunately often duplicated at the present day. In 1880 ritish ex- 
ports to Brazil were double the imports thence. In 1380 they still exceed 
them by 20 per cent. But while the importations from Br: have quad- 
rupled in the last thirty years British imports have declined. Nor do we 
find that the whole volume of British trade with the Republic represents 
so satisfactory an increase as could be desired. While it amounts to about 
one-fourth of the total external trade of Brazil, British commerce, accord- 
ing to the eminent statistical authority of Mr. Mulhall, has increased 6 per 
cent between 1880 and 1891, while that of Brazil, with the rest of the world, 
increased 20 per cent. 

In that year, 1891, moreover, the United States of America concluded with 
Brazil a reciprocity convention well calculated to make the British results 
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for the next decade still more unsatisfactory, The convention, the first of 
a series of twelve similar treaties already signed at Washington, a number 
augmentation of which is now in active negotiation, secured the admis- 
sion into Brazilon and after April 1, 1891, of ftteen standard articles of Amer- 
ican production (including the old British staples of agricultural tools and 
ery, mining and mechanical tools and machinery, all machinery for 
industrial d and manufacturing purposes, and all railway construction ma- 
terial equipment), “free” of duty, whether national, State, or municipal, 
and a reduction of 25 per cent in two thousand other classes of goods “on 
the tariff then in force or which may hereafter” be adopted. The con- 
sideration for this enormous advantage to the United States over Great 
tain and the rest of the world was the free admission of Brazilian su- 
„ molasses, coffee, and hides—articles America could not do without. 
fiis obvious that the advantage of this treaty was and is entirely on the 
side of the United States of America, and this fact Brazil, in her wild desire 
to translate the American Constitution into Portuguese, could not then see, 
but now re zes too late. 

The question for us, though,is not what good this or other reciprocity is 
likely to do for America, or the other contracting parties, but what harm it 
is likely and indeed certain to do British trade in the long run; slowly it may 
be, but not the less surely. 

Already in 1892 the Brazilian budget law increased by 60 per cent the du- 
ties on cotton and wool manufactures, mainly derived from England, and by 
50 or 60 per cent the duty upon other articles of import. It Is satisfactory to 
find that Sheffield 5 not as yet been seriously affected. But it holds 
its own only by enfo; cheapness, and that too often means an undue 
cheape of wages. Axes, hatchets, picks, and other articles in the man- 
ufacture of which we excel, are, however, being obtained from the United 
States. Whatever the results up to the present time, the 1 of 
British markets is a matter which requires most careful watching, and it is 
satisfactory that Mr. Harford, Her Majesty’s secretary of legation, is giving 
close attention to the question in Brazil. 

It appears that the erican sales to Brazil of cotton goods and manu- 
factures generally have doubled, whilst those of hardware have trebled. 


EFFORTS OF AUSTRIA TO GAIN CONCESSIONS. 


The Austrian legation at Rio has endeavored in vain to obtain 
some concessions for flour imported from that country, whose 
trade was almost annihilated, when, under the reciprocity treaty, 
American flour was admitted at a greatly reduced duty. Uru- 

uay and the Argentine Republic have also been trying for the 
ast three years to obtain from Brazil a similar concession in 
favor of their flour on the ground thatit is one of the neces- 
saries of life, and that the United States does not supply a suffi- 
cient quantity to meet the wants of the e 

The amount of duties remitted by Brazil on the articles im- 
ported from the United States under this arrangement averages 
about $1,400,000. - 

The exports from the United States to Brazil show a large 
falling off in wheat, which was due to the attempt on the part 
of the milling companies of that country to boycot the cereals 
of the United States, and also to the enormous harvests in the 
Argentine Republic, which were larger than was ever known 
before, and could be sold at Rio much below the ruling rate at 
Chicago or Minneapolis, and for these reasons the exports of 
wheat fell from 580,127 bushels in 1891 to 63,928 bushels in 1893, 
but there was a decided increase in the shipments of flour from 
the United States to Brazil in 1892, which were valued at $4,972,- 
539, as against $3,838,919 for the previous year. The exports of 
flour for 1893 were valued at $3,647,251, which show a slight fall- 
ing off due to the revolution and the commercial depression. 
There was a decided increase in the exports of cotton goods and 
other manufactured articles. 


THE GREAT INCREASE IN TRADE WITH CUBA. 


` The most direct and peon thl result that has come from the 
reciprocity policy of the last Administration is found ia the 
statistics of our trade with Cuba, for there with the exception 
of a decréased value of silyer and the natural increase in the 
rate of exchange, all conditions have been normal and favorable 
for a practical and fair test of its advantages to the agricultural 
and mechanical interests of the United States. 

The commercial arrangement with Spain, acting in behalf of 
her American colonies, Cuba and Puerto Rico, was concluded 
June 16, proclaimed August 1, and went partly into effect Sep- 
tember 1, 1891. Owing to the existing treaties with other na- 
tions it became necessary to adopt a provisional or transitory 
schedule for the time being, did not have tull force until after 
the Ist of July, 1892. 

The foreign commerce of Cuba is much larger in proportion 
in population of the island than that of most of the nations of 
the earth. The greater part of the exports have been sent to 
the United States in the form of sugar, molasses, and tobacco, 
but we have furnished onlya small part of the imports, of which 
Spain and Great Britain have sold a larger share. 

From 1876 to 1891 the people of the United States purchased 
from Cuba raw products to the amount of $923,888,557. During 
this time we sold Cuba merchandise to the amount of $188,695,- 
845, leaving a balance of trade against us for the sixteen years 
amounting to $735,192,512. 

Our exports to Cuba have varied but slightly during the last 
sixteen years, the average being $11,793,490, or $431,398 less than 
total for 1891. The character of the exports is shown by a very 
long list comprising nearly everything that enters into the 
reach of man. 


with 1891, when the commercial arrange- 
ment went par y into effect, the increase has been gradual 
and large in almost every line of merchandise. That year they 
were a little more than twelve million; in 1892 they had jumped 
to nearly eighteen millions; and in 1893 they had almost doubled, 
the total being $24,157,698, or more than twice as much as for 
any year previous to the negotiation of the 88 7 The great- 
est increase was in flour, which jumped from 114,447 barrels in 
1891, to 366,175 in 1892, and 616,406 in 1893. There was also a 
large increase in other lines of merchandise. 

he following table of exports from the United States to Cuba 
during the fiscal year 1891 and 1893 will show the value of the 
trade with that country to the farmers and mechanics of the 
United States: l 


But commencin 


Articles. 1891. 1393. 
€55, 618 $123, 421 
7,935 17,725 
25, 230 44, 150 
17, 930 31, 650 
120, 187 582, 050 
2, 909 4,001 
. 10, 598 24, 202 
591, 886 2, 821, 557 
Allother 31, 469 56, 272 
Bricks, building and flre nenei esnatuko 11,735 95, 489 
Broom corn 17, 244 23, 983 
Carriages and horse cars 166, 889 316,041 
Clocks and watches 11,773 26, 551 
8 682, 268 837, 218 
Copper, manufactures or 29,799 48, 656 
ee os ass vee ara aa Ae ahh Aoi AOA Ad 101,789 148,788 
fish 23, 595 98, 520 
40,551 72,812 
pples........-.- 3, 181 45, 229 
Preserved fruits 11,756 53,210 
Other fruits 7, 209 28.515 
os aE NA Reet 8 Sell ES ER ee 67,174 117,870 
. 18, 389 54,791 
29, 354 42, 879 
„ TT 6, 931 10, 199 
43, 935 114, 485 
COURIER G St soe toe nanan 4, 436 21.004 
pba see nie i aes aaa A 174, 622 395, 964 
Machinery 1, 317, 256 2, 792, 050 
Nails and spikes 40, 069 127,583 
oad iron... 82, 249 326, 654 
Saws and tools 107, 291 243, 44 
Scales and balances. 34,788 62,581 
Wige! AaS 112, 319 246, 218 
Locomotive e es 237, 827 418,776 
Solera ana parts of ERTAS. 154.0 So2' 984 
ers and parts of e es i 
a et E E 715, 203 1, 664, 671 
Lamps, chandeliers, eto T 29, 297 51, 389 
De eg | eee . ee re 100, 733 193, 776 
Other leather goods 20, 202 33, 807 
Lime and cement. 9, 032 71,570 
Beer in bottles 12, 223 32, 032 
Marble and stone. 15, 830 77, 003 
20, 609 33, 135 
22 E DE E E EREN 280, 144 403, 310 
502 33,527 
42, 552 T. 822 
7, 999 33, 414 
23, 527 49, 143 
14, 206 20, 722 
Provisions: 
Ber poan ess EN E 11,760 89, 460 
B whan 351, 955 556, 747 
234, 458 761, 082 
33, 315 59, 276 
2,079, 534 4, 023, 917 
28, 331 81, 956 
18, 119 49, 257 
12,910 32, 494 
17, 226 46, 347 
6,805 8,519 
24.557 30, 740 
6, 196 16,177 
Candy and confectionery .. 27, 589 85,911 
Tin goods =- 19, 319 24,777 
Manufactured tobacco 35, 154 61, 494 
Varnish 9, 855 17,518 
Vegetables: 
Beans and pease 115, 930 392, 962 
Potatoes , 354 554, 153 
All other 10, 187 31, 146 
Wood and manufactures of: 
Boards, deals, and planks ..............-..-...--..- 604, 886 1, 058, 696 
Joists and scantlinnun ggg 15, 803 87, 232 
BORE < suru r A a AAA 102, 647 152, 657 
Staves and beadings 35, 492 68, 630 
All other lumber `... 18,991 64,746 
Household furniture 108, 988 217,126 
All other manufactures „772 154, 134 
All other articles „77 164, 448 


There was a corresponding decrease in the exports from the 
European countries to Cuba. The exports from Great Britain 
fell from $14,546,515 in 1890 to $12,420,305 in 1891, and to $8,390,- 
855 in 1892. The exports from France dropped from 11,671,054 


3978 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 23, 


francs in 1890 to 6,626,281 in 1891, and to 4, 792, 398 franes in 1892. 
The returns for 1893 have not been received. 


THE EFFECT ON THE FLOUR TRADE. 


The negotiation of this treaty reduced the price of flour in 
Cuba nearly one-half. The duty previously was $5.31 a barrel, 
which, counting the shipping price at New York at$4.80, made it 
worth on delivery at Havana $11.46. Now you can buy flour at 
Havana at $6 a barrel, a price that brings it within the reach of 
the common people, who before the treaty was negotiated could 
not use it at all. 

With regard to the result of canceling this treaty I desire to 
call attention to a letter which appeared in a recent number of 
the Washington Post, signed by the Hon. MICHAEL D. HARTER, 
a Representative in Congress from Ohio, which contains some 
i Peer information and suggestions for the consideration of 

e Senate: 


Editor Post: 

The fear that Spain will increase the duties m agricultural products 
and upon manufactured goods going from the United States to Cuba, Incase 
we place a tax upon sugar, is well grounded. A friend just from Havana 
tells me the merchants there look upon such action as certain. Of course 

must go upon our tax list for revenue purposes, and the question 
as to how we can get this necessary revenue and yet retain our very 
valuableCuban trade. I think it is easily answered. 

Put into our tariff laws a provision that will double our tarif taxes upon 
all goods of every kind produced in any nation or in the colonies or posses- 
sions or any nation which may hereafter increase the duties upon articles 

uced or manufactured in the United States. The ! of such a pro- 
vision is very plain as our placing of a duty upon for revenue pur- 
poses solely, and in no sense is intended to exclude the productions of any 
nation. Its effectiveness need not he argued, 
preventive for the dreaded legislation referred to. The people of Cuba 
‘would welcome such a provision as I suggest fully as muchasour own farm - 


ers and manufacturers. 
MICHAEL D. HARTER. 


THE RESULT OF REVOKING THE TREATY. 


WASHINGTON, March 16. 


In connection and apropos to this letter of Mr. Harter’s, I ðe- 
sire to say that it was my good fortune to spend about a week of 
the holiday recess of Congress in Cuba, and a large portion of 
that time in Havana, and can fully confirm what Mr. Harter 
states as to the sentiments and expressions of the merchants of 
Havana as to the restoration of duties upon our agricultural 
productsand manufactured goods by the Spann Governmentin 
case of the abrogation and termination on the part of our Govern- 
ment of present treaty relations. Of this there can be no doubt. 
There can be no reason why Spain will not at once seek to re- 
store the condition of things that existed before the of 
this treaty, allowing her to furnish to Cuba very largoly both 
her agricultural products and manufactured goods, of which she 
was deprived sf the terms of this arrangement. 

During my visit in Havana I took occasion to look into and 
investigate, as far as time and opportunity would permit, this 

uestion of reciprocal trade between Cuba and the United 
States as developed under the operations of these treaty rela- 
tions between the two countries, as well as to the general condi- 
tion of things in that misgoverned island. 

In conversation with American merchants and others doin 
business in Cuba, I learned that the effects of the commerc 
relations created by this arrangement had been really remark- 
able, and increasing in importance and magnitude day by day. 
The Americans doing business there are more than satisfied 
with the results. The Cubans are satisfied, and everyone is sat- 
isfied excepting Spain itself and the representatives of Germany, 
France, and other continental countries, who see the trade of the 
island gradually slipping away from them and finding them- 
selves supplanted by the products of the American farmer and 
the wares of the American workshop. 

I saw upon every hand evidences of all this. In the ware- 
houses I noticed flour in large quantities, with familiar brands 
of Richmond, St. Louis, Minneapolis, ana other flour-manufac- 
turing points. I also saw the bacon and ham, and every descrip- 
tion of our pork product, from Illinois, Iowa, and others of the 

t pork-producing regions of the Northwest. I found also 
that machinery for the sugar mills and other 5 
establishments were being imported largely from the Unite 
States. Isaw also on every hand American carriages, the Con- 
cord wagon and the Concord coach, and almost every descrip- 
tion of carriages manufactured in this country. In fact, the 
people of Cuba are fast adapting themselves to the use of different 

es of American manufacture, and the sentiment is fast de- 
weaning. to increase this kind of importation and trade. 

Mr. President, this question of reciprocal trade is not a new 
one with the people of Cuba. They have looked forward for 
many years to a commercial disenthrallment from Spain, and 
to the establishment of such natural commercial relations as can 

be had with this country. The revolution occurring in 
Cuba a few years since was inspired by the thought, wish, and 


hope that it might result not only in breaking the political ties 


as it will prove an absolute 


that bound it to Spain, but to the establishment of the same 
character of commercial relations that have grown up under the 
present reciprocity treaty, looking also to the time.when Cuba 
should become a part of this great Republic and enjoy what it 
has narar had—a permanent and satisfactory form Ad govern- 
ment. 

Cuba, about the fairest. and richest spot on this globe, lying as 
it were at our very door, with natural resources almost without 
parallel, with a te nowhere s sed, has been lying pros- 
trate for centuries at the feet of S , groaning under the bur- 
dens of taxation and the effects of bad government, that we in 
this country have never hardly been able to realize. 

An island whose people should have been the richest and 
most prosperous in the world has been reduced almost to beg- 
gary 7 such taxation and bad government. So they have nat- 
3 ooked forward to some change which would bring relief 

em. 

As we look back and consider the commercial situation as we 
now find it,and which has existed for so long a period prior to 
1891, it seems to me almost incredible that steps were not sooner 
taken to relieve this country from the disadvantages of its com- 
mercial relations and trade. 

While in Havana my attention was called to a letter written 
to the Brooklyn Eagle, June 5, 1885, by a very prominent and 
distinguished American gentleman, who ued been doing business 
in Cuba for thirty or more years and a close observer of events, 
which made a deep impression upon me as not only evidencing 
the sentiments of Americans doing business in Cuba, but of the 
native-born Cubans themselves, and more especially the state- 
ments of facts made as to the conditions of trade which had ex- 
isted there for so long a time. The correspondent of the Eagle 

uoted largely from an article published in the New York Sun, 

n 1876, which brought out clearly many startling facts which 
should offer food for reflection to our statesmen who are now 
seeking to reinstate the same conditions that existed in 1876, 1885, 
and in fact up to 1891. 

Among other things, this article in the Sun called attention 
to the fact that the United States, in 1875, received over 8 per 
cent of the total productions of the island of Cuba; 2 per cent 
only of Cuban exports were sent to Spain, and 13 per cent to 
other countries. This article of the Sun is so suggestive and 
replete with information thatI feel that I can not do better than 
to insert a portion of it in this connection: 

In the six years from 1859 to 1874, ee the United States Importe! 


Cuban goods to the amount of . In the same space wo 9 
to Cuba goods to the amount of only 882.219, 621. leaving a balance of trade 
for the six years against usand to the bensåt not of Cuba, butof Spain, of 
815.839.010. Had Cuba no wants which our agricultural, manufacturing,. 
and industrial interests could supply, there might be less motive for com- 

t. But we have a merchant marine bt ere Spain’s law in Onba, is 
of the 


l to to S8. ts ship. 
ve employment panish s 

‘erential tarik. above mentioned. . = 

ually consumed in the island, but 

the high duty on importation of these muna i foreign bottoms and our 


o 
y. 
A barrel ut flour can be landed in Havana as cheaply as in New York, but 


here, the onerous 8 tarif — 9 — in, and always to our detriment, 
for le the Gallican and Catalonian er is taxed in Cuba on his produce 
ship inas rrira 


she would 
However, as matters stand to-day, 
a loss to us of about 862,000,000 every year. 


Th 1874 Our Im porte wers õ44„„„«4„«c„ͤ„„„ $84, 337, 842 
And our anton 21, 591,509 
Aufl this balance f. é „% 4,8 


goods instead of by a direct 


connected with this business must . 
based upon this trade must be cleared, instead ot at London, as now occurs. 
Now, whatever may be said about tobacco and cigars, which in the fore- 
oing table figure on! 4 5 some $8,000,000. sugar and molasses, Which 
f it for over $70,000,000, are indispensable tes of life. And, as we 
have within the Union no tropical land adap for cultivation, Lou- 
dsiana and Florida north ofthe tronic, We are f. to gu 
from abroad. But, that while we foster slavery and monarch’ 
ina neighboring island, we should be obliged to lose sixty-odd million 
dollars or gold bonds every year, without a chance to pay off our indebted- 
ness with cotton, breadstuffs, dry goods ete. or any of our leading staples, 


is not only ruinous, but absurd. The evil, however, can be remedied by 
ado} either of the following methods: 
First. ann fit for sugar cultivation. 
nations from which we draw our 


is sure to meet 
in the case of 


Let us adopt our enemy’s tactics. Let Co 
based on Cuban tariff under w shall be collected 8 
port duty on all and molasses imported from Cu 
erto Rico, the Philippine Islands, and all other Spanish ‘ions. 

is measure would produce about $14,000,000 in gold additional revenue 
without materially increasing the retail price of the article. It would fos- 
ter our sugar interests in Louisiana and V pomo develop what good sugar 
lands there may be in Southwestern Florida. and every pound of this sugar 
would of course, 8 for some other artiele produced by American 
labor and capital. It would develop the best root-sugar manufacture in the 
United States as well as in Europe, but all supplies which we might draw 
from France, B um, Russia, or Germany we should be enabled to pay for 
by correspondingly increased e rts of our own productions. 

t would ultimately benefit Cuba, because it would kill slavery and would, 
in the end, benefit Spain herself, because it would oblige her to give upa 
colony whose possession has long ceased to be profitable to her. 

The latest statistics show a large falling off both in imports and exports; 
consequently the loss in the balance of trade to the United States amounts 
only to $36,618,617. 


Aenne —àù˙õ.ů. —T—ʃ“:˙ 857, 181, 49 
OE GOS EXDOLUL SD CUDS cd made wapevacnserantne 10, 562, 
36, 618, 617 


What the writer in the Sun in 1876 so clearly stated in re- 

to this situation, has been and is being realized under 
ri wig ee of the treaty which is now sought to be termi- 
- nated. He seems to have written almost with the vision of a 
prophet. Hecould not, however, have foreseen that there should 
ever have been an attempt on the part of this Government to 
deliberately throw away all the benefits arising from a policy 
which he so strongly and ably advocated. 


COMMERCE WITH PUERTO RICO. 


The financial condition of Puerto Rico since the reciprocity 
ment went into effect on the Ist of September, 1891, has 
not been favorable to an increase of trade. The sugar crop for 
the first year was a partial failure, which reduced the purchasing 
power of the people, and created a general depression through- 
out the colony, and the low price of silver was felt as much as 
anywhere else. The Mexican dollar, which is the standard of 
ue in Puerto Rico, dropped from 79 to 56 cents. The import- 
ing merchant is required to pay gold prices for his goods in New 
York, but must sell them at silver prices to his customers in 
Puerto Rico, which is equivalent to a nominal advance of 20 or 
25 per cent in the cost of everything — Bonin the consump- 
tion of the people, without any corresponding increase in the 
incomes of the rich or the wages of the poor. 

Our commerce with Puerto Rico for the last twenty years 
has remained nony stationary. Our a pated from the colony 
vary from three to five millions a year, and our exports average 
annually about two millions; but notwithstanding the depressing 
conditions, there has been a sight increase in the exports from 
the United States since the rec 3 agreement went into ef- 
fect, as will be shown by the following: 


Statement of exports of Bags pe articles from the 


United States to Puerto Rico 
the years 1591, 1892, and i 


1593. 


Articles. 


Books and other printed matter 


$1, 586 $2, 024 #4, 950 

Bread and bdus cui 27, 806 38, 787 22, 768 
= am| 2 ER 
„ 733, 308 

20, 762 29, 569 23, 301 

53, 804 68, 392 52, 571 

6, 550 12, 300 6, 959 

10, 043 10, 422 12, 101 

hinery ...... 18, 987 20, 023 56, 389 
Jewelry, sto 9, 626 18, 545 18, 337 
Malt liauorss 193 8.688 8, 254 
Refined petroleum 966 64, 219 40, 927 
——— 617 60, 164 99, 754 
Pickled pork 311 301, 731 282, 980 
Lard n.. 692 324, 976 308, 809 
Stationery 037 5, 528 7,319 
—T—TbT—VT—— woreee 80, 343 23, 625 
SSS a et 293, 621 262, 297 

104, 097 111, 603 


EXPORTS TO THE CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTRIES. 


The exports of merchandise from the United States to the 
five countries of Central America increased from $5,296,478 in 


1880 to $6,813,316 in 1891, and $6,122,046 in 1892, and to $5,522,586 


and Honduras 
ris to those coun- 
e suffered severely 


in 1893, although the revolutions in Ni 
caused a considerable falling off in our e 
tries in 1892 and 1893, and the entire t 
from the low price of silver. 

But the exports from Great Britain to those countries showed 
an even larger decrease, being $6,027,445 in 1891 and only $4,326,- 
615 in 1892, a falling off of $1,700,830. 

The exports from Germany and France to Central America at 
the same time showed also adecided falling off. 


RESULT OF THE TREATY WITH SANTO DOMINGO. 


The condition in Santo Domingo for the two years since the 
commercial arrangement was negotiated has been worse thanin 
in any other country in the list. There have been short sugar 
crops, and the great scarcity of money and a general business 
depression in co: uence, which was further increased by a gen- 
eral commercial crisis, which extended all over the island, re- 
sulting from imprudent speculation, which injured the credit 
and consequently the ability of some of the most prominent 
houses of Santo Domingo which had previously been the largest 
purchasers in our markets. But the falling off in the exports to 
that country from the United States was not nearly so t as 


880 | from the countries in Europe, which demonstrates that the rec- 


iprocity treaty, notwithstanding the apparent decrease in trade, 

was beneficial and made the loss in our trade less in proportion 

= that suffered by other countries that did not have this ad van- 
age. 

The exports of domestic merchandise in 1891, the year when 
the treaty went into effect, were valued at $1,986,826. In 1892, 
the first year they were in force, they were $984,188, while in 
1893 they showed a small increase of $1,108,733. 

At the same time there was a decrease in the imports from 
Great Britain from $2,641,775 in 1890 to $1,239,855 in 1892. The 
returns for 1893 have not been received. 

There was a decrease in the imports from France from 13,474,- 
000 francs in 1891 to 8,791,000 francs in 1892, and the exports of 
Germany fell from 2,368,000 marks in 1891 to 1,438,000 marks in 
1892, so that the United States fared very well in comparison 
with other countries, which is doubtless due to the favorable ef- 
fect of the reciprocity agreement. What little increase there 
has been in our trade with Santo Domingo was in manufactured 
goods, chiefly wearing a , but there was some also in ma- 
chinery, manufactures of iron and steel, paper and stationery, 
and in pork and other meat products. 


EXPORTS TO THE BRITISH COLONIES. 


The British Colonies in the West Indies have suffered severely 
from poor sugar crops and the low price of silver, and the ex- 
rtsfrom the United States showa small decrease, from $9,779,- 
38 in 1891, to $8,044,846 in 1893, but Great Britain suffered more 
in her trade with her own colonies than did the United States, 
for her exports fell from $15,510,230 in 1891, to $11,521,745 in 
1892. The exports from Germany to the British West Indies 
dropped from 1,653,000 marks to 1,099,900 marks during the same 
panoa, The falling off in the exports to the British West In- 
es was mostly in manufactured articles and machinery, there 
pongan encouraging increase in nearly all agricultural pro- 

ucts. 

THE TREATY WITH BRITISH GUIANA. 

There seems to have been a slight increase in our exports to 
British Guiana, the total value in 1891 being $1,858,742, which 
increased in the year 1892 to $1,933,299, and in 1893 to $2,000,675. 
The principal increase was in agricultural products and lumber. 

At the same time the exports from Great Britain to her own 
colony of British Guiana dropped from $4,481,965 in 1891 to $3,- 
761,375 in 1892, a decrease of $720,590. 


THE TREATY WITH THE GERMAN EMPIRE. 


In many respects the most im t of the several commer- 
cial arrangements negotiated by the last Administration under 
the authority of the reciprocity section of the McKinley act was 
that with the German Empire. By this the embargo that had 
been placed upon American pork products in 1880 was removed, 
a number of agricultural products were admitted free, and many 
more at a greatly red rate of duty. : 

Bran, flax, hides, wool, and many other articles are now free. 
The duty on wheat and rye was reduced from 5 marks to 3.50 
marks per 100 kilos; oats from 4 to 2.80marks; corn from 2 to 1.60 
marks; hops from 20 to 14 marks; butter and oleomargarine from 
20 to 17 marks; pork from 20 to 17 marks, and all other kinds of 
meat from 20 to 15 marks; all forms of flour and other mill prod- 
ucts from 10.50 to7.30 marks; and so on through the list. 

In exchange for this the United States to admit the beet- 
root sugar of Germany into this country free of duty. 

The result has been a large increase in the exports to Ger- 


many of the articles affected by the treaty, as the following table 
will show: s 


Articles. 1892. 1893. 
$233, 781 €292,020 | 8377, 735 
2,042,404 | 7,481,125 | 2,794, 689 
116,664 | 3,759,584 217,782 
295,953 | 7,842,902 | 2,569,261 
Casings f 228.575 238.719 197,888 
or sausages $ „ 2 
rr S E E L OA 899, 876 $02, 217 580, 007 
Fertilizers... 360,784 738,424 | 1,423,455 
Dried apples 100, 861 393, 866 210, 140 
oak 1,182,041 | 2,138,998 | 2,328,169 
Cotton-seed o 168, 075 403,769 536, 587 
Beef, canned 593, 034 476, 381 829, 652 
Bacon and ham 578,408 | 1, 512, 286 $25, 455 
Distilled .. ce eee 189, 365 763,134 | 1,405, 557 
A 3,757,770 | 3,947,405 | 4,694,012 
Sag in Aala, lanks, joist 262, 088 297,390 343,702 
r 888 „ A s 702 
Timber > PELEA E E A E 560, 422 466, A4 627, 418 
PT yl 1,400,459 | 1,745,992 | 1,855,740 


Tt should be remarked that the year 1892 was remarkable for 
the failure of corn and wheat crops in Europe, so that the in- 
creased exportation of those articles from the United States to 
Germany was unnatural. 

THE RESULT OF ABROGATING THE TREATIES. 

It is evident that the framers of this bill in their great haste 
to repeal Republican legislation have not stopped to consider 
all the results of their impetuosity. The commercial arrange- 
ments which were entered into by the United States under the 
authority of section 3 of what is familiarly known as the Mc- 
Kinley law, are solemn compacts between this and friendly na- 
tions which can not be carelessly kicked aside like a memorial 
from a legislature or an appeal from some domestic industry 
whose prosperity is threatened. They have the sanctity of 
formal treaties, and if they are to be terminated it should be 
done without national dishonor. 

There must be good reasons to show why this Government de- 
sires to withdraw from such compacts, and asks to be released 
from its obligations. I take the liberty to suggest that the honor 
and the dignity of thiscountry is too precious to be forfeited, and 
that if it be determined to withdraw from these arrangements, 
that the act be done according to custom of civilized nations, and 
that the bill be so amended as to authorize the President to give 
some reason for the desire of the United States to termi- 
nate them. Such a method would preserve the honor of the 
nation, even if the act would be a serious blow to the commerce 
they have done so much to encourage and promote. 

I can but one instance where a treaty between the 
United States and a foreign government was terminated or in- 
terfered with by legislation, and that was the passage of the ex- 
clusion law in violation of our treaty stipulations with China. 

Such an offense as is proposed by this measure, as it came to 
‘the Senate, if committed by an individual or a corporation, 
would be followed by a suit for damages in court, but when 
committed by one nation against another the usual recourse is 
a declaration of war or commercial retaliation. It is impossible 
to predict what may occur should these arrangements be abro- 
gated, but the result will certainly not enhance the credit of 
the United States among nations, nor promote our commercial 
welfare. 

The commercial arrangements with Brazil and other republics 
of Central and South America were made by them as an expres- 
sion of their friendly sympathy and desire for closer commercial 
relations, against a powerful influence exerted by the nations of 
Europe which had hitherto monopolized their trade, and in cer- 
tain cases in the face of formal protests against the discrimina- 
tion extended in favor of the imports of the United States. The 
arrangements with the British and Spanish colonies were initi- 
ated without the encouragement or approval of the home gov- 
ernments, who finally gave their indorsement with the greatest 
reluctance. Each ment bears the stamp of favor which 
would not have been extended to any nation but the United 
States, and now we pro to reward this friendly disposition 
with an insolent indifference to their welfare as well as our 
own. 

THE RESULT OF THE GERMAN TREATY. 

The arrangement with Germany was the culmination of nego- 
tiations that extended over along period of years by which we 
endeavored to secure the removal of an embargo that had been 
imposed upon one of our principal products; one for which the 
farmers of the Northwest feel the need of a foreign market as 
much as for any other commodity they produce. r more than 
ten — prior to the passage of the tariff act of 1890 American 

a 


pork 


en the object of the most unjust discrimination in 


Europe, and on account of the prohibitive or severely restrict- 
ive laws it had been practically excluded from most of the coun- 
tries of the Continent. Notwithstanding the, earnest and re- 
peated efforts of our diplomatic representatives to secure a repeal 
or modification of these unjust laws, at the date of the passage 
of the tariff act of 1890 they remained in full force, to the rent 
Soe ment of the export trade in this important agricultural 
product. 

The adoption of the reciprocity provision conferred upon the 
President such ample powers of discrimination in commerce 
that he was soon enabled through negotiation to not only secure 
a removal of the prohibition against the importation of pork 
but to obtain important concessions for American agricultural 
and other products in some of the oa rigs nations of Europe. 
The first of these was negotiated with the German Empire. 
This was followed by a reciprocity arrangement with Austria- 
Hungary by which American products are admitted to the same 
favors as those granted by the commercial treaties made with 
Germany, Italy, and other countries. 

And we are now proposing to revoke and abrogate that ar- 
rangement without even saying by your leave.” But no mem- 
ber of the committee seems to have thought it of any importance 
to Ere what Germany, or Austria, or Brazil, or Spain will think 
or do. 

By this act we restore the 1 upon sugar. That includes 
the beet sugar of Germany, which under the compact of Febru- 
ary 1, 1892, we agreed to admit free to our ports. In 1892 we 
took 173,000,000 pounds of sugar from Germany, and in 1893 
we took 325,000,000 pounds. Will Germany see that trade cut 
off without some form of retaliation? Will the embargo upon 
American pork be restord, and if so, how will this Congress 
excuse itself to the farmers of the Northwest for depriving them 
them of a profitable market? 


WHAT WILL GERMANY DO IN RETALIATION? 


The Chicago Record of recent date contained an interview be- 
tween the Washington correspondent of that paper and the Hon. 
John A. Kasson, formerly minister to Germany and Austria, who 
is recognized not only as one of the most learned students of in- 
ternational law, but also as one of the most experienced and skill- 
ful diplomatists in this country. Mr. Kasson was asked to ex- 
plain in terms his views of the effect of the Wilson tariff bill as 
reported to the House upon the reciprocity arrangements made 
by the last Administration. He paid: r 


“Section 56 of the Wilson bill repeals all acts and parts of actsinconsistent 
with the provisions of this act. It also declares that the repeal of existing 
laws or modifications thereof shall not affect any act done or any right ac- 
enua or accrued before the said repeal or modification, but all rights and 
liabilities shall continue as if the act had not been repealed. On the other 
hand, the Wilson report on the tariff bill declares the purpose of the bill to 
be ‘to repeal in toto section 3 of the tarif act of October 1, 1890, called its 
reciprocity provision.’ > 

From these declarations it would appear that, so far as the Wilson act 
imposes duties upon articles made free under the McKinley act and in our 
commercial arrangements under section 3 of that act, it does operate to re- 
peal not only tne reciprocity clause of the McKinley act, but also toannul the 
arrangements made with foreign countries under it. A t this view, how- 
ever, is the sa clause I have quoted from section 56, which is the repeal- 
ing section of the Wilson bill. 

Ta the report and the provisions of section 56 together, they indicate. 
some confusion in the minds of the framers of the bill, both as to what they 
can do and what they have done with the international arrangements estab- 
lished under the reciprocity clause of the McKinley act. Inasmuch as the 
commercial arrangements of reciprocity were ‘acts done and rights ac- 
crued’ prior to this Topia; it might be construed in court that it is the in- 
tention of the Wilson bill to exempt from repeal these reciprocal rites a a 
ments with foreign countries. It leaves an impression on my mind that the 
committee knew what they embraced in the repeal and exemptions 
provided for in section 56.” 

Is that the usual way of terminating a treaty or an arrangement with a 
foreign country?” 

“No; very far from it. I knowof no case in our history in which Congress 
has boldly trampled upon any international treaty of the United States and 
nullified it, e . Its reditable conduct toward China. In every other 
instance throughout history, so far as I remember, treaties have been ter- 
minated in the manner provided for by their own provisions or through 
other regular diplomatic actions.“ 


THE RIGHT TO TERMINATE TREATIES. 


Ginn Congress, under the Constitution, the right to terminate treaties in 
way?” 

“Thatrepresents a question which was finally solved by. the Supreme Court 
of the United States—the question of recon the legislative power of 
Congress with the treaty-making power of the ecutive and Senate. It 
Was finally settled the 5 Court that treaties made in pursuance of 
the powers granted by the Constitution were the supreme law of the land, 
lik constitutional acts of Congress. At the same time it was decided that 
Congress had the constitutional power, within the limits of constitutional 
action, to make provisions which might nullify the treaty. That is to say, 
in substance, that the latest exercise of power controls theformer. If, how- 
ever, a treaty is violated, the action of Congress in no manner exempts the 
Gorernment from its responsibilities to a foreign nation. The 83 gov- 
ernment has then its claim for damages and its right of war to satisfy its 
demands for violation of the treaty.” 

“What would be the impression 8 8 to foreign governments it the 
United States should violate its treaties by such methods?“ 

From the earliest times the violation of an international ae t by 
one party to it has been considered an act of dishonor, and ora describe 
ered insulting action by borrowing from the old Roman the term ‘Punie 
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“Would Germany and Austria be more likely to take offense at such ac- 
tion than China? 

ODAVAM That is to say, they would be likely to take more prompt 
action.” . 

In retaliation?” 

“I should say yes, if the injury to their interests seemed to * it, 
but I am still not clear that the intention of the bill is to nullify these ex- 
isting arrangements other than by the methods provided in the arrange- 
ments themselves. 

GERMANY AND AUSTRIA WOULD ACT PROMPTLY. 

“You are familiar with the commercial arrangements with Germany 
under which the removal of the nego upon American pork, the decree of 
the German Government of March 6, 1883, was revoked as a consideration 
What effect would the rev- 
m our trade with Ger- 
e of that country?” 

Austria-Hungary there is wide- 
spead jealousy among the Tope of American agricultural prođucts which 
compete with their own. ar back as fifteen years ago I was called upon 
at the legation in Vienna by a representative of the local press, who said to me 
that there was great alarm ina certain rural district of Austria over the report 
that the United States Government was about to establish an agency near 
them for the introduction of American pork and other food products. He 
added that there was great excitement on the subject, and desired me to in- 
form himit there was any truth in thereport. same feeling of apprehen- 
sion is so eral in the two countries named that either E git eg aay would 
be suppo: bef popular sentiment in any action it would take for the em- 
barrassment of our export trade in those articles, and that leads me to think 
that they would seize any ocation which might justify them in restor- 
ing their hostile enactment The revocation of the decree prohibiting the 
importation of American pork into Germany was the consummation of many 

’ difficult diplomatic negotiations and could not have been secured with- 
out offering to 5 sr ees concessions in favor of beet sugar, 
which the reciprocity clause of the McKinley act enabled our Government to 
make. 


THE TRADE OF GERMANY WITH OTHER AGRICULTURAL NATIONS. 

A ase phage fi woy has recently been concluded between 
Germany and Rou under which the agricultural products 
of the latter country are to be admitted into the empire at the 
rate of duty now imposed upon such products from the United 
States, and a similar treaty with Russia was recently ratified by 
the Reichstag. 

Germany is not an agricultural country, but a great majority 
of the people are engaged in mechanical industries and must 
purchase the larger part of their food products abroad. The 
popa sion is rapidly tnoressiog, and with the most abundant 

arvests the supply of bread and meat willalways be insufficient 
for the wants of the people. 

Since the negotiation of the reciprocity arrangement with 
the United States efforts have been made, under the direction 
of the Agricultural Department, to introduce our cereal prod- 
ucts into more extensive use among the people with encourag- 
ing success; but the United States will always be handicapped 
in her trade by the fact that Germany is surrounded by the 
largestgrain-produclng countries in Europe, which can get their 
products to her market without the expense of long ocean voy- 


` ages and the several handlings at the ports of departure and 


arrival. The commercial relations between her people and her 
neighbors are of long standing, and their business methods are 
better understood than ours. This natural disadvantage can 
only be overcome by the most skillful diplomatic negotiations 
on the part of our Government and by the heartiest enterprise 
and energy of American exporters. But if the reciprocity ar- 
rangement now existing with Germany is revoked that market 
will be entirely destroyed. 

The value of that market is shown by the fact that the ex- 
tee of maize to Germany in the year 1891 were valued at $2,- 

404; in 1892, the first year after the treaty took effect, the 
exports were $7,481,125, while for 1893 they were $2,794,689. 

At the same time the exports of maize from Belgium into 
Germany fell from $171,493 in 1891 to 859, 222 in 1892, and from 
Russia from $995,397 in 1891 to $269,384 in 1892, while from Rou- 
mania the exports were $608,102 in 1891 and $620,915 in 1892. 

In 1891 the United States furnished 284 per cent of all the maize 
a A into Germany; in 1892 it furnished 62+ per cent. 

n 1891 we furnished Germany $7,048,606 worth of lard; in 
1892, $7,722,727, and in 1893, $6,429,211 worth. 


MEAT CATTLE. 


The following statement shows the imports of meat cattle into 
Germany for the years 1891, 1892, and nine months of 1893: 


1892. 1893. 
te am 
' 718 
891 998 
4,175 4,739 
3, 486 5,516 
3, 825 717 
7.813 17,107 
121,430 „407 


Which shows that the share furnished by the United States 

sprang from 32 per cent in 1891 to 77 per cent in 1892. 
IMPORTS OF WHEAT INTO GERMANY, 

The importations of wheat into Germany from the United 
States have enormously increased. The following table will 
show the comparative exports of wheat from various countries 
into Germany for the years 1891 and 1892, and for the first nine 
months in 1893: 


Exports of wheat from various countries into Germany. 


British North America 
Chile 


* First nine months. = 
THE IMPORTS OF RYE INTO GERMANY. 
The imports of rye into Germany show an increase. In 1891 


the United States furnished only 7 


2 cent; in 1892 it furnished 
25 percent. There was a general 


ling off in imports from all 


the other nations, and a very large increase from the United 
States. The following table shows a comparison of exports of 
rye for the years 1891 and 1892: 


RECIPROCITY THE POPULAR POLICY IN EUROPE. 


The commercial policy of the leading nations of Europe has 
recently adopted reciprocity treaties as the most satisfactory and 
equitable method of regulating international trade, and promot- 
ing an interchange of peculiar products, but they were not gen- 
eral, in fact were almost unknown until the late President 
Arthur inaugurated the policy in the United States by the ne- 
gotiation of such arrangements with Mexico, Santo Domingo, 
and with Spain for her colonies of Cuba and Puerto Rico. 

Germany has made or is making treaties with all the countries 
with which she has commercial relations, for the purpose of ex- 
tending her export trade in machinery and manufactured mer- 
chandise, and cheapening the cost of food to her people by a 
reductionofduties. She has reciprocity arrangements with Aus- 
tralia, Italy, Roumania, and other countries, besides the United 
States, and on the llth of March, after a most exciting debate 
inthe Reichstag a treaty with Russia, which will admit the 
wheatand flour of the latter Empire at the same rate of duty as 
that imposed upon similar articles from the United States. To 
abrogate our treaty with Germany, and restore her old duties 
upon wheat. corn, rye, barley from this country would stop in- 
stantly and for ever all exports of breadstuff and provisions 
from the United States, as it would forbid competition with the 

in of Russia, Austria, Hungary, and Roumania. 

In view of the treaty recently consummated between Russia 
and Germany, under the provisions of which the breadstuffs of 
Russia are to bs imported into Germany on the same terms as 
are conceded to the United States under our present treaty re- 
lations, the situation in Germany will become more serious and 
embarrassing. 

My attention has been called to the report of our consul-gen- 
eral, Mr. Frank H. Mason, at Frankfort, one of the most intel- 
ligent, thoughtful, and in every way valuable members in our 
whole consular service, in which he takes up this entire ques- 
tion of the Russian treaty and its effect upon importations from 
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the United States, to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate at this time, and which I will ask to have read. 
AMERICAN BREADSTUFFS AND THE RUSSO-GERMAN COMMERCIAL TREATY. 
The . — of commerce between Germany and Russia was signed 
the comm. ers representing both governments and published on the 
10th of February. Although it has yet to be debated and ratified by the 
German Parliament, the attitude of the Imperial Government and the popu- 
lar expression of commercial sentiment are so strongly in its favor that its 
adoption in substantially its published form would seem so probable thatit 
may be interesting to inquire what effect the new conditions are y to 
bara upon the future export of American products, andnotably breadstuffs, 
ermany. 
The ares situation has been epee: described in vious reports 
of this series, but for convenience of deduction the rates of duty on imported 
breadstuffs may be concisely stated. 


Previous to February 1, 1892, German imports of American and Russian 
wheat and rye were subject to the same general rates of duty—31.19 per 100 
kilograms, or $11.90 per metrie ton of 2, pounds. The duty on flour of 
wheat or rye from both countries was 82.50 per 100 kilograms, or $25 per ton. 

But on the date just named the United States were placed by treaty with 
Germany in the class of most-favored nations, so that thenceforward the 
duties on American wheat and rye were reduced to $8.33 and on flour to 317.30 
per ton. Meanwhile imports from Russia continued to pay the gen- 
era! or standard duties as above stated until the Ist of August, 1555 when, in 
consequence of d ents between the two governments, the rates of 
duty on all imports from Russia 3 — Germany Were summarily raised 50 
per cent and became, respectively, $17.85 per ton on wheat and rye and $37.50 

ton on flour. Since August last there have been in force, therefore, 

rates of duty on wheat and flour imports to this country, viz, the min- 

imum rate ed to most-favored nations, the standard rate applicable 

to breadstuſis from countries which enjoy no special treaty privileges, and 

3 the retallatory maximum rate applicable to imports of Russian 
2. 


Tie new commercial treaty between Germany and Russia sweeps away all 
these discriminations, secures to imports from Russia the minimum tariff 
conceded to most-favored nations, and thus puts that country u onanequal 
footing with the United States in all that relates to their freedom of acvess 
to the markets of Germany. The effects of these changed conditions when 
applied to the whole list of imports are too remote and wide reaching to be 
yet estimated; but in respect breadstuffs, the most important item of 
com petition, there are certain results which may be already foreseen. 

The basis for such a study is the record of German imports of wheat and 
Tye during the past twenty-one years, a period which extends several years 
beyond the first enactment of grain duties in 1879 and includes the several 
changes and amendments to W. those duties have been subject. ‘The 
table following shows the total tmports, in metric tons, of wheat and rye 
during each.year since 1872, the average price in dollars per ton of each kind 
of grain in the Berlin market, and the various changes which have been 
made in the grain duties during the entire period. 

A glance at these statistics will reveal several highly interesting facts: 
First, that there is in Germany, even during the years of most abundart 
harvests, a deficit in breadstuffs which has to be filled by importation; 
second, that deficit, although modified by various fluctuating influences, 
is, on the whole, increasing in close proportion to the growth of pope: 
tion; third, that the highest market values of wheat and rye at Berlin were 
in 1373, when both grains were im free of duty, and the lowest values 
have been touched during the past year, when the highest duties were in 
force, so that the duties enge at the demand of the agricultural class for 
the purpose of keeping up local values have failed toaccomplish that result, 
for the obvious reason that the values of breadstuffs are governed in Ger- 
many, as elsewhere, by the world’s grain market, and not by local condi- 
tions; fourth, that the highest total import—2,835,000 tons—was reached in 
1879, the first year of the duty on wheat and rye, while the lowest was in 1888, 
when prices of both grains were considerably lower than in 1879; and finally, 
that, contrary to the rule of twenty years ago, the imports of wheat now far 
exceed in volume those of rye. 


Tons. 
780,000 | $62.83 Š 
408,000 950, 57.12 Do. 
499, 000 700, 46.64 Do. 
685,000 | 1. 100, 000 49.98 Do. 
940,000 | 1,190, 000 54.74 Do. 

1, 060, 000 945, 000 48. 07 H Do. 
915.000 | 1,470,000 49.26 34.51 beh! exer 
227, 600 689, 600 54. 02 46.41 
861, 900 575, 500 54.74 48.55 Do. 

687, 200 658. 300 51. 64 38.79 Do. 

641,900 777, 000 45.93 35. 93 Do. 

751. 500 961, 000 41.83 35. 70 Do. 

752, 400 762, 700 39. 98 34.74 | 87.14 Seg ton, 

278, 300 565, 300 89. 50 32.13 8 

547, 800 638, 500 40. 69 80.22 | 611. 90 per ton. 

330 800 652, 800 42.84 82. 60 Do. 

616,900 | 1, 050. 700 44.77 20. 65 Do, 

887, 952 875, 200 46. 88 89. 98 Do. 

896, 836 812. 700 53.78 49.26 | 88.33 and 811. 90 per ton. 

1,271, 951 548, 600 45. 22 39. 50 0. 

703, 453 227,577 30. 17 31. 89 | 88.33, 811. 90, and $17.85 


Riper’ land that must be constantly ferti 


increasing their area of wheat culture and their us production? The 

sound ces lower aguten hagas AUTAR ENA peomend qenecetons Bate hier 
wo e ra ve a per- 

tinent interest in this connection. ri 


Imports from— 


advantages equal to those of the U; 
from the day that the new treaty takes effect, resume her old ers as tho 
source of supply of nine-tenths of the foreign used by y. The 
same will be true, in a greater or less degree, of raw flax, certain kinds of 
lumber and timber, lubricating oils, barley, flaxseed, and a number of ani- 
mal und mineral produets, in all of which the fields, forests, and mines of 
Russia supplement naturally andirresistibly the manufactures of Germany. 
Rye is the principal bread material for the Russian as well as the German 
peasant, and in the production of that cereal Russia need fear no competi- 


With regard to wheat, the problem is much more complicated, for the 
reason, among others, that not only Russia, but India, Australia, the Argen- 
line Republic, and Uruguay will have to be taken into account. To raise 
and deliver a bushel of wheat in the United States costs, accor: 
estimates, about50cents. In Iadia the cost per bushel is stated to be 35cents, 
and the danger from that quarter is measured only by the limit to which 
the area of ture can be extended. In South — this point is not 
known to have been accurately determined, nor are the statistics of. wheat 
export from Chile, Urugury, and the mtine Republic erally . per 
as trustworthy. But enough is known to warrant the belief that the wheat 
crop of India and South America isnearly, if not quite, equal to that of the 
United States, and in the Argentine Republicatleastthe area of cultivation 
is susceptible of indefinite extension. 

In 1891, when wheat im from Russia and the United States were sub- 

ect to the same stan duty of 811.90 per ton, the total importation of 
ussian wheat into Germany amounted to 515,587 tons, against 144,678 tons 
from the United States. 

In 1892 the duty on American wheat was reduced from February 1 to $8.33 
per ton, and by reason of this advantage and less favorable crops in Russia, 
wheat imports from the United States to Germany rose to 630,213 tons, while 
those from Russia declined to 257,991 tons. 
age of Russia was still further in- 


vanta N paaa for the German market, 
America will still find here a fair feld equal favor. The result of the 
competition will be another example of the survival 8 ttest.““ 


N, 
Consul-General. 

FRANKFORT, February 16,1894. 

The same result will follow the abrogation of the treaty with 
Spain in the Cuban trade, and if the treaty with Brazil is termi- 
nated the wheat and flour of Uruguay and the Argentine Repub- 
lic will drive ours out of the market. But, as I have said, reci- 

rocity is now considered the most practical and popular policy 
in Europe, and the statesmen of that continent are wondering 
at the shortsightedness of the present Administration of the 
United States in ka to destroy what its predecessors had 
been so successful in building up. 

Great Britain has recentiy made an important treaty with 
Spain, under which Spanish wines and Cuban tobacco are to be 
pAmittied at reduced rates of duty into the ports of the United 
Kingdom and the colonies, in exchange for which Spain reduced 
her tariff upon a large variety of manufactured merchandise from 
England. They include every form of household articles of iron 


and steel, cotton and linen fabries, and yarn of all kind; woolen 
and silk goods, hats, boots and shoes, watches and jewelry, agri- 
cultural machinery and implements, mining and mechan 

chinery, railway supplies, condensed 
preserved food produets, rubber goods, eto. 
Besides her treaty with Great Britain, Spain hasalso recently 
Netherlands, Belgium, 


ical ma- 
various forms of 


made reciprocity treaties with the 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3983 


Switzerland, and Sweden and Norway, and it is a common rumor 
among diplomatic circles of Europe that a similar treaty with 
Germany is now in paros of negotiation. : 

The treaty with Sweden and Norway is of the greatest im- 

rtance to us, as it provides for the admission of codfish and 

umber into Cuba and Puerto Rico under the same terms as if 

they came from the United States, and if our treaty with Spain 
be annulled we should lose this trade entirely. 

Russia has also adopted the reciprocity policy, and in addition 
to the treaty with Germany, which is now pending ratification, 
has recently made one with France which will seriously affect 
the sale of our refined petroleum in the latter country, and Rus- 
sia admits free and ata discriminating rate of duty all sorts of 
merchandise from France in exchange for this concession. 


WO ONE HAS ASKED THE TERMINATION OF THE TREATIES. 


But I have not learned, Mr. President, by any of the methods 
which public opinion is in the habit of expressing itself in this 
country, that there is any desire on the part of any person, or 
corporation, or community for the abrogation or termination of 
these reciprocity arrangements. I challenge any Senator upon 
this floor or any Representative of the people in the other House 


of Con to produce or refer to any petition or memorial, or 
resolution, or even a private communication asking such legisla- 
tion as is p 


On the contrary, the commercial organizations of the country, 
the manuf; ginterests, and the mercantile houses which 
are e in the export trade are unanimous in their desire 
that the reciprocity policy be continued and extended to include 
all the nations for whose products we can exchange our agricul- 
tural and manufactured merchandise. If we are to reduce our 
duties upon imports from other lands, let us insist that the na- 
tions from which they come shall make corresponding reductions 
in favor of the articles they receive from usor let the reduction 
duties apply only to imports from such countries as are willing 
to do so. 

Let us not have free trade, but fair trade. 
customs taxes that our people are required to pay let us increase 
the sales of their products by securing for them advantages in 
foreign markets. The reciprocity policy is the application of 
common commercial sense to foreign intercourse, and will prove 
as profitable to international commerce as it to private transac- 
tion between the citizens of the same community. 


THOMAS JEFFERSON THE FATHER OF RECIPROCITY. 


It may not be known to our friends on the other side of this 
Chamber, who are hastening with so much anxiety and so much 
Tolly to destroy the advantages that have been gained for the 
agriculturists and manufacturers of this country, that Thomas 
Jefferson, whom they honor with the paternity of their politi- 
cal organization and principles, was the father of reciprocity 
also. Mr. A.D. Anderson, in a recent communication to a local 
journal, has called attention to that interesting fact. 

On the lth of December, 1793, Thomas Jefferson, while Sec- 
retary of State, submitted a report to the House of Representa- 
tives, beginning as follows: 


The Secretary of State, to whom was referred by the House of Representa- 
tives the report of a committee on the written message of the President of 
the United States on the lath of February 1791, with instructions to report to 
the Congress the nature and extent of the privil and restrictions of the 
commercial intercourse of the United States with fore nations. and the 
measures which heshould think proper to be adopted for the improvement of 
the commerce and navigation of thesame, has had the same under considera- 
tion and thereupon makes the following report. 


Inthe report, which was a very elaborate one and published in 
the American State papers, is the following: 


Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United 
States, 3 is in what way they may be best removed, modified, or 
counteracted. As to thecommerce two methods occur: First, by friendly ar- 
rangements with theseveral nations with whom these restrictions exist; or, 
bran by the separate act of our own Legislature for countervailing their 


There 7 — be no doubt but that of these two friendly arrangement is the 
most e à 
Instead of embarrassing commerce under piles of regulating laws, duties 

and 8 could it be relieved from its shackles in all parts of the 
world, could every country be employed in producing that which nature has 
best fitted it to uce, and each be free to excha with others mutual 
surpluses for mutual wants, the greatest mass possible would then be pro- 
duced by these which contribute to human life and human happi- 
ness, the numbers of mankind would be increased, and their condition bet- 


Would even a single nation begin with the United States this system of 
free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it 
is one by one only that it can be extended to all. Where the circumstances 
of either party render it dient to levy a revenue, by way of impost or 
commerce, its freedom t be modified in ST en ren y mutual and 
equivalent measures, preserving it entire in all others. 

s + $ s e * + 

But should any nation, contrary to our wishes, suppose it may better find 
its advantages by continuing its system of prohibition, quties and regula- 
tions, it behooves us to tect our citizens, their commerce, and naviga- 
tion by counter- duties, also. Free commerce 


As we lessen the 


| ne navigation are not to be given in exchange for restrictions and vexa- 


ons, hor are they likely to uce a relaxation of them. 
s 0 s * s s, 2 
The following principles being founded in reci ty, appear perfectly 
just, and to offer no cause of complaint to any nation. Whee a nation im- 
poses high duties on our productions, or prohibits them altogether, it may 
be proper for us todo thesame by theirs; first burdening or those 
pons which they bring here in competition with our ownof the same 
ind; selecting next such manufactures as we take from them in greatest 
quantity, and which at the same time we could the soonest furnish vo our- 
selves or obtain from other countries imposing on them duties lighter at 
first, but heavier and heavier afterwards, as other channels of open. 
Such duties having the effect of indirect encouragement to domestic manu- 
facturers of the same kind, may induce the manufacturer to come himself 
into these States, where cheaper subsistence, equal laws, and a vent of his 
bid des free of duty, may insure him the highest profits from his. skill and 
ndustry. 


DEMOCRATIO APPROVAL OF THE RECIPROCITY POLICY. 


When this policy was first proposed by the late James G. 
Blaine it was received with enthusiastic favor by the public 
press without regard to party prejudices, and the only motive 
that can be ascribed to those who now pro to repudiate it is 
to deprive the party which embodied the suggestion in the 
statutes of the credit to which it was entitled. 

The following extracts will show the sentiment of the Demo- 
cratic newspapers at the time the reciprocity policy was first 
proposed: 

Boston Herald.] 


We certainly hope that Co: will have the good sense to adopt a 
measure of this kind, for we feel convinced that its effect would be to revolu- 


The course which Mr. Blaine proposed is eminently judiclons and practi- 


Boston Post.] 


So far as it goes Mr. Blaine's scheme is to be commended, but for what it 

ves we may be thankful, and for the concession of the great principle 
which will not be long delayed in its universal application when once it is 
established among the nations of the American hemisphere. 


[Boston Globe. ] 

No elass ot men will more profoundly sym with Mr. Blaine or re- 
joice more in his success than the tarif reformer. It is true that they desire 
to go further than he has yet prepared the way, but no further than he has 
indicated it. They desire to see reciprocity in healthy and world-wide oper- 
~~ instead of Hee! 5 8 to een ten 5 

As long as we to give recognition to the prin: e of reciproci 
our come dealings with the countries of the earth, so long end we 
expect to be commercially ostracised and outlawed in the family of nations. 

[Boston Pilot.] 

The heavily burdened ie of the United States do not desire further 
taxes, nor do they yearn for free trade. But if we are going to remove the 
tariff duties there would seem to be sound sense in Mr. Blaine’s suggestion, 
that in doing so we secure material advantages for ourselves from the coun- 
tries which will chiefly profit by that measure. 

Blaine has a policy, and a good one, and if we mistake not a growing one. 


cable. 


righ 
creases wealth, because it removes ignorant prejudices, and because it leads 


[New York Times.] 
If these are really the views of Mr. Blaine they reflect credit upon his good 
sense, and if the intentions attributed to him are really his grat rand 
State 


— — courage Aca not entirely oozed out during his confinement 
en 


‘the recommendation (to insert a clause in the tariff bill) is a good one, as 
being in behalf of a removal of some of our tions upon trade and in 
the direction of freer and more 7 intercourse with foreign nations. 
Any step in that direction would be progress. 


[New York Sun.! 
The programme which he proposes or hints atis fascinating, and it will 
lose nothing in the 


panua eye from the recommendation ed A by his en- 
g 8 e hope or the dream of the comm if not of the 
political union of this continent, is in the minds of all Americans. The first 
steps toward making it a reality may soon be taken. Public opinion is 
ripening for it. 
[New York World.] 


The sugar schedule as it stands in the tariff bill as amended by the Senate 
committee is wholly in the interest of the sugar trust. The raw material 
of the refiner is to be free, but sugar that compete with his product are taxed 
It would be much better if Congress should adopt Mr. Blaine’s suggestion 
to restore the duty on raw sugars, especially if such a course would enable 
him to negotiate treaties with the Pan-American Republics that would in- 
crease our with those countries. 

As Mr. Blaine stated, reciprocity would lead to the opening of new and 
profitable markets for the products of which we have so large a surplus 
and thus invigorate every branch of agricultural and mechanical industry.“ 


[New York Commerctal Bulletin.) $ 


tr. 
. Biaine’s plan of ——— between this country and 
the nations of the south is coming to be more and more appreciated by pub- 
lic men here the more it is 
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[New York Herald.] 

Harrison and Blaine, in their reciprocity policy, have come over to good 
old Democratic ground. 

Mr. Blaine has dared to exhibit some common sense on matters which in- 
volve the welfare of sixty-five millions of people. 

[New York Witness.] 

All we have to say is that we are heartily in favor of that kind of policy, 
for it is the kind that will have the most favorable influence on our indus- 
tries in general. 

[New York Nation.] 


[New York Standard.] 


Secretary Blaine recognized fully the value of reciprocal trade with our 
neighbors. We ought to control the whole trade of Mexico, Central and 
South America. There is nothing on earth, from a wooden clothespin to a 
mogul locomotive and the finest and most powerful dynamo which can not 
be made well in this country; made better than any goods can be made in 
Europe. Talk about trade. This avenue would open up cumulative manu- 
facturing a a Ss ge up more opportunities for labor; more opportuni- 
ties for capital. ese Spanish Americans have what we want. e have 
what they want. A mistaken view of trade and a narrow-minded policy 
have kept us from being masters of this Spanish-American trade. 

Secretary Blaine sees the error, and he would have his.coun 
new and profitable departure. This advice is sound and should 


New York Sunday News.] 

There is a good deal to commend in Mr. Blaine’s policy, aud there is a 
good deal of sound sense in his argument. 

[New York Christian Union.] 

Believing as we do that the progress of civilization will be promoted b; 
the gradual removal of all restrictions on trade, we welcome Mr. Blaine’s 
advocacy of reciproci 

[Harper’s Weekly.] 


en take a 
followed. 


ty. 


Mr. Blame's South American 8 is reciprocity. It would admit the 
products of the southern republics free if they would admit ours upon the 
same terms. This would be free trade with South America, practically the 
same freedom of trade that prevails among the States of the Union. This 
is a simple and strong argument. Wherever markets can be opened for our 
redundant productions by a policy of reciprocity, upon the reasoning of Mr. 
Blaine’s letter, that policy would be wise. 
[Brooklyn Times.] 
1 There is no doubt that the plans suggested by Mr. Blaine will prove efect- 
ve. z 


[Brooklyn Eagle.] 
To 6 of good common sense Mr. Blaine’s suggestion a ars to be a 
practi one. He does not believe in throwing away a cent oppor- 
tunity to secure for American producers a splendid market for their wares. 


(Brooklyn Citizen.) 

Between the free countries on the north and south continents of America 
there is no danger of such injurious Loo dpe Their staple ucts 
are those which can not be ly, if at all, produced in the United States, 
and for the manufactured g Which we produce so largely they are com- 
. — to rely for their supply upon importations either from Europe or the 

nited States. same American doctrine of intelligent protection to 
home industry that impels us to raise barriers against the importation of 
cheapmanufactared goods from Europe urges us to removeevery barrier that 
obstructs trade between North and South America, and establish constant 
and cheap communication between the ports of the two continents. 


[The Philadelphia Record.] 
It must be said, however, in behalf of Mr. Blaine's policy of reciprocity, 


that it points in the direction of commercial freedom; and for this reason, 
if for no other, it deserves a friendly greeting from every friend of tariff re- 


form. 
freely admitting the wool of South America, Secretary Blaine poses 
F pba ATT region wider markets for the breadstuffs, provisions, and 
other e: of the United States, trade in which is now seriously ob- 
structed by South American tariffs. Such a icy could not fail to afford 
some relief to the farmers of this country, and it should not be defeated by 
the ex: rated fears of a few wool merchants. 

Thus far there is no material difference between the policy of the friends 
of tariff reform and that of Secretary Blaine. What he to accomplish 
in a limited degree through reciprocal tariff modifications, they would effect 
to a far wider extent by a general revision of the tariff, and especially by a 
removal of duties on raw materials of industry from whatever quarter 
of the globe they might be drawn. 

[Philadelphia Times.] 

The emphatic utterances of Secretary Blaine regarding the McKinley bill 
in a and n particular are attracting not a little attention, 
and there are many members of Congress, both Democratic and Republican, 
who believe that his scheme is not only a wise one, but that it should be 
adopted. Of course, the Democrats who think that way are more numerous 
than the Republicans. 

[Baltimore Sun.] 


The arguments which he advances in favor of reciprocity are good ones. 


[Baltimore Herald.] 

Mr. Biaine’s letter to the President upon the general subject of trade with 
the Latin-American republics isa remarkable document. Indeed, it is doubt- 
ful whether any state paper submitted to Congress within the past decade 
equals this letter in interest and importance. It amounts to arevelation of 
existing trade conditions upon this continent, and is, besides, a significant 
statement concerning the influence of import duties upon commerce. 


[Washington Post.] 
It is a question that has come to stay; and the sooner it is settled on the 


Plan suggested by Mr. Blaine the better for our people who have produce 
anda to sell with no advantageous market Por their It 18 
doubtless a surprise and somewhat unpalatable, eae. in 

to have this new issue projected into the tariff legislation of the tses- 


sion, but it is an issue that can not be pooh-poohed out ot sight, and Mr. 
Blame is entitled to the thanks of the country for having brought it before 
Congress in such forcible and co shape. 


Nothing is untimely or inopportune that is for the improved welfare of the 
Eos andthe better development of their trade interests and. late though 
the oe of State may have been in calling public attention to the su 
ject, it is stil! a li question. It may be overslaughed by the mt Con- 

‘ess, but the issue is made, and it will not down until something has been 

one to put the commercial relations of the varlous countries of the western 
continent on a liberal pr. basis. i 

‘t Free sugar in the United States.“ however, as Mr. Blaine telegraphed to 
the millers’ convention, should be accompanied by free breadstuffs and 
provisions in Latin America.” This is the key-note to the reciprocal sys- 
tem which he would bring about. Free wool in the United States would 
mean the removal of 3 upon other articles of export, the con- 
sumption of which in La America is now tly restricted by the cor- 
responatngiy increased price, and itis belie that the liberal policy thus 
indicated on the part of the United States would gradually lead to many 
concessions on the part of our southern neighbors, whose trade we seek to 


cultivate. 
[Chicago Herald.] 


As a believer in free and unfettered commerce, the Herald would welcome 
3 or free trade with one nation, with ten nations, or with all na- 
ons. 


That is strongly and concisely put, and it gives the American people some- 
thing to think over. Heretofore their only idea with Tena to a protective 
policy has been to protect American labor, and to that end they have adopted 
a general plan of exempting from duty articles not produced in this country. 
Mr. Blaine now shows them how a protective may be used to encour- 
age as well as protect American industry, by it reciprocal with na- 
tions that may and should be good customers for our products. 

Apparently, the immediate ob; of this letter is to dissuade Congress 
from pating ap ve on the free list; but it also calls attention to the fact 
that we a definite Pan-American policy, and that the present is ex- 
souy the time to formulate one. It isan opportunity that may not occur 


ut there is no prospect that Congress can find time for any such useful 
work at this session. 

But Mr. Blaine, who has been studying the question of South American 
trade, evidently finds a condition that can not be cured by Government ap- 
[Rie aioe for steamship lines to South American ports. The remedy he 

lieved is a Pan-American customs union under w the products of one 
country are admitted free of duty to another. No one will deny that thisis 
an essential and important step. 


[St. Louis Globe-Democrat.] 

The proposition, it will be seen, is, in its broad features, as simple as it is 
practical and beneficent. 

(Kansas City Times.] 

Secre 717... ODO S EOT E902 sort of freo trader 
himself. reciprocity policy is only another name for just what the De- 
mocracy has been and is fighting for. 

[New York World.] 


Reciprocity with South America would 8 be the beginning of 
broader and more intimate relations with Europe. It would be the first step 
in the right direction. Protectionists who favor reciprocity, including Mr. 
Blaine probably, would not admit this, but the truth is that the movement 
is in obedience to the pressure upon home producers for a larger market, 
and the pressure will not be taken off until American producers and mer- 
chants are atliberty to sell and buy everywhere. 


COMMERCIAL TREATIES THAT MIGHT BE MADE, 


These extracts which might be multiplied until they would fill 
a volume, Mr. President, illustrate the sentiment of the peopl 
without reference to political preferences or prejudices, and I 
am sure an amendment to this bill would be received with almost 
unanimous popular favor which shall provide that the reduction 
of duties herein proposed shall apply only to articles imported 
from countries which make reci PRS concessions in favor of the 
Aa of the United States. That would be a double benefit. 
e consumers in this country would have the benefit of the re- 
duction of duties upon imported goods they use, while the pro- 
ducers would have the advantage of reduced imposts upon their 
products in foreign lands. That would be fair trade. 


RECIPROCITY WITH MEXICO. 


It was only two years ago, Mr. President, that a Democratic 
committee of the House of Representatives made an excellent 
report pointing out in clear and concise language the great ad- 
vantages the maong of the present Congressis trying to throw 
away. I refer, . President, to the report of Mr. Andrew, 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with regard to ‘‘Our 
trade relations with Mexico.” It shows that every reason sug- 
gested by geographical location, similarity of institutions, and 
community of interests justifies all reasonable effort to promote 
commerce with ournearest neighbor, and what is true of our sis- 
ter Republic on thesouth is even more true of the greatcolonies 
on our northern border, where much greater opportunities are 
being sacrificed without a single consideration that should and 
does enter the mind of every prudent and judicious man who 
studies commercial questions with the broad sense of securing 
the test good for the greatest number. 

With a population of 12,000,000 of people and a foreign trade 
of nearly a hundred millions a year, with natural highways of 


commerce on both sides connecting our Pacific and Gulf ports 
with hers, with fiye great railways constructed at a costof more 
than a hundred millionsof American capital, and a fraternal de- 
sire for more intimate relations, Mexico affords one of the most 
profitable as well as one of the most natural markets for the agri- 
cultural and mechanical products of the United States, and offers 
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in return the staples of the tropics which are necessary to and 
are demanded by the welfare of our own people. In the report 
to which I have alluded, Mr. Andrew says: 

If the United States does not possess a practical mono’ 
of Mexico, it must be due to conditions of tradeor of legislation which 
should be studied in order to be removed. The natural advan! of the 
United States in the proximity of her fertile grain fields and her great fac- 
tories, aided by her absolute control of the highways of commerce on land 
and her substantial control of those by sea, should make the southern re- 
public one of our most accessible and profitable markets. 

The Mexican people themselves have come to the assistance of nature in 
opening their markets to the United States. Mexico has been until recently 
without a safe harbor on the eastern coast. The Government has recently 
built a system of jetties like those at the mouths of the Mississippi and 
created a harbor at the port of Tampico extending for 30 miles. It is the 
only harbor on the eastern coast of Mexico where a vessel can unload at 
the docks, and has been built under the charge of one of the officers who 
assisted Capt. Mads in the work at the mouths of the Mississippi, There is 
now 18 feet of water over a bar where formerly there was but 6 feet, and the 
depth will soon be considerably increased. 

N80 will inevitably become, within a short time, the great commer- 
cial center of the southern republic. It is situated halfway between the 
present roadstead of Vera Cruz and the American line, is only two days' 
sail from Mobile, and even nearer to New Orleans, and is almost at the gates 
of the growing port of Galveston. Tworailroads now connect Tampico with 
the interior. e is the Mexican Central Railway, almost wholly owned by 
Americans, and the other is the Monterey and Mexican Gulf. Concessions 
have been granted the Mexican Government and the surveys have been 
made for a third railroad from Tampico to the City of Mexico, which will 
shorten the running time by almost one-half, 


MEXICO HAS OFFERED US VERY LIBERAL CONCESSIONS. 


The Government and people of Mexico have offered their mar- 
kets to us with a generosity that I regret to say has not been fully 
appreciated or returned. So long ago as 18$2, at the invitation 
of the President of that Republic, two commissioners, one of them 
being no less a personage than Gen. Grant, were sent to Mexico by 
direction of President Arthur to negotiate a reciprocity treaty 
which was concluded and finally ratified by this Senate, but 
which from a shortsighted policy, almost as fatal in its folly as 
that which is now being pursued, the House of Representatives 
refused to enact the legislation necessary to carry its stipula- 

tions into effect. 

That treaty provided for almost an absolute interchange of 
roducts, free of import dues, between the two nations, and but 
or our own folly it would doubtless have resulted in closing all 

the custom-houses upon the Rio Grande and given our mer- 
chants and manufacturers a monopoly of the Mexican trade. 
But as a consequence of our neglect to take advantage of what 
was then offered, the merchants of Mexico still purchase nearly 
two-thirds of their imports in Europe, and are likely to do so 
until we arrange for an interchange of products under discrim- 
inating duties that other nations may not enjoy or obtain. 

It is still possible, if the pending bill does not become a law, 
to reclaim what we have neglected. Mexico is still willing and 
anxious to meet us with a friendly and liberal spirit in a com- 
mercial treaty that will enlarge her markets for our merchandise 
provided we will receive her staple products on the same terms 
that were given Brazil and Cuba in the arrangements negotiated 
by the late Administration. 


THE ATTITUDE OF PRESIDENT DIAZ. 


A correspondent of the New York Commercial Bulletin, in a 
recent communication on this subject, says: 


President Diaz is anadvocate of absolute free trade between the two at 
republics of the western . He and other leaders of the Liberal 
party have been studying the effects of such a system for sometime. They 
realize that free trade along the Rio Grande would mean a loss of revenue 
which Mexico would have to meet by raising revenue elsewhere. They are 
prepared for this and are working upon a plan which will at once raise the 
necessary revenue and develop the agricultural resources of Mexico with- 
out pursuing the restrictive policy ofa high tariff against the United States. 
The proposition is being seriously discussed to levy a heavy tax upon all 
uncultivated land. It is proposed to leave exempt from taxation the arable 
land under cultivation, and gra f offer a premium to the farmers. 
Those Mexicans who have studied closely the industrial possibilities of 
their country believe that her greatest future development lies along the 
line of agriculture rather than of mining or raising stock. The mining they 
regard as largely a 8 enterprise, and the raising of stock as sub- 

ect to limitations. Vast areas of fertile land lie uncultivated all over the 

epublic, and if brought under the plow would make Mexico one of the 
greatest farming countries of the world. The progressive leaders believe 
thatin this fleld, along with a reasonable development of necessary manu- 
factures, lies the future prosperity of Mexico. 


MEXICO DESIRES RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES, 


Similar statements have recently appeared in Mexican publi- 
cations, which indicate that the Government is willing to change 
her entire revenue system provided she can secure unrestricted 
reciprocity with the United States, but the adoption of the pend- 
ing measure in the statutes of this nation would make this en- 
tirely unnecessary, as we are about to give our neighbors that 
for which they have offered the most liberal concessions, with- 
out requiring the slightest consideration in return. 

If this bill should pass there will be no further offers on the 


ly of the markets 


pes of Mexico to admit our exports free of duty, or at rates be- 
ow those imposed upon similar imports from other nations. 
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The inducement will no longer exist. Nearly every productfor 
which she has sought concessions in the past is l upon our 


free list, or will be admitted into our ports ata 
she has ever asked. : 

And what do we receive in return? Nothing. The opportu- 
nity we have been one for the extension of our sales among 
her people is absolutely thrownaway. Wegive fornothing that 
for which she has been willing to pay the highest price; and she 
will continue to exact exorbitant duties upon our exports while 
we admit her products free. 

One can scarcely discuss this subject with patience. It seems 
incredible that a legislative body like this should so thought- 
lessly abandon and betray the interests of a people they have 
sworn to serve. 

In exchange for the free admission of their coffee and sugar, 
their fruits and fiber plants, their wool and hides, their silver 
and lead ore, their horses and cattle and sheep, the Mexican 
Government would willingly open its ports to nearly eyer prod- 
uct of our farms and forests, our fisheries, and mechanical in- 
dustries; and particularly to those forms of manufactured mer- 
chandise for which we feel the greatest need of foreign markets, 
the surplus results of the labor and the genius of our artisans, 


THE FOREIGN COMMERCE OF MEXICO, 


_ The largest imports of Mexico, amounting to nearly fifty mil- 
lions a year, and rapidly increasing in value, are cotton, woolen, 
and linen fabrics, glass and china, the myriad forms of manu- 
factured iron and steel, including machinery and railway sup- 
plies,agricultural implements and machinery, lumber and furni- 
ture, glass and china, paper and stationery, drugs and medicines, 
and all sorts of articles that enter into household use. The 
greater portion of these imports come from Europe still, not- 
withstanding the construction of railway lines connecting the 
two republics and the introduction of American capital for the 
development of the natural resources of the country, the reason 
being that the wholesale merchants are mostly Europeans, who 
prefer to purchase their supplies in their own countries unless 
some inducement be offered to buy them elsewhere. A discrimi- 
nating duty in favor of American goods, such as att be secured 
through a reciprocity treaty, would offer this inducement, and 
the trade would be diverted to the United States. The corre- 
spondent of the Bulletin continues: 

The wealthier classes of Mexico are highly cultivated, luxurious in their 
tastes, and insist upon having the best of everything which ministers tothe 
enjoyment of modern life. @ rer people of the country produce toa 
large extent what they need for themselves, but the introduction of railroads 
and of fine manufactured goods must inevitably raise the scale of living, 
even among the humblest, to the point of demanding as n. ties man, 
articles of manufacture which have been in the past in but little demand. 
The coarser av pid of cotton cloths are already being manufactured on 
Mexican soil in Mexican mills. The market for the better grades of goods, 
now controlied by Great Britain, France, gemisi and e ea is, how- 
ever, open to American manufacturers if they co d obtain the advantage 
of 3 duties. If, instead of discriminating duties, unrestricted 
reciprocity prevailed between this country and Mexico, there can be no doubt 
that the exercise of a little enterprise on the part of our manufacturers and 
ourproducers of food would soon give them almost absolute control of Mexi- 
can marke 

The cultivated classes of Mexico, however, will not be satisfied with inte- 
rior goods or a limited variety. It is the boast of Mexican merchants that 
they keep for sale everything which can be bought in London. Paris, or Ber- 
lin, and our merchants, in order to command absolutely Mexican trade, 
would have to meet the demands of a fastidious, cultivated, and wealthy 


people 
TRE REASON WHY WE HAVE NO TREATY WITH MEXICQ 


It may be asked why such a reciprocity arrangement as was 
negotiated with Brazil three years ago was not made with Mex- 
ico as well. The answer is found in what is known as the reci- 
procity section of the McKinley law, which was so limited inits 
scope as to forbid the Secretary of State to offer that nation the 
inducements it demanded as a consideration for concessions in 
favor of American goods. Mexico asked the repeal of the law 
recently enacted imposing a duty upon lead ores, and ths free 
admission of her wools, which are of the coarser variety, used 
for the manufacture of i and do not come in competition 
with the higher grades cultivated upon this side of the border. 
But by the present bill it is proposed to remove the duties from 
both these articles, which will afford the market Mexico has 
been seeking without requiring any concessions in our favor in 
return. 

Mr. Ryan, the recent minister to Mexico, in a letter to the 
Secretary of State, said: 

I trust I shall be pardoned for expressing the conviction, formed from 
such close and careful observation and study asI have been able to make 
since entering upon my duties here, that the people of the United States 
have very much to ga n and littie or nothing to lose by the most liberal 
trade relations with Mexico. If our Government agrees with me in this re- 
apec; then 1 beg to make the suggestion that the longer reciprocity negotia- 
tions are deferred the more dificult will be their consummation, use of 
the constant development of industries in this country that naturally create 
opposing interests. 


uty lower than 


INCREASE OF OUR EXPORTS TO MEXICO. 


The statisties of our exports to Mexico furnish an interesting 
study and show a rapid increase notwithstanding the disadvan- 
tages under which commerce has been laboring: 


We tax wool by weight, and not by its value. Thecoarsewool 

in the Argentine Republic is much heavier than that 
from any other country, because it is saturated with grease and 
contains more dirt, and it also brings a lower price in the mar- 
ket, but the same duty has been imposed uponitas upon lighter, 
finer, and cleaner wools. The Argentines haveregarded this as 
an injustice, and made it the subject of repeated complaints 
without relief. It would have injured no one to have admitted 
their wools at a lower rate of duty, nor would it have interfered 
with the domestic product to have admitted it free. 

Feeling this as an injustice andadiscrimination against their 
great staple, for the Argentine Republic has more sheep than 
any other country in the world, they have not encouraged trade 
with the United States, and some years 95 per cent of their 
enormous imports have been purchased in Europe. They have 
bought of us only such articles as they could not obtain as well 
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Glass and glassware FEES: a elsewhere. But as a people and as a nation, they have always 
. — hep pep ties apie gers 1, 2 been ready to meet us half way in any equitable movement to im- 


2 the commercial relations between the two countries; and to- 
ay they stand ready to negotiate a treaty that will be profitable 


a ican ces San een poe a ga oer 21 200.750 to both, if it can be d upon the free admission of their wool. 
— Br...... a a Eat zoe, 115 7 OUR FORMER COMMEROE WITH settee 

. Forty years ago we had an important share in the foreign 

Are ay tr ant TE > ¢ commerce of the Argentine Republic. The firstimporting house 


of any considerable capital was established at Buenos Ayres by 
a citizen of this country. An American built the first railroad 
there, and a monument has been erected to his honor. The first 
great sheep ranch was started by one of our countrymen, and 
for atime merchants of New England controlled the trade 
of the Republic. Butof late years the trade between the two 
countries, for the reasons I have cited, has been reduced to an 
annual average of less than 8 percentof their foreign exchanges. 
In 1883 we furnished 6 cent of their imports and took 5 per 
cent of their exports. 1893 we furnished 8 per cent of their 
Imports, and took only 4 per centof their exports, while England, 
Germany, and France have shared their markets. 

Ina recent communication to the newspapers, Dr. Zeballos, 
the able statesman who nowrepresents the Argentine Republic 
at this capital, says: 

The Argentine Republi from 25 to 30 its con- 
F777... 
doing so by lack of rapid communication, general commercial relations, and 
want of banking facilities. On this account itis that in general the com- 
merce between the Argentine Republic and the United States is carried on 
via England. Therefore, when Argentine trade buys the products of North 
America, the ships that carry it do not get return cargoes, because ‘the 
‘American trade does not take Argentine articles. The navigation, there- 
fore, between the two countries must go out of its natural course. 

In a single Argentine State, that of Santa Fe, at the last wheat harvest, 
December, 1893, to February, 1894, there were in use 1,300 thrashing ma- 
chines from the United States. The taking off of the tariff upon the impor- 


Bae ee NOS RSP 7,870,509 | 18, 801, 714 


EXPORTS FROM MEXICO FOR 1598. 


The exports from Mexico during the last year (1893) of precious 
metals and merchandise were valued at $87,509,221, an increase 
of $12,041,506 over the previous year, which illustrates the re- 
markable development of the material resources of that country. 
There was a decrease in the value of the shipments of silver 
bullion, doubtless owing to the reduced price of that artiele, and 
also in the exports of tobacco, but in every other article there 
was a gain. The largest increase was in silver-bearing lead ores, 
which amounted to over $4,000,000; the next was in coffee, of 
which $2,050,000 more was exported than in 1892, and the next 
was in fiber plants, which show a gain of a million and a half. 


COMPARATIVE. EXPORTS OF MEXICO BY NATIONS. 


The following is a comparative statement of exports from 
Mexico by nations for the fiscal years 1891-92 and 1892-93: 


, 232, 663 | tation of foreign wools, which is provided for by the new American tariff 

SRN RSENS SR PR ER 725,011 | 15,267,956 | bill, will soon make up for the sacrifice which it imposes upon the producers 

733, 340 4,644, 885 | by the great and immediate advantages which the general economy of the 

3s 323, 603 4, 344, 231 nited States will pen by the opening of one of the greatest kinds of indus- 

1 — 915,272 340,660 | tries. The trade of the Argentine Republic is constantly sought by all the 

— 601, 204 661,850 | manufacturing nations of Europe, because it is one of the growing coun- 

Guatemala. 255, 956 143,740 | tries of the age, which consumes more in proportion to the number of its 

F 53, 660 26,200 | inhabitants any other, and this consumption is growing each year by 

Colombia .. 44, 468 31,049 | the extraordinary increase of its population and by reason of its European 
aden 22 —— immigration. 

Italy .... 3,025 The ulation of the 5 Republic has increased from 

Ni ee 1,877,4 1869 to 5,124,300 in 1893. Thecultivated area during 

* 


. | that period has increased in a corresponding ratio. In 1878 but 

31.243 tons of wheat were exported; in 1892 the exports were 
— 48 1,395,294 tons. In 1878 the exports of corn were 193,996 tons; in 
1892, 1,814,024 tons. During the last ten years the sheep have 
increased from seventy to one hundred millions: the cattle from 


` Venezuela --. ' sixteen to twenty-five millions, the horses from three to five mil- 
Argentina Ropablio s cea en eenegen iaaea lions, and the hogs from a nominal amount to three millions. 
a N OAE CAINE E E E E E T Theimmigrants arriving in 1883 were 73,210; in 1892 they were 


385,554. 
} MAGNITUDE OF THE ARGENTINE FOREIGN TRADE. 


The following table will show the magnitude of the foreign 
commerce of this remarkable nation: 


POSSIBILITIES OF TRADE WITH THE ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 


During the session of the International American Conference, 
while the subject of reciprocity was under discussion the onl, 
15 5 came from the delegates from Chile, Uruguay, oan 
ə Argentine Republic, who recognized that the United States 
would not agree to admit their wools free of duty, no matter 
what might be offered in return. Secre Blaine endeavored 
to have the coarse grades of wool included in the reciprocity 


amendment to the tariff act of 1890, as very little is raised in 22637713 
this country, and we require a great deal for the manufacture 48, nr aie 
of carpets, but he failed because of the opposition of the wool 5 
men, ye 1 oa it Pola be oaa to aurian the 885 49, 357,558 
grades o manufacture of cheap clothing. e espec , 380, 
urged a discriminating duty in favor of the wools of the Reger O E on 
tine Republic, which have always suffered unjustly under the 60, 207,976 


tariff laws of the United States, 


1894. 
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CHARACTER OF THE PRINCIPAL IMPORTS. 


The following statement will show the character of the prin- 
cipal imports, and the amount of each for the year 1892: 


Live cattle $385, 315 
— 12, 683,560 

Wines and liquors... 7 see — 
— — — — Fe 30, 618, 336 
Ready- made clothing and furnishings 4. 302, 824 
Chemicals and pharmaceutical produc 4,026, 640 
“Lumber and its a: ces 3, 712, 355 
Paper and its app ces 2, 687, 950 
Leather and its —— 622, 112 
Iron and its appliances 10, 339, 363 
96 PETAR ˙—— 0B . a bine, 3. 148 625 
Metals and their appliances 1, 140, 753 
8 pasmie and ceramic products e pg raed 

nel and lighting appliances . 

Manufactured 3 3,000, 013 


THE SHARE OF EACH NATION. 


The following statement will show the share of imports fur- 
nished by each nation in 1893 compared with 1883: 


1883. 


810. 
6, 
2, 179, 
T, 
0, 
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* The French importation in 1889 was $30,237,407. The year 1892 must be 
considered an exceptional one. 

The railway system of the Republic now aggregates about 
10,000 miles, which has been constructed at a cost of $447,999,- 
477. 

The country has recently through a very serious finan- 
cial depression, similar to that suffered by the United States ia 
1873, and due to similar causes—extravagance, speculation, and 
excessive enterprise. But its magnificent resources and the en- 
ergy of its citizens are enabling it to recover its normal condi- 

on, and there is no land on earth which has greater promise 
for the future or a more solid foundation for national wealthand 
permanent prosperity. 

ARGENTINE PRODUCTS, 15%. 


The value of Argentine products in 1893 and the surplus for 
exportation were as follows: 


Col. Howard Vincent, M. P., who has recently made a journey 
through South America, was given a formal bey agen by the 
poore of Sheffield, England, on his return, and in the course of 

response to the address of welcome referred to the Argen- 
tine Republic as follows: 

Ihave told you before of the vast prairies of Canada, of the great shee 
farms of Aostralia. But I must honestly say thatcountry for country, land 
for land, Argentina knows norival. Over an area ten times the size of these 
islands, there is untold power of food production. For600 miles from ocean 
to mountain there is not a hill, hardly a tree. Over these great s plains 
range 22,000,000 of cattle, 75,000,000 of sheep. 4,000,000 of horses, capable of 
transport hither at trifling cost, dead or alive. There are twenty-seven rail- 


“ways, nearly all Brit owned, and rapidly on both sides of the track grass 


lands are being laid down in wheat, garnered without fear of frost or wet, 
and poured down the wharves of the Central Argentina into ships to render 
British agriculture more and more difficult. 


By the negotiation of a reciprocity treaty similar to that 
which now exists with Brazil, we might gain a fair share of the 
trade of the Argentine Republic, and as the distinguished min- 
ister from that country suggests, increase our exports from four 
millions to twenty-five or thirty million dollarsannually. But 
if we place wool on the free list without asking any return, that 
opportunity will be lost forever. 


POSSIBILITIES OF TRADE WITH URUGUAY. 


The Republicof Uruguay resembles in every seen its greater 
neighbor across the Rio de la Plata. Its products, its indus- 
tries, its condition, and its resources are similar ilar, and its foreign 
commere is even larger per capita of population. By the latest 
census, taken in 1888, there were 648,299, and at present there are 
probably 800,000 people in the Republic engaged almost exclu- 
sively in agricultural and pastoral pursuits. 

The imports of Uruguay average about $30,000,000 and the ex- 
ports are usually valued about the same sum. They consist al- 
most entirely of manufactured merchandise and include every- 
thing that enters into the consumption of a highly civilized 


‘country. Great Britain furnishes about 30 per cent, France and 


Germany about 15 per cent, and the United States only about 5 
or 6 per cent annually. We send them little but lumber, petro- 
leum, iron and steel, and agricultural implements. Their wear- 
ing apparel, their hardware, china, cutlery, machinery, and - 
other goods are furnished by England and Germany and their 
luxuries by France. 

The staple export of the county. is wool, of which the greater 
pars goes to Europe, and very little but their hides is sent here. 

he other exports are salted meat, tasajo, preserved meat, ex- 
tracts of meat, tallow, horns, bones, hides, preserved and dried 
tongues, ostrich feathers, live stock, corn, flour, wheat, canary 
seed, bay, oats, bran, barley, flax, vermicelli, potatoes, stone, 
lime, granite, pavements, agate stone. etc. 

The following table gives an idea of the exports and imports 
of the Republic from the year 1862 to the year 1891: ' 


Total. 
88, 804, 442 
10,888 040 25, 273, 1 
12, 077, 795 29, 735,713 
12, 139, 720 28, 242, 195 
13, 930, 027 30, 760, 705 
12, 779, 051 27, 782, 393 
18, 834, 224 28, 198, 471 
15, 489, 532 34, 349, 258 
16, 301, 772 37, 37, 218 
15, 244, 783 32, 426, 455 
12, 095, 610 25, 125, 018 
13, 727, 000 26, 527, 009 
15, 899, 405 30, 945, 251 
16,640,061 | 321665, 864 
J * 
19,752, 201 39, 231, 069 
zeu) pes 
25,221, 064 45,543, 975 
24, 759, 485 49, 309, 550 
25, 253, 030 50, 528, 512 
23,811,986 44, 006, 641 
18, 671, 996 43, 287, 940 
28, 008, 254 57, 485, 702 
25,954, 107 €2, 777, 970 
29, 085, 519 61, 450, 146 
26, 998, 270 45, 976, 690 
The participation every country had in the imports and ex- 


ports of the country during the last fiv 
the following figures: 


5 
85 
z 
f 
: 


¥ 


Imports. 


cent. 
27.26 32.32 28. 44 85 
16.71 15. 37 14.98 ines 
7.42 8. 96 8. 80 4 8. 88 
8.73 7.49 7.10 6.71 2.63 
6.89 8.14 8.86 8.12 10.31 
6.91 5.37 9.26 7.55 4.80 
11.53 10.32 2, 32 8.67 9.72 
4.86 5.41 4.42 4.59 3.85 
0.88 0. 64 0.51 0.60 1.10 
1.80 2.58 3.93 8. 16 8.31 
. ea Ce 0.39 0. 40 2. 88 0. 86 0. 67 
= a 0.09 re 0.29 0.09 
araguay . 0.44 . 0. 40 0.51 
CCC P00 9.03 ——. 
Portugal 0. 10 0.08 0.09 0.13 13 
0.03; OOF; O01) 0.03 
0.03 
0.10 
0.05 
0.01 
— — 0.01 


p 
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Exports. 
1891. 
Per cent, 
England 13. 69 18. 37 
France.. 6. 20.13 21. 04 23. 27 
Brazil . 12. 69 11.27 17. 55 
Be A 12. 25 15. 84 10. 80 13.25 
U. 8. 16 8.31 5.55 6. 89 6.85 
Cuba 5.12 22 0. 96 0.81 1.29 
s- 0.82 0.82 1.41 0.83 0.84 
Italy 1.69 1.32 1.47 1.23 2. 08 
Germany 1.72 4.44 5.01 3.51 5.45 
8 Republic. 6.00 7.34 8.82 8.77 9. 16 
8 0.76 1,39 1. 66 1.22 0. 62 
Paraguay ...... OCR Ke soe 0. 03 0.11 we 
Reunion Island 0. 08 0. 0, 02 
OE 5 — 0.03 0. 
Portugal 0.79 ) FS 
F a ena 0, 
y Islan 
Mauritius 
Carribee Island 
Barbado Island 0.08 |.......... 
Various ports 


The trade and exterior commerce of the Republic in relation 
with its population has always been superior to that of the Ar- 
gentine Republic and Chile. 

The following table shows that out of the imported goods dur- 
ing the year 1891, there correspond to each inhabitant $13.50 
more than to each inhabitant of the Argentine Republic, and 
$3.61 more than to each inhabitant of Chile. It shows also that 
each inhabitant exported $10.19 more than each inhabitant of 
the first country, and $14 more than each one of the second 
country: 


Argentine Republic (1891).* 

867, 207,780 

103, 219, 000 
170, 426, 790 


25. 30 
. 35.99 


45,976,690 | 61.20 


* 4,000,000 inhabitants. f 3,000,090 inhabitants. f 750,000 inhabitants. 


Exports of domestic merchandise from the United States to Uruguay during 
J the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. nie 


Agricultural implements 
Breadstuffs 


FC E EENET TA Y EET T AT ET, 254 

Carriages, horse cars and parts of, and cars for steam railroads 197 

Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines -.....................-.--.-.-..- 32,586 

eme yy . e 120, 121 
Flax, hemp, and jute, manufactures o ..cẽũ 37, 

Tron and steel, and manufactures of: 

Machinery, not elsewhere specified -...............-..----.-------- 32, 956 

Sewing machines, and parts offt 2, 569 

All other....... 2.20. cecescnccecece 34, 226 

Ae. E E SS 57,848 

mineral, 090 

632 

Tobacco, leaf 256 


Wood, and manufactures of: 
Boards, deals, planks, joists, and scantlings 


Manufactures of 
rr ube ONR R E EEEE AD E 


Total domestic merchandise ...................2-20-------- 8 


902, 144 
No attempt has ever been made to negotiate a reciprocity 


treaty with Uruguay, but the Government and the people are 
very friendly in their disposition to the United States, and it 
might be possible to obtain valuable concessions in favor of our 
products if we would offer them an increased market for their 
wool. 
THE COMMERCE OF CHILE, 

Chile has been for years the most prosperous country in South 
America, Itschief resources and products are mineral, and have 
brought the ple great wealth. The agricultural resources 


are limited, but have been highly improved, and for several 
years the wheat fields among the valleys of the Andes have fur- 
nished more flour than was necessary for the wants of the peo- 


ple, and left a considerable surplus for export to the neighbor- 
ing countries along the Pacific coast. But the rapid increase 
of population, and the more profitable inducements offered b 
the mines, have reduced the supply for export, and Chile will 
soon find it necessary to seek food products from the harvest 
fields of the Argentine Republic across the Andes. 

The population of the country was 2,665,926 by an official cen- 
sus, but its accuracy has been denied, as many peons avoided enu- 
meration for the purpose of escaping military duty, and the actual 
number of the people is believed to be nearer three millions. 

The chief exports are copper, silver, nitrates, and wool. The 
nl Beeb of copper are believed to be inexhaustible, but the de- 
velopment of the mines is rapid, and has been profitable. The 
nitrate beds are also inexhaustible, andfrom an export tax upon 
this product the Government derives the greater portion of its 
revenue. 

The exports average annually about$65,000,000, of which $55,- 
000,000 are minerals, nitrates, copper, and silver, and $7,500,000 
wool. The imports are usually about the same as the exports, 
and consist mainly of manufactured articles, wearing apparel, 
machinery, hardware, railway supplies, wines, and tobacco, drugs 
and medicines,etc. England has the greatest share of the trade, 
having furnished $28,000,000 or about 45 per cent last year; Ger- 
many comes next with $14,000,000; France $9,000,000, while the 
United States usually sends between three and four millions 
worth of machinery and agricultural implements, lumber and 
furniture, petroleum, and sundry other articles. 

Valparaiso is the commercial center from which a large por- 
tion of the merchandise imported is distributed to the 1 8 on 
the coast and the towns in the interior. The principal British 
importsare: Printed, white and unbleached cotton goods; woolen 
manufactures, ts, candles, tea, boots and shoes, beer, spirits, 
etc. The total value of the imports of the Republic for the year 
1892 was 861,752,500, as compared with $50,417,000 in 1891, and 
with $53,745,500 in 1890. 

The total value of the exports from all ports in the Republic 
in 1892 was $50,829,000, as compared with $52,013,930 in 1891, and 
$54,143,185 in 1890, These figures show that there was an ex- 
cess of imports over exports in 1892 tothe amount of $10,923,500, 
as compared with an excess in favor of exports amounting te 
$1,596,930 in 1891, and $397,685 in 1890. 


Export of domestic merchandise from me Teens States to Chile during the fiscal 
year 3 


Agricultural implements S 2138, 822 
Books, maps, engravings, etc., and other printed matter ž 

aa PETNE EE E E A E A 
Carriages and horse cars and ts of 


BER 


526 

410 

547 

Cars, ger and freight, for steam railroads 30, 000 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines -= 109, 836 
Clocks and watches 23, 054 
499, 820 

Fish 41,597 
Flax, hemp, and jute, manufactures of 13, 053 
F000 19, 094 
Gunpowder and other explosives_-_................-. 21,899 
Instruments and apparatus for scientific purposes 61, 639 
Iron and steel, and manufactures o. 636, 592 
Sewing machines and parts of 19, 842 
Steam engines and parts of 00, 835 
Naval stores 86, 020 
Oils, animal and mineral 235, oe 
371 

325 


FAS USU WENO A S E N E REAT ES TNE 40, 

Provisions, comprising meat and d: 43, 

SUCRE PANNA Two. <c ck ence super ccosadenmecance 20, 
, MUA - NANUACUITOS . GE 500, 516 
Neef r sacweoene 228, 665 
Total exports of domestic merchandise... ..................-... 2,971,341 

A POSSIBLE TREATY WITH AUSTRALASIA. 

As far back as 1878 the British colonies of Australasia have been 
seeking commercial intimacy with the United States. In that 


year the chambers of commerce of Australia and New Zealand 
addressed a memorial to the Government of the United States, 
which in many respects is a most remarkable document, coming 
as it did from the subjects of another nation, with whom our 
own citizens had not intermingled to any degree, and from whom 
they could have received no inspiration or encouragement. It 
was a voluntary act on the part of a people who were then en- 
joying very much the same conditions that existed in the Ameri- 
can colonies of Great Britain at the outbreak of the Revolution- 


war. 
his document is so peculiar, so significant, and so important 
that I may be pardoned for quoting a few extracts. The mem- 
orial was suggested by the experience of Australian visitors to 
the Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia, and it reads: 


Australian visitors were encouraged to hope that similar progress might 
await their own country, and they anticipated intimate and increasing com- 
mercial relations between the two countries, to their national advantage; 
but, to insure this result, they were im with the absolute necessity 
for the same unrestricted mutual intere: of products of the respective 
countries as now exists betwixt the A colonies and the mother 

„without such unrestricted interchange, it is im- 


ae By and 
possible commerce can attain its fulldevelopment. * * 
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ment unless it is conducted on a 


Trade can not attain its natural devel 
es engaged in it, and it can not be 


basis mutually satisfactory to the coun’ 
mutually satisfactory if one of the countries finds its products excluded 
from the markets of the other. As we desire free, cordial, and extending 
commercial relations betwixt our 5 countries, we venture to ask 
your coöperation in getting removed the restrictions on the introduction of 
our staple article—wool—into your market, believing that the repeal of the 
duties, Which are now so heavy as to be PRAN T DONET prove of 
as much advantage to American interests as to those of the colonies. * * * 

You are, no doubt, aware that our products are chiefly pastoral and min- 
eral, and that only to a small extent do manufactories exist amongst us. 
While our population can employ themselves profitably in developing the 
natural resources of the country, there is little inducement to them to de- 


vote their attention to manufacturing; but if their products are excluded 


from other markets they must, perforce, manufacture for themselves and 
limit the import of manufactured goods. Whether this be so or not, we 
hope you agree with us that the interests of both countries will be best 
advanced by abolishing every obstacle to free commercial relations; and 
we appeal you, as T interested in promoting the commerce of 
the United States, and intimately conversant With it in all its relations, to 
give us your cordial assistance and coöperation to this end. 


WHAT THEY WILL GIVE IN EXCHANGE FOR FREE WOOL. 

This memorial was brought to the attention of Congress, but 
no action was taken upon it, and no reply was made, for the 
reason that it was deemed inexpedient at that time to remove 
the duties imposed upon imported wool. The same people have 
made similar advances since, repeatedly, and four years ago, 
when the reciprocity policy was under consideration, this Gov- 
ernment was again approached with the hope that we might be 
willing to make an equitable exchange of concessions for the 
p se of promoting trade between the Australasian coloniesand 
the nited | States, but the disposition of Congress was not fav- 
orable to the removal or any reduction of the tariff on wool. 
But now that it is proposed to place wool upon the free list, it 
would not be unfriendly or unprofitable to offer the Australians 

an opportunity to make some concessions in favor of the agri- 
cultural and manufactured products of the United States, which 
I am advised would be received in the most cordial spirit, and 
result in consummation of a treaty that would extend our mar- 
kets in a most profitable manner, and afford an opportunity for 
our manufacturers to dispose of a great portion of their surplus. 

The Australasian colonies represent a population of 4,285,297 
souls, engaged almost exclusively in pastoral pursuits, without 
manufacturing facilities. They possess great wealth, which has 
rapidly accumulated, and live in all the luxury that modern taste 
demands. The people are almost exclusively white, descended 
from English, teh, and Irish ancestry, and their require- 
ments are similar to those of the people of Ohio, Indiana, and 


Illinois. There are seven colonies, and the following table shows 
their population and their foreign commerce according to the 

latest figures attainable: 

1891. 
Colonies, Population 
Imports. Exports. 

New South Wales 182,284 | 225, 883, 397 £25,944, 020 
New Zealand 626, 658 6, 503, 849 9, 566, 397 
msiand - 393, 718 5, 079, 004 8, 305, 387 
uth Australia 320, 431 9, 956, 542 10, 512, 049 
CCC SEL] 146, 667 2, 051, 964 1, 440, 418 
WAGGOKIN s4: cacscucsanswescnewbanacclas 1,140,405 | 21,711, 608 16, 006, 743 
West Australia 49, 782 1, 280, 093 799, 466 


VALUE OF THE AUSTRALASIAN COMMERCE. 


The imports of New South Wales for 1891, the latest year 
available, were divided as follows: Great Britain, £10,580,230; 
the other Australasian colonies, £6,803,974; the United States, 
£1,277,032; other 1 8 Pe countries, £1,632,001. The imports of 
New Zealand were divided as follows: England, £4,369,633; other 
Australasian colonies, £1,013,549; the United States, £361,795. 
The balance was from India, China, Japan. 

The commerce of Queensland was divided about like that of 
the other colonies. Only about 5 per cent of the trade of South 
Australia is with foreign countries, the remainder is with Great 
Britain and the other Australiancolonies. Tasmania had no im- 
potta except from Great Britain and other Australasian colonies., 

f the imports into Victoria, £8,953,599 were from Great Brit- 
ain; £785,602 from the United States. The principal articles of 
import were coal, cotton, woolen, and silk goods, wearing ap- 
parel, iron and steel, live stock, sugar and molasses, lumber, 
furniture, and household goods, hardware and cutlery, ma- 
chinery, stationery, oil, railway supplies, and agricultural im- 
plements, all of which with be furnished by the United States. 
Great Britain furnished nearly all the imports into West Aus- 


tralia. 

Taking the colony of New South Wales as an example of the 
seven, the statistics of commerce show a wonderful expansion. 
In 1871 the imports were 848,045,000, the exports $56,225,000, an 
aggregate commerce of $104,270,000. Since then it has increased 
more 150 per cent. In no other country in the world con- 


taining a pop 


tion of about 1,000,000, or in any more populous 


country, is commerce to be found so large, or propornonatoiy so 


large. The commerce per head” is several times as large as 
that of the United States, and if we cut off that portion of the 
New South Wales trade which is transacted with the other col- 
onies, the statement is still true, though in a lesser 1 

The aggregate imports and exports of New South Wales in 
1891 were fifty-one and a quarter million pounds sterling, of 
which twenty-two and three-quarter millions represented trade 
with Australasia, and twenty-eight and a half millions outside 
Australasia, the total imports being twenty-five and a quarter 
millions, and the total exports twenty-six millions. Naturally, 
the parece commerce is with Great Britain, but there is already 
a considerable trade with the United States. 

So eager have the people been to promote their trade with us, 
that for the last twelve or fifteen years two of the Governments 
have paid an annual subsidy to an American steamship line to 
maintain communication between Sidney and other ports and 
mon Francisco, although this Government has given that line no 
aid. í 


EXPORTS FROM THE UNITED STATES TO THE AUSTRALASIAN COLONIES. 
The following table shows the exportsfrom the United States 


to the Australasian colonies during the last fiscal year: 


1 8 5 
Ooks, maps, engra So 
Breads: Ans: a — 


ee 


Carriages, horse cars, and cars for steam railroads 
Casi fOr Masses * 

Chemicals, dyes, and medi cines. 
Clocks and watches, and parts of 
S 5 Wann Tf. A A 


h; 

Canned salmon 1 

r A LEnS LOSES 
Fruits, including nuts 
Glass and glassware 
Gunpowder and other explosives 
India-rubber and 8 manufactures of 
Tron and steel, and manufactures of: 

ier peucleuteniaie 


8 


5 
888828888 2 


3 SS 
8 


Beers 


Lamps, chandeliers, etc 
Leather, and manufactures or 
Malt liquors, in bottles 444„4„„„„„„„„„„„„„„ñö! 
Marble and stone, and manufactures of: 


Roofing slate 
Musicalinstruments, 
Naval stores 112, 417 
Oils: 

DMM cnc A E y S V E uns rababiastanraeh pheaire nga porein 16,785 

Mineral, refined 1, 058, 586 
Paper, and manufactures of . 353, 280 
Plated ware aaan 24, 406 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products 

POG CRUNON cede E E A N A shes suki dboam none A E E 65, 388 

ee E E E A E E EE A 30, 062 
Stationery, except of paper 34, 152 
Tobacco: 

Dine balqtss ceScdedeipers 225, 613 

Wann ũ E A D EE REA S EA .. ameeuated 1, 075, 881 
Wood, and manufactures of: 

Boards, deals, and plans 366, 139 

Timber. sawed.......... 

Other lumber and timbe: 

Manufacturesot wood.. N 
(ATE GORGE ele Lincunas sree seuvebeawbassenace 


Total domestic merchandise 7, 818, 130 


_ An examination of this table will show the extent and the 
character of the market that may be secured for the manufac- 
tures of the United States by extending the reciprocity policy 
to the Australasian colonies. But the pending bill, if it becomes 
a law, rejects and abandons that opportunity forever. Itis not 
reasonable to expect that they will discriminate in their tariff 
laws, ag inst their own mother country unless they have some 
inducement to do so, and that inducement is removed if wool is 
placed upon the free list without asking concessions in return, 


Total exports of merchandise from Great Britain to Australasia, 


1890. 1891. 1892, 

WOst: AUEI suasanana eaeh ansa £513, 024 £656, 288 £590, 348 
South Australia —-.- 32 i235 Sse. 2, 252, 689 2, 620, 158 1, 907, 130 
Victoria 7,971,795 | 8. 180, 814 5,375, 748 
New South Wales 8, 035, 198 9, 872, 187 7, 253, 701 
Queensland -..-- 2,326,460 | 2, 423, 595 1,977, 081 
‘asmania .._.. 651, 539 697, 317 513.514 
New Zealand.. = -| 3,705, 428 3, 778, 394 3, 884, 829 
o ( a taka 14, 061 24, 367 20, 577 
Total 25, 470, 392 28, 250, 120 | 21,523, 228 


Total imports into United Kingdom from Australasia. 


FF „571 


22, 950, 844 | 31, 281 


COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 


No government ever threw away a greater opportunity to 
ponon its foreign trade and secure commercial advantages 
or its citizens than is being sacrificed by the pending bill. Not 
only are the reciprocity treaties that were made by the last Ad- 
ministration to be absolutely and peremptorily revoked without 
consulting the rights and wishes of the other parties to the 
agreements. but the duties upon a long list of imported mer- 
chandise are to be removed and reduced without even giving 
the countries which will enjoy the benefits a chance to offer us 
some concessions in return. 
The Canadian Government has for years been trying to nego- 
tiate a reciprocity treaty with the United States in order to se- 
_ cure a better market for her agricultural products. A commis- 
sion came two years ago from Ottawa to confer with Mr. Blaine 
on this subject, and made some liberal offers as a basis for such 
an arrangement, but Mr. Blaine was compelled to inform them 
that under the McKinley law his authority was limited and that 
he could not promise to yield anything except the duties upon 
sugar, hides, rubber, coffee, and other tropical products, which, 
of course, had no interèst for the Canadians. Nor was he willing 
to make a general commercial treaty, because he did not believe 
that the Senate would ratify any measure that permitted Nova 
Scotia’s coal and lumber and Canadian hay, grain, poultry, veg- 
etables, cheese, and other farm products to come over the border 
in direct competition with those raised in New England, New 
York, and the Northwestern States. 
The Canadians were willing to offer almostanything tosecure 
a market for their surplus ‘‘ garden truck.” They promised to 
reduce the tariff upon our cotton and woolen goods and other 
fabrics, our hardware and cutlery, and admit these and other 
manufactured articles at rates of duty that similar merchandise 
from Great Britain, their mother country, could not enjoy, so 
that the American manufacturers might almost monopolize the 
markets of between 5,000,000 and 6,000,000 le. But while 
Mr. Blaine was himself in favor of making that sortof atrade, and 
believed that it would result in the greatest good to the greatest 
number, he was firm in his conviction that the negotiation of 
such a treaty would be useless, because the two-thirds of the 
Senators necessary for its ratitication would never agree to re- 
move the protective duty upon the New England hay and pota- 
toes, the Vermont horses, the New York butter and cheese, the 
lumber of Michigan, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Oregon,and Wash- 
ington, and the wheat and barley of Minnesota, and Dakota. 


WHAT THIS BILL GIVES TO THE CANADIAN FARMER. 


Butnow the pending bill gives to the Canadian farmer, lum- 
berman, and-fisherman nearly everything their government 
sought for them two years ago, free of all conditions, and with- 
out demanding or expec in return any of the concessions 
that the Dominion authorities were offering so freely and would 
still be so willing to giv In other words, the magnificent ad- 
vantages that ht be secured for our manufacturers in Cana- 
dian markets are simply thrown away, It is not e that a 
Dominion 8 — said of the new tariff bill that it could not 
have been better for the Canadian trade if it had been prepared 
in Ottawainstead of Was n.“ 

The pending bill permits Canadian milk, fruits, beans, pease, 
bacon, beef, mutton, pork, lard, hams, fresh fish and fish for 
bait, sawed timber, logs, lumber, laths, shingles, staves, and 
all other kinds of e trees, vines, shrubs, salt, agri- 
cultural implements of all kinds, wool, buckwheat, corn, corn- 
meal, oats, rye, wheat, and wheat flour to come over the border 
entirely free of duty. It reduces the duties on potatoes, butter, 
cheese, poultry, barley, eggs,apples, and other articles to a rate 
which will permit the Canadian farmers to come into the mar- 
kets of the United States and compete with our own. 

There is immense rejoicing all over Canada because of this 
remarkable and unexpected generosity on the partof the United 
States. The Government organs are trying to repress this en- 
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thusiasm lest its may be realized by the American 
men and suggest to them what advantages are being 

thrown away, but they are so important to the commercial 
ee that if a clause should be added to the Wilson 
providing that these changes in our tariff shall not take 
place unless equivalent concessions are made in favor of our 
co there would be an agent of the Dominion government 
Washington ready to sign anagreementin forty-eight hours. 


. SACRIFICE OF THE AMERICAN FISHING INTERESTS. 


But the most important and improvident sacrifice of Ameri- 
can interests made in the bill is the clause admitting fresh fish 
free of duty; and that will bring disaster upon the fishing fleets 
not only upon the Atlantic coast, but from one end of the Great 
Lakes to the other. For years the United States has been fight- 
ing to protect its fishermen. That was one of the issues in- 
volved in the war of 1812, and our ablest diptomacy has been en- 
gaged in the contest for the rights and privileges guaranteed 
them under our treaties with England. But by the Wilson bill 
the whole case is thrown away. Every inducement that we 
have had to persuade the Canadians to give our fishermen a 
show, every advantage that we have had over them is surren- 
dered by the Wilson bill. The process of freezing fish in solid 
cakes of ice has caused the old methods of preserving them 
with salt to be abandoned, so that nothing but fresh fish now 
come to market. 

Canada has persistently refused to permit our fishermen to 
enter her ports, even to buy bait of her own people, withouthay- 
ing first paid a heavy license. She has prohibited them from 
landing in her harbors and shipping their fish across her terri- 
tory in bond to the United States. She has done everything 
possible to prevent our fishermen from enjoying the use of neu- 
tral waters and todestroy their trade, and yet, inthe light of all 
this, we throw open our ports to the Canadian fisherman, who 
can come and sell his fish in our markets just as freely as our 
own fishermen and just as freely as he can sell them at home. 

With one-half of these concessions we could have secured from 
Canada entire freedom from all discrimination, and the same 
rights for ourfishermen in her ports that her fishermen are to 
be given in ours. She would have been delighted to give them, 
for it would have been exchanging the market of 5,000,000 for 
the market of 65,000,000 people. 


WHY NOT COMPLETS RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA? 


All trade arrangements which have been made with Canada 
in past years—the reciprocity treaty of 1854 and subsequent at- 
tempts of a similar character—included only agricultural prod- 
ucts which offered no advantages tous. Canada is an agricultural 
country, even more so than this, but its market for manufac- 
tured goods is of great value, and an arrangement of complete 
reciprocity would be of a decided advantage. 

If in one hundred millions of imports purchased by Canada 
each year, the United States were able to furnish forty-five mil- 
lions in that market in apie of the duties imposed upon them, 
competing with the English, who sold goods of nearly similar 
value, how much greater share of this trade would our people 
enjoy if they could send their merchandise into Canada as freely 
as they now do from one State to another, while the English 
manufacturers and merchants would have to submit to the tariff 
when they landed, amounting to from 25 to 40 per cent? But, 
Mr. President, the people of the United States should never per- 
mit any more one-sided arrangements under which we admit 
their products free while ours are taxed in their custom-houses. 
And the improvident policy of the pending bill will allow the 
Canadians to enjoy our markets while our manufacturers are 
practically excluded from theirs. F 

There is a paregraph in this bill which provides that all farm 
implements imported from any country which lays an import 
duty upon similar articles from the United States shall be sub- 
ject to the duty existing prior to the passage of thisact, That 
means Canada, and the proviso was inserted at the suggestion of 
the manufacturers of agricultural machinery. It would be a 
great benefit to all thefarmers and manufacturers of the United 
States if that provision could be extended so as to cover all the 
schedules. of the pending bill. It will be time enough to talk of 
free lumber, free salt, free fish, and free vegetables when Can- 
ada removes the duties she imposes upon those articles. 


TENDENCY OF THE CANADIAN TRADE. 


The laws of nature and the laws of trade require Canada to 
come to the markets of the United States to purchase what she 
requires and to sell what she has to dispose of, and in spite of 
the tremendous influences exercised by the officials and commer- 
cial organizations of England, in spite of the enormous amount 
of English capital invested in the Dominion, in spite of the 
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westraint that is placed upon the people by the Government, and 

spite of the heavy duties they 8 our products, nearly 

of their trade iswith us. Their exports usually reach the 
Sum of $100,000,000. 

Of this Great Britain takes abont one-half, the United States 
about 40 per cent, the West Indies 3 per cent, and the balance 
ds divided between other countries in Europe. The imports, by 
a last returns, amounted to $113,000,000. Of this the United 

tates furnished $55,000,000, Great Britain $42,000,000, Germany 

83,000,000, France $2,000,000, and soon. Can there be any ques- 
tion that, this market before us, it would be to the interest of 
our people to have free admission there for the sale of their 
goods in exchange for what we are now giving Canada without 
any consideration? Tote 
e price of labor in Canada is somewhat lower than in the 
United States, particularly in British Columbia, where China- 
men are employed to a considerable extent in the manufacture 
of lumber and in other industries, and it is said that our farm- 
ers and manufacturers might suffer by bringing the results of 
such labor into competition with our own, but that seems to me, 
sir, all the more reason why, if Congress proposes to remove our 
duties upon imports from Canada, that we should reauire some- 
thing from them in return. 

But as a matter of fact that population of Canada is small; the 
people are widely scattered; the capital is scarce; enterprise is 
not encouraged as it is in the United States; labor is notso well 
pala: the people are not so highly educated, and there has not 

n thatsteady prosperous growth that we have witnessed in our 
own agricultural districts, and if a commercial treaty on recip- 
rocal concessions should be negotiated between Canada and the 
United States and bring greater degree of prosperity to our 
neighbors, it would have a direct result upon the extension of 
our commerce, and the ended and enlarged sales of our mer- 
chandise, as the prosperity of our Western farmers has enhanced 
the wealth of the manufacturers of the East. The opening of 
the great agricultural regions of Canada and the profitable mar- 
ket for their products will widen our market and give new re- 
gions for American enterprise and energy to conquer. 


ENGLAND MUST CONSENT TO A TREATY. 


There isno question that England will consent to any com- 
mercialarrangement that may be negotiated between the United 
States and Canada, although she will do it reluctantly, as she 
did in the case of her colonies in the West Indies. In 1874, when 
a reciprocity treaty was being negotiated by Sir Edward Thorn- 
ton at Washington, the English Government instructed him to 
modify it at the re ee of the Canadian ministry and make 
such additions as the Canadians desired. He did so, and made 
out a long list of articles manufactured in the United States 
which were to be received into Canada free of duty, so that it was 
practically free trade. Vet not one of those articles was to be 
received from England upon the same terms. 

The draft of this treaty was sent to Lord Derby, whoapproved 
it, and the English Governmentestablished a valuable precedent 
by consenting to an arrangement under which Amer mer- 
chandise was admitted free to the British colony when a tariff 
from 25 to 50 per cent was imposed upon the same kind of mer- 
chandise coming from England. But even should the home gov- 
ernment resist the proposition the reciprocity party in Canada 
is so strong and the desire for annexation to the United States 
is so eager that it would be compelled to make the concessions 
demanded rather than face a disappointed and resentful people. 

Canada imposes a heavy duty upon the articles she received 
from the United States. She imposes a 35 per cent duty upon 
our agricultural implements, axes, popcorn, and other articles. 
She taxes coal 60 cents a ton; apples, 40 cents a barrel; barley, 
15 cents a bushel; oats and rye, 10 cents; cornmeal, 40 cents a 
barrel: wheat flour, 75 cents a barrel; Indian corn, 7+ cents a 
bushel; eggs, 5 cents a dozen; hogs, 2 cents a pound; jams, jel- 
lies, and preserves, 5 cents a can; fresh fish, 1 cent a pound; 
salted fish, 50 cents a hundredweight; cheese, 3 cents a pound: 
cattle, sheep, and other animals, 30 per cent; vegetables 25 per 
cent: fruits and poultry 30 per cent; horses 20 per cent, and other 
articles that we are admitting free, at even higher rates. 

Ever sinee the people of the United States achieved their in- 
dependence, a hundred and eighteen years ago, there has been 
constant friction between them and their brethren across the 
northern border. It has always arisen from commercial jeal- 
ousy and interference from one with the industrial pursuits of 
the other. My distinguished friend on the other side of the 
Chember [Mr. MORGAN] has only recently returned from the 
performance of an honorable duty of adjusting one of the most 
serious and complicated of these differences, but I may suggest, 
Mr. President, t all further trouble can be avoided by a com- 


mercial arrangement with the colonies of the Dominion under 


which the relations between these two people of the same blood 
ann yee shall be as free as those between residents of our sey- 
eral States. 


THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY AND ITS SOUTH AMERICAN TRADE. 


The small share of New Orleans in the commerce between the 
United States and the Latin-American countries has always been 
the cause of surprise and comment. From the geographical sit- 
uation of that city, in relation to the great producing and con- 
suming section of the United States, as well as to the southern 
republics and colonies, one would suppose that the metropolis 
of the Gulf ought to command the greater part of both the ex- 
port and the import trade. She lies only four days distant from 
the northern ports of Central and South America, less than one- 
half of the sailing time to New York, and enjoys communication 
by rail or water with every manufacturing and commercial cen- 
ter in the South and the West. 

The distance from New York and Chicago, and New Orleans 
and Chicago is about the same; but the distance from Chicago 
to the isthmus, the great distributing pe from the southern 
trade, via New Orleans, is only about half as great as via New 
York, Nevertheless, nine-tenths of the merchandise that is 
furnished by the Northwest to the Southern markets, both the 
agricult and mechanical products, isshipped halfway across 
the continent by rail or lake to the Atlantic, and from New York 
southward, instead along the longitudinal line which nature has 
marked for man to follow, 

The region tributary to New Orleans embraces over one- 
third of the total area ofthe United States, and furnishes 15,000 
miles of navigable waters and is settled by nearly 30,000,000 
people. It contains 70 per cent of the swine, nearly 60 per cent 
of the milch cows, 55 por centof the cattle, and 40 per cent of 
the forest lands found in the entire country; producing, also, 
four-fifths of the corn and two-thirds of the wheat. The two 
crops mentioned are valued at $300,000,000annually, and the live 
stock has an average value of $470,000,000. 

The great cotton belt of the United States, in which is- raised 
3,500,000,000 pounds of raw material yearly, is naturally tribu- 

to New Orleans, the chief outlet for the exports, amount- 
ing to 2,500,000,000 pounds, valued at 8250, 000,000. Of late 
years, also the manufacture of cotton has taken a great leap in 
the Southern States, their mills, which now produce $50,000,000 
worth of goods annually, have trebled their capacity and the 
value of their products within a decade. 

Ten years ago New England produced 70 pr cent of the cot- 
ton goods, but the proportion is considerably less. Since 1880 
the cotton mills of the South have increased from 180 to 230, 
and the spindles from 667,000 to 2,065,800, and the value of their 
products threefold. 


ENORMOUS DEVELOPMENT IN THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 


The coal fields of the Mississippi basin cover an area of 175,000 
square miles, about one-fourth that of Mexico, and produce 85,- 
000,000 tons of coal annually. In the Southern States iron and 
coal are generally found together in quantities, which fact is 
haying too much to do with the astonishing increase of iron 
manufactures which has taken place in this section within the 

ast decade. The Upper Lake region furnishes the Northern 
tates with the bulk of the ore which they consume. In the pro- 
duction of pig iron Alabama now stands third in the United 
States; Illinois is fourth, Pennsylvania and Ohio first and sec- 
ond. Of the 9,500,000 tons produced throughout the country, the 
States of the Mississippi basin are credited with over 80 per cent. 

In the manufacture of steel (including rails) Pe lvania and 
Illinois alone produce four-fifths of the total output of 4,500,000 
tous. Furthermore, the easier basin is steadily advancing 
to supremacy formerly enjoyed by the more Eastern States as 
manufacturers. : 

Minneapolis is the greatest milling center in the world. Mil- 
waukee, Chicago, and St. Louis are famous manufacturers, The 
breweries of Milwaukee, Cincinnati, Chicago, and St. Louis are 
the largest in the universe. Chicago is the grand center for the 
manufacture of machinery and agriculturalimplements. Mich- 
igan furniture has a world-wide fame. 

Ten years ago of the 35,300,000,000 which represented the total 
value of the country’s manufactures, the Mississippi basin pro- 
duced nearly two-thirds. The proportion now reaches 70 per cent, 
A decade ago it was producing three-fourths of the flour (valued 
at $585,185,000), four-fifths of the agricultural implements_and 
wagons ($133,600,000), and about one-half of the malt liquor 
($101,000,060), while the lumber product ($270,000,000) was a 
Northwestern and Southern monopoly. In 1890 these totals had 
been increased by fully 30 per cent, the country tributary to the 
Mississippi Valley earning three-fourths of the increase. 


` 
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COMPARATIVE EXPORTS FROM THREE GREAT CITIES. 

The following table will show a comparison of the exports to 

the southern countries from New York, Philadelphia, and New 
Orleans: 


4, 313, 178 
235, 425 
776,691 |. 
577, 298 

256, 580 

315, 650 |. 

476, 880 


3, 893, 071 
24, 84 


COMPARATIVE IMPORTS OF THREE GREAT CITIES. 
The following table will show a comparison of the impone 
from the southern countries received at the ports of New York, 
Philadelphia, and New Orleans: 


New York. 


Countries. 


Mexico 
British Hondur: 
Central eee States: 


ruguax 
Venezuela. . 
Ecuador 


THE CAUSE OF THE PHENOMENON. 


This phenomenon is said to be due to the rigid quarantine 
regulations of New Orleans, which prohibit the entrance of 
steamers to the port from the southern countries during five or six 
months of the year without long and expensive aaya Several 
attempts T made to secure modification of these regula- 
tions under asystem of inspection at ports of departure, by which 
those vessels which bring clean bills of health from American 
inspectors may be able to land their cargoes without detention 
at quarantine, but the Louisiana State Board of Health declined 
to relax their rules even for the benefit of steamers that come 
from noninfected ports. 

The Illinois Central and Southern Pacific Railways have been 
ready for several years to establish lines of steamships between 
New Orleansand the northern ports of Central and South Amer- 
ica, provided such modifications could be secured, but have been 
compelled to abandon the projects, and let the trade go the other 
way 

z THE TRADS OUGHT TO GO SOUTHWARD. 

Two countries that draw a large proportion of their supplies 
from Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Michi- 
gan, Missouri, and Alabama, and which supply fully 50 per cent 
of the goods imported from Latin America to the same locali- 
ties, there are several projects of great importance at present 
under consideration. 

These are the railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, the 
completion of the railroad from Guatemala City to the Caribbean 
Sea, the Nicaragua Canal, and the completion of the railway 
across Costa Rica. Most of these pele are well under way 
toward completion, and it is not unlikely that the next year or 


two will see most of them completed. The successful building 


of any one of these will mean the opening to the manufacturers 
of the Mississippi Valley of markets of the west coast of Mexico, 
Central America, and South America, which have been con- 
trolled for a gront number of years by the merchants of Ger- 
many, Great Britain, France, and Italy. and while it would be 
too much to expect that all of its trade would be diverted to the 
United States upon the completion of one of these means of in- 
teroceanic transportation, at the same time the nearer the mar- 
ket the more possibility there is for the increase of business, 

Under present conditions the west coast of South America is 
nearer commercially to Europe than it is to the markets of the 
United States, with the sole exception of the port of San Fran- 
cisco. Lines of steamers are handling the freight from these 
ports around Cape Horn to S Ri for less rates than are charged 
to bring these goods via the Isthmus of Panama to the United 
States. This state of affairs will be modified by the construction 
of any one of these means of communication, and a glance at the 
map will show that as a direct line from Chicago south will pass 
through Yucatan, Honduras, and Salvador, leaving to its east- 
ward the Republics of Nicaragua, Costa Rica, andall of the west 
coast of South America, so the business of these countries event- 
ually will reach its natural markets, the Mississippi Valley, and 
be distributed through the natural lines of transportation. 

At the present time there are some 330 houses located in New 
York City engaged in commerce with the Latin-American coun- 
tries. In New Orleans there are about 25 housesengaged in the 
same commerce with those countries. Taking into considera- 
tion the respective populations of the two cities it will be seen 
what the possibilities of increase of trade are in New Orleans 
and while the majority of the commission houses in New Orleans 
are not as powerful, as rich, nor do they do as large a business 
with the Latin-American countries, at the same time the proba- 
bilities seem to me far greater in favor of an increase in New 
Orleans with the whole Mississippi Valley to draw from than 
Si are in the East. 

r. President, this whole question of reciprocity broadens and 
deepens the more it is considered and discussed. The results of 
the adoption of this policy have, as I think I have shown, already 
been most gratifying and satisfactory, but slight as to what they 
may and will be under the direction of intelligent and permanent 
legislation and the impulse and guidance of wise and aggressive 
administration. 

What has already taken place under this policy is but the fore- 
runner of what must surely follow—the budding or blossom of a 
rich and abundant fruitage in the future. 

Yet we are called upon to throw all to the winds, and with one 
fell swoop to destroy not only all that has been thus far accom- 

lished, but to defer the hope of reéntering upon the same lines 

or a long time to come. 

While other countries, and especially many of those to which 
we look for markets and trade, are adopting this policy among 
themselves as an advance in commerce and civilization, we are 
not any to abandon all but to place ourselves in an attitude 
where it can be recovered only under great difficulties. ` 

This country, of all others, occupies the vantage ground in se- 
curing results growing from reciprocal relations with others. 
The phenomenal resources of the country, giving such great 
purchasing power and making us the largest consumers of and 
customers for the products, both in the way of luxuries and ne- 
cessities, imported from other countries, places the key of the 
situation in the hands of our Government and enables it to al- 
most absolutely dictate such terms as will secure for her people 
new and extended markets. 

Yet it is now deliberately proposed to surrender this key and 
all the power that it represents. 

Our free-trade friends, believing that there should be no re- 
striction whatever placed upon commerce and trade with other 
countries, indulge in the illusive fallacy that the demand of 
European countries for our agricultural and food products is 
largely limited by the restrictions placed upon the importations 
of their manufactured goods. 

In my judgment, there is absolutely nothing whatever in this 
proposition. Great Britain would not purchase a bushel of 
wheat, nor a barrel of flour, nor a pound of pork more from us 
if all tariff laws were stricken from our statutes. Great Britain 
buys whatever she requires where she can secure it at the low- 
est prices. The laws ofcommerce and trade are as rigid and un- 
changeable as the laws of the Medes and Persians.” 

With the people of Great Britain, as other countries, it is not 
a matter of friendship, amity, or good neighborhood, but abso- 
lutely a cold-blooded business proposition. They take our wheat 
as against Russia, Austra-Hungary, India, or Australia, or other 
wheat-producing regions if they can secure it on better terms; 
and so with our pork, beef, butter, and cheese, and other prod- 
ucts that we export so largely; and the same is true with Ger- 
many and France, 
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Germany for a long time refused to take our pork product 
upon the pretext that it was diseased, and continued to do so 
until they saw that its people were to be deprived of our mar- 
ket for their beet sugar. How long do you suppose that Ger- 
many will receive our pork under the present duties, with the 
duty on sugar restored by our Government? Who supposes for 
a moment that Germany will longer take our pork on present 
terms should the reciprocity provisions of the law of 1890 be re- 
3 Why, Mr. President, I learn that already a bill has 

en introduced into the German Reichstag, placing a heavy 
duty on our cotton-seed oil, large quantities of which we have 
been exporting to Germany without any restriction whatever. 
Our exports of cotton-seed oil in 1892 reached over a million of 
gallons, and in value about $600,000. 

Should the present treaty provisions with Germany remain 
intact, and the present law remain unrepealed, a remedy would 
be quickly found to relieve the exporters of cotton-seed oil to 
Germany. 

Franca had hitherto placed a very high duty on wheat and 
flour, and other agricultural products, but in the very face of 
this proposed legislation, where the duties on many French im- 
portations are to be reduced, or still worse, put on the free list, 
the French Chamber of Deputies has recently increased the duty 
upon wheat exported into France from 5 to 7 francs per hecto- 
liter, which will absolutely prevent the exportation of a bushel 
of wheat ora barrel of flour into France: showing again how 
absolutely idle is the claim that our foreign exportations are 
lessened on account of our tariff laws. 

Even at thepresent time the French Government is so anxious 
to protect its own industries that it has placed a discriminating 
duty, as between flour and wheat, so that it is even now impossi- 
ble to export a barrel of flour into France. Who for a moment 
supposes that in case the principle involved in the present reci- 
procity legislation is maintained our Government can not find a 
remedy for thisdiscriminationazgainst our agricultural products? 
Why should we not place restrictiveduties on the wines, brandy, 
and silks, and the multitude of articles that we import from 
France until they aecord to us fair play by the removal of re- 
strictive duties on our agricultural products? 

IN CONCLUSION. 

Mr. President, I presuma it is safe to assume that this remark- 
able bill, or something substantially like it; now pending in the 
Senate, will; with all its incongruities and inconsistencies, be 
enacted into law. The Wilson bill, as coming from the House, 
had the merit, at least, of responding to some extent to the dec- 
larations and the alleged principles of the Democratic party. 

I presume there 1s no one who will have the hardihood even 
to claim that the bill now before the Senate does anything of 
the kind. The bill as reported from the Finance Committee, 
has not even this merit. It repudiates in every line and every 

ragraph almost, the declarations of the Chicago platform in 
favor of a tariff for revenue, asamplified by Democratic speakers 
in and out of Congress, and by the Democratic press, generally 
of the country. 

Butin the bill as coming from the House, and the one re- 

rted to the Senate from the Finance Committee, there is evi- 

5 the one common purpose, and that of prostrating and de- 
stroying the great industries of the country, without raising the 
revenue necessary for the support of the Government, or at 
least not raising it by means resorted to for raising such reve- 
nue hitherto invoked for that purpose. 

It is fortunate, no doubt, for the Democratic party, if not for 
the country, that in both Houses of Congress it can stand on 
this common platform. ` 

Mr. President, from what I learn, I imagine there will be no 
further attempt made by the party in either House of Congress 
to pass any bill having in view the vindication of Democratic 
declarations or principles, but to paas any kind of a bill upon 
which can be placed the Democratic coat of arms. 

Therefore, Mr. President, 1 assume that this bill, with all its 
absurdities and enormities, is to become a law, and that neces- 
sary concessions are to be made to secure such a result. 

he sugar trust and sugar refiners have been reconciled; the 
sugar producers have been stampeded from the position taken 
early in the session and cowed intosubmission; the whisky trust 
and the distillers are jubilantattheir prospects, and asop has been 
thrown to the coal and iron ore interests. So that those repre- 
senting such interests are supposed to be in line. 

And beyond all, the bill is to receive the support of the solid 
South.” Hence it is safe to assume that a bill akin to this, at 
least, will become a law. 

But, Mr. President, as a lover of my country and a believer 
in its institutions and destiny, I look forward to this proposed 
legislation with apprehension and alarm. It can not bring good 


results; it can but prove disastrous to the best interests of the 
country. : 


I wish our friendson the other side might call a halt, that the; 
might pause in their mad purpose and abandon the ill-advise 
course upon which they have entered. Let them not forget 
that “Quos Deus vult perdere, prius dementat;” but even at t 
late hour let them reflect and consider that the interests of the 
country, and the whole country, are more sacred than those of 
any party or anysection. But if they do not, as I fear they will 
not, they must not for a moment think that this is the end. 

They can rest assured that the people of the country are not to 
stand by and see all their great industries wrecked and destroyed; 
their markets taken from them, and the doors closed to securin, 
the new ones; labor degraded and civilization turned backward, 
without a determined protest. 

Should you succeed in enacting this legislation, we must à 
pan to the people of the country, a higher tribunal than the 

enate or Congress of the United States, and from which there 
is no appeal. 

Of the ultimate result there can be no doubt. The premoni- 
tory mutterings as indicated in the elections throughout the 
country in the past few months are but a prelude to the storm 
that is gathering. 

The firing on Fort Sumter united the Northern States in de- 
fense of the Union. x 

The passage of this bill in anyining like its present form will 
again unite them in the protection of their industries and ma- 
terial interests; in preserving their markets, maintaining and 
elevating their standard of labor, and securing for the future 
the grandest civilization that hasever existed in the history of 
the world. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me one 
moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. By permission of the Senator from Oregon, I 
wish to give notice that to-morrow morning at the conclusion of 
the routine morning business I shall ask the Senate to consider 
the fortifications ig Pied nein bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it the purpose of the Senator from Florida, 
if he does not succeed in disposing of the bill during the morn- 
ing oone to continue with it during the day? — 

r. CALL. I certainly do not wish to antagonize any consent 
agreement which has been heretofore made. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam asking the question because, while I am 
not very familiar with the provisions of the present bill, I have 
for some years, since [ have been in the Senate, given some at- 
tention to the subject of fortifications. and should like to be 
present when the bill is considered and disposed of. 

Mr. CALL. If it will suit the convenience of the Senate I 
shall call up the bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr.McPHERSON. TheSenator from Florida will take notice 
of the fact that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] gave notice 
of his desire to address the Senate immediately after the con- 
clusion of the morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose the Senator from Florida simply re- 
fers to the morning hour and does not expect to occupy the time 
of the Senate after 1 o'clock, 

Mr. CALL. Certainly not. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will not interfere with the Senator from 
Texas or any other Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to say, with the 
permission of the two Senators who are on the floor, that I de 
sire to submit some observations upon the fortifications appro 
priation bill, and I had requested that notice might be given 
me before it should be taken up. The Senator from Florida in- 
formed me that it had been decided to take up the bill to-mor- 
row; but it did not then occur to me that under the unanimous 
agreement of the Senate to proceed from 1 o'clock to 5 o'clock 
with the tariff bill it would be possible to go on with the forti- 
fications bill for any considerable length of tims. T am certain, 
from what I know of the views I desire to submit to the Senate, 
that it will be impossible to make any progress with the bill be- 
fore 1 o’clock to-morrow, and it will be a mere form to take it 
up, because I shall require more time than would be allowed to 
make a beginning in the suggestions I have to make on that 
bill, and, certainly, if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is 
not so much fatigued with the speech he is making on the tariff 
bill that he can not commence the discussion on the fortifica- 
tions bill, its consideration will take the whole day. I suggest 
that there be consent kindly given by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] that a day may be given to the fortifica- 
tions bill when it is taken up. It will be useless, I know, to take 
it up to-morrow between 12 and 1 o'clock. : 

r. QUAY. I merely ask for information whether there is 
not a special order for to-morrow for an executive session to con- 


sider the contested Florida cases immediately after the morning 
business is closed? Ihave a recollection of that sort, but Iam 
not certain. If that be the case, it seems to me it will interfere 
with the consideration of the appropriation bill mentioned by 
the senior Senator from Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no recollection of 


ss Posy of that kind. 

. HARRIS. Ido not think there was any special order. I 
think there was a suggestion of postpo: a matter in executive 
session until perhaps that day; but that does not make a special 
order to any extent or in anyway whatever. 

Mr. PASCO. If it be proper to refer to the matter 1a open 
session, there was a unanimous agreement of the kind stated by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] entered into at one 
of the sessions last week. I should not myself have been the 
first to refer to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. A unanimous agreement that the particular 
matter referred to should be considered at a given time? 

Mr. PASCO. Yes, to-morrow, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. CALL. I have given the notice, and will let the proceed- 
ing take its course. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the 20th instant. After having spoken twenty 

minutes— 3 

Mr. QUAY (at 5 o'clock p.m.) Mr. President, I desire to call 
the attention of tho Senate to the fact that the hour has arrived 
at which under the agreement the discussion of the pending bill 
is to terminate for the day. = 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam right in the midst of a table, but Ido not 
want to violate the agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator to withdraw his 
remarks to the point where he began to read the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall do that. I will withdraw what I have 
said in stating the table and not print it in the RECORD. I shall 
hot divide the table, but will repeat that portion of it when I re- 
sume my remarks. 


[Mr. DoLPH’s sponi will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded.] 


Mr. GRA. Iwish tosay, what has been said before, that there 
is nothing in the ment, in its letter or in its spirit, to pre- 
vent any Senator from continuing the debate after 5 o'clock. 
But it is 55 course, and it has been apparent 
here for two weeks, t the other side do not intend that the 
debate shall continue any longer than possible, and that the 
time shall be consumed and wasted. 

Mr. QUAY. I know no as to the disposition on this side 
of the Chamber, but for m I have conscientious scruples 
against contin the debate after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. GRAY. I believe the Senator has. E 

Mr. QUAY. And I understand, the other side of the Chamber 
desire an executive session. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Delaware is very unkind to 
suggest that time should be wasted. He knows I gave hima 
great deal of time on Saturday, and that I was very liberal. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to return the compliment by giving the 
Senator plenty of time this afternoon. 

Mr. CHAN LER. Mr. President. 

Mr. GRAY. The object is too 3 on the other side in 
their manner of conducting this debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Oregon 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sen- 

ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 
` Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to 
me a moment? 
Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 
Mr, CHANDLER. I should like to reply to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Delaware. I do not think this side of the 
ber should be censured for confining the debate to the 
terms agreed upon. It was an amicable arrangement that the 
debate should proceed from 1 o'clock until 5; and now the Sen- 
ator from Delaware seems to complain of the Senators on this 
side of the Chamber because they ask that the discussion may 
be confined each day to those hours. Whether it was in the 
language of the ement or not, it was certainly rfectly well 
5 that the discussion would cease at 5 O lock: that 
the Senate would then proceed to the consideration of other 
business. Now the Senator from Delaware reproaches the Sen- 
&tors on this side of the Chamber because they are not willing 
to go on after 5 o'clock, and says that it is wasting time. Cer- 
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tainiy there has never been any more time than has been needed 
after 5 o'clock for other business and for executive sessions. 
Mr. GRAY. Nobody on this side misunderstands the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and the country does not misunderstand 
him. The tactics of the other side are perfectly apparent. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After twenty-two minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, April 24, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 23, 1894. 
JUDGE OF PROBATE. > 
Warren N. Dusenberry, of Utah Territory, to be judge of 
toes in the county of Utah, in the Territory of Utah, vice 
oseph D. Jones, resigned. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Assistant Engineer Solon Arnold, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer in the Navy from April 1, 1894, vice Passed Assistant En- 
gineer James H. Perry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1894. 


POSTMASTERS. 

Oscar D. Pocock, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Preble and State of Ohio. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 18, 189}. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

John E. Lynch, of Missouri, to be marshalof the United States 
for the eastern district of Missouri. . 

e UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Lewis C. Vandegreft, of Delaware, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Delaware. 

James F. O’Brien, of North Dakota, to be attorney of the United 
States for the District of North Dakota. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William H. Harries, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Minnesota. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Aloysius Lynch, of Leadville, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Leadville, Colo. 
Albert M. Avery, of Alabama, to be receiver of public moneys 


at Huntsville, Ala. 


POSTMASTERS. ` 


Theron L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the 
county of St. Josephs and State of Michigan. 

James A. Lodge, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 

Percival B. Salisbury, to be postmaster at Theresa, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

August Bondi, to be postmaster at Salina, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Kansas. 

William Clardy,to be postmasterat Purcell, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Indian Territory. 

Bushnell Danforth, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

A. II. Jacob, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of Paw- 
nee and State of Kansas. 

Henry C. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county 
ol Harper and State of Kansas. 

John H. Meyer, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county 
of Brown and State of Kansas. 

Frank W. Cutsinger, to be tmaster at Edinburg, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Indiana. 

William H. McEwen, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county 
of Noble and State of Indiana. 

Thomas A. Fairchild, to be postmaster at Holton, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Kansas. 

Henry H. Hollberg, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 


of Jackson and State of Ohio. 
J. W. Shipley, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of 
Miami and State of Ohio. 
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Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 23, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, to be a rear-admiral. 
Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, to be a commodore. 
Commander Epa H. Cooper, to be a captain. > 
Commodore J 32 75 S. Skerrett, to be a rear-admiral. 
Capt. Joseph N. Miller, to be a commodore. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Hugh H. Gouchenour, to be tmaster at Greeneville, in the 
county of Greene and State of Tennessee. p 

Edgar J. Knowlton, to be master at Manchester, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

Thomas Loftus, to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 23, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Journalof Saturday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. PBURN, I interpose an objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa ob- 
jects. The er then is on approving the Journal. 

The question being taken; there were, on a division (called 
for by Mr. HEPBURN )—ayes 66, noes 3. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The fon and nays were ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers to act dur- 
ing the call of the yeas and nays the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER]. 

Mr. STORER. The point of order, or objection, was made by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to appointing 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. STORER. I have no objection to serving; butI thought 
ne 8 might be under a misapprehension as to who made 

point. 
The SPEAKER. Notatall. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] will please act as one of the tellers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesseeand Mr. HEPBURN having taken 
their places at the desk as tellers, the question was taken; and 
there were—yeas 212, nays 0, answered present“ 6, not voting 
135; as follows: 7 


YEAS—212. 
Abbott, Cogswell, Grady, L; 
Aitken, Compton, res z Madde: 
Conn, Grout, ri, bored 
Aldrich, Coombs, row. Mahon, 
Cooper, Fla. H 5 Mallory, 
Avery, Cooper, Ind. Hammond, Martin, 
Babcock, Cooper, Hare, Marvin, N. Y. 
Bailey, Cooper, Wis. Harmer, McCall, 
Baker, Cox, Harter, McCleary, Minn. 
Bald Crain, Hatch, McCreary, Ky. 
Curtis, Kans. Hayes, McDannold, 
Barnes, Curtis, N. Y. Heard, McDearm: 
Barthoiat, Daniels, Heiner, McDowell, 
Barwig, Davey, Henderson, N. C. cGann, 
Belden, avis, Hermann, x 
Bell, Colo, De Armond, Holman, McKeighan, 
Berry, De Forest, Hopkins, III McLaurin, 
Black, Ga. Denson, Hopkins, Pa. McNagny, 
Blana, Dingley, Hudson, McRae, 
Boen, Dinsmore, Hull, Meiklejohn, 
Bower, N.C. Dockery, Hunter, M — 
Bowers, Cal. Doliiver, Hutcheson, Meredith. 
Branch, Doolittle, Ikirt, Meyer. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Draper, Izlar, Money, 
Bretz, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Montgomery, 
Broderick, Dunphy. Johnson, N. Dak. 0585, 
Brookshire, Durborow, Johnson, Ohio Mutchier, 
Bundy, Edm Jones, Neill, 
Bunn, Ellis, Ky. Kem, Northway, 
Bynum, llis, on Kiefer, O'Neil, 
lish, N.J. Kilgore, Patterson, 
Camus, oe, Kribbs. Payne, 
Camp! „ Kyle, Paynter, 
Cannon, Cal. Erdman, Lane, Pearson, 
Cannon, III. Everett, Lapham, nce, 
Caruth, Fletcher, Latimer, Pendleton, Tex. 
Catchings, unk. Lawson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Olark, Mo Geary ae Pickler 
„ eè; . 8 ickler, 
Gobo: Mor Gites Mase Livingston, — Sees 
Mo e ass. v 
Goodnight, Loud, Richards, s 
Coffeen, Gorman, T. ucas. Richardson. Mich. 


Richardson, Tenn. Sperry, Talbott, Md. Updegratt, 
Ritchie, Springer, Tate, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Robbins, Stallings, Taylor, Ind. arner, 
Robertson, Taylor, Tenn. Wells, 
S: a Stone Ey. Tracey,” iiliams, x 
ayers, ne, g 
Scranton, Storer, Tucker, Wilson, Ohio 
Shaw, Strait, Turner, Ga. Wilson, Wash. 
Shel, Swanson, Turner, Va. oomer, 
Somers, Talbert. S. C. Tyler, Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—6. 
5 Hepburn, Marsh, Wever, 
Haugen, Houk, 
NOT VOTING—I5. 
Adams, K Culberson, Loudenslager, Sh 
Adams, Pa. Cummings, Magner, Sibley, 
Allen, Donovan, Marshall, Sickles, 
Apsley, English, Cal. McAleer, Simpson, - 
Arnold, Fielder, McCulloch, Sipe, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, McEttrick, Smith, 
Bartlett, Forman, McMillin, 
Bell, Tex. Funston, Milliken, Stevens, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan. Moon, Stockdal 
Bing G er, Morgan, Stone, C. 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Morse, Straus, 
Blair, Goldzier, ay. Strong. 
Boatner, Newlands, Sweet, 
Boutelle, Griffin, tes, A 
Brattan, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Mo. Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hamer, Outhwaite,’ 5 
Brickner, Haines, Page, 2 
Brosius, Hall, Minn. Paschal, Van Voorhis, N. ¥ 
wn, Hall, Mo. Phili; adsworth, 
— . Pigott, ——— 
urnes, artman, Post, 1 
Burrows, H III. Powers, —— E 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa ce, Weafeer. 
Caminetti, Hendrix, W. 
EN porach 5 . Wheeler, Ala. 
ckering, Rayner, Wheeler, III. 
Childs, * Hitt, 5 te, 
Clancy, Hooker, Miss, Lily, III. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, N. Y. Robinson, Pa. vm Va. 
Cornish, Lacey, Russell, Conn. Wolverton, 
Cousins, Layton, Ryan, oodard, 
Covert, le, Schermerhorn, Wright, Pa. 
Crawford. Lockwood, Settle, 
So the Journal was approved. 
Before the result of the vote was announced— 


Mr. MARVIN of New York. My college from New York, 
Mr. CHICKERING, desires to be excused for to-day on account 
of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. CHICKERING was excused. 

Mr. B Y. Lask that my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, be 
excused indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

ee being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was 
granted, 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that the leave of absence of my colleago, 
Mr. HALL, be extended for ten days. I am in receipt of a tele- 
gram from him advising me that it will be impossible for him to 
be in attendance at the House for ten days. I therefore ask 
that his leave be extended. 

A MEMBER. On account of sickness? 

Mr. HEARD. On account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's leave 
will be extended ten days. £ 

There was no objection. 

Mr,PAYNE. I ask that the gentleman from Iowa|Mr. HEN. 
DERSON] be excused indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

opie being no objection, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was ex- 
cused. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. BURROWS. - 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEFLER of Illinois. » 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with-Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. MOON. 

Mr. MCETTRIĊK with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my name recorded. 


* 
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The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House during 


the roll call and failed to hear his name? : 

Mr. PAGE. I can not say that I was, during the call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man to ask unanimous consent, then. 

Mr. PAGE. Can I not be recorded as present and not voting? 

The SPEAKER. Not after the completion of the roll call. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress af the United States: 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State con- 
a dispatch from the United States minister at Honolulu and reply 


thereto. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, D. C., April 2, 1894. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Bureau of Statistics, requesting authority to print the an- 
nual statistical abstract of foreign countries. 

The SPEAKER. This communication will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPRING R. r. Speaker, I think this matter should be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. It seems to be a sub- 
ject which refers exclusively to printing. 

The SPEAKER. This is an estimate submitted for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

: Mr. SPRINGER. Thenitis not the communication I thought 
t was. 

The SPEAKER. It is a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting one from the Bureau of Statistics, 
in respect to authority to print the annual statistical abstract. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, referring as it does to 
the printing of the annual abstract, I think it should go to the 
Committee on Printing. = 

The SPEAKER. The Secretary of the Treasury sends it as 
an estimate for the legislative, executive, and judicial appropri- 
ation bill, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then it is not properly indorsed on the 
back, I should think. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


* HINES] asks leave of absence, for a few days, on account of sick- 


ness. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Assistant Attorney-General, transmitting two judgments ren- 
dered against the United States arising from Indian depreda- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS: 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the following cases: John Bray, 
Jacob Grim, and J. F. Pierce vs. The United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SALE OF RAILWAY TICKETS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 443) to 
provide for the sale of new tickets by the railway companies of 
the District of Columbia: which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called, no reports being submitted. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for consideration 
the regular order of business for this day. This day being set 
apart for business from the Committee on the District of Cotum- 
bia, I desire to call up that business. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
District business is not the regular order. We are entitled to 
ne * hour for the consideration of bills before District 

usiness. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any authority in support 
of that tion? 

Mr. MCRAE. The rule, I think, is so plain that there can be 
no question about it. I have never known it questioned until 


the gentleman from Missouri questioned it in this Congress. 
There may have been no decision upon the subject, but it has 


been the practice of the House, and I think there is no doubt 
about the meaning of the rule from its language. 

Mr. HEARD. I only desire to say that I never heard this 
question panied or never heard the proposition suggested 
until e by the gentleman from Arkansas a short time ago. 
The Chair stated then, it being a new question, that it would 
take the matter under advisement. I have no captious objec- 
tion to make; if the Chair holds it to be a proper construction 
to be put on the rule I am willing to yield. Otherwise I call up 
for consideration the District business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the question of order raised? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas makes the 
point of order that the District business is not in order, under 
the rule, until after the second morning hour for the considera- 
tion of business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, clause 2 of 
a * XXIV, seems to settle the question. That rule provides 
tha 

On all other days than the first and third Mondays in each month, as soon 


as the business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of, there shall bea 
morning hour for reports from committees, g 


And so forth. 

So that the regular order, when the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HEARD] ed for it afew moments ago, would have been 
N business, and not the call of committees, even, for re- 

rts. 

The SPEAKER. That rule relates to suspension day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I begpardon. That is so. 

Mr. MCRAE. It appears to be very conclusive that on other 
mornings we take the regular order, calling the committees, 
unless the privileged motion, to go into committee for the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills, is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Rule XXVI, Mr. Speaker, 
provides that— 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by thé 

mmittee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration of 
such business as may be presented by said committee. 

The entire day under that rule, it seems to me, would be set 
apart for the consideration of business from the District Com- 
mittee, and it has always been so held since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress. There has never been a time when the second 
and fourth Mondays were not given to the District of Columbia 
when demanded. It seems to me this is not the time to depart 
from the precedent that we have been following so long. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is very much mis- 
taken about the precedent. While lam not now able to find any 
decision, I do not think that the committee, until this Congress, 
has ever insisted that it had the right to take away the second 
morning hour. My recollection is that the custom is the reverse 
of what the gentleman says, and the rule which the gentleman 
himself has cited, which only excepts the first and third Mon- 
days from order of business in Rule XXIV, appears to me to be con- 
clusive upon the point that upon all other days the fourth clause 
of this rule shall be executed. Only the first and third Mondays 
are excepted from the fifth clause, so that upon the second, 
fourth, and fifth Mondays we are entitled to have the hour for 
business as we are on all other days, unless a privileged motion 
is made to go into Committee of the Whole House, under clause 
9 of Rule XVI. 

The setting apart of the second and fourth Mondays for Dis- 
trict business does not take away the first or second morning 
hour. This only allows such business after the House has pro- 
ceeded with the regular order of business down to and including 
clause 6 of Rule XXIV. Youcaunotfind any authority for calling 
the committees for reports unless you find it in the second 
clause of Rule XXIV, and on these days we are entitled to the 
morning hour just as we are on all days. Clause 4 requires that 
after the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports from 
committees, the Speaker shall again call the committees in reg- 
ular order for one hour. So it follows that when he calls the 
committees for reports the next business in order is to call them 
for business. 8 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that this setting apart of the second and fourth Mondays is 
analogous to setting apart Friday of each week for the Private 
Calendar, and on Friday of each week it has always been the 
custom to dispense with the second morning hour for business. 
Thereis neverasecond morning hour for the consideration of bills 
on Friday. And the call of committees is simply for reports of 
a private character. 

r. MCRAE. The third paragraph of clause 6 of Rule XXIV 
expressly provides that after the morning hour the motion may 
be made on Friday. There is no such provision in the rule re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. The gentleman is mistaken 
in the statement that on Fridays only private bills can be re- 
ported. That was the old rule, but that has been changed, and 
now public bills can be reported and may be considered. 


1894. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a sugges- 


tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Atone time, Mr. Speaker, 
if I may be pardoned, we all understand that the second morn- 
ing hour for the consideration of business called up by commit- 
tees was not limited to sixty minutes. That was the old hour. 
It was called an hour for the consideration of business, but it did 
not end in sixty minutes. It continued the entire day out, un- 
less the House decided otherwise. Such was the ruling in the 
Fifty-first Congress, and always prior to that time when that 
rule obtained. Now, I should like to know of what use it would 
have been to set apart the second and fourth Mondays for Dis- 
trict day if you could take wp business in the second morning 
hour under that old rule and consume the entire day in consid- 
eration of business in the second morning hour. Itseems tome 
that all the rulings and precedents have been the other way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. r. Speaker, the rule of construction 
which always applies in cases of this kind is that the rules 
should be so construed as to give effect to all the rules in the 
book, if possible, and where there is a conflict which is irrecon- 
cilable, the last enactment should control. But taking this code 
of rules as a body, we find two rules referring to this day. The 
one is clause 2 of Rule XXIV, which says: 

On all days other than the first and third Mondays in each month, as soon 
as business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of— 

This is one of those other days. 

As soon as the business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of, there 
shall be a morning hour for reports from committees. 

We have had that, and therefore we have given effect to that 
pon of this rule. Now,in Rule XXVI, clause 2, we find the 

urther provision that— 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the considera- 
tion of such business as may be presented by said committee. 

Now, this is consideration of business and must take effect at 
this time, and as against all other matters of consideration. We 
have simply called the committees as provided under the third 
clause; andit seems to me if the Committee on the District of 
Columbia now claims the right it has under clause 2 of Rule 
XXVI, it is entitled to have its business considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. While there appears to be some conflict in 
these rules which have been cited, yet the Chair thinks the 
may be so construed as to be in harmony with each other an 
with the intent and purpose of the House in establishing the 
rules. The first clause of Rule XXVI reads: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private 
business, unless otherwise determined by the House. 

That is the language of the rule. If there were no other pro- 
vision in the rule relating to Friday than the one just read in 
Rule XXVI the same doubt might arise that now arises as to 
the second and fourth Mondays, if claimed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia; but there is another provision in the 
rule as to Friday, which illustrates the purpose and intent of the 
first clause of Rule XXVI. The third paragraph of clause 6 of 
Rule XXIV provides— 

On Friday of each week, after the mor: 
tertain a motion that the House resolve itsel 
to consider business on the Private Calendar. 

Now, Friday is set apart by the rule for the consideration of 
private business; but another rule says that you can only reach 
that after the morning hour by a motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

Strictly speaking, we have but one morning hour; thatis the 
hour for the call of committees for reports. The other is an 
hour for the consideration of measures, and is not designated 

enerally in the rules as a morning hour, but in practice we call 

t so. It is atime for the consideration of measures. Now, the 
Chair does not think it was the intention to put the Committee 
of the District of Columbia in any less favorable position as to 
the consideration of its business than was done with reference 
to private business before the House. Indeed, the second clause 
of Rule XXVI seems to be designed to protect this committee, 
as it does not protect the other committees of the House. On 
Friday the private business may be disposed of by a vote of the 
House so that public business can be proceeded with. Not so 
as to the business with the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. The second clause of Rule XXVI provides— 

2. The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the considera- 
tion of such business as may be presented by said committee. 

There is no provision, as in the case of private bills, for dis- 

nsing with this business and proceeding toother business. It 

as been held by predecessors in the chair that the only way to 
dispose of this claim of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia is to raise the question of consideration on every single bill 
that they may call up; in other words, that the day was dedi- 
cated and set apart to the consideration of their business, and 


hour, it shall be in order to en- 
into Committee of the Whole 


„ 


the only way that the House could avoid it would be to raise the 
question of consideration on every bill; and gentlemen whohave 
been here some time have seen that done often. When the com- 
mittee would call up a bill, the question of consideration would 


be raised, bill by b So that practically this day seems to be 
dedicated and assigned to the business of that committee. 

Now, the gentleman from Arkansas claims that, while this 
is true, their day does not begin until after the second morn- 
ing hour. e this would be putting this committee in a less 
favorable position than the committee having charge of busi- 
ness before the House on Fridays, on the Private Calendar, the 
Chair is inclined to construe the rule as to the time when the 
District Committee may call up its business is the same time as 
that at which on Friday a motion may be made to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, to-wit: after the 
call of committees for reports. Therefore the Chair holds it is in 
order on the second and fourth Mondays after the call of com- 
mittees for reports to call up for consideration business reported 
from the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 6171) relating to the change of the charter 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, which bill was under 
consideration on the last District day, and was laid over b 
agreement of gentlemen in order that agreement might be ef- 
fected between those who entertained different opinions of it. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HEARD. It is in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to 
change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of said company. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill has been read once. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust noaction will be taken until 
copies of this bill can be put upon the desk of members, so that 
we may know how to pass upon the bill. 


Mr. HEARD. I call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that this is not a new bill. It is the same bill as previously 
presented. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But we ought to have copies of 
the bill before any action is taken. 

Mr. HEARD. Copiesof the bill can be had in the usual way, 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There does not seem to be any 
sence ol it. I have called for one and have not been able to get 


t. 

Mr. HEARD. LI yield now to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. I want to 
have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this bill has 
been read and has been considered for two days. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What is the reason we can not 
have copies of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes they have been sent for. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, if it will save any controversy [ 
have no objection to bating the bill read again, but I understand 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] does not insist 
upon that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee was recognized. . 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Before we begin the consideration of this bill in the 
House I want to know whether the rules of the Committee of 
the Whole apply, so that the bill can be amended and put in 
proper shape. 

The SPEAKER. They do not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I shall have to object to the bill being 
considered in the House unless the rules of the Committee of 
the Whole can be appin toit. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair understands that the bill has 
already been considered for two days. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But not agreed upon; and with the 
understanding when we ceased its consideration on the last Dis- 
trict day that some very important amendments were to be pro- 


osed. 
y Mr. HEARD. They are to be. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule the point that a bill must 


be first considered in Committee of the Whole must be made 
before consideration of it begins. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill by 
unanimous consent is being considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and has been so considered on two District 


days. . 
The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair has no 
knowledge of that agreement. The gentleman from Missouri 
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e pagar who presided when this bill was last under con- 
sideration, will please take the chair. 

Mr. HOP of Illinois. Before the Speaker leaves the 
chair I desire to know if it would be in order to move to go into 
Committee of the Whoie to consider this bill even though it 
has been partly considered in the House. 

The SPE The Chair will have read the rule which 
governs that point. The Clerk will read clause Bof Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

invol a tax m the le; 

F appropriations of money, or bill making appro. 
priations of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, 
or authorizing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing 
liability to the United States for money or property, shall be first con- 
Bidered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule 
shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires that the point must be 
made before the consideration of the measure has commenced; 
but the Chair understands that this bill has been before the 
House on two District days, and has been considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill, therefore, is being con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and the five- 
minute rule obtains and the rule as to offering amendments as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. With the same opportunity for 
amendmentas though the bill were being considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole? } 

The SPEAKER. With the same opportunity, except that 
the previous question may be demanded in the House, which 
could not be done in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The statement of the Chair covers the 
point upon which I desire information, and I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Has the bill been read under the five-min- 
ute rule? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the second section. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think there is 
some misunderstanding about that. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri told me a moment ago that there was still to be some gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That isa mistake. Gen- 
eral debate was closed by unanimous consent, and the bill was 
read down to the second section. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lllinois. I so understood the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Is there an amendment pending? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr.COOMBS. There are amendments pending, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There are no amendments 
to the first section. The amendmentof the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coomss] is. to the third section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, the Chair understands, has been 
read under the five-minute rule down to the second section? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has, and there is no 
amendment pendin 
$ The SPEAKER. 

on. 

Mr. HEPBURN. One moment, Mr. Speaker. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee in what part of this bill the pro- 
vision comes as to the time of completing the work? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There has been noamend- 
ment offered as to that. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that an amendment 
' was offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts[Mr.WALKER] 

d to 


ani f 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is in the first sec- 


on. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment 
that i desire to offer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Iowa 
Mr. HEPBURN] states that he desires to offer an amendment to 

e first section. While I think that I might technically object, 
as the first section has been passed, I do not do so. Let the gen- 
tleman offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. DOCKERY in the chair). The 

tleman from Iowa will send up his amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move, in line 22 of page 2, to strike out 
„two“ and insert one,“ so as to read within one year there- 
after.” 

The amendment was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. S er, I wish to 
state to the gentleman from Iowa that the bill as it has been 

repared requires this pompan to complete this Ə of mo- 
live er onthe Ninth street line within one year; anditisthen 
provided that within two years after that the change shall be 
completed on the main line. Now 5 as I under- 
stand, pro that on the main line change shall be com- 


It has been read down to 


E Then the Clerk will report the second sec- 


pleted Wit in one year. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that will bea very 
short time; but I am perfectly willing to lettheamendment pass 
without any controversy. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ivwant to call attention tothe fact that 
the amendment as pro will give two years from the pas- 
sage of this act for the conversion of the east and west line into 
an electric line. I think that is entirely too long a time. The 
bill allows one year from the time of its passage for the conver- 
sion of the Ninth street line into an electric line, and allows 
two years from the finishing of that line for the conversion of 
the east and west line, making three years which the company 
will have from the date of the passage of the act for converting 
the east and west line into an electric line. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
one year is enough to change this whole system into.an electric 
line. Therefore L move to amend the amendment—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Insert one month, and then it will 
allow one year and one month for the change. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iwill be more liberal than that. I 
will move to amend the amendment by striking out one year” 
and inserting “six months,” so as to give this company eighteen 
months in which to make the change on the east and west line 
and one year on the Ninth street line. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why can not the change be made simul- 
taneously on the two lines? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
may be indulged > 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr, WASHINGTON] desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tompore. 

The Clerk read as follows: ? 
S ty a amendment by striking out one year and inserting “six 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I understand, 
the reason given for asking so much time for converting the 
east and west line into an electric line is that rept oe ro- 
poses to experiment for another twelve months on the ‘Ninth 
street line, claiming that the Buda-Pesth system is not yet per- 
fect. Why, sir, there has been in operation in thiscity for more 
than a year a railroad line running from Seventh street alon 
U to Ninteenth which is considered by all experts and 8 
railroad men as a perfectly working road, no longer an experi- 
ment. I insist that this Metropolitan Company, ssing so 
valuable a franchise, can float its bonds at the present time with 
the greatest ease for the conversion of its entire line within a 
reasonable time. Twelve months on the north and south line 
would be more than reasonable. 

Why, sir, the whole work on the Ninth street line could be 
completed in four months from the ge of this act. One 
reason they ask fon more time is that they say they have a suit 

nding in court in regard toa forfeiture of their charter, which 

t is now proposed by a compromise to refer to the court of 


Nag ae ST 
r. HEARD. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment. : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Very well. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does not want to create an 
erroneous impression, Now, he says the reason this company 
asks for a year is because of the suit which is pending. I wish 
to say that is not the reason. The reason is that gentlemen who 
spprareg before the committee—engineers who propose to build 
this road—stated emphatically that it would take six months to 
get ready for putting in these electric appliances, and would take 
a year to complete the work. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I suggest that they ought 
to discharge those engineers and employ competent ones if they 
make that statement. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to my 
friend from Missouri for a question, but instead of that he has 
controverted astatement of mine and made a speech on the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HEARD. No; I merely made a statement. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, I have authority for my state- 
ment that this Ninth street line could be converted into an un- 
derground Buda-Pesth system inside of four months, and that 
authority is one of the attorneys himself of this road, which 
information he gave to me in the hall out there not exceeding 
twenty minutes ago. 

The fact of the matter is that the emissaries of this road have 
been coming here before Congress for three years trying to hum- 
bug Congress and deceive the public in this District as to the 
work and as to their compliance with the law. But one of their 
attorneys stated to me within twenty minutes past that this road 
would be able to convert the Ninth street line into the under- 
ground system in four months. I said, If that be true, why fs 


The only difference, if I 


The amendment will be read. ~ 
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it that you ask a year for this work?” He replied, ** Because 
we have a suit pending, steps having been taken to forfeit the 
charter, as well as a question as to some taxes. If these ques- 
tions were settled we could do the work in four months.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is not the gentleman from Ten- 

-nessee exhibiting a little feeling over the matter? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I can not hear the gentleman from In- 
diana, but hope he is not trying to be facetious. 

OMr. JOHNSON of Indiana, Not at all; but as the gentleman 
appeared to be excited, I was trying to get at the bottom of his 
excitement. 

Mr.HEARD. Mr.Speaker, [donot knowanything whatever 
about the emissaries who have been hanging around the 
Halls of this House trying to hambog Congressand influence leg- 
islation. They seem to have found my friend from Tennessee 
from his own statement. I have not seen any of them, nor do I 
know anything about them since they were before our commit- 
tee, at which time it was stated by Messrs. Wright and Mysen- 
berg, who represent the Buda-Pesth system, and who proposed 
to take the contract for converting this line, that in their judg- 
ment it would take six months to get ready the materials for 
this work, and they could complete it inside ofa year. This is 
the statement of the engineers of the company before our com- 
mittee, and I do not know anything which has been said to the 
contrary by anyone who is competent to determine the facts. 
That is the authority I have for my statement, and I regard it 
as good authority. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? i 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, How longis the Ninth street line from 
one end to the other of this Metropolitan Railroad? 

Mr. HEARD. Something over 3} miles, I think. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Three miles and three- 
quarters. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is exactly it. My colleague is 
correct. Now, how long would it take an ordinary force of hands 
to dig a double trench 34 miles long and put in the necessary sup- 
ports for the crossties and rails that are already in place? 

Mr. HEARD. My friend from Tennessee discloses the fact by 
his inquiry that he does not understand my point. These gentle- 
men, I will tell him ag , Stated that if they got the contract 
for this work it would take them six months to get the ma- 
terial on the ground to begin putting in this work; butthatafter 
that was done, they would be able to prepare the trench, put in 
the appliances, and complete the work in four months; but as a 
matter of safety, in order to provide against contingencies of 
weather and other obstacles that ht embarrass the work, 
they asked a little longor time than that. 

Mr. HERMANN. tme ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether it would not be exceedingly inconvenient for all pur- 
poses of business on that streetif the entire work should be com- 
pleted along its entire distance in four months? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I do not know, but I should think it 
would be, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Would it not be less inconvenient to 
the people to complete the work in four months than to have it 
going on for a year and a half? 

Mr. HERMANN. If it extended over the longer time a part 
of it could be done and finished before other parts of the street 
would be opened. 

Mr. HEARD. I think there was nothing unreasonable in the 
suggestion made by these gentlemen before the committee. It 
is coy e possible that they may get the work done in the 
time fixed by the gentleman’s amendment. At all events, if 
they can not get it all in, Congress could relieve them by 

nting an extension of time ifnecessary. And while I do not 
ow that the eighteen months would be sufficient, yet I do not 
see aay apana objection to 1 that time. ; 

Mr. PKINS of Illinois. r. Speaker, the situation of this 
section at the present time is this: That under the original 

roposition embodied in the bill one year is allowed for the com- 
pletion of the work on the main line, and two years additional 
upon all lines other than the mainline. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] moved an amendment striking out two 
years and inserting one year, and the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. WASHINGTON] moved to amend the amendment by 
striking out one year and inserting six months. So if the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee is adopted 
it will give the company one year and six months from the time 
the bill becomes a law to make the fT Se suggested here. 
Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], if I understand 
correctly position, states that he sees no objection to limit- 
ing the ey ed to eighteen months. 
fr. HEARD. I say that it may be a reasonable limit. I do 
not know. If it is not, however, the matter can be considered, 


and no doubt will be fairly considered, by Congress. Tapprehend 
it would be time 1 but do not undertake to say. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then, if I understand, the gentle- 
man has no objection to the amendment fixing the limit at six 
months in addition to the one year. Is there any objection to 
that I ask? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am waiting for the gen- 
tleman to conclude. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] in charge of the bill if he personally has 
any objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Noneintheworld. I pro- 
pose to accept the amendment if we can go on and have a vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I be permitted to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. i just a moment. I desire to say 
a word further on that, Mr. Speaker, because it seems to me 
that the time proposed by the gentleman who offered the last 
amendment is exceedingly liberal. If this were in any other 
city than Washington, the entire improvements suggested in 
this bill could be made within four months’time. The main line 
is less than 4 miles in length, and with a force of hands such 
as this company ought to command, they certainly could make 
every improvement that is suggested here within ninety days, 
and that, too, without disturbing the public travel or the pub- 
lic in any manner whatever. It is perfectly childish to say that 
this oe grand should be allowed the time that was originally 
suggested here in which to make these improvements. 

sympathize with the sentiment expressed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], who made the suggestion that the 
managers of this railroad company are attempting to ignore 
Congress and the public, and are simply looking out for their 
private interests alone. It is our duty to look after the interests 
of the paps, and to compel this contumacious railway company 
not only to make the improvements that are suggested in the 
bill, but to make them within a limited time. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
say,so faras I am concerned, I believe the road will do this work 
inside of eighteen months. The only reason given for greater 
extension of time is that there is no specific motor now known 


by which they can go to work and operate this road. If there 


was, they could putſit into operation in less than eighteen months, 
but I believe it can be done in eighteen months, and therefore J 
make no objection to the proposed amendment, and ask that a 
vote be taken. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw the 
amendment I offered, and in its place substitute the following: 


Strike ont all after the word “act,” in line 14, on page 2. - 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws his, 
amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move as a substitute for the motion now 
pending the following: 

Strike out all of section 1, after the word act,“ in line 14 of page 2. 


Under the provisions of the bill as itnow stands this company 
would have a period of three years after the approval of the act 
in which to complete the improvement—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman willallow the 
Clerk to state the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Your amendment accom- 
plishes just what his does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; it makes it all to be done in one year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word act,“ in line 14, page 2, strikeout the 8 language: 

“On the streets, avenues, and at the places following, to wit: Beginning at 
Four-and-a-half street and P street southwest; running thence north on 
Four-and-a-half street to Missouri avenue; thence west on Missouri avenue 
to Sixth street; thence north on Sixth street to B street; thence west on B 
street to Ninth street; thence north on Ninth street to Florida avenue; 
thence northwesterly on Florida avenue to Tenth street: And provided fur- 
ther, That within two years thereafter the change to an underground sys- 
tem shall be completed upon all the residue of the lines of said company, in- 
c an extension thereof on East Capitol street from Ninth street east 
to Thirteenth street east, around both sides of Lincoln Square.“ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] withdraw his amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under the provisions of the bill as it reads 
now, on the main east and west line of this Metropolitan road 
they will have three years in which to complete this work. 
That road is about 4 miles long. Three years would give 939 
working days in which to lay 1,280 rods of this improvement, or 


i 


a rod and a quarter à day. Now, it is nonsense for gentlemen to 


talk about there being a necessity for that great length of time. 
A rod and a inset a a day for a great corporation like this ina 
work of this kind! S 

We have had an object lesson here in reference to another im- 


4000 


provement, on the Seventh street line, whe half that distance 
was accomplished in three or four months. A company that 
wanted to accomplish results succeeded in doing so in that time; 
and you must remember there were much greater difficulties in 
engineering than upon this line. It seems to me they could un- 
doubtedly within a year’s time make the entire improvement. 
That will have given them, from the time that Congress first 
ordered this change of system, six years and six months in which 
to have accomplished the command of Congress. I think that 
is long she 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, the different gentlemen 
having different views as to this bill came to some practical 
agreement two weeks ago as to the disposition of the matter. If 
that isso, I should like to hear a statement of the agreement. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That was with regard to another proposi- 
tion. I understand from the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] he has an amendment that he supposes will cover 
that matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should be glad to hear the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] or some other gentleman state what the 
whole proposition now is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That has no relation to 
this feature of the bill. That does not come in now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That proposition,as I understand it, was 
with reference to the indebtedness or the manner of disposing 
of the indebtedness. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, is not that in this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; but in another sec- 
tion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this is an important matter, 
and it seems to me that we ought to vote on it advisedly and 
not extend the time for this work, as we shall do if we adopt 
these provisions, to eight years from the time when the im- 
provement was first ordered by Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is speak- 
ing of the bill as it originally stood, but the amendments make 
the time eighteen months, and that ought to be satisfactory. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think it is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the work could be done in a year if the company had the motive 
power fixed and could go right ahead. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman can advise himself any day 
he chooses of the fact that a road a mile and an eighth long, 
e by the underground electric system, has existed in this 

y for nearly a year, and that during that period it has not 


cit; 
been interrupted for a solitary moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My friend ought not to 
make that broad statement, for I know, as a matter of fact, that 
it has been interrupted, and that the cars. have stopped in the 
middle of the street. It may, however, be a successful motive 
power, I do not say that it is not, but I am told there have been 
failures elsewhere. However, if the work can be completed in 
a year Ï believe these gentlemen intend to complete it in a year, 
and I will make no N to the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. HEPBURN was ping tee 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
for the reading of the next section. 

- Mr. HEPBURN. There is still another amendment that I de- 
sire to offer to that section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You have it nearly stricken 
out now. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the fourteenth line of section 1 the following words: Aud, in de- 
fault of such completion, all acts or parts of acts chartering or extending 
the said road are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The object of that amendment, I 
suppose, is to make it certain that this company will carry out 
in good faith the provisions of this bill. Now, there is no ques- 
tion that the company can make the improvements proposed in 
the first section within ninety days. I venture the suggestion 
that if this were in the city of Chicago the work would be done 
within thirty days from the time it was commenced, and if it 
were in any other city than this it could be done within from 
thirty to sixty days. S 

Now, if we allow twelve months for this company it seems to 
me that this is giving them latitude enough; and if this amend- 
ment is adopted it is notice to the gentlemen who own and op- 
erate this road that their charter will be taken away if the im- 
res which Congress has for several years been seekin 

have made is not completed within the time fixed in the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman regard the 
phraseology of that amendment as being fortanate? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I do not express any opinion as to 
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The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “act,” in line 14, page 2, the following words: 

“Provided, There shall be completed an extension thereof on East Capitol 


street from Ninth street to Thirteenth street east and around both sides of 
Lincoln Square.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to 
that amendment. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the said company is hereby authorized and empowered to 
issue its bonds, secured by a mortgage on its franchises and other property, 
tosuch amount as may be necessary to pay the cost of the work to be done 
and of the materials 3 and the expenses incident to the change to be 
made as provided in this act, but not in excess of such cost. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 


Add at the end ot line 7: And said bonds shall not be sold or disposed of at 
less than their face or par value.“ 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the object of that 
amendment—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 3, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to invalidate or 
in anywise affect the suit now pending in any court of the District of 
Columbia against the said company for the forfeiture of its charter for non- 
performance of tts duty in respect of paving the spaces between its tracks 
and 2 feet beyond its exterior rails and the nonpayment of the cost there- 
of, but the said proceedings may be 
this act had not been passed; and t 
waiver of any exist 


rosecuted to final judgment as though 
act shall not be taken or held to be a 
in the said 


e by said company to the 
District of Columbia of the sum of $147,507.05 within ninety days from the 
rendition of said judgment, and thereupon the said company shall be vested 
with all the corporate rights, powers, and subject to all the duties and obli- 
F or imposed upon it by its o charter and the amend- 
men 3 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the third 
section being reached, I desire to say that this is the section 
upon which debate was had on the preceding days when this 
bill was under consideration, the section which involves the 
question of indebtedness of this company to the District. When 
the bill was under consideration two weeks ago the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], who is a member of the 
District Committee, made astatement to the House which seemed 
to meet its approval, and suggested that an amendment be 
drafted referring this question of indebtedness to the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia, with full power to investi- 
gate and ascertain what amount, if any, was due from this rail- 
road company to the District. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, all the gentlemen who had participated in 
the debate on the previous day agreed that with a proper amend- 
ment, making this reference to the court of appeals, the oppo- 
sition would cease on that ground. With that understanding, 
I withdrew the bill two weeks ago to-day and the District Com- 
mittee undertook to prepare, and have prepared, an amendment 
which they think covers this case exactly. This amendment 
was prepared by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGS- 
WELL], the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT], who had been 
opposing the bill up to this time, and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. COBB]. It was prepared in the presence and with 
the approval of Mr. Birney, the United States district attorney, 
representing the Government of the United States, and by Mr. 
Thomas, the attorney of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, representing the interest of the District. 

It was accepted by those three gentlemen, approved by these 
attorneys representing the various interests, and was then sub- 
mitted to the full Committee on the District of Columbia at a 
meeting of that committee, and it has the unanimous approval 
ofthe committee. It is agreed to, then, by the railroad and its 
attorneys; it is agreed to by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia; it is agreed to by everybody who has examined it, so 
far as I know; and with this statement I ask the Clerk to read 
that which is agreed upon. It is a substitute for the third sec- 
tion of the bill. There are a number of the printed forms, if 
members will send out to the document room for them. They 
will find it in the bill H. R.6727. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
offers a substitute for the third section of the bill, which the 
Clerk will read. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I offer it on behalf of my 
colleagues [Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. COGSWELL, and Mr. COBB], and 


it is indorsed by the entire committee. 


1894. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That a transcript of the record of the case ot the District of Colum- 
bia against the Metro: tan Kailroad Company of the District of Columbia, 
at law, numbered in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
together with the or al papers and record entries therein, duly certified, 
shall, by appropriate orders duly entered of record, be transferred and de- 
livered to thecourt repens of the District of Columbia, which said court of 
appeals is hereby vested with original authority and jurisdiction to hear and 
determine said case without a jury upon the pleas and issues and proofs 
therein other than the pleas and issues rela to the statute of limitation, 
and to determine from and upon said record and pleadings and fs 
therein contained, and such other proof in the course of said hearing as 
said court may determine to be ne in order to dispose of the case 

n its merits, what, if any, indebtedness is due to the District of Colum- 
bia from the said railroad com in none’ of the cause of action 
stated in the declarations filed in said case, to enter judgment against 
said company in favor of the District of Columbia for any sum or sums 
of money that said court of appeals shall find due from said company 
in t of said ca of action, for the amount of which said ju ent 
execution may issue outof said court, and said judgment shall imm tely 
become a lien upon all the Dropar of said company, to be enforced in the 
manner now provided by law for the enforcement of other liens, and shall 
be paid within ninety days from the date thereof: Provided, That this act 
shall not take effect until said company shall file in said court of appeals its 
consent in to the aforesaid transfer of the said case,and also a 
waiver of all its rights and defenses under the statute of limitation. And 
also a waiver of all ‘hts, benefits, advantages, and defenses that it has or 
may have by reason of the decision and judgment of the Supreme Court of 
the United States made and entered in said case: Provided, That the judg- 
ment of the said court of appeals shall be final and that there shall be no 
a posi therefrom: And prov Further, That the cost of said transfer and 
oF. he hearing of said case in the court of appeals shall be paid by said rail- 
road company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, that 
is a very carefully considered amendment. It protects the in- 
terest of the Government and of the District, and it makes the 
railroad pay all the cost of transfer, whether successful or not, 
and pay he judgment in ninety days if it is given against the 
road. It makes them waive the plea of the statute of limitations, 
and leaves that court to consider the case upon its merits, and 
to take any more proof, in order to reach the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And it waives the question of notice? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It leaves the matter to be 
taken up by the court in such a way as to reach the proof in 
order to attain the ends of justice. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was this entirely satisfactory to the Com- 
missioners of the District? 

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was, and to Mr. ABBOTT, 
who had the matter in charge. 

Mr. REED. Has it all been submitted? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think so. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This is to take effect at a certain period. 
It may not be six months. 

It is to take effect at a 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ee ees 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then the year may be consumed before 
it is to take effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; it isto take effect 
on the bres ta of the act. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. . 
Lask the gentleman whether the prop - 


Mr. WARNER. 
osition he now makes a lutely does away with the latter part 
of section 3, commencing with And provided further?“ 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman read 
the words? 

Mr. WARNER. It is quite a long section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This section takes the 
place of that section. 

Mr. WARNER. And leaves nothing whatever of the third 
section of the original bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Waita while; there are several 
amendments to be offered. This is offered by the committee, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. COOMBS] has an amend- 
ment pending to the third section. 
1 SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment to the original 

xt? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This isa substitute for the 
third section, and of course ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
amendment was sent up and read for information. 

Mr. RICHARDSONOof Tennessee. There would benoamend- 


ment ponang, of course. i 
Hones COOMBS. Myamendment was a substitute for the whole 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York offer it now as an amendment to the original text? 
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Mr. COOMBS. No. The amendment I offered was a substi- 
tute for the whole bill, which entirely changes section 3. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. COOMBS. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All that was offered was 
that the company should pay a certain sum of money, and as pre- 
sented it was not in order. 5 5 

ME: COOMBS. Let the gentleman look at the RECORD and he 
will see. 

Mr. HEARD. I make the pointof order that it could not come 
in at this time. The gentleman’s substitute could not be con- 
sidered until the committee had opportunity to perfect the text of 
the bill. If the gentleman has offered an amendment which 
would be considered asa substitute, according to his own theory 
it is out of order, as I havestated, until thecommittee shall have 
had op 1 to panoa the text of their bill, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But, Mr. Speaker, the statement 
was made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] 
when there was no amendment pending to the third section. 
Now, the agreement which was made by the gentleman in charge 
of this bill with several other members of this House is not an 
agreement which binds this House. It is simply a conclusion 
that has been reached by the gentlemen who were in that con- 
ference. There are grave reasons to my mind why this section 
offered asa substitute should not be adopted in its present form, 
and with the leave of the House I will state briefly some of those 
objections. Now, if [ am correctly informed, when this t:ouble 
arose between the Metropolitan Railroad Company and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please sus- 
penda moment, The Chair desires to ascertain whether this 
5 was offered as an amendment or as a substitute. 

he Chair will state that before the agreement was made by 
unanimous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole some amendments have been offered under 
the rules—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER] had certainly offered an amendment 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. To the first section? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Tothe firstsection. But before 
the making of any agreement, the only amendments which could 
be offered were an amendment, an amendment to the amend- 
ment, a substitute,and an amendment to the substitute. The 
Chair does not remember what amendments had been offered be- 
fore this agreement was reached. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the Chair will indulge 
me a moment, I will say that I have tried to keep track of these 
matters all the time. There was at first general debate on this 
bill; and the gentleman from Massachusetts stated in general 
debate that he desired to offer the amendment, inserting the 
word electric“ in the first section. He also stated that he 
proposed to offer an amendment to the third section as it then 
stood. But that was in general debate. Afterward, when the 
general debate had closed and the House, at my request, tookup 
the bill for consideration us in Committee of the Whole under 
the five-minute rule, the first section was read, and the geutle- 
man from Massachusetts offered his first amendment to the first 
section. There could be no amendment offered in general de- 
bate. Anything that may have been stated or read at that 
time would not be pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly an amendment could 
be offered in the time of any gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But such an amendment 
would not be pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not in the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notatall. Notice simpl 
could be given that the amendments would be offered. The bill 
would not be open to amendment in general debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair will state that 
under the uniform practice of the House amendments could 
have been offered to this bill—an,amendment, an amendment to 
the amendment, a substitute, and an amendment to the substi- 


tute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenhessee. But no such amendments 
were offered. When the first section was read,after we had 
entered upon the consideration of the bill under the five-minute 
rule, the gentleman from Massachusetts offered his amend- 
ment. The amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coomss}—I remember it distinctly—was that before this bill 
should take effect the company should pay $147,000 into the 
Treasury. Now, Mr. Speaker, that would not be asubstitute for 
a bill extending the time within which this company shall change 
its motive power. 
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Mr. COOMBS. 
The gentleman from Tennessee has made his with great force. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is only endeavoring 
to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. COOMBS. I want the Chair to have my statement of the 
ease. There were two amendments pending to the bill. I was 
informed that no other amendment could then be made, but that 
a substitute for the whole bill would be in order. I therefore 
sent up to the desk the bill with the third section struck out and 
a provision substituted for that section, intending that the whole 
bill as thus sent up should be a substitute for the other, that 
being the yee Papen at the time for me to get the matter before 
the House. ere were two amendments pending at the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coons] offer his proposition as a substitute for. the 
entire bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. The third section. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has no distinct recol- 
lection with re to this matter; and the clerks advise the 
Chair that this substitute was not offe 

Mr. COOMBS. Then they did not understand me at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The question is, what did 
the gentleman from New York offer? I have asked the gentle- 
man to state What he offered. He says that so far as the first 
section is concerned he offered the identical provision of this bill; 
and so as to the second section; but that as to the third section 
he offered a substitute. Now, let that substitute for the third 
section be presented; and when it is presented our substitute is 
first in order, being offered by the committee; and if it be voted 
down, the gentleman’s substitute may be in order. But the gen- 
tleman’s statement is that so far as regards the first and second 
sections he offered the bill as already before the House, and that 
revit es change proposed by his amendment was in the third 
section. 

Mr. COOMBS. Butit was a very material amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I e that the amend- 
ment was very material; but I want this point of order settled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no point of order in- 
volved. It is simp 8 a question of fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from New 
York does not controvert it. 

Mr. COOMBS. The Chair can readily understand that there 
was no 1 for me to offer another amendment to the 
bill, and I could do was to offer a substitute for it. That I 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. A substitute for what? 

Mr. COOMBS. For the whole bill, leaving the first and sec- 
ond sections as they were, and changing merely the third. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s own statement 
shows that he offered a substitute for the entire bill. That 
would not have been in order at the time for a vote until the 
completion of the bill. The third section of the bill is under 
consideration, and the Committee on the District of Columbia 
offer a substitute for that section. As soon as the text of the bill 
is perfected a substitute for the whole bill will be inorder. The 

ntleman from New York offered his substitute for the entire 


Mr. COOMBS. That is correct. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Thecommittee's substitute, then, 
is first in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, this bill is being read by sections for amendment. Now, 
could the gentleman from New Vork, after we had passed over 
the first and second sections and reached the third section, offer 
a substitute for the entire bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was done before the agree- 
ment was entered into, by unanimous consent, to consider the 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us have 
a perfect understanding as to the parliamentary status. My 
understanding was that, when the matter was up on the day the 
gentleman from New York offered his amendment, it was an 
amendment to section 3, and required the railroad company 
to pay into the treasury of the District of Columbia $147,000 be- 
fore this bill could take effect. My view of the situation, then, 
is this: I had prepared an amendment which was almost identi- 
cal in phraseo af eaters thatoffered by the gentleman from New 
York, but when he got the attention of the Chairman and of- 
fered his amendment, in looking it over I saw that it covered 
substantially the grounds of the amendment that I desired to 
offer, so that I did notoffer mine formally. The situation, then 
is such that we are entitled to a vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York to section 3. And what I wish 
to know from the Chairman is this, can we now have a vote on 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York to section 3? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Section 3is pending, and to that 


Now, may I be allowed to make my statement? 


section a substitute has been offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
hessee representing the committee. The original text is open 
to amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I will offer as an amend- 
ment to the substitute of the committee the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York,and have it pending. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Let the question bestated clearl 
from the desk. Gentlemen offer ame mts and then proc 
to debate them, which 3 generally results in confusion. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Hlinois. My amendment is an amendment 
to the substitute of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York is offered to section 3 as printed in 
the original bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But TI offer this amendment to the 
the substitute proposed by the committee, 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
send up his amendment? ` 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I offer this as a substitute for the 
substitute of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order at 
this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Ishould have stated as an amend- 
ment to the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
now offers the following amendment to the substitute, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That said com shall, within ninety days after the 
de tne bine Coltinbla he eu of lee. ea fa eaae ot th 

maun 
all rights under this bill Shali be forte ited, aud this act held for: naught. oe 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
point of order I make is this: If the Chair will turn to page 2863 
of the RECORD he will find that the gentleman from New York 
per CoomBs], moved to strike out section 3 and insert the fol- 

owing: 

Provided no right or privilege shall accrue to said company under this act 
until said company have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
for the benefit of the District of Columbia the sum of $147,507.05. 

This amendment was offered as a substitute for section 3. 
Now, the Committee on the Districtof Columbia have the right 
to perfect the text of the bill, and have a right to offer an 
amendment to section 3, and they have offered this compromise 
substitute agreed upon in the manner I have stated, and it is 
first to be voted upon. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They offer this as the 
third section of the bill, and if the gentleman from New York 
now proposes to offer what has been read as a substitute for the 

n amendment of the committee, why of course he would 

ve a right to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to offer what has been read as an amend- 
ment to the substitute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. An amendment to the 
substitute offered by the committee? 3 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then it is not germane. 
The substitute we have offered leaves the matter to the court 


of appeals of the District of Columbia to ascertain what in- 
gpu ness there is and requires them to pay if there is any 
ound. 


This amendment that he offers is not germane to that amend- 
ment, and I make that point of order; because if that amend- 
ment is agreed to, it does away with the substitute that itis pro- 
posed to amend, and would not fit at all. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman can very easily 
make it fit,“ by moving to strike out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But he has not done that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is what I do, Mr. Speaker. 
I offer it in the manner suggested by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the propo- 
sition as the gentleman offers it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words of the substitute, and insert the following language: 

That the said eign foes shall, within ninety care after the passage of 
this Syd at to the D t ot Columbia the sum of 147,507.05: and in case 
of the ure of said company to pay said amount within the time herein 
diet ine rights under this bill shall be forfeited, and this act held for 
naug 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, before I offered the 
amendment that has just been read by the Clerk, I rose to state 
some objections that occurred to me to the substitute that has 
been pre d by this self-constituted committee, and that has 
been at the Clerk’s desk. 


It proposes to give this company a retrial on a case that was 
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fully determined t it in the nisi prius court here in the 
District of Columbia, under which it was required to pay into 
the treasury of the District of Columbia over $147,000. 

Now, the objection that I have to the substitute of the com- 
mittee is, that one of the original propositions in the way of de- 
fenss that was urged by the railroad company against the orig- 
inal suit was that it had no legal notice of the improvements 
that were made along the line of the street over which the road 
ran, and hence should not be held liable for the expense that 
was incurred. s 

In other words, the railroad company admitted practically in 
its pleadings that the city had expended $147,000, for which the 
company would have been liable if it had had legal notice. In 
addition to that they also urged the plea of the statute of limi- 
tations. The Supreme Courtof the United States, in passing 
upon this question, limited their judgment to the one question 
alone of the limitations of law, barring the right of the District 
to recover. Itis 3 in the amendment that is offered to 
eliminate that defense, but it is not proposed to eliminate the 
defense of want of notice. 

Now, I submit that before this railroad company is permitted 
to have the privileges and advantages that will accrue to it un- 
der this legislation, that it shall not only withdraw the plea of 
the statute of limitations—which is a onest plea in itself, an 
immoral plea, and one that is never offered except by those who 
desire to win by a defense which is almost akin to fraud—but 
withdraw also the plea of want of notice. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 8 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman as a lawyer 
state here, in the presence of lawyers, that the plea of the stat- 
ute of limitations is a plea that is never interposed except for the 


ee of fraud? 
r. HOPKINS of Illinois. The plea of the statute of limita- 
lions is regarded as a dishonest plea. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. s not the gentleman know 
that the principal ground for the statute of limitations is the pre- 
vention of fraud, it is presumed that after a certain 
length of time changes may occur, witnesses may die or leave the 
jurisdiction—thatit is interposed upon the ground that the claim 

a stale one? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is a statute of repose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Put it on that ground; a statute 
of repose is very different from a statute of fraud. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is never interposed by a man 
who wants to pay his honest debts. 

A costing R pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
ex $ 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask tbat I have five minutes 
more time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have debated this 
matter for three weeks, and I shall have to object to any exten- 
sion beyond five minutes, to anybody, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Can I not have a little further 
time to explain my opposition? I have been interrupted in m 
8 the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the gentleman from IIlino 
have five minutes further time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois 
[Me HOPKINS]asks unanimous consent to be allowed to proceed 

or five minutes further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
ts gentleman from Illinois will be allowed to proceed for five 

utes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Indiana asked me several questions as to when the plea of 
the statute of limitations is interposed. It is always interposed 
to defeat aclaim, not upon its merits, but upon a technicality, 
and is always looked upon with disfavor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. -By whom? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Men who are honest and fair and 
8 in their transactions never interpose a plea of that 

Now, this railroad company in this so-called understanding 
has agreed to withdraw this plea; and I submit, coupled with 
that, it should also withdraw the defense of wantof legal notice 
respecting the improvements that were made over and along 
these ane Dy the Districtof Columbia. I see no reason why 
this case should not be litigated upon its merits by withdraw- 
ing both these pleas, which are pa technical. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But if the gentleman will par- 
don me, his amendment does not go to that. His amendment 
rests on the demand of a certain sum of money. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am not speaking of my amend- 
ment at this moment, but am attempting to show that the com- 
mittee substitute should not be adopted unless amended. 

Now, Mr. S er, this whole question has been before Con- 
gress two or three different times. I have before me the statutes 
of the United States, where in 1891 this identical question was 
before Congress, and this railroad company was then required 
to pay this judgment, with interest and costs, within a ted 
time or else its charter should be forfeited. The sum at that 
time was stated to be over 8147, 000. Now, instead of doing that, 
the railroad company went into the courts to defeat the will of 
Congress. It went into the eourt and fought this claim, not upon 
its merits, as I have said, but upon various technicalities. It 
now comes back here with what gentlemen are pleased to call a 
compromise, a compromise which means a practical surrender to 
the company. 

It seems to me that when it is within the power of Congress 
to settle this whole question, it is infinitely batter for us toadopt 
the amendment that I propose, to compel this railroad company 
to pay into the Treasury of the District of Columbia the $147,- 
000, than to permit it again to go into the courts of this District 
and relitigate this question. That Congress was satisfied that 
it ought to pay is solemly expressed in the statute before me. 
Why should we attempt to repeal or modify that expression of 
Congress_by the adoption of the section which is proposed by 
the gentleman here to-day? I say, Mr. Speaker, as I said the 
other day, that this franchise of this company that is forfeited 
is worth half a million dollars. If it were put up at auction it 
would bring that to-day. 

This railroad company is to get all these privileges, all these 
rights that are suggested in this bill by the payment of the pal- 
try sum of $147,000; and Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that instead of 
going any further along the line suggested by the Committee on 
the District of Colum we had better cut the Gordian knot 
by the adoption of the amendment I have 2 and let 
the question end there; and if this company then fails to 
this amount of money within the time specified, let some other 
company have, on such terms as the House shall grant, the au- 
thority of constructing and maintaining a railroad along and 
over the streetsnow occupied by this company. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that when this bill first came up I was opposed to it. Being a 
member of the Distriet Committee, I ee the passage of the 
bill as it was originally presented. Subsequently, when the rep- 
resentative of this railroad company and members of the com- 
mittee showed a disposition to have the question settled by an 
appeal to a court com: of men of learning and ability, I con- 
sented that we should confer original jurisdiction u that 
court to hear and determine thiscase upon its merits. ə rail- 
road company was willing to submit its case to the court of ap- 
peals, and the District of Columbia, through its United States 
attorney and through the District attorney, consented that it 
should so referred, by conferring upon that court original 
jurisdiction to try the case upon its merits according to the 
original transcript of the record as filed in the Supreme Court 
of the District, or to take new evidence if the court desired. I 
see nothing improper in that. 5 

I do not believe, asa matter of law, that the Congress of the 
United States has power to assess a railroad company in any 
certain sum. I know that the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia did assess $147,000 against this railroad company on a 
fair and regular trial, and I was in favor of the company pay- 
ing that amount of money into the treasury of the District; but 
after investigating all the cases that bear upon the subject I do 
not believe it is within the power of Congress to assess a railroad 
com: or an individual in any certain sum of money. That 
is not the lawful way to proceed in this matter; and as the com- 
pany were willing to submit the case upon its merits, to bo set- 
tled according’ to the rights of the respective parties, I con- 
sented to this amendment, which I assisted in preparing and 
I ers that it will protect the Government fully in all its 
rights. 

With regard to the question of notice, I beg to say to my 
friend from Illinois that I belieye the record itself eontains suf- 
ficient notice to the railroad company; but if it does not, I am 
willing to accept an amendment providing that the company 
shall waive the plea as to notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well,donot you think that ought 
to be inserted in the amendment, in order to save all doubt? 


Mr. ABBOTT. I believe, as I have already said, that the 
record itself contains all the notice necessary. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I doubt that; but even so, why not 
rovision in the amendment? 
BOTT. There isa letterfrom the president of the 
company to the Commissioners, in which he says that the com- 


put this 
Mr. 
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pany would like to have the privilege of putting down their 
crossties in advance of the paving of those streets. That letter 
is in the record, and is in itself evidence of notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If you believe that, and the rep- 
resentatives of the railroad company assent to that proposition 
in their conversation with you, why not put the matter beyond 
dispute by inserting in your amendment a provision requiring 
the company to waive the question of notice? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Because the attorney of 
the United States does not want it in there, and neither does 
the attorney of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The attorney of the United States 
has no more to do with the question than we have—indeed, not 
near so much, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, these learned at- 
torneys, who are familiar with the case from the beginning, do 
not desire any such provision. 

Mr. STALLINGS, It could not hurt anything to put it in 
there, could it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I donot know about that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinots. This is a matter which is before 
Congress, and it is the duty of Congress to protect the public in- 
terest, and such a stipulation would protect them in that par- 
ticular at least. 

Mr. ABBOTT. You, as a lawyer, know that an act done offi- 
cially, under the authority of a public charter like that of this 
Sec age A would be in itself sufficient evidence of notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well; but why aot make the 
a sa ao ee and thus put the matter beyond debate? 

Mr. BOTT. So far as I am concerned, I haye not the 
slightest objection. 

Mr. HOP. S of Illinois. Then, why do not you gentlemen 
who have agreed upon this amendment insert that provision? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think it is absolutely unnecessary, because 
the record itself contains full notice. Ican not imagine how the 
courts could possibly hold that the railroad company was igno- 
rant of the facts, in view of the letters in the record showing 
that they had notice, and that they asked the privilege of 
putting down their crossties in advance of the paving of those 
streets. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Was it not one of the defenses of 
the railroad company that they had not had a legal notice? 

Mr. ABBOTT. They did make that point, and the District 
met it with the evidence of which I have spoken. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the company made that 
defense, and if you desire to eliminate it from the case here- 
after, ida not require them to stipulate to waive the question 
of notice 

Mr. ABBOTT. As I have said, so far as I am concerned, I 
have no objection to it. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

n motion of Mr. HEARD, by unanimous consent, Mr. AB- 
BOTT’s time was extended for five minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Texas to this language in the amendment which he says 
he has agreed to: ‘‘ Jurisdiction to hear and determine said case 


_withouta jury, upon the pleas and issues and proofs therein, 


other than the pleas and issues relating to the statute of limita- 
tions.” That reserves to this company the right to plead the 
want of notice, and unless you exclude that by an express pro- 
vision, I think the point of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS] is well taken; for you expressly provide that the suit 
shall be heard and determined upon the pleas and issues in the 
case other than the statute of limitations. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want to say to my friend from Arkansas[Mr. 
TERRY] that the agreement was that this case might be tried 


as an original case by the court of appeals. That court, under 
existing law, has not original jurisdiction of the case; but by 
this bill we propose to confer such jurisdiction, to try the case 


on its merits as it was tried in the courts below. e did not 
intend to make a new case for the court of appeals; we did not 


intend to bring in any new issues. But the railroad company 
asked us (and I think it was fair and right) that the case might 
be tried as it was before. 


Mr. TERRY. Was not the allegation of want of notice one 
of the pleas when the case was tried before? 
Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TERRY. And you expressly reserve to the company the 
ht to Seb a by this bill? 

r. ABBOTT. We reserve to them every right which they 
had in the courts below. I would not deprive them of any such 
right. Iam willing that there shall be a fair and honest trial 
of the case on its merits according to the record. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Right there I hope the gentle- 
man will allow me a moment. The officer whose duty it was to 
give the railroad company this notice was one of the largest 


stockholders in the company; and it is claimed that he did not 
give the company legal notice; that was one of the company's 
defenses. Now, in order to avoid that technicality it seems to 
me this House ought to eliminate that matter from the new case 
which is to be prepared; by saying in this amendment that the 
company waives question as to notice before this improve- 
ment was made. 

Mr. ABBOTT. My friend will remember that this case went 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, where judgment was 
rendered in favor of the railroad company on account of the bar 
of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That was the only point discussed. 

Mr. ABBOTT. That was the only point decided by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Now, according to the pres- 
ent recommendation of the committee, this case is to be tried 
again just as it was tried before the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. We do not desire to make a new case. If 
this company owes the United States this money L am in favor 
of making it pay; but by your amendment you can not adjudi- 
cate the case, but settle it here without a hearing. 

aS HOPKINS of Illinois. I am speaking of your amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ABBOTT. By your amendment you undertake to ad- 


judicate the question here in Congress; and this House is not a 


court; we can not adjudicate the rights of these parties; and un- 
less we forced the company to waive its right to interpose the 
plea of the statute of limitations we could never have it adjudi- 
cated at all. As a representative of the interests of the people 
I was in favor of having this matter adjudicated upon its merits. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I think the gentleman and I can 
understand each other. Here is the point I make: The railroad 
company, in addition to the plea of the statute of limitations, 
interposed the defense that no legal notice had been served on 
it prior to the making of the improvements which would require 
it to make ayment. I understand that was one of their pleas. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Ladmit that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, the officer of the Government 
whoshould have given the railroad company this notice was the 
largest stockholder in the company. If the company did not 
receive legal notice, it was because one of the stockholders of 
ee perc oi whose duty it was to give notice, kept that notice 

c 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How do you know that? 

Mr, ABBOTT. The record does show notice; and it shows 
that the president of the company addressed the board of public 
works on that very question. The company, as I believe, did 
have notice. But if it should appear that they did not have 
notice, and if this sum of money was assessed against the railroad 
company without legal notice, that was a wrong from which they 
ought not tosuffer. Ido not propose to deprive the company 
or any right it may have, except the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Texas answer me one 
question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. It seems that we have now reduced this contro- 
versy to a question as to notice. Now, the question of notice 
about a matter of litigation does not go to the merits. I think the 
gentleman will concede that. Now, what is the objection to the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman on the other side? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I have said that there is none, so far as I am 
concerned. 

Mr. COX. It is said here that the company desires to have 
this controversy settled on its merits. Now, why should they 
oren fo waiving the point of notice which they have relied on 
before? : 

Mr. ABBOTT, I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. COX. That does not answer my question. s 

Mr. ABBOTT. But I want to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion, as a lawyer: If a judgment should be rendered in the cir- 
cuit court or any other court of the State of Tennessee against 
him, without notice having been served upon him of the filing 
of the suit or the character of the suit, would he think it right 
in me to deprive him of his defense on that ground in such a 
suit? 

Mr. COX. Asa matter of course, I would answer ‘ no.” 

Mr. ABBOTT. Ofcourse you would. 

Here the hammer fell.} 
Ir. COX. Just one more question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Texas pe ABBOTT] has expired. 

Mr. COX. Iask consent that the gentleman from Texas be 
allowed one minute longer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
gentleman from Texas will have the additional time. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. COX. Now your controversy lies on the statute of limi- 
tations and the question of notice? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No; the limitation is waived. 

Mr. COX. I desire now to ask my friend from Texas as a law- 

er if he does not know that the question of notice does not go 
tothe merits, but is a matter of detail? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will state to the gentleman that a notice is 
necessary. Iadmit that itis proper; and I contend that the 
record in this case shows a notice to the railroad company. If 
the gentleman will examine the record in the case he is bound 
to RAMIS that proper notice was given to them and that they had 
full knowledge of the existence of the orders of the court. 

Mr. COX. As a question of fact I would ask whether the no- 
tice was given or not. I do not pretend to say. But I do not 
see, and that is the point to which I wish to ask the gentleman’s 
attention, why the railroad company objects to waiving the 
question of notice? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I do not know that they do object. 

. Mr.COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I am not alawyer. I am a lay- 
man. I have no 3 against corporations. L acknowledge 
and appreciate their value in many ways. But I want corpora- 
tions to stand, in relation to their rights, just exactly beside 
the individual citizen, and no better. That is what I am con- 
tending for in this case, and have been contending for for the 
three days that this matter has been before the House. 

It is not denied that these assessments were made for improve- 
ments, and thoseagainst private citizens have been paid by them. 
Those citizens who did not pay their assessments had their prop- 
erty advertised and sold. is railroad company ed to 
slip out of immediate payment, in that they did not stand on an 
equality with the citizens. They have managed to elude pay- 
ment for all of these years; and now at this late day they come and 
ask that the interests of the District of Columbia shall be 
put in peril by anewtrial. There is no Suggestion on this floor 
that the other trial was nota fair one. There have been two trials 
and both have been fair. 5 

Mr. ABBOTT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. COOMBS. I can not yield for an interruption. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But the gentleman is away off. You are 
not stating the facts of the case accurately. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
declines to yield. 

Mr. COOMBS, The gentlemen can correct in their own time, 
if they think there is any misapprehension as to what is at issue. 
When this case was brought up on appeal, it was laid aside, and 
the judgment was vacated simply on the plea of the statute of 
limitation. 

Mr. Speaker, I need not go into that point. That has been 
covered by gentlemen here who are conversant with the law. 
But what I want is simply this: If that assessment was right and 
proper for the private citizens of the District to pay, it was right 
and proper for the railroad cai od Ba ay e citizens paid 
it or suffered for their failure. e ad company eluded it, 
and now ] do not want Congress to help them elude it any 
longer. 

A question has been raised here that the railroad company did 
not occupy some of the streets for which they were assessed. 
That may be, but the company had the privilege of occupying 
the streets; they retained their rights to do so, and these rights 
have grown steadily and largely in value. Their rights grew 
in value by these very improvements made in the streets as well 
as by the improvement of adjacent property. 

As I said at the beginning, sir, Ido not want to appear here 
as an oppressor of a corporation; but I do not want to be here 
either as an apologist for a corporation which seems to have 

‘eluded its just responsibilities to the District. I do not want 
Congress to help them by giving another chance to avoid the 
payment of what they owe. I think we should insist upon their 
phe of the assessments before granting them any addi- 

onal privileges, thus forcing them to stand upon the same 
ground as private individuals. 

Mr. NORTHWAY was reco; ed. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word further, 
and for that Pee move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair has recognized the 

entleman from Ohio, and will then recognize the gentleman 
rom Texas later. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the members 
of this House who favored compelling this company to pay $147,- 
000 into the Treasury; but since there has been an . 
{ng that it should be reported back to the committee to see if an 
agreement could be entered into between those persons who 
are directly interested in it, and inasmuch as such an agreement 
has been reached to all intents and purposes, I shall favor the 
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adoption of the report of the committee as the best settlement 
of the matter. 

Ido not believe that itis proper to stand here and say that the 
District has not been represented when its officers have assented 
to the agreement. As well may a person say that the people of 
this country had not been represented when Congress has as- 
sented to a particular character of legislation. 

Now, it appears that this is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee. There is one objection to the whole of it, and it is the 
one to which the attention of the committee has been called. 
This provision compels the company to waive one technical 
plea, to wit, the plea of the statute of limitations. The want 
of notice is another technical plea. Why not compel them to 
waive all technical pleas and go at once to the merits of the 
ease? The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] asks a very 
pertinent question. Why not compel them to waive both of 
these technical pleas and go at once to the merits of the case? 

With the merits of the case I have nothing todo. The Dis- 
trict of Columbia has assented to this. The United States con- 
sents to it, Congress consents to it, and I can see no harm to come 
to anybody; but Ido believe that we should compel this com- 
pany to waive both technical pleas, the one of notice as well as 
the statute of limitations. 

Now, one other thing that I want to call the attention of the 
committee to. It is not for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment, but to ask the attention of the committee to see whether 
Iam right or not. They say: 

Provided, That this act shall not take effect until said company shall file 
in said court of appeals its consent in writing, etc. 

Suppose they do not file their consent under six months. 
There is no law to compel them to do anything, and the rights 
of the people are in abeyance. When will the law take effect? 
Not until the company has done something. But Pippone y 
want to gain time, and fail to filə their consent for six months 
Can they be compelled to do anything, and what becomes of the 
rights of the District of Columbia during that time? 

I think that idea should be stricken out of this act. It ought 
not to be allowed to take effect upon some act to be done by the 
railroad company, but they ought to be compelled to do some- 
thing, and the act should not hang upon their consent; for they 
may not consent within six months or a year, and if they do not, 
what becomes of the rights of the District? I know it is pro- 
vided that the year shall commence to run upon the approval of 
the act, but if it does not take effect until the company shall do 
something, to wit, until they file some record in the court; then 
what becomes of the rights of the District? I do not believe we 
should have in an act of Congress anything under which such 
a complication might arise. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman hold that the 
this condition into this law prevents the act from 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It says so: 

Provided, That this act shall not take effect, etc. 


Mr. HEARD. That is, as to the benefits to be given to the 
company. 
ORTHWAY. Oh, no. 


utting of 
g effect? 


Mr. 
; Mr. HEARD. Task the gentleman for his construction of that 

aw. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I am calling the attention of the com- 
mittee to it. I fear there would be a double construction here, 
which would make trouble, and it ought to be stricken out, so 
that there could be no question about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do not strike it out, but 
make them file their acceptance. 

Mr. COX. In the agreement that is made between the con- 
flicting interests the statute of limitations is waived. There 
is no trouble inunderstanding the legal resultof that. Another 
question is presented, as to whether the company had the proper 
legal notice. That point is not waived. That is just as techni- 

as the statute of limitations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will my colleague ex- 
plain what notice he understands was not given? 

Mr. COX. I understand that a certain notice was required to 
be given to the company, and the company claim they did not 
get that. As to the character of the notice, I do not pretend to 


say. 

Nir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what I want to 
getat. 

Mr. COX. You shall have it. If it is a notice that is impor- 
tant, why then it is exactly like the statute of limitations in its 
results. If it is a notice that is unimportant, why is there ob- 
jection to waiving it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will my friend from Tennessee allow me 
just a moment right there? 4 5 

Mr. COX 


. Yes. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I want to call attention to what occurred 


ae ETES 


P 
Se 
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two weeks ago to-day upon this very subject. I read from the 
RECORD: 

Mr. COGSWELL. I ask the gentleman from eres HEPBURN] if, at the 
next District day, we present an amendment shall leave this to the 
ors of appeals, sufficiently guarded, will that satisfy his opposition to the 


Mr. HEPBURN, So far as I am concerned, it will. If there can be an ad- 
judication of the real merits of this matter 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of the indebtedness? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of the indebtedness, without the interposition of any tech- 
nical defense, for the want of notice or the statute of limitations, ete. 

Mr. COX. Now, let me ask my friend if this want of notice, 
whatever may bo its character, is an important question in the 
litigation, and you have submitted the matter to your arbitrator, 
the court of appeals of the District of Columbia suppose the 
case up there and the railroad makes its defense upon the 

uestion of notice—it has waived the plea of the statute of 
ene, It is true but it makes this question, as I said, of no- 
tice, that it has not been brought properly before the court, or 
some other question of that kind, that is a bar to the action. 
Then, I submit to my colleague from Tennessee, how is it possible 
to ever reach the merits of the case? 

nin th the court decides in favor of want of proper notice, 
you will never reach the merits of the case; and then as a re- 
sult the railroad company gains the suit upon a technicality and 
the District of Columbia is defeated upon a technicality which 
is equivalent to the statute of limitations, because it is a bar to 
the action. Now, then, if it is important, why not waive it and 
go to the merits? If itis unimportant, you would be willing to 
waive it. That is the only question in my mind. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the chairman of the 
committee if I am wrong in making a statement of facts upon 
which my judgment and opposition to this bill shallrest. Is it 
or not a t some years ago this company was chartered 
and certain conditions imposed as a consideration for the char- 
ter; that it should perform those conditions without technical- 
ity, or what at that time was unquestionably the intent of the 
power that gave the charter? That it did not comply with the 
conditions of this charter as granted between the people of the 
District and this Government as a part taxpayer is the conten- 
tion that has arisen. 

The rights of corporate interests in every legislative body 
unfortunately, in this country, find too many ready advocates, 
and the people, alas, are seldom heard. If the people of this 
District wentinto the courts and were heard, and the courts de- 
cided that in equity aud justice they were right, and this rail- 
road corporation, through mere technicalities and the delay that 
follows unfortunately in the practice of the law, has been able 
to take advantage of the people of the District and the Govern- 
ment asa co- ayer, in refusing to pay what it agreed to at 
the time, itisa time for it to come to this House and ask 
for relief. It will be a dangerous thing for this Congress to 
pass a bill favoring a corporation which refuses to do its duty 
under the contract it made with the people of this District. 

Look at the latter section of the bill. It presents to me the 
wooden horse at Troy; and I am not one of those who trust the 
Greeks when they bring gift horses; andI am one of those who 
refuse, as a member of this body, to make any agreement as acon- 
dition precedent for giving away the rights of the peoples; or 
exercising the power of a member of the Legislature for the in- 
terest of any corporation against the rights of the people. There 
is clearly an attempt on the part of this corporation and its friends 
on the floor of this House to dicker with the Congress of the 
United States; to say to the Congre of the United States, if 
you give us what we want we will do something you want. 

We ought to say to them, if you will do what the people of the 
District of Columbia want and what we had a right to expect, 


then we will give you what you ask. But I believe it is a safe 


rule always to keep what you have until you get what: you want. 
In this matter I believe the Congress of the United States should 
keep what they have, the right to deal with this company be- 

oad the technicalities which it has covered itself with asa 
8 against the rights of the people. I am opposed to this 
measure in every form until that corporation is brought to its 
senses. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 


man in his remarks said he wanted to ask questions aboutsome- 


thing in the bill. Will the 
Mr. DUNN. Thave asked 


entleman now state his question? 
equestions already in my speech. 


Is not there a contention between the people and this corporation 


— the payment of $147,000 claimed to be due? Is that a 
b 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There has been a suit 
about that. 


Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that is a suit which 
has been decided long since, and in favor of the company. 

Mr. DUNN. On a technicality? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was decided on a. ples 
of the statute of limitations. fi 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, yes; well, then 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The merits of the pleas 
have never been tried. Now, this bill is a general proposition 
to submit the question anew to the court, eliminating the plea 
of the statute of limitations, and letting the court try the merits 
of the pleas that never have been tried. 

Mr. DUNN. There is not a man who has read the case and 
studied it carefully who does not know that in equity and justice 
the people of the District of Columbia are entitled to the money 
they claim from this company: and if the railroad company de- 
fended itself upon a technicality against the rightful claim of 
the people, it is our duty to protect the people and to so frame this 
bill as to prevent the corporation from inter posing another tech- 
nicality to again deprive them of their righis. 

Let us say to this corporation: “ Until you have performed all 
your duties, eliminated all your technicalities, and served the 
people as you have undertaken to do when you got your charter, 
and as you ought to do in justice, we praosan no facilities 
for covering yourselves again under any technical plea, or for- 
warding your private interest at the expense of the people of 
this District.” 

Mr. ABBOTT. A want to say this to the gentleman from 
New Jersey: It is true that there was a judgment rendered by 
the courts of the: District of Columbia against this railroad com- 
pany for a hundred and forty-seven thousand and some odd dollars, 
and that judgment was affirmed by the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict. at is true, and I was opposed to the p of any bill 
for the relief of this company until they shall have complied 
with what was right and proper under that judgment. 

Mr. DUNN. Then why do not we take that ground here 
now? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will ask the gentlemanas alawyer whether 
he holds that we can, by a legislative act, affirm or revive a 
judgment that has been overruled by the N weg Court of the 

nited States and again make it valid and binding? 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman wants me to answer that ques- 
tion I tell him that, having the legislative power in our hands, 
we can compel this corporation todo justice to the People, by 
withholding what they want. until they consent to do justice. 
That is the whole case. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want toask the gentleman this question: 
Does he not know that the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia is composed of honorable: men, men of character and 
ability, men learned in the law, and if this is a right and proper 
claim is he not willing to submit it to the decision of those 
men? 

Why should we deny to this railroad company, or to any citi- 
zen or corporation, the right tobe heard in the courts and to in- 
terpose whatever meritorious defense they may have? I admit 
that the plea of the statute of limitations is not a meritorious 
defense, and I know that the company took advantage of that 
plea to defeat the claimof the District for this indebtedness and 
took the case out of court on that ground; but I again ask the 
gentleman why not submit this case on its merits to the judg- 
ment of these three honorable lawyers, men selected because of 
their ability and their learning in the law? 

What have we to do here with reviving a judgment which, so 
far as the law is concerned, is now dead, so that no execution 
can be issued upon it? We have no claim W ee this railroad 
company except what L believe is an equitable one, for I believe 
the company owes this money. I do not hesitate to say that; 
but we have no power to reach them in that matter by legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, we have; by defeating their measures here. 

Mr. ABBOTT. We have no power unless to submit the mat- 
ter to the decision of arbitrators, and this amendment means 
simply that, when we confer original jurisdiction upon this 
court of ap to hear and determine the case upon its merits. 
Now, I would like to know whether the gentleman himself, if 
there was a judgment rendered against. him without notice, 
would not contest it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 


Suppose the gentleman knew asa mat- 
ter of fact that he was Pose 


but there was a technical defect in 
the summons, if you were going to give him a rehearing would 
you not take away from him the mge t to present a technical de- 
fense on the ground of a defect in the summons? 

Mr. ABBO I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that if 


he will examine the record in 4 Mackay’s Reports he can not 
ook yes convinced that there was notice to the company. 
+ WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the company 
want of notice? 
Mr. ABBOTT. Les, sir. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, does not the very fact 
that.they did make that plea, altho 


plead 


ugh they had aetual knowl- 
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eäge of the matter, show that they are expecting to avoid judg- 
mentupon that or some other technical ground? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Would you, as a lawyer, insist that you or 
any other party could bs brought into court without proper no- 
tice, and if you had not received such notice would you waive 
that plea? I think we ought not to ask them to waive anything 
but the plea of the statute of limitations; we ought simply tore- 
quire them to agree to retry the case on the record, on the same 
record as before, and not upon the record as we might desire it 
to be, for if we were to insist upon their waiving anything more 
than their plea of the statute of limitations we might as well de- 
clare at once that we rendered judgment against them. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman admit that this corporation 
owe the District of Columbia this money? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think they owe the money. 

Mr. DUNN. What have they ever done in regard to making 
an equitable settlement? Have they done anything whatever? 
They have simply sat down and said We want to have our 
way,” and now gentlemen here seem to be willing to help them 
by disarming the people of the District in the prosecution of 
this claim. > 

Mr. ABBOTT. I have already said that thecompany pleaded 
the statute of limitations and defeated the claim in that way. 

Mr. DUNN. Well, I say to you from all that I can read and 
hear of the conduct of the company in this matter 

Mr. ABBOTT. $ pneg to the gentleman fora question, but 


I can not give him all my time. 
Here the hammer fell. 
y unanimous consent Mr. ABBOTT’S time was extended for 
three minutes. 


Mr. ABBOTT. I am sincerely of o n that. the railroad 
company is indebted to the District of Columbia. I was of that 
2 before. When I was on the floor two weeks ago I took 

t position. But ifwe propose now to refer this matter to the 
courts to be settled and determined according to the merits of 
the case, why not adopt a proposition which does so in fact? I 
would not say to the gentleman from New Jersey, if a judgment 
had been rendered against him without notice, that the judg- 
ment should be final and binding upon him. So, if this railroad 
company was not served with notice, then, as a matter of justice, 
it ought to be allowed to interpose this asa defense. I believe 
the company was served with notice. The record shows it; the 
report in Fourth Mackey shows it. But if there is any good 
ground for this defense at all, let the company have the advan- 
tage of it. Let it try the case upon the merits as shown by the 
record—not as the merits may appear to the mind of Congress. 

As I have said, i believe that the railroad company owes this 
money. That has been, and is still, my opinion. But what ob- 
jection is there tothe proposition we now make to confer upon 
the court of appeals A ps jurisdiction to try and determine 
this case upon the record? And if we unde to adopt such 
a poe let us not eliminate a part of the record and say 
that the court must try the case upon the record with a part 
eliminated? f 

Mr. DUNN. The gensemin admits that the railroad eom- 
pany owes the money 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think so. 

Mr. DUNN. ing so, what objection can there be to 
our saying to this company: Before you can obtain any new 
3 here for your benefit you must agree that the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall not be subjected to the uncertainty and 
cost 5 another suit toestablish a matter that has already been 

assed upon. 

* Mr. ABBOTT. My friend should understand that the United 
States district attorney and the attorney for the District of Co- 
lumbia have both assented to this proposition. They are both 
willing that the case shall be submitted in the manner we now 
propao to the court of appeals. Let me say also that the claim 

not for $147,000. That was the amount of the judgment. The 
claim is for $161,000. The United States, or the authorities of 
the District, contend that the company is indebted in that 
amount. We propose now to submit all these issues to the court. 

The SPE pro re. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] to 
the substitute proposed by the committee. 

The amendment of Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois was again read. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of justice 
and fairness, as between this company and the District of Colum- 
bia, this amendment ought not to be adopted. No man on this 


floor can say with the certainty which we ought to feel in such 
matters that the amount named in the amendment is the amount 
of the indebtedness of this company to the District. No man 
here can say with certainty whether the amount named is too 
small or too large, or whether anyamount atallisdue. I wasa 
mmittee on Appropriations which putupon an 
viding thata specified sum 


member of the 
appropriation bill the amendment pro 


should be paid by this company, in default of which it should 
forfeit its charter. Butsince that time, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, I have learned more about 
this case; and I say that no one listening day in and day out, 
week in and week out, as we have done, to a discussion of the 
merits of this case, can fairly say that we can determine in this 
way how much this company owes. 

This amendment, if adopted, is fraught with mischief and in- 
justice. If this company is indebted in any sum to the District 
of Columbia we want the company to pay every-cent thatit owes. 
On the other hand, if it does not owe anything, this committee 
does not want to compel it to pay anything. ; 

Mr. HULICK. What amount less than $147,000 does this 
company claim that it owes? Does it claim that it does not owe 
that amount? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The company claims that it has a defense 
against the whole assessment. 

Mr. HULICK. And that there is nothing due? 

Mr. COGSWELL. And that there is nothing due. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, one more question—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman is taking a good deal of my 
time; and I have only five minutes, 

Mr. HULICK. Is the opposition of the 8 to the pay- 
ment of this money based upon the technical defense of want 
of notice or upon some nb ess ground? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is based upon some eight or ten pleas 
invol the merits of the transaction. Among those pleas, I 
believe, is that of want of notice. 

Me. Speaker, two weeks ago we went over this whole matter; 
and, as I supposed, we adjourned with the understanding that 
we could agree upon some amendment which would allow the 
bill to go through. The people of this District want quick 
transportation along the route of-this road; they want the sub- 
stitution of some other motive power than horses, 

There are two sides to this question. There is one side, the 
public convenience, which demands some sort of legislation a 
the subject. It demands that this road shall be compelled to 
change its motive power. On the other hand, you have got to 
give the road some sort of legislation to enable them to do it. 

Now, I will say asa member of the committee, believing that 
something is due the District of Columbia, after I heard the full 
and fair explanation made by the road, it left me in doubt, as it 
left every other member of that committee in doubt, what the 
amount was. They came forward and said they had won their 
case in the cg tahoe Court of the United States on the plea of 
the statute of limitations. I did not take kindly to that plea, 
although it is sufficient if established. 

I think it is an unmanly, unfair,and cowardly plea. But they 
said they would waivethat, and would go into the court of appeals 
of this District and accept itsdecision as final in this matter, and 
would let the court, after an investigation of the facts, state what 
amount they owed the District, if they owed anything; that such 
amountshould be alien on their pro and that they would pay 
it in ninety days; and I sup we agreed on such an under- 
standing when this matter was up for consideration before, and 
we took the suggestion, whichI happened to make, into the com- 
mittee room; we had the road, we had the Government attorney, 
we had the District attorney present with the committee, and 
allagreed upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

I say now, Mr. 8 in the interest of fairness and justice 
that we can not adopt the particular amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a 
word in relation to the argument of my friend from Massachu- 
setts. I have no doubt whatever, of course, about the sincerity 
and honesty of his opinions or motives or of the expression that 
he has given here in opposition to the amendment I have of- 
fered. But Iam as firmly convinced from the lights I have that 
my amendment should prevail as he is that the amendment 
should be defeated and that of the gentleman from Tennessee 
adopted. And Idesire to call the attention of the Chair and the 
members of this House to astatementthat Mr. Justice Bradley, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, made in reference to 
this eg gb when it was under consideration before that 
court. e said: 


This was an action br by the District of Columbia in November, 1880, 
to recover from the Metropolitan Railroad Company the sum of $162,622.52. 
The alleged cause of action was work done and materials furnished the 


in paving streets and avenues in 
at various times in the years 1871, 1872, 1873, 1874, and 
1875, upon and in consequence of the neglect of the defendant—this railroad 
company—to do said work and furnish said materials in accordance with its 
duty as prescribed by its charter. 


Mr. COX. per charter? 


Mr. HOP of Illinois. Yes; thatisthe language of Judge 
Bradley— prescribed by its charter.” 


plaintiffi—that is, the District of Columbia— 
the of Was: 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, you will see that this question between the 
District of Columbia and the railroad company has been pend- 
ing for twenty-three years. Twenty-three years ago the com- 
pany declined to go on and make certain improvements as re- 
quired by the authoritiesof the Districtof Columbia, In 1880— 

or rather I should say prior to 1880—a suit was commenced 
` ainst itin the District court here, and a decision was had on 

e merits of the case. The District court overruled the plea 
of the statute of limitations, and the question of want of legal 
notice, and heard the case on its merits. After mature delib- 
eration by that court, giving full consideration to every defense 
that was urged by the company, a judgment for $147,000 was 
rendered against it. 

Now, if the company had been controlled in any degree with 
the spirit of fairness which has been expressed by my friend 
from Massachusetts on the floor to-day, it would twelve or four- 
teen years ago have paid into the treasury of the District of 
Columbia this judgment which was rendered against it. But 
instead of that, it appealed the case to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and urged the technical defense of the stat- 
ute of limitations. In this decision from which I have read, the 
court ignored the defense on the merits, ignored every question 
of merit, and decided it solely on the statute of limitations. 

Now, this question in 1890 and 1891 was again before Congress. 
At that time everything that could be urged in favor of the 
railroad company was presented to Congress, and after mature 
deliberation, by a formal enactment that is now a part of the 
statutes of this country, this railroad company was required to 
pay into the Treasury this judgment rendered against it some 

ourteen years ago, or in case of failure to forfeit its charter. 
What did the company do? Instead of complying with the ex- 
ressed will of Congress, it again went into the courts of the 
istrict, and to-day is seeking to invalidate this expressed will 
of the House and the Senate. Now I say, Mr. Speaker, that when 
this company comes into this body, as it does to-day, asking for 
an extension of its charter, asking for additional privileges 
that it can not exercise under its present charter, before we 
vote such privileges and such authority we should compel it to 
Lig Pg judgment, as expressed in my amendment. 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope we can now have 
a vote. I have not spoken upon this amendment to-day. We 
have had speeches upon it heretofore, four weeks ago to-day, 
and two weeks ago to-day. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS] has made this speech two or three times, and nearly 
every part of it has been controverted by gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia who have examined this 
gues tion: from its very foundation to its top. I undertake to say 
that the 5 has not stated the facts in the case fairly and 
exactly, in accordance with the equities of it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam not going into a re- 
argument of the question. : 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman point out in 
what respect my statement is incorrect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is incorrect in a num- 
ber of particulars, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I say my statement is borne out 
by the record. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I decline to yield to the 
gentleman. He has occupied the floor three or four times EAN 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is no reason why you should 
misrepresent me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I undertake to say that 
the gentleman has not been 5 Sek in his statement of the 
case. He says this company has been disputing this debt for 
more than twenty years. That is not correct. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The record shows it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itdoesnot show anything 
of the kind. He himself said the suit was begun in 1880. This 
work was done in 1872, 1873, 1874, and 1875, and there was no 
suit brought until 1878. This suit that the gentleman describes 
has never been tried upon its merits. There was a trial in the 
court below, in which the court erred in its judgment, not only 
upon the merits of the case, but upon the plea of the statute of 
limitations. The whole question was appealed to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and that court reversed the court 
below, but only rendered a decision upon the statute of limita- 
tions, because it was not necessary to go to the pleas touching 
the merits when it found the plea of the statute of limitations 
in favor of the company. Now, Mr. Speaker, without taking 
more time, I move the previous question upon this amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Was there a judgment rendered in the court be- 


low? - 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have debated this 
question now three times. We want to get to other District 


matters, and I demand the previous question. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee to 
withhold that motion a moment, to allow me to make a correc- 
tion of a statement that has been reiterated here two or three 
times, as to what the understanding was two weeks ago. 

8 RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In reference to that no- 
tice 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That question does not 
arise upon this amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but let me make this statement—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question, in order to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I quote again from the RECORD: 

Mr. COGSWELL. „ * * Now, I understand there is to be submitted a prop- 
osition—it was originally suggested by the corporation itself—that jurisdic- 
tion be given to the new court of appeals to consider a case which shall be 
made up, leaving it to that court to determine whether this company owes 
the District anyth: and if anything how much, and that the amount found 
one oy the court shall be paid by this company before this legislation takes 
effect. 

Mr. HEARD. The plea of the statute of limitations being barred and there 
being filed also a written waiver of all rights accruing to the company by 
virtue of the judgment rendered heretofore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that also waive this question of notice? 

Mr. CoGsSWELL. As I understand, it does. 4 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if my friend will 
draw an amendment which will be in order after this amend- 
ment is voted on, waiving the notice, there will be no objection 
to it. The gentleman has set himself right. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I only state this in justice to myself, be- 
cause if you had brought in such an amendment as you sug- 
gested I would have felt bound by thatagreement; but you have 
not done it, and therefore I felt at liberty to take the course I 
have taken to-day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I supposed our amend- 
aoe covered all the points. I now demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] demands the previous question on the 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand it on the pend- 
ing amendment, not on the substitute. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. On the pending amendment to 
the substitute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEARD. Isit the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Coomps] that is now offered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is the amendment of 
the gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HEARD. Is it not substantially the same thing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. Is not that offered as a substitute for the sub- 
stitute proposition of the committee? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Substantially, that is the fact. 

Mr.HEARD. Therefore, a vote for this substitute disposes 
of the charter. : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If my amendment is adopted it 

uires the company to pay the Varmest and gives it the 
privilege it asks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And suppose that is voted down, then this 
is a proposition conferring the privileges upon them now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am willing to have an 
amendment offered. 

Mr. STORER. I ask that the E amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. there be no objection, the 
Clerk will report the amendment tothe substitute offered by the 
gentieman from Illinois. 

The amendment to the substitute was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
demands the previous question on this amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Il- 
linois. 

Mr. COOMBS. Wait a moment—I would like to hear it read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has just been read. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in doubt. As man, 
as are in favor of the amendment to the substitute will rise an 
be counted. 

The House again divided; and there were ayes 60, noes 78. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois and Mr. COOMBS. No quorum, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
The eas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
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the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, Mr. HOPKINS. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 113, 
answered present 2, and not voting 129; as follows: 


YEAS—109. 

Aitken, , Dinsmore, Lane, Reilly, 
Alderson, Donovan, Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Dunn, wsm, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Durborow, Layton, Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. English, N. J. Lefever, Robertson, La. 
Barnes, 08, Lester, Russell, Conn 
Bartholdt, Epes, ucas, Russell, Ga, 
— 8 an. 1 Sayac; 

II. Tex. eary, ory, pe, 

. Goldzier, M N. V. Somers, 
Boatner, Grady, McAleer, Stallings, 
Branch, Hager. McCulloch, Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky Hainer. McDearmon, Strait, 

Bretz, Hammond, McGann, Talbert, S. C. 
Broderick, Bere Lein aoe 
‘an, arr’ c ITY, 
Bons, Hitt, McRae, Turner, Ga. 
B. Hopkins, III. Mercer, Turner, Va. 
Cabaniss, Hopkins, Pa. Moses, Updegraff, 
Cannon, Cal. Houk, Neill, arner, 
Coffeen, Hudson, O'Neill, Mo. Weadock 
Coombs. Hunter, ‘aschal, Whiting, 
Cooper, Tex. Ikirt, Payne, Williams, III. 
Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. m, Williams, Miss, 
Davis, Kem, Pendleton, Tex. Woomer. 
De Armond, es Pendleton, W.Va. 
Do Forest, Kribbs, Pigott, 
Denson, Kyle, Q A 
NAYS—113. 
Abbott, Covert, Jones, Reed, 
Alexander, Cox, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Avery, Crain, . Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Babcock, Curtis, Kans, Livingston, Robbins, 
Bankhead, Curtis, N. Y. Loud, Scranton, 
Belden, Dolliver, Loudenslager, Shell, 
Bingham, Doolittle, Maguire, Sperry. 
Black, Ga. ee Mahon, Stephenson, 
Blair, Ellis, Ky. h, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Oregon Martin, Ind Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Erdman, 5 McCall, Strong, 
Bundy, Everett, McCreary, Ky. Sweet, 
Cadmus, Funk, McDannold, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwell, Gardner, McDowell, acey, 
Oaminet Gear, McKaig, Tucker, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, McNagny, Tyler, 
Cannon, in. Gillett, Mass. Meredith, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caruth, Gresham, Milliken, Walker, 
Catchings, Grout, Money, Washington, 
Causey, Harmer, Montgomery, Waugh, 
Clark, Mo. Haugen, Northway, Wever, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockran, - Heard, Page, Wilson, Ohio 
Cockrell, Hermann, LF eases gpd Wilson, Wash. 
Cogswell, Hooker, Miss. ‘aynter, ise, 
Compton, Hulick, Perkins, Wright, Mass. 
Conn, Hutcheson, Pickler, 
Cooper, Fla. Izlar. Post, 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson, Ind. Randall, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—2. 
Dalzell, Shaw. 
NOT VOTING—129. 
Adams, Ky. gs, Holman. Schermerhorn, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hooker, N. Y. Settle, i 
Aldrich, Dingley, ý herman, 
Allen, Dockery, Johnson, Ohio Sible, 
Apsley, Draper, Lacey, Sickles, 
2 N Linton, Simpson, 
Baldwin, lish, Cal. Lisle, Smith, 
Bartlett, Fielder, Lockwood, Snodgrass, 

Colo. Fithian, Lynch, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Fletcher, Magnex Stevens 
Black, Ma l, Stockdale, 
Bland, Funston, McCleary, Minn. Stone, C. W. 

n. Gillet, N. Y. McEttrick, Straus, 
Boutelle, ht, McLa wanson, 
Bower, N.C. Gorm Meiklejohn, Talbott, Md. 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, Meyer, arsney, 
Brattan, Gr Moon, Tawney, 
Brickner, Grosvenor, Morgan, Taylor, Ind. 
Brosius, Grow, Morse, Thomas, 
Brown, Haines, Murray, 85 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Mutchler, Van Voorhis, N, Y. 
Burrows, Hall, Mo. Newlands, Wadsworth, 

ps . Harter, ates, anger, 
Chickering, Hartman, Outhwaite, Wells, 
Childs, Hatch, nce, Wheeler, III. 
Clancy, Heiner, Phillips, hite, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, III. Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 

b. Mo. Henderson, Iowa Price, Wolverton, 

Cooper, Ind. H erson, N.C y, Woodard. 
Hend Rayner, Wright, Pa. 
Cousins, Hepburn, Robinson, Pa. 
Crawford, Hicks, Rusk, 
rson, es, Ryan, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
leagues, Messrs. MORGAN, HATCH, and others, be excused on 
account of their attending the funeral of Maj. Frank Nesbitt. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentle- 


man from Montana, Mr. HARTMAN, be excused, on account of 
sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the Clerk read a pair this morn- 
ing between the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and 


myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will announce the 
additional pairs. 

Mr. BURROWS. If I am paired I desire to withdraw my 


vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the gentle- 
man from Michigan will be permitted to withdraw his vote. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN Vooruis:of New York. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. LACEY, on this vote. . 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask fora recapitulation of the 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a very close vote, and 
the Chair asks that the House be in order, that members may 
know how they are recorded. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On this question the yeas are 
109, and the nays are 113. Thenays haveit, and the amendment 
is disagreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer an amendment to the substitute. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On line 13 of the substitute, after the word “limitation,” insert the follow- 
ing nese Ser “Or plea of failure of notice to said company of any act re- 
quired of it.’ 

Line 13, after the word case,“ insert the following language: ‘‘ Assuming 
that due and proper notice has been given to said companyof all acts re- 
9 I oi 1 after th rd “limitation,” insert the following 1 

e 82, page 4, after the word lim on,” e follo anguage: 
“And from want of notice as hereinbefore provided.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to that 
amendment, Mr. Speaker, and now I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The understanding was that we 
should have an opportunity to perfect the bill. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not desire to take ; 


advantage of any gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee withdraw the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa 
liamentary inquiry. Would it be in order to have all the under- 
standings that seem to have been agreed upon by certain gen- 
tlemen sent up and read at the Clerk's desk, so that we might 
all understand them? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment as a new section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

SEC. 4. That on and after one year from the approval of this act the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company shall par to the District of Columbia, in addi- 
tion to all other taxes now req to be paid by said company, an annual 
tax of 8500 for each and every car operated by horses on any line owned or 
controlled by the said company. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not an amendment to 
the pending section. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will offer it as a proviso to the pend- 
ing section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be offered as a proviso, 


Mr. WASHINGTON. On reflection, Mr. Speaker, I prefer to 


give notice that I shall offer it as an additional section, because 
t will come in much better in that way than by being tacked on 
as an amendment to section 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
withdraws his amendment for the present, and the question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

The amendmentof Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was agreed to. 

Mr, HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As an amendment to the third 
section? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; as an additional section. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to section 3. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 3, line 28, after the word “ that,” strikeout the words this act shall 
not take affect until.“ and insert the word unless.“ 

Page 4, after the word case.“ in line 35, insert within thirty days after 
of this act, then all rights granted to said company by this 


the approval 
Congress shall cease and be determined: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to 
that, Mr. Speaker. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The substitute as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer my amend- 
ment to come in as an additional section of the bill. 

The amendment was again read, as above printed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to make just one statement in 
regard to this amendment. It is offered simply toinsure action 
in good faith on the part of the company in carrying out the 
work for which authority is given by this act. It provides that 
if they do not make the change of motive power within twelve 
months, they shall be fined 8500 a year for every car that they 
continue to crane by horses. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro The question is on agreeing to 
this amendment offered as an additional section. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 35, noes 52. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I offer us an additional section the provision 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


use of the tracks of the Metropolitan Railroad Com: 
St a ne tions as said Com- 

ners shall deem just, to the end that the greater convenience of the 
public may be subserved without the d on or unnecessary increase of 
railroad tracks in the business and residence portions of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown. If either party is-dissatistied with the compensa- 
tion for such ase so fixed by the ers, the compensation may be 
r by the district court of the United States for the District of Co- 

Mr. HEARD. Mr.Speaker, under the practice which has now 

13 for some years, wherever Congress grants a charter 
or a street railroad, that charter invariably contains a provi- 
sion that where the lineof road thusauthorized to be constructed 
coincides with that of any other company the two companies 
shall use the same tracks. But here is a proposition to legis- 
late ina general way that the District Commissioners shall have 
the power to give the use of the track of this company to an 

ny at any time. Now, I submit that in view of the uni- 
form practice of Congress on this subject the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HEPBURN] ought not to ask the enactment of a pro- 
vision the direct effect of which (whatever may be its object) 
will be, I think, to a seriously the credit of the company 
against which this legislation is directed. 

With such a provision held over this Metropolitan Company 
no one can calculate as to the probable receipts from the opera- 
tion of this road, because it can not be known how much the 
business of the road may be interfered with by the granting to 
other companies permission to use its tracks.. ¢ 

For ten years at least, tomy knowledge, it has been the prac- 
tice of Congress in chartering new lines to provide that the 
tracks wherever they coincided with those of another company 
might be used by the two companies in common under a proper 
arrangement as to compensation. It seems to me this matter 
as it is now left in the hands of Congress, issufficiently provided 
for; and that while entrusted to Congress it isin better hands 

than if the power were given in this general way to the District 
Commissioners. I believe that the right should remain with 
Congress to say what shall be the route of a road which is to be 
chartered and what shall be its rights with reference to the 
streets of the city. It seems to me that the present course of 
legislation on this subject is broad enough and fair enough. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] applies only to the new com- 
panies. Why not extend a similar provision to these old compa- 
nies? If a new company is chartered, as the tleman says, a 
provision is inserted in its charter that its track shall be used 

Mr. HEARD. My friend does not understand me. I say it is 
the ce of Con , and has been ever since I have been a 
member, that where the lino ofa new company which Congress 
charters coincides with that of an existing company, the new 
sos is allowed the right, under reasonable ations, to 
use the track ae the ae g 1 5 e core 8 
See ve passed probably adozen pe g 
the ks of one company to be used by another, and three or 
four of thema pea to the tracks of the Metropolitan Company. 

Mr. HEPB Mr. Speaker, I will state the object that I 
hope to accomplish by this amendment. Here are ce streets 
within the limits of the city upon which car lines are now oper - 
ated. There are suburban roads connecting with these lines. 
Under the present system every passenger upon one of these 


“| to be conducted. 


suburban roads must change cars when he gets to the city limits. 
He not oniy paysan additional charge for rtation, but, 
nomatter how inclement the weather. may be, he must change 
cars; and oftentimes the connections are by no means close. 

Now. I think it would be only fair to require all these roads to 
carry the cars of connecting lines, corresponding with the man- 
ner in which we ite the general commerce of the country 

would not withhold proper compensation, 
T have no hesitation in saying that each company should be com- 
pensated for every new servitude that is put upon its road; but 
with this provision for compensation I see no reason why this 
system should not be adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am not familiar with this subject, and there- 
fore I would like to ask this question: Would there not be diffi- 
culty in permitting the cars of a suburban road propelled by 
horse power to use the tracks of a line within the city propelled 
by electricity? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course it would not be applicable in a 
case of that kind, and the Commissioners certainly would not 
permitsuch a thing to be done. It would be destructive to the 
electric roads. 


Mr. BLAIR. But is it not true that the suburban cars are all 
drawn by horses? 
Mr. PBURN. No; on the contrary, so far as Lam aware, 


none of themare. Electricity is the motive power on all, so far 
as I know, of the suburban roads, just the same that we expect to 
have on this road. 

Mr. BLAIR. You should provide, then, that the motive 
power is the same in each case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think this is sufficiently explicit as it is; 
but if the gentleman wishes to offer an N of that kind 
I shall not object to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If my friend from Iowa 
will indulge me fora moment I think I may be able to satis 
him that the amendment of the gentleman should not prevail, 
and for this reason: The amendment proposes to leave the mat- 
ter of regulating the running of other cars on the tracks of this 
road to the Commissioners. There is no other line connecting 
with this one at present, no suburban road. Iam in sympathy 
with the general object the gentleman has in view, but I do not 
think he will be able to accomplish it in this manner. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this amendment should prevail you will 
ine, I think, that proper connections will soon be made with these 
roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But thatcan only be done 
by act of Congress. The District Commissioners could not give 
that consent; and if the Metropolitan road and the surburban 
roads desire to extend their tracks so as to make such aconnec- 
tion they can not do it merely by the act of the Com mers. 
They must come to Congress and get the right to occupy the 
streets for such purpose; and when they do come and ask per- 
mission to come into the city by any of our streets or avenues 
we have a right to make them come on the tracks of any other 
line we choose to give them authority to use. But this amend- 
ment would be futile, because the District Commissioners have 
no power to regulate or provide for the construction of new 


roads. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think every road that has been chartered 
has been given authority to make the necessary turn-outs and 
connections. Now, I know of one road that 2 erosses 
three or four other streetrailroads in thiseity, and I think there 
is no question but that road would make connection with this 
one under the present legislation. 

Congress has theright to compel this road or any of the others 
to carry the cars of connecting lines over its tracks. Of course 
I do not want it done without compensation, but I take it that 
the purpose of this character of legislation is to accommodate 
the people of the District of Columbia and that we should enact 
legislation in their interest rather than in tho interest of the 
corporations. 

Iam not averse to securing the interest of the corporations, 
but I do not want it done to the disparagement of the interest of 
the citizens. I think our first duty is to legislate in their be- 
half; and I can see no reason why this company should not be 
required to allow other lines on making compensation for the 
service to run their cars over its tracks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Isubmitif you make a law 
applicable alone to this line, it would be an act of injustice to it 
as compared to the others. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am perfectly willing that my friend from 
Tennessee shall offer an amendment to the amendment making 
it applicable to.all the others. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentle- 
man that I am in sympathy with him, in a measure, in mat- 
ter, and if he will introduce a bill the Committee on the District 


of Columbia can report it in a week, 2nd we can take it up on the 
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next District day—a general bill providing for a system of trans- 
fers applicable to all of these 5 755 ; 

Mr. BURN. I should be very glad to avail myself of the 
services of the gentleman from Tennessee in securing such leg- 
islation, but now as we are providing legislation, and have an 
opportunity to do what is right to the people here—when there 
is no possible question of the right to do it, for here is a road 
seeking privileges if we put this provision on this road there 
will be no seme to litigate about hereafter. Let us do it 
now, and I will assist the gentleman in securing the enactment 
of the general legislation he says is possible at a later date. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. S er, I move to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from lowa. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall apply, to all 
een TRUNAN companies now or hereafter operating within the trict of 
umbia. 


Mr. HEPBURN. That will accomplish the end I have in view. 
I accept that amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN, 
as modified, it was adopted. 

The section as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now move the previous 
8 on the engrossment, third reading, and passage of the 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Pending that I wish to offer 
an amendment to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at 
this moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the Chair allow me to 
read the rule in that connection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be in order pending ade- 
mand for the previous question, or after the previous question 
is ordered on the passage of the bill. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman later to submit his motion. 

The question now is on the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and being engrossed, was acco: gly read the third time. 
The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now move torecommitthe 
bill with the following instructions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit with instructions to — pat general bill applicable to all street 
Tailwa:; eee ame. — renewal of franchises, 
franc crease of franc: or amendment of charte: viding for 
the sale at public auction for terms of years to the highest bidders 

tof all such street railway franchises, to be hereafter 
subject to provisions for existing equities. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order 

t the motion to recommit, that it would not be in order as 
an amendment, and therefore can not be in order as a motion to 
recommit, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] desire to be heard on the point of or- 
der f 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I desire to submit the ques- 
tion to the consideration of the Chair. I think it is in order, and 
I do not know why it is not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is notin 
order to amend a private bill by a general proposition. The 
— therefore holds that this motion to recommit is not in or- 

er. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It seems to me that it is ger- 
mane to the bill. ; 

Oe 5 tempore. The question now is, Shall the 
pass 
The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. COOMBS), there were—ayes 
111, noes 28. 

Accordingly, the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, ons of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed billsand joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical force 
for the Librarian of Co: 

A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of as Halteman. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing for the placing of a tab- 
let upon the to commemorate the laying of the corner 
stone of the September 18, 1793. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division 
of theeastern district of Michigan into the northern and south- 
ern divisions, and for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States therein, and for other purposes. 


GAMBLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H.R. 
6109, for which the committes desire to offer as a substitute the 
bill H: R. 6725. d 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill H. R. 6109 must be first 
reported. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask unanimous consent to substi- 
tute the bill H. R. 6725 for the bill H. R. 6109. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the original bill read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the origi- 
nal bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6109) to amend an act approved January 31, 1833, entitled * An 
act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia.” 
Beit enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of Congress a ved the 

Sist day of January, 1883, entitled “An act to more effectnally suppress 

gambling in the District of Columbia,” shall not apply to ee at 

the s; and fall meetings of joc! club or o racing associa’ 
conducted beyond three-fourths of one 6 from the limits of the cities of 

Washington and Georgetown: Provided, however, That such mee! occur 

between the ist day of March and the 15th day of December, and do not ex- 

ceed the period of eighteen days each. 

The SPEAKER. For this bill the gentleman from Missouri 
desires to offer a substitute. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire in the name of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to ask unanimous consent to offer as a sub- 
stitute for the bill which has just been read the bill H. R. 6725. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to offer a sub- 
stitute. The Clerk will report the substitute which the gentle- 
man from Missouri offers for the bill which has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That th f the act of Con 
sin got Sasa ats Wa chap WOOF Uy ins of he used sooo 
CFCTFFCCCCTCCT ey Ok ETS 
lumbia conducted on mile tracks and be 
the limits of the cities of W: ton Georgetown, 
day of April and the 30th day of November; said club or association to be 
limited to one ing or summer mesting and one fall meeting of not more 
than elghteen mie each in any one year. 

See. 2 That laws or parts ot laws inconsistent with this act are hereby 


repealed. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
offer an amendment to the substitute? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. — of- 
fers the following amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk 
will report: A 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word of” in line 7, of section t, the following words: 

“Atany ene ane The n clab at Brightwood, 
or any joekey club or racing associa etc.” i z 

The SPEAKER. The questionis upon the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I suppose this matter is open 
for general debate yet? 

The SPEAKER. If any gentleman desires to speak, of course. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HEARD] will explain how this more effectually prevents 

mbling in the District. It will not take more than a minute, 


suppose. 

Mr. CRAIN. In respect to the amendment I have offered, I 
have only to say that the Brightwood Driving Club has been in 
existence for forty-five years. Its track isa half-mile track. I 
have submitted the amendment to the chairman of the committee, 
and also to the gentleman whom I sapos tohave charge of the 
bill, and it is acceptable to them. Therefore I presume, if the 
— itself is passed, this amendment will be acceptable to the 

ouse. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to state to my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] that the changes made by this 
proposed legislation are to shorten the time in which racing may 
be carried on, and to limit it to mile tracks. Those are the two 
substantial changes proposed in the bill. With reference to the 
pending bill, some of the newspapers in the city have published 
editorial statements to the effect that the bill would allow rac- 
ing at any time during the whole year. The purpose of the 
clubs interested is not to authorize racing at any and all times 
of the season, but for a period not W fogs eighteen days on 
any one track during any one year. 


Mr. BURROWS. Is there anything in the law now vent- 
ing racing on the track? = 
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Mr. HEARD. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa to ex- | in the existing law except to show that this 


plain the bill, as he is more familiar with the subject than I am. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if there is anything in the law now to prevent racing horses 
on the track? ‘ 

Mr. HAYES. I think not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then what is the object of the bill? 

Mr. HAYES. I will explain that. 

In 1883 Congress passed a law in regard to gambling, and I 
think that if anybody will fairly construe the law thät they 

at that time they will find it was not intended in anywise 

to reach legitimate racing or have any reference to it, and I 
will read that law: 


That every person who shall in the District of Columbia set up or kesp 
any gambling table, or any house, vessel, or place on land or water for the 
oe of gaming, or gambling device commonly called A. B, C., faro bank, 

. G., roulette, equality, keno,. thimbles, or little joker,” or any kind of 
gambling table or gambling device adapted, devised, and designed for the 
2 peng of playing any game of chance for money or property, or who shall 

uce, en rmit any person to bet or play at or upon any such gam- 
ing table or gambling device, or on the side or against the keeper thereof, 
shall, on conviction, be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be pun- 
ished by imprisonment for a term of not more than ten years. 


Now, I think that it must be perfectly apparent to every one 
that thiswas not in anyway aimed at 3 horse racing or 
ibly, for that matter, at any other kind. But along about 
n 1891 there got to be a great deal of abuse and nuisance here 
in the city, growing out of pool rooms not connected, however, 
with the racing in the District, or at least with not that idea or 
purpose, but for the purpose of engaging in the business 
upon races conducted upon tracks all over the United States. 
The act of that year grew out of the evil of these pool rooms, 
conducted in relation to races all over the country, and not only 
in regard to racing, but also as to baseball and every kind of 
amusement and sport, for that matter. 

It was therefore found essential to pass another law to make 
clear the intent of the law. The intent and object of this law is 
to do precisely what this present law was intended to do; and 
any one who hears this law read will see that that was the ob- 
ject and that there was no intention by e to pass the law 
different in substance from what is now sought to be done. That 
law passed in 1891 reads as follows, and it is the law to-day: 


That it shall be unlawful for any person or association of persons in the 
cities of Was ton and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, or within 
said District wi 1 mile of the boundaries of said cities, to bet, gamble, or 
make books or pools on the result of any trotting race or running race of 
horses, or boat race, or race of any kind, or on any election or any contest of 
any kind, or game of baseball. 


It will be seen that this does precisely what, or at least it was 
the intention to do precisely what is desired to do now—to fix 
the limit within which these lrooms and gambling places 
should be, and to state where they could be conducted, if at all, 
so far as the racing and baseball were concerned in the District 
of Columbia, but it was not the intention to in anywise limit the 
ers, Regt races or the making of books upon those races out- 
side the cities of Washington and Georgetown and in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Now, so far as this last law is concerned, I 
am informed that it met the approval of President Harrison, 
that it was made by his advice, that it was suggested by him, he 
having just previous to that vetoed a bill which he did not con- 
sidera proper one, in thatit drew distinctions and simply excepted 
or designated a single association; in other words, that it was 
class legislation. At least this law met his approval, and I am 
advised it was suggested by him, if not actually drawn by him. 

Now, the simple fact is, that the courts have given a construc- 
tion to that act which I do not believe is a correct one. I believe 
they violated the plain provision of the first statute that I read 
insaying that it applies to horse races. I believe they violate 
the plain provision of the last act when they say that it does not 
make an aed se of horse-racing. The prouna upon which 
they put it is that, while it says certain things, it does not re- 
peal any provision in the first section, and that does apply to 

orse-racing; but it would be very much better, instead of so con- 
struing the act of Congress so as to change the idea of Con- 
gress, to consult and carry out the intent of Congress which was 
evident in the passage of those two laws. Now, then, the two 
associations that desire this legislation in this District are com- 
posed of the very best men in it. 

The Commissioners of the District entirely approve the legis- 
lation, and I have letters here on file directed to the committee 
so showing. The people in the localities where the tracks are 
situated have presented a petition signed by 250 persons, and, as 
I understand, they are very reputable citizens and comprise the 
best men of Bennings, where the track is. The press of the city, 
or at least the Post—I can not speak for the others, as I have not 
read them—approves and desiresit. The people want it; and it 
is not for the encouragement of gambling. It makes no change 


rovision hereto- 
fore enacted was not intended to reach any such thing as horse- 
racing and did not apply to it; and it affirmatively says nothing 
in regard to what would be legal and right or otherwise in re- 
gard to horse-racing or anything of the kind. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, as I understand you, all 
Fou aro seeking is that there shall be two race meetings allowed 
each year. 

Mr. HAYES. In the spring and the fall. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And that they shall be limited 
to eighteen days? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; eighteen days at each meeting. 

i 1 5 WILSON of Washington. Eighteen days, spring and 
all? 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, can not you run horses for eighteen 
days without this legislation? 

Mr. HAYES. I will say in reply to that, that the courts of 
the District 7 

Mr. BURROWS. Never mind the courts. Can you not have 
the races without this legislation? 

Mr. HAYES. According to the courts, no. According to my 
own judgment of the law, yes. This bill is simply intended to 
put the matter beyond 4 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not think my friend 1 understands 
my question. Suppose you do not modify the law, is there any- 
mag to hinder having horse racing for the periods here speci- 

ed? 

Mr. HAYES. Only as I say. 

Mr. BURROWS. How? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If it is a good thing at the seasons 
provided in this bill; why not have it in winter also? 

Mr. HAYES. Oh, because it would be likely to lead to abuses 
if it were permitted generally. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
There is now a prohibition, is there not, against bookmaking 
and gambling of all kinds in this District? 

Mr. HAYES. In the cities of Georgetown and Washington 
and up to a limit of one mile, yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. And this bill is for the purpose of allowing 
gambling in certain spots in the District, is it not? 

Mr. HAYES. Not at all. It is simply to leave it where it 
was before, and where it was evidently intended to be left by 
the law of 1891, but where, by reason of a failure in that act to 
provide for any repeal or modification of prebxisting laws, the 
courts have held that it is not left. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Without reference to what the courts may 
or may not have held, what I want to knowis whether the prac- 
tical effect of this bill will not be to allow bookmaking and 
pool selling for a certain number of days at certain tracks in 
this District. 

Mr. HAYES. It is simply intended to say that a law passed 
in 1883 shall not apply toit. Whether it would apply or not is 
a question about which there may be some dispute. 

Mr. COCKRAN. But you do not propose to create a dispute 
by your legislation? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir. 
dispute. 

r. COCKRAN. Consequently your legislation is intended 
to make it clear that bookmaking and pool selling will be per- 
mitted at certain times in the year on certain tracks in this Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. HAYES. No pool selling. 

Mr. COCKRAN. ell, bookmaking. 

Mr. HAYES. The simple purpose of this bill is to give ef- 
fect to the law of 1891, just as it reads and as it was intended to 
operate, although the courts have construed it otherwise, by 
reason, as I understand, of the failure of words of repeal or modi- 
fication of presxisting law. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Apart from the act of 1891 or the action of 
the courts, or any other action. 

The practical effect of this proposed legislation is intended to 
be to permit bookmaking atcertain tracks in this District within 
certain periods of each year? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir. Outside of these two laws it would 
stand just as it stands under the common law. 

Mr. COCKRAN. But, taking those two laws into account, 
how is it? The purpose of this proposed e Is not to re- 
vive the common law, is it? Because if that were the object 
there would not be any mention of the number of days. Every 
day is alike in the eye of the common law, is it not? 

Mr. HAYES. I suppose so. 

Mr. COCKRAN. nsequently, when 


We propose to put the matter beyond 


ou propose to allow 


bookmaking for a certain number of days during the year at cer- 
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tain special tracks, the object of your legislation must be to give 


special privileges? A 

Mr. K WOOD. I object to the question as leading. 
ange ne 

Mr. HAYES. There is no connection, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Certainly I will. I want to get light, and 
now I shall get it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, you will get propaniy more than you 
expect. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this bill, it is precisely 
the same as the Ives poor bill which now stands upon the statute 
book of the State of New York. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Yes, it is; and that is the reason I am ask- 
ing these questions about it. 

r. CAMPBELL. And I want to say that that law gives 
universal satisfaction to the best class of people in our city. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GEAR. Including the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. COCK- 
RAN] himself? J 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, including the gentleman himself, 
The gentleman has never objected to it before. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Ihave always objected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, you have not. That law gives satis- 
faction to the Sheepshead Bay race track, to the Coney Island 
race track, to the Jerome Park race track, and to all the best 
tracks in the State of New York, and I have never yet heard of 
any person or persons express a desire for repealing that law. 

Mr. HAYES. I will ask whether the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. COCKRAN] has got all the answer he desired? 

Mr. COCKRAN. T have obtained a great deal of additional 
light; and I would like to know whether the gentleman accepts 
these explanations as showing the character of this bill? 

Mr. HAYES. I do not know anything about the Ives pool 
law or any such matters in the State of New York. I do not 
know whether the gentleman approves such a measure or not. 
I do not deny what the gentleman says, for I do not know any- 
thing about those matters. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the purpose 
of this legislation it is to give certain privileges in the way of 
gambling to certain race tracks. Now, I have not any objec- 
tion myself—at least none that I care to discuss now—to the 
general principle of bookmaking, but I never could recognize 
the propriety of allowing persons to make bets upon one spot, 
treating bookmakingin that place as the legitimate exercise 
of a commercial instinct, while making it felony to do the same 
thing within a stone's throw of that spot. The Ives pool law in 
New York has legalized pool selling and bookmaking on certain 
race tracks, and my colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL] says that law is 
highly approved by the Coney Island race track, the Jerome 
Park race track, and every other race track in New Vork 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of good reputation. 

Mr.COCKRAN. Yes; every race track of good reputation.” 
I will add that; and I may say that I know of no race track that 
is not of good reputation: they are all, all honorable” race 
tracks! [Laughter.] 

But I do know that the Ives pool lawof the State of New York 
is a measure of doubtful constitutionality. It is a measure which 
the race tracks have never yet been willing to submit to the ar- 
bitrament of a court. I do say that it is repugnant to the sense 
of justice of every person whose ea Ata of law is based on 
the principles of Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence, to find that a thing 
which is made felony by the law in one spot is made innocent in 
another. I do know that men have been arrested in the city of 
New Vork for registering a bet, and for that act have been ex- 
posed to the pains and penalties of felony when they could have 
recorded the same bet within three-quarters of a mile of where 
they stood and have defied the law, or at least have secured ex- 
emption from its operations. 

In this matter, as in reference toother propositions to change 
our statutes, I stand upon the principle of the absolute equality 
before the law of all citizens everywhere. 

If it be peer to bet at Bennings, it is equally proper to bet 
on Capitol Hill. If it be proper to make betting a felony in this 
District, I do not recognize the right of Congress to license fel- 
ony anywhere, and I protest emphatically against a measure 
which enables a private corporation to license felony. This 
meisure allows me, if I pay admission to a race track, to indulge 
in the luxury of betting, and in the freest exercise of the bet- 
ting instinct. I am opposed to granting to any institution or 
corporation or individual any license or privilege or exemp- 
tion under the criminal law which can not be extended equally 
to all other citizens. For that reson I hope this measure will 
not prevail. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to enter into any 
controversy as to what may have taken place in the State of 


New York under any law of this kind, for I do not know any- 


thing about the matter. Neither do I care to dwell upon the 
reasons which I have stated why I think this bill ought to pass. 
I do, however, want to deny emphatically and entirely the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. COCKRAN] that 
there ought to be any particular free trade” in . 
or that it might not be deleterious in one place while it woul 
be in another. ; 

In other words, I can very well imagine that it might be to the 
detrimentof public morals and aain the interestsof the people 
of the city of Washington to ailow bookmaking or pool selling 
generally in the District; whereas it might beentirely harmless 
and only an incident of legitimate racing, an incident to the 
legitimate racing of horses of high blood, to allow such things 
for a few specified days uponsome race track outside of the city 
limits and away from the great bulk of population. And asthe 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON] suggests, it is the 
custom all over the country to recognize by law such a distinc- 
tion. That is the way that the Legislatures of the States are 
generally dealing with this question. They are minimizing the 
evils of gambling while at the same time not striking a blow at 
the great industry of raising blooded horses. 

Mr. QUIGG. Has the gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] correctly stated what you intend to accomplish by this bill? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, the gentleman has stated so much that 
Ido not know that I can answer the question. I have tried to 
answer all of the objections that have been raised 

Mr. QUIGG. Why is it, let me ask, that you 
reluctant to say what the bill really is? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, that is simply the result of your not un- 
derstanding what I have said, and not from any reluctance on 
my part to state the object of the bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is that so? 

Mr. HAYES. L have stated time and time again just what 
the result will be if the bill is adopted; I have stated the reasons 
back of it, the interests that exist in the District calling for this 
action, and the wishes of the citizens of the District who desire 
the amendment to be adopted. : 

Mr. QUIGG. Precisely; and you stated also, if I understood 
you correctly, that there was something in the law according 
to the courts which prohibited eighteen days of horse racing in 
this District. 


seem to be 80 


Mr. HAYES. If you understood me so you understood me 
W or else I failed to make myself understood. 
Mr. QUIGG. Is it eighteen days of gambling or eighteen 


days of horse racing? 

Mr. HAYES. Eighteen days of horse raving. 

Mr. COCKRAN, Will the gentleman accept an amendment 
providing for eighteen days’ horse racing and striking out all of 
the restof the gambling paraphernalia? 

Mr. HAYES. There is no gambling paraphernalia about 
it to be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Would the gentleman object to making it 
distinct and clear that it isa permission to have horse racing for 
eighteen 555 in the year? 

Mr. HAYES. That is simply a desire to get away from the 
question. Ido not care to occupy the time of the House in go- 
ing over the ground again. Gentlemen are trying to get away 
from the only question presented. 

; Mr. QUIGG. Is not the gentleman himself getting away 
rom it? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir, I have explained clearly and fully the 
reason, if gentemen had listened to it, for this enactment. 
have stated the construction put upon it by the courts, and called 
attention to what was desired to be done. What they desire to 
do in that regard is W Me have the privilege of two tracks 
in the District of Columbiaon which they may conduct eighteen 
days of fall and spring racing with the ordinary and usual ac- 
companiments, whatever you may choose to call them, that 
take place on such occasions. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
seems to have some difficulty in explaining the real purposes of 
the bill. Iholdin my hand the views of the minority of the 
committee, as expressed in the Senate on this bill, and I ask 
that the Clerk shall read it. 

Mr. HEARD. That is not this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. No: but the only change is in the title of 
the bill, to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of 
Columbia. That is the Senate bill. I ask the Clerk to read 
the report of the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, beg leave to respectfully dissent from the favorable report on the bill 
(8. 16800 to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Colum- 
bia,” for the following reasons: 

On the gist day of January, 1883, an act was approved which provides— 

“Phat every person who shall in the District of Columbia set up or keep 
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it is claimed that it was the intention of the last-named act to permit book- 
. on race tracks located more than 1 mile from the 
boundaries of the cities of Washington and and the langu: 
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Well-known. devices of the common ternity, ed se- 
verely; but in the face of that the sent mitt! EAMA “A to more 
effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia.“ proposes to 


fes- 
rt of 


legalize gam on race tracks in the interests of the rich and the 
sional sporting element of the community. We believe the p 


lation is vicious in principle, and for that reason dissent from the 
the commit recommend that adverse action be taken on the bill 
When it comes before the Senate for consideration. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire the House, if it will in- 
dulge me for a minute, to know exactly what is the position 
of the committee on the pending bill, then F shall move the 
previous question on the bill and pending amendments. I only 
wish to say that the bill (H. R. 6109) was sent by the District 
Commissioners to me, as chairman of the District Committee, 
with the request that it be introduced in the House. I complied 
with their request. Subsequently we found on examination that 
one point which the Commissioners said they wished to accom- 
pen would not be accomplished by the bill. That is to say, the 

guage of the bill they sent failed to make it of general ap- 
plication, as they expected and desired. Therefore we modified 
the bill as proposed by the Commissioners, and submitted such 
modified bill to them for their approval. They examined it and 
returned it with their approval. 

The Commissioners in their letter say: 

OFFICE, COMMISSIONEBS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, arch 8, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: The Commissioners return herewith H. R. bill 6109 to amend 
an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled, ‘An act to more effectually sup- 
press gambling in the District of Columbia.“ which was referred to them at 

ourinstance for their views thereon. This bill is a modification of H. R. 
Boot, and was prepared by the Commissioners, and recommended by them 
for adoption in lieu of said bill. The Commissioners are in favor of its 
enactment. 

Very respectfully, 


JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. JOEN T. 


HEARD, 
Chairman Committe on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


It is a matter which the Commissioners are presumed—and 
as far as I am concerned I take it for granted t it is true 
that the Commissioners know what the people of the District 
of Columbia desire on this subject, and I am willing to follow 
their suggestions with regard to the regulations nece: in 
connection with it. The committee in that spirit presented this 
bill the Commissioners’ bill to carry out their wishes, beliey- 
ing that they properly represent the wishes of the people of the 
District. : 

I now move the previous question on the bill and pending 
amendments. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
84, noes 40. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will allow me to get an 
amendment on the bill I will waive the point of a quorum. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is now in the form which 
the friends of the bill desire, and if the opposition is sufficient 
to defeat the bill let it go, for I have no assurance that the bill 
will be at.all satisfactory if the amendment I understand the 
gentleman from Iowa desires to propose to itshould be adopted, 
and I prefer to let the bill as it stands be voted on by the House. 
I desire in the interest of the remaining business of the District 

of Columbia on the Calendar to get this bill disposed of in such 


way as may please the House. The House is fully advised upon 
it. Let us have a vote upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the point. - 

The SPEAKER. Theayes have it, and the previous question 
is ordered. The question is first on the amendment to the sub- 
stitute, offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. The 
Clerk will report that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
after the word “of,” in line 7 of section 1, the following words; 

or ” 


Insert 
" The Brightwood Driving Club at Brightwood, 
So that it will read: 


“Shall notapply to bookmaking at any regular meeting of the Brightwood 
Driving Club at Brightwood, or any — — club or racing assoclatſon,“ ete. 


Mr. HEARD. The committee are willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri as amended. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that tho 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEARD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 63. 

Accordingly the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ~ The question now is upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
ESS time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 

ime. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 


The question taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HEARD. Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 87. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No quorum. 
Mr. CAMPBELL and Mr. HAYES demanded the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Pending that, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SP. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair rg tellers, unless the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw that for a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Then the noes have it. $ 

Mr.CAMPBELL. No; I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the point is withdrawn, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point of no quorum withdrawn? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if the point of no quorum is with- 
drawn, the noes have it, and the bill is lost. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I make the point of noquorum, Mr. Speaker. 
[Cries of “Too late. “] 


WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H.R. 3294, 
which is a bill relating to the making of water-main assessments 
in this District, and as I am sure there will be no objection to it, 
I ask that it be considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, te 
mains in the District of Columbia shall be at therate of $1.25 


rther, That corner lots shall be tax 
depth of not ex: 100 feet; any excess of the other front over 100 feet 
shall be subject to above rate of assessment. 
The SPEAKER. To this bill the committee recommend cer- 
tain amendments, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out, in 
lines 7 oa the words “that no lot shall be taxed twice: And provided 


3 inserting after the word “ assessment," in line 11, the follow- 
gw 2 
And provided Further, That in all cases now pending where assessments 


have been . made, and where there has not been paid asum equal 
to $1.25 per linear foot, as estimated above, then only so much shall be col- 
lected as will make the whole sum paid equal to $1.25 per linear foot, But 
this act is not intended to give any und of action for the refunding of 
any sum already paid in excess of $1.25 per linear foot.“ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think there should be some explanation 
of this bill. 

Mr. POST. The present system of taxing for water mains is 
laid upon the square feet of the lot, one cent and a quarter for 
each square foot. Now, this works satifactorily, perhaps, down 
in the city, where the lots are approximately 100 feet deep; but 
when you get outside of that, where the lots are much deeper, 
it makes an enormous tax upon the owners of the lots. The 
cost of a 10-inch main is about 70 cents per linear foot. It is 
proposed to change this system, so that tax shall be levied 
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on the linear foot instead of the <a foot. Of course, the pres- 
ent difficulty can be avoided by simply cutting off the back part 
of the lot; but it is not a sat tory way, and the fair way is to 
levy this tax por linear foot. Then every man whose property 
fronts upon the street pays his fair share of the tax. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the bill unanimously reported by the 
committee? i 

Mr. POST. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the Senate committee. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and be engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POST, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid upon the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. LAYTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. STRAUS, for two days, on account. of sickness in his 
family. 5 
To Mr. STOCKDALE, for this day, on account of sickness. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. S er, in view of the lateness of the 
hour, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 59 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


And the same is true of 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
ea were introduced, andseverally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6791) providing that Con- 
gress shall assemble on the Ist Monday in March in lieu of the 
ist Monday in December—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be re- 
moved to the Territory of Utah, and providing forsettling them 
down in severalty where they may soelect and are qualified, and 
to settle all those not electing to take lands in severalty on the 
west 40 miles of the present reservation and in portions of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6793) re- 
quiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mortgages, or deeds of 
trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to be recorded—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 6795) for the establishment of a 
steam tog whistle at the harbor of Michigan City, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6795) to authorize the 
parmont of prize money to the captors of the steamboat New 

ra No. 5 and cargo—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A resolution instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Iowa the flag of the Twenty-second Reg- 
iment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill S. 573, 
for the relief of Christopher Schmidt, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, perae bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT; A bill (H. R. 6798) for the relief of 
James Lindsay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to correct the military record of Hiram 
Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) granting a pension to Col. James Lind- 
say—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) for the relief of Mary Finnegan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6800) to authorize the 
enrollment wre. napa of Geo. W.Kiger—to the Committee 
on Mili A 

By Mr. CAMPBELL; A bill (H. R. 6801) for the relief of Sarah 
ES Farrell, the widow of Anthony Farrell—to the Committee on 

sims. j 


By Mr. CONN: A bill (H.R. 6802) granting a pension to Rens- 
salaer Tefft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 6803) for the relief of Fayette 
Hungerford—to the Commitiee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6304) for the relief of the heirs 
of William H. Finch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6805) for the relief of William 
F. Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6806) for the relief of Ed- 
gar E. Matthew—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6807) to pension 
Robinson C. Grable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6808) for the relief of the le 
heirs of Lewis Ellison late of Norfolk, Va., deceased—to t 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s.desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of J. B. Weigance and 27 others, 
of Soldiers Grove, Wis., for the passage of House bill 4897—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Remonstrances of the following-named 
Evangelical Lutheran churches: Grace Church at Wellston, 
Salem's Church at Black Jack, St. Paul's Church at Des Peres, 
Trinity Church at Carondelet, Trinity Church of St. Louis, and 
St. John's Church of St. Louis, all of Missouri, signed by their 
different pastors and trustees, against the proposed God-in-the- 
Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Col. James Lindsay, for pension—to the Com- 
mire on ree dace’ 5 ; = 

Also, petition of Mary Finnegan. prayi or a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid 8 iy 5 

Also, petition of James Lindsay, for relief —to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, protest of 20 professors of the University of the State of 
Missouri, against the bill to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, protestof W. S. Chaplin, chancellor, and 7 professors of 
Washington University at St. Louis, Mo., against the pro 
division of the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the 
transfer of the work in the Navy De ent and Geological 
Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest signed by parior and trus- 
tees of the Lutheran Church of Burlington, 0. inst the 


proposed constitutional amendment to incorporate God in the 
onstitution—to the Committee on the J 3 
By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Memorial of the Evangelical Lu- 


theran school committee of Illinois, protesting against the pro- 
posed Christian amendment of the preamble of the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Court Little Fort, No. 79, Independent 
Order of Foresters, Waukegan, III., in favor of the e of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: Petition of 110 citizens of 
San Diego, Cal., for establishment of aGovernment telegraph— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROOXSHIRE: Petition of William M. Whitten and 
others, of the Indiana State Society of Engineers, asking for a 
preliminary survey of a shi to connec} Lake Michigan 
with Wabash River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition in support of a bill (H. R. 6783) 
e Be pension to Engelbert Wagel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Sarah T. Farrell, widow of 
Anthony Farrell, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONN: Petition of the vessel owners and masters of 
Michigan City, Laporte County, Ind., for the establishment of a 
steam fog whistle at that place—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign erce. 8 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of C. E. Gilbert, J. H Hodges, and 
other citizens of Perry, Ga., asking the building and loan asso- 
ciations be exempt from income tax to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papersfrom J. Thompson, of Forest City, 
Iowa, and from H. S. Lee, of Webster City, Iowa, praying that 
building and loan associations be aan from the operation of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, remonstrance of Trinity Evangelical Lutheran Church of 
Manilla, Crawford County, Iowa, against the adoption of the 
proposed God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Committee 
on the Judi 

By Mr. G 


Petition of J. H. Gillette, and 20 others, of I. 
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L. of H., of Burlington, Iowa, praying that fraternal journals 


be admitted to the mails as second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Remonstrance of G. A. Mueller, pastor, 
and Christ Kastning and H. Hortman, trustees of the St. Peter’s 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Schaumburg, III., against the 
proposed God-in-the-Constitution amendment to the Commit- 
tee on the J 8 

By Mr. GORMAN: Protest of St. Peter's Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, against the adoption of the God-in-the-Constitu- 
tion amendment to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ Union and 
the Trunk Maker's Union, favoring Government ownership and 
controlof the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Furniture Movers’ Union and Barbers’ 
Union, both of Detroit, Mich., favoring the governmental owner- 
shipand control of telegraphs and telephones—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Elisha Lunsford, late of Com- 
nad E, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, to be relieved 
“aise the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. HOUK (by request): Petition of citizens of Knoxville 
and Harriman, Tenn., for exempting national building and loan 
associations from the operation of any income tax which may be 
levied—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of A. D. Gillies and 69 other citi- 
zens of Cass City, Mich., asking favorable consideration of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill, in the interest of fraternal society and 
college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


Also, resolution of Owosso Council, No. 6, Royal Templars of 
Temperance, of Owosso, Mich., favoring the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John’s 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Willow Creek, Minn., signed 
by Rev, A. F. Ude, pastor, August Urban and William Meig, 
trustees, representing 395 members, a Pry any change in the 
preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Sant PAGE: Petition of Frank D. Jackson and 59 others, 
of Wood River Junction, R. I., against the passage of the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Patrick J. Yulany, of Newport, R. I., for 
5 from the United States —to the Committee on 

a . 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of J. C. H. F. Heyner, pastor, and A. 
Pfund, John B. Meyer, and F. O. Linse, trustees of Evangelical 
Lutheran St. Paul Church, of the towns of Mendota and Canton, 
Buffalo County, Wis., against the proposed amendment to the 
eh of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

185 Mr. STEPHENSON: A resolution unanimously adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce at Los Angeles, Cal., asking an 
appropriation for the harbor of San Pedro, Cal.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers from John L. Echran, of Manistique, and from 
Leon Ephraim, of Escanaba, Mich., protesting against that 
schedule of the Wilson bill which affects the national building 
and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ Union of De- 
troit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership and control of 
the telegraph systems—to the Committee onthe Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 26 citizens of Lawrence Coun- 
cil, No. 17, Royal Arcanum, of Lawrence, Mass., praying for the 
pango of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

ost Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Green- 
ville, Morristown, Bluff City, Sullivan County, Hamblen County, 
and of business men of Jonesboro, all of Tennessee, asking that 
building and loan associations be exempt from the operation of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. M. Hoffmaster, administrator Mary Counts, 
of Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of Rev. L. Junker, pastor, and 
Herman Meyer and August Kruse, trustees of the Zions Evan- 
goiiel Lutheran Church of Houston County, Minn., represent- 

g 6t communicants, against any change in the preamble of the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEVER: Two petitions of 76 citizens of Glass Falls, 
N. Y., in favor of Senate bill 1136, for establishment of Govern- 
0 telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


POTOMAC FLATS LITIGATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the 19th instant, certain information relative to the 
1 status of the suit in regard to the Kidwell flats, in the 

istrict of Columbia, together with drafts of bills relative to 
litigation concerning that property; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. PASCO. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from cer- 
tain Cherokee delegates, representing the Cherokee Nation, 
transmitting a memorial adopted by that nation, remonstrating 
against the of the so-called McRae bill, relating to a 
Territorial form o 8 for the Cherokee Nation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Kansas City, Mo., praying for the early completion of the im- 


provement of the harbor of Galveston, Tex.; which was referred 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the lg of Henry P. Cox; of Port- 
land, Me,, and the petition of F. E. Richa of Portland, Me., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1534, Wege that 

rtion of the interstate- commerce law which prevents railroads 

rom ling; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the memorial of Mrs. G. M. Bar- 
clay, of Detroit, Mich., and 266 other women of Michigan, mem- 
bers of the Presbyterian Church, remonstrating against the ad- 
mission of Utah into the Union as a State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Trunk Makers’ Union, of 
the Furniture Movers’ Union, and ofthe Book Binders and Rulers’ 
Union, all of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental con- 
trol of the telegraph service; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of 33 citizens of Burlington, 
Iowa, praying that frate society and ange, (purana be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present several petitions, nu- 
merously signed by ex-Union soldiers of Oregon, in which they 
represent that there are pending before the Commissioner of 
Pensions 650,000 unadjusted applications for pensions. They rep- 
reseut that many of these have been pending for years, and they 
pray for the enactment of legislation by Congress 3 
the settlement of all those cases by December 31, 1894. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of 913 citizens of Findlay, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the age of the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill; which was crdered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the American Agents’ Associ- 
ation, of Camden, Ohio, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter: 
ma was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Agents’ Asso- 
ciation, of Camden, Ohio, and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 48, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
better protection of American seamen; which was [referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the abro- 
gation of any treaty under which reciprocal relations have been 
established between the United States and any foreign country; 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ` 
He also presented a memorial of the Young Men's Democratic 
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Club, of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating against the e of 
House bill No. 5575, proposing to take from the Board of Man- 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers all or nearly all 
control and place the same under the government of the War 
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
riations. 
x He also presented a petition of the Cleveland Permanent 
Building and Loan Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for 
the adoption of a certain amendment relating to building and 
loan associations to the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1542) to amend section 4746, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, widow of 
Brig. Gen. 38 C. Kelton, late adjutant-general United States 
Army, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1947) to au- 
thorize the erection of a municipal building at Washington City, 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1948) 

anting a pension to Augustus G. Cary; which was read twice 
by its title, and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James 
E. North; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin, per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) to re- 
quire street railway companies in the District of Columbia to 
pars and to repair pavements with asphalt, brick, or granite 

locks; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the bill (H. R. 4564) to reduce taxation, to pro- 

vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

d by him to the District appropriation bill; which was re- 

8 to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 

dered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3924) to regulate water-main assessments in the 
District of Columbia; and À 

A bill (H. R. 6171) toauthorize the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany to change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars 
of said company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following resolutions: ; 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that Spor. 


tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Rand 
oes lately a Senator and formerly a Representative from the State of 


ana. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1803) to- amend the act of June 22, 
1892, entitled An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton, S. Dak.” The 
bill proposes to extend the time of constructing a bridge across 
the Missouri River. It is very brief. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

etd VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Seeretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 6 of the act of June 22. 1892, entitled An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.,“ is amended so as to read as follows: 
nce ce passe Oo aa ern e oa 
within four years from the 224 day of June, 1894. Nd bo aha ee 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Is the bill reported from a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


OREGON LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up for present consideration the bill (S. 1649) providing for 
the survey of the land described in the grant to the Willamette 
Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road Company, in the 
State of Oregon. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read 
for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
„That,“ to strike out there is hereby appropriated out of the 
Treasury of the United States, out of moneys not otherwise ap- 
propriated, and consistent with the provisions of this act;“ in 
line 4, after the word dollars, to strike out or so much 
thereof as is necessary for the al oye of this act, to pay the 
cost and expense of said survey, which money so appropriated 
may,” and insert ‘shall;” in line 7, after the word said,“ to 
insert Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road;” 
in line II, after the word then,“ to strike out and there;” 
and in the same line, after the word “for,” to insert and cred- 
ited to; and in line 12, after the word act,“ to strike out and 
shall be credited to the purposes of this act; ” so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of 822,000 shall be deposited by the said Willamette 
Valley and e Moun agon Road Company in some Unite 1 States 
depository which shall be designated by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
shall be deemed appropriated when so deposited, and shall be then used for 
and eredited to the purposes of this act; any excess of the said deposit and 
appropriation, remaining after paying the cost of said survey, shall be re- 
turned and paid to said company. š 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word 
teach” to insert for the amount so expended in making said 
survey;“ so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 3. That aftersaid survey shall have been completed and the cost thereof 
ascertained and paid, as above provided, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
issue to saidcompany certificates of deposit in triplicate for each. forthe 


amount so expended in m: said survey, which may be ed by in- 
dorsement and be received in ent for lands entered 5 under 


the preémption and homestead laws of the United States or for any public 
u — 8 ween States entered or to be entered under the laws of the 
n k 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In section 3, Iine 8, after the words United 
States,” I move to strike out the words: 


Or for any public lands of the United States entered or tobe entered un- 
der the laws of the United States. 


The way the bill stands it sive a floating land warrant which 
can be located upon any land regardless of anything. That is 
not right, and it is against the policy which the Public Lands 
Committee, I understand, has pursued for years and years. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. I 
have not the bill before me, but under the existing laws the set- 
tlers in any township may have 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me, it leaves 
these certificates receivable for lauds entered by settlers under 
the preémption and homestead laws of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. In payment. instead of money; that is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It leaves it that way: but the provision I 
move to sirike out is entirely additional to that. It is very 
adroitly inserted in the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think the bill is not sub‘ect to the objection 
made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The words are here as plain as A BC. 

Mr. MARTIN. In the seventh line o: section 3 it is provided 
that the certificate may be received in payment for lands en- 
tered by settlers under the preémption and homestead laws of 
the United States.” 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I do not pro to touch that provision. 

Will the Senator read the remainder of the clause? 
Mr. MARTIN. Or for any public lands of the United States 
entered or to be entered under the laws of the United States.” 
Mr. COCKRELL. Those are the words I move to strike out. 
Mr. DOLPH. In the first place, if the Senator from Missouri 
will permit me, we repealed the preémption laws several years 
so that there is probably no case where these warrants 


on d be used in payment of 
Mr COCKRELL. There are thousands of cases of preëmp- 


tion pending that have not been disposed of. 

Mr. DOLPH. Not pretmptions to be commuted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Liable to be commuted. I ask for the 
reading of the report. That will explain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the re- 

rt. 
. COCKRELL. If Senators are not disposed to strike out 
this clause we shall go into a discussion of the merits of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, March 28, 1894, 
and was 5 by 

Mr. MITC of Oregon. I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri is under a misapprehension as to the effect of the words he 
has moved to strike out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When we get through with the reading 
of the report we shall know better. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I supposed the reading of the 
report was finished. 

. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it has only just commenced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the report will be 
continued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, and was in- 
terrupted by— 

Mr. MARTIN. Isuggest that it will be im le to dis- 

of the bill this morning if the report of the committee is to 

Ee esi through. I therefore suggest that the bill be passed 
over until to-morrow morning, and I give notice now that after 
the transaction of the regular routine business to-morrow morn- 
ing I shall again ask for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not let the entire report be printed in the 


RD? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the entire report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hearsnone, and it will be so ordered. 
The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1649) 
3 the — of the land described in the grant to the Willa- 
mette Valley and e Mountain Wagon Road Company, in the State of 
Oregon, have had the bill under ation, and report the same back 
with sundry amendments, and recommend its passage as amended. 

mmittee recommend that all after the word that',“ in line 1, sec- 
and 


all ot 


the word 

ing the word 

the following words be inserted: 
agon Road.” That the words 


credi 
the word any,“ be stri out. Also that 
after the word “each,” in line 4 of section 3, 
f : “for the amount so in making said 
survey. That lines 5. 6, 7, S. and 9 in the original bill 
6, 7, 8, 9, and 10, respectively. 
2 1 Let which amendments are shown in red ink in the bill herewith sub- 
tted. 

Your committee herewith return as of 8 from Com- 
missioner of the General Land Ofice of the date of 7, 1804, to the Sec- 
re’ of the Interior and a letter from the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior to the chairman of the committee under date of March 14, 1894, to- 
gether with a brief submitted in support of said bill. 


renumbered as lines 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 14, 1894. 


Sm: I transmit herewith a report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office upon Senate bill No. 1649, Providing for the survey of the 
land descri in the grant to the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain 
‘Wagon Road Company in the State of Oregon.” 

The vill autho: the com y named to deposit a sufficient sum of 
money to make a survey of all thelands within the 


emnity limits of their 
t, and to receive in on of such deposit certificates assignable 
Ey indorsement and receivable in payment for lands entered under the laws 


of the United States in the manner now provided for by law for the pay- 
is known as the d t system.” As the 


ent and oat under the — land laws, I can see no objection to the 

passage ot Mis bill, provided it is amended in the manner su 
mer in his a, poy to wit, that the appropriation 

able until the sum shall be deposited by the company in the manner pre- 


Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Hon. JAMES H. BERRY, 
Chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
x = 3 Washington, D. C., March 7, 1994. 
IR: ve the honor to acknowledge the receipt, reference from the 
De t on February 21, 1894, for report, of S bint 1840. Provi 


n Road Company, in Oregon.“ 

The first section of the bill provides for the survey of all the unsurveyed 
lands within the limits of the withdrawal under the grant to aid in the con- 
struction ot said wagon road. The second section appropriates $22,000 for 
maig the survey, or so much thereofasmay be necessary. It further pro- 
vides that this money may be yf per ea by the wagon road company in some 
United States depository to be designated by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and when so deposited s be deemed ne gin pg for the purposes of the 
— — — ee remaining after the survey of all the lands to be repaid to the 

The third section provides, practically, that after the survey shall havo 
been completed and the cost thereof ascertained and „the — of 
me pid = pine — to 8 company 8 05 —— in triplicate, 

* each, gnable by orsement and receivablo ayment oflands 
entered under the laws of the United States. aa 

Senate bill 819, which provided for the survay of the unsurveyed lands 
Within the withdrawal aforesaid, having been referred to this office, a favor- 
able ong thereon was submitted to the Departmont on October 19, 1893, 
and on November 24, 1893, a similar in evn Wassubmitted on House bill 3417, 
introduced for a like purpose. The latter report was 1 with- 
drawn and an unfavorable report submitted on January 15, 1894. 

The only objection to the of abi for the survey of these lands 
at this time is the expense involved, but as the company has agreed to ad- 
vance the money necessary, this objection is removed. 

I would s pest, veering tas the second section of Sper appropriates 

ut req the company, as a co; -preced 
po ec it, and said section should. be so 
tion shall not be available until the sum shall be deposited by the com- 
pany in the manner prescribed. 

With letter of Febr 23, 1894, the attorneys for the company, Messrs. 
Chandler and Kremer, inclosed a copy of the bill with the third section 
amended so as to limit the use of the certificates of deposit provided for to 
that now authorized by law for mili bounty land warrants, and asked 
that the office specify which form is sai tory in the event of any recom- 
mendation concern: the bill. 

The bill, thus amended, would be free from objection, and I recommend 
that it be so passed. 

Ireturn herewith the copy of the bill transmitted by the Department, to- 
gether with the letter of the attorneys for the com of February 23, and 
the copy of the bill with the third section amended as aforesaid. 


ery respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX. Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Memorandum in support of S. 1649, 9 the survey of certain Oregon 


3 E —— company is directed by the bill to deposit moneys sufficient to pay 
2. This money will go towards paying for surve the even sections 
which the company can not get in any event, and A only 
likely to select, and for dra’ out the lines 
ved b e President; 


ume 2, page 749; Pacific y 
3. It is the policy of the Department to close all the 


ment till the grantis satisfied. ( - 
Pacific Railway Company vs. W , 48 F. R., 333; Wisconsin Railroad Com- 
pany vs. Price County, 133 U. S., 

5, Ana the Secretary of the Interior has withdrawn all of the odd sections 
within the limits of this ed by special order of the De nt, they 
are now so withdrawn. either the present nor any future Secretary has 
power to revoke these withdra and thus deprive the owners of the 
grant of the right of selection which to them by the force of the stat- 
ute and the act of the Department. (Noble vs. U. R. Company, 147 


S., 165. 

6. Thus hundreds of thousand acres will continue to be tied up and closed 
to the settler until these surveys are completed and the company enabled to 
make its selections. 

7. The surveyor-general has in favor of ma the surveys in the 
following words: Regarding the survey of these | , I would respect- 
fully recommend that said survey be made, if possible, by special deposit 
or otherwise, as it would not only be an act of justice to the company, but a 
relief to a number ot home-seekers and of vast interest to the State." 

8. uities in favor of ac 9 — ae. . — lands wer 
years ago. company has been pa: 
road and taken care of the land; has, by 
opened up a large country to settlement whereby other 

nited States have been greatly increased in value. In return for these 
benefits the Government caused the owners to be harassed by investiga- 
tions and suits; have put them to great expense and trouble and suspended 
their rights, whereby appropriations of former years have been diverted to 
other sections of the country and could not be applied to the purpose of these 

er these ces it would seem no more than just that 
should order the surveys. Where the United States have done or 


it ble they will repair it. 
ate 3 1886, is a contract. Of this contract the Government 


9. The act of J 
has had the benefit. It can not now be heard to repudiate it and refuse the 
surveys. The duty to survey isan essential part of the grant, being one of 
the incidents thereof. This was not adonation, gift, or gratuity, but a graut 
founded on a consideration—a contract conferring mutual benefits and im- 
posing mutual obligations, and the Government is bound to carry it into 
effect. (Forsyth vs. Re lds, 15 How., 358.) 
10. The special-de 5 p clause in the bill — re to mo he nip ret 
The mof s originated mth section of the 00 
May 20. 1862 12 Stats., Ps aaa 1 time the finances of the Government 
em! 


were ex .barrassed, entire resources being to tho 
conduct of the war; the reduction of the civil expenses was a necessary obd- 
ject of tion, 80 as uction was obtained the means were 


1894. 
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considered r . ofits ee oe by the Government could 
wait upon the preservation ownershi 
in, but the Pacio coast Was un ex- 


Hon; ple escaped the immedia 
sonal eee Scere of the war by settling on the coast; this in turn occasioned 
a sudden ta 
unusual extension of the yanna surveys. But this demand encountered the 
necessity for absolute re 
tions for that purpose, acondition not essentially 
prevails at nt. 

It is clearly no injury to the Tinited States to have its public domain sur- 
veyed. To that end Congress has yearly appropriated large sums of money 
which have been a considerable tax upon the public d revenues. But, 
however large may be 5 ons, the operation of the laws for the 

e 


sale has always antici e of the public lands. 
11. The making of the surveys will benefit the Government ana the peo- 
le. It is for the interest of the Government in the dis ofits own lands 


these surveys should be made promptly. Itis of great importance to 
the citizens of Oregon to have these lands opened up for settlement. The 
increase of population and the general growth of the mpeg show that the 
demand for these lands is real. Until quite recently the State of on 
has made rather slow progress, but the era of improvement has overtaken 
the country. The title to these lands has been settled by the decition in 
148 United States, 31. All that is now required to have the lands opened to 
actual settlers is the ma of the surveys here applied for. 

By the terms of the granting act there were granted to the State “' alter- 
nate sections of public lands designated by odd numbers, 3 sections per mile, 
to be selected within 6 miles of road.“ 

After the survey of the line of the road had been filed all the odd" sec- 


The only im 
order the surveys. The benefits, eee and remote, ot immediate action 
to the Government ſtselt, to the State of Oregon, and to the people at large 
213. Dal: is injuring the pplicants. The further denial of the is 
ay applicants. er surve 
a 5 inj to these applicants. Daily their timber is 
cut wit the grant, and it is only a matter of time 
on of the may be rendered u valueless; and every day's de- 


: when a large 
number of squatters against whose claims it is necessary 


increases 
to defend the title. 
The lands which it is desired to have surveyed are accessible only In the 
summer season. Unless the bill is passed promptly another year's delay 
will be unavoidable. 


[United States Statutes, volume 14, page 88. 
to bring 


Congress passed an act requiring the Attorney-General 
name of the United States in the United States circuit court for 
district of Oregon, against all persons claiming an interest in this grant 
etermine the question of the construction of the road, the legal effect of 
governor's certificates, the right ot the United toresume the land, 
obtain hey ree declaring the land coterminous with any uncom- 
portions of road forfeited. sa the rights of any bona fide pur- 
r, the sult to be tried and adjudicated like other suits in equity. 
On August 29, 1889, in 1 of this authority sult was commenced. 
filed by the defendants, in one.of which they set up the fore- 
going facts as an eatoppel, and in the other the defense of bona fide pur- 
chaser. The case was heard on the pl 
and the bill dismissed. The Government 8 to the Supreme Court, 
which reversed the judgment on the ground that there should have been an 


the pleas were withdrawn, a general answer filed, and the case tried on its 
merits; numerous witnesses Were examined, a mass of testimony taken, and 
judgment was given in favor of the defendants, finding the facts as above 
stated and dismissing the bill. The Government appealed to the circuit 
court at San Francisco. In the meantime trials h. en had in two other 
similar cases, and the judgments in favor of the defendants in those cases 
affirmed in the circuit court of appeals and in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, whereupon, upon motion of the owners of these lands, and 
With the consent of the Attorney-General, the Government's appeal from the 
gment in their favor was dismissed. During all this time selections had 
suspended by the De ment and no goms issued since October 80, 

1882. Numerous applications to have the lands surveyed were made from 
time to time, and Spri in 1892 formal a gry by the company to havethe 
lands surveyed, and offering to pay for the same. or deposit the sums neces- 
sary $o pay for the same, was to Secretary Noble, who denied the ap- 

m. 


0 
After the latest decision of the Supreme Court and the decision of the law 
officers of the Government to dismiss the appeal at San Francisco. applica- 
tion tohave the lands surveyed was made 25 the Department. 


Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
for the State of Oregon. The surveyor-gen- 


884 
8 
82 


ate 


ssible, by special de- 
t or otherwise, as it would not only be an act of justice to the company, 
ut a relief to a number of home seekers and of vast interest to the State.” 

Tho estimated cost of the survey is $21,155. On April 27, 1893, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Omce reported to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior. The report refers to the application of March 23,1893, particularly 
to the statements therein contained as to the litigation con these 
lands, and finds that the said statements are correct. Relying on a previous 
decision of the Department in a railway case (Atlantic and fic Railway 
Com ), the report finds that the proposition for deposit can not be enter- 
tained. e report states that there are 84.000 in the reserve fund, but that 
the same is wholly inadequate for the survey applied for, and recommends 
that the applicant be advised to apply to Congress, as was done in the case 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Company. 

The ery acted upon this suggestion, and in September, 1893, bills were 
introduced in the Senate and House of Representatives. Both bills were 
referred to the Public Lands Committee of the tive Houses, and by 
them transmitted to the Secretary of the Interior, who referred them to the 


Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Commissioner wrote to the 
‘Secretary October 19, 1893, favoring the of the Senate bill 819. His 
letter was transmitted by the Secretary to the James H. Berry, chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, with acommunication from 
the Secre con in the Commissioner's recommendation and fav- 


893, the Commissioner wrote to the Secretary favoring 
of H. R.3417. This letter remained in the office of the 


said recommendation. The bill has ported adversely. 

Thereafter the pending bill was submitted tothe Secretary of the Interior, 
who referred it to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Com- 
missioner's report favoring the 2 the bill, together with the Secre- 
tary’s letter concurring therein, has m transmitted to the chairman of 
this committee. Copies of the 8 and letter are annexed hereto. 

The decision of the Supreme Court sending the cases back to have the 
merits investigated is reported as United States vs. Dalles Military Wagon 
Road Company (148 United States, 599). 

The decision of zupreme Court affirming the judgment in the two cases 
of like instance is reported 5 States vs. ornia and Oregon Land 


The d to survey is an essential part of the grant, be one of the inci- 
dents thereof. This was not a donation, or . — — 
1 on a consideration—a contract 


it is adjudicated 
consideration of 


and has the benefitof the road to-day. It would, under these circumstances, 
bein the highest degree Immoral and unjust for the United States to repu- 
diate this contract. 

IT IS THE DUTY OF THE GOVERNMENT TO MAKE SURVEYS. 


The company is not bound to make the survey. This grant was not, like 
those to the Northern Pacific and other railroad companies, made on con- 
dition that the tee pay for the survey, nor does the act of July 2 1876, 
nor any of the decisions thereunder, require the Secretary to = 
ment of the cost of surveys from these applicants. (Act of July 31, 1 8 
Stat., 121; Northern Pa: Railroad aac ong Mn Train County, 115 U. S.: 
case of Southern Pacific Railroad Company, Vopp's Public Land Laws of 


1882, vol. 2, p. 740.) 
act provides for the payment of the costs of survey 


Where the granting 
before issuance of patent, such pman is a conđition-preceđent, but the 
ons are the 


act of July 5, 1866, makes no such provision. The only 
building of the road and the certificate of the eme These conditions 
have been fully performed, as admitted by the Department. To require the 
applicant to pay the costs of surveying under these circumstances would 
be to attach a new condition. This can not be done, as its effect would be 
to deprive the icant of property hts. Such conditions may be fixed 
before but not Ya grant is earned. (County of Cass vs. Morrison, 28 
Minn., 257; North P c Railroad Company vs. Traill County, 115 U. S., 
600; Pacific Railway Company vs. United dos. 124 U. S., 124.) 


LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. MARTIN. I give notice that I shall endeavor to cail up 
when the bill which has just gone over is disposed of, the i 
(H. R. 5065) to rauy the reservation of certain lands made for 
the benefit of O ma Territory, and for other purposes, 
which is a matter of grave importance and ought to be attended 
to at the very earliest possible moment if the Territory is to 
get any advantage from it. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LILLY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I give notice that I shall call up on Satur- 
day next, at 3 O clock, the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives relating to the death of my late colleague in that 
body, Hon. William Lilly. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. CAREY, Mr. WHITE, 
and Mr. VEST as the conferees on the part of the Senate upon 
the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yellow- 
stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 
other purposes, and the amendments of the Senate thereto. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 3294) to regulate water-main assessments in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company to change its motive power for the propulsion of the 
cars of said company. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, a legislator is often compelled to 
make an election between two parliamentary measures, neither 
of which meets his entire approval. It must necessarily be so, 
because no one in a large representative body can frame a 
measure which will command the approval of every member of 
the assembly. Every act of legislation must necessarily be a 
matter of compromise, and no act of legislation more necessarily 
so than that which imposes taxes upon imports. 

The bill we are now considering does not meet my entire ap- 
proval; I doubt if in all its provisions it meets the approval of 
any Senator on this side of the Chamber; but as itis it shall 
have my cordial le If I find there is a prospect of im- 
proving it I may offer and support some amendments to it; but 
whether I succeed in having them engrafted upon it or not I 
shall bow to the collective judgment of my side of the Chamber 
and support whatever conclusion it shall reach. 

I believe, sir, that is due from me and due from every party 
man. This is a strict party measure, and it has been a party 
measure from the foundation of the Government and from the 
organization of the party to which I belong. 

Mr. President, there are two opposing views about tariffs, and 
the two parties now in existence in this country are marshaled 
upon these two opposing lines. The party to which I belong 
believes that taxes should be imposed upon the people for the 
sole purpose of raising sufficient revenue to support the admin- 
istration of an honest and economical Government; it believes 
in equal and exact justice to 1 citizen of the Republic; it 
opposes class legislation in all its forms. Hence in imposing 
duties the Democratic policy and the Democratic principle are 
to so lay the duty as to raise the revenue and to raise it with the 
least possible disturbance of the employment and business of the 
poopie and the least possible burden to the taxpayer. Our 

riends on the other side believe in a system of taxation that 
will make the burden as heavy as possible, because it will build 
up a favored class in the Government. They do not believe in 
equality. They believe in favoritism, and their policies are 
chosen and wisely chosen to build up a governing class in the 
country to contro! the administration of the Government. 

Had I been chosen to construct the tariff bill, and if I had had 
the 44 Damocratic members of this Chamber in perfect accord 
with ny views, I should have constructed the bill on very dif- 
ferentlines from those on which it has been constructed. Iwould 
not have left coffee and tea on the free list and taxed woolen and 
cotton goods and manufactures of iron and steel. I would have 
put the tax on coffee, tea, sugar, and fruits. Why? Because it 
carries out the Democratic principle of obtaining the revenues 
with the least possible burden to the taxpayer. Our friends put 
the duties on cotton goods, woolen goods, and iron and steel, 
because in raising the requisite revenue for the Government 
they raise four or five times as much for a favored class. We 
raised last year $55,000,000 from the dufies on cotton and woolen 
goods. Fifty-five million dollars could have been raised from a 
tax on sugar that would have carried $7,000,000 of incidental pro- 
tection to the sugar-growers in the United States, and the whole 
burden of taxation would have been $62,000,000 out of the pock- 
ets of the people. Fifty-five million dollars was raised on cot- 
ton and woolen goods, 8600, 000,000 worth of which was pro- 
duced in this country and raised in price by the imposition of 
the duties, taking out of the pockets of the people two or three 
hundred millions of dollars, while there was only $55,000,000 of 
revenue carried to the public Treasury. Here is the distinctive 
line of difference between the two policies of taxation, the Dem- 
ocratic and the es Serene systems. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party,from its organization, 
has been the liberty party of this country. It has believed that 
the pinost ossible beneficence that could come to the people 
of the United States would come when they enjoyed the largest 
possible liberty and every natural right with which the Creator 
endowed them. Mr. Jeferson taught us that the proper func- 
tion of government was not to deprive the citizen of any one of 
his natural rights, but to declare and enforce every one, and that 
government was instituted among a free people to secure every 
right to every citizen. The Democratic party, in its conven- 
tion of 1836, taking its words from the pen of ores Jeffersoa, 
declared in the platform upon which Martin Van Buren was 
nominated and elected: 


That every man is under the natural duty of contributing to the neces- 
sities of society, and this is all the law should enforce on him. 


There, sir, is the creed of our party, and in 1840 they said: 


That justice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government to foster 
one branch of industry to the detriment of another, or to cherish the in- 


Fug of one portion to the injury of another portionof our common coun- 


In 1844 they reaffirmed that principle, and in 1848 again re- 
affirmed it, and further said that “the triumph of 1844 had ful- 
filled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in the noble im- 
pulse given to the cause of free trade by the repeal of the tariff 
of 1842 and the creation of the more equal, honest, and produe- 
tive tariff of 1846.” 

In 1856 they reaffirmed the same principle, and in addition 
they declared that— 

The time has come for the people of the United States to declave them- 
pei labs in favor of free seas aud progressive free trade throughout the 

Here is our creed. The Democratic party has never believed 
in exercising the power tocreate fortunes for any private in- 
dividual or any corporation. It has stood for protection, not 
against competition, but protection against wrong; protection 
against injury; de to every right of the citizen, natural 
and acquired. This has been its creed from the beginning. In 
harmony with that creed had I drawn the bill to be adopted by 
my party the very first thing that I should have done would 
have been to select those articles which would produce revenue 
sufficient to administer the Government with the least possible 
draft upon the people. 

In the second place, I should have placed upon the free list all 
coal, all ore, all metals in pigs, bars, blooms, billets, slabs, 
sheets, in short, everything that is required to be manufactured 
before going into e Sty Roary wool, cotton, hemp, jute, and 
flax, all yarns,and everything that requires to be manufactured 
Why? In order that we may produce our goods at the lowest 
possible cost. Why? In order that we may go out into the 
markets of the world, undersell all rivals, and give employment 
to all our people. If we tax the materials we place that beyond 
the power of our labor, however skillful it may be; we shut the 
doorsagainst its employment, and turn our people into the streets 
to come as they are coming to Washington now, to beg for relief 
by demanding that the Government shall issue paper promises 
that it can not perform. I would have had free materials and a 
low revenue tax on the finished products. Then, if that did not 
bring in sufficient revenue for an efficient administration of the 
Government, I would have put a tax on accumulated wealth. 

Mr. President, in dealing with the question of taxing the prod- 
ucts of labor going from the producer to the consumer the leg- 
islator ought at all times of the day and night to keep his eye 
upon the employer of the labor of his country. Thatisasub- 
ject of more importance than the revenue. No step should be 
taken in a legislative assembly that is calculated to narrow the 
opportunities for work. The great body of the people not only 
in the United States, but all over the world, have to live by daily 
toil. It is a daily struggle for subsistence, and that struggle 
ought never to be made harder or darker by the interposition 
of the legislative arm. Butrather, more opportunities ought to 
be afforded to the laborer, and every obstruction that either na- 
ture or legislative action has interposed should be removed out 
of the way of that employment. 

Look to-day, sir, upon our country. Twenty-two millions of 
laborers engaged in gainful occupations are struggling to sup- 
porta population of 67,000,000, three times as many as them- 
selves. The life, the subsistence, the clothing of this vast pop- 
ulation depend upon the stroke of the arms of 22,000,000. The 
most important branch of our industry, the one upon which 
every other is engrafted, the one upon whose prosperity that of 
all others depend, is that of agriculture. No man will dispute 
that. We have 9,000,000 people employed in the fields and 
farms, 4,250,000 in manufactures, 2,000,000 in transportation, and 
over 5,000,000 in personal and professional services, all depend- 
ing upon the farm as the mudsill of the whole industrial system. 
What does our farmer depend on? 

Mr. President, from way back in the past, as far as we have 
any official statistics, way back to the year 1820, it is shown that 
from 70 to 80 per cent of all the exports of this country have 
been from our fields and farms. We have been told in the last 
thirty years that protection will build up in this country manu- 
factures and mining and other industries which will give us a 
home market for the consumption of the surplus products of our 
fields. What, sir, has become of those prophesies? After three 
years of the most exhausting taxation on imports that this or 
any other country has ever had, two-thirds of all the cotton in 
the Southern States still goes to foreign markets to be sold. 
Why have we not built up cotton manufactures to consume this 
cotton in this country? 

A large surplus of wheat and provisions still seeks a consum 
tion inforeign markets. Itcannotfinditathome. Every mout 
is fed, every back isclothed, every wantiss:tisfied that American 
farmers can satisfy, and yet there are from $709,000,000 to $1,000,- 
000,000 of surplus products from the farms that must either go 
to waste or hunt a market in foreign lands. It has been so con- 
tinuously with all your promises of adequate home markets for 
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all products. For thirty long years you have been promising us 
a home market for all our cotton. For thirty years you have 
been promising us a market for all our surplus provisions. For 
thirty years you have been promising us a home market for all 
our breadstulfs, and three years ago when you were making the 
McKinley tariff you told the people in the wheat fields of the 
Northwest that you were going to bring them consumers for all 
their surplus wheat. í . 

The Committee on Finance of the Fifty-first Congress, one of 
the ablest that ever assembled in the history of this Chamber, 
reported to this body the bill which is now a law. In their re- 

rt they told the people of the United States that we could not 

onger depend on sending our wheat out of the country to find 
a market, that we must depend upon the more certain and more 
remunerative home market which they sought to build up by 
breaking down imports and inviting people to come here from 
foreign countries in sufficient numbers to consume the surplus 
wheat produced by the farmers of the Northwest. 

The Fistinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] the 
other day descanted upon some of the lamentations of Mr. Web- 
ster in 1846, when he said the country would come to ruin if the 
Walker bill was passed. It was passed, and universal prosperity 
followed it. Mr. Webster’s prophecies fell to the ground, yet 
the false prophets are all over the land, still By ears the same 
prophecies day after day and year after year. I visited a play in 
the city of Washington some time ago in which there was a char- 
acter called Col. Maverick Brander, who, contrasting his situa- 
tion with that of Daniel Webster under similar circumstances, 
said that he found it very difficult to keep up with Daniel's gait. 
But there are statesmen in this country who not only find itnot 
atall difficult to keep up with the false prophecies of Mr. Webster 
but surpass him. 

Let me read what the Committee on Finance of the Fifty-first 
Congress say: 

The competition in wheat-growing which has been developed in India, 
South America, Australia, and in the British ions in North America, 
is likely to make unprofitable the production of this cereal for exportation 
by our people, and to cause the wheat-grower of the Northwest to look to 
an enlargement of the certain and remunerative home market. This en- 
larged and profitable market can only be secured by incre: the number 
of people engaged in other than agricultural pursuits, and Drs urnishing to 
all incre: employment without diminution of wages. cripple our 
manufacturing interests and reduce the purchasing power of our working- 
men will result in augment: the number of competitors in the fleld of 
agricultural production, and the increased supply could, in that eyent, only 
find a market in Europe by enforced competition with India at ruinous 
prices. Wheat can now belaiddown in Liverpool from the central provinces 
of India at as low a cost for transportation as from Chicago, and Indian 
wheat can be delivered in New York at less cost for tranportation than 
from the wheat flelds of Dakota. 


Did the committee mean to say that a bushel of wheat could 
be produced in India at a cost and laid down in New York and 
sold at a price that would drive the Dakota wheat out of the 
market? Iam not advised as to the cost of transportation from 
India to New York. I can not believe that it is as cheap as the 
transportation from Dakota to New York, but I do know that a 
bushel of wheat can not be produced in Indiaand sold in the city 
of New York in competition with a bushel of wheat grown any- 
where in the United States. Cost of production has much to do 
with the market price, and in this instance much more than cost 
of Panapo an Do you tell me thata people who plow with 
a fork of a tree, who use the primitive methods of agriculture 
can compete with those who use machinery? Do you tell me 
that 300,000,000 people, a large majority of whom are farmers, 
and do not raise as much wheat as our 67,000,000 can take from 
us our home market? 

India produces about 320,000,000 bushels of wheat with her 
300,000,000 people. The United States with 64,000,000 people 
88 611,780,000 bushels of wheat the next year after this 

oleful prophecy was made upon the floor of this Chamber. 
What has been the verification of that prophecy? The bill that 
they promised was passed. They promised that nonagricultur- 
ists should come in sufficient abundance to take up and consume 
pron abiy the surplus products of the wheat-growers of the West. 

hat was the prophecy and the promise. hat was its fulfill- 
ment? The very next year we exported 225,000,000 bushels of 
wheat; and in three years after that prophecy was uttered on 
this floor weexported to foreign countries more than 450,000,000 
bushels of wheat. Not only could wecompete in the city of New 
York or Bostonor anywhere else on this continent, but we could 
pay the cost of transportation and compete in the markets of 
the world; and in the great wheat market of the world—the city 
of London—we have been doing so. 

A very exhaustive examination was made of the cost of the 

roduction of wheat in the United States a few years ago by Dr. 
ward Atkinson. He showed that a bushel of wheat could be 
roduced in the United States at a cost of less than 40 cents, and 
n California less than 36 cents. There is not a spot on the Con- 
tinent of Europe that can produce a bushel of wheat at that cost. 


The lowest I have seen is Germany, at 84 cents. India can not 
1233 wheat at a cost of 40 or 50 or 60 cents a bushel; much 

ess can it produce it at that cost and pay the cost of transpor- 
tation and drive us out of our own markets. India produces 
about one bushel of wheat per head of her population. The - 
United States produces eight or nine bushels per head, and could 
easily produce more if a market could be had. Do you tell me 
that a man who uses the old sickle to cut wheat, who uses the 
old plow of past generations and the ox to haul it, who uses the 
flail to thrash it out, can compete with a man who puts wheat 
in the ground with a bugey plow,who has his wheatcut, thrashed, 
winnowed, and sacked by machinery? Some time ago I read in 
Mulhall's Dictionary of Statistics that with Guin’s California 
reaper one machine attended properly could cut, thrash, win- 
now, and sack the wheat on 60 acresof ground in one day—1,200 
bushels of wheat. 

I was afraid to quote the authority until a few days ago I was 
talking with a California farmer who uses the machine. He 
told me it could be done and was being done, and being done by 
him. With five hands at $t per day each he cuts, thrashes, win- 
nows, sacks, sewsup the sacks, and puts away ready to bo shipped 
in one day 1,200 bushes of wheat, and the labor cost is less than 
2cents per bushel. And yet we are told thata man in India 
who never saw a buggy plow or- thrasher, who can not cut an 
acre of wheat in a day with a sickle, can send his wheat to the 
United States and drive out of his field the most intelligent, en- 
ergetic, and thrifty farmer on the face of the globe. This isthe 
scary tale our friends are telling our farmers to lull them to sleep 
while they increase the prices of everything they have to buy, 
and throw insurmountable obstacles in the way to the markets 
where they are tosell. They stand before the wheat-growers 
and sing: 

Hush, hush, oy 
Here comes the 
You've got no show, 
You'd best lay low, 
He'll catch you if he can, 
ush, hush, hush, 
Your wheatfields he will scan. 


Run, all ye Western farmers, 
Here comes the Bogie man. 


ie man. 


This is the song to the men who were producing in the same 
time five or ten times as much wheat as the India man, and ata 
labor cost less than the India producer. And to prevent this 
direful calamity he must be taxed a hundred per cent on his 
woolen goods. j 

Mr. President, it is a magnificent scheme that this very intel- 
ligent and able committee reported to us, that by raising the 
tariff they were going toimport “‘nonagriculturists” into this 
country to consume the surplus proses of the wheat crop. 
I have ciphered a little on that dazzling problem to see how 
many people they will have to bring to this country to consume 
the surplus wheat crop. The very year after the measure was 
poms the very year after that peopheny was uttered on this 

oor, the wheat-growers of the United States produced 611,780,- 
000 bushels of wheat. Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Agri- 
cultural Department, who has been issuing their protection pam- 
phlets and campaign documents for them for years, says that 
4% bushels of wheat is the per capita consumption of the people 
of the United States. Everybody knows that we are the best 
fed people in the world. We will suppose that this ‘‘nonagri- 
cultural” importation that a high protective tariff is to bring to 
the United States will each consume 4# bushels of wheat. 

We will first make a deduction to seed the crops of the next 
year. There were a little less than 40,000,000 acres sown in 
wheat. A bushel and a half is the highest amount thatis given 
Le EMAER as requisite to sow an acre of wheat. Then deduct 

„000,000 bushels for seed, at Mr. Dodge's estimate, four and 
two-thirds bushels per head, 64,000,000 people will have 299,000,- 
000 million bushels set apart for bread; the total for home con- 
sumption, 359,000,000 bushels; surplus, 252,800,000 bushels. To 
consume, that at four and two-thirds bushels per head would re- 
quire a nonagricultural“ importation of population amounting 
in one year to 54,000,000 people. Where are they going tocome , 
from? How are they going togethere? Whereare the vessels 
to come from to bring all that population here to consume this 
surplus wheat? It would take all the armed and mercantile 
vessels afloat on all the waters of all the seas of the globe. 

But that does not make any difference. It is a beautiful thing 
and ought not to be marred by any such commonplace consider- 
ations. I suppose our friends were going to let the immigrants 
provide the vessels for themselves. But 54,000,000 people have 
to come here according to that prophecy, and they have got to 
come in one year, and they have got to come in time to consume 
that crop of wheat, and they have got tocome with money enough 
to pay for it or it will do the farmers no good. What will they 
do, Mr. President, when they come here to make the money to 
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buy the wheat from the farmer? It will not do to bring agri- 

turists. The committee were too sharp for that. They said 
that they must be nonagriculturists;“ that they must be 
miners, manufacturers, persons engaged in transportation, la- 
borers, mechanics, and others. 

Now, of the nonagricultural 8 of the United States 
one-third are manufacturing laborers. Let us assume that one- 
third of these will be. One-third of 54,000,000 will be 18,000,- 
000, who have to come and Deny yt ea UF manufacturing labor. 
That includes men, women, and dren. 

Again, by the same division of our i one-third of 
that number are laborers actively engaged in the shops. That 
makes 6,000,000 laborers who have to come here in one year. 
Six million ofmanufacturing laborers have to be brought by the 
Maoia law to this country. Very well. What will they do? 
They will go iuto manufacturing, of course. How much will 
they make? If 4,250,000 operatives of ours made 89,370, 000, 000 
worth of manufactured products in 1890, how much will 6,000,000 
make? It is a mere sum in arithmetic that an ordinary Repub- 
lican ought to be able tocipher out. Somebody else will cipher 
it out i they do not. They will turn out, if they work as well 
as our people, $13,000,000,000 worth of products. We consume 
$150 per head of our manufactured products. It will be fair to 
assume that they will consume a similar amount of their prod- 
ucts. Then they will consume of that product 88,000,000, 000 
worth. That would leave $5,000,000,000 worth of surplus manu- 
factures. What is to be done with it? 

The committee did not inform us. Weknow that they are op- 

od to ex ing any of our products for the cheap and 
‘nasty ” t produced by foreign paupers, and we know that 
their destructive policy istoconfine our trading to this continent. 
They may even go 80 as to agree with Henry C. Carey, that 
the Creator made a mistake in leav navigable oceans aroand 
America; that he should have made them oceans of fire. But 
even if these obstacles were out of the way the tariff duties on 
the materials out of which their products were manufactured 
would prohibit them from pes justas the tarif duties pro- 
hibit ours. These $5,000,000,000 worth of products must be con- 
sumedat home. Andtarrying out the policy so boldly laid down 
we must now import a ‘‘nonmanufacturing” population. We 
must either carry out the Democratic policy and export the 
gous or the Republican policy and import people to consume 
m. The Republican plan was adopted and still prevails. 
Now, we must import nonmanufacturing” people enough to 
consume this surplus, How many will it take? We consume 
about $150 per head. We will assume that they will consume 
as much. en we must import 33,000,000 non manufacturing 
. to make a home market for S5, 000, 000, 000 of manufactures. 
our nonmanufi class in the United States 54 per 
cent are ee we will assume that 54 per cent of 
them will iculturists. Then 18,000,000 of these are to be 
farmers, and of these one-third are laborers—or 6,000,000. We 
had 9,000,000 laborers in 1890 in agriculture. We were to im- 

rt 6,000,000 more, and if 9,000,000 farmers produced 611,780,000 
hels of wheat in 1891, 6,000,000 farmers will produce 400,000,- 
000 bushels. They will use for seed two-thirds as much as we 

two-thirds as numerous, or 40,000,000 bushels; they will 
use for bread four and two- 8, or 154,000,000 bushels; and 
then they will have asurplus of 200,000,000 bushels. What are 


y going to do with that? We. have got to import now 43,009,- 
nonagriculturists to consume that; and so the th goes, 
and if we continue this policy of our Republican friends, ina 


few years, within the memory of old men like myself, we will see 
the whole fourteen hundred millions of this world here in the 
United States, brought here by a high protective tariff—Chi- 
nese, Japanese, Fijis, Soudanese, Maltese, chimpanzees, all com- 
ing to the United States ta join Coxey’s army and the aborig- 
ines. [Laughter. , 
Mr. President, it is a singular kind of doctrine for our Re- 
publican friends, as my friend from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] sug- 
ted, to set out to soothe the apprehensions and fears of the 
estern farmers, to make them Lie still while their markets are 
being torn from them, to tell them in the hearing of the manu- 
facturing operatives that they propose to import manufactur- 
ing labor to come to this country and compete with the manu- 
facturing labor here, and on that to raise the wages of labor! 
Strange as it appears, that has been done. This is another of 
those pepe ee prophecies of which we have heard so much 
from all protectionists—false prophets and false prophecies. 
When I was a young boy my mother taught me to read the 
Bible, and I about Elijah upon Mount Carmel, when he 
took 450 of the false prophets of Baal and slew them. I then 
thought all falso prophets were dead, but it seems as if some of 
them got away, and they have come down to the present gen- 
eration, and have come here to tell the people these scary 


stories in order to soothe them while they put the strong arm of 
the Government up to the elbows in the pockets of the working 
people of the Soumia: 

. President, this country would have had the agonies it is 
now in in 1891 if it had not been that the crop of 1890 was more 
valuable by $280,000,000 than that of 1889, and the crop of 1891 
was $650,000,000 more valuable than that of 1889. The increased 
value of the two crops, aggregating in two years more than 
$900,000,000, deferred the coming of the depression until 1892. 
In that year the value of our principal crops fell over $400,000,000, 
and in 1893 over 8500, 000, 000 below 1891. e two years’ decrease 
amounted to more than nine hundred millions. © depression 
that is now distressing the land did not come with the advent 
of a Democratic Administration, as has been charged. No, Mr. 
President, the country began to feel the contracting folds of the 
monster in 1892. The storm signals were put up in the fall of 
that year. The election on the 8th of November onished the 
country to look out for the coming squall. 

Still, they tell us that a Democratic Administration has brought 
on this panic, produced the depression, and filled the streets 
with marching armies of distressed and wretched people calling 
on their Government to save them. It was failing crops, ex- 
haustive taxation under the McKinley act,and increased obstruc- 
tion of the way to.a market fixed by that law which prostrated 
the farmers: of the country; and when they fell, they stretched 
out their arms, like Samson, gathered the posts of the indus- 
trial temple and crushed the whole fabric over their heads. 
They stopped buying; they had nothing with which to buy; 
when they stoppod- buying the manufacturers. stopped selling; 
when the manufacturers stopped selling they stopped produe- 
ing, and when they stopped producing they tur their wage- 
workers into the streets, and the lines of transportation stopped 
carrying between producer andconsumer. Theseare the curses 
that have blighted the land and filled the people with distress. 

The Secretary of the Treasury of the Administration which a 
short time ago went out of power reco; ed this condition of 
things when he came to Congress in the closing hours of the 
Administration of President Harrison and begged this body to 
ers alaw author the sale of bonds tomeet the deficiencies 
in the Treasury that he saw at that time were coming, and com- 
ing by the improvident, unwise, and extravagant Administra- 
tion of President Harrison and his party. 

3 2 75 us this ae se come — Wai Danona arc 
agitating the question of reduce taxation and opening mar- 
kets; that it has come by antici = She they say that the unem- 
ployed people are looking ahead, and they see something in the 

istance that frightens them. I have never known people to 
take distress and stop work by anticipation in that way. I do 


not think that the wor le of country are crowding 
the thoroughfares and highways of the country because they 
anticipate t the future will be filled with gloom for them. 


They want meat and bread; they want employment, and the 
can not get it; the manufacturer can not oods, and will 
not give them employment; the farmers can not buy them and 
the manufacturer can not sell them. It is not anticipation, it is 
the realized condition which follows the exhaustion produced by 
the McKinley tariff act. 

To tell me that 1 frightened by anticipation reminds 
me of an incident I read in a paper sometime ago ina New 
England town. A gentleman was driving down the street in 
his buggy and called to a friend to get in the buggy and ride 
with him. After the friend had ridden some distance down the 
street he saw a procession coming, headed by a band of music, 
with colors flying; he saw the drum-major with his stick twirl- 
ing about in the air, and he said to the man by whose side he 
was sitting, Will your horse get frightened at the music?” 
Oh. no; my horse is very fond of music; he has a passion for 
music; he never gets frightened at music.“ Are you sure of 
that?“ „Les; Iam sure of it.” If your horse will stand that 
drum, and stand those brass horns, and stand all that noise and 
parade, I will continue to ride with you.” The man drove on, 
and when he got within 50 or 100 yards of the procession the 
drum-major twirled his stick in the air, the kettledrum rolled 
out the long roll, the bass drum thundered like a park of artil- 
lery, the horns brayed, and the horse wheeled at right angles, 
re’ shot down the street at the rate of a mile a minute. The 
buggy was turned over, and the men were thrown out, their 
faces were scarred and bruised and their noses were bleeding. 
The guest said, How is it you told me your horse would not 
scare at music? I told vou I would not get in the buggy, sir, if 

ou had a wild horse. Now, Lam hurt; yon told me tbat your 
Kana would not get scared at music—would not get scared at a 
band.“ ‘The driver said, I told you that that horse would not 
frighten at music, that he loved music, and I repeat it, but you 
will notice right across there you see the weather man has put 
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up asignal on the side street to indicate that there is an elec- 
trical storm coming from i over the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains, and when it comes it will be accompanied byan im- 
mense amount of thunder and ligh . My horse is afraid of 
that lightning.” [Laughter.] And people of fhe United 
States are crowding into the highways everywhere because t 

are afraid that in the future the Democratic Administration 
reduce taxation, open up the markets of the world to the sale 
of their surplus production, and give employment to the idle 
people in the streets. : 

But, Mr. President, the only way we can correct this unhappy 
condition is to restore to the people the natural and normal con- 
dition of work and trade, and restore tothe people the God-given 
right to labor and the God-given right to dispose of the products 
of their labor. Every man in the world is working ten times 
more for somebody else than he isfor himself. The man who is 
raising cotton in the Southern States does not want any of it; 
he wants it to go to New England and to Old England, and all 
over Europe, in order te get the things by exchange that he 
wants for himself and his family. The man who is raising wheat 
in the Northwest is not raising the wheat for himself alone. 
Four and two-thirds bushels, if Mr. Dodge is right, will more 
than satisfy the wants of each member of his family; but other 
people all over the world are producing the things he wants and 
requires, and he has the natural right not only to produce the 
wheat, but the natural right, which no honest, just government 
would take from him, toconvey his surplus products to the man 
who is working for him. That is nature’s law. 

Mr. President, what becomes of all that surplus wheat? ‘Two 
hundred and 3 million bushels, as I have shown, in 
1891 went away, and 27,000,000 bushels stayed at home over and 
above the 41 bushels for bread for each person in our country. 
Mr. Dodge is wrong in his estimate, as can be proved, and I have 
a table here which I shall print which will show that3.77 bushels 


of wheat are all that is kept at home for consumption per capita 
when there is a market that will command its 5 

In 1855, when wheat went up, we shipped all but 3.77 7 
ita; in 1890, when wheat went up WO wippen all 3.81 
bushels per head; but there have been from forty to fifty and 
seventy million bushels of wheat kept at home over and above 
this which could not go tothe markets. You will not let the things 
come to the country that will aes for that wheatand carr 
it to market for the class of commodities you need. What w 
you do with it? Itis being fed to hogs. 

I examined this question some time ago. I was wondering 
what had became of the rest of the wheat. Nobody eats more 
bread than he wants. Our people eat agreat deal of bread made 
from corn meal. This is an abundant country. Our peoplelive 
largely on vegetables and other food than bread. t be- 
comes of the rest of the wheat? I wasastonished when I found 
in an advance paper, whichis to come with the report of the ae 
ricultural De ment, that that wheat, even of the cropof 1891, 
is fe being fed to the hogs! That is a startling fact. 

read from the advance sheets of the report.of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture: 


The returns of the correspondents of the Department throughout the t 


wheat surplus States indicate a new factor in the consumption of wheat, 
viz ithe ng ot the same to hogs and other stock, a fact due, as declared, to 
tho ently low prices, the claim made that this mode ot dispos- 
say o cereal is a. as. compared with marketing it for human food. 

hereturns also indicate that a very considerable proportion of the wheat 
now in farmers’ handscomes from crops prior to that of 1893, and especially 
from the crops of 1891-1802. 


I have here a table which I shall print, which shows that al- 
lowing 3.77 bushels, which was consumed in 1885, there was 
left over 174,335,480 bushels in 1884; 32,000,000 in round numbers 
in 1886; 59,000,000 in 1887; 45,000,000 in 1888; 2,000,000 in 1890; 
84,000,000 in 1891; and 91,000,000 in 1892. 

The table referred to is at follows: 


Production, consumption, and exportation of wheat. 


Years. 


Retained to 
Retained Population feed 
of United teed hogs 

waste. 


for bread. Exported. 


te. | Bushéls. Acres. Bushéls. | Bushéls.| Bushels. Bushels. ; 
65 | 572,705,000 | 59,475,885 50, 218, 827 3.77 | 206,645,827 | 132,570,386 | 54,813,084 | 174,335, 480 
77 | 257,112,000 34. 169,240 51,283,869 3.77 | 211,288,808 | 94,565,888] 56,013,478 |. 
68 | 457,216,000 | 36,808,184 | 55,209,276 3.77 | 216,025,568 |. 153,804,960 | 57,301,481 | 35,177,175 
68 | 456,329,000 | 37,641,783 | 56,463, 677 3.27 220,875,731 | 119,624,344 | 58,587,727 „360. 
87 415,880. 00% 27. 80, 138 56,004,207 3.77 | 225,833,720 | 88,600,742 | 59,902,810 | 45, 447, 322 
70 | 490,560,000 88,123.80 57,185,788 3.77 W. S. is 109,430,407 | 61,247,485 | (. 040 727 
83| 399,202,000 3.087, 154 54,130, 731 277 | 236,085,882 | 106,181,316 02,62 250 2) 864, 071 
84 | 611,780,000 | 39,916,897 | 59,875, 895 377 | 241,335,804 | 295,665,812 | 64,027,982 64, 888, 480 
G2 | 515,949,000! 38,554,430] 87,831, 645 8.77 | 246,808,672 | 119,912,635 | 65,486,167 | 91,401,071 


Mr. MILLS. Why is it that this wheat is kept at home? Be- 
cause you will not permit the articles to come to this country 
which the prones foreign countries would gladly give for it 
and give you goods at a lower price than you can buy them 
athome. The heavy duties imposed by the existing law keep 
out a vast amount of the products of other countries that would 
otherwise come to take our wheat. In 1885 wheat rose 18 per 
cent over 1884, and all went out but enough for seed and 3.77 
bushels per head for food. In 1890 it rose again 18 per cent, 
and all went but 2,800,000 bushels. Make it profitable to export 
it.and it will all go again. 

I am talking now to the wheat farmers of the Northwest. It 
is not necessary for me to talk to the cotton-growers of the 
South. They had nothing to do with placing this nefarious law 
on the statute books. If they could, they would tear it out root 
and branch. Now, when the country is suffering in the depths 
of distress, they can raise their voices and say to you and to the 
whole world— 

Thou canst not say, I did it: never shake thy gory locks at me. 

Every one of their Representatives is against the law. Every 
one of them voted against its enactment, and every one of them 
stands ready to vote forits repeal. The people of the North- 
west have kept their Senators and Representatives here to de- 
stroy their own Peles and to be soothed and deceived by 
the siren song that we-must import population to consume our 
surplus products rather than export the products. 

Mr. President, when we prevent things from coming to this 
coun tey we prevent an equal amount of things from going away 
from this country. There can be no trade except by the ex- 
change of two or more things. Yon ean not conceive of a trade 
that does not require at least two persons to make it, and you 
can not conceive of a trade that does not require at least two 
things to be exchanged. 

Something must come back when something goes, and the 


something that comes must be the equivalent of something that 
goes; when you step sending away, you stop importing 
when you stop importing, you stop sanding; and the trade 
countries is balanced by the surplus products of the countries 
that participate in the trade. When we see that Great Britain 
is taking 52 per cent of her wheat from the fields of the United 
States and we are imposing a duty upon her woolen, and cotton, 
and iron, and steel, and glass, and other goods, it is easy to be 
seen that we are keeping away many millions of her products 
that would come here and exchange for our wheat, and thus 
keeping at home an equal amount of our wheat. 

Grest Britain imports wheat from a numberof countries. She 
imports 52 per cent from the United States. Then she sends 
her mer © fleets around the world and buys from Russia, 
Germany, France, the Austrian territories, Roumania, Turkey, 
Bulgaria, Egypt, the Argentine Republic, Chile, British North 
America, British India, Australasia, and other countries. Why 
does she not take all her wheat from us? We produce the best 
wheat in the world. She would be glad to take it from us, but 
when we get to the point where we have to stop in our importa- 
tions, we ean not sell and she can not buy. We only take a lim- 
ited amount of her surplus, and then she must go elsewhere to 
hunt her bread supply. Do you not see when the exports of cot- 
ton and wheat fall off the imports fall off? They are doing so 
now. We exported over $1,000,000,000 in 1891, when we had a 
large crop. Our exports have fallen off, and our imports have 
5 off just in proportion to the surplus we have to send to 
market. 

If we would open the market and remove the obstruction in the 
sos ee importationand permitimportation tocome 
to the country, what would be the first effect of it? Increased ex- 
portation, preceded by increased demand for cotton, wheat, and 
provisions. What wouldfollowfrom that? Increased prices of 
agricultural products? Mr. President, the very same products 


; and 
of all 


which we export now, and which bring us $799,000,000, would 
then bring $150,000,000 more. We find that when importations 
fell off prices fall from 18 to 20 per cent, and when 5 
flow in the prices of agricultural products rise 18 or 20 per cent 
or more. The same quantity of products we now send abroad 
and sell for $799,000,000 we would sell for more than $900,000,000. 
Then all these millions of bushels of waste wheat, waste corn, 
waste oats, and other farm products would find a profitable mar- 
ket for their sale. Our importations would increase largely. 
With open markets I do not doubt but that they would increase 
$300,000,000. It was said in another place that if this bill were 
passed it would increase our imports $250,000,000, and that would 
result in great injury to our manufacturers and throw out of 
employment thousands of operatives and reduce the wages of 
hundreds of thousands more. T hope the bill will pass, and that 
it will increase our imports $300,000,000. 

Tf we shall have fairly good crops this ors and the pendin, 
bill shall become a law, importations will largely increase; an 
if the crop of the year equals that of 1891 the increase of im- 
portations will go to $300,000,000, and if it does exports will in- 
crease to the same extent. An increase of that amount of ex- 
ports will increase the value of our farm products eight hundred 
or a thousand millions. What will thatdo? That money will 
be spent for manufactures, and will make an active demand for 
labor and increase its wages. If three hundred millions of im- 
ports would displace the labor required to make that amount of 
goods, nine hundred millions of increased value of farm products 
would counteract it and makea demand for twice asmuch more. 
But it would not displace one workman, but would create a de- 
mand for the employment of an amount of additional labor to 
make $900,000,000 worth of goods. From 1879 to 1881 our im- 

rts increased by $250,000 It was not goods, but gold; but 

t made a market for the sale of farm products. The same quan- 
tities of the same articles that were worth $1,936,142,502 in 1879 
were worth $2,660,901,186. The increased value was $724,758,- 


Toubmit here a table showing the articles and their increased 
value: 


Table showing quantities of certain crops in 1879, the prices and values of the 
same, and the prices and values in 1881 of an equal amount of each crop. 


1879. 1881. 
Product. 

Crop. Value 
Senn. bushels. I, 547, 901, 790 60. 875 8880. 463,171 | 80. 636 | $084, 465, 538 
do....| 448, 758, 1. 108 } 536, 712, 929 
3 639, 4 650 22, 055, 616 
do. . 363,761,320] 331 168, 785, 252 
248. 40, 283, 100 . 589 83, 152, 991 
..40....] 13, 140, 000 588 11, 366, 100 
do....| 181, 626, 4 - 435 163, 463, 760 
„tons. 35, 493, 9.32 419, 172, 330 
ands -.|2, 404, 410, 373 . 1084) 289, 250, 567 
do... 891, 278,350 -078 32, 476, 108 
Total values 2, 660, 901, 186 
Tota) values, 19615. =. 555 oon on co cn rane cows a cewcnacepeseaannacnens 22, 660, 901, 186 

Total values, 1879_... 22... 22-2 nnn coee ene nnn nnn concen snssen erases 1, 936, 142, 
Dieren ch decethinacse'epesnauepeetabeannsassrs 724, 758, 684 


The increased value of the crop enabled the farmers and their 
families to buy more manufactures, and not only farm products 
rose, but the price of manufactures rose, and employment was 
constant and labor was prosperous. I submit here the prices of 
several articles which show how manufacturing was prosperous: 


Prices. 
Articles. 

1879. 1881. 

ben b E E E per ton 821. 50 $25. 12 

pe hon Be: e 51. 85 58. 05 

Steel rails.. ----d0....| 48.25 61.13 

Cut nails per keg.. 2. 69 3. 00 

Anthracite coal per ton. 2.70 4.53 

Bituminous coal. do. 2.79 3.75 

Medium Ohio wool per pound.. - 35 49 
Standard sheeting „per yard. . 0797 0857 
I ·˙AA AAA do.... -0757 0806 
Si Sead ae ET EA E ES A ses do.. . 1162 1274 

CC T do... 0625 07 


I also submit a statement from Mr. Swank in the Census Re- 
port of 1880, on the iron and steel industry of the United States 
at that time: 

A YEAR OF PROSPERITY. 


The census year 1880, which, it may here be stated, extended from the Ist of 
June, 1879, tothe Sist of May, 1880, was a year of exceptional prosperity for 
the iron and steel industries of this country. The coincidence is notable, 
that it exactly covered the period which has been designated as the boom’ 
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a which all iron and steel products were in such great demand by 
American consumers that the iron and steel works of the country were un- 
ableto meetit. The home supply was supplemented by large importations, 
and even these could not be made with sufficient rapidity to meet the urgent 
wants ot consumers. Prices were high throughout the whole year, but fluctu- 
ated violently. Labor was in demand, wages were prompt ald. and dis- 
peg between eb ee eee and their 8 were rare and unimportant. 

he census year 1880 long be memorable as a ree of general prosperity 
for our iron and steel industries, and as one which witnessed the Dewi 
and the end of a most exciting epoch in their history. (See House Miscel- 
laneous Document, second session Forty-seventh Congress, volume 13, Part 
II. Page 9, of Part I.) 


Not a single man was thrown out of employment then and will 
not be now if imports are increased. e do not import the 
things we produce. We import woolen goods, but not-the kind 
we make athome. We import cotton goods, but not the kind 
we make. We import glass, but not the glass we produce. 
Look at your imports, examine them for years back, and you 
will see that there is a certain line of goods that we import, and 
import under low duties and import under high duties and im- 
port under the highest duties; but yon do not import the same 
amount. They are restricted. In 1890 we imported 854, 000, 000 
worth of woolen goods, and last year $36,000,000 worth of woolen 
goods. Sixteen milliondollars worth of woolen goods were kept 
away by prohibitory duties, and $16,000,000 worth of wheat was 
bx ges home. 
k at your cotton schedule and you will find we are import- 
ing certain kinds of hosiery. You can not make it here. I 
stated that some years ago,and I was laughed at all over the 
country as a rawhide fellow from Texas who did not know any- 
thing about . I spoko fd the record, and I had 
the statements of men who ought to know, that these goods 
could not be, and were not being, made in the United States, and 
we are still importing them. We were then importing them 
over a duty of 35 per cent. In 1883 the duty was raised to 
40 per cent, and we still imported them. We are importing 
them over a duty of 67 per cent to-day. Do you suppose any- 
body would import into this country cotton stockings at 67 per 
cent duty if we could make them here without anyduty? That 
kind of hosiery, however, can not be made in this country. 
Laces and embroideriescan not be made in this country, or have 
not been. Vou will find that whatever your dutiesare the goods 
you are importing, whether glass, or iron, or steel, or cotton, or 
woolen goods, are of a kind that can not be produced here on 
account of climatic conditions of other things. Many things 
can be produced in this country, but there are some things that 
can not be. We can not raise coffee in this country. Oh, I 
suppose we might; I suppose you might make an artificial soil 
an artificial atmosphere, fence in a district of countr and 
cover it Wh plaan, and raise coffee at $5 a pound; and then it 
would be good American coffee: it would be none of your“ pau- 
per coffee” from Brazil. A distinguished protectionist under- 
took a few years ago to correct the defects of nature and pro- 
duce tea in the United States, when the Creator intended that 
it should be made in China and not in the United States. A 
chief of the Bureau of Agriculture undertook to correct the de- 
ficiencies of nature and to show up some of ‘‘ the mistakes of 
Moses,” by establishing a tea farm in South Carolina, But he 
has gone, and his tea farm has gone with him. 
If we want to drink tea, we have to send cotton or cotton man- 
ufactures, or woolen manufactures, or wheat, or flour, or bacon, 
or something to China which the people of China want, and ex- 
change it for tea. We can not tea in this country. 
Our Republican friends are very solicitous about reciprocity. 
They want reciprocity, and they seem to think that we Demo. 
ae are very wicked people; that we are interfering with reci- 
rocity. 
i We want reciprocity, too. What is reciprocity? It means 
freer trade, if it means anything; it means reciprocal advan- 
tages in trade; it means more trade; it means more of obstruc- 
tions out of the way of trade. Why are we talking about reci- 

rocity with Brazil and Cuba and Honduras and Gautemala? 
That is neg ag between farmers principally. The true rec- 
iprocity is that between farmers and manufacturers. 

If our Republican friends want reciprocity as badly as we do, 
let them join with us and try to get some reciprocity with Great 
Britain, who takes more than half of our exports of wheat. She 
has blotted out all her tariffs on all our orpona: Now, if weare 
anxious for reciprocity, meet her generosity and blot out all of 
ours except enough to raise money to support the Government. 
Take two hundred millions more of her woolen and cotton goods, 
her iron and steel and Four and other manufactures, and she 
will take every bushel of our wheat and-leave none to be fed to 
the hogs. If our friends are in favor of real reciprocity, there 
is the place to extend it. She has a the whole reciprocity 
scheme completely in the hands of the American Congress. 
You can have all the wheat exported that you want if you put 
a duty of 20 or 25 per cent on cotton and woolen goods, 20 or 25 
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r centon iron and steel goods, and 20 or 25 per centon glass. 

ou willfinda profitable market forall your surplus wheat with 
Great Britainalone. Thereiswhere your reciprocity lies. We 
were told the otherday most lugubriously that we were breaking 
down the barriers between Canada and this country and letting 
Canada have our market. Suppose she does. Do we not have 
hers? IsCanada going to come in here and steal ten, fifteen, 
twenty million do from us? If Canada brings us $20,000,000 
of the surplus of her 7 does she not give us a market for 
820, 000, 000 of our s us among her people? How can we be 
hurt by opening trade to Canada? If Canada sends $10,000,000 
worth of lumberthe people of Canada will take $10,000,000 worth 
of wheat or something else to pay for it, and give us a market 
too. Canada can not give us a market unless we give her a mar- 
ket, and our two markets will be reciprocal. y not reci- 
procity with Canada as well as with Guatemala and these other 
5 1 Presid hi i ity bee fined to 

y, Mr. President, has reciprocity been confin sugar 

molasses, coffee, tea, and hides? Is there no other reciprocal 
trade that has any value except coffee, tea, sugar, molasses, and 
hides? Coffee, tea, sugar, mo s, and hides come from the 
Southern countries who have no manufactures. Coffee, tea, su- 
gar, molasses, and hides are the articles mentioned in the thira 
section of the existing law, which come here to exchange for 
manufactures. That is the sort of reciprocity you want. And 
while you are obtaining this reciprocity for your manufactures 
in this country, which we are willing to give you, but not will- 
ing to make yours an isolated and favorite case, we want to give 
everybody the same reciprocity. We believe in equal rights to 
all. That is what Democracy means. We stand for the rights 
of the whole people, the millionaire and the mendicant alike. 
But you want reciprocity to sell your manufactures to these peo- 
ple and take their sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides in ex- 
change for it, and when the farmer in the West wants to sell 
his wheat and the farmer in the South wants to sell his cotton 
and take cheaper woolen goods and cotton goods, and iron and 
steel and glass goods, you say, ' No, we do not want reciprocity 
in that direction. Wewant partial reciprocity. We want reci- 
procity for the pockets of a favored class in the country, and you 
are trying to destroy that partial reciprocity and institute in its 
stead a uniform reciprocity for the benefit of all the people.” 

Now, Mr. President, our friends say that if we open our mar- 
kets to the imports of all other countries we are going to throw 
ourlaborers out of employment; we are going to destroy their 
wages; we are going to produce a marvelous condition of society 
in the Couns; we are going to spread abroad distress, poverty, 
and wretchedness. The only way, they contend, to have our 
people employed at good wages is to shutout the trade from for- 
eign people and give the market to our own people. They say 
that the procu of other countries are made by pauper labor, 
badly paid labor, a great deal cheaper labor than ours. Our 
friends who have studied this subject know better than that. 
When the Democratic national convention at Chicago denounced 
protection as a fraud they told the truth. It is a fraud that is 
repena day after any: 

hat is a fraud? 7 that is told to deceive another 
to his injury. When they tell the farmer that destroying im- 
portation and exportation is for his benefit, and that they are 
going to bring people from all over the world to come here and 
consume his surplus products at higher prices they know that 
they are not making a correct statement. When they tell the 
wage-earner that the only way he can get high wages and con- 
stant employment is to keep away the manufactured products 
that compete with him in foreign countries they ought to 
know they are incorrect; men who have studied this question 
know better than that. 

Mr. President, we have got the cheapest labor on the globe. 
We have got the poorest paid labor in proportion to the work 
our laborers do that is to be found on earth. Why so? Because 
we work by machinery, and one laborer in this country pro- 
duces in some cases five, ten, and even over ten times more t: 
is performed by the man who is doing the same work in other 
countries, Great Britain approaches more closely tous than any 
ether country in the world, but she is behind us. We can pro- 
duce the things we are producing cheaper than anybody else on 
earth can do it, if they can do it at all. 

I have a statement here to which I want to call the attention 
of the Senate and of the country and especially of the wage- 
workers. Some time ago, looking over Mullhall's Dictionary of 
Statistics, I came across a statement in which he gives the num- 
ber of persons employed in manufactures in all the different 
countries of the world that are manufacturing to any consider- 
able extent. He gives the total value of the product made in 
each country and the number of persons employed. By divid- 
ing the number of hands by the value of the product we get pre- 
cisely the amount of value turned out byeachhand. Thisstate- 


ment shows that for 1888 the United Kingdom had space er 
sons haces hp in manufacture; that they turned out a product 
worth $4,100,000,000, and the product per d was $790, France 
had 4,443,000 persons employed. They turned outa product val- 
ued at $2,425,000,000, or per hand. Germany had 5,350,000 
rsons employed. They turned outa product valued at $2,915,- 
„000, or $545 per head. Russia had 4,760,000 Smpinyed, She 
turned out a 14 7 957 valued at 81, 815,000,000, or 8381 per head. 
I will print this table and will not go over it all. The United 
States had 3,837,000 perrons em N who turned out a prod- 
uct valued at 87, 215,000, 000, or 81, 880 per head. 5 
Mr. PEFFER. What is the standard, American or British? 
Mr. MILLS. Oh, it is dollars; the values are rendered in 
dollars. The thing that was wanting in this statement was the 
annual wages paid in each country. He did not give that, but I 
asked our accomplished Chief of the Department of Labor, who 
has been studying these questions for years, to give me his esti- 
mate of the annual wages paid to labor in manufacture in these 
countries. In his letter he says: 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., February 6, 1894. 


My DEAR SIR: In response to yours of January 18 and January 28, I have 
the honor to state that from the very best sources which I have been able 
to consult, I estimate the average annual earnings in all manufacturing in- 
dustries in the countries named by you to be as follows: 

1, United States, $347; ritain, $201; 3, France, $175; Rha aay 
8165; 5, Germany, $155; 6, Austria, 5150; 7, Switzerland, 8150; 8, Italy, 8130; 9, 
Spain, $120; 10, Russia, $120. 

e above estimates have been made, so far as the United States is con- 
cerned, from the actual number of persons employed and the total wages 
to them as shown by the census of 1880; for Great Britain they have 
n made largely from British figures, and for the other countries the esti- 
mates have been made from statements originating with foreign authorities 
and verified by facts collected by agents of this Department. While the 
actual figures given in the above estimates may not be more than approxi- 
ey correct, the DOD , I feel sure, are fair. 
u 


am, very res t A 
e CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
: Commissioner. 

Hon. ROGER Q. MILLS, 

United States Senate. 

The average annnal rate of wages is for 1880. The number of 
hands and valueof product is for 1888. Therelative comparison 
is the same. The wages in all countries would be higher in 1888 
nua in 1880. But the relative differences would be substantially 
the same. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator state again 
the average annual earnings for the United States? 

Mr.MILLS. Three hundred and forty-seven dollars. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit that that is the state- 
ment for 1880. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what Col. Wright says in his letter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I thought the Senator was stat- 
ing it for 1890. 

Mr. MILLS. No. : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The statement for 1890 is $485.10. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam coming to that. I am now making a com- 
r based on the wage rate of 1880. I am not talking about 

890. I am taking the annual average wages paid in 1880 and 
comparing it with the product of 1888. It makes no difference 
as I said before, that the wages are of 1880 and the product of 
1888, for relatively they are the same thing. The wages for 
1888 would have been a little larger in all the countries, but it 
is amply sufficient for the purposes which I have in view. Now, 
letusapply this. Seven hundred and ninety dollars’ worth of prod- 
uct per hand in Great Britain cost in wages $204. In France 
$545 worth of product cost $175 for wages. In Germany $545 
cost $155 for wages, and on going down I will print this table, 80 
that all can read it. 

Table showing number of employés, total value of 5 value of product per 


employé, annual average wages paid per em in manufacturing indust 
in the countries named below tn 450. e i ng industries 


Total value of | Number of Froduet] Annual 


Countries. r wages 


prođuct. employés. | And pal. 
United Kingdom #4, 100, 000, 000 5, 189, 000 BH 
France — 2, 425, 000, 000 4,443, 000 
Germany. tee 2, 915, 000, 000 5, 350, 000 155 
Russia 1,815, 000,000 4,760, 000 120 
Austria 1, 265, 000, 000 3, 090, 000 150 
Italy 605. 000, 000 2, 281, 000 130 
Spain 425, 000, 000 1, 167, 000 120 
Belgium 510, 000, 000 953, 000 
Switzerland. V! 160, 000, 000 370, 000 
United States 7, 215, 000, 000 3, 837, 000 


In the United States $1,880 worth of product costs $347 for 
wages. Now, our friends point to the fact that the workman in 
the United States gets $347 for his annual work; in Great Britain 
he gets $204; in France he gets $175; in Germany $155. Ours is 
the high-priced workman, and these are paupers, but when 
we come to look at the fact that our people are paid less than 
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the foreigner for the amount of work they turn out, the boot is 
found on the other foot. 

Now, let us carry this thing out. Let us take the labor cost 
in other countries of $1,880 worth of product andcompareit with 


ours. The $1,880 worth of goods imported into the United States 
is the thing that is to test the condition of our workmen. When 
the goods come here then the labor cost of a given amount of 
is compared with the labor cost of the same amount of 
goods in a foreign country. One thousand eight hundred and 
hty dollars’ worth of goods cost in this country $347 for labor. 
ow, then, we imported from England last year $1,880 of cot- 
ton yarns that cost for labor in England $485, and in the United 


States $347. The labor cost in England was $138 more than 
in the United States, but our tariff taxes it $935 to protect 
our labor against competition with the Englishman. im- 


poe 81, 880 worth of kid gloves from France that cost for labor 
France $604; in the United States $347. The labor cost in 
France was $257 more than in the United States, but they were 
taxed $1,165 to protect our workmen against competition with 
the Frenchman. We imported from Germany $1,880 worth of 
woolen goods the labor cost of which in Germany was 8535, which 
was $188 more than in the United States, but they were taxed 
$1,985 to protect our workmen st competition with the 
German. Weimported from Russia cables, cordage, and twine 
valued at $1,880, the labor cost of which in Russia was $593, 
which was $246 more than in the United States, but it was taxed 

to protect our workmen against competition with the poorly 
paid Russian. 

We imported $1,880 worth of buttons from Austria, the labor 
cost of which was $689, or $342 more than in the United States, 
but these buttons were taxed $2,699 to protect our workmen 
against competition with the Austrian. We imported $1,880 
wort of silk piece goods from Italy, the labor cost of which in 
Italy was $922, or $575 more than in the United States, but they 
were taxed 8940 to protect our workmen against competition 
with the Italian. e imported $1,880 worth of iron ore from 
Spain that cost for labor $620, or $455 more than in the United 

tes, but it was taxed $802 to protect our workmen against 
competition with the § . We imported from Belgium 
81,880 worth of window glass which cost for labor in Belgium 
$569, or $222 more than in the United States, but it was taxed 
$1,936 to protect our workmen against.competition with the Bel- 
gian, and we imported from Switzerland $1,880 worth of laces 
and embroideries which cost for labor in Switzerland $651, or 
$304 more than in the United States, but they were taxed $1,128 
to protest our workmen against competition with the Switzer. 
. Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from Texas 
ifI should ask him a question? 

ye MILLS. I will hear the gentleman whether it will or 
not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope before the Senator gets through with 
his remarks he will explain how it is that Great Britain the 
market of the world for cotton yarns in competition with the 
United States if it costs so much less to make the article here? 

Mr. MILLS. I will take great pleasure in d. that right 
now. Great Britain has the market of the world for cotton 
yarns against Germany, France, the United States, and every 
other somay on tho globe, because the finer cotton yarns can 
not be spun in this country, nor can they be spun in Germany 
or France, in competition with Great Britain on account of cli- 
mate, Your people in New England have been trying to make 
artificial weather in your manufacturing establishments in or- 
der to enable you to make the condition in which fine cotton 
yarns are spun in Great Britain, and you have failed up to the 
present time to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How about the 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me asingle word justthere? The Senator from Texas was never 
more mistaken in his life. 

Mr. MILLS. Then all your experts who writs on the subject 
are mistaken, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can take the Senator to two acres of floor- 
ing where the temperature is kept right and the degree of mois- 
ture is kept right, measured carefully by instruments, and the 
best thread in the world is made. It is the easiest problem 
imaginable. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I intended to follow up my question by ask- 
ing, How about the climate of India? dia has recently en- 
croached on the markets of Great Britain and all the rest of the 
world in the manufacture of cotton yarns. 

Mr. MILLS. I have some figures about cotton to give to the 
forte yee directly. Germany imports cotton yarns from Great 

tain and weaves those yarns and sends them back and sells 

to Great Britain the cloth thatis made from them. Franceim- 
3 cotton $ Er from Great Britain. We importcotton yarns 
Great Britain. There are certain things we can not com- 


pete with; there are certain things England can not compete 
with; and there are certain things that other countries can not. 
I submit here the table Ihave prepared, that Senators and others 
may examine it: 


Labor 
cost less Amount of 


Articles produced in the in tariff tax 


Countries whence] fg: foreign countriesmamed | United | on 81,880 
imported. worth of} and xted into the States | worth of 
EOAR ted States, than ex-| articles 
moyen porting |imported. 
country. 
8185 | Cotton yarns -.....-........ #158 £935 
O04 | Kid gloves -2n onenei annann 257 4,165 
525 | Woolen goods 188 1,985 
593 | Cables, cordage, and twine. 246 487 
nes... gs 342 2, 690 
922 | Silk plece goods 575 940 
620 | Iron ore 1 455 802 
569 | Window glass 222 1,936 


651 | Lace and embroideries... 


Notwithstanding the fact that our labor is cheaper than that 
of other countries, our people are paying enormous duties to 
manufacturers to protect their workmen, notone dollar of which 


ever finds its way to the workman's pocket. Was not the Dem- 
ocratic national convention barking on the right trail when 
they denounced protection as a fraud? In the face of all these 
facts Congress is levying taxes to protect American workmen 
against competition with pauper labor! 

The reports which I have read to you show that $100 worth of 
manufactures cost for labor in Great Britain $25.82; in France, 
$32.11; in Germany, $28.44; in Russia, $31.49; in Austria, $36.63; 
in Italy, $49.05; in Spain, $32.96; in Belgium, $30.27; in Switzer- 
land, $34.64; and in the United States $18.45. Now, who has the 
cheapest labor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator before he leaves that branch 
of the 1 allow me to ask hima question? 

Mr. LS. Iam not leav it, but just coming to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MILLS. I will listen to the gentleman if he wants to ask 
a question, but I will not yield for à speech. He can answer my 


speech hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas says it costs less 
to make kid gloves in the United States than in France. I 
should like to ask him how it happens that last year we imported 
from France about $6,000,000 worth of kid gloves, upon which 
the importers paid 73 per cent duty, and those gloves were sold 
in the United States in competition with American makers. Is 
that a 1 ain! of climate? 

Mr. It may be a question of skill. We may not be 
able to make the kind of glove we are importing. Iam telling 
you, and I have been te you all the time, and I expect to 
continue to tell you and to tell the whole country, that there 
are certain things we can not do in this country. We can do 
more things than anybody else in the world, but God has not 
given to this country the capacity to do everything. France 
can make certain things that we can not make; Germany can 
make things that we can not make. 

I read a most beautiful thing sometime ago in a paper where 
a German, after the conquest of France in 1870, was bragging 
about what Germany could do in the presence of a French wo- 
man who had married a German officer. She told him that 
France could do almost anything; that the French people had 
the greatest genius in the world; that they could take the most 
horrid and ug y thing in the world and make of ita thing of 
beauty. An old German general sitting around the table pulled 
out a gray hair from his head and said, Madame, take that to 
France and make 5 nice and beautiful out of it, please, 
and send it tome.“ She said, Iwill do it. Iwill take that gray 
hair and I will return it to you one of the most beautiful things 
vou ever saw. I will invite you and these other officers to dine 
with me ata certain time and present it to you at the table.” 
She sent it to France toa jeweler and told him her challenge 
and said, Rodeem it.“ He made a beautiful pin and he laid that 
white hair in a trench of gold. The top of the hair was held in 
the mouth of the Prussian black eagle; at the bottom of it was 
suspended a representation of Alsace and Lorraine, and under it 
the inscription, ‘‘ You hold them by ahair.” Wasanything moro 
beautiful than that? 

Mr. President, this is a question of labor. Our friends are 
philanthropists as well as statesmen. They never come to Con- 

ess and ask for anything for their own pocket; they come in 

name of Christianity and philanthropy and humanity, and 
ask for something for the poor, A ‘borer who is strug- 
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for life. This is not the first time that risy has 
ed before the world and arrayed itself in purple, pleading 
for its own interests, but pleading in the name of somebody else. 
He who has read the sacred volume has not failed to notice how 
often our Saviour condemned hypocrisy. He seemed to have 
been surrounded at all times with a people who were constantly 
asserting their own superiority over their fellows—constantly 
complaining of others. They were purists and philanthropists 
of thefirst water. He told them that they drew nigh unto Him 
with their mouths and honored Him with their lips, but their 
heart was far from Him. 

The humanitarians and philanthropists of to-day are vexing 
their righteous souls about the contamination of the foreign 

r. They do not want good Americans to touch, taste, or 
Panilo anything made by their hands. They are lifting their 
voices in constant lamentations about the unhappy condition of 
our poor wor en. When they pray they pray for the poor 
3 and then rise from their knees and prey on him. 
Their knees are indurated like the knees of a camel from much 
kneeling and much preying. 

One of the most distinguished leaders of the Republican party, 
returning from Europe in 1888, started the campaign of that 
year in a speech at New York, an extract from which I take from 
we pgp & ork Tribune of August 11,1888. In that speech Mr. 

ine 2 


question from the very 
. m country that depends upon daily labor for 


‘There is no need of making any law to protect capital. Capital always 
takes care of itself and gets a full share. 


Truthful are those words as though they were written in Holy 
Writ. Capital takes care of itself and it takes care of the la- 
borer, too. It gets its full share” and never gets left. The 
2 labor that it per forms isin getting this immense bounty out 
of the pockets of the people in the name of labor and pe it 
in its own t. y toil not, neither do they spin. They 
talk and labor with their mouths to get Congress to give them 
higher prices for their goods, in trust for their laborers and 
then never give a farthing to tho workman. 

Mr. President, I will give some more figures toshow how pro- 
tective tariffs affectlabor. In Consul Shaw’s report, a very intel- 
ligent consul under a Republican Administration, made to this 
Governmentin 1882, in Feporting on cotton goods, he says thatin 
1882 Great Britain had „000 hands employed in cotton manu- 
facture. They made a proca valued at $474,916,363. They 
were paid as wages $121,662,500. The value of the product of 
each hand was $977. The average wages of each, The la- 
bor cost of the goods was 25.61 per cent. ; 

Now let us compare that with the cotton product of the United 
States two years before. 

In the United States, in 1880, our census returnsshow that we 
had 172,544 employés engaged in the manufacture of cotton 
goods. The value of these products was $192,090,110. They re- 


ceived as $42,040,510. The value of the product of each 
was $1,113. The rengs wages of each was $243. The labor 
cast of the goods was 21.6 cent. Tho Englishman made for 


his employer $977 worth of goods. The American made for his 
employer $1,113 worth of goods. The Englishman got $25.61 
for3100 worth of work. The American got$21.60for $100 worth of 
werk. Our workman turned out for his employer $136 more prod- 
uct than the Englishman and got $7 less pay. But the owners 
of the cotton 5 55 got the protective tariff benefits all the 
same. And in 1890 his benefits were enlarged for the sole pur- 
pose of helping the wor man. Capital takes care of itself. 
To produce in Great Britain the $1,113 worth of product turned 
out by our workmen it would have cost for labor $284, which was 
$41 more than was paid to our workmen in the United States. 
Mr. Mulhall gives us another statement of cotton manufacture 
in Great Britain in 1888. He says for that year there were 
504,000 operatives employed in cotton manufacture. The value 
of the product turned out by them was $507,000,000. For which 
they were paid in wages $147,000,000. The average value of the 
product turned out by each was $1,006. The average annual 
wages of each, $291. Labor cost of product 29 per cent. Now, 
let us compare this with 1890 in the United States, as shown by 
our census returns. We had in cotton manufacture 218,876 
operatives. They turned out for their employersa product val- 
ued at $267,981,724. Value of the product of each employé, 
$1,224. Average annual wages of each, $301. Labor cost, 24.64 


per cent. 
The Englishman 645 $29 for $100 worth of work, and the 
. To have manufactured the $1,224 in 
gland that was made in the United States would have cost 


for labor $354.96, or $53.96 more than it did in the United States. 
And if the whole $267,981,724 worth of our product had been 
made in Great Britain at their ə rate it would have cost for 
labor $11,000,000 more than it did in the United States; and yet 
we have a tariff of $57 on each $100 worth to protect our labor 
against the cheap pauper labor of England! Indeed, it is aques- 
tion of labor from skin to core.” If the 8507, 000,000 of cotton 
es that were produced in England had been produced in the 

nited States at our wage rate our work people would have got- 
ten $125,000,000 where the Englishmen got $147,000,000. 

We imported last year $33,343,553 worth of cotton goods, the 
labor cost of which in Great Britain would have been 39,669,661, 
and in the United States $3,335,888. Notwithstanding the for- 
eigner was paid for wages more than a million over the wages 
pan to our workmen, the people paid a tariff tax of $19,031,- 

to protect our poor workmen against pauper competition. 
No one can deny that it is a question of labor from skin to core 
and from core back to skin again.” Did not the Democratic 
convention at Chicago hit the nail on the head when they 
branded protectionas afraud? In the name of the working peo- 
ple, thousands of whom they have turned out of employment 
and into the streets, they have plundered the country to build 
up a EPRD, and now and here in the midstof the wide- 
spread distress which they have sown from their hands they 
have theeffrontery to still defend the monumental robbery in the 
name of the poor workingman. The American people under- 
stood the question in 1892 and took the skin from the party that 
made the McKinley law, and they will take the core when they 
come again. 
While on the subject [want some one to onpa to me, if this 
tax is for the laborers’ benefit and not for the manufacturers, 
how itis that the laborer never gets the benefit of any of it? 
How is it that the tariff and the laborer’s pocket fail to connect? 
How isit that the bounty voted by ses ne never gets further 
han the mouth of the manufacturer? How is it that the tariff 
puts a tax of $13.44 on every ton of steel rails, and yet the laborer 
gets less than $3. For every ton of pig iron Congress votes to 
the laborer $6.72, but he never gets more than $1.50. For every 
$100 worth of cutlery the tariff is $80, but he only gets 814. I 
give here a list of articles which show from the census returns 
what wages are paid and from the tariff what protection is voted 
for our workmen. I hope some one who may be able to do so 
will explain why it is that the tariff takes the skin off the wrong 


man. 
In 1 ton of steel rails the labor cost is $3; the tariff is $13.44. 
eee worth of cutlery the labor cost is $44.24; the tariff is 
In $100 worth of mats and matting the labor cost is $34.90; the 
tariff is $68.59. 
In $100 worth of silk piece goods the labor cost is $22.54; the 
in 8100 worth f cigars and cigarettes the labo is $34.51 
n worth of ci cigarettes the labor cost 51; 
the tariff is $125.36. “ 
In $100 worth of woolen or worsted cloths the labor cost is 
$20.85; the tariff is $100.02. 
8 $100 worth of pottery the labor cost is $45.96; the tariff is 


In $100 worth of pearl buttons the labor cost is $39.69; the 
tariff is 8143.61. 
ER toe worth of tannin the labor cost is $16.34; the tariff is 
In a ton of coal the labor cost is from 40 to 50 cents; the tariff 
is 75 cents. z 
iy! Sao worth of cotton goods the labor cost is $24.24; the tariff 
„P $100 worth of linen the labor cost is $32.92; tho tariff is 


In $100 worth of common window glass the labor cost is $53.09; 
the tariff is $98.39. 

In 1 ton of pig iron the labor cost is $1.50; the tariff is $6.72. 

In 1 ton of bar iron the labor cost is $4.57; the tariff is $52.98. 

I ask again, why is it that what you vote for the benefit of 
labor does not get to the laborer? You do not stand up and tell 
the people of the United States that you want this for the pro- 
tection of the capitalists. You do not dare to stand before the 

ople and tell them that. You continue to tell them that it is 
or the benefit of labor, and after you have got it you putit in 
pe own pocket, and you pay your laborer just what he gets at 
ree-trade prices, and that is all he possibly can get. 

Mr. President, the only way that the laborer can receive any 
benefit is by the law of nature that pe him employment, that 
gives him constant employment, that gives him employment 
with-a constantly increasing demand for his work. That is only 
done when we increase the consumption of the things upon 
which labor is expended, and we increase the consumption of the 
products of labor when we reduce the cost of making them—the 
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labor cost and every other. Now, machinery does that, and 80 
does the reduction of taxes. Then we must reduce the cost of 
reaching market and remove all obstructions out of the way so 
that we may get there. We must increase the demand for em- 
ployment, and as the demand for the employment of labor in- 
creases by the increased consumption of the things that his labor 
makes, so wages will increase and employment will be constant. 

Suppose that woolen goods were admitted free; suppose that 
cotton goods were admitted free, and iron and steel and every- 
thing e 5 the Government was supported by taxation 
on wealth and a per capita tax upon the head, and commerce 
Was free, then there would be the largest possible demand for 
the employmentof labor. Why? Because every product would 
then be made at its lowest possible cost, and at its lowest pos- 
sible cost it would find the greatest number of consumers, and 
finding the greatest number of consumers, the greatest amount 
of product would be consumed, and as the greatest amount of 
product would be consumed the greatest amount of product 
would be produced, and there would be the greatest amount of 
employmentof labor and the highest amount of wages. That is 
the law of nature. We can injure the laboring man by protect- 
ive tariff legislation; we can not benefit him. He can only be 
benefited by a free market, the largest number of markets, and 
the greatest possible demand for the employment of hislabor, 
and the greatest possible demand for the consumption of the 
products of his labor. 

Mr. President, our friends contend that because prices have 
been falling here in the United States since they have had a 
tariff, that the tariff is the cause of the lowering of prices, and 
they are constantly pointing to us the fact that the price of a 
certain thing was so much thirty years ago, and it isso much 
less now. My distinguished and venerable friend across the 
way [Mr. MORRILL] told us the other day in his speech that two- 
ply ingrain carpet was worth $1 a thirty years ago, and 
that it is now worth 50 cents a yard. Behold the tariff! The 
tariff did all this thing! He did not tell us that the labor cost 
of that yard of ingrain carpet is now6 cents a yard and the tariff 
on it is over 60 per cent to protect it against competition, when 
the labor cost of that amount of goods in Great Britainis 7 
cents. How does my friend or how does any other man account 
for the fact that prices have been falling in free-trade England 
as well as in the United States for the last thirty years? Ihave 
a list here of articles which I have taken from the export prices 
of Great Britain, commencing with 1873, comparing 1873, 1877, 
and 1891, and it shows a constant downward tendency of prices 
all along the line: 


Export prices of English products for the years named. 


English products. 1873. 
$29.53 
2.01 
76 
14. 92 
3.37 
4.74 
. 3552 $ 
. 069 v 
+0956 “ 
1.80 4 
75 8 
Sunes ee 14.47 * 
Comm T 2.54 3 
Hats of all sorts . . A oe 7.36 r 
Boots and shoes.. per dozen pairs. 16.18 f. 
e ccd A A A A TA per pound.. . 3302 ¢ 80 
DN N r ANOR a do . 0808 > 8 
White linen, plain per yard.. . 1524 ` 8 
White linen, printed 9 1528 $ 3 
Sail cloth 0 + 2794 3 0 
Pi 8 31.16 14. 33 13, 12 
0 65.45 38. 85 33.70 
Sheetiron-...............<.- O....| 80.75 63. 95 42. 05 
Hoop iron 72. 90 42.75 36.40 
Tinned plates 163. 85 99. 00 79. 90 
Steel bars do 185. 55 167.70 80. 30 
ERA 847. 55 316.70 173. 85 
Copper ingots 23. 40 18. 90 13. 90 
Yellow metal 0 21.45 17.70 14. 00 
r ton 118.75 107. 45 70.75 
T 15.20 14. 00 8. 80 
. wt 7 50 6 80 3 50 
La PEE EES ssectonn re N . 
— ae 3 x - 4236 8540 +2022 
pee ed a 7450 6421 +4530 
— shape E ae . 6204 «4968 
eae A do. 37 30 +25 
Oxide of cobal per pound 8.54 800 2.07 
el — 0. 2. 67 1.15 48 


It will not do to say that the tariff reduces prices in the United 
States and free trade reduces prices in Great Britain. The same 
cause, under the same circumstances, ought to produce the same 
result. They tell us it will; but here we have prices brought 


down by free trade in Great Britain and under a protective tariff 
in the United States. Sir, prices have been brought down by 
improved production, by machinery, by invention, inc 
the amount of 8 in a given time, and lowering the cost of 
the product. 
tration of that fact. 

A long time ago when we were boys, when our mothers were 
spinning with the old hand wheel— 


One thousand persons in one week spun 3,000 pounds of 


cotton yarn, No. 10, at $1.50 aaoe nn $1, 500 
One person now spins 3,000 pounds of cotton yarn, No. 
10, and receives for wages 6 
Reduction in labor cost 1.404 
Our friends 


point to it and say e tariff did that, not 
the spinning jenny—not the skill and genius of the man who 
worked the machine and the man who invented it, but a protect- 
ive tariff; and you levy 50 per cent duty on cotton yarn and say 
the duty. did that. : 

Let us follow that up a little further: 
The cost price of 3,000 pounds of yarn then, at 75 cents 

POR POUNA ale cnn . ee ES $2, 250 
The cost price of 3,000 poundsof No. 10 cotton yarn now, 

at -15-conts per pound — 


ier eee pera ari AE TAA A 1, 800 
By a protective tariff! 
Labor cost of 247 hand weavers required to weave 3,000 
unds of yarn into 11,100 yards of sheeting, each weav- 
ng 45 yards per week and receiving $3 per week as 
Nai, ¶ y a ofa sae Sat eae eee 741 
Labor cost now of 8 weavers who weave that amount in 
one week and receive $6 per week as wages 48 
Reduction in weaving 693 
Cost of cloth made by hand spinning and weaving, at 40 
CONUS POr yards casei ß 1 
Cost of cloth now, at 7 cents per yard, by machinery 777 
Reductionin) cost: a oo 8 3, 663 


And they say a protective tariff did it—not the spinning jenny 
and the power loom, but the protective tariff that levies 50 per 
cent duty on cotton yarn and 57 per cent on cotton goods. 

Adam Smith tells of the immense benefits that come by the 
division of labor in making pins, from which I have gathered 
these figures: 

Labor cost of 521 persons required to make 2,500,000 pins 
in one day, at 1 cent per hundred, wass 
Labor cost of 1 person, who now makes 2,500,000 pins in 

one day, and receives as wages 8. 


Wanenſdsds sce bee ee eo IN bE were ae 249 


That is done by a pin machine. Yet our friends stand here 
and tell us that is done by a protective tariff, and put on more 
duty in the interest of the poor workingman, and get him to 
believe that a protective tariff reduces prices and benefits him. 
Adam Smith stuck pins in the protective tariff in Great Britain 
till it was dead, and the common schoolhouse and the school- 
master in this country are sticking pins in it now, and will con- 
tinue to stick pins in it until it is as dead in this country as it is 
in Great Britain. 

It would have required 58 persons, working one week, each 
making 12,000 eight-penny nails to make 704,000, now 


made by 1, and the wages of the 58, at $6 each, was $344 
They are now made by one hand, at $5 per day, six days 30 
Nantes... 8 318 


Mr. President, it is not taxing that reduces the price of a 
thing. Adding to the cost never reduces the price. That can 
not be done. Adding to the cost of a thing increases the price 
of a thing, or mathematics is a lie. It is taking from the cost 
of a thing that reduces the pace of it. That is what machinery 
does, what a revenue tariff does, and that is what free trade does 
still better. There can be no justification on earth, either in 
polities or common justice, to tax the products of human labor 
except to support the administration of government. When 
this Government was first founded, ahundred years ago, our old 
fathers advocated moderate protection, for what? Because they 
were involved in war all the time. They began in war; they 
continued in war, and for a generation and more they were 
struggling with the powers of all the world, it seemed, urin 
Jefferson’s Administration the question was whether we woul 
fall into the arms of Great Britain and the allied powers of the 
continent of Europe or France. 


have here some figures that will give an illus- 


a 
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Finally, we became inyolved in war with Great Britain. We 
needed manufactured products; we needed them every hourand 
every day, but the honest men of those days said they were in 
favor of protective duties to build up the infants. They never 
claimed that it was a permanent policy. They claimed that it 
was for the purpose of building up infant industries in this coun- 
try which would eventually come to maturity. One of the most 
distinguished leaders of the Republican party, Gen. Garfield, 
twenty-five years ago or less, in voicing the sentiment of the 
modern protectionist of that day in his own party, said that he 
was in favor of that kind of protection that led to free trade. 
That was the kind of protection that Clay advocated; that was 
the kind that was contended for by the early protectionists. It 
was not changed until about the time of George M. Dallas, when 
standing where you are sitting now. Mr. President, he gave the 


cast vote in 1846 for the Walker tariff. He said then that 
the infant had its growth; it must now stand upon its own feet; 
if must depend upon itself. The policy after that time was not 


infant manufactures, but it changed then to protection of Amer- 
ican workmen against the pauper labor of Europe. 

The American workman will find that he can only be pro- 
tected by finding employment, constant employment, and that 
can only be done when his products are sold at the lowest pos- 
sible cost,so as to drive everybody out of his way. That can 
only be done by taking the tax off of materials, so thathe can go 
outin the world. Emancipate our genius and give our peoplea 
chance for their skill; give us back the ocean as our right, and 
give us back the triumphs of our genius. That is our natural 
and heaven-given right. When that is done the workman will 
not be walking the streets; he will not be coming to Washing- 
ton to implore the Government to do something for his relief. 
His remedy is not to come to Washington now. His remedy is 
to go home and go to the ballot box and sweep out of existence 
the party that dares to pile taxes upon him and destroy the 

rospect of reaching the market for the sale of his goods. The 
ballot box is his citadel. It is not Washington. e must have 
more trade, more . freer markets, and a greater de- 
mand for the products of our labor of every kind. How is that 
to be done when so much money has to be raised to carry on the 
administration of the Government? 

We must take the tax off those materials that are wrought 
into manufactures. We must do that as far as we can. e 
must start in the good work, whether we can accomplish it all 
now or not. We must start, not protecting our manufactures 
and making them so high that our people can not consume them, 
but making them low enough so that their consumption will be 
universal and to the largest possible extent. To do that we 
will have to reduce the revenues we are taking from manufac- 
tured goods and take something from the accumulated wealth of 
the nation. 

The committee have reported in the bill a tax on incomes. 
Why should not incomes be taxed? I want to know why wealth 
should not be taxed. Why is government instituted anyhow, 
I should like to know. Can anybody tell why this Government 
exists? What cause was there for the establishment of this or 
any other government? The object of all just government is to 


secure to the citizens and subjects of that government all of the 


rights with which they are endowed by nature or the rights 
which they have uired under their e Security 
to rights. Among the rights that depend upon associated 
power for their protection, property is the most dependent. 

A man does not want much government. God in his infinite 
wisdom has given to almost everything in animal nature some- 
thing with which to defend itself. The horse hasa hoof; the 
ox has a horn; the serpent a fang; the cat and tiger have claws; 
the lion his mouth and the stroke of his paw; the man his arms. 
Take a man who has nothing, and he wants nothing and requires 
nothing from the Government. Why should he be taxed to 
death upon everything he buys, necessary to the existence of his 
life? Yet that is our system of taxation. When people associ- 
ate together in governments, if it is a free government, if itis a 
just ‘government, every citizen of the government should con- 
tribute his proper share to its support. His proper share is to 
be determined by the amount that he has to be protected by the 
strong, organized power of the government. 

I wish to read to the Senate what Smith, who is the father of 
8 economy, says. Many writers have come after him. 

early all of them have indorsed this principle of taxation which 
he laysdown. None of themeverexcelled himas a cle and able 
writer. He lays down as one of the four principles to be ob- 
served in taxation: ` 

The subjects of every state goras to contribute to the support of the 
government as nearly as possiblein proportion to theirrespective abilities; 
that is, in proportion to the revenne which they respectively enjoy under 
the protection of the state. The expense of government to the individuals 


of a great nation is like the expense of management to the joint tenants of 
a great estate, who are all obliged to contribute in proportion to their re- 


spectiveinterests in the estate. In the observation or neglect of this maxim 
consists what is called the equality or inequality of taxation. 

It is as Smith says, Mr. President. The principle is like the 
expense of management to the joint tenants of a great estate. 
Sup a dozen persons here or elsewhere enter into an asso- 
ciation or company to build a railroad. One puts in $1,000, 
another $5,000, another $10,000, another $50,000, and another 
$100,000. How is that enterprise managed? Are all the ex- 
penses put on the man who contributes $1,000? Do the men 
who put in $50,000 and $100,000 say, “ You can not call on me to 
pay any part of the expenses, it is odious and inquisitorial; let 
the little fellow who has the least interest pay all the expenses 
in this concern, and [ will draw all the revenues from it.” 


Every man knows that when the business is conducted the ex- 


penses are borne in proportion to the interest that each has in- 


vested in the enterprise, and the revenues netted from the con- 


cern are paid in proportion to the investment. 

It is the same in the case of persons who go to Liverpool and 
buy cargoes of goods. 
sel gets in mid-ocean and encounters a storm and is about to 
sink because it is overloaded. One of the shippers has his goods 
in such condition on the decks that they can be thrown over- 
board. They are thrown overboard and the vessel saved and 
carries all the rest of its cargo safelyintoport. When they get 
ashore does the man whose goods were thrown over lose all? 


Upon what principle are the rights of the shippers settled? 


Upon the fundamental principle that equality is right; equality 
isequity. That is oneof the maxims of the law books,a maxim 
never disputed by any commentator. When an account is taken, 
every shipper on the boat is required to contribute to pay the 
proportionate part of the loss. It does not ali fall on him whose 
goods have been given to the sea to save the rest. The man 


who has $100,000 has to pay ten times as much as tHe man who 


has $10,000; the man who has $50,000 has to pay fifty times as 
much as the man who has $1,000. The adjustment is made, and 
the contribution of each is enforced. upor the equal rights and 
duties ofeach. Every one interested in 

piy proportional part to save the cargo and float the vesse 
ashore, 

But we are confronted with the astounding doctrine that in 
this Government—the light of all the world and the boast of our 
own people; the freest and the fairest; a Government with an ac- 
cumulated wealth of $65,000,000,000 to-day, absolutely exempt 
from taxation for one single dollar to support an administration 
which requires. $500,000,000 for its annual expenditures—that 
principle is unjust and such a law an outrage. Can it be said to 
be an outrage on the people that taxation shall be distributed so 
that everyone shall pay his fair proportion of supporting the 
Government? Yet it is the same thing. We are haughtily 
told that it is inquisitorial, socialistic, anarchistic, and sectional 
to impose an income tax, We are told that nine Eastern States 
will pay two-thirds of the taxes, and because only a small por- 
tion of it will be paid in the West and South, that it issectional. 
In the name of common sense, in the name of common justice, if 
the men of the Eastern States have to-day two-thirds of the 
wealth of this country, dismissing all questions about how they 
gotit, andif they need the protecting powers of the Govern- 
ment to keep it, to enjoy it s»curely—in the name of all the holy 
angels at once, and in the sight of God and man, ought they not 
to bear their part of the expense to support the Government 
that protects them? They will doit. The American people in- 
tend that they shall do it, not onlyin the East, but in the West 
and South and center of the Union. They intend that every- 
one, wherever he may be, shall have his share of the burdens 
necessary to support and administer the Government. 

I am no communist; lamnotananarchist. [hate communism 
andanarchy. I am for right. I will make no difference with 
the man who owns $100,000,000 and the man whoowns $1. Each 
is entitled to the protection of the Government, and if it were 


necessary I should expend all the resources of the Government 


to protect the millionaire in the enjoyment of all his rights, and 
if it were necessary I should call to arms every ablebodied man in 
this country, from the Pacific to the Atlantic, to protect every 
hair that hangs on the head of the innocent little babe that has 
nothing butits helpless infancy. Equal rights to all and exclu- 
sive privileges to none is the basic principle of just government. 
Tshould like to know upon what sort of principle the owners of 
this immense wealth insist thatit shall not be taxed. 

There are $10,000,000,000 of railroad property in this country. 
Theowners of this property have annual revenues of $350,000,000; 
and yet, sir, a few years ago when we had another panic, nota 
panic by anticipation either, but a panic produced by exhaust- 
ing the existing resources of the country, when every State 
government north of the Potomac River was toppling upon its 
foundation, when the powerful Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
could not protect the property of her people in the city of Pitts- 


They put them on a vessel, and the ves- 


that cargo has to pay. 
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burg, when the distressed and starving workmen of that city 
set to a part of the town, and the whole State government 
was powerless to extinguish the flames, I recall the fact that 
they called upon the National Government, and the Army of the 
United States had to be sent over the railroad to protect the 
railroad property. Vet that railroad property from that day to 
this has never contributed one single cent to the support of the 
Government that secured it, and it did not then pay one cent of 
the expenses of transporting the troops that were sent to pro- 
tect it. 1 ask you if that is just taxation? I appeal to the 
quickened conscience of every honest man and every honest 
woman and every honest child in this land; look each other 
e ia the eye and answer if that is a {pat system of taxa- 
tion? k at your millions of property, bonds, banks, lands, 
moneys, stocks, all this accumulated wealth, which does not pay 
one cent to support the National Government. 

They tell us that a 2 per cent tax on incomes is inquisitorial, 
socialistic; anarchistic, and sectional. Yet when the poor fel- 
low wants a shirt it is not soeialistic, it is not anarchistic, it is 
not sectional—not at all so—to tax him 100 per cent on thatshirt. 
Look at your woolen goods, bearing an average tax of $98.50 on 
every $100 worth of goods that the laborer and the man who 
makes them in the factory has to pay for Were their backs. 
That tax, Isuppose, you think is perfectly proper, but a tax of $2 
on an income ot $100 after all expenses are paid is terrible; it is 
inquisitorial; it is odious. All taxes are odious. I never in my 
life heard of a taxpayer who broke his neck running over logs 
and barrels and fences to get to the tax collector to pay twice as 
much tax as he owed. I never heard of a taxpayer complaining 
that his taxes were toolow. Look at theassessment rolls in the 
census of 1890 and see how low the assessments of value have 
been made. Ses how odious the tax is inall the States, counties, 
and municipalitiesof the Union. See how hard it is to get money 
to pay taxes. All taxes are odious, and the odium increases in 

roportion as the rate of taxation increases. But at last taxes 
ve to be paid; governments have to be supported, and taxes 
to be just must be assessed in proportion to the ability of the 
taxpayer to pay, and that is in proportion to the property he has 
to be protected by the government. 

It ein hee that thesecretsof theincome owner will be made 
known; t his business will be given to the public. It has been 
stated that grand jury secrets leak out; that the secrets of an 
executive session of the Senate leak out; that the secret ballots 
leak out, and that the secrets of the income holder will leak out, 
and that therefore the tax ought not to beimposed. -If there is 
any sound argument in it there ought not to be any executive 
sessions of the Senate; there ought not to be any grand juries; 
there ought to be no secret ballots, because occasionally a ballot 
is exposed or the secrets of a grand jury or the secrets of an ex- 
ecutive session of the Senate get out. Therefore, those bodies 
ought not to have secret sessions. Let the man pay that which 
he owes to the support of the government, and books will 
not be called for. The books will be called for when the as- 
sessor knows enough about the man to know that he has made a 
fraudulent return. Let him make an honest return that can 
stand the test of an examination by his neighbors, and then his 
books will not be called for. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] did not go far enough 
back in French history. There is some very instructive read- 
ing in the years preceding the enactment of the income tax. 
If he had gone back to 1780 and read the piteous appeal of the 
feeble and falling King Louis XVI to the clergy and nobility to 
share in paying the expenses of government; if he had looked 
at the annually accumulating deficit in the revenues; if he had 
seen the pee le of France prostrated and exhausted by the long 
wars of XIV; if he seen the exposure of the utter 
helplessness of the Government made to the wealthy classes and 

the repeated appeals to them to consent to taxed, he 
would have seen that the income tax was forced on France not 
so much by Talleyrand as by necessity. 

Calonne tried to run the Government by borrowing, but bor- 
rowing and never paying soon exhausted credit. Still the no- 
bility and clergy indignantly refused to be taxed and insisted 
upon enjoying their immunity from taxation until the peasantry 
were crushed in the dust. At last the climax was reached, and 
in 1789 the States-General were called. Then the income tax 
was imposed—not at 2 per cent, but 25 12 5 cent. It was too late. 
Ten years before a 2 per cent tax would have saved France; now 
a 25 per cent tax could not doit. The revolution had gathered 
and was peter with all itsfury. The clergy owned land to 
the value of $400,000,000. They saw it all contiscated and made 
the basis upon which French notes were issued. The nobility 
who refused to be taxed saw their wealth swept from them and 
were themselves driven beyond the boundaries of France while 
their country, one of the fairest on the globe, wallowed in its 
own blood. All of this immense suffering and loss of life and 


property might have been averted by a just administration of 
government. 

I trust no such thing will ever occur in this country, but, Mr. 
President, the American people are in earnest. The discontent 
and dissatisfaction prevail ae in ail parts of our territory shows 
3 of the United States intend to have a just system 
of on. They intend that the wealth of this country shal- 
contribute its just share, and no moré, to the suppers of the Gov- 
ernment, and when that is done and when the burdens of taxa- 
tion shall be lifted as far as they possibly can be from the prod- 
ucts of labor going to seek a market, in order to give constant 
and profitable Sor pe vp to labor in the vast hive of industry 
in this country, then we may see a returning period of prosper- 
ay to our country. 3 

tis useless to stand and denounce the income tax as odious, 
as sectional, and as inquisitorial. It is useless to make argu- 
ments against the right and the duty of every man to contribute 
to the support of the Government. The Goverument must be 
supported, taxes must be paid, trade must be unfettered, and 
labor Sap oyee The American people are in earnest about that, 
and if Congress does not do it another will. It is going to 
be done, and this prohibitory legislation that is destroying our 
markets, pauperizing our people, and driving them into the high- 
ways, into peaceful armies, as they say, to come in thousands to 
their capital to plead not for their right, but for fallacies, more 
ruinous and hurtful than the wrongs under which they are li 
now, must be repealed. 


can not be excused. We must pass this bill—make it as good as 
we can, but pass it, We must notonly pass it, but we muststop 
this continually talking on the bill and pass it. The American 

ple have made up their minds about this measure. They 

‘ve not sent us here to discuss it for a whole year. We have 
been here nearly a year discussing this question of taxation 
since they sent us here to execute their wi They have tried 
and condemned the present aem They have told us to sweep 
it into banishment.. They not send us here to hear.argu- 
ments for a new trial; they sont us here to execute their judg- 
ment and drive the criminal out of the country and restore 
prosperity, and bring the people and the country back to the 
enjoyment of their natural rights. That is our duty. 

It is our duty to so order the parliamentary rules of this body 
that we close the debate and br this matter to an issue. [ 
do not care what the traditions of this body are as to debate. In 
its early history there was no such thing asfilibustering known. 
It began with the agitation of the slavery question, but now it 
is here in defiance of all law; and the minority boldly assume 
that they will prevent the majority from executing its will. I 
say that if the 44 members on this side of the Chamber are of 
the same opinion that I am, and the forty-fifth in the chair, I 
would pass this bill in less than forty-eight hours. We have 
been sent here to execute not to debate, to restore to the people 
their right to work, and their right to enjoy the benefits of their 
work—not to wait until they are starved to death, not to wait 
until the whole land is paralyzed, not to wait until thousands of 
themare in their graves, but now to pass this bill and put it 
upon the statute books and let business and prosperity revive 
throughout all our borders. Sir, whenever we do that, then 
conditions will be changed, the night will disappear, darkness 
and distress will leave the land, anda new day will dawn upon 
it; prosperity will come to all our homes, happiness will be in 


our bosoms; sunshine will light up all faces, and the country 


will once more resume its career in prosperity and in peace. 
8 in the galleries. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CALL in the chair). The 
Chair gives notice to the occupants of the galleries that dem- 
onstrations of approval or disapproval are in violation of the 
rules of the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, as there seems to be no other 
Senator inclined to go on with the debate this syaning: 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, April 25, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate Apri: 24, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Caleb R. Brooks, of Oklahoma Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States for the Territory of Oklahoma, vice Horace 
Speed, whose term will expire May 14, 1894. 


j 


a 


Mr. President, there is a duty devolving upon this body. It 
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E. OC. Stringer, of to be attorney of the United 


1 Minnesota, > 
States for the district of Minnesota, vice Eugene G. Hay, whose | 


term expired January 13, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Infantry arm. 
First Lient. William P. Goodwin, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain March 1, 1894, vice Carpenter, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- 


moted. 5 
Second Lieut. Carl Koops, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first 

eee March 1, 1894, vice Goodwin, Fourteenth Infantry, 
romoted. 

5 Second Lieut. George W. Martin, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 

first lieutenant March 12, 1894, vice Sharp, Twentieth Infantry, 


promoted. 

Second Lieut. D. Humphrey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant March 22, 1894, vice Clay, Tenth Infantry, re- 
tired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Harry E. Wilkins, Second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant March 23, 1894, vice Stevens, Sixth Infantry, ap- 
pointed assistant quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Martin, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant April 16, 1894, vice Dyer, Twenty-third Infantry, 
resigned. š t 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Pay Director Edwin Stewart, to be Chief of the Bureau of 

Supplies and Accounts and Paymaster-General in the at sak 
; from 


ment of the Navy, with the tive rank of commodore 
May 16, 1894. 


CONPIRMATIONS. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 7, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 


W. P. Anderson, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county 
of Putnam and State of Florida. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 1894. 
BOARD OF REGISTRATION AND ELECTION—UTAH TERRITORY. 


Jerrold R. Letcher, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
7 ee board of registration and election in the Territory of 


Erasmus W. Tatlock, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a mem- 
ber of the board of registration and election in the Territory of 


Utah. 

Albert G. Norrell, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
125 Ai board of registration and election in the Territory of 

tah. 

Hoyt Sherman, jr., of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
of the board of registration and election in the Territory of 


Utah. 
George W. Thatcher, of Logan, Utah, to be a member of the 
board of registration and election in the Territory of Utah. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. - 
TUESDAY, April 24, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 

E. B. BAGBY. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I interpose an objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes none, 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, Mr. SAYERS, 
mua the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, will please act as 

ers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234, nays 0, an- 

swered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 115; as follows: 


YEAS—234. 
8 Bailey Barthold Beltahoo 
; : artho! tz 
Aitken, Baker, Bartlett, > oe 
Alderson, Baker, N. H. B A Bing! 
Alexander, Bald Bell, Colo. Black, Ga. 


Black, III. Ellis, Ky. Lester, Robbins, 
| Bland, English, Cal. Linton. Robertson, La. 
Boatner, English, N. J. Livingston, Robinson, Pa. 
| Boen, Enloe, Loud, Russell, Ga. 
| Branch, Erdman, Loudenslager, Ryan, 
| Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, Lucas. Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fletcher, Lynch, Scranton, 
Bretz. Funk, Maddox, Shaw, 
Broderick. Gei: M J Shell. 
Brookshire, Gillet. N. X. Mahon, Sickles, 
Brosius, iazier, Mallory, Somers. 
Bryan. Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Sperry, 
Bundy, Gorman, Marvin, N. V. Springer, 
Bunn, Grady, McAleer, S ngs, 
Bynum, Gresham, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson, 
Cabaniss, Griffin, McCulloch, Stevens, 
Cadmus Grow, MecDannold, 
Caldwell. Hager, McDearmon, Stone, W. A. 
Campbell Hainer, McDowell, Stone, Ky. 
Cannon, Cal. McEttrick, Storer, 
anon, Harmer, McGann, Strait, 
Caruth, Harris, McKaig, Strong, 
Harter, MeKeighan, Swanson, 
Hatch, cLaurin, Sweet, 
Clancy, Haugen, MeNagny, Talbert, S. C. 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, Ras, Talbott, 

Obb, Heard, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
Cobb, Mo: Henderson, N. C reer, Tate. 
Cockrell, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Coffeen Holman, eyer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, III. Money, Thomas, 
Compton, Hopking, Pa. Montgomery, Tracey 

un. Houk, Morgan, ‘Tucker, 
Coombs, H Moses, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Fla. Neill. Turner, Va. 
Cooper, Hull, Northway, . 
Cooper, Tex. Hunter. O'Neil, —— 
Cousins. Hutcheson, Page, Van Voorhis, Oblo 
Cox, -Ikirt, Paschal, Walker, 
Crawford Iztar, Pearson, Wanger, 
Cummin Johnson, Pence, Warner, 
Johnson. N. Dak. Pendleton, Tex. W 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ohio Perkins, Wells. 
Davis, Jones, Pickler. Wever, 
Kem, Pigott, Wheeler, Ala. 
De Forest, Kiefer, Post, iiifams, 

y. Kil pon Powers, e a rr 
Dockery, Kribbs, uigg, iison. Wash. 
Doliiver, Kyle, Sanden. ‘ise, 
Daolittle, Lacey, Reea, Wolverton, 
Draper, Lane, Reilly. — 
Dunn, Lapham, Richards, Ohio Wright, Mass. 
Dunphy. Latimer, 

Durborow, Lefever, Richardson, Tenn. 
NAYS—4. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—. 
Belden Dalzell. Gillett, Mass. Hepburn. 
NOT VOTEING—L5. 

g Denson, Hooker, Miss. Rey burn, 

Aldrich, Dinsmore, Hocker, N. Y. Ritchie. 
Donovan, son. Rusk. 
Apsley, oon 2 — Russell, Conn. 
rnold, Oregon, 
Dave Lockwood. Settle, 
Blair, Fithian, arsb, Sibley, 
Boutelle, Forman, Marshall, Simpson, 
Bower, N. C Funston, McCah, Sipe, 
Bowers, Cal. Tyan, McCleary, Minn. Smith, 
Brattan. Gardner, McMillin, ° Snodgrass. 
Brickner, Gear, en, Stone, C. W. 
Brown, Geary, Moon, Straus, 
Burnes, Graham, Morse, Tawney, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Murray, Torry. 
Caminetti, Grout, Mutchler, pin, 
Capehart, Haines, Newlands, Jan Voorhis, N. Y, 
Chickering, Hall, Minn. Oates, W. 
Childs, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Waugh, 
Clarke, Ala. Hammond, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
Cockran, Hartman, Wheeler, Ol- 
Cooper, Wis. Heiner, Payne, to. 
Cornish, Henderson, III. Paynter, Whiting, 
Covert, Henderson, Iowa Pendleton, W. Va. Wilson, Ohio 
ene Hendrix, Phillips. . —.— W. Va. 
zu ‘son, Hicks, Price. — 

Daniels, Hines, Ray. Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Hitt, Rayner, 

The following pairs wefe announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL, 


Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Ilinois 
Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. SMITH of IIlinois. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

For this day: 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Moon. 2 
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Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. MARVIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
1 desires indefinite leave of absence on account of 

ckness. 

i 5 — SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave, the Chair is in- 
ormed. 

Mr. LAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. Was the gentleman inthe Hall of the House 
and failed to hear his name called? 

Mr. LAWSON. Iwas in the committee room, addressing the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to report my- 
self as present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 
On this question the yeas are 233, the nays none, and four gen- 
tlemen have responded as present.“ The yeas have it, and the 
Journal is approved. 


HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
re of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tions submitted by the Secretary of the Navy for contingent ex- 
penses of a branch hydrographic office at Cleveland, Ohio; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations,and ordered 
to be printed. 


TABLET COMMEMORATING LAYING THE CORNER STONE OF THE 
CAPITOL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate resolution 
(S. R. 78) providing for the placing of a tablet upon the Capitol 
to commemorate the laying of the corner stone of the building, 
September 18, 1793. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit a communication 
which has been addressed to him by the committee having in 
shares the celebration of the laying of the corner stone of the 
Capitol. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 21, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: The General Committee on the Centennial of the Capitol has 
donated a bronze tablet estimated to cost about $900, to be aes upon the 
exterior southeast wall of the north wing of the original Capitol building, 
to commemorate the la of the corner stone of the Capitol, September 1 
1793, by President George Washington. 

As legislation will be necessary to carry out the purpose 
committee, I have the honor to request that the subject may be bro 
the attention of Congress, only suggesting that the matter of the insc n 
upon the tablet be left to the discretion of the joint committee ap ted 
under the joint resolution of Congress approved August 17, 1893, and that the 
selection of the precise locality for the insertion of the tablet, as well as the 
work connected with such insertion, be placed under the direction of the 
Architect of the Capitol. 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 
GARDNER, 


L. 
Chairman General Committee. 


of the general 
ht to 
tion 


Hon. CHARLES F. Crisp, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for the 
present consideration of the Senate resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate joint 
resolution, which is before the House for reference. The Clerk 
will report it, after which the Chair will ask if there be objec- 
tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the general committee of citizens of the United States, of which 
Lawrence Gardner is chairman, have donated to the United States a bronze 
tablet to be placed upon the Capitol to commemorate the laying of the cor- 
ner stone of the building, He pene 18, 1793: Therefore, be it 

Resoleed, etc., That the United States accept the said tablet, and that the 
Architect of the Capitol be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
cause the same, when approved by the joint committee appointed under 
joint resolution of Congress of August 17, 1893, to be placed in or upon the 
southeast wall of the north wing of the original Capitol building, upon such 
suitable place as he. the said Architect, may select, at such distance above 
the corner stons laid by George Washington, kay ones? 18, 1793, as in the 
judgment of said Architect may be best suited to display the same, without 
detracting from the architectural effect of the bullding. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 

resent consideration of the resolution? [After a pause.] The 
hair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE FOR LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 
66) providing for additional clerical force for the Librarian of 
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a jee which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


HENRY HULTEMAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1526) for the 
relief of Henry Hulteman; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Rusk, for this day, on account of sickness, 
> 5 Mr. BANKHEAD, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 
To Vir. HEINER of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 
To Mr. PRICE; from April 19, on account of important business. 


ELEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. In compliance with the request of a nonpartisan 
mass meeting held in the city of St. Louis on Friday last, I sub- 
mit resolutions which were adopted by that meeting of citizens, 
irrespective of party. Lask that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk, reading the resolutions, read as follows: 

Whereas the principles of justice have been outraged in the unseating of 
the lawfully elected member of Congress from the Eleventh district of Mis. 
souri, Mr. Charles F. Joys an 

Whereas this act is a direct assault upon the dearest possession of a citi- 
zen—the right to choose his representatives in the enactment of his coun- 
try’s laws—and is the first step in the direction of anarchy, as subverting 
a government of the people, for the people, and by the people: Be it there- 


fore 

Resolved, That this assemblage of voters of the district, irrespective of 
party, condemns this outrage against the integrity of the ballot, and pro- 
tests against the misrepresentation of the district by a man—— 


Mr. MCMILLIN (interrupting the reading). That is not a 
privileged resolution, Mr. Speaker. 2 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, let us hear it all read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has not pre- 
sented a question of privilege. 

Mr.STORER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does not require an objection. A mem- 
ber can not get the floor under a false pretense. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is nothing to show tha: 
there is any false pretense here. The resolution has not been 
read in full yet. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that Ihave 
obtained the floor under the rule which provides that when the 
dignity of the House or the integrity of its proceedings is in 
question a member has a right to rise to a question of privlege. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The dignity of the House is more likely to 
be affected by a dynamite resolution like this than in any other 


way. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. For these resolutions the member from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] is not responsible. They were 
passed by a meeting of citizens composed of both Democrats and 
Republicans. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution as read presents no question 
of privilege. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what 
is in the resolutions, whether or not they present a memorial 
touching the seat of a member of this House. I say I do not 
know whether they contain a memorial or not, because the reso- 
lutions have not been read in full. 

The SPEAKER. No question of privilege has been pre- 
sented by the resolution thus far. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois But it has not been read in full. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Tennessee makes 
the point that the resolution thus far has not presented a ques- 
tion of privilege. No gentleman has a right tohaveany resolu- 
tion read to the House as a matter of right, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But suppose this should be a me- 
morial affecting the right of a Representative to a seat on thig 
floor, it seems to me that that would present a 8 of privi- 
lege. I do not know what the fact is, because I have not heard 
the resolutions read in full, 

The SPEAKER. The House has already passed on the ques- 
tion raised in this resolution, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, But, Mr. Speaker, I apprehend 
that the House having passed upon the question, or anything 
that may have occurred heretofore, does not prevent the recep- 
tion of a memorial on the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Memorials have their regular channel 
through which to reach the House, and they can not reach itin- 
directly or 5 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the last part 
of the resolutions states that the Eleventh Congressional dis- 


